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The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) wook the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

FATHER BRIAN CORE

Standing Orders Suspension

MR BRIAN BURKE (Ba lcatta- Leader of the
Opposition) [4.31 p.m.]: 1 move, without notice-

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

That this House calls on the Com-
monwealth Government to intercede
with the Philippines Government at the
highest levels to ensure humane
treatment for Father Brian Gore and the
protection of his legitimate and just
rights.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
[4.32 p~m.]: I have no objections to the motion.
However, I point out to the House that this morn-
ing I took action in connection with this issue and
forwarded a telex to the Prime Minister re-
questing that action be taken to ensure that Rev-
erend Gore receives what he is entitled to, that
our people look after him, and that information in
regard to his welfare be communicated to his
family,

Question put.
The SPEAKER: I advise members that for this

motion to be passed it will require an absolute
majority. I have counted the House; and there
being no dissentient voice, I declare the motion is
resolved in the affirmative.

Question thus passed.

Motion

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [4.33 p.m.]: I move-

That this House calls on the Common-
wealth Government to intercede with the
Philippines Government at the highest levels
to ensure humane treatment for Father Brian
Gore and the protection of his legitimate and
just rights.

Father Gore, originally from Perth, and four
Filippino church workers, were arrested last
month in his parish near Kabankalan, in the
mountains of the Negros Occidental Province in
the central Philippines.

After extensive questioning, he was released
into the custody of his local superior, the Rev.
Mark Cavanaugh. But military authorities said
that they were preparing charges oF subversion
and illegal possession of explosives against Father
Gore and the four Filippinos. Father Gore then
said the charges were false. Subsequently, mili-
tary authorities laid the charge of inciting to re-
bellion against Father Gore. The superior of the
Columban Missionary headquarters in Manilla
said the charge was filed last week.

Father Gore originally was charged with illegal
possession of explosives and ammunition when
soldiers raided his convent in a remote village
near Bacolod in September and seized one gren-
ade and five bullets.

The warrants, which have now been served on
Father Gore, carry bail of S8 000 on the first
charge and $13 000 on the second charge. six or
his church workers also are included in the second
charge of inciting to rebellion.

Father Gore who earlier had called the charges
against him a frame-up, issued a statement saying
that he and his colleagues were being harassed for
ighting against corruption and abuses of human

rights. The subversion charge against Father
Brian Gore may not get to court, according to
church and diplomatic sources.

Diplomats and Father Gore's colleagues in the
town of Kabanikalan are convinced that the sub-
version charge had been inspired by relatives of
the late Mayor of Kabankalan (Pablo Sola), who
was killed by unknown gunmen in March.

Father Gore, who organised basic Christian
communities among the impoverished sugar
workers, had been a vocal critic of Mayor Sola.

According to church officials, the mayor was a
strong suspect in the unsolved murders of at least
nine people in 1980. Seven skeletons were dug up
from unmarked graves adjacent to the sugar es-
tate belonging to Mayor Solo.

The Australian Democrats Deputy Leader
(Senator Colin Mason) has called on the Govern-
ment to provide proper legal representation for
Father Gore. Senator Mason claims that the first
time Father Gore had seen the weapons alleged to
have been in his possession was in the police
Station and the so-called subversive document was
his parish magazine.

Senator Mason asked the Government to take
urgent action to see that Father Gore has proper
and independent legal representation and immedi-
ate oversight of his affairs by the Australian Em-
bassy in Manila.
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The Opposition supports Very strongly the con-
tentions put forward by Senator Mason and, as
far as we are concerned, there is an obligation on
this Parliament to convey its feelings to the Fed-
eral Government. There is every likelihood that
Father Gore, in the pursuit of normal parish and
religious work, is being subjected to the sort of
harrassment and horror of which, thankfully, we
have no experience in this country.

The motion simply calls on the Federal Govern-
ment to intercede at the highest possible levels to
ensure that Father Gore is treated humanely, that
his fundamental rights are protected, and that
justice is accorded to him.

I thank the Premier for his support which en-
abled the Opposition to successfully move the sus-
pension of Standing Orders. I urge members to
support the motion moved by the Opposition.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [4.37 p.m.]: I gave an
undertaking to the Premier earlier today that we
have only one speaker from this side of the House.
However, the motion requires a seconder and I
formally second the motion.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
[4.38 p.m.]: I support the motion put forward by
the Leader of the Opposition. As members of the
House would know, in this country Governments
cannot influence the courts and we would have
certain difficulties in this regard overseas. We will
do what we can to ensure our citizens are properly
protected. A telex was sent to the Prime Minister
today requesting that Father Gore be looked after
for as long as possible. I will not hesitate to ex-
plain the recommendation to the Prime Minister
immediately this motion is passed in the House.

Mr Blaikie: Hear, hear!

Question put and passed.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: FINANCIAL
CONSIDERATIONS

Appointment of Select Committee: Standing
Orders Suspension

MR COWAN (Merredin) [4.39 p.m.]: I move,
without notice-

That so much of Standing Orders be sus-
pended as is necessary to enable the member
for Merredin to move-

That a select committee be appointed to
inquire into and report on-

(1) The refusal of the member for
Mount Marshall to co-operate with
police officers who, at the request
of the Minister of Police were con-
ducting an investigation into alle-
gations of bribery made in this
House on Tuesday, 12 October;

(2) qualifications and contradictions in
the apology and withdrawal given
to the House by the member for
Mount Marshall in his personal ex-
planation made on Thursday, 14
October;

(3) statements made outside the House
by the member for Mount Marshall
and broadcast by the electronic
media.

My purpose in moving for the suspension of
Standing Orders is quite explicit in the motion
which will be moved subsequently if the motion
for suspension of Standing Orders is successful.

Members would be aware that last Tuesday the
member for Mt. Marshall made some allegations
about my colleague, the member for Stirling, and
me. On a reading of Hansard, members would no-
tice that the allegations made by the member for
Mt. Marshall can be interpreted in two ways. One
is that an offer of financial inducement was made
to the member for Stirling and to me.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member for
Merredin to resume his seat. The motion the
member is moving is to suspend Standing Orders
and for that particular purpose I would suggest to
him that he confine his remarks to that
question-that is, that Standing Orders be sus-
pended-and not debate the matter that is the
substance of the motion.

Mr COWAN: I was under the impression
gained from my experience in listening to past de-
bates that I had to give a number of very good
reasons to justify my request for the suspension of
Standing Orders and that was what I was at-
tempting to do.

I would like to demonstrate why I see the need
for the suspension of Standing Orders. I cannot
see how the House will agree to a motion for sus-
pension unless it understands the reasons for the
request. I will give the House a guarantee that if
the motion for the suspension of Standing Orders
is passed. I will not repeat myself when the second
motion is moved.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for
Merredin to resume his seat. The member for
Merredin needs to convince the House of the
reasons that Standing Orders should be suspended
in order that the matter can be dealt with forth-
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with rather than that he should give notice of his
intention at the next sitting of the House to move
the particular motion to which he refers. The
member for Merredin needs to demonstrate there
is a reason for the House to suspend Standing Or-
ders.

Mr COWAN: I will do my best to convince the
House.

As you, Mr Speaker, are aware, these alle-
gations were made by the member for Mt. Mar-
shall and on the following day [ moved for an in-
quiry, which move was supported by the House,
but there followed a procedural motion calling for
an inquiry to be conducted by this Parliament,
and that motion was defeated by the House. The
matter may have been cleared up to my satisfac-
tion and to the satisfaction of the member for
Stirling had the member for Mt. Marshall been
prepared to follow through on the motion he voted
for in this House; that was a motion for an in-
quiry that quite clearly was to be conducted by
the police.

I can recall the Premier's saying that the police
would be requested by the Minister for Police and
Prisons to conduct this inquiry. The member for
Mt. Marshall supported that motion and then,
within two hours, refused to offer any information
to the police to substantiate the allegations that
were made. Consequently, the member for
Stirling and I were denied any access to some
form of justice in proving the allegations were un-
true. Similarly this House refused the opportunity
to deal with this matter by way of a Select Com-
mittee inquiry.

The following day the member for Mt. Mar-
shall sought leave of the House to make a per-
sonal explanation which contained a qualified
withdrawal, but certainly no direct apology was
made to the two members who were named.

Mr Pearce: Three have been mentioned.
Mr COWAN: Consequently, we feel there has

been a denial of some form of redress by the
member for Stirling and me.

I Finally come to the last part of the issue with
which my motion deals-that is if the House
agrees to suspend Standing Orders-and that re-
lates to the contradictory statements that were
made outside this House.

In the statement to the House, the member for
Mt. Marshall said quite clearly. "if I have misled
the House into an impression that I have evidence
of a breach of parliamentary privilege or an of-
fence under the Criminal Code, I claim that such
an impression was given unwittingly". In other
words, he did not have any evidence. In the next
sentence he said that he did have evidence, but

was not prepared to use the privilege of the l-ou:.c
to produce it.

Mr Pearce: You misread that. What he means
is that he does not want to use the privilege of the
House to give evidence he does not have.

Mr COWAN: I stand corrected. The worst
pant of this issue is that, immediately after the
member for Mt. Marshall had made this expla-
nation to the House, he moved outside and in an
interview with a reporter representing the elec-
tronic media said that he may have evi-
dence-and these are the words he used-"but. I
am not prepared to produce it at this stage".

Therefore, we have a position where the House
agreed to have an inquiry conducted and the
member for Mt. Marshall refused to co-operate
with the people conducting that inquiry.

The following day he made an explanation to
the House which contained a qualified with-
drawal, but certainly no apology to the two mem-
bers who had been named. He immediately
moved outside the Chamber and stated categori-
cally that he may have evidence, but that he was
not prepared to produce it.

This Parliament should be the body which
protects the privileges of the Parliament itself.
Quite clearly, there has been an allegation made
that members of this place have breached parlia-
mentary privilege; and quite clearly it has been
unsatisfactorily resolved.

The Government gave support for an inquiry,
but it could not be pursued because of the failure
Of the member for Mt. Marshall to co-operate
with the police. The personal explanation he made
contained qualifications which I cannot accept
and I think this House would agree there has to
be an unqualified withdrawal of things of that
nature.

Finally, there was a statement made outside
this place which indicated that, whilst the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall had said these things and
even withdrawn them, he maintained there may
be some evidence. He was very much like a person
before the courts on a stealing charge. He was not
sorry that he stole, but he was sorry because he
had been caught. We believe that the only way we
can get redress is to have the Parliament deal
with this matter which is why I have moved that
Standing Orders be suspended.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.48 p.m.]: I sec-
ond the motion.

The SPEAKER: Order! The motion does not
require a seconder.

Mr STEPHENS: I support the motion. Mem-
bers will be aware that there is a notice on to-day's
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notice paper that, in future, Government business
shall take precedence of all motions and orders of
the day on Wednesdays as on all other days. This
matter of privilege is important and it is import-
ant that it is resolved properly. Up to this point
there has been no resolution on the subject and
that is the reason I feel it is necessary that Stand-
ing Orders be suspended without notice.

I am hopeful that following upon the member
for Mt. Marshall's refusal to co-operate with the
police and his hence avoiding the proposed inquiry
to take place, Liberal members will support this
motion, particularly in view of the attitude they
took in 1976. Their attitude then resulted in a mo-
tion for a Select Committee following some re-marks made by the member for Ascot. On that
occasion the member for Ascot did not even men-
tion any Minister by name, but he did reflect
upon the integrity of the Ministers of the Crown.
A motion was carried for a Select Committee and
the record in Hansard makes quite interesting
reading.

The member for Bunbury said during that de-
bate thait, "it was too serious a matter to ask
merely for a withdrawal". The Ministers to whom
the member for Ascot referred in his comments
were actually in the House. However, on this oc-
casion neither the member for Merredin nor I
were present and were unable to ask for a with-
dra wal.

It is for those reasons that I hope members of
the Liberal Party will display in 1982 the same
sort of conscience they displayed in 1976, and
support the motion for an inquiry into these mat-
ters.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [4.50 p~m.]: The Oppo-
sition supports this motion for the reason that it
supported a similar motion last week for the ap-
pointment of a Select Committee. We have the
situation where last week the member for Mt.
Marshall voted for an inquiry by the Com-
missioner of Police, knowing full well he did not
intend to co-operate with that inquiry. The next
day, he came to this House and made what was
meant to be an apology, but which was not at all
satisfactory.

The privileges of this House were impugned,
yet instead of the House itself taking an interest
in this matter by the setting up of a select com-
mittee, the matter was referred to the Police
Commissioner. The prediction was made at the
time that the member for Mt. Marshall would not
co-operate with that inquiry, and the member
himself knew he would not co-operate with it,
even though he voted for the inquiry.

The member for Mt. Marshall said in his state-
ment of Thursday that he was extremely con-
cerned about the inferences that were drawn, and
that he did not intend to impute anything
improper. The fact of the matter is that it is not a
question of people drawing inferences, because
the member for Mt. NWhrshall said that
bribes-or, financial inducements-had been
offered. The member for Mt. Marshall said he
was sorry if he had misled the House into an
impression that he had evidence of a breach of
parliamentary privilege, or an offence under the
Criminal Code. However, on Tuesday he stated
he did have evidence that financial inducements
were offered, although it is true he did not say
they were accepted.

Mr Cowan: It does not make any difference.
Mr TONKIN: Either one statement or the

other is wrong; the member cannot have it both
ways.

However, the member for Mt. Marshall then
went on to say-

I am not prepared to use the privilege of
the House to produce evidence of any such
offence...

The clear implication is that the member for Mt.
Marshall has evidence, but is not prepared to pro-
duce it. Does he have evidence, or does he not?
He cannot simply say, "I am sorry if I have mis-
led the House into the impression I have evi-
dence" and then say, "I am not prepared to pro-
duce evidence" that is nonsense; the member can-
not have it both ways.

The member then went on to say-
. . nor do I desire to have a prolonged in-

quiry ...
The member for Mt. Marshall voted for an in-
quiry which turned out to be abortive because the
member himself knew full well it was a joke since
he would refuse to co-operate with it. The next
day, he came in here and made that stupid state-
ment-I agree with the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's description of his speech-that he did not
intend to impute anything improper or illegal on
the part of members of the House.

The statement of the member for Mt. Marshall
is full of internal contradictions. It is not for the
member to say he does not desire a prolonged in-
quiry; this House has a right to an explanation of
this matter. That is why Standing Orders should
be suspended, so that we can get to the bottom of
the matter.

If the member for Mt. Marshall had said some-
thing he should not have said, or for which he has
no evidence, that should be made abundantly
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clear. We cannot continue with this absurd situ-
ation of the member for Mt. Marshall saying, "I
do not want to use parliamentary privilege to pro-
duce evidence." The House has a right to know
the facts and to know whether evidence exists,
and that should be stated clearly before a Select
Committee of this House. The present situation is
most unsatisfactory.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [4.55 p.m.]: I support
the motion. The member for Mt. Marshall should
make a clear and unqualified apology to the mem-
ber for Merredin and the member for Stirling,
whom he maligned in this House last Tuesday.

I take up the point of the member for Merredin
when moving his motion that some of the com-
ments made by the member for Mt. Marshall on
television last Thursday evening represented a
considerable shift from the position he took in this
House. Clearly, the impression he was attempting
to put across to the people of Western Australia,
by implication, was that although he did have
some evidence, he was too much of a statesman to
make use of it under parliamentary privilege. The
only definition of "statesman" I have heard is *"a
dead politician". The member for Mt. Marshall is
not the liveliest member of the House, but he does
not yet have those sorts of statesman-like
qualities. The member's hope was that he would
Bet back from the people of Western Australia
some of the support he may have lost-if he had
any in the first place-as a result of his grubby
allegations of last Tuesday.

If the member were a man, he would have said,
-1 have no evidence. I said something on Tuesday
I should not have said. I hereby unreservedly
apologise to the members for Merredin and
Stirling." I note in passing that not only did the
member for Mt. Marshall not apologise to the two
members concerned, but also he did not even
mention them in the course of his statement of
last Thursday morning. What he said, in a most
grudging way, was that he did not intend to
impute anything improper or illegal, and that if
he had misled the House into an impression he
had evidence of a breach of parliamentary privi-
lege, or of an offence under the Criminal Code, he
apologised, as if all 55 members may in some way
have fallen under his unwitting implications.

However, the member for Mt. Marshall specifi-
cally named the members for Merredin and
Stirling, and clearly led the House to believe he
had some evidence about improper behaviour
which involved those two members, even though
they may have been innocent parties.

I draw the attention of the House to that sec-
tion of the statement of the member for Mt. Mar-

shall in which he admitted he had no knowledge
of any breach of parliamentary privilege, or of the
Criminal Code. Any person who offers a bribe to
a member of Parliament commits a breach of the
Criminal Code. If the member for Mt. Marshall
is telling the truth, and knows of no evidence of
such a breach, that means he had no evidence-as
I suspected all along-to support his allegations
of last Tuesday. If he has no such evidence, he
should stand before the Parliament and the people
and say, "LI have no evidence", and not try to pre-
tend that he has evidence, but is holding it back
only because he is a big fellow, and wants to be a
statesman. If the member for Mt. Marshall is not
prepared to behave like a man in this situation, it
is up to this House to ensure that he does.

MR CRAYDEN (South Perth) [5.00 p.m.]: As
much as I sympathise with the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling-

Mr Tonkin: You said you would support a Sel-
ect Committee.

Mr GRAYDEN: If the member for Morley
would wait a minute, he would hear what I am
about to say. As much as I sympathise with the
position in which the member for Stirling and the
member for Merredin find themselves, nothing
can be gained from our conducting a witch-hunt
in respect of this particular matter.

Mr Tonkin: You said you were in favour of a
Select Committee.

Mr Pearce: That is a shift of attitude.

Mr GRAYDEN: One has to give only a mo-
ment's thought to the issue to realise that there is
absolutely nothing to the allegations. The Mining
Act was passed in 1979; and the regulations
merely give effect to what the House passed three
years ago. The regulations deal with such things
as marking off leases, etc. Nobody would offer
financial inducements for a vote against the
mining regulations, because no-one could gain
Financially by the defeat of the regulations.

Mr Tonkin: The member for Mt. Marshall
should admit that. Let him stand up and say that.

Mr GR.AYDEN: For mining to operate in
Western Australia, we must have a Mining Act;
and we cannot have a Mining Act wvithouit regu-
lations. Nobody would gain financially if the
mining regulations were defeated; so if one gives
the matter the most cursory thought, one realises
that there can be absolutely nothing in the state-
ments which have been made.

Mr Tonkin: You said the member for Mt. Mar-
shall would co-operate.
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Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Mt. Mar-
shall has apologised profusely and abjectly. He
said-

I feel obliged to say that I did not intend to
impute anything improper or illegal on the
part of members of the House.

Mr Pearce: That is an untrue statement.
Mr GRAYDEN: Then he said-

If I have misled the House into an
impression that I have evidence of a breach
of parliamentary privilege or an offence
under the Criminal Code, I claim that such
an impression was given unwittingly.

The member said that; and at no time did he say
that the member for Stirling and the member for
Merredin had accepted any financial induce-
ments.

Mr Tonkin: He went on to say-
I am not prepared .. to produce evi-

dence-

Mr GRAYDEN: He did not say under any cir-
cumstances that the two members had accepted
financial inducements. The member for Mt. Mar-
shall went further and said-

If any member of this House considers his
reputation has been injured by my statement,
I desire to withdraw and apologise.

No-one can go beyond that.
Mr Pearce: Yes, they can. They can say, "I am

sorry that I wrongly named the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling."

Mr O'Connor: You have had your say.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Mt. Mar-
shall has withdrawn unreservedly and apologised.

Mr Tonkin: He has not. He just said he is not
prepared to produce evidence. Does that not
suggest that he has evidence?

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Mt. Mar-
shall explained his position as follows-

I made the remarks off the cuff, and at no
time did I claim that any member had ac-
cepted any financial considerations;-

Of course, that is so.

Mr Hedge: He implied they had.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member continued-
-and I realise that different interpretations
can be placed on my comments.

It is my sincere hope that now I have with-
drawn and apologised, the House will accept
my explanation.. .

It is for those reasons that I do not think-
Mr Tonkin: That was not your position last

Wednesday.
Mr Cowan: Before you go any further, would

you like to read the paragraph you have left out?
It is as follows-

I am not prepared to use the privilege of
the House to produce evidence of any such
offences . . .

Does not that indicate to you that he is suggesting
he has evidence?

Mr Tonkin: Of course it does.
Mr GRAYDEN: If that is read in conjunction

with the other remarks of the member for Mt.
Marshall, it cannot mean anything. The member
said clearly that he did not intend to impute any-
thing improper or illegal on the part or members
or the House; so, irrespective or what he said off
the cuff, as he has indicated, he made it quite
clear in his personal explanation that he did not
intend to do that. He said that if anyone had
gained that impression, it was an impression
which had been given unwittingly.

The member has withdrawn unreservedly, and
he has apologised. I do not see what else we can
gain by referring the matter to a Select Com-
mittee. As I say, much as I sympathise with the
plight in which the member for Stirling and the
member for Merredin find themselves, now that
the matter has been settled in this way, the ap-
pointmnent of a Select Committee on an issue of
this kind is unwarranted.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [5.05 p.mn.]: In
Vriew of your admonition, Sir, that the debate
should be limited to the merits of the question of
urgency rather than to the merits of the case
itself, I will try to confine my remarks to the
question of urgency.

If at any time a member of this House redls
that he has been offended, the Standing Orders
provide for that offence to be remedied in some
proper way; and there should be no delay whatso-
ever in our providing to members who feel they
have been offended the right to use the Standing
Orders to have the matter settled one way or
another. That is all that the member for Merredin
is asking today; and he has every right to do so.
We should be rushing to his defence.

If we are as democratic as we propose we are,
we should be saying that the Standing Orders
should be used to resolve this issue by every and
any member who wants to use them. In itself, that
is sufficient reason for the matter to be dealt with
as one of urgency. More importantly, the question
was compounded by the way that the member for
Mt. Marshall spoke on the ABC radio session
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"This Week in Parliament" last Friday night.
After I beard it, I had the distinct impression.
from what the member had said, that he was
thumbing his nose, not only at the members con-
cerned, but also at the Parliament itself.

The Parliament should be aware of that, and it
should be concerned about it. It should treat this
motion as a matter of urgency, in order that the
members for Merredin and Stirling or the com-
mittee which may be appointed can obtain from
the ABC a copy of the transcript of what was
said.

Mr Stephens: Would you paraphrase it?

Mr DAVIES: I might do the member for
Stirling an injustice.

1 was driving in my car when I heard the radio
programme, and I thought, "If ever anyone has
thumbed his nose at the Parliament and parlia-
mentary privilege and procedures, the member for
Mt. Marshall, in his spoken comments, has done
that." Let me make it perfectly clear that I am
not reflecting on the written text of the person
who prepared the talk or who gave the talk; I am
referring to the comments made to that person by
the member for Mt. Marshall and which were of
concern to me.

Because this matter is of concern to me, and
because it should be of concern to the House, very
good reasons to treat it as one of urgency exist.

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [5.08 p.m.]: I support
the suspension of Standing Orders because the
member for Merredin and the member for
Stirling still feel that they have been maligned,
and they have not received the necessary apology.
In itself, that is sufficient. If two members of this
House are not satisfied with the explanation or
apology given, we should take this action. That is
my feeling on the subject; and it is sufficient for
nme. f the two members are not happy, let us get
to the bottom of this matter and have it resolved.

The SPEAKER: Before I put the question, I
advise members that, for this motion to be car-
ried, there will need to be an absolute majority in
favour.

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

Mr Bertram
M r Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Cowan
Dr Dadour
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Gordon Hill

Ayes 20
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H-. Jones
Mr McIver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Stephens
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

Noes 22
Mr Blaikie Mr Old
Mr Cla rko Mr Rushton
Mr Court Mr Shalders
Mrs Craig Mr Sibson
Mr Crayden Mr Sodeman
Mr Hassell Mr Tree howan
Mr Laurance Mr Tubby
Mr MacKinnont Mr Watt
Mr McPharlin Mr Williams
Mr Mensaros Mr Young
Mr O'Connor Mr Nanovich

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Carr Mr Spriggs
Mr A. D. Taylor Mr Crane
Mr Bryce Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Bridge Mr Grewar
Mr 1. F. Taylor Mr Herzfeld
Mr Barnett Mr Coyne

Question thus negatived.

(Teller)

CLOSING DAYS OF SESSION: SECOND
PART

Standing Orders Suspension

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [5.14
p.m.): I move-

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable Bills to
be introduced without notice, to he passed
through all their remaining stages on the
same day, and Messages from the Legislative
Council to be taken into consideration on the
day they are received.

MR BRIAN BURKE (BalIcat ta- Leader of the
Opposition) [5.15 p.m.]: The Opposition does not
intend to oppose this standard motion, but I take
the opportunity to point out to the Government
that the notice paper is in something of a mess.

Mr Sibson: Who made it a mess?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government clearly
needs to give the House an undertaking on private
members' business because there is a lot of private
members' business on the notice paper.

Mr Hassell: A lot has been done in Government
business time, too.

M r Si bson: You a re j ust wasti ng the t ime of the
House and blaming it on someone else.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At the same time, not so
much Government business is on the notice paper
as to indicate that we will not be able to deal with
a fair amount of private members' business. That
is all I rise to say. I seek an assurance fromn the
Premier that he will be accommodating and co-
operative in dealing with private members'
business.

Mr Sibson interjected.
(123)
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Mr Stephens: Ignore him; he is just talking in
his sleep, as usual.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is fair that, while we
offer our support for this motion, the Government
accepts that the amount of Government business
on the notice paper should not exclude, with
reasonable and fair management, consideration of
private members' business. The Government shall
have our co-operation in dealing with Government
business. In return we ask that private members'
business be granted the same privilege.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [5.17
p.m.]: I believe we have had more time allotted to
private members' business during this sitting of
Parliament than in any other sitting in the 24
years I have been a member of Parliament. The
Government has been more than fair to the Oppo-
sition, and if private members' business is in a
mess, 1 guess Opposition members can blame
themselves. However, it is my intention, provided
we do not run into a lot of unnecessary debate or
difficulties on the way, to give every consideration
to private members' business at a later stage.

Question put and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS: PRECEDENCE

All Siriing Days
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [5.18

p3.171: I move-
That on and after Wednesday, 20 October

1982-
(a) Standing Order 226 (Grievances) be

suspended, and
(b) Government business shall take pre-

cedence of all Motions and Orders of the
Day on Wednesdays as on all other
days.

Question put and passed.

AERIAL SPRAYING CONTROL AMEND-
MENT BILL

Second Reading
MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agri-

culture) [5.19 p.m.): I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill amends the Aerial Spraying Control Act
1966-1978 to require any person who owns, or has
control over, an aircraft which is fitted out for
aerial spraying to have the necessary insurance
cover.

The main purposes of the Act relate to the pro-
tection of crops or other plant growth and animal
life from aerial spraying or drift. Pilots undertak-
ing crop spraying must have a pilot rating

certificate obtained by their passing an examin-
ation set by the Department of Agriculture. This
ensures that they have a reasonable knowledge of
the properties of the herbicides used and the care
needed to avoid damage.

In addition, aerial operators are required to
have insurance cover against damage caused
while undertaking spraying. Insurance claims
have been made each year and their settlement
has been greatly simplified because of the Act.

At present the Act requires any owner of an
aircraft licensed under the air navigation regu-
-lations of the Commonwealth to carry insurance
cover against his causing damage to crops. The
Act requires this insurance policy to be lodged
with the Director of Agriculture and to be suf-
ficient to cover liability of not less than $30 000
for each claim under the policy.

However, the Act has no provision for the
prosecution of a person for not arranging
insurance cover who does not possess a Common-
wealth air navigation licence. Under these cir-
cumstances it becomes necessary to prove that a
person actually has undertaken aerial spraying
using a certain herbicide from a particular air-
craft.

At least one operator using several aeroplanes
for aerial spraying is completely ignoring the re-
quirements of this Act and also the Common-
wealth air navigation regulations. It has proved
impossible to obtain the necessary evidence for a
successful prosecution.

The proposed amendment to section 10 of the
Act would require that, in addition to the owners
of licensed aircraft, the owner or person in control
of any aircraft modified to carry out aerial
spraying, lodge the insurance policy with the Di-
rector of Agriculture. In this situation, a success-
ful prosecution for not possessing the appropriate
insurance cover could be obtained on the evidence
that the aircraft was adapted for aerial spraying.
No longer would it be necessary to prove that the
aircraft was actually spraying a certain herbicide
on to a particular crop.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Evans.

CHICKEN MEAT INDUSTRY AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agri-

culture) 15.22 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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This Bill amends the Chicken Meat Industry Act
1977, to-

change the composition of the chicken meal
industry committee and enable it to make de-
cisions by majority vote; and
confer additional powers on the committee
enabling it to approve existing and new grow-
ing facilities.

The Chicken Meat Industry Act 1977 provides
for the formation of an industry committee con-
sisting of three processor members, three grower
members, and a non-voting chairman who is an
officer of the Department of Agriculture. The
intention was that the committee would reach
agreement by consensus.

The Bill will allow for decisions to be made by
the chicken meat industry committee by majority
vote rather than by consensus as previously re-
quired.

The new committee will consist of a voting
chairman who need not be a public servant, two
members representing growers, two members rep-
resenting processors, and two additional indepen-
dent members appointed by the Minister.

This improved decision-making ability will
eliminate the need to refer to an arbitrator mat-
ters on which the committee failed to reach agree-
ment. In the past, arbitration has proved to be
both lengthy and expensive.

Provision has been made for the right of appeal
against committee decisions. It is expected that
the new committee will be able to resolve issues
and therefore contribute to greater stability in the
industry.

The Bill provides also that broiler chickens will
not be raised except in shedding approved for that
purpose by the committee. This restriction would
apply to both grower and processor facilities. Ap-
proval of shedding would be valid for such a
period as specified by the committee, which also
could withdraw approval at any time. Provision is
made for an appeal to the Minister against refusal
to approve of shedding or the withdrawal of such
approval.

The factors to be taken into account in con-
sidering applications for approval of shedding will
be-

the productivity of contracted growers;
the standard price for broiler chickens;
the market for chicken meat; and
the suitability of the shedding for broiler
growing.

A penalty has been provided to prevent the grow-
ing of broiler chickens in facilities other than

those approved by the committee. The additional
power of the committee in approving growing Fa-
cilities will prevent the construction of unnecess-
ary additional shedding at a time of surplus ca-
pacity. Surplus shedding has been a problem in
the industry since early 1980.

The Bill is subject to expiry after a period of
seven years, but provision has been,' made for a re-
view after five years to continue the legislation if
required.

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

EDUCATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup-Minister for Edu-
cation) [5.25 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
In recent years it has become widely recognised
that the role of a school has broadened and a
significant advance has been made in the pastoral
activities of schools. This earing approach to edu-
cation which is to be found in schools throughout
Western Australia has done much to reduce the
problems of indiscipline of students. However, de-
spite this more understanding and caring attitude
in schools, there remains a small number of highly
disruptive students who represent a serious and
growing problem, particularly at the secondary
level.

Attempts by school administrators and guid-
ance officers to solve this problem by counselling,
parent interviews, course variation, home rooms,
schools within schools, withdrawal, formal disci-
pline, and even short-term suspension have failed
with this very small percentage of highly disrup-
tive students. Such students can, harass other
students and will even harass teachers. Many staff
members, including senior staff, are fearful of
confrontation because io the final analysis they
are powerless to deal with such students and any
physical handling of the children can lead to suc-
cessful charges of assault being brought against
the teacher by parents. It is clear that deviant
students are able to destroy the learning environ-
ment in a classroom and seriously reduce the
opportunities of other students to learn.

Some of the negative school and community
outcomes of severely disruptive students include-

Normal students resent having their edu-
cation impaired by disruptive students, but
are powerless to control them.

Parents whose children share a class with a
disruptive student are apprehensive about the
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environment and the quality of schooling
their children are receiving. Some remove
their children and send them to private
schools.

The severely disruptive student has a dam-
aging effect on teacher morale. Even highly
competent, experienced teachers are faced
with discipline problems which they cannot
solve with respect to a few incorrigible chil-
dren whose behaviour is characterised by
persistent and wilful disobedience, disruptive
behaviour in class, constant foul language,
and physical violence towards teachers and
other students.

High schools use a range of professional people
and a variety of techniques to deal with disruptive
students, but successful rehabilitation of a small
number of severely disruptive students is fre-
quently beyond the resources of a school.

For many years departmental regulations have
provided for suspension of students. This action
has proved to be effective in those instances where
a student recognises the value of a formal edu-
cation and modifies his behaviour patterns follow-
ing a brief suspension. For the highly disruptive
student a suspension is a recognition of his ability
to upset the system and he returns to school with
his attitudes and behaviour unchanged.

The failure of in-school counselling, changes to
school organisation, and even suspensions to solve
this serious problem has been of concern to princi-
pals of secondary schools for some time. Regional
committees have reviewed the problem and it was
discussed in detail at the 1982 April conference of
the High School Principals' Association. Since
then the matter has been the subject of discussion
among senior officers of the department, the
Teachers' Union, and the Western Australian
Council of State School Organisations.

There is unamimous agreement that action
must be taken to protect the rights of the majority
of students from the excesses of a small minority
whose impact is out of all proportion to their
numbers.

Current departmental regulations, while pro-
viding for suspension, prevent expulsion. Such a
restriction is totally appropriate where expulsion
denies a child access to education, but that situ-
ation no longer applies in this State, which is a
leader in the field of correspondence education.

It is now possible to exclude a student from at-
tendance at a school and thereby prevent him
from disrupting the education of other students
without denying him access to education. For this
reason senior officers in the department, the
Teachers' Union, and the parent organisation

have agreed that for some students, as a last re-
sort, exclusion from schools is an appropriate ac-
tion.

It is relevant to note that the Education Acts in
Victoria, Queensland, and South Australia made
provision for the Minister for Education to ex-
clude students from State Government schools. In
New South Wales this power is assumed under
the general power of the Minister and this as-
sumption was upheld in a challenge to the Su-
preme Court some 10 years ago-McMahon v.
Buggy and Ors, 1972.

The Western Australian Education Act appears
to be deficient in this area and it is therefore
recommended that it be amended to give the Min-
ister power to exclude a student from a school or
schools. At the same time, it is recommended that
the Act be strengthened to support the regulation
providing for suspension lest this regulation be
subject to challenge and found wanting.

Members are reminded that exclusion from a
school or schools does not deny a student an edu-
cation, but it does prevent him from denying other
students an education, and that is the purpose of
this proposed change to the Act.

It is proposed that students will be protected
from unwarranted exclusion by vesting the power
of exclusion only in the Minister upon the
recommendation of the director-general and by
establishing recommending and review panels
involving community representation.

It is unusual in an area as contentious as edu-
cation to be able to bring forward a recommen-
dation supported by teachers, students, their
parents, and the community at large. I believe
that this is one occasion where there is a high
level of agreement on the need for action and also
on the action being recommended. I seek mem-
bers' support for the Bill to amend the Education
Act to provide for the exclusion of highly disrup-
tive students and to ensure that the current poli-
cies on suspension are beyond challenge.

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

LEGAL AID COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
MR RUSHTON (Dale-Deputy Premier)

[5.32 pi.m.I: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Legal Aid Commission of Western Australia
became operational on 17 April 1978, and in its
first full year of operation over 33 000 people
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sought legal aid in one form or another. By 1981-
82 that Figure had risen to over 42 000.

In addition, the commission has extended
significantly the legal advice bureau and duty
counsel services and since 1979 has established an
effective community legal education programme.

The participation of private practitioners in the
administration of legal aid has been encouraged
and, indeed, increased. There are now four legal
aid committees, three review committees, and a
consultative committee.

Private practitioners serve as members on all
these committees and, in the case of the legal aid
and review committees, they do so in an entirely
honorary capacity,

The experience of the commission since April
1978 has demonstrated a need for certain legislat-
ive amendments for the better administration of
legal aid and the more effective provision of legal
services. This Bill contains a number of important
amendments designed to satisfy those require-
ments.

There are a number of references in the Bill to
"'committees and officers of the commission" as
well as to the "Commonwealth Commission". It is
intended to cover the former by a definition of
"legal aid authority" which will include the direc-
tor of legal aid, a legal aid committee, and auth-
orised staff.

The body formerly known as the Common-
wealth Commission has been replaced by the
Commonwealth Legal Aid Council and various
references to that body in the Act will be
amended and related back to the proposed defi-
nition to be included in section 4.

The Bill contains a provision which gives power
to the commission itself to reopen a matter, or to
refuse or terminate aid. Members are reminded
that at present a decision to grant or refuse aid,
subject to certain conditions, can be re-examined
by a legal aid committee.

Should an applicant be aggrieved by the de-
cision of a legal aid committee, a further appeal
to a review committee is possible. The Act stipu-
lates. that the decision of the review committee is
"final and conclusive".

The commission has expressed its concern that
in some cases the finality of review committee de-
cisions may not be in the best interests of justice.
For example, an applicant's financial circum-
stances may Worsen dramatically after a review
committee decision, but aid cannot be granted
where the committee has refused it already. Simi-
larly, new facts can emerge which would affect
the merits of the applicant's case and, as the Act

stands at present, the commission can do nothing.
it is therefore proposed that the Act be amended
to allow the commission to reopen a matter,
notwithstanding the fact that a review committee
has already made a final decision in respect of it.

It is proposed that this power would be exer-
cised by the commission declaring that the matter
may be considered further and then referring
back to a review committee for such consider-
ation. It is not intended that this will be a further
avenue of appeal, but rather simply a discretion-
ary power vested in the commission so that the
application can be re-examined in the light of
changed circumstances.

In addition, the commission itself now has
power to refuse or terminate aid in particular
cases. The commission dictates policy only, and
decisions in relation to particular cases may be
made only by the director, an authorised staff
member, a legal aid committee, or a review com-
mittee.

In some recent cases the commission has been
concerned that grants of aid potentially involving
extremely large costs may be made by legal aid or
review committees in circumstances in which the
funds available ought perhaps to be directed to
other cases.

As the commission is responsible for the
financial operation of the legal aid system it
administers, it is felt that the commission should
be able to control directly the financial commit-
ments assumed by it. The Bill therefore contains
an amendment which will permit the commission
itself to refuse, terminate, or vary aid in particu-
lar cases. The cases to which this power would
refer will, of course, be determined by the com-
mission.

The Bill also contains amendments which relate
to the "merit" test referred to in section 37 of the
Act. The Act states that, in determining whether
aid should be granted in relation to proceedings,
consideration has to be given as to whether or not
the proceedings are likely to be determined in a
manner favourable to the applicant. I would add
that many other aspects are examined, including
a person's means, and these aspects are fully set
out in the Act.

The existing provisions can cause some prob-
lems and complaints have been made in the past,
particularly in criminal cases, that the com-
mission, in dealing with these criteria in fact, is
prejudging a case. Nothing could be further from
the truth.

When looked at logically, this provision enables
the commission's staff or committees to critically
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examine an application in the light of the facts
available, and make a decision.

In essence, the commission's staff and com-
mittees are doing no more than any private prac-
titioner does before advising a client on the best
course of action and plea to make in a particular
case.

Nevertheless, the commission and the Govern-
menit recognise that there are some cases or
classes of cases where the interests of justice
would be best served by applying the means test
only and empowering the commission to deter-
mine from time to time the cases or classes of
cases to which the merit test shall not be applied.
It is added that the commission, making such de-
terminations, must do so within its budgetary
limitations.

Under section 40 of the Legal Aid Commission
Act, a person granted legal aid is permitted to sel-
ect a practitioner from a panel of names prepared
by the commission. It will be appreciated thatIsome practitioners specialise in certain areas of
the law and the selection made is not always in
the best interests of a client's particular case. It is
therefore proposed that this section be amended
to retain the right of the client, but to qualify that
right so that it would be subject to the com-
mission's obligations to have regard to the prin-
ciple that the interests of the assisted person must
be of prime concern.

In such cases there would need to be a right of
appeal from any decision overriding the selection
of the applicant, and this is included in the Bill.
Such right of appeal would be open to both the
assisted person and the selected practitioner. This
proposal has received the agreement of the Law
Society of Western Australia.

In my earlier comments, mention was made of
review committees. For the information of mem-
bers, I indicate that a review committee consists
of three members, of whom one is a private prac-
titioner who is not a member of the commission,
one is a practitioner who is a member of the com-
mission, and one is a person considered suitable
for membership who is not a practitioner.

Three Law Society nominees are members of
the commission itself, and it is virtually inevitable
therefore that these practitioners are each ap-
pointed to one of the three review committees.

Experience has shown that these people are
invariably busy practitioners who, while they
would ind little difficulty in meeting their obli-
gations as commissioners, may well have diffi-
culty in meeting the obligations imposed upon
them by membership of both the commission and
a review committee.

The commission has proposed therefore that a
review committee will comprise three persons, one
of whom will be a non-lawyer member, and two of
whom will be lawyers-one of whom "may be" a
commissioner. This will enable the appointment of
persons who are not necessarily commissioners,
and so overcome the present difficulty.

Another matter about which the commission
has expressed concern relates to the payment of
contributions toward the costs of legal aid, details
of which appear in section 31. This empowers a
legal aid committee or officer of the commission
to impose a condition that, on demand by the
commission, the applicant shall pay a contribution
toward the costs of providing legal aid. Such a
contribution varies depending on the circum-
stances of the individual granted assistance.

The view has been expressed that the wording
of the current provision precludes the commission
from requiring an assisted person to pay the full
costs of providing legal aid. it undoubtedly was
drafted this way on the assumption that persons
who qualified financially for legal aid would not
be able to afford to pay the full costs.

In fact, experience has shown that it does some-
times occur that an assisted person's circum-
stances change dramatically over a period, often
as a result of the successful provision of legal aid
services by the commission. This means that there
are cases in which a person eventually can afford
to pay in full the costs of the legal aid. Therefore
the commission has suggested that this section be
amended so that it would enable the commission
to require payment in full in appropriate cases.

A further amendment deals with the recon-
sideration and review of applications for aid. At
present the Act gives an applicant for legal aid
the right to seek reconsideration and review of
certain decisions, but no time limit is stipulated
within which this must be done.

It is possible that the existing provision will
produce difficulties in the future when questions
of costs and contributions by assisted persons are
being dealt with. As an example, the commission
could grant aid to a person on the basis that a
contribution is to be made by that person to the
total cost of a particular case. When the case is
determined finally, the person may decline to
make the contribution and ask for the original de-
cision to be reviewed. This is unacceptable and
was never intended.

It is proposed that the Act should be amended
to specify a time limit of 28 days within which a
person can apply for reconsideration and review
of a decision to grant aid with power in the com-
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mission to extend the time in cases where this is
considered necessary or desirable.

Section 48 of die Act confers upon any person
affected by a decision of the director, an author-
ised officer, or a legal aid committee, a right to
have that decision reconsidered by a responsible
authority. The Act goes on to stipulate that the
-responsible authority" is the person or com-
mittee of the commission which made the original
decision.

It will be appreciated that such a requirement
imposes substantial administrative difficul ties as
the number of requests for reconsideration has
been in excess of 650 for each of the last three
financial years.

In addition, the commission has recognised that
it is prudent to refer to a legal aid committee for
reconsideration some cases which are within the
authority of an authorised officer to decide, re-
gardless of the fact that the original decision may
have been made by a staff member.

The amendment therefore proposes that such
requests for consideration will be able to be ef-
fiected by an authorised officer or committee as is
appropriate in the particular case.

Section 15 of the Act empowers the commission
to make determinations or give directions in
certain matters. The Sill contains an amendment
to section 15, which will make it clear that where
the Act gives the commission power to make a de-
termination or give a direction, that includes also
the power to revoke or vary such determinations
or directions, or substitute others for those pre-
viously made.

A further amendment relates to section 63 of
the Act which contains a provision indemnifying
the director and other staff practitioners in re-
spect of any claim brought against them arising
out of their employment with the commission. It
is proposed that this provision should be extended
to cover also all private practitioners when they
are actually performing voluntary work on behalf
of the commission.

At such time they usually will not be covered
by their own professional insurance nor that pro-
vided by their firms, and this amendment will
protect them against any claims which may arise
in that connection.

A provision has been included also to put be-
yond doubt that the commission is liable for any
act or omission not only by the director, but also
by a private practitioner, in the course of the per-
formance of services in providing legal advice or
acting as duty counsel.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bertram.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

BILLS (2): MESSAGES

Appropriations

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

I.

2.
Chicken Meat Industry Amendment Bill.
Town Planning and Development Amend-

ment Bill.

BILLS (4): RETURNED

I. Building Societies Amendment Bill.
2. Acts Amendment (Metropolitan Region

Town Planning Scheme) Bill.
3. Gas Undertakings Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

4. Stamp Amendment Bill (No. 4).

Bill returned from the Council with
requested amendments.
Sitting suspended from 6.13 to 7.30 p.m.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading: Budget Debate

Debate resumed from 30 September.
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the

Opposition) [7.31 p.m.]: It is not my intention
tonight to nit-pick-

Mrs Craig: That will be a change.
Mr Herzfeld: You don't usually, do you?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -the Treasurer's First

Budget, unless members opposite provoke me into
doing so.

Mr Nanovich: You have started already, have
you.'

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I warn them that I am
capable of being provoked.

Mr Nanovich: Oh, we know that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will still say what I

have to say, but simply extend my speech by an
hour to accommodate them if that is their wont.

Mr Watt: Do what you want.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: However, Mr Speaker, I

would much prefer, at what is a critical time in
this nation's and this State's history, to address
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some of the fundamental problems that even a
cursory examination of the Budget shows very
clearly it does not address. When asked for a
comment after the Budget was delivered. I said it
was a fairly dull and pedestrian document.

Mr Clarko: It depends on the reader.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I said that it would be

forgotten by the weekend. I was wrong, Mr
Speaker-the Budget was forgotten within one
day.

Mr Clarko: Because it was a good Budget.
Mr Herzfeld: I thought you said you would not

nit-pick.
Mr Clarko: A bad Budget would have been in

the Press for the next month.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suppose it is faintly
amusing that the Budget has been reduced for its
support to State Report. However, to avoid the
constant challenge from those opposite about the
sorts of things that a Labor Government would
seek to do, let me list clearly, without taking the
Budget apart sentence by sentence and sum by
sum-and I will do that if members want me
to--those things that a Labor Government would
be addressing. These are things that a State
Labor Government, in fact, any State Govern-
ment, could at least provoke in its Commonwealth
counterparts in some respects, while in others it
could be the prime mover in implementing the
sorts of policies that we think are appropriate. So
let us not daily with a facile criticism of the
Budget. Let us see the sorts of things we would be
thinking of doing, and then we will go back over
the Budget to deal with certain issues.

The first item in these difficult economic times
to which the Government should be addressing
itself is a devaluation of the Australian dollar by
at least five per cent, and perhaps by as much as
10 per cent. It seems to us that if we are to be-
come competitive in the areas of our greatest ef-
ficiency, that is one item that needs to be con-
sidered, not to mention the easing effect on
interest rates that a devaluation would have in re-
moving the uncertainty of currency fluctuations.

The second item we would be looking at-

Mr MacKinnon: Are you going to explain how
the State Government would do that, if it were a
Labor Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will dally with this one
interjection and simply remind the Minister that
had he been listening he would have heard me say
that these items to which the Government should
be turning its attention are those about which, at
the very least, the State Government should not
be a silent ignorer, but it should be provoking the

sorts of considerations that we think are necess-
ary.

Mr MacKinnon: A lot of words meaning absol-
utely nothing.

Mr Wilson: You are an expert on that.

Mr MacKinnon: We are interested in what you
would do. All you have done is to comment on de-
valuation. What would you do? You are long on
rhetoric and short on fact. It is very interesting,

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not heard this
Treasurer or the voluble Minister say one thing
about devaluation.

Mr Clarko: It is the Federal Government's re-
sponsibility.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: So, the Government
says, are interest rates, and yet it has had plenty
to say about interest rates.

Mr MacKinnon: You back away.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Where is the breadth of
vision of this State Government? Does it not have
any breadth of vision? Cannot it see past its
nose-past roads and bridges?

Mr MacKinnon: You back away by criticism of
the Government. You have no facts at all. You
are long on rhetoric and short on fact.

Mr Herzfeld: And he was not going to nit-pick!

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me repeat that the

first of the list of items that I would encourage
this State Government to get off its backside
about is the question of devaluaton-

Mr MacKinnon: You have no comment about
how you would do that.

Mr Clarko: Which State Government has ever
done anything about devaluation? Can you name
one?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -and the effects of de-
valuation on those areas of our economy which
are the most efficient.

The second matter, which is a shelter within
which the points that I want to make should take
place, is that there should be an absolute commit-
ment on the part of Government to economic
growth. Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Watt), you will
know of course that one of the problems with the
monetarist theories of economics, the supply side
theory of economics, is that, invariably every time
economic growth rears its head, it is choked off,
and this Government should realise, as should its
Federal counterpart, that Australia is in no pos-
ition to have anything except an absolute commit-
ment to economic growth.
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Mr Court: Are you saying this Government
does not have a commitment to economic growth?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying that if I
were to ask this Government whether it had a
commitment to economic growth it would reply,
"Yes", but if one studies the things which this
Government has done and those which it has
railed to do, one knows certain doubts are raised
about whether that commitment actually exists,
or if it does exist, whether it is capable of any
intelligent pursuit by this Government.

Mr MacKinnon: The score is two nil.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The third point I want to

make about those items I think this Government
should be Pursuing is that it should be in the van
of causing a complete review of present Federal
Government economic policies.

Mr MacKinnon: Starting where?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is quite clear that the

economic truisms of the past are no longer work-
ing. The belief, always justified in practice, that
when one screwed down the money supply, in-
flation was pulled in and unemployment was a
Short-term problem only, is no longer true. What
we want to start to hear from this State Govern-
ment are not details of bookkeeping exercises, but
its decisions on matters of much greater breadth.
The bookkeeping mentality-the unimaginative
and unenthusiastic budgeting work of this
Government-is serving this State poorly.

Mr MacKinnon- Are you going to explain to us
exactly what you would do in this area? That is
three nil.

Mr Wilson: Are you challenging for deputy
leadership?

Mr Clarko: Give over.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr MacKinnon: We have a good leader now.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We need increased

Government expenditure in growt h- promoting in-
frastructure. We are talking about things like coal
loaders, industrial estates-

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

The Leader of the Opposition will resume his
seat. Despite my repeated calls for order there has
been a constant exchange between the member
for Dianella and the Minister for Education.
When I call for order I ask the House to respond
and allow the Leader of the Opposition to make
his speech. If interjections are made one at a time
and the Leader of the Opposition chooses to parry
those interjections, that is tolerable, although only

just, However, when constant conversations take
place across the Chamber, that is not to be toler-
ated.

Mr Tonkin: The Minister for Education should
know better!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I said at the outset that
if members want to provoke me to exchange with
them the inanities they find so cornfortable, I can
accommodate them. However, I will persist with
trying to ignore the interjections of members op-
posite in the hope that eventually, like water drip-
ping on a stone, something might start to seep
through about the responsibility of Government in
this State.

Mr MacKinnon: It has not worked with you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister for Indus-

trial, Commercial and Regional Development
continues to interject in an inane and pathetic
fashion.

Mr Clarko: You do that regularly-you have
been doing that for years.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not want to have to
dally with him.

Mr Clarko: Don't you do that yourself?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suggest that it would

be much more efficient-
Mr Clarko: You promise us not to interject

when we are talking and we will keep quiet.
Mr Tonkin: You were not even a good Chair-

man of Committees.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr Clarko: Well, you give the undertaking

yourself.
Mr Herzfeld: The Leader of the Opposition is

falling to pieces.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Members of

both sides are being completely unruly and dis-
orderly. I do not wish t6 be forced into the situ-
ation of having to take harsh action against mem-
bers on either side of the House, but I have made
repeated calls for order and members simply are
not responding. I ask the House to come to order
and refrain from persistent interjections, es-
pecially after I have called for order.

Mr Gordon Hill: Especially the Minister for
Education!

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: For the benefit of mem-

bers, I am trying to set out those economic
priorities which I think are important and to
which this society should be turning its attention.
I will persist with that course.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The fourth point I make
is that the Government should be spending much
more money on providing growth-provoking infra-
structure, such things as coal loaders, railway
lines, and industrial estates. There needs to be
improved and intelligent structural adjustment
programmes, and walking beside those pro-
grammes-

Mr Young: You are tempting me to interject!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -should be programmes

thai engender widespread community support. If
we are to set about the fundamental objective of
restructuri hg this economy-

Mr MacK innon: Lots of words!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -it will be done success-

fully only if the adjustment programmes that
shelved the burden on people as the changes are
made are in the past.

This Government has given absolutely no indi-
cation of any willingness to recognise, nor has it
shown any knowledge of, the need for readjust-
menit or restructuring of the economy. In fact, I
venture to say that after we have passed through
this period of economic pain, we still will be doing
those things at which we are not efficient and we
will be in no better shape once we come out of this
recession or depression than we were in when we
went into it.

New technology needs to be promoted much
more vividly. Do not members opposite realise we
are being left behind by our Asian neighbours
whose annual growth rates average at between
five per cent and 10 per cent when, if we have a
positive and not a negative growth rate. it is more
likely to be closer to one per cent rather than ive
per cent?

We need to have a comprehensive programme
to provide incentive to business and commerce
and in relation to the introduction of new tech-
nology, including computerisa tion, robotics, and
biotechnology. We see positive incentives and en-
couragement as being the way to bring about this
desirable change and yet this Government appears
to be oblivious to the need for this change.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You have not
been watching what we have been doing. You
have been asleep!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Management and mar-
keting technologies in Australian industry need to
be promoted much more vigorously if we are to
compete successfully internationally. This
Government never talks about that sort of thing;
this Government never pays tribute to the fact
that that need might be within its knowledge. The
Government appears to be completely oblivious.

Mr MacKinnon: That is absolute rubbish!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: A generally widespread

acceptance of the need for participation in the at-
tainment of economic growth is required. Not
only does this Government fail to recognise that it
is time to bring everybody in this community
together, but also it actively pursues the opposite
philosophy. At a time of economic recession, in-
stead of bringing people together and trying to
convince people of the need to work together, this
Government is divisive and confrontationist in its
attitudes. That will only exacerbate our economic
problems.

Mr Herzfeld: No-one does more to try to divide
this community than you and your colleagues, and
you know it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In addition to that gen-
eral and widespread acceptance within the Aus-
tralian community of the growth objective, the at-
tention of Government should be turned to the
prospect of convincing all sections of the com-
munity that it will be necessary to make short-
term sacrifices: but what has this Government
done? Absolutely nothing.

Mr MacKinnon: What short-term sacrifices?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Short-term sacrifices

that will include the rejection of excessive wage
demands, a decline in economic activity, and, in
some cases, a lessening of profitability. However,
no intelligent debate has come from the Govern-
ment side of the House in relation to those mat-
ters.

Mr Pearce: That is because there are no
intelligent debaters over there.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot listen to

interjections from two members at the same time.
Now neither of them wants to speak.

No intelligent debate whatsoever has come
from the Government in this place about import-
ant economic priorities. Instead of devoting its
time to bringing people together and healing some
of the wounds within this community-not to
exacerbating them-and instead of intelligently
convincing people of the need to make short-term
sacrifices, this Government has indicated it has no
idea of the sorts of areas in which attention is
needed.

Tax rates in this country need to be reduced
drastically. There needs to be a comprehensive re-
view at a Federal level of the taxation laws of the
country-laws which are so punitive that they
dampen down and confiscate initiative.

While on the State scene, let me add that the
State Government has simply ensured that State
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Government taxes and charges outstrip inflation
rates.

Mr MacKinnon: You are trying to outstrip the
Liberals!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It finally may have
dawned on the Minister that I am trying seriously
to put forward a number of propositions, some of
which he will agree with. Had he been a little
quieter earlier, we may have progressed further
and perhaps he would not have been embarrassed
about some of the things he said!

Mr MacKinnon: I am not embarrassed at all.
Somebody must be feceding you my speech notes.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Taxation rates need to
be reduced drastically and, at State level, a com-
prehensive review of all State Government taxes
and charges should take place. The traditional re-
sponse of Government is to make sure that
Government taxes and charges keep one per cent
or two per cent above the CPI. However, in this
rather desperate economic circumstance, that is
no longer appropriate and we need to be looking
at State Government taxes and charges as a
means to provoke growth, not inhibit it.

The levels of tariff protection need to be looked
at very critically. If we intend to talk sensibly
about restructuring the economy, we will need to
talk sensibly about having an economy some time
in the future in which we are doing the things at
which we arc efficient, rather than our having an
economy which is weighed down with inefficiency
and which is hamstrung by the devotion of re-
sources to areas where they arc less profitably
used than they might be.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you in favour of tariff
protection?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Certainly in some areas
it is absolutely essential.

Mr MacKinnon: Which areas?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is extremely difficult

for me to specify those areas, but I do not think
any doubt exists that---what is the Minister gri n-
ning about?-in the clothing industry and in some
other areas of manufacturing we are much less ef-
flcient at the things we do than are our neigh-
bours. At least the Whitlam Government bit the
bullet and started to rationalise the whole network
of protection in the arcas about which I am speak-
ing now. However, I do not know how short-
sighted we will be.

What I tried to say earlier was that the level of
tariff protection needs to be reviewvcd critically
and we need to be able to say in the years 2020 or
2050 that we are doing the things we do ef-
liciently and that we are not using resources in

areas where they are less profitably engaged than
they might be.

Within the work force emphasis needs to be
placed on co-ordination in handling disputes and
in increasing productivity from each working unit.
One of the great concerns of the Opposition is
that the Government does not seem to understand
that its confrontationist approach to industrial re-
lations attacks the very heart of efficiency. We
say that confrontation must be replaced with har-
mony and emphasis should be placed on increas-
ing productivity.

Continued and increased emphasis needs to be
placed on education and retraining of the work
force. These things fit together like a jigsaw
puzzle and if we are to achieve some of those ob-
jectives about which no-one would argue, they
will be achieved most efficiently and smoothly by
our looking to auxiliary areas like education.
Greater emphasis needs to be placed on technical
education and the apprenticeship system should
be revamped.

Mr Court: I think you are reading my maiden
speech. I made that very point.

Mr MacKinnon: There is not too much original
thought.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We need to look at mat-
ters as miniscule as the naming of technical edu-
cation institutions and we should understand that
within the community, when a "tech" is referred
to, some people seem to think we are talking
about a second-class institution. We need to be
looking at the practice whereby we attach to
certain classes of education a status which does us
no good economically and we need to start asking
questions about the devotion of resources to areas
of education which result in the production of
people who do not really fit into any established
demand for employment or job vacancies.

Mr Herzfeld: Do you think more or less should
be spent on education?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: More should be spent on
education, but it should be spent very differently
from the way in which it is spent now.

Mr Herzfeld: But you think more should be
spent?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes.
Mr Herzfeld: How wvould you go about that?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We would be looking to
technical education and replacing what we con-
sider in some areas of education to be the training
of people for jobs which do not exist.

Mr MacKinnon: Such as?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think any doubt
exists that, while our universities do an excellent
job in training people in how to reason, they do
not address their efforts as precisely as they
should to the job market.

Mr Court: Well, you should go down and look
at some of the things they are doing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is one of the areas
in which we would be trying to change the em-
phasis.

Mr MacKinnon: So you think universities are
getting too much money?

Mr Clarko: What was the point you made
about the names?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I pointed out that at-
taching names or tags to educational institutions
represents a certain rejection on the part of the
public. I do not know whether the reason people
seem to prefer to go to universities rather than to
technical colleges is that the latter are called
"techs" or whether, as a result of the name, the
status is not what it should be;. I am simply using
it as a tiny example-

Mr Clarko: I think it is a fair enough point, but
it should be taken in context.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am simply using that as
a small example of how we might elevate the
status of technical education-

Mr Clarko: I agree, it is very important.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -in an- economy which

is not being as well served as it might be in terms
of education.

The 18th point I shall make in this general
summary of the sorts of things we think Govern-
ment should be doing-this is a matter about
which the Government has no clear realisa-
tion-is that we should have a clear understand-
ing and acceptance of the culturally and socially
damaging effects of unemployment, and of the
tremendous waste of resources that is involved as
a result of between eight and nine per cent of the
work force being unemployed.

Greater attention needs to be given to specific
policies that go to the prevention of unemploy-
ment and the restriction of its increase. We want
also to see the Government seriously set about the
job of improving its own efficiency. Somehow or
other in the past, Labor Governments appear to
have been tagged with the title of "the providers
of big Government". Perhaps that is a title that
they may have earned in the past. This Govern-
ment has made absolutely no visible sign of ac-
cepting the obligation to be efficient, apart from
imposing staff ceilings which do not go to ef-
ficiency; apart from the Premier's reply to a

question when he indicated that everyone was
kept busy. Efficiency is not just a question of our
having staff ceilings and busy people. Efficiency
on a cost-benefit basis requires specific pro-
grammes that ensure that resources are not
wasted. Performance auditing, for example, is
something that we think this Government should
introduce.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Government should

be looking seriously at programme budgeting.
M r Sibson: What does that mean?

Mr Court: What does that mean?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Programme budgeting,

for the member for Bunbury's benefit, involves
budgeting through the entire lifetime of the pro-
gramme. and not just through one year of that
programmes life.

Mr MacKinnon: What happens now?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We suggest a budget

should be drawn up for each programme and that
we should be looking at zero-based budgeting and

not at this incremental sort of justification of in-
creased needs.

Mr Rushton: You are not new in that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We may not be new in it,
but let us see some action about it-

Mr MacKinnon: Old hat!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -as far as this State is

concerned. There has been no evidence whatso-
ever of any commitment on the part of this
Government to studying specific programmes to
ensure its own efficiency. The last one that I men-
tioned is the insertion of sunset clauses that we
have so often advocated and that we think is an
efficient and profitable thing for Governments to
be looking at.

I suppose it is not strange that when we get a
question as we have just had from the member for
Bunbury, the Government should consistently
vote against Opposition attempts to insert per-
formance auditing provisions and sunset clauses in
legislation that comes before this place.

Mr O'Connor: When have we been opposed to
performance auditing?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The most recent time
that performance auditing was opposed was dur-
ing the MVIT Bill.

Mr Rushton: You are just talking theory.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: What does the Minister

mean?
Mr Rushton: You never spell out what you do

and you never understand what you are talking

3916



[Tuesday, 19 October 1982]191

about. You get something put to you by an aca-
demic and that is all you put up.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is abysmal to hear that
kind of comment.

Mr Rushton: We have runs on the board and
you have none; that is the difference.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot believe that the
Premier does not realise that he voted against per-
formance auditing.

Mr O'Connor: I asked a few questions because
you had a motion on notice for about four or five
months.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was a joint motion.

Mr O'Connor: We have taken a great deal of
action in connection with performance auditing
which I will explain when that motion is dealt
with.

Mr Old: We also have got a bit of legislation in
regard to sunset clauses.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: All I can say is that it is
not strange that the Government should have
voted against those performance auditing pro-
visions which we attempted to insert, I think, in
three separate pieces of legislation. There was the
one on soil conservation that we moved at the end
of the last session which the Minister for Primary
Industry opposed. That was a performance audit
clause and it was opposed. Performance auditing,
programme budgeting, zero-based budgeting, and
sunset clauses are ways of becoming more ef-
ficient and are items this Government should be
considering.

It is also crucial that this Government set about
co-operation with the other States, not attempt to
abandon the Commonwealth-State financial ar-
rangements in their present form, but to under-
take action through a negotiated financial con-
tract which covers Commoniwealth-State financial
relations. I will go into that in more detail later,
but at this stage this is what we should be doing
now. It is no good our waiting until the pressure
cooker atmosphere-of the next Premir9' Confer-
ence before we start to jump up and down, before
the biggest States and the smallest States begin to
fight each other as the Federal Government looks
on fondly. We should be about the job now to the
exclusion of the Federal Government in a bid to
ensure that we get some predictability and
certainty into Commonwealth-State financial re-
lations.

Mr O'Connor: It is very difficult with the prob-
lems we have over there from time to time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I know it is difficult, Mr
Premier, but we need to be about the job firstly of
recognising what we want and of trying to get the

States together so that we do not have a repeat of
what we had this year with different States want-
ing different things.

Mr O'Connor: We met with the States last year
prior to the Premiers' Conference in an effort to
achieve some of these things.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can remember moving
motions in this place advising that this Govern.
ment meet with the smaller States which the Op-
position projected would be the worst affected by
the proposed arrangement; in fact, I can remem-
ber the Government's saying it was not necessary,
until the full magnitude of what was to happen
dawned on it, and then it became clear.

Mr O'Connor: That is not it. I had some ar-
rangements to meet the smaller States some time
previously. The biggest hindrance to our possible
operations was your telling the Federal Govern-
ment and the Press that we needed less than we
needed.

Several Government members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thank the Premier for

the compliment he paid me in respect of my per-
suasive ability. What the Premier is really saying
is that he cannot unbend things that he thinks I
said.

Mr O'Connor: No.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The truth is that I can

remember moving motions that this Government
voted against-

Mr Rushton: You are always moving motions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -asking this Govern-
ment to set about the sorts of consultations that
eventually will be necessary. It will regret the day
that it decided not to support some sort of nego-
tiated financial arrangement, and put it aside for
when the next Premiers' Conference comes, if in-
deed this Government is in government then-

Mr O'Connor: We will be.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It will experience the dif-

ficulties it has experienced this time. That is all I
am saying. The Government should not sit on its
hands as usual until the next Premiers' Confer-
ence is on top of it, because if it does, the same
thing will happen.

Mr O'Connor: You say it should not sit on its
hands as usual. I have been to one lot of Premiers'
Conferences in connection with finance, as you
well know.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the 18th of the
points I put forward in good faith in an attempt to
persuade Government members that there are
economic priorities to which we should be ad-
dressing ourselves. There are some things that are
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within the State Government's ability and some in
regard to which the State Government can use its
persuasive influence to attempt to bring about.

There is one other matter I want to raise, and it
is point No. 19. 1 suppose Government members
will laugh at this, but there needs to be urgent
agreement between the States on a joint approach
to the Commonwealth on the scheduling of plans
to phase out payroll tax altogether.

Mr Rushton; When are you going to address
yourself to the Budget? That will be interesting.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Gosh, the Deputy
Premier is really a dumb man!

Mr Nanovich: No, he is not.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: No, he is the Deputy Premier.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He really is a dumb
man.

Mr Hodge: He makes the Premier look like an
intellectual.

Mr Sibson: You cannot find a thing against the
Budget, can you?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I warn members: They
will hear for another hour about things I think are
wrong. The member can listen to me and make
his speech after mine. It is urgent that there be
some agreement between the States on a joint ap-
proach to the Commonwealth that sets down a
timetable for the phasing out of payroll tax.

Mr Court: But all Labor Governments have
been increasing it in the last few months.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not deny that, but if
the member for Nedlands means by that
interjection that he does not favour the reduction
in tax, more fool him.

Mr Sibson: We are also doing something about
it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One might say again
that the States were sold a pup when under the
guise of a growth tax they were sold payroll tax. I
accept that most State Governments can forgo the
revenue that is involved in payroll tax collections,
but it is timc that this State Government took a
lead in calling other Governments together to set
about devising a timetable by which payroll tax
might be abolished.

Mr Young: That is what I told John Tonkin
when he introduced it in Western Australia.

Mr Parker: What a lot of nonsense! You know
very well the reason it was introduced at the same
timec in every State was because the Federal
Government required all States to introduce it.

Mr Young: And increase it by 40 per cent when
he introduced it!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I assume the Minister
for Health will see some virtue in that suggestion.
It is time the States got together and made a joint
approach to the Commonwealth to see whether a
timetable can be drawn up for the abolition of
payroll tax.

Mr Young: Read my speech on the payroll tax
Bill in 1972 or 1973, whenever it was.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know why it is
that this Government is acting increasingly like
an Opposition.

(Laughter.)
Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. Taylor; They just want to get the feel-

ing. They just want to get used to it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There are some things in

the points I have outlined to the House to which, I
am sure, th& Government will not take exception.
The Government seems incapable of taking any-
thing on board without some inane political
interjection.

Mr Clarko: Something you never do!

Mr BRI[AN BURKE: Here we go!
Mr Clarko: With what would you replace the

money collected from payroll tax?
Mr Herzfeld: Performance audits!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether

the Minister for Education has not been listening,
but I said that I accept that no State Government
can abandon the revenue gained from payroll tax.

Mr Clarko: The alternative collection is what?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: My suggested alternative

collection would be through some form of Com-
monwealth funding for relief.

Mr Clarko: Who gets it Who raises the
money?

Mr Young: You said taxes were too high in this
country.

Mr Clarko: Where do you get it from? The
Commonwealth Government is not just a milk
shop, is it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
the Minister for Education follows this or not.

Mr Young: It is not easy. We grant you, it is
not easy, but have another go.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister has not
agreed With me. The fundamental proposition is
that in my view payroll tax is far and away the
least desirable of taxes that the States have to im-
pose. That is the first thing. A tax from any other
source would be preferable.

Mr Old: What do you think about probate?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: The second thing is that
when the McMahon Government passed payroll
tax over to the States as a growth tax the States
were locked in regardless of whether they were
Liberal or Labor, indeed relying upon a tax which
was undesirable, regressive, and all sorts of bad
things. The Commonwealth should be approached
by the States jointly in an effort to have the Com-
monwealth agree to the abolition of payroll tax. It
should be a Commonwealth responsibility to re-
place that tax.

Mr Blaikie: With what?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will tell the member

with what it might be replaced. In the last seven
years Commonwealth grants to this State have
fallen by I5 per cent per head of population and
Commonwealth taxation collections have in-
creased dramatically while the State has received
that cutback.

What I am saying is that it is well within the
ambit of the Commonwealth Government to de-
cide to replace taxes. I do not accept it should be
the role of a State Government to abolish pay-roll
tax and impose another tax, but the States should
get together and ask the Commonwealth Govern-
ment about replacing all revenue raised by States
through pay-roll tax. The effects of pay-roll tax
are absolutely horrid-

Mr Young: In other words what you are sayi ng
is that it was all right for Tonkin to accept it
without any complaint, but 10 years later the
States should get together and do what he refused
to do then.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I agree with the second
part. I suspect it was not okay to accept it, but I
do not know. In 1972 I did not know the situ-
ation-I was not in this place.

Mr Young: You admit it is not easier to take
something on board and then try to push it off
board later.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, much easier. I can
understand why all the State Governments ac-
cepted pay-roll tax as a growth tax. I expect they
were so disturbed with the Commonwealth
Government's decision.

Mr Young: It was difficult to have it on board.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In hindsight-
Mr Young: You have never in your life held a

position where you have had to make a decision in
respect of more than $50.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is true, but what
does the Minister for Health want me to do?

Mr Young: Go on saying what you are say-
ing-what should have been done and what
should be done.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If I understand the Min-
ister correctly he is saying there is no point in get-
ting the States together to make an approach to
the Commonwealth.

Mr Young: I said 10 you that it was a reason-
able proposition-your Government might have
done it 10 years ago without taking it on board.
What I am saying-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister for Health
said it was impassible to do it later on.

Opposition members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition knows
how touchy the Minister for Health is-do not
start him off. Let me ask the Government, the
Treasurer or the Deputy Premier-if he is
capable of answering-whether they consider it is
a desirable thing for the States to get together
and make a joint approach to the Commonwealth
in respect of pay-roll tax.

Mr Clarko: Finish the statement and say from
where you believe the money should be collected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What the Minister wants
me to say is where this money should come from.
The projected increase in the oil levy would
handle the proposition.

Mr MacKinnon: That is a declining tax.

Mr Clarko: Put it on the motorist!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not putting it on the
motorists. Does the Minister understand?

Mr Clarko: Do the motorists pay it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Who pays the tax?

Mr Clarko: Does the citizen pay the tax or does
the Government pay the tax?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The tax is paid by those
producers according to production from each of
the wells they control.

Mr MacKinnon: But this tax is a levy on "old"
oil, hence it must soon begin to decline.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why does not the Minis-
ter for Industrial, Commercial and Regional De-
velopment do his homework? His Federal
Treasurer in explaining his rubbery unemploy-
ment figures said, "I might just as well have
underestimated by $X million because of the oil
levy." Mvr MacKinnon is privy to information his
Federal Treasurer does not have.

Mr MacKinnon: I repeat that the oil levy is
predicted to decline.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What a stupid man. In
another 25 years there will be no oil so there will
be no tax.
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Mr Clarko: Rubbish! You do not know what
you are talking about. Known oil reserves are
greater today than when the first well was drilled.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not like mem-
bers in this place to lack any awareness about the
seriousness of the problem particularly as it af-
fects Western Australia. Therefore, I have taken
the trouble to extract figures that I know will be
of interest to them; I will look first to the Con-
sumer Price Index to ascertain how quickly and
clearly inflation is accelerating in Western Aus-
tralia.

According to the June quarter figures, the
annual change in Perth between June 1981 and
June 1982 has been from 8.2 per cent to 11.2 per
cent. The national average has been 8.8 per cent
to 10.4 per cent. Therefore inflation is worse in
this State than in any other State. In the 12
months ending June 1981 Perth's inflation rate
was the lowest of all States. In the 12 months
ending June 1982 Perth's inflation rate was the
highest of all States and it was almost a full per-
centage point higher than the national average. I
ask the Government to give reasons for that, be-
cause in the face of Government inactivity, es-
pecially in areas of efficiency, our resources base
was protected, but that protection is runni ng out
and the inflation rate in Western Australia is
accelerating more rapidly than in any other capi-
tal city.

The Commonwealth Treasury estimates relat-
ing to the rate of inflation predicted a double digit
rate of inflation in 1982-83 and 1983-84. In
Western Australia the labour market conditions
are deteriorating rapidly. The annual change, ac-
cording to the June quarter figures in 1981 show
a strong growth in employment opportunities in
Western Australia, at the rate of 3.6 per cent.
The June quarter figures in 1982 show a growth
of 0.6 per cent.

Employment prospects and opportunities are
drying up. Job vacancies in Western Australia in
May 1981 stood at 3 200 and in May 1982 the
figure was 2 200, a Call of 1 000 job opportunities.
This State is going backwards.

Mr O'Connor: Would you admit that for the 1 2
months ending 31 August we had the highest rate
of additional employment of any State?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know.
Mr O'Connor: I do know. We had an increase

of 9 900 as against a drop of over 10 000 in New
South Wales. Only three States in Australia-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Treasurer surely
must understand that in New South Wales those
figures are being affected at the rate of about
1 500 vacancies a week; employers in that State
are putting off 1 400 to 1 600 employees each
week.

Mr O'Connor: That is not happening here.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It cannot happen here.

We do not have the manufacturing businesses.
Mr Clarko: Are you apologising for New South

Wales?
Mr BRIAN BURKE; The Treasurer referred

to New South Wales.
Mr Clarko: We are talking about job

opportunities here.
Mr Herzfeld: Some 54 000 new jobs have been

created since 1976. Why don't you give some
credit for that?

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: In regard to employment

or unemploycinent, the grave warning signs are
clear and if we are to do nothing about them, the
Government will live to rue the day. I do not
understand how the Government does not sense
the feeling.

In the month of June 1981, 32400 or 5.4 per
cent of the work force were unemployed, and in
June 1982, 45 300 or 7.3 per cent of the work
force were unemployed. Despite a marginal
improvement in the latest figures we have a
higher unemployment rate than the national
average. I understand that Western Australia is
the second worst of the mainland States.

Mr Herzfeld: That is because we are catering
for the unemployed from the Eastern States.

Several members interjected.
Mr Herzfeld: Have a look at the Australian

Bureau of Statistics figures.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The unemployment ver-

sus job figures for May 1981 show there were 10
persons per job vacancy; in May 1982 the figures
show 19 persons per job vacancy. Youth unem-
ployment is a major problem. Some 25 per cent of
the states pool of unemployed are 15 to 39 year
old job seekers. What is being done?

Mr MacKinnon: You have not read the Budget.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have and it seems to

me a retraining programme that takes 200 young
people and relies on Commonwealth funding
which was introduced in Canberra only six weeks
ago is not sufficient. Thanks to the member for
Bunbury I will go through those items one by one
in the last hour of my speech. I have said before,
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and I say again, that if this Government continues
along the path it is travelling unemployment in
the new year will peak at more than 10 per cent
and the Government will have nobody to blame
but itself. Simply by the Government's inability to
act, it will have contributed in a large part to the
creation of a generation of people who do not
have the dignity they should have in relation to
work and who are not being taught the value of
work in a society where respect is earned by
people who have a job to do.

Social consequences will be disastrous. How are
these young people who cannot get work to teach
their children of the value of work?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Do not ask members opposite;
they do not know and they do not care.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the whole point. I
suspect they do not care and the harsh economic
reality to which they pay tribute sees the pool of
unemployment as inevitable. I do not accept that
inevitability. Investment within the State has been
declining alarmingly. If the silly Minister for In-
dustrial, Commercial and Regional Development
wants any evidence of this Government's com-
passion let him explain why the State Engineering
Works is applying to cancel or suspend indentures
of apprentices. It is absolutely unacceptable that
the State Engineering Works, on the basis of the
declining economic situation, should be applying
to suspend indentures of apprentices. That is how
much this Government cares about keeping its ap-
prentices employed.

Mr Mensaros: It has not done so. Why do you
say it has?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I said it is applying. The
point is that the application has been made to sus-
pend indentures of these apprentices and that
means that, at the very least, the Government
does not have any policy which states to those
people who are in employer positions within its
services that they shall not apply to cancel or sus-
pend indentures.

Mr Mensaros:. They have a policy.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Drop dread.
Mr O'Connor: What a poor performance.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Premier should not

talk about a poor performance.
Mr O'Connor: You are upset because it was a

good Budget.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: A good Budget! The

Premier can thank the member for Bunbury be-
cause we are going to see in detail-although the
hour may be late-how good was the Budget, and
I venture to say-

Mr Young: I hope you get better.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I heard the Premier on
the radio saying he was the best Treasurer ever to
have brought down a Budget.

Mr O'Connor: I did not say that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not claim to be

the best Leader of the Opposition, but as sure as
eggs, the Premier is not the best Treasurer.

Mr Clarko: All you are is a great big mouth.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

The member will resume his seat. If members on
both sides continue to interject in concert it will
be completely impossible for Hansard to record
the interjections, and for the Leader of the Oppo-
sition to respond to them. Under Standing Orders,
all interjections are disorderly, but it has been the
practice of the House to allow interjections to be
made which contribute to the debate. It is not ac-
ceptable when they come thick and fast from both
sides of the House. If members must interject
they should do so sensibly in order that the mem-
ber who is speaking can respond.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I can tell members only
that the Premier completed an interview with an
interiewer who then told me, and asked me to re-
spond to the statement, that the Premier had said
that he was the best Treasurer.

Mr O'Connor: That is totally untrue. You are
speaking third-hand of something that is not fact.
This is the sort of thing you do all the
time-mislead and misquote.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: At least, Mr Premier, 1

am capable of comprehension.
Mr O'Connor: I doubt it.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I am finding

it very trying in attempting to control the debate
when several members on both sides continue to
interject after about three or four calls for order.
It will not be tolerated, and if it continues, I will
be forced to take action againsc those who offend.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I did not think the Prem-
ier was so thin-skinned. I do not think anyone has
ever said the Premier is the brightest man in the
world, but he should be able to follow elementary
and fundamentally important points about those
areas to which Governments should be turning
their attention.

I want to deal now with investment. New fixed
capital investment in Australia for selected indus-
tries is expected to total $ 16.557 billion in 1981-
82, an annual growth rate of 21.9 per cent on
actual expenditure in 1980-81. Capital expendi-
ture in the mining industry in 1981-82 was fore-
cast to increase by a spectacular 58.9 per cent,
and amounted to some S2 983.5 million. A con-
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siderable downward revision of investment plans
has taken place in 1982-83. Investment expendi-
Lure is expected to increase by just over 5.6 per
cent. Building approvals for new homes in the 12
months ending March 1981 totalled 11 188. In
1982 the figure was 10 648. The latest statistics
for the month of May 1982 showed that 865 new
homes were approved for construction-a fall of
147, or 14.6 per cent on the number approved in
May 198 1.

I refer now to housing finance for owner occu-
pation. The number of loans approved for con-
struction of dwellings in Western Australia in the
12 months to March 1981 was 6672. In the 12
months to March 1982, it was 5 892. Let me give
the House an example of exactly how this Premier
grapples with that sort of problem. Publicity was
given some months ago to the Premier's plans for
selling off Housing Commission homes, and how
he would make those homes available for pur-
chase by tenants.

The member for Dianella decided to question
the Premier about it and asked him to explain
where those people who would be buying their
homes would obtain the funds to facilitate their
purchase. After some questioning the Premier
said low-interest loans could be advanced to them.
The member for Dianella asked where the low-
interest loans would come from and how much
they would cost the State. The Premier said they
would cost the State nothing because it was Com-
monwealth money. The Premier does not seem to
understand that if he finances the purchase of
existing homes with scarce funds-and that may
be desirable, I do not know-hec does not have the
money available to build new State houses. One
cannot use the money twice, but the Premier does
not seem to follow that.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Like his comment at the Prem-
iers' Conference about cutting back on capital
funds.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Interest rates and retail
sales are suffering and bankruptcies occurri ng as
a result of the wrong-headed economic policies
being followed in Canberra and being supported
in this State. We have said consistently that it is
time to be looking to the selective reflation of
parts of the economy. Parts of the economy, by
virtue of the excess capacity they presently enjoy,
are capable of being stimulated without leading as
directly to inflationary pressures as the Federal
Government appears to fear. In any case, we say
the present policies have not worked. The policies
being followed by the Federal Government need
to be changed.

We accept that the State Government's room to
manoeuvre is the room confined to attempting to
influence its Federal colleagues. We still say that
it should be about that job; the State Government
has been remarkably silent on all the important
questions that touch on economic policy, includ-
ing the questions of devaluation, tariffs, reflation
of parts of the economy, and of important econ-
omic considerations in which all Governments
have an obligation to involve themselves. If this is
the context in which we should be operating, and
if we accept there should be a change in Federal
Government economic policy, the next most im-
portant aspect is the conduit through which that
changed policy will flow to the States.

The step before the practical application by the
States in the States of the result of that changed
policy is the question of Commonwealth-State
financial relations. We have said previously that it
is time to set about renegotiating what we have
termed a negotiated financial contract. The new
system of revenue-sharing should be based on a
sharing of fiscal responsibility and accountability
that ensures that the States have the financial re-
sources equivalent to their financial needs in order
to realise their constitutional responsibilities. Dis-
tribution of equity should take place through the
application of full and not partial fiscal capacity
equalisation as a means of equalising living stan-
dards between the States. A genuine approach
should be made to tax reform with emphasis on
equity and on the elimination by all Governments
of tax avoidance schemes in Australia. In this new
negotiated financial contract the principle should
be accepted that the residents of the separate
States should be treated equally for the purposes
of taxation, and accordingly, the power to levy tax
on income should remain exclusively with the
Australian Government. The negotiated financial
agreement should be based on the distribution be-
tween the national, State, and local governments
of revenues from taxation on incomes remaining a
matter for negotiation and agreement between the
Governments involved.

The new financial agreement would establish
arrangements governing capital grants, and State
and semi-Government authority borrowings, in-
cluding infrastructure Financing. The new ar-
rangement would recognise the right of State
Governments to borrow in domestic and overseas
capital markets such funds as may be required to
implement Government policy.

Mr Rushton: What are you quoting that from?
Did you say you were quoting?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I was reading. I did
not say I was quoting, but I would not expect the
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Minister for Transport to have an interest or
understanding of it.

Mr O'Connor: You always resort to personal
abuse.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Did the Premier see
what the Minister for Transport did?

Mr O'Connor: I was watching you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Premier did not

see what happened, he should keep his peace.
The new financial contract should require bor-

rowings to be subject to the approval of the Aus-
tralian Loan Council, or its counterpart in the
intergovernmental council which we would see
being established to ensure co-ordination of State
and Commonwealth fiscal programmes. The new
financial contract would provide also for the con-
tinuation of specific purpose funding for recurrent
and capital purposes, with the object, firstly, of
equalising the range and standard of basic ser-
vices and essential community facilities. Secondly,
it would recognise the special need of isolated
communities which are so important in this State,
and would mitigate inter-regional disparities in
economic development. Unlike the present Prem-
ier we do not seek to disband the Commonwealth
Grants Commission. Under the legislation as it
now stands, the commission is required to inquire
into and report on many of the things to which I
have alluded. The modification and adjustment
we have proposed in the Commonwealth-State
financial relationships could set them on levels
that will serve the State well.

I have promised the member for Bunbury 1
would deal in some detail with the Budget. I had
not intended to, but because he is so keen-

Mr Clarko: Do not take him seriously-be gen-
erous.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The time has gone for
being generous.

Turning specifically to the Budget, I want to
deal with this boast, with chest puffed out, about
there being no increase in taxes: the Budget does
not impose increases in taxes or charges; that is a
marvellous thing to have done. In that statement,
this Budget is founded in a fiction. Everybody in
this Chamber knows it is fiction. To say there are
no increases in taxes and charges is to be respon-
sible for a nonsense, when one considers the in-
creases in taxes and charges for which this
Treasurer was responsible just a month or two be-
fore bringing down the Budget.

Mr Herzfeld: Don't you know the difference
between a charge and a tax?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What is a fuel franchise
levy? That is not a charge, you dope!

Mr O'Connor: Do you always have to be abus-
ive?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the whole point.
The Premier wants to interject and say things that
have no substantiation in fact.

Mr Rushton: You are misleading the House.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I leave it to members of
the House to decide; is the fuel levy a charge? Of
course not, it is a tax. Because the member for
Bunbury is so keen, we will go through the
Budget and deal with some of the items about
which he needs illumination.

Mr Parker: That is the whole Budget.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The first thing we want

to consider is the Treasurer's contention that no
increases in taxes and charges are provided for in
the Budget. That means that the Budget is
founded in fiction because the increases in taxes
and charges for which this Treasurer was respon-
sible a couple of months before bringing down the
Budget are legion. They include the fuel franchise
levy, which the Deputy Premier does not seem to
understand is a tax, and which was increased by
0.25c per litre to 1.85c per litre. Licence fees for
motor vehicles have increased by 7.5 per cent; the
diesel fuel levy increased by 0.4c per litre; public
hospital bed charges, up from $1 10 a day to $130
a day for a single-bed room, and from $85 a day
to $105 a day for Other beds; and outpatient and
other charges have increased, too. This is the
Budget that did not increase taxes or charges!
Bus, train, and ferry fares have been increased by
between 5c and 20c a journey; a 15 per cent fare
rise on Westrail road coaches-

Mr Rushton: And don't those services have in-
flation in them, and cost increases? You are
totally inaccurate in your statements. It is a very
unwise business that does not keep Up With in-
creased inflation and costs, It is the natural thing
to do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not disagree, in
large part, with what the Deputy Premier says,
but the point I am making is that it is said that
the Treasurer has imposed no increases in taxes
and charges in the Budget, when all these in-
creases preceded the Budget by a couple of
months.

Mr McPharlin: When your Government was in
power, it did exactly the same thing.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: He is the statesman of West-
ern Australia!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We saw a 15 per cent
fare rise on Westrail road coaches and country
passenger rail services; some rail freight charges
increased as well; electricity and gas charges rose
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by 13 per cent; domestic water and sewerage rates
increased by I I per cent, and drainage by nine
per cent; the standard water charge increased
from $68.50 to $76, and the excess rate rose from
28c to 3 1c per kilolitre; country water charges in-
creased; licence fees; country Fire brigades, secur-
ity agents, and vehicle transfer fees increased.
Overall, the result of the Government's taxing and
charging increases is estimated to have imposeI
on every family in this State an average increase
of $200. It is absolutely unrealistic for the
Treasurer to say, in these circumstances, that
there have been no increases in taxes or charges.

Now I turn my attention to education. Perhaps
the Treasurer can explain these things in due
course;, but there is simply no way that anyone
can sensibly justify the statement concerning an
additional 255 teachers and 30 support staff. The
Budget papers simply do not support those fig-
ures. Someone has made a mistake. When one
looks at pre-school centres, unless there is another
mistake, one sees a decrease, according to the
Budget papers, in the number of employed teach-
ing staff and teaching aides. The 198 1-82 Budget
provides for 204 teaching staff, but in 1982-83 it
provides for 169. In 1981-82, 289 teaching aides
were employed; in 1982-83, 230; so there is a de-
crease.

The Opposition spokesmen will deal in more
detail with each of these areas. When we look at
health, we Find that the Treasurer said, "I am not
prepared to lower the standard of health care
available to the citizens of Western Australia."
Of course, he neglected to mention that the total
available for hospitals in the hospital fund has in-
creased by only six per cent. Within a day or two
of the presentation of the Budget, we saw the re-
sults of that with the retrenchments-

Mr Young: There have been no retrenchments.
The six per cent is plus a guaranteed increase for
all salaries and wages in the ensuing year. Do not
forget that bit. There are no retrenchments; and
there will be no retrenchments.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us just pin the Min-
ister down, because occasionally he comes into the
fray. What he is saying is that the six per
cent-and in some cases it is not six per cent, but
we will deal with that later-plus the guaranteed
figure in respect of wages is sufficient to cover in-
nlation.

Mr Young: And to maintain all existing ser-
vices.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not sure to what
existing services the Minister is referring. He is
right that no retrenchments have taken place; I
was wrong to use that word. However, natural

wastage has occurred, which the administrators of
the hospitals have attributed to being part of a
programme imposed upon them.

Mr Parker: Jobs are disappearing.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Jobs are disappearing.

The member for Fremantle is perfectly correct.
It is interesting for us to know what standards

the Treasurer and the Minister are talking about.
I suspect the standards are not those about which
the administrators were talking.

Mr Young: The standard will remain as
Christiaan Barnard described it on Telethon on
Sunday afternoon, as the highest in the world. It
will remain that way.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was present when
Christiaan Barnard spoke, and that is not what he
said.

Mr Young: He said he wished they had facili-
ties like-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the whole point.

Mr Young;, He said he wished other parts of
the world, including South Africa, had facilities
like those we have here; and he is right.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I suspect he is, but I see
no reason for us to go backwards.

Mr Young: We are not. I just said we will
maintain the existing standards, at the highest
level in the world.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not what was put
to Christiaan Barnard. He was asked about the
research facilities that had been provided and sup-
ported by Telethon. I do not know what the Min-
ister was doing, but I was present. and I heard
what Christiaan Barnard said.

Mr Young: I am telling you, just so that there
is no mistake about it, that no reduction of
services will occur. In fact, in some areas they will
be increased-in cardiothoracic surgery, in renal
dialysis, in hydrotherapy, and the like. There will
be no retrenchments.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why were the adminis-
trators talking about programmes by which em-
ployment would be reduced through natural wast-
age, as was reported in the Press?

Mr Young: You were talking about efficiency
some time ago. I am talking about efficiency,
too-efficiency in delivery of services.

Mr Pearce: You are saying fewer people will do
more jobs.

Mr Young: That may have to be possible.
Opposition members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: I ask the Minister how
many fewer people he envisages will be working in
our health services?

Mr Young: I think it would be marginal.
Mr Pearce: How many?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister is a mar-
ginal man.

Mr Young: I would like to answer you; 1 would
say it would be, net, less than 100; in fact, the
number of additional people in the hospital ser-
vices in Western Australia in the last 12 months is
in the vicinity of 500 or 600.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I now deal with housing,
which was touched on in the Budget.

Mr Young: Best get off health. You have
mucked that up.

Mr Pearce: You certainly have.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Scarborough is the Minister, and he is not making
such a fine list of it himself.

Mr Parker: It is not a jobs creation Budget. It
is giving the lie to what the Treasurer said.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have heard the
major admission of the Minister that he has em-
barked upon a programme of rationalisation and
of allowing jobs to disappear. I guess the Minister
has not driven past the north block of the Royal
Perth Hospital in the last few years.

Mr Young: You will get a surprise about that,
too, shortly.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In relation to housing, I
am the first to acknowledge the extra funds that
are being made available; but let us not be carried
away with the results of the extra funds. Let us
remember that we are to build an extra 800
houses. That figure is lower than the number the
Tonkin Government built in its last year in office
eight years ago. That is the standard to which we
are climbing. We are to build 800 houses at a
time when the waiting lists have lengthened
alarmingly. The 800 houses we are building will
not accommodate even the extra people who will
go onto the list next year, let alone-

Mr O'Connor: The part you are forgetting is
that at this stage over $12 million extra has been
given by the State for subsidised housing that was
not being given during the Tonkin time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not deny that that is
true, but at the same time we have had vicious
cutbacks in funding by the Federal Liberal
Government. Had the State not made available
the funds to which the Treasurer refers, we would
have had no housing programmes whatsoever. Hie
cannot deny that. The truth is that we will build

about 400 fewer homes than the Tonkin Govern-
ment built in its last year in office.

I see that the member for Bunbury has gone to
sleep-

Mr O'Connor: No wonder, with you talking.
Mr Sibson: I am listening to you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not believe that the

Budget succeeds, even as an accounting docu-
ment. I have not gone through all the comments
made by the Auditor General. However, lbe said
some absolutely disastrous things about the tech-
niques being used in some departments. lHe has
accused departments of sloppiness, which almost
commends some of the efficiency techniques to
which I have referred.

The Budget does not address itself to the
fundamental and significant problems besetting
our economy. The points I raised in the first part
of my speech are the important areas for Govern-
ment attention. They have not been addressed ad-
equately in the Budget.

The Opposition has great concern about
specific issues. The first is the iron ore industry.
Although the shadow Minister will have more to
say in due course, I indicate that I am amazed the
Government is sitting by as the-iron ore industry
in this State slips from the prestigious position it
once occupied, while the Japanese play favourites
to the disadvantage of Western Australia. West-
ern Australia has assumed the position of no
longer being the world's biggest exporter of iron
ore. Our share of the Japanese market has fallen
as the Brazilian share has increased. The most ef-
ficient producers in this State are forced to carry
the greatest excess capacity. The Japanese, while
guaranteeing to other countries the tonnages that
they will accept, have discriminated against Aus-
tralian producers generally, and discriminated be-
tween producers in this State. We have said con-
sistently that it is time the Government showed a
lot more commitment, activity, and intelligence in
dealing with the necessary revitalisation of the
iron ore industry.

In the present economic circumstances, it
simply is not appropriate for the Government to
follow, as single-mindedly as it has, its policy of
confrontation in industrial relations. I do not
know whether it has dawned on the Government
yet the number of people who traditionally were
its supporters, but who, on this matter, do not find
themselves in~ support of the Government. I do not
believe the Government understands the legis-
lation, but debate on the legislation in detail will
proceed in due course.

The single thing I want to impress upon the
Government is that this is not the time for this
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sort of confrontation. It is time that the Govern-
ment started to realise that it needs to bring
together all sections of the community under the
one flag, committed to the general good and not
to sectional interests with the divisive tactics that
have been employed in the case of the industrial
legislation.

It is time this Government set about bringing
sections of the community together rather than
widening the gulf between them. If it does not, it
will find its traditional supporters, raced with the
cost that the Government actions threaten, will
withdraw their support. It is rapidly becoming
true that the big dangers to this society are not
posed by idealogues who want to turn the system
upside down, but by incompetent people who do
not think thoroughly through the policies they
propose, who do not know the effect of those poli-
cies, and whose incompetence engenders uncer-
tainty and unpredictability.

Mr Court: Earlier you said that one of the most
serious things to which we have to address our-
selves in the short term is short-term decisions
such as looking at our level of wages, and so on.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What I said was that it
is part of the Government's job to convince all
sections of the community that short-term sacri-
fices will be required.

Mr Court: Do you include wage levels in the
short-term sacrifices to be made to retain employ-
ment in these difficult times?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have already answered
that question by saying that excessive wage de-
mands are a major threat to our economy.

Mr Hassell: What about the 38-hour week?
There is a hidden wage cost of great proportion
there.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not denying that
many of those things which in times of prosperity
comprise ambit claims or are golden fleece sought
by unionists, employers, or business people are
completely inappropriate during times of re-
cession. That is reflected in the industrial circum-
stances through which we are now passing.

Mr Hassell: Are you saying your policy has
changed now to oppose the 38-hour week in the
present circumstances?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We never had a policy
for a 38-hour week; it was a 35-hour week-

Mr Hassell: It was to support it. Are you now
opposing reduced working hours?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am prepared to restate
that policy, which is that we should now have
working parties in different sectors of the econ-
omy drawing up their own timetable for the

introduction of shorter working hours. To answer
the Minister's question as honestly as I can: Yes, I
do believe that the prospect of shorter working
hours has receded with deepening recession.

Mr Hassell: That is a dramatic change from
your previous statements.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not. The policy we
announced previously was that these different sec-
tors of the economy should have working parties
engaged in drawing up practical and digestible
schedules or timetables. I do not see any contra-
diction in that.

In any case, to answer the member for
Nedlands, the idea of short-term sacrifices and
the acceptance within the community of those
sacrifices is what this Government should be
about, but is not. Instead it is setting one sector
against another and it cannot do that and hope to
increase productivity or to get any co-operative
acceptance of the short-term sacrifices.

That is why the Confederation of WA Industry
is so strongly opposed to the Government's indus-
trial legislation; it does not see it as appropriate in
the present circumstances. This is the first time
that I can remember that the confederation has
adopted that position. It is not that it has sud-
denly become a supporter of Labor.

Mr Hassell: Its members are not that silly.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister might say
that they are not that silly, and perhaps we would
not have them.

Mr Hassell: You have Norm Gallagher.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: And the Minister has
Malcolm Fraser. Members opposite must think it
strange that the confederation is supporting the
Opposition's point of view.

Mr Hassell: I do not think it is strange and I
think the TLC stance is consistent with its general
standover tactics with people who do not want to
join a union.

Mr Sibson interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member should put
his hand down.

Mr Pearce: Let him leave the room.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: To use the Minister's
own logic, the confederation's attitude is consist-
ent with the TLC's attitude towards people who
do not want to j oin unions.

Mr Hassell: That is not good logic.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Neither is the Minister's.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The Leader
of the Opposition should address the Chair.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE The Government has not
satisfactorily explained the sudden divergence
from Government support being exhibited by the
Confederation of WA Industry. The Govern-
ment's pushing ahead with its industrial legis-
lation will backfire. I do not think members op-
posite will find the election issue they seek in the
area of industrial confrontation.

The Government has failed to produce a
Budget, even as a modest bookkeeping document,
to address any of the fundamental economic prob-
lems besetting our community. We will not be
voting against the Budget, but we hope that, in
the months ahead, the Government will lift its
game and start to sound intelligent in so many of
the areas in which the business community, the
working men and women, and the ordinary famil-
ies in this State are looking to it for leadership.

MR SIBSON (Bunbury) [9.07 p.m.]: I rise-
Mr Pearce: After the big guns, the water pistol!
Mr SIBSON: -to support the Bill. Unlike the

Leader of the Opposition, I believe it is some time
since the Government lifted its game, because if
we read the Budget in total and understand it as it
applies to the community and to the economy, we
will see it is one of the best Budgets ever pres-
ented to this House.

Mr Parker: Even though it reduces jobs?
Mr SIBSON: The Leader of the Opposition

has given his resume of the Budget but, unfortu-
nately, as a person who would be Treasurer in a
Labor Government, he failed to say what he
would do in the areas of the Budget he criticised.
It is one thing to criticise a Budget: it is some-
thing else constructively to put forward something
of relevance to the job at hand. For the Leader of
the Opposition to say that the Budget does not at-
tack the problems besetting our economy is quite
ridiculous when we consider the amount allocated
to capital works and to ongoing programmes that
are designed not simply to prop up the economy in
the short term, but to send this State forward
towards further development.

Let us consider the south-west-and it is not
my intention to speak about the Budget as it af-
fects all of the south-west, because other members
will speak about their areas-and my own seat in
particular. An unprecedented $142 million has
been allocated to the south-west of the State. I
was quite disgusted recently with comments by
certain members of the Opposition. Unfortunately
and disappointingly, I must include the member
for Collie, who made a rash statement-and he
was supported by other Opposition mem-
bers-that all the Government sought to do in the
south-west was to pad up the seats of Bunbury

and Mitchell, two marginal seats for the Govern-
ment. I will not argue with the claim that the seat
of Bunbury is marginal;, it has been known for 50
years.

It was ridiculous for the member for Collie and
his colleagues to attempt to ridicule the Govern-
ment in that way, because out of the total Budget
allocation of $142 million to the south-west, over
$100 million has been allocated to the seat of Col-
lie, which we could not win in a fit particu-
larly-and with the greatest of credit to
him-while the present member holds that seat.

Mr Tonkin: The member for Collie will always
hold that seat.

Mr O'Connor: I bet he doesn't!
Mr SIBSON: The member for Collie's com-

menits were published in the South Western Times
although, as I said, it was ridiculous that the
member should have said that the Budget's aim
was to help a couple of marginal seats to the dis-
advantage of other seats in the region. I give full
credit to that paper because alongside the mem-
ber's comments was an associated article ex-
plaining how the Buget was really made up. That
second article itemnised the amounts of money to
be spent in the region and indicated the high per-
centage of the $142 million to be spent in the
electorate of Collie.

A lot of money has been allocated to the energy
base of this State, which is Collie, to ensure that
the State's energy requirements are not just met
but also are kept well ahead of schedule, and to
ensure that the linking up of the power scheme to
Kalgoorlie is carried out following promises that
have been made to this effect. So the money di-
rected to the total energy project centred at Collie
is for the very good reason that it ensures the
things about which the Leader of the Opposition
has complained the Government is not doing any-
thing about will receive money. The Government
has ensured that moneys will be directed to areas
where a need exists to expand and develop job
opportunities.

The only way we can expand job possibilities is
by creating proper, sound, and ongoing develop-
ment. This cannot be achieved by our pumping
money into digging drains or other repair and
renovation work on buildings and so on, or by
building a monstrosity that will never have a use.
The only way to boost the economy is to continue
with projects such as Muja and the Collie basin
energy projects. This has been assured by the
Government's diligently working through the De-
partment of Industrial Development and Com-
merce and more particlarly through the Premier's
efforts overseas during visits to Italy, Korea, and

3927



392& [ASSEMBLY)

elsewhere to put together the package deal, par-
ticularly for the new Bunbury power station, and
for the alumina smelter, which is envisaged to run
in train with the Bunbury power station project.

Mr Parker: What is the package deal?
Mr SIBSON: That project will provide a great

boost to job Opportunities in the south-west and
will overflow throughout the whole of the State.

Mr Parker: It isn't; it's only a feasibility study.
Mr SIBSON: For a little while I will restrict

my comments to aspects of the Budget as they re-
late to my electorate of Bunbury. I was pleased to
see at long last the provision of $6.1 million for an
ongoing programme of construction for the court-
house and Government offices complex at
Bunbury. Although the present allocation is
$350000, the project is ongoing, and will provide
the south-west and, in particular, Bunbury, not
only with a competent courthouse, but also with a
Government centre.

Mr Parker: It is a pity it came only after pro-
tracted pressure from Phil Smith and others who
were pressing for it.

Mr SIBSON: Over recent years the Govern-
ment has built up considerable Government
agency strength in the Bunbury City area. The
need now is to have a permanent building to
house the people employed by the Government in
that area; hence the addition to the courthouse
and the Government offices complex. It will en-
hance the city with something its people have not
had previously, and something which will be of
great benefit to the People Of My electorate and of
the electorates around Bunbury. In regard to the
courthouse project it has been agreed to retain the
original and historic courthouse. It will be incor-
porated in the project plan; it will be part of the
total development.

Another aspect of interest is that $503 000 is
provided for stabilisation works at Lesehenault
Inlet, and some additional work to be carried out
on the Bunbury storms surge barrier. The
Lesehenault Inlet work is very welcome. The
Leschenault Inlet management authority for some
time has put forward proposals for work to be car-
ried out in this area to ensure the ongoing protec-
tion of the estuary. This provision of $503 000 is
vital to the areas as a result of a lack of certain
work being done.

I was pleased to see workers from John Holland
(Constructions) Pty. Ltd. commence this work.
The project will employ a Bunbury firm-R. &
N. Palmer Pty. Ltd-which in recent times has
faced some downturn. It will carry out roadworks,
and associated works, in this programme. I was
pleased to hear Of the Premier's instruction to

have the work put out quickly, and that this
instruction was acceded to by the Public Works
Department. I was made aware yesterday that the
first step has been put into vogue by way of the
unloading in Bunbury of equipment necessary to
start the work.

The Leader of the Opposition has been on his
feet to criticise the Government for not doing any-
thing, but these examples 1 have given of the first
few words of the Budget prove that the Budget
will do what it has been said it will do. The
Government is moving quickly to shift out the
work to be carried out. The work will have an im-
mediate impact on the economies of the areas in
question.

Another aspect of the Budget welcomed by me
and many others is the provision of 3250 000 for
facilities for fishermen. Mr Deputy Speaker, you
would be aware, as would many other members,
of the terrible conditions to which our Fishing in-
dustry has been subjected for many years. The
fishing industry in my area has had to use old and
completely incapacitated facilities. The original
design of the present facilities did not lend itself
to use by the fishing industry; these facilities have
been somewhat of a burden to the fishermen in
my area. That industry is not one to be taken
lightly. Each year it brings into the City of
Bunbury well in excess of $1 million and through-
out the year has some 25 boats working. It sup-
ports a small processing industry, which obviously
is destined to grow. The new facility will allow the
establishment appropriate storage and a proper
area for the maintenance of boats. The fishermen
will be provided with a better opportunity to mar-
ket their catches, and obviously that will assist in
the growth of this local industry. Most of the op-
erators are young and enthusiastic fishermen,
many of whom are second and third generation
professional fishermen.

Although this local industry will not boom,
certainly it will continue to grow in a constant
and solid way. That growth will be quite unlike
the growth implied by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition when he made reference to the Govern-
ment's attitude towards such matters.

I will touch on another item, which does not di-
rectly affect my electorate, but which will have an
enormous impact on it because of its nature. I
refer to the forestry and timber industry. An
amount of some $8.8 million will be pumped into
this industry, of which $6.2 million will be spent
in the south-west. That provision in itself defies
the Leader of the Opposition or anyone else to say
that the Government's policies will not have a
profound impact on the south-west and, in par-
ticular, my electorate.
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The wealth and strength of the Bunbury econ-
omy is drawn from the activities of the sur-
rounding region. The success of the forestry and
timber industry is no mean feat. Over the years it
has provided many jobs for the people of my elec-
torate, and a great input to the economy of the re-
gion. If one considers the history of the forestry
and timber industry, one realises that the Forests
Department has been involved extensively in the
conservation and maintenance of our forests. It is
involved each year in the planting of some 2 000
hectares of pines to ensure on an ongoing basis
the continuance of the softwood industry; its ef-
forts have ensured that the softwood programme
will be kept up to scratch.

At the same time we have the karri
reforestation programme for the wood chip and
timber felling industries. This programme is de-
signed so that by the year 2000 the forest will be
to a stage of producing roughly the same amount
of timber as is taken out. That programme is long
term-it is ongoing-but at this early stage it is
showing signs of being successful. Anybody on
this side of the House, the other side of the
House, or outside the House, who says the Budget
is not designed to create a proper input to the
economy with the end result of boosting the
number of jobs available, would be kidding him-
self, and certainly would not have read the Budget
documents in their proper context.

Mr Bertram: What does it contain? It contains
inflation.

Mr SIBSON: I was pleased to read that the
provision for sewerage schemes for the south-west
has been increased. This year an amount of
$528 000 has been set aside to push on with the
Bunbury sewer-age programme. Mr Deputy
Speaker, you would be aware that much of the
development of Bunbury has taken place on land-
Filled swamp; land along the beachfront, and some
other areas, is undulating country, but in the main
the development of the City of Bunhury has taken
place on land-filled swamp. This development has
been successful, but an ongoing need exists to in-
stall sewerage as a result of the low-lying nature
of much of the land. Further, the high water table
creates a high cost of sewerage for Bunbury,
amongst the highest in the State. Nevertheless,
the project is proceeding, and the full programme
is designed eventually to have the whole of the
City of Bunbury sewered.

Another provision in the Budget is designed to
assist education facilities in my area. It is planned
to upgrade and to carry out extensions to the
Bunbury Senior High School, which is 60 years
old, and is in need of work to be carried out on it.
A fairly large amount of money has been set

aside-something in excess of$ SI million-for this
upgrading and the placement of facilities about
which I will not go into detail as they are con-
tained in the Budget. A f urther amount of well in
excess of $1 million will be spent on the Bunbury
Technical College. The Leader of the Opposition
said the Government was not Concerned about, or
was not doing anything for that area of education.

Mr Bertram: That's quite right.
Mr Wilson: He didn't say that.

Mr SIBSON: He said we tend to treat the col-
lege as a joke, and call it a "tech" or something of
that nature.

Mr Pearce: How much did you say was allo-
cated For the Bun bury Technical College? You
said $1 million, but the Budget says $20 000.

Mr SIBSON: The member has not done his
sums correctly. To save the time of the House, I
promise to take up this point later with the mem-
ber.

Mr Pearce: Large sums of money were prom-
ised, but only $20 000 was delivered.

The ACT I NG SPEA KER (M r Tubby): Order!

Mr Pearce: It is on page 18 of the Loan Esti-
mates, which refers-

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Pearce: -to additions and improvements to
the Bunbury Technical College of $20 000.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Gosnells will not continue with interjections
when order is called for. I require him to come to
order and allow the debate to carry on in an or-
derly way.

Mr SIBSON: Thank you, Sir, for that co-oper-
ation.

Mr Pearce: "Protection" is the word.

Mr SIBSON: The Bunbury Senior High School
has a great deal of tradition behind it. I was
pleased to note the Government saw fit to take
the action it has as a result of approaches made to
the Minister for Education by the H-on. Graham
MacKinnon of another place during a period I
was overseas. It was found that the programme
envisaged was very much needed, despite some
comments by a member of the Opposition. A con-
siderable amount of work is needed to be done,
and certainly much in excess of $20000 will be
provided.

M r Pea rce: The su m of $20 000 is given i n the
Budget.

Mr SIBSON: I will take the matter up with the
member for Gosnells afterwards.
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Mr Pearce: You are deliberately misleading the
House.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!

Mr SIBSON: I will not waste the time of the
House arguing with the member for Gosnells.

Mr Parker: I thought that was what the House
was for.

Mr SIBSON: The principal of the Bunbury
Senior High School said he had looked through
the programme with the architects and he was
quite elated because of the large amount of
money which had been provided. It was more
than the amount I had nominated because other
factors were included in the project.

Mr Pearce: It is not allocated in the Budget.

Mr SIBSON: Of the total capital amount of
$8.9 million provided for the upgrading of rail in
1982-83, the sum of $700 000 is to be spent in my
electorate.

Mr Pearce: What is that amount for?
Mr SIBSON: I believe the Hansard reporter

has that figure so there is no need to repeat it.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I ask the member to table the
document from which he has quoted because it is
clearly a document different from the Budget.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): I ask
the member to table the document.

Mr SIBSON: I have a whole file here. I think it
is ridiculous that we have a member making such
a request when I am quoting from a document re-
leased by the Treasurer.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Will the member
place the document on the table at the conclusion
of his speech?

Mr SIBSON: I have indicated already that I
am happy to do so, but I wish to make it clear
that I have a whole host of things in this file. I
will be happy to table the lot when I finish my
speech.

Debate Resumed.

Mr SIBSON: The project of the major
upgrading of the Mundijong-Picton railway line
will be undertaken over a four-year period and
will provide a high-class rail connection between
the Ports of Bunbury and Kwinana. This work
will be done because of the Government's appreci-
ation of the future need and because of the
coming on stream of the Worslcy alumina and the
smelting that will be done.

Mr Evans: Will Bunbury be bypassed then?

Mr SIBSON: The member for Warren is well
informed about the shipments of alumina from
the Port of Bunbury. He is more aware of that
than is anyone else.

Mr Parker: Certainly more than you.
Mr SIBSON: The Government has set aside

the sum of $1.857 million for special Works as-
sociated with the Worsley alumina project.

Despite the comments of the Leader of the Op-
position, I have hardly touched on this subject-

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr Pearce: You have been reading from a

Press release which is entirely misleading and not
totally correct.

Mr SIBSON: Opposition members are running
scared because the more we talk about the
Budget-

Mr Wilson: When are you going to start?
Mr SIBSON: -the more they realise just how

constructive and economically beneficial it is to
this State. I am dealing with one section of the
State where $1.42 million will be spent. Despite
the argument of the member for Gosnells when he
says my figures may be a few thousand dollars
out-

Mr Pearce: The sum of $1 million-there is a
difference!

Mr SIBSON: The sum of $1.42 million has
been provided in the Budget-

Several members interjected.
Mr SIBSON: That is the part that hurts mnem-

bers of the Opposition because they cannot ap-
preciate what has been achieved, despite stringent
cutbacks by the Federal Government.

Mr Bertram: You can't blame the Federal
Government; you support it.

Mr SIBSON: I will continue to support it.
Mr Bertram: What are you complaining about?
Mr SI BSON: I reserve the right to criticise the

Federal Government when it is not treating the
States in the way it should. The alternative is dis-
astrous.

Mr Nanovich: Socialism.

Mr SIBSON: The Leader of the Opposition
made strong points about his understanding of the
current situation. He said the Government had a
confrontationist approach to industrial relations.
It is obvious it is not appropriate to debate this
issue, but as he saw fit to mention it, I will com-
ment because I believe the reaction to the legis-
lation has been good.

Mr Bertram: Very bad!
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Mr SIBSON: The legislation is relevant to the
south-west, and in particular to my electorate. I
will highlight some of the aspects put forward by
the Leader of the Opposition. He said the Govern-
ment had created an atmosphere of confrontation
and should be getting the unions and the em-
ployers together to discuss the problem.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr SIBSON: Let us analyse the problem, the

major part of which is caused by militant union
executives. I wish to make that point clear be-
cause it does not necessarily mean the rank-and-
File unionists. In most instances, the rank-and-file
unionists are not associated with the problem.

I believe some executives and some major mili-
tant unions as well as some employers have not
worked to their fullest extent to overcome indus-
trial problems. It is strange and laughable for the
Leader of the Opposition to say that these people
should be brought together.

The Government did not wish to bring forward
legislation of this nature. If the employers and
unions had got together a long time ago, the
Government would not have had to bring forward
this legislation. The workers, employers, and
unions arc involved in the situation and know the
problems associated with strikes and industrial
disputes.

Quorum

Mr Pearce called attention to the state of the
House.

Bells rung and a quorum formed.

Debate Resumed

Mr SIBSON: The Leader of the Opposition
made great play about the situation which he be-
lieved was created by the Government. However,
I wish to talk about the position in the south-west.
Over the last 50 years the south-west has had very
few industrial problems. During the late 1950s the
Collie coalfields experienced industrial problems
with stoppages and strikes. At that time the Presi-
dent of the Collie Coal Miners' Industrial Union
of Workers was Mr Bill Latter who had stated
publicly that his job was to create problems
within the coal industry.

Mr Watt: Would you say he was successful?
Mr SIBSON: He was successful to the extent

that he brought Collie to its knees at that time.
Mr Davies: The Government gave plenty of

reason for that.
Mr SIBSON: Having lived in Collie and

worked in the mining industry at that time, I can
assure members that Mr Latter was most success-

ful in the job he set out to do. He said that once
the Communist regime had brought industry to
its knees in this State, it would work on the rural
industries. 1 do not know what went wrong, but
Mr Latter left Collie and the situation improved.

Mr Watt: Where is he working now?
Mr Bertram: He is in the Liberal Party head

office.
Mr SIBSON: The programme proposed by Mr

Latter for the rural industry did not come about.
It is interesting to note that of recent times Mr
Latter is working for the Teachers' Union which
is affilia ted with the ACTU and the TLC.

Mr Pearce: What position does he hold With the
Teacher's Union?

M r S IBSON: Research officer.
Mr Pearce: He is not. He is its advocate.
M r S IBSON: Tha t is even worse! I was wa it ing

for that comment. He is its advocate. He was an
advocate in Collie when he brought Collie to its
knees, and I would suggest he will bring the
Teachers' Union to its knees.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr Davies: What a strange fellow.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
Mr SII3SON: I had a feeling it would end up

that way.
in the few minutes remaining, I wish to talk

about issues concerning the south-west. I had to
mention the rough patch Collie went through be-
cause in the history of the south-west, that was
about the only incident which blotted the indus-
trial relations copybook of those workers.

Mr Rushton: Even the Labor Party has
dropped its own member.

Mr Wilson: When are you going to mention
Bunbury Foods Pty. Ltd.?

Mr SIBSON: Over the years, employers and
employees very successfully have worked out their
own problems. I do not believe people in the
south-west are paid lower wages, or work under
worse conditions than do people elsewhere; in
fact, in many ways they are better off because of
the close employer-employee relationship which
exists. One can see this relationship as one goes
around Bunbury and the south-west, whether the
businesses employ one or two people or up to 200
or 300. The situation has come about because a
minimum of interference has occurred from mili-
tant union officials.

Recently, we saw the example of an official
from the Builders' Labourers' Federated Union of
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Workers poking his sticky nose into the business
of the workers of the south-west.

Mr Blaikie: They are the sticky-fingered ones,
aren't they?

Mr SIBSON: That is right. One of their
officials made strong public declarations about
"Fixing" the shopping centre development at Aus-
tralind. This person badgered the people working
on the project; day after day, and sometimes
many times a day for a number of weeks he ap-
proached these workers. However, he did not
allow for the close relationship between employer
and employee in the area.

Despite receiving advice from a well-known em-
ployer organisation in Perth that the company
should shut up and pay up because there was no
way it could beat the BLF, the employer stuck by
his men, and his men stuck by him and eventually
the union advocate was told to get off the site.
The end result was that no disruption occurred to
the development of the shopping centre.

The development is in the electorate of the
Minister for Local Government. It is proceeding
on schedule and, as I understand it, it will be fin-
ished on time. It is a beautiful project. Had there
not been such a strong employer-employee re-
lationship, the whole project could have been
jeopardised, for several reasons: Firstly, the cost
factor could have made the project totally un-
workable; and, secondly, because of the stringent
economic situation under which we live today, the
project could have been put behind schedule,
making it unviable from the points of view of po-
tential shopkeepers.

That is only one of many examples of how em-
ployers and employees, if left alone, will resolve
their own problems in their own way. I have no
objection to workers being members of unions,
and being involved in the union movement.

Mr Davies: We are glad about that.
Mr SIBSON: However, the role of unions is

simply to be part of negotiations when asked.
They should not do as this peanut did, and move
onto a site and make public declarations about the
sorts of conditions which will be demanded of em-
ployers. In this case, the BLF official promised
the workers an immediate increase of $25 a week.

Mr Watt: Which peanut was that?

Mr SI BSON: I refer to Mr Binstead. However,
despite his efforts, the project is proceeding. The
company has been able to get on with the job and
continue to employ its staff.

As a matter of fact, the relationship between
employer and employees in this company is so
good that during the hard times-and, there have

been some hard times in the south-west-the
company has kept the men employed on mainten-
ance work on its assets, and on building sheds and
the like, simply to keep them employed. The
company believes it must keep a good work force.
The proof of the pudding is in the eating. When
tenders go out, firms such as this win these proj-
ects over and over again.

So, it is totally unfair for the Opposition to
claim this Government has created confrontation
with employers and workers. All the Government
is saying is that people should have the right to
choose whether to belong to a union, or to nego-
tiate with the employer. We believe unions should
become part of the proceedings only when asked;
they should not intervene and try to create
trouble. It behoves the employers and employees
of the south-west to continue their good work and
to resist the approaches of these militant unions. I
could cite some I I or 12 instances in which
standover tactics have been attempted, but have
failed dismally. I urge employers to continue to
deny these militant officials access to their sites.

I conclude by saying that any criticism of the
Budget must be based on fallacious and shallow
thinking, because the Budget has been designed to
stimulate the economy and to create jobs.

Mr Parker: You cannot be serious.
Mr SIBSON: For example, this year the State

Housing Commission is to construct 800 homes.
Mr Davies: Not as many as the Tonkin Govern-

ment.

Mr SIBSON: It is an unprecedented number.
Mr Parker: It is not an unprecedented number.

The Tonkin Government built more. That is a lie.

Mr SIBSON: This will create considerable em-
ployment and, because of the service industries
which are associated with these projects, it also
will inject money into the community.

Mr Wilson: How many will be built in
Bunbury?

Mr SIBSON: Bunbury will get the number for
which the programme caters.

Mvr Wilson: Will that be enough?

Mr SIBSON: I am not going to be drawn into a
debate on a single issue.

Mr Parker: You have no idea how many houses
will be built in Bunbury.

Mr SIBSON: One has to refer only to the SHC
works programme to find the answer to that
question; it can be done in two minutes.

Mr Wilson: It is not in the programme.
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Mr Parker: Have you taken the trouble to look
at the programme? You do not know about your
own electorate.

Mr SIBSON: Yes I do. It is obvious the Oppo-
sition runs scared when we talk about these
things. Members opposite know as well as I do the
housing programme for Bunbury for they have
had a damned good look at it.

I commend the Treasurer and the Government
for the Budget presented to Parliament this year.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [9.54 p.m.): The
speech of the member for Bunbury in many ways
indicates just what sort of Budget this is. In fact,
it is a "Press release" Budget. The member for
Bunbury, in alluding to the Budget, did not refer
to the Budget documents; nor did he table the
Press release for which I asked.

Point of Order

Mr SIBSON: Mr Acting Speaker, I ask for
that to be withdrawn. I had every intention of
presenting the document. I take absolute excep-
tion to a pipsqueak like the member for Gosnells
carrying on in this House in such a way.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
It is probably neglect on my part in that I did not
ask the member for Bunbury to table the docu-
menit immediately after he concluded his speech. I
apologise to the House. and ask the member for
Gosniells to withdraw that remark, because I think
the member for Bunbury was prepared to table
the document.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Acting Speaker, it is not my
wish to reflect on the Chair. However, I stood to
speak because you leapt to your feet like a rocket
to put the question. The proper thing for you to
have done was to ask the member for Bunbury to
table the document. Indeed, if I had not repeated
my request that it be tabled, it would not have
been tabled. I have said nothing that can be de-
scribed as unparliamentary.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 1 ask the
member for Gosnells to resume his seat. I have
admitted my neglect in not asking the member for
Bunbury to table the document at the conclusion
of his speech. If there was any neglect in this ease,
it was mine, for which I apologise to the House.

(The document was tabled for the information
of members.)

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: The point is that the member for
Bunbury read his speech on the Budget from the
Premier's Press release, and not from the Budget
documents. That led him into errors which not

only were serious, but also were remarkably tell-
ing. For example, no Si million allocation is to be
made to the Bunbury Senior High School. In
company with seven or eight other high schools,
the Bunbury Senior High School has been allo-
cated $20 000 and all have been promised sums
ranging from several hundred thousand dollars to
$1i million for upgrading work next financial year.
I point out that although the Budget debate can
be described as very wide ranging, in fact we are
discussing the Consolidated Revenue Fund, and
the member for Bunbury was alluding to the Gen-
eral Loan Fund.

Mr Herzfeld: Which he is entitled to do.
M r P EA RCE: Perhaps he is, a nd I inte nd to do

so, too. These schools have been promised large
sums for upgrading or extensions, but this year
have been allocated only 320 000. The schools
which fall into this category are: Albany Senior
High School: Armadale Senior High School;
Bunbury Senior High School; Kent Street Senior
High School; Lockridge Senior High School;
Mirrabooka Senior High School;, Northam Senior
High School; Ravensthorpe District High School;
Northampton District High School: and, Toodyay
District High School. All those high schools con-
stitute the $20 000 schools; that is to say,
although they have been allocated only $20 000 in
this Budget, they have been told the remaining
sums of hundreds of thousands of dollars or
3500 000-or, in the case of the Bunbury Senior
High School, $I million-will be forthcoming in
the next financial year.

If these schools can be allocated only $20 000
this financial year, how can they all be allocated
sums averaging 5500 000 each next financial
year, unless those schools are to be the only
schools which will receive any assistance? If we
add together all those £500 000 allocations, we re-
alise the entire projected capital works for edu-
cation is enshrined in those schools. It is a cheap
confidence trick.

Mr Herzfeld: What a lot of rubbish! Those
people have been told that capital works will take
place. They have an assurance that the work will
be completed before the start of the financial
year. You know darn well if it was not done in
this way, they would not have the facilities for the
start of the 1984 school year.

Mr PEARCE: I understand perfectly well the
financial arrangements which apply to schools in
this State.

Mr Herzfeld: And they are very grateful for
those allocations, too.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Mundaring
should visit some of the places where people have
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been promised assistance-for example, Albany,
where they were promised $480 000 for their high
school-but were allocated only $20 000 in this
year's Budget.

Mr Herzfeld: Do not distort the situation. The
fact is that tenders will be called in March of next
year.

Mr PEARCE: Where is the money coming
from?

Mr Blaikie: You have made a serious alle-
gation. Just who told the people of Albany they
were getting $480 000?

Mr PEARCE: They were told by the member
for Albany.

Mr Blaikie: Where?
Mr PEARCE: In Albany. It has been in the

Press. 1 was in Albany over the weekend and I
spent a great deal of time going over the business
of the financing of the Albany Senior High
School,

Mr Blaikie: I bet you did.
Mr PEARCE: I certainly did.
Mr Herzfeld: It will not do you any good.

Mr PEARCE: When I come to discuss the
General Loan Fund Estimates, I shall be tabling
more comprehensive figures in regard to all these
schools which were promised large sums of money
and which, under the terms of the Budget, will
each receive £20 000. They have been offered
$20 000 with the promise of large sums to follow.
It is not true for the member for Bunbury to say
that the Budget allocates SI million for the
Bunbury Senior High School. That may have
been an error on the part of the member for
Bunbury. He read the Premier's Press release,
and he was foolish enough to believe it. However,
I draw the attention of the House to page 18 of
the General Loan Fund Estimates of Revenue and
Expenditure where it says quite clearly, under
division 15, 'Primary and secondary education,
buildings, additions and improvements to high
schools, Bunbury, $20 000".

Mr Sibson: I will pick you up at 6.00 am.
tomorrow and take you to visit the principal and
we will discuss this with him.

Mr PEARCE: There is a big difference be-
tween $20 000 and$]i million.

Mr Hlerzfeld: Will you vacate your seat in this
House if tenders are not called in March next
year for that work?

Mr PEARCE: By March of next year I expect
to be sitting on the other side of the House.

M r Herzfeld: You did not answer the question.

Mr PEARCE: The point involved here is that
the money is not shown in this Budget as the
member for Bunbtury claims it is. The only
suggestion he can make is that the grant may ap-
pear in next year's Budget. However, as I have in-
dicated, it will not be possible to deliver on all the
promises made in this regard. In any event, the
member for Bunbury cannot guarantee that he
will be in Government at that time.

Mr Sibson: The Tonkin Government took our
courthouse away.

Mr PEARCE: There is nothing like being able
to prom ise $ 98 0 000 fo r a h igh school j ust mon ths
before an election when the sum does not appear
in the Budget. That is the sort of Budget it is-it
is a Budget of em pty promises.

Mr O'Connor: That is rubbish!
Mr PEARCE: The Treasurer was not here

when the member for Bunbury launched off into
the matter of funds for the Bunbury Senior High
School.

Mr O'Connor: You said it is a Budget of empty
promises. What empty promises are you talking
about?

Mr PEARCE: The member for Bunbury-
Mr O'Connor: Which ones?
Mr PEARCE: -referred to the amount of

money promised for the Bunbury Senior High
School.

Mr O'Connor: How much is promised for that?
Mr PEARCE: An amount of $20 000.
Mr O'Connor: Where is the empty promise?
Mr PEARCE: If the Treasurer will confirm

that the Budget allows $20 000 for capital works
on the lBunbury Senior High School and that no
other promises have been made in regard to that
school, I will withdraw that inference.

Mr O'Connor: I am just asking you: Which are
the empty promises?

Mr PEARCE: Let me put it more clearly: I
have information that the promise was made to
the people of Sunbury that £1 million would be
provided, and not the $20 000 as listed in the
Budget.

Mr O'Connor: You made the allegation that it
is a Budget of empty promises and you cannot
back it up.

Mr Wilson: He took it from the member for
Bunbury.

Mr PEARCE: If the Treasurer is prepared to
say that the Press release on the Budget did not
refer to a promise of £1 million, and the only
promise made in regard to the Sunbury Senior
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High School is for $20 000, 1 will withdraw that
suggestion. I await the Treasurer's reply.

Mr O'Connor: I will reply to the Budget in due
course.

Mr PEARCE: The Treasurer should check
with the member for Bunbury first because he
just tabled a Press release which was purported to
be from the Treasurer. I have the Press release
here, but I cannot find that point at the moment.

Mr Wilson: Well, he claimed to be quoting
from that document.

Mr PEARCE: Everyone in the House heard the
member for Bunbury say that. After he quoted
from the Press release, I asked for it to be tabled.

Mr Sibson: I was talking about the ongoing
programme, and this is what I went through step
by step with the principal the other day. I said
that I would pick you up at 6.00 am. tomorrow
and take you down to Bunbury and go through
the whole programme with the principal.

Mr Wilson: That was not the inference.
Mr PEARCE: That was not what the member

for Bunbury said to the House.
Mr Sibson: It was.
Mr Wilson: He said $I million had been allo-

cated.
Mr PEARCE: Other members in the House

heard the member for Bunbury say this. He said
that $1 million had been promised, and I flicked
the Budget papers over to see what they said
about this point.

Mr Sibson: In exactly the same way as the $6
million courthouse has been provided for in the
Budget.

Mr PEARCE: But there has not been provision
for $1 million for the high school.

Mr Sibson: You are the only one saying that.
You havenfown off into a trance. You are bushed.

Mr PEARCE: I am not at all bushed. In fact, it
appears that there is no reference to $1 million in
the Press release which the member for Bunbury
tabled at my request. Prior to the discussion on
the General Loan Fund Estimates, I feel we
should have an examination of the whole ap-
proach being taken by the member for Bunbury. I
think it is a very serious thing for a member to go
out into his electorate and make promises of the
order of the promises made by the member for
Bunbury on the basis of a miserly $20 000 allo-
cation in the Budget.

Mr Watt: What about Albany? What did you
say about Albany?

Mr PEARCE: I was making the point earlier
that another of the schools which would receive

$20 000 was the Albany Senior High School, and
in fact, the estimate for the work, as in the case or
Bunbury, was $480 000.

Mr Watt: $450 000.
Mr PEARCE: I beard it was $480 000.
Mr Watt: Whom do you want to believe?
Mr PEARCE: If the member for Albany is

talking in the same way as the member for
Bunbury, his credibility is not very high.

Mr Nanovich: And yours is, of course!
Mr PEARCE: I have never come to this place

and claimed that $1 million is provided in the
Budget when it shows $20 000 in black and white.

Mr Sibson: You have never had the oppor-
tunity-you have never been in Government.

Mr PEARCE: Let us assume an estimate of
$450 000. The school is to receive $20 000.

Mr Watt: What did I promise them?
Mr PEARCE: The member for Albany has

promised that the remaining amount of money
will be forthcoming in the next Budget. Is that
right or wrong?

Mr Watt: No, not the remaining amount of
money because a certain amount of work has been
identified by the school council as being needed.
At no time have I said that the remaining amount
will be forthcoming. We have had an assurance
from the Minister for Education that an ongoing
programme will be commenced. The $20 000 is a
commencement. There is no reason to doubt that
the promise will be kept and the work will con-
tinue in the next two years.

Mr Sibson: The argument is exactly the same
in regard to Bunbury.

Mr PEARCE: Let us get that clear-that is not
my understanding. Let us publish the remarks
made by the member for Albany in Albany and
the situation will then be made clear to the people
of that town.

Mr Watt: It has been said publicly already sey-
eral times. Definitely it is you who is misleading
the people and not me.

Mr PEARCE: They are certainly not being
misled. The people know very well, and more so
since I have visited there, that only $20 000 will
be made available.

Mr Watt: There is no dispute about that-I
have just acknowledged it.

Mr Sibson: The same applies in Bunbury. You
are trying to get out of it.

Mr PEARCE: I am certainly not the one who
is misleading the people. However, that was not
the part of the Budget that I intended to discuss.
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It was my intention to discuss the capital works
programme in reference to the General Loan
Fund. It was the audacity of the member for
Bunbury in inflating $20000 to $1 million that
led me to refer to this matter. I could not let it
pass unnoticed.

I would like to turn to-
Mr Herzfeld: Just before you get off that one-
Mr PEARCE: -the education section of the

Budget, and, subsequently the Armadale
subregional centre. Let me say initially that the
matter to which I will refer is not a Financial mat-
ter. Nevertheless, it is an interesting, if not vitally
significant, education matter. I am referring to
the strange silence of the Minister for Education
on the question of student guild legislation.

In The Australian of the week before last ap-
peared a story which said, in part, that no further
attempt would be made by the Government to
legislate in regard to student guilds. This state-
ment appeared in The Australian higher edu-
cation supplement, and the author, in making the
statement, was good enough to give a fair part of
the credit for that to me in what was described as
a successful undercover campaign. I am not the
sort of person who writes letters to the editors of
newspapers, but if I were I might write a letter
quibbling with the use of the word "undercover".
I certainly would not argue with the use of the
word "successful". It was not an undercover cam-
paign to prevent further legislation to interfere
with student guilds. My opposition to this has
been very public.

One person who has been a fervent advocate of
further legislation to interfere with the student
guilds has: been the member for Karrinyup, the
present Minister for Education. We can all re-
member the tub being thumped by this member
when he was a back-bencher. Now he is a Minis-
ter he is in a position to do something about it,
but he has been very quiet on this matter. On sev-
eral occasions, when I have asked him questions
about it, he has said to me, "The matter is under
active consideration."

Mr Bertram: What does that mean?
Mr PEARCE: That is not true.
Mr Herzfeld: It means what it says.
Mr PEARCE: It is not true, and there comes a

time when this House has to take some action-
Mr Herzfeld: There is a lot of difference be-

tween the responsibilities of a back-bencher and
those of a Minister.

Mr PEARCE: -and concern itself with the
way in which Ministers reply to questions. We are
all used'to the Minister being evasive and stone-

walling. However, in my opinion, there is a fine
line between stonewalling or evading and deliber-
ately misleading the House. Of course misleading
the House is tantamount to lying and then it be-
comes a matter of calling for the resignation of
the Minister concerned.

The question of student guild legislation is not
under active consideration at all. This matter was
decided upon after discussions at a Cabinet meet-
ing on Monday, 9 August of this year. The de-
cision made either at that meeting or as a result
of questions raised at that meeting by the Cabi-
net-

Mr Clarko: You are saying you do not know?

Mr PEARCE: I am saying that the matter was
discussed at the Cabinet meeting on 9 August.

Mr Clarko: You said that it took place on 9
August, or on some other day.

Mr PEARCE: I am saying the matter was dis-
cussed at that meeting.

Mr Clarko: You have no idea when it was dis-
cussed.

Mr PEARCE: What I am uncertain of-
Mr Clarko: You are uncertain?
Mr PEARCE: -is whether the matter was

settled then or whether the Minister was asked to
provide a number of details and the matter was
then settled at the Cabinet meeting of 16 August
or the meeting of 23 August.

Mr Clarko: Where is your evidence of that? Do
you have any evidence of it?

Mr PEARCE: The Minister can deny it.
Mr Clarko: No; you are the one making the

statement. Where is the evidence? I could say you
have a red coat on, but I would have to produce
the evidence.

Mr PEARCE: Obviously I could say what evi-
dence I have about this, and equally obviously I
am not prepared to reveal my sources.

Mr Clarko: You are making a mountain out of
a molehill. You have no idea how accurate your
information is.

Mr PEARCE: Yes I do.

Mr Clarko: The only thing you base it on is an
article in The Australian.

Mr PEARCE: That is not so. The article in
The Australian was written two weeks ago. I first
raised questions in the House on Wednesday, I I
August. I indicated quite specifically that the
matter had been raised on 9 August.

Mr Clarko: You cannot produce any evidence.
You fumble along and tell everybody here that it
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happened on Monday 9 August or the next week
or even the week after that.

Mr PEARCE: If I were making it up, I would
have said straighout, "it happened on 9 August."~
The Minister is not about to deny that- I stated
quite clearly: The matter has been decided-there
will be no such legislation this year. The an-
nouncement of that decision has been held up for
two reasons. The first of these is to do with elec-
lions that have been taking place in various
student guilds around the metropolitan area in the
fast few weeks, and the rumour has been that the
Minister was maintaining a silence so that if
certain people were elected to that high office,
there would be no legislation to interfere with
student guilds; that is to say, if the election re-
turns come out the right way, there will be no
further student guild legislation.

The difficulty about that is that it has leaked
out already to others-not just to me-that the
decision had been made already, although the
import of the decision could not be-

Mr Clarko: Could I say what you said the Other
day: Name names!

Mr PEARCE: I am naming the Minister.
Mr Clarko: That is not where you got the infor-

mation from. Don't be foolish. Name names, or,
alternatively, we will take this as just another one
of your fairy tales.

Mr PEARCE: If it is not the truth, how about
the Minister's denying it? The Minister could do
this using the forms of the House.

Mr Clarko: I do not have to deny it. I can say
you are handsome, but I do not have to prove it.

Mr PEARCE: I would not be denying it be-
cause it is true, but if the Minister said 1 was
ugly. I would deny it.

Mr Bertram: We would not say it about the
Minister!

Mr Clarko: Either way, I would take no notice.
Mr PEARCE: I would have no reason to deny

it if it were true, and members of the House may
care to speculate on the reasons for the Minister's
silence.

I realise this is a very embarrassing matter for
the Minister, but I believe he has a responsibility
to tell the people what is intended with regard to
this. The Minister's silence has been telling
enough, but I point out to the Minister it has been
corroborated, because he fell for the three card
trick in question time last week. I asked the Min-
ister whether a decision had been made and
whether the members had been told. The Minister
replied that the matter was under active consider-
ation and he would not say whether members had
(124)

been told. That seems to me to be a fair indication
that, in fact, there is something for members to be
told.

Mr Clarko: It has nothing to do with you. You
tell me what you said in the party room at the be-
ginning of this week.

Mr PEARCE: If no decision had been made,
the proper response to that question would have
been, "No decision has been made to tell my col-
leagues, because the matter is still under active
consideration."

Mr Clarko: Why should I say that?
Mr PEARCE: Unfortunately the Minister got

that wrong. Let us look at the education budget
now.

Mr Clarko: You lost that one-one nil.
Mr MacKinnon: It is 21 nil.
Mir PEARCE: Members may call out ridicu-

lous remarks if they wish-, the fact is I am not at
all embarrassed in relation to student guilds. The
Minister is being lambasted in the Press by his
own supporters-by the facist right of the young
Liberal movement.

Mr Clarko: Where?
Mr PEARCE: In last week's Daily News.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: The young Liberal movement is

not complaining about me, although it clearly
does not support mny attitude.

Mr Sibson: They have never noticed you.
Mr Wilson: They sent us all a letter.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:- Order!
Mr PEARCE: The Australian higher education

supplement is giving me the credit for stalling the
whole business.

Mr Clarko: It did not do that. Why give you
the credit for one little letter?

Mr PEARCE: Whether the credit it has given
me is due credit, I do not particularly want to
canvass.

Mr Clarko: Are you saying you have anything
to do with-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The Minis-
ter will keep order and the member for Gosnells
will address the Chair.

Mr PEARCE: 12 am addressing the Chair. I am
looking at you, Sir, quite squarely in the eye or at
least directly in the nose.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I suggest
the member should not provoke other members if
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he wants to receive some protection from the
Chair.

Mr PEARCE: I am quite prepared to look after
myself, Sir, but I am addressing my remarks to
you and a considerable cacophony is coming un-
checked from the other side, although I am look-
ins you in the eye while I speak. I am perfectly
prepared to deal with the Minister and other
members and, in that case, I suggest the appropri-
ate action for the Chair to take, if it wishes me to
address it, is to reprove them and not me.

I am not embarrassed by this matter, because I
have taken a consistent attitude on it since 1977.
No further legislation has been introduced and I
am being given some credit for that. It is in no
way an embarrassing matter to me.

I have not adopted one view on the matter as a
back-bencher, and, now, becoming a Minister, ap-
pear to be adopting another view. The Minister is
certainly not carrying forward the views he an-
nounced when he was a back-bencher, and, as a
result, he is being assailed by sections of his party.
It is an embarrassment for the Minister, not me,
and the matter can rest on that point.

Mr Herzfeld: You are an embarrassment to us.

Mr PEARCE: The education budget has been
touted as one of the better sections of the Budget;
that is to say, large sums of money have been
made available for education even at a time when
funding is tight in other areas. What we find is
this: A small number of additional teachers have
been made available. If I remember correctly ap-
proximately 255 additional teachers have been
claimed as being provided in the Budget, but I in-
dicate to you, Sir, that the vast bulk of those
teachers are not additional teachers in a class-
room sense, but are teachers, who are required to
service the growth in student numbers in high
schools in this State in the next school year; that
is, a very small number of teachers-well under
100-have been provided in an endeavour to
reduce class sizes.

I shall compare the efforts made by the West-
ern Australian Government in regard to education
funding in the current Budget, with the efforts
made by the Queensland Government in the same
area. There is a good reason that I should make a
comparison between Western Australia and
Queensland in this regard, and it is this: In all the
funding figures which have been produced in the
last couple of years and particularly during the
arguments about levels of education funding last
year, Western Australia and Queensland have
been the bottom States.

Mr Herzfeld: That is rubbish!

Mr PEARCE: It is not rubbish. Time and time
again I have produced figures in this House and I
shall do so again tonight.

The figures produced in Parliament last year
when we were disuicussing this matter indicated
that the pupil-teacher ratio in Western Australia
was 1:18.0. Queensland was marginally better
with a pupil-teacher ratio of 1:17.9.

The Australian Teachers Federation biennial
survey this year indicated Western Australia and
Queensland were equal bottom with regard to
pupil-teacher ratios in Australia; that is, Western
Australia and Queenslnd together had the worst
pupil-teacher ratios in Australia.

The former Minister for Education, now the
member for South Perth, confirmed my assess-
ment of Queensland-

Mr Sibson: He always has been the member for
South Perth.

Mr PEARCE: Last year, as a matter of cour-
tesy in Parliament, one addressed him as the Min-
ister for Education; now, as matter of courtesy in
the Parliament, one addresses him as the member
for South Perth. I am well aware he has not
changed his seat in the process of changing his
ministerial status.

Last year when we were discussing the survey
made by the Australian Schools Commission in
relation to resources in schools, I pointed out by
way of interjection that Queensland had not par-
ticipated in the survey, so the comparisons made
were not altogether accurate and the Minister
said, "That is because the Queensland perform-
ance is so low that they were not prepared to be
involved in the survey." That is what the former
Minister said then.

Mr Herzfeld: What does that mean?
Mr PEARCE: The member for Mundaring

should ask the former Minister for Education. I
assume he was talking in terms of pupil-teacher
ratios and the percentage of the Budget spent on
education.

Mr Herzfeld: I would have thought you would
know more about the quality of education than to
judge it purely on pupil-teacher ratios.

Mr PEARCE: If the member for Mundaring
wants a lecture on the effects of reductions in
class sizes, I will give him one.

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what he asked for.
He asked about the quality of education.

Mr PEARCE: The quality of education is di-
rectly dependent on the size of classes.

M r Sibson: Nonsense!

Mr MacKinnon: Rubbish!
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Mr PEARCE: Let me offer a challenge to
members. They should do what the Queensland
Government did and set up a Select Committee
under Mr Ahern to investigate the matter. I
suggest members opposite should not chortle too
loudly until I have indicated what happened in
Queensland as a result of that survey, because the
Western Australian performance pales into insig-
nificance when compared with what happened in
Queenisland.

The pupil-teacher ratios in Queensland and
Western Australia were roughly comparable prior
to the Budget-

Mr O'Connor: What about the quality of
teachers? Don't you think this has a bearing?

Mr PEARCE: Of course the quality of teachers
is a factor. I am not questioning the quality of
teachers in Western Australia, nor am I-

Mr Herzfeld: He is saying that, if you double
teachers' pay, you will have twice the education
system!

Mr Tonkin: You are a twister! Don't tell lies!
Mr PEA RCE:--denigrating the quality of

teachers in Queensland. I have no reason to be-
lieve there is any great difference between them.
Effectively there is no difference between the
pupil-teacher ratios in Queensland and those in
Western Australia and when we look at the per-
centage of the Budget spent on education in both
Queensland and Western Australia we find, ac-
cording to the 1981 Commonwealth Grants Com-
mission figures, Queensland spent 23.9 per cent of
its Budget on education and Western Australia
spent 22.5 per cent. That indicates that, if any-
thing, Queensland is marginally ahead of Western
Australia in terms of its expenditure on education.

Mr O'Connor: Does Queensland take into ac-
count capital works in that Figure?

Mr PEARCE: Does Queensland take into ac-
count capital works?

Mr O'Connor: Does it take capital works into
account in its education expenditure?

Mr PEARCE: It certainly does not take capi-
tal works into account with regard to pupil-
teacher ratios.

Mr O'Connor: You are talking about the
amount of money in the education budget. Does it
include capital works?

Mr PEARCE: There may be some differences
in the ways in which the Queensland Government
and this Government put together their Budgets.

Mr O'Connor: There is a big difference.
Mr PEARCE: That may well be the case. I

would be surprised if the Queensland Government

includes capital works programmes int its figure of
education expediture;, but the point I am dis-
cussing is pupil-teacher ratios and I produced fig-
ures to demonstrate the rough comparability of
Queensland and Western Australia which is at-
tested to across a wide range of indicators pro-
duced by the Commonwealth Grants Commission,
the Australian Teachers Federation biennial sur-
vey-

Mr Mensaros: It is inflated by the railways
charges.

Mr PEARCE: How are pupil-teacher ratios in.
flated by the railway costs?

Mr Mensaros: The whole Budget is larger and
the percentages are different. You don't under-
stand what you are talking about.

Mr PEARCE: I understand. I am not
suggesting that indicator is a perfect one, but the
pupil-teacher ratios are beyond dispute. The Min-
ister for Water Resources might like to know
that, in arriving at pupil-teacher ratios,
Queensland does not count engine drivers; it does
not add in nurses; and Queensland mining
royalties do not figure. However, the figures show
Queensland has a better pupil-teacher ratio than
Western Australia.

I shall indicate now what Queensland has done
with regard to additional teachers in its current
Budget. 1 shall read from page 14 of the Budget
Speech and Financial Statement by the Hon. Dr.
L. R. Edwards MLA, Treasurer for Queensland,
as follows-

Education
The total allocation for the Education De-

partment this year is $838.5 million which
represents an increase of 19.4 per cent on the
amount provided in 1981-82. It provides for
major improvements and initiatives in the
area of education.

If any member would like me to table the docu-
ment, I would be only too pleased to do so. To
continue-

Teachers

The Government has repeatedly stated
that a program of reduction in class sizes
would be announced in the Budget.

The Ahern Select Committee-

I have referred to that already. To continue-
-recommendations on class sizes will be im-
plemented in full over a four year period
commencing in 1982-83. This, coupled with
the needs of projected enrolment growth,
means that an additional 1,350 State School
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teachers have been provided for in this
Budget.

That is, 1 350 additional State school teachers
have been provided for in the Budget to reduce
class sizes in a State which already has better
class sizes than has Western Australia. Further
down it says-

45 additional teachers will also be required
to service the needs of Commonwealth-
funded programmes.

The Budget also provides for the appoint-
mrent of an additional 150 teachers to cater
for continued growth in the Technical and
Further Education sector.

In total, 1,545 additional teachers have
been provided for this year, an increase of 6.8
per cent on present teacher numbers.

In quoting the numbers, I have missed out a
couple of paragraphs; but members should listen
to what the Treasurer of Queensland had to say
about reducing its class sizes. He is not a Commu-
nist member of the Teachers' Union. He is not
even a former Communist, or former member for
Bunbury, like Mr Williams.

Mr O'Connor: They got preferential treatment
at the Premiers' Conference.

Mr PEARCE: The Premier can tell his story
later as to why Mr Bjelke-Petersen got more than
he did at the Premiers' Conference.

Mr O'Connor: You don't understand the situ-
ation in relation to the Grants Commission.

Mr PEARCE: So the Premier of Queensland
was more successful than was the Premier of this
State.

Mr O'Connor: No, he was not, because what he
did happened before I was the Premier.

Mr PEARCE: So the Premier of Queensland
got more than did the former Premier of this
State.

Mr O'Connor: No; the Grants Commission rec-
ommended more money to Queensland on what I
believed to be a false premise.

Mr PEARCE: No matter how the Premier puts
it, someone has missed out. This is what the
Treasurer of Queensland had to say to underpin
the rationale of providing all those teachers to
reduce class sizes-

In taking this decision, the Government
has accepted the proposition that reduced
class sizes are one of the primary means of
ensuring quality educational output.

Mr Watt: You are saying that the pupil-teacher
ratio is the be-all and end-all, and by what means
do you see-

Mr Tonkin: He did not say it was the be-all and
end-all.

Mr Watt: He implied it.
Mr Clarko: By what measure can you assess

Zthe result? Who says education in Queensland is
btter than education here?
Mr PEARCE: I am not saying education in

Queensland is better than it is here. What I have
spent all my time saying is that all the indicators
are that education here and in Queensland are
presently comparable. The Queensland Govern-
ment has recognised the very poor position it is in
with regard to education expenditure and edu-
cational endeavour throughout Australia and it is
taking massive strides to improve that position.
That is the point I am making. The Queensland
Government is doing it on an educational and
philosophical basis. A Select Committee of the
Queensland Parliament inquired into this matter.
I presume the Select Committee relied very exten-
sively on the work of Professor Jack Canjpbell
from the University of Queensland who has done
a great deal of research into the effect of con-
siderably reduced class sizes.

Mr Clarko: Did he say in evidence that there
was an improvement in the performance of the
pupils or did he principally say there was much
more time given to instruction in large classes
than in small ones?

Mr PEARCE: He did not say either of those
things.

Mr Clarko: He said the latter.
Mr PEARCE: No, he did not.
Mr Ciarko: He said a lot about time spent in

large classes.
Mr PEARCE: If there are 40 minutes in a

teaching period, one can assume that 40 minutes
of instruction goes on whether there is one student
in the class or 59. What Mr Campbell described
was the on-task time of the students in classes of
varying sizes. He measured it in a way in which
he had eliminated all other factors except class
size.

Mr Clarko: He did not measure the difference
in the output or performance of the pupils?

Mr PEARCE: He was looking for a specific
thing.

Mr Clarko: Isn't that what it is all about?
Mr PEARCE: There are other tests that dem-

onstrate an improvement in achievement over a
graph as class sizes get smaller. The research in
this area is very complicated.
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Mr Clarko: There is a Swedish study which
states that large classes are better than small
ones

Mr PEARCE: That is against the trend of
worldwide research.

Mr Clarko: It was a Swedish study.
Mr Tonkin: Try a class of 100 and see what

you get!
Mr Clarko: It proves nothing more than Mr

Campbell's study does.
Mr 'PEARCE: The Queensland Parliament,

which is hardly a hot bed of Laborism in terms of
the numbers it has, agrees with the proposition I
am putting forward. The Queensland Government
supports the principle that there is a significant
improvement in achievement of pupils with
smaller class sizes.

Mr Clarko: It doesn't support Professor
Campbell, though. Dr Edwards didn't do it be-
cause Professor Campbell said it.

Mr PEARCE: Why did he do it then? H-e did it
because the Government has accepted the
proposition that reduced class sizes are one of the
primary means of ensuring quality educational
output.

Mr Clarko: Why did you have larger class sizes
with the Tonkin Government?

Mr PEARCE: The Tonkin Government was
the first Government to take a serious look at the
problem of class sizes in Western Australia.

Mr Clarko: Do you think he did it? Come on! It
has been done for 40 or 50 years.

Mr PEARCE: It was greatly assisted in that by
the tremendous financial resources made
available by the Whitlam Government.

Mr Clarko: Out of the pocket of taxpayers!
Mr MacKinnon: Voice of the past! Good old

Gough!
Mr Mclver: Why don't you allow the member

for Gosnells to complete his speech?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr PEARCE: I do not mind dealing with

interjections one at a time, but six is a bit much. I
simply cannot hear the interjections because they
are just a rabble. In the last two or three years the
trend to reduce class sizes actually has stopped
and reversed and we now have the situation where
class sizes in Western Australia are marginally
greater than they were in 1976, even though the
pupil-te-acher ratio has marginally declined. I will
be dealing with these educational matters at great

length when we discuss -the Education Depart-
ment expenditure of the Budget.

I wish to spend the moments remaining to me
to deal with a constituency matter. Despite effort
on the part of the Government it claims that it is
at long last moving to do something for the Ar-
madale subregional cntre; in fact, one of the
marked things in this Budget which is of concern
is how little is put into doing something to get the
Armadale subregional centre going. As I pointed
out during question time today, one of the largest
single expenditurs-and it is not very
large--that has gone into Armadale has been on
the construction of a new courthouse. It does
nothing or very little to help the Armadale
subregional area along because it is duplicating a
facility which is already there. It is marginally
larger and more convenient than the courthouse
which exists. It is not putting a new Government
facility into the town, but in order to get the
maximum publicity for it we have the ridiculous
situation of the Premier and the Deputy Premier
and their party touring a building which is, in
fact, a sand pit with a flat piece of concrete floor
laid down. I drive past this four times every day.

Mr Parker: If there was anything more there
the Premier would not have understood it.

Mr PEARCE: That is right. What did the
Deputy Premier say to the Premier when he con-
ducted him around? Perhaps he said, "This piece
of concrete is where the judge will sit. These two
pebbles are where the jury will sit. Where the
sand is will be a landscaped garden". Probably
the ultimate gem would be, "The roof goes up

Mr Laurance: I had given you credence for
having some intelligence, but that is reflecting
very badly on you. Look at the way you go on.
You can see the site and you can look at the
plans. Don't be so touchy!

Mr Wilson: Faint praise like that!
Mr Laurance: We want to build one in

Carnarvon. If you don't want one in Armadale,
say so.

Mr PEARCE: I am arguing that considerable
construction in Armadale-

Mr Laurance: Pull the other leg! You are op.
posed to the new courthouse in Armadale. You
have made that quite clear.

Mr PEARCE: For heaven's sake, I am not op-.
posed to a new courthouse in Armada le.

Mr Tonkin: Why don't you shut up for a while?
Mr PEARCE: If he can keep track of his

mouth for a second'
Several members interjected.
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Point of Order

Mr TON KI N: On a point of order, this is a dis-
graceful situation. I have not been able to hear
the member for Gosniells for the last two or three
minutes and some control should have been exer-
cised.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: Listen to them now!
Mr Mensaros: It wasn't a great deal of loss!
Mr Clarko: Weren't you interjecting yourself?
Mr TONKIN: I was telling you to shut up.
Mr Clarko: You weren't telling me; you were

telling someone else.
The SPEAKER: Would the member for

Morley address his remarks to the Chair?
Mr TONKIN: I was trying to, but, Mr

Speaker, you were allowing the member to
interrupt.

The SPEAKER: The member for Morley ought
to know better than to offer that sort of remark to
the Chair. I was endeavouring to keep this House
in reasonable tone.

Mr TONKIN: I should not have to rise on a
point of order.

The SPEAKER: Order! I draw the member for
Morley's attention to the fact that I was on the
way to my feet at the time he rose to ask for a
point of order. If anything, he sat me down so he
could take his point of order. The fact is there
were too many interjections during that
interchange as there were a little earlier on. it is
unacceptable for there to be half a dozen people
interjecting simultaneously. Indeed, interjections
should occur only to supplement the debate and
they should not occur to attempt to drown out
someone who is enideavouring to make a speech.

Mr Watt: Hear, hear!

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I do
not mind a little rough and tumble in this place. I
am confident of my ability to look after myself in
that regard. However, it is unseemly for there to
be so much shouting from the other side, particu-
larly from people who are so resistant to
interjections emanating from me.

The point that needs to be made in relation to
the Armadale subregional scheme is t hat, if Ar-
madale as a subregional centre is ever to get
going, it requires a degree of decentralisation of
Government endeavours in order to prop up
mainly the retail areas which sustain the town.
The Armadale subregional scheme was projected
around a very large growth south of Armadale in

Byford as having a total of 100 000 people by
1990 or thereabouts and that growth has not ma-
terialised, nor is it likely to materialise under
present trends. The result of that is that Ar-
madale becomes the end of the line with regard to
the metropolitan area and it will not be able to ac-
cept large retail centres or retail activity which
will be-

Mr Rushton: You are casting doubt on its
future now and causing concern.

Mr PEARCE: I am saying that, if its future is
to be assured-

Mr Rushton: It will be assured.
Mr PEARCE: -what is required is some

Government activity to kick off the subregional
plan.

Mr Rushton: There is big Government activity
there now if you add it all up.

Mr PEARCE: It is not enough.
Mr Rushton: The Government is the largest

employer in the area.I
Mr PEARCE: We have a new courthouse, I

admit. I am not criticising it.
Mr Rushton: The Government is the biggest

employer in the area.
Mr PEARCE: We have had extensions to the

hospital which were greatly needed. All these
things have been extensions to existing facilities.

Mr Rushton: Don't knock them!
Mr PEARCE: What is required in Armadale is

for Government service industries to be located
there-

Mr Rushton: The Government is the biggest
employer in the area.

Mr PEARCE: -so that the population will
have some reason to go there beyond their
existing reasons and it will do something to at-
tract, if we like, people to Armadale rather than
to Perth, to make use of those facilities.

Mr Rushton: It is artificial, surely.
Mr PEARCE: Of course it is artificial, because

it is planning, and planning always is artificial. If
we have no planning, things grow naturally, but,
if we have planning, things grow in an orderly
manner. The basis of subregional centres is that
they should detract people from the city centre or
the metropolitan area.

Mr Rushtan: You were knocking anything hap-
pening. A little while ago you were reported in the
newspaper as saying you did not want anything
there.

Mr PEARCE: That is a total misstatement. I
have had considerable discussions with members
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of the Armadale Chamber of Commerce and the
Armadale town counicillors and these discussions
have been well publicised in the Press. I am call-
ing for Government assistance for the Armadale
subregional centre.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [10.41 p.m.): I wish
to make a contribution in this debate on the
Budget which was presented here a couple of
weeks ago. It is important that already it has been
conceded here tonight by the Minister for Health
in interjections to the Leader of the Opposition
during his speech that this Budget is not a Budget
about job creation at all as indicated in the second
reading speech of the Premier and Treasurer, but
is, in fact, a Budget which results in a decrease in
jobs at least in the area of the Minister's own
portfolio. That situation was not specifically
referred to in the Budget documents, nor was it
referred to at all in the Treasurer's speech, be-
cause the Treasurer was trying to create a false
impression as to the nature of this Budget. The
facts of the matter, however, are that the public
of Western Australia will see the Budget for what
it is, or perhaps more accurately will not take no-
tice of the Budget at all and will see the economic
situation for what it is and will determine their at-
titudes towards the economic management in this
country on the way it affects them directly. I
suggest there is nothing whatsoever in this Budget
which will assist anybody to form a different op-
inion than that which I hold as to the economic
management of this State by this Government,
and that is that the Government has more or less
wiped its hands of trying to do anything at all of
substance about the directions in which this State
is proceeding.

Only a few weeks ago in this House we had a
debate in which the Government moved an
amendment to a motion moved by the Leader of
the Opposition, the effect of which was to indicate
that, on the one hand, the State's economic prob-
lems were caused by international factors and, on
the other hand, they were caused by unions and
really the Government had nothing to do with
them whatsoever. One wonders about a Govern-
ment that takes that sort of attitude towards the
economic management of the affairs of this State.
Why does it feel it has the right to be governing
the State at all?

As somebody said tonight, the Government ap-
pears to be increasingly taking on the role of an
Opposition. Not only is the Government taking on
the role of an Opposition, but also it is taking on
the role of a number of people who are com-
pletely-

Mr Young: ItI was the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr PARKER: -opposed to the need to take
any positive and effective role in the economic af-
fairs of this State. The facts are that the Budget
has not helped ordinary people who are very con-
cerned at their present state of affairs.

I want to refer to a number of issues which re-
late to my own electorate together with some
others which will be dealt with so far as they re-
late to either of my colleagues' shadow portfolios.
I will now make a few very important points.

In the case of welfare housing, for example,
there could be no doubt whatsoever that the situ-
ation has markedly deteriorated even in the short
time I have been a member of Parliament. When
I was first elected to this place, I used to be fairly
sure, if a person was prepared to take some unit of
accommodation which was not necessarily ideally
suited to him, that I could get such a unit under
the auspices of the State Housing Commission.
Now that is no longer the case because a large
number of people who are seeking SHC accom-
modation are unable to obtain it whether or not it
be in a certain area. The Housing Commission, by
necessity-and I am not blaming the commission
because it is only in receipt of Government
funds-has been forced to restrict the numbers of
people eligible for SHC units. Therefore, a
number of people who used to be eligible to apply
are no longer eligible and this is particularly so
with young single people. Some people in my elec-
torate who were able to obtain housing in areas
such as Coolbellup, Medina, and Orelia have been
told they are not eligible for accommodation and
have been without accommodation for some time.
That is the change of circumstances that has
come to pass under the present Government under
the leadership of the Premier and his prede-
cessor-a Government in which the majority of
Ministers were the same as they are now.

The Government has made play of the fact that
it will build 800 units of accommodation this
year, but the vast majority of units will be for
aged persons. No-one is decrying the need for
aged persons' units, but the need in this area is
nowhere as great as it is for family accommo-
dation which was better catered for by the Tonkin
Government.

The former Minister, now the Minister for
Lands, provided figures from the Commonwealth-
State housing agreement which showed that there
had been a decrease ini excess of 60 per cent in
the value of Commonwealth grants for houses
built in this State. The funds made available
under the much-vaunted new federalism policy
which was proposed and started by this Govern-
ment has led to a substantial deterioration of
housing. It has had a great effect on a whole
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range of people in the State and as far as I am
aware it has affected a large number of my con-
stituents.

One of the papers accompanying the
Budget-The Western Australian Econ-
omy-shows that there are now It 500 more
people unemployed in Western Australian than
there were when a similar paper was presented by
the former Premier last year. The figure has in-
creased from about 31 000 to 43 500 people and
this represents an increase of approximately 30
per cent in the number of people registered as un-
employed in this State. This has taken place
under the current Government.

Although the Commonwealth has now pre-
vented the Commonwealth Employment Service
from keeping figures as to the number of people
registered for unemployment for the very good
reason that if these figures were allowed to be
kept they would be so horrific it would produce a
greater revolt against Government policies, it is,
of course, possible for officers or the department
to estimate the number of people who are unem-
ployed and who are registered at their office. I am
told by people who have access to the information
from within the Commonwealth Employment Ser-
vice offices that in Fremantle there are, at the
moment, in excess of 5 000 people registered as
unemployed. That represents well in excess of 12
or 13 per cent of the work force in the catchment
area of the Commonwealth Employment Service's
regional office in Fremantle. A huge number of
unemployed people has been created by this
Government and by its Federal counterpart. They
hold one and the same philosophy with the excp-
tion that the Western Australian group is more
right wing and -more opposed to positive
intervention in the economy.

Earlier this eveniiig during the speech of
Leader of the Opposition, the member
Mundaring interjected and tried to make
point-I think the Premier interjected
well-that the State's job growth record was
ter than that of any other State.

the
for
the
as

bet-

Mr Herzfeld: I did not say it was better than
that of any other State. I said there were 54 000
new jobs created in this State since 1976 and this
is a creditable record.

Mr O'Connor: I said that we had the highest
rate of employment to the 12 months ended 30
August.

Mr PARKER: For a long time the Government
was saying that the employment growth rate in
this State was the best in the Commonwealth and
it was comparing it with, as the member for
Mundaring did, the employment growth rate in

New South Wales. I thought I had dispelled that
myth during a speech I made on 4 August this
year during a debate on the Western Australian
economy. It is true that 54 000 new jobs have
been created-the correct figure is 54 200.

Mr Herzfeld: It is better for it.
Mr PARKER: That statement is not true. By

the way, by the end of this year, according to the
Government opposite, there were supposed to be
100 000 new jobs created. The Government made
the promise in 1976 that within seven years
100 000 new jobs would be created in Western
Australia. I defy the Premier or the member for
Mundaring to say that there will be 100 000 new
jobs created by the end of that period. It is per-
fectly obvious there will not be and it is obvious
that the Government of the day of which the pres-
ent Premier was a Minister, misled the public.
Not only has there not been the promised growth
rate in new jobs although the Government has
said that there would be-and has been telling
people there will be-but also the employment
growth rate has been lower than that of any other
State. The member for Mundaring said there
have been reductions in NSW, but-

Mr O'Connor: That figure is not correct for the
last 12 months.

Mr PARKER: What is not correct?
Mr O'Connor: We are not the lowest.
Mr PARKER: I said that over the period to

which I am referring, which is the time during
which the Government has said Western Aus-
tralia had the highest growth rate in job creations,
that is not the case. The f igures are as follows.
Since 1976 the employment growth rate has been
10.64 per cent, or an average of 1.7 per cent a
year. At the same time the participation rate in
the work force has decreased. In 1976, when the
Liberal Government made the promise to create
100 000 jobs within seven years. 94.8 per cent of
the labour farce were employed and the figure is
now 92.7 per cent.

Mr Herzfeld: That is not in your platform. You
have a section which promises a shorter working
life for the people of WA.

Mr PARKER: It is obvious that the member
for Mundaring does not understand the statistics
because the participation rate applies to the
number of people in the work force eligible for
employment. If the average working life is
shorter, it would be one way of reducing unem-
ployment.

Mr Herzfeld: You would have a lower partici-
pation rate.
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Mr PARKER: We would not have a lower par-
ticipation rate. If there were a shorter working
life, the number of people in the work force would
be reduced and the Participation rate might move
up or down as the case may be, but not in relation
to the people who work outside the work force be-
cause it refers only to the level of people who are
employed.

In NSW, in 1974, 2.09 million people were em-
ployed. At that time a Liberal Government was in
power in that State. In the following year the fig-
ure was reduced to 2.055 million and in 1976, still
under a Liberal Government until I May of that
year. 2.057 million people were employed. Since
the chanse of Government, the igure has in-
creased to 2.241 million which represents an in-
crease of 183 600 people employed in that State.

The average annual increase in employment in
NSW is 1.8 per cent compared with the average
annual increase of 1.7 per cent in WA. That is the
record of job creation in WA and NSW. For the
record, and I have said it before, I hope members
opposite have learnt a lesson and will not repeat
their mistakes.

Let me say also that the figure of 50 000 jobs
referred to so proudly by the member for
Mundaring is the figure that could have been pre-
dicted given all of the average statistics for the
past 20 or 30 yuars, as to the number of jobs that
would have been created in Western Australia
during a period of that nature. In fact if we con-
sidered the statistics for some of the periods of
time involved, we might have predicted a much
higher growth rate than 54 000 jobs. There is
nothing special about 54 000 jobs, because it is
simply-

Mr MacKinnon: Nothing special about 54000
people who have got a job?

Mr PARKER: Nothing special in terms of the
Government's economic policy, because, on the
best statistics, the Government might have pre-
dicted many more jobs than the 54 200 which
have in fact come into existence.

Mr Clarko: You are saying the Government
has no effect.

Mr PARKER: I am saying that the current
Government-the Government of which the Min-
ister is a part-has been of little effect in creating
jobs in Western Australia.

Mr Clarko: So no Government will have any ef-
fect.

Mr PARKER: I am not saying that-in fact,
quite the reverse. I say that a Government can
have an effect on employment in a State in a
large number of ways. I admit that the Common-

wealth Government can have a greater effect than
a State Government in terms Of Stimulus to the
economy; but there are measures-

Mr Clarko: That is not true of Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr PARKER: -that can be taken.
Mr Clarko: Western Australia's growth in the

1960s was due to State action, in the main.
Mr PARKER: It is interesting that, when it

comes to taking credit, members opposite-
Mr Clarko: You are not answering the

question. You stand there like the junior prefect
at St. Trinian's and talk all this nonsense.

Mr PARKER: When the Minister thinks that
there is some advantage in taking credit for the
activities of a Government of which he would
have been a supporter-the predecessor of the
Government of which he is now a part; the State
Government of the 1960s-he says that the
growth rate in Western Australia was caused by
the activities of the Government. However, when
he does not want to be responsible for the current
economic circumstances in Western Australia,
when he is ashamed of the-

Mr Clarko: I was just using your argument.
Mr PARKER: -record of the Government of

which he is a part, he says that the reasons for
that have nothing to do with the State Govern-
ment. H-e blames the Federal Government, the
international situation, the unions or somebody
else-anybody but him and his colleagues.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you going to tell us how
you believe you could do it if you were in govern-
ment?

Mr PARKER: Some explanations have been
given already by the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr MacKinnon: No explanations were given by
the Leader of the Opposition. That is why I asked
you.

Mr PARKER: In response to the Minister for
Industrial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment, I say in relation to one area where job cre-
ation is very important the Leader of the Oppo-
sit ion mentioned that the State Engineering
Works was moving to suspend the indentures of
some of its apprentices. That is an extraordinary
situation-an extraordinarily callous situation
from the point of view of the individual appren-
tices. It is an extraordinary situation when a
Government instrumentality, which operates at a
profit and which is budgeted to operate at a profit
in the next financial year, decides that it will not
employ as many apprentices as it has employed in
the past, and even disposes of the services of some
of the apprentices who are still serving their time.
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As I have said, that is an extraordinary situ-
ation from the point of view of' the individual ap-
prentices concerned, and from the point of view of
their families. It is also extraordinary when one
considers that almost everybody who comments
on the international economic situation would
agree that the level of skills in any particular
community is of vital importance to the ability of
that community to compete in the international
marketplace in terms of other like econormi.es, or
other economies with which it is competing. In
fact, the record of Australia and Western Aus-
tralia is absolutely abysmal with regard to ap-
prenticeship training when compared with the
countries and the systems with which we like to
compare ourselves.

In Western Australia approximately 20 per
cent of school leavers enter apprenticeships. It
may be even less than that. By the way, I am
dealing with apprenticeships and technical edu-
cation which is related to apprenticeships. By
comparison the rates in countries such as West
Germany, Austria, and Japan-ountries with
which we try to compete in some areas of manu-
factured goods-

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: It is interesting that while the

Treasurer insists on proceeding with this debate
tonight, he is not prepared to put up more than
one speaker. So Car the Opposition has provided
three speakers to the Government's one. I hope
that point is taken.

When dealing with apprenticeships, the figures
in comparable countries are considerably higher.
In Germany, between 70 per cent and 90 per cent
of school leavers go into some form of technical
education. Whether it is apprenticeship or pro-
fessional technical education, the training is rel-
evant to future job and employment prospects. As
I have said, in Western Australia the figure is
something like 20 per cent.

As I understand it, the percentage in Japan is
even higher. About 90 per cent of school leavers
go into some form of education which is likely to
lead to some sort of trade or technical skill. Un-
fortunately, we have a great deal of
shortsightedness, not only on the part of the
Government but also on the part of the employers
anid, I suggest, the community generally, in re-
lation to training these people.

If we were to embark on an extensive campaign
to increase the number of people engaged in ap-
prenticeships, we would have to include courses
for new types of apprenticeships; and in that way
we would employ ultimately a large number of
young people who are currently unemployed and

who, after a few years, probably would be unem-
ployable. We would be employing these people in
areas in which they would be likely to obtain ad-
ditional skills which would fit them for doing a
much greater range of work. That would add also
to the skills base of the community in which we
live.

When we compare our economy with the econ-
omies of the countries with which we like to be as-
sociated, we find we are reaching the stage when
people are saying that the Australian community,
the Australian manufacturing industry, and the
Australian economy generally will be the poor
white trash of Asia because the other countries
are surpassing us in terms of the training they
provide to their workers.

Some of that training occurs and is a direct re-
sponsibility of Government in terms of the
numbers of apprentices the Government employs.
We have now seen the situation where one of the
Government instrumentalities not only is seeking
to reduce overall the number of apprentices em-
ployed, but also wants to put off some. Other
Government departments have reduced substan-
tially their apprenticeship training programmes
by not employing as many school leavers as ap-
prentices each year. That is one area of responsi-
bility where the Government can make a dra-
matic impact on the unemployment situation by
itself taking on more apprentices.

Secondly, as the Government is in charge of the
apprenticeship schemes in Western Australia, it
can embark on new programmes for apprentice-
ships. For example, no apprenticeship programme
exists in Western Australia related to adminis-
trative, clerical, and secretarial skills which are
expanding at a very great rate. If one wants to
work in a modern office these days, one needs to
be able to do much more than to take shorthand
and to type. One needs to be familiar with word
processing machines and VDUs; one needs some
basic understanding of the concept behind those
machines and of accounting practices. However,
no training programmes in that area exist in this
State other than those which, in some cases, are
provided by small, private concerns and which
cost a fortune to attend.

It would be much more appropriate if an ad-
ministrative apprenticeship programme were pro-
vided which would enable people to acquire skills
so that they would be better equipped to under-
take secretarial roles in the work force. That is
one area where the Government can intervene di-
rectly.

Another area of possible Government
intervention is through Government input in the
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private sector by way of contracts, agreements,
joint ventures, Government guarantees, or any
area where the Government is in a position to say
to private employers, "You must take on more ap-
prentices." From time to time that has been
suggested in the building contracting field and in
the past, Governments have drawn up grandiose
policies requiring building contractors to take on
additional apprentices as a condition of obtaining
Government contracts, although recently the
SHC has refused to engage in such a programme.
However, even the PWD, which has purported to
have such a programme, finds that it does not
work. It has not been policed and the n umbers of
apprentices have not increased; in fact, they have
declined in those areas.

Indeed, we are faced with the situation where
the apprenticeship system in Western Australia is
on the verge of collapse. If that happens it will be
a great personal tragedy for a large number of
young people and an even greater economic
tragedy for this nation. The Government has
much responsibility in that area.

Another matter which gives cause for concern,
and which perhaps is more the responsibility of
the Federal Government, is our social security
system which requires that assistance is granted
to people only if they are completely unemployed.
That system contrasts markedly with the situation
in western Europe where, in the current circum-
stances which have arisen in a number of factories
in the Eastern States and which may be arising
here, employers are telling workers they should
accept a reduction in wages in order that the
company might survive; and in order to stop re-
trenchments, the social security system sup-
plements those workers' wages not to IG0 per cent
of the wage they would receive were they working
normal hours, but to a considerable degree to pre-
vent the hardship that occurs as a result of a sud-
den drop in wages.

Such a system greatly improves the economic
situation of the workers concerned in terms of en-
suring they do not go bankrupt, are not forced to
get out of their houses, or do not experience famn-
ily problems. Obviously, that is a strong hu-
manitarian point in favour of the system. How-
ever, as well, a strong economic argument can be
made out in favour of changing the social security
system in that way. It relates to the fact that, if
those workers are in situ doing that work even
with reduced hours, with supplementation from
the social security system. when a recovery in the
individual firm or the economy in general occurs
companies are in a much better position to step up
production more quickly than they would be if

they had to hire mare workers and gear up plant
which had been idle for some time.

That is a very serious matter and, to a large ex-
tent, it is within the province of the Federal
Government; but bearing in mind the State
Government's constitutional responsibilities with
regard to apprenticeship and employment training
and education generally, it should,' be taken up as
an issue with the Commonwealth.

Mr Mensaros: You would not send this speech
to private enterprise if you were to apply for a job
as a chief executive.

Mr PARKER: Why not? I am sorry. I do not
follow the point being made by the Minister for
Works.

Private industry would support some of the
propositions I have outlined, because I under-
stand, in general terms, private industry works
very well with those systems as they operate in
Western Europe and Japan. If one is comparing
thle success of private enterprise in those countries
in general terms with its success in this country,
one would have no difficulty determining which
had been the most successful.

I shall deal now with some other aspects of the
Budget in relation to the rail service. Today the
Minister for Transport made an announcement
which has come as no surprise to me or most
other members of this House that the Fremantle-
Perth rail service is not to be resumed. When the
Fremantle-Perth rail service was cancelled in
1979, the Government said it was being done
basically for economic reasons; including capital
and recurrent costs, it would save the Government
in the vicinity of $8 million.

Mr Rushton: Over a five-year period.
Mr PARKER: In a one-year period-
Mr Rushton: It is in front now.
Mr PARKER: I will come to that in a moment.

Over a one-year period, in terms of recurrent ex-
penditure or deficit, the amount would be in the
order of $1 million or $1.5 million. Since 1979-80,
which was the financial year in which the
Fremantle-Perth railway line was closed, we have
seen a huge blow-out in the deficit attributable to
metropolitan rail. If the S1 million to $2 million
saving in terms of the Fremantle-Perth railway is
included in that deficit, one wonders about the
other reasons for the size of that blow-out.

Mr Rushiton: I can give you some explanations
if you want them.

Mr PARKER: In 1979-80 the deficit for
metropolitan rail services was just over 510
million. In the current Estimates which are before
us at the moment, it is estimated the deficit this
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year in the metropolitan rail service, without the
Fremantle-Perth railway line, will be $1 5.6
million. That is an increase of $5.3 million or
more than 50 per cent in two years, when one-
third of the rail service has been dismantled and
no longer exists.

Mr Stephens: They will introduce a system of
joint venture in the metropolitan area in order to
reduce the deficit. They said they could use a
joint venture to cut down their deficit in country
rail services.

Mr PARKER: The mind boggles as to how that
will work and, indeed, whether it will work at all.
If it works in the same way that Total West
works, no doubt trains destined for Midland will
end up in Armadale and vice versa. So far as
trains running on time is concerned, a joint ven-
ture, if it were anything like Total West, would.be
very lucky to survive for long.

Mr Hodge: I am waiting for a joint venture to
be introduced in the hospitals.

Mr PARKER: Nothing which came from this
Government would surprise me. The Government
has patently failed-the figures speak for them-
selves-to provide any savings in the rail service
through the Fremantle-Perth railway line closure.
If it is true that an additional $2 million of deficit
would be associated with that service had the
Fremantle-Perth line continued to operate, grave
concern exists about the way in which the metro-
politan rail system is being run, because the Min-
ister has shown he is able to preside over a blow-
out in the deficit of over 50 per cent in two years
at the same time as the servIces'which he is pro-
viding have been reduced by one-third. Even given
the rate of inflation, that is an extraordinary
achievement for anyone.

In my own area we have seen not only the de-
struction of the rail services to the people of
Fremantle through the Perth-Fremantle railway
line being closed, but also the virtual destruction
of the meat industry in the area. Abattoirs have
been closed down. The Robb Jetty abattoir has
put off a large proportion of its workers and now
is working at a fraction of its capacity.

Mr MacKinnon: How would you propose t0
keep the works there?

Mr PARKER: It is an area where joint action
is required by the State and Federal Govern-
ments. It is an area where both Governments have
patently refused or been unable to obtain overseas
markets for chilled meat. Indeed, I recall a
question from the member for Warren about a
potential market which was lost apparently by
sheer incompetence by people who did not answer
a telex question properly. We could approach a

large number of Asian and Middle East
countries-

Mr MacKinnon: Which country?

Mr PARKER: There are a large number of
countries in Asia and the Middle East.

Mr MacKinnon: It is a big area.
Mr PARKER: Were we to allow backloading

of aircraft-
Mr MacKinnon: Which country?
Mr PARKER: Does the Minister want me to

go through every country in the Middle East?
Mr MacKinnon: Name one country where you

believe there is a big potential for a market.
Mr PARKER: A market exissfrcildma

both in Kuwait and Saudi Arabia; especially in
Saudi Arabia we could find an opportunity for the
expansion of trade in chilled meat. They are two
countries, but a large number of countries could
be found. The member for Warren has mentioned
Sri Lanka, and indicated that a contract was lost
because of the behaviour of the department con-
cerned. There are a large number of other
countries, but I do not propose to go through
them all. I could name 50 countries, but there
would be no point in that. The point I am making
is that no serious attempt has been made to ex-
pand our market opportunities in those areas. It is
not the fault just of the State Government; it is a
joint responsibility of the State and Federal
Governments to ensure that our markets in these
areas are increased.

Let me deal now with the document titled The
Western Australian Economy 198 1-82 presented
by the Treasurer in conjuction with the Budget
papers and in which he states that quite a sub-
stantial real increase in wages occurred during
198 1-82. That statement is undeniable. However,
it is also true-this is not mentioned in any of the
statements of the Treasurer-that the reason for
that very substantial increase in real wages has
been a deliberate decision by the Commonwealth
Government, supported by this State Govern-
ment, by direct argument in the Federal Arbi-
tration Commission to abandon and oppose any
system of centralised wage fixation.

At the instigation of the Whitlam Govern-
ment-much maligned by members opposite-in
1974-75 we saw the introduction into Australia of
a system of wage indexation and centralised wage
fixation which had the effect over a considerable
period of slightly reducing the real level of wages.
For a time wages were maintained, then reduced
and then they eventually levelled off under that
system which initially was supported by the
Fraser Government, employers, and unions, but

3948



[Tuesday, 19 October 19821 34

ultimately was opposed and ditched by the Fraser
Government with the active support of the
Government of Western Australia.

As a result of that very deliberate Government
policy, we had a return to the market
place-something to which members opposite are
fond of referring-to determine wages in this
country instead of a centralised wage fixation
system. It is as a result of that return to the mar-
ket place that we have had a substantial increase
in wages, a point to which this document refers.

The Labor Party-and for that matter the
trade union movement, despite what appears to be
an action against its own best interests- consist-
ently has supported a centralised wage fixation
system. It is highly inappropriate that the Govern-
ment should be criticising anyone other than itself
for the fact that wages in this country have in-
creased at a greater rate than in some countries
which are our competitors when the very reason
for this is the deliberate policy introduced by the
Federal Government with the support of this
Government.

The final matter I wish to raise concerns the al-
location to the Prisons Department. I am advised
that some time ago when it became clear that
Canning Vale was to be the major group of prison
institutions available to the State and since it was
also obvious that Canning Vale was not close to
any social or other amenities and that the life of
the people who were to work there would be more
arduous than had they been working in Fremantle
because they would not be close to shops and
other facilities, the people representing the prison
officers approached the Government with a view
to obtaining an amenities facility at the prison.

I am advised that at the Prison Officers' Union
conference earlier this year the Minister told the
delegates that he believed if amenities were to be
provided at the ptrison they should be provided out
of the prison officers' fund and not the depart-
mental fund. That is an extraordinary state of af-
fairs.

Mr H-assell: You have the statement wrong.
You should not proceed to make your speech on
that basis.

Mr PARKER: I am advised the Minister told
the prison officers that the Government would not
be building an amenities centre out of departmen-
tal or Government funds and that if they wanted
such facilities they would have to pay for them
themselves.

Mr Hassell: You have it wrong.
Mr PARKER: Perhaps the Minister can cor-

rect me?

Mr Hassell: I will correct you in due course.
Mr PARKER: Certainly the Budget documents

reveal that no allocation whatsoever has been
made to provide an amenities facility at the
prison, despite the fact that a substantial number
of people work there. Indeed, although substantial
amounts of money have been spent-correctly, I
suggest-to provide amenities forprisoners there,
not one cent has been spent to provide amenities
and recreational facilities for prison officers.

It is not as though the prison is located in a
Situation Where people can go out for lunch to
have a bite to eat as they could do in Fremantle or
at other prison institutions. In the case of Canning
Vale, if they are there for an eight-hour shift they
must stay on the premises for that time because
there is nowhere to go. Despite the fact that they
are looking after the community's interests and
protecting us from people who are in prison, as
they are required to do, the Government is saying
to them, "We will not provide you with amenities;,
if you want amenities you have to provide them
yourselves."

We must remember that they did not ask that
the building be erected so far from any facilities.
They did not ask to go there. They were forced to
go there. I do not mean they were physically
forced, but they had to go there to preserve their
job opportunities and to fulfil their roles as prison
officers in this State.

It is highly inappropriate for the Minister for
Police and Prisons to say he is not prepared to
provide these amenities. Whatever the Minister
might say by interjection, he is not prepared to in-
dicate the position. In fact, the Budget document
reveals that no allocation had been made to build
an amenities facility.

I suggest that if the Minister wants to say that
what I have said about his statement is not true,
he should point to where in the Budget documents
and associated statements any recognition is made
of the need to provide for the facility at the Can-
ning Vale gaol complex.

Mr Hassell: The fact that no money is provided
in the Budget for the particular thing you are
referring to does not make your statement true, of
course. That does not provide evidence.

Mr PARKER: No substance can be found in
anything the Minister says unless he can point to
where provision is made for those facilities. Inci-
dentally, I stand by my statement of what !he
Minister was reported to have had said to him at
the prison Ministers conference. Since he has not
corrected the record I can take it only that the re-
cord is correct.

Mr Hassell: I have told you it is incorrect.
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Mr PARKER: There is not much point in his
saying the record is incorrect unless he can point
to where it is incorrect, which is something to
which the public and the members of this House
are entitled.

Mr Hassell: You weren't there and your speech
is wrong.

Mr PARKER: I gave the Minister the oppor-
tunity to correct the statement, and he has admit-
ted that no money is provided in the Budget for
these facilities. That is the correct position. The
Minister can try to get out of accepting that pos-
ition if he likes, but the record is available for
people to read, and no provision is made in the
Budget for these facilities.

This Budget does not intervene in any way in
the economy to ensure stimulation or growth of
the Western Australian economy in the year
ahead. That being the case, this Government has
abrogated its responsibilities to the people of
Western Australia in terms of economic manage-
ment. We have heard already by way of the
interjection from the Minister for Health and the
statements made by the Premier, that it is a job-
creation Budget, but that is not true, because it
will not create any substantial increase in the
number of jobs available in this State.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Herzfeld.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Rceipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mr Young (Minister for Health), read a first

time.

Second Reading

MR YOIUNC (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [11.27 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill is designed to further the splendid
original purpose of industrial legislation-to
protect individual rights in a manner appropriate
to the needs of the time. Originally, the aim of in-
dustrial legislation in Australia was protection
from the excessive use of employer power against
the individual. Now, we are necessarily strength-
ening protection from the excessive use of union
power against the individual. This double protec-
tion has become essential as individual rights have
been whittled away in the work place by various
forms of coercive behaviour. This need was given
the added recognition it deserved in the Industrial
Arbitration Act of 1979.

The basic principles laid down then, reinforced
by experience over the past two and a half years,
form the basis of the improved provisions of the
new law. The principal features of the new law
are-

Stronger protection of the rights of individ-
uals to choose whether or not to join a union,
free of compulsion from union, employer or
anyone else;

stronger protection for employees, contrac-
tors, and subcontractors who are subjected to
threats, coercion or industrial blackmail by
unions or managements;

stronger protection for employees and em-
ployers and others against secondary boycotts
which deny them freedom of movement and
the right of essential services and supplies;

equal industrial rights for union members
and non-union employees, either in the work
place or before the Industrial Commission;
and

deterrent penalties-up to S5 000 for indi-
viduals, up to $10000 for corporations, em-
ployers, and unions-for breaches of the
stronger human rights provisions in the new
law.

In brief, the new law strengthens industrial
machinery that is working very well where re-
sponsible behaviour prevails. It does so by provid-
ing necessary extra teeth where antisocial behav-
iour prevails.

Like the parent Act of 1979, this is a law to
strengthen and uphold the rights of individuals in
the work place. It is a law to stop standover men
from usurping these rights.

Wherever these rights are affected by threat or
by force, the purpose of this law is to provide pro-
tection which is needed because some employers
and some unions seem unable or unwilling to pro-
vide it.

Responsible unions and employers, fortunately,
are still very much in the majority. They have
nothing to fear from this law because it embodies
the Very principles which they have adopted, and
which they practise.

However, too often, empire-building unions
have resorted not only to threats, but also to viol-
ence. Too often, some employers have willingly or
unwillingly collaborated.

Too often, we have seen standover tactics not
only restricting unalienable individual rights, but
reaching excesses described by the Winneke re-
port as criminal. As far as possible. this law shall
deal with these excesses.
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Our community can no longer condone the
worn out excuse that such behaviour is acceptable
if it is claimed to be part of industrial action.
Both the deterrent and incentive features of the
new law strongly reinforce responsible behaviour.

The deterrents are quite specific-
No one breaking this law can make the ex-

cuse that he did so on employer or union
instructions. There are penalties for unac-
ceptable personal behaviour.

Neither can employers nor unions, as sep-
arate entities, evade rules of behaviour laid
down by this law. There are separate penal-
tics for them.

The strong incentives for responsible behaviour
are also clear and specific.

A much better balance of rights has been estab-
lished-

for the individual-where lawful personal
choice is the primary right;
for the employer-where lawful management
authority should properly prevail;
for unions-where they are lawfully negotiat-
ing and upholding the industrial rights of em-
ployees. with their free and willing consent;
and

for the public-where decisions of the Indus-
trial Commission may have a significant ef-
fect on the community's economic prospects.

I will deal now in more detail with the main fea-
tures of the new legislation.

The new law strengthens significantly the right
of the individual to choose to join or not to join a
union. Neither a corporation, employer, nor a
union may compel an individual to join, or not
join, a union. They are prohibited from harming
an employee's rights to employment because he is,
or is not, a member of a union.

They are prohibited also from affecting an em-
ployee's chances of promotion or his natural prog-
ress at work, simply on the ground that he is, or is
not, a member of a union. Any action prejudicing
a person in these ways is a classified offence-as
is also the indulgence in standover tactics by di-
rect or indirect threat, or by personal injury. It is
an offence also to conspire to act against an indi-
vidual in this way, or to incite others to do so.

If a corporation, employer or a union is guilty
of offences of this kind, any of the officers or em-
ployees involved in such offences will now also be
personally guilty. Penalties for individuals who
commit this kind of offence may range from a
minimum of $400 to a maximum of 55 000. Pen-
alties for corporations or unions may range from a

minimum of $1 000 to a maksimumn of $10000,
plus $500 a day if the offence continues.

Convicted employers may be required to re-
instate a victimised complainant and/or pay him
compensation. Convicted persons other than em-
ployers may be liable also for the payment of
compensation.

In the case of a union, refusal to pay penalties
imposed will lead to the industrial rights of the
union being suspended until the penalty is paid.
This means the union will have no status in re-
spect of awards coverage, or access to the Indus-
trial Commission.

A vital feature of the new law is that it extends
quite definitively to contractors, subcontractors,
suppliers, agents, and others in the work place,
the same protection provided for employees.

This is a most significant step because it sets
out to ban the kind of pressures brought to bear
on these people by the initiative of certain unions.

The Government has been appalled at the
examples of intimidation, extortion, and standover
tactics, perpetrated by power hungry unions such
as the Builders' Labourers Federation and
Transport Workers' Union.

Mr Brian Burke: But they have Federal
awards! How do you bring them into things when
they have Federal awards?

Mr YOUNG: They happen to be Western Aus-
tralian citizens.

Several members interjected.
Mr YOUNG: We are interested in Western

Australian citizens, strangely enough. We know
the Opposition is not.

Mr Brian Burke: Don't be smart. It is a serious
situation. How do you equate the industrial law
affecting them when they are under Federal
awards?

Mr YOUNG: The Leader of the Opposition
will find out. He should examine the law.

Mr Parker: Which overrides this.
Mr Brian Burke: Will you tell me?
Mr YOUNG: Will the Leader of the Oppo-

sition be making a speech on this Bill?
Mr Brian Burke: Yes.
Mr YOUNG: We will be very interested to

hear how the Leader of the Opposition stands in
regard to small businesses.

Mr Brian Burke: I am asking you how you
bring respondents to a Federal award under State
law. That is a sensible question. Can't you answer
it? You cannot answer it; that is the answer-you
don't know!
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Mr YOUNG: The law will be quite sufficient
to do that.I

Mr Brian Burke: You don't know the answer!
MrT Tonkin: That is the First one we caught him

out on.
Mr Brian Burke: What about the builders'

labourers? You don't know.
Mr YOUNG: Just as employees lbave been

forced to join unions by such tactics,
subcontractors, owner-drivers, agents, and others
engaged in the work place also have been forced
to join, even though they are not classified as em-
ployees, and even though they are not eligible to
join the particular union, according to the union's
rules.

Mr Brian Burke: You don't know the answer!
Mr YOUNG: In effect, they have been obliged

to join and pay union dues as a kind of protection
racket.

We regret to say that far too many employers
have gone along with this kind of pressure being
applied. One example is a "no-ticket-no-start" in-
sistence on everyone-whether employee or
subcontractor-being a union member. In some
cases individuals have been directed to join
certain unions, even though they are not the rel-
evant unions for their work. There have been
times when some employees and independent con-
tractors have been forced into joining more than
one union by this means. The evil practice of forc-
ing independent contractors and subcontractors to
join a union has become more and more prevalent
in recent years.

Mr Parker: Are you aware that under Federal
awards subcontractors can be members of a
union?

Mr YOUNG: No one can deny it is a severe
discriminatory action which hinders an individual
from going about his lawful business, or from
trading, under threat of being forced out of
business unless he complies.

A typical example of this discriminatory action
is a case of a self-employed owner driver who was
refused further work by a major transport organ-
isation unless he joined the union. Another
example is on a major construction site where an
employment registration form is required before
anyone can enter the site to perform any work.
This effectively ensures that all subcontractors
and employees are forced to join a union.

One of the worst cases affected the operation of
a small business, manufacturing precast concrete
panels. To reinforce its membership drive, the
Builders' Labourers Federation banned the use of
these components on the construction site. The

major contractor gave in to the federation's de-
mands and the impact on the manufacturer, a
small businessman, was inancially devastating.

Fair warning therefore is given that this
Government intends to protect small businesses
and self-employed people who are prepared to
work hard and deliver contractual commitments
at a price.

Mr Davies: It will be a handful for this Govern-
ment to do that.

Mr YOUNG: They are fully entitled to earn
the rewards of extra effort, and that entitlement
must be protected. These people are the very life-
blood of our community. They collectively provide
close to half the jobs in the community and supply
the drive and initiative and lay the foundations for
future progress.

The spirit of these comments extends also to
secondary boycotts. The Commonwealth has
legislation to deal with secondary boycotts, but
the opinion is held that complementary State
legislation is needed also to ensure there are no
loopholes on account of any constitutional short-
fall in Commonwealth powers.

The question of whether the Commonwealth
and State jurisdictions might limit the protection
intended to be offered under this new law in order
to uphold the rights of individuals also has been
examined. Legal advice has been received that
even though a Federal award may apply it does
not mean that the State law would not operate in
some circumstances. The provisions in this law
governing individual rights are not bound by the
provisions of awards, but refer directly to behav-
iour which affects those rights.

Other important features of the new law in-
clude the following-

A trend towards interference in manage-
ment functions in the jurisdiction of the In-
dustrial Commission -will be modified so that
the new law upholds the prerogative of man-
agement.

Unions will be required, in their annual ac-
counts and financial statements, to be more
accountable to members and to be more open
to public scrutiny. In this respect, unions are
being required to measure up to some of the
standards imposed on companies-a long
overdue step in the right direction. There is
substantial public disquiet about the way
union moneys are handled at present.

The powers of industrial inspectors to
investigate cases will be substantially
strengthened, especially where individual
rights are wrongfully denied to an individual.
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Mr Davies: It has never been the case that an
industrial inspector has faced threats of violence.

Mr YOUNG: Is the member saying there are
no threats of violence in the industrial situation?

Mr Brian Burke: Don't be stupid. He didn't say
anything like that.

Mr YOUNG: They are discriminatory, are
they?

Mr Brian Burke: Give us an example.
Mr YOUNG: This is an important move

towards ensuring more positive redress of wrongs.
The Bill also contains a special provision en-

abling the Attorney General or an industrial in-
spector to launch a prosecution. This provision re-
alistically takes into account the considerable per-
sonal pressure which may at limes be applied to
an industrial inspector when he is tackling a tough
assignment and may face threats of violence.

Mr Brian Burke: Come on!
Mr YOUNG: The rights of employers both pri-

vate and Government, are strengthened when
work is affected by strikes or other causes.

Employers will not be obliged to pay employees
who cannot usefully be employed because of
strikes, breakdowns or stoppages or work outside
their control. This right no longer will be depen-
dent upon any authority from the Industrial Com-
mission. This provision not only is a simple matter
of justice, but in the prevailing economic climate,
reflects the realism that is required.

In similar vein, the Industrial Commission in
future will be required to take greater account of
economic factors when making its determinations.
In practice, this means the commission must take
into account the capacity of the community to do
likewise, and the possible impact on employment
at large of unreasonable increases.

Where the Industrial Commission issues an
order for return to work, procedures have been
streamlined. Under the existing law it can take up
to 42 days for an order to become finally effec-
tive. Under the new law, the time will he halved.

Both employers and unions also will be required
to notify the Industrial Registrar when industrial
action is likely to occur, has already happened, or
is continuing. This will ensure that the com-
mission is better and more immediately informed
of situations that are likely to lead to any spread
of disputation.

This Bill reinforces what was intended in 1979,
with legislation in support of article 20 (2) of the
United Nations Universal Declaration of Human
Rights which states-

No one may be compelled to belong to an
association.

Convention 87 of the International Labour Or-
ganisation also upholds this principle of freedom
of association as part of the protection of ihe right
to organise.

Article 2 of convention 87 states-

Workers and employers, without distinc-
tion whatsoever, shall have the right to estab-
lish and, subject only to the rules of the or-
ganisatlion concerned, to join organisations of
their own choosing without previous authoris-
ation.

"Freedom of association" means what it
says-freedom, not force:, and it is a basic human
right-the right to choose without fear of the
consequences.

Wherever force is used to coerce individuals to
take an action that is contrary to their lawful
freedom of choice, it is totally unacceptable in a
democratic society like ours.

The principles on which this new law has been
based are the most fundamental to the way of life
in Australia today. They are held dear by all
thinking Australians, and have been incorporated
in the philosophy and beliefs of this Government.

These principles are-
the right of people to go freely about their
lawful business;
the freedom of association;
the right of people to work;
the freedom of political thought; and
the right of companies and subcontractors to
operate without coercion.

Coercion is unacceptable whether or not it is in
the work place. This Bill upholds lawful individ-
ual freedom in the work place.

The new law is intended to make Western Aus-
tralia the national leader in upholding the "right
to work".

We will become the "right to work State" in
which people will have laws protecting their rights
to pursue a trade, a business, or a profession,
without fear of any consequences, imagined or
real, arising from their freedom of choice.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned for one week, on motion by
Mr Parker.

House adjourned at 11.45 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: DEPART-

MENT
Merging of Departments

1657. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) Referring to question 913 of 1982 relat-
ing to rationalisation or staff, can he
now give the 17 positions which have
been/are to be saved?

(2) What services to major centres have
been improved?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The savings which will be made are as

follows-
(a) executive officer;
(b) senior research officer;
(c) administrative assistant;
(d) research officer;
(e) graduate assistant;
(f) graduate assistant;
(g) research officer;
(h) research officer;
(i) clerk;
(I) research officer:
(k) graduate assistant;
(1) clerk;

(in) regional administrator;
(n) research officer:
(a) typist;
(p) regional officer;
(q) clerical assistant.

(2) This has already been answered
question 9 13.

in

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Membership

1662. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Labour and Industry, and
Immigration:

In respect of the following bodies-

(a) Retail Trade Advisory and Control
Committee;

(b) Holiday Resorts Advisory Com-
mittee;

(c) Industrial Training Advisory
Boards (37);

(d) Machinery Safety Advisory Board;
(c) Hairdressers' Registration Board;
if) State Manpower Planning Com-

mittee;
(g) Workers' Assistance Commission;
(h) Workers' Compensation Board;
(i) Workers' Compensation Sup-

plementary 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?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(a) to (i) The reply is hereby tabled.

The reply was in bled (see paper No. 503).

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Membership

1663. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Develop-
ment:

In respect of the following bodies-

(a) Kimberley Regional Development
Committee;

(b) Pilbara Regional Development
Committee;

(c) Gascoyne Regional Development
Committee;

(d) Geraldton Mid-West Regional De-
velopment Committee;

(e) Central Eastern Regional Develop-
ment Committee;

(f) Eastern Goldflelds-Esperance Re-
gional Development Committee

(g) Central South Regional Develop-
ment Committee;

(h) Great Southern Regional Develop-
ment Committee;

(i) South-West Regional Development
Committee:

U)Wittenoom-Depa rt mental Advis-
ory Committee-
(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:
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(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?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(a) to U) The reply is hereby tabled.

The reply was tabled (see paper no. 499).

RAILWAYS: PARCELS OFFICE

Kalgoorlie

1664. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

(I) Would he be prepared to reopen the
Kalgoorlie parcels office in Forrest
Street, if sufficient goods were available
to ensure the full use of that office for
the foreseeable future?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) and (2) I am informed that several

agencies handle parcels in Kalgoorlie
itself and that an adequate service is
provided.
Westrail is no longer involved with the
transport of parcels and the Forrest
Street premises which previously accom-
modated the parcels office are being
evaluated by Westrail for another use.
Consideration would be given to leasing
the former parcels building to a
transport operator, if it is determined by
Westrail that it is available.

ROADS

Cooigardie-Kalgooriie and Iisperance-Perth

1665. Mr I. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) How much has been expended on main-
tenance and repairs on the Coolgardie to
Kalgoorlie road in each of the past five
years?

(2) What works, if any, are planned for the
road in 1982-83?

(3) What plans, if any, have been made to
upgrade the intersection of the
Coolgardie- Kalgoorlie road and the
Perth-Esperance road?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) 1977-78-$66 356 (a)

1978-79-S66 725 (b)

1979-80-S$21 235
1980-81-$19 411
1981-82-$30 653.

Note:

(a) Includes S33 000 for asphalt reseal
on a section of Hannan Street.

(b) Includes $26 000 for shoulder re-
conditioning.

(2) In addition to normal routine mainten-
ance funds have been provided for the
improvement of several rough sections
using asphalt. However, consideration is
now being given to the desirability of
completely reconstructing one rough sec-
tion of about two kilometres near
Kalgoorlie instead of using asphalt to
improve the ridability.

(3) While a design has been prepared for
upgrading the intersection the proposal
is considered to have no high priority
and there are no plans for reconstruction
to be carried out in the near future.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET

Wages and Salaries

1666. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Treasurer:

With reference to the $26 million pro-
vision for wages and salaries in the mis-
cllaneous services division of the 1981-
82 Budget, could he explain what hap-
pened to the $7 million saved on wages
and salaries last financial year and why
this amount is not shown as a saving
against the wage and salary item in mis-
cellaneous services?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

The savings on the provision for salary
and wage award increases in 1981-82
was one of a number of factors which
led to an improvement of £8.4 million in
the Budget last year. The $8.4 million
was used to boost the capital works pro-
gramme this financial year and thus
help to stimulate the housing and con-
struction industry. The saving is not
reflected in the miscellaneous services
division item because the actual expen-
diture on wages and salaries is met from
the votes of the relevant Ministers, but
any excesses in those votes in 198 1-82
were offset by the unspent provision in
the miscellaneous services division.
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TRAFFIC: ACCIDENTS

Coolgardie-Kalgoorlie Road
1667. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for

Police and Prisons:

How many traffic accidents (including
injuries and fatalities) have been re-
corded on the Coolgardie to Kalgoorlie
road in each of the past five years?

Mr HASSELL replied:

Year
1978
1979
1980
1981
1982 to 30 September

accidents
13
6

11
17
7

The total 54 accidents include one fatal
and I I injury accidents.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Warn bro: Zoning

1668. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) In respect of that area of the Warnbro
sand dunes adjacent to Fendam Street
which is currently undergoing resto-
ration work, is she aware that the signs
indicate the land is zoned urban?

(2) Is the land in fact zoned urban, and if
not, what is the zoning?

(3) If "Yes" to (3), when did a change in
zoning take place and what was the pre-
vious zoning?

(4) What regulations must be complied with
to effect the rezoning?

(5) (a) Were all these regulations complied
with; and

(b) if not, which ones were not com-
plied with?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) The dune area adjacent to Fendam
Street, Warnbro, is zoned urban under
the metropolitan region scheme, with a
strip of between 30 m and 50 mn wide ad-
jacent to the foreshore reserved for
parks and recreation. The Shire of
Rockingham town planning scheme No.
I includes the land within the develop-
ment zone, with the parks and recreation
reservation shown as regional reser-
vation-parks and recreation.

(2) See(]) above.

(3) The land has been zoned urban under
the metropolitan region scheme since the
scheme's gazettal in 1963, and as devel-
opment zone by the Shire of Rock-
ingham town planning scheme No. I
since the gazettal of that scheme in July
1975.

(4) The procedures relating to the amend-
ment of the metropolitan region scheme
are contained in the Metropolitan Re-
gion Scheme Act, 1959 (as amended)
and those dealing with the approval and
amendment of local authority town
planning schemes in the town planning
regulations 1967.

(5) (a) Yes;
(b) Answered by (5)(a).

ROAD: FREEWAY

Mitchell: Wishart Street Access

1669. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Did the orginal Proposals for the
Mitchell Freeway provide for access
along Wishart Street?

(2) If so, when was this proposal altered?
(3) On what basis was this proposal altered?
(4) Is it still proposed that there will be a

bus transfer station at Gwelup?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to (4) The original proposals did not in-

clude access across the freeway at
Wishart Street.
In March 1981 the metropolitan region
scheme was amended to provide for a
bus transfer station at Wishart Street
which would require a bridge over the
freeway. At this time it is unknown
when a bridge will need to be provided
to meet public transport requirements.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET

Wages and Salaries

1670. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Treasurer:

In his 1981-82 Consolidated Revenue
Fund Budget speech the former
Treasurer said that rather than make an
overall Budget provision for wage and
salary increases and allocate this pro-
vision on a pro-rata basis across all de-
partments, a two part approach was
adopted with a basic departmental pro-
vision and a lump sum of $26 million set
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aside in the miscellaneous services div-
ision. Could he expla in-

(a) why this approach was not adopted
in 1982-83;

(b) why there was no mention of the
changed procedure in his Budget
speech;

(c) why no expenditure is shown
against the $26 million vote?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(a) The approach adopted in 1982-83 of
providing for the estimated cost of wage
and salary increases awarded during the
year within individual departmental al-
locations is consistent with the method
usually adopted in recent years. This
treatment of the provision in the Esti-
mates is considered the most appropriate
and is more informative for members.
However, in framing the 1981-82
Budget, the Treasurer was faced with
great uncertainties in forecasting future
wage movements because of the recent
decision of the Commonwealth arbi-
tration commission on wage indexation
and be therefore decided to provide for
part of the cost in a single allocation in
the miscellaneous services division of the
Estimates.

(b) The Estimates show the method used
and it was not considered necessary.

(c) Expenditure on salary and wages are
met from the votes of relevant Ministers.
Where these payments exceed the ap-
propriations because of award increases,
the excesses are subsequently approved
by Parliament. In 1981-82, these ex-
cesses were offset by the unspent lump
sum provision in the miscellaneous ser-
vices division of the Estimates.

LAND: FOREIGN OWNERSHIP

Comnminice
1671. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

When is it likely the Cabinet
subcommittee dealing with the foreign
ownership of land in Western Australia
will complete its deliberations?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
As I indicated in answer to question
1486 on 28 September 1982, it is hoped
that work will be completed in the very
near future.

TOWN PLANNING

Deputy Commissioner

1672. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) Referring to question without notice 562
of 29 September 1982 in which she says
there are to be two deputy town
planning commissioners will she state
when and on whose recommendation
this decision was taken?

(2) What salary range will be paid to each
deputy (administrative) and (planning)
as mentioned?

(3) How does this compare with the position
previously obtaining?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) There is only one position of Deputy
Town Planning Commissioner as pro-
vided for under section 3(3) of the Town
Planning and Development Act 1928-
1981.
A position of Assistant Town Planning
Commissioner (Finance and
Administration) was created by the Pub-
lic Service Board on 8 July 1982, and
shown in the Public Service notices
dated 4 August 1982.

(2) (a) Deputy Town Planning Com-
missioner $49 561;

(b) Assistant Town Planning Com-
missioner (Finance and
Administration) $47 382.

(3) The position of Assistant Town Planning
Commissioner (Finance and
Administration) replaces the position of
administrative officer (salary range
$26 755-$27 479).

SHIPPING

Uniform Shipping Laws Code

1673. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) With reference to the uniform shipping
laws code adopted by the Marine and
Ports Council of Australia, does the
State Government propose to enact
legislation to give effect to the Code?

(2) If "Yes", when is such legislation pro-
posed?
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(3) In view of the very complicated require-
ments in the code relating to the con-
struction of vessels of all sizes, what con-
sideration has been given by the Govern-
ment to the likely effect on Western
Australia's rock lobster fishing industry
and the associated industry involved in
the construction of boats used in the
rock lobster Fishery?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) The legislation has already been en-

acted. The Western Australian Marine
Bill 1982 which was passed by Parlia-
ment on the 25 August 1982 will give ef-
fect to the uniform shipping laws code
both by direct provisions of the Bill and
by regulation. The Act will be pro-
claimed when the necessary regulations
have been gazetted.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) The Code, although comprehensive, is

not complicated and its requirements are
not generally in excess of those in the
existing marine Act in this State. During
formulation of the code the WA fishing
and boat building industries were kept
advised of the proposed requirements re-
lating to the construction of vessels and
industry comment was invited.
Industry comments were put before the
uniform shipping jaws committee estab-
lished to draft the code. A Marine and
Ports Council of Australia uniform ship-
ping laws liaison committee has now
been established to discuss with the Aus-
tralian Fishing Industry Council any
contentious matters arising from the ap-
plication of the code. The Government is
represented on that Committee of
Officers of the Marine and Harbours
Department.

AUSTRALIAN EMBASSY

Pa ris

1674. Mr CARR, to the Premier:

(1) In view of a complaint from a constitu-
ent that the Australian Embassy in Paris
had no newspapers or other material for
Western Australia during her recent
visit, although it had newspapers from
other States, what consultation takes
place between the WA Government and
the Department of Foreign Affairs to
ensure that Western Australian interests
are well catered for in Australian em-
bassies?

(2) Will he please make appropriate rep-
resentations to the Commonwealth de-
partment to this effect?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The cost of newspapers to Australian

embassies throughout the world is borne
by the Commonwealth Government and
the associated administration is under-
taken by the Department of Foreign Af-
fairs.
The Department of Foreign Affairs
currently provides a standard collection
of five Australian daily newspapers to
all overseas missions.
A wider selection of other capital city
dailies, including The West Australian,
is available in New York, Port Moresby,
London, and Washington.
While it is desirable, financial con-
straints imposed by the
Commmonwealth Government make it
difficult to extend the present distri-
bution of Australian newspapers
overseas.

(2) The Department of Foreign Affairs is
aware of the W estern Australian
Government's desire to have The West
Australian available in as many embass-
ies as possible.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Geraldion Town Hall

1675. Mr CARR, to the Treasurer:

Can he please refer me to any depart-
ment or agency of the Western Aus-
tralian Government which may be able
to assist the Geraldton Town Council
with funds towards the renovation of the
Geraldton town hall, which is a building
classified by the National Trust, and the
use of that building for a cultural or re-
lated purpose?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The renovation of a town hall is the re-
sponsibility of the local authority con-
cerned. There is no scheme to provide
State financial assistance for this pur-
pose.
However, the Government does have a
policy of assisting local authorities in
providing regional cultural facilities.
The regional cultural facilities scheme is
designed to develop facilities for the
presentation of the performing arts at
major centres. The Town of Geraldfton
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was the first to be awarded a grant
under this scheme and the Government
is pleased to be able to say that an
amount of $I million was contributed
towards the cost of the Queen's Park
Theatre which was opened in March this
year.

PRISON

Geraldion: Budget Allocation

1676. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:

(1) With reference to the allocation of
$140000 in the CRF Estimates of ex-
penditure for planning and site
preparation of a new Geraldton regional
prison, can he please provide me with
more detailed information of exactly
what is proposed in the current financial
year?

(2) What is the anticipated timetable for
further development and eventual
completion of this project?

(3) What levels of security are proposed for
the new prison?

(4) What is the intended future of the
existing Geraldton regional prison com-
plex and buildings once the new prison is
completed?

(5) What is the intended future of land held
by the Prisons Department near the
Chapman River in the Town of
Geraldton?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) An amount of $140000 has been allo-
cated in the General Loan Fund Esti-
mates of Expenditure for 1982-83 for
preliminary works; i.e., extension of ser-
vices to the site and architectural fees.

(2) Planning has not yet commenced and
this information is therefore not
available.

(3) Minimum, medium, and short stay
maximum.

(4) This has not yet been determined.
(5) The Prisons Department no longer holds

land near the Chapman River in the
Town of Geraldton.

POLICE

Emergency Radio Frequencies

1677. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:
(I ) Are there any circumstances in Western

Australia in which police stations and

police officers have the responsibility of
monitoring emergency radio frequencies,
other than their own Police Department
radio network?

(2) If "Yes", will he please provide me with
the details?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) No. However, Victoria Quay police do
monitor citizens' band radio marine
frequencies for distress calls, thus
facilitating the co-ordination of any sea
search and rescue incident within the
waters of Fremantle lPort Authority.

(2) Answered by (1).

EDUCATION

Abrolbos Islands

1678. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Education:

(I) Has the Government given further con-
sideration to the educational needs of
children who need to be educated at the
Abroihos islands during the annual rock
lobster season?

(2) In particular, has the Government given
further consideration to providing Edu-
cation Department teachers at the
schools which have been built at the
Islands by parental effort, especially in
view of the Commonwealth's restructing
of its isolated children's allowance which
has worked to the detriment of these
students?

(3) If "~Yes"~ to (1) or (2), will he please
provide details?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) Needs are reviewed annually when sub-
missions are made through the distance
education centre. Educational resources
will continue to be provided.

(2) The funding of a co-ordinating teacher
from February to July has proved to be
quite successful. No change is envisaged
at present.

(3) Not applicable.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES

Trucks: Overloading

1679. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:
(l1) Has there been a recent change in regu-

lations with regard to overloading of
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trucks which shifts the responsibility
from the owner to the driver?

(2) If "Yes", can he please give me details
and direct me to the relevant regu-
lations?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by (1).

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS

Buses: Licence Tests

1680. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:

(1) Has the Government given recent con-
sideration to the medical requirements
needed to gain a licence to drive a bus,
whether for public transport or for any
other purpose?

(2) If "Yes", will he please give details and
outline any proposed changes?

(3) If "No" to (1), would he please give
consideration to whether stricter tests or
more frequent tests may be required?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) No. However, investigations are

currently being carried out into the
medical requirements for those persons
wishing to obtain or who already hold a
licence to drive a bus with a view to
making a recommendation to the
Government.

(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

GERALDTON RIFLE CLUB

Rifle Range

1681. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Lands:

What stage has been reached towards
the proposed new rifle range for the
Geraldton rifle club to be provided at
Greenough?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
Following creation of Reserve 37333
(rifle range) but prior to the formal ap-
proval of a lease, advice was received
from the Department of Administrative
Services that an area from the Depart-
ment of Administrative Services that an
area of vacant Crown land, forming part
of the danger area of the range, had
been overlooked and required inclusion
in the reserve.

Final clearances from appropriate
authorities to the inclusion have now
been received and Executive Council ap-
proval to the addition to the reserve will
be sought and leasing arrangements con-
cluded.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Art Gallery: Country Tours

1682. Mr CARR, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Cultural Affairs:
(1) Further to the Minister's answer to

question 974 of 1982 in which he ad-
vised that planning for country tours by
the WA Art Gallery in 1982-83 awaited
a decision on the estimates, can he now
say whether the allocation to the Art
Gallery includes funds to enable country
tours to be re-established?

(2) If "Yes", will he please provide details?
Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) and (2) It is regretted that the financial

restraints placed upon the Government
precluded funds being allocated for the
re-establishment of country tours by the
WA Art Gallery.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Voltage

1683. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Has the Government given any recent
consideration to the desirability of
changing the normal voltage of Western
Australia's electricity output to bring it
into line with other States?

(2) If "Yes", will he please provide details?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) The matter is the subject of a review

currently being carried out.
(2) The member is referred to the answer to

question 1002, dated Thursday, 12
August 1982, where details relevant to
the same subject were given.
It is stressed, however, that the benefits
of a voltage conversion have to be
justified against the costs involved.

FUEL AND ENERGY: DIESEL AND
PETROL

Wholesaling

1684. Mr CARR, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Labour and Industry;

What is the attitude of the Government
to the continued practice of fuel
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companies retailing fuel to the public
from their wholesale depots in
Geraldton?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Subject to wholesale fuel depots in
Geraldton complying with relevant legis-
lation, no action is proposed by the
Government. Presently the Department
of Labour and Industry has no infor-
mation to indicate that compliance with
legislation is not being achieved.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West Shelf- Flare Towers
1685. Mr H-ARMAN, to the Minister for Re-

sources Development:

In respect of my earlier question without
notice 521 of 1982 concerning the con-
struction of flare towers for the North-
West gas project, can he now say if
these towers will be made in Western
Australia?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
I am advised that tenders have been re-
ceived by Woodside'Offshore Petroleum
Ltd. for the construction of the slug
catcher vent, flare tower and liquid
burner for the treatment plant. The ten-
ders are still under consideration, and
the selection of the successful tenderer is
expected to be announced shortly. All
tenders except one were from firms es-
tablished in Western Australia.

POLICE
- Neighbourhood Watch Scheme

1686. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:
(1) With reference to the proposed neigh-

bourhood watch scheme, has the
Government yet decided on guidelines as
to how it proposes the scheme to op-
erate?

(2) If "Yes", will he please provide details?
(3) If -No" to (1), when does the Govern-

ment expect to have an Outline of the op-
eration of the scheme available so that
members of parliament and the public
may examine it?

(4) When is it anticipated that the Sunbury
pilot scheme may be introduced?

Mr 1-JASSELL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Neighbourhood watch is a co-operative

crime prevention programme developed

by the Western Australia police, based
on highly successful experience overseas,
and designed to protect our way of life.
In essence, the programme ensures that
an empty home is not a neglected
home-that there is always someone to
note and report any suspicious activity
to the police. In fact, it is an extension of
the long-standing arrangements many
West Australians already have with
friends and neighbours.
Groups of five householders will form a
.'neighbourhood watch" group. House-
holders in the group will simply observe
and report to police any suspicious activ-
ity in or near the houses of group rnem-
bers.
Any investigations or action to appre-
hend offenders necessary as a result of
these reports will be taken by the police.
As a practical aid to those wishing to
take part in the programme, the police
have prepared a comprehensive neigh-
bourhood watch kit which is currently
available free from the Bunbury police
station. The kit contains five sets of leaf-
lets on home and vehicle protection,
hints on what to look out for in the way
of suspicious activities, and a set of win-
dow stickers indicating that particular
homes are a bad risk for burglars. Each
group organiser picks up a kit, makes
sure that everyone in the group
thoroughly understands what is involved,
and distributes the window stickers and
leaflets.
It is hoped that the neighbourhood
watch programme will result in a con-
siderable reduction in the number of
burglaries committed over the summer
period. The effects of the programme
will be evaluated and the police antici-
pate that the neighbourhood watch will
become a permanent feature of conm-
munity life in the future.

(3) Answered by (1).
(4) The pilot scheme is scheduled to be

officially launched in Bunbury at 10.00
am. on 27 October 1982.

HOSPITALS
Radiologists

1687. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
How much was paid by the Government,
during the 198 1-82 financial year, to
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private radiologists for services rendered
to each of the following Government
hospitals-
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(e)

(h)
(i)
(.1)
(k)

Pi nj arra;
Narrogin;
Busselton;
Collie;
Carnarvon;
Tom Price;
Newman;
Dampier;
Wyndham;
Wickham;
Roebourne?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(a) 26 433
(b) 65559
(c) 56852
(d) 51 263
(e) 31 080
(f) 15463

(g) 19857
(h) 31 420
(i) 13334
6j) 11613
(k) Nil.

HOUSING: WELFARE

Commonwealth Allocation
1 688. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-

ing:

(1) Referring to his answer to question 1 581
of 1982 in which he indicated that there
was a total funding allocation for wel-
fare housing in the 1982-83 budget of
$64 075 000, how much of this amount
will be expended on the proposed con-
struction of 426 family housing rental
units?

(2) How much of this amount will be ex-
pended on the proposed construction of
124 pensioner housing rental units?

(3) How much of this amount will be ex-
pended on the proposed 250 purchase
homes?

(4) Will he make available a detailed list of
the other items of expenditure to be
funded from the total budget allocation
for welfare housing, with the respective
amounts for each item?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
Estimated construction expenditure in
1982-83 is-

(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)

Family rental accommodation
$12.1 million.
Pensioner accommodation 1.8
million.
Purchase homes 4.0 million.
This information is available from
the 1982-83 General Loan Fund
Estimates.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS: BUREAU

Annual Report
1689. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-

sumer Affairs:

When will the annual report of the Con-
sumer Affairs Bureau be presented to
the Parliament?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

The report is presently being printed and
will be tabled as soon as it is available.

HEALTH

Solarium Clinics and Sun lamps
1690. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Is there concern at the lack of standards
for sunlamps and solarium clinics which
results in danger for their users?

(2) If so, what action is the Government
taking to remedy the matter?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Naturally the Government is concerned
if there is danger to users.

(2) The Australian Standards Association
is preparing a standard and until this is
available, there is little direct action the
Government can take. The public has
been repeatedly warned of the dangers
of exposure to harmful radiation of this
type.

RECREATION: CYCLES

Cycleways: Parking
1691. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Local

Government:

(1) Have there been representations from
the Shire of Swan or from other local
government authorities asking for the
introduction of appropriate legislation to
control the parking of motor vehicles in
cycleways?
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(2) Is it the Government's policy to
introduce legislation so as to put the
matter beyond doubt?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) No.
(2) The matter has not been considered.

RECREATION: CYCLES

Cycleways:, Parking

1692. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(I) Has the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority received representations from
the Shire of Swan, or from other local
government authorities, asking Cot the
introduction of appropriate legislation to
control the parking of motor vehicles on
cycleways?

(2) Is it intended that legislation will be
introduced to put the matter beyond
doubt?

(3) Does a local government authority at
present have the power to control such a
matter?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) No. The Metropolitan Region Town

Planning Scheme Act is not the appro-
priate medium for car parking controls
on cycleways.

(2) The matter has not been considered.
(3) I am not aware of any express power

which auithorises a council to control
parking on cycleways. However, councils
do have fairly wide parking control
powers in such places as streets and re-
serves. If, therefore, a cycleway were lo-
cated in a street or on a council reserve,
it is possible that a council may be able
to exercise some control over parking. I
should imagine that the circumstances
of particular cases would be very rel-
evant.
I do not think that I can be more helpful
than that. The question really seeks ad-
vice of a strictly legal nature.

SHOPPING: CENTRES

Product Scanning

1693. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

(1) What is the Government's policy with
respect to electronic product scanning -at
supermarket checkouts?

(2) Has such scanning been introduced into
Western Australia yet?

(3) If not, when is it expected chat this will
occur?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) The Government has not yet formed a

policy on this matter.
(2) No.
(3) Not known.

HEALTH: SOUP

Packet

1694. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:

Adverting to question 1344 of 15
September 1982, who decides whether a
food commodity has a shelf life in excess
of two years, and what inspection is
regularly carried out to see that foods
with a lower shelf life expectancy are
not passed off as having a longer shelf
life?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Only the manufacturer, packer, or dis-
tributor can determine whether his food
has a minimum durable life in excess of
two years. The legislation is, to a degree,
self-regulating, and in this respect no
special inspection is required. All foods
are subject to inspection to ensure that
they are lit for human consumption. The
member will appreciate this legislation is
designed to inform a consumer of the
minimum durable life of the product and
it does not imply that after the expiry
date the product has necessarily deterio-
rated in a significant way. The type of
food with a minimum durable life in ex-
cess of two years is food which deterio-
rates very little with time and, for
example, is suitable fo r long-term
storage. The manufacturer who makes
this decision therefore is accepting the
responsibility that the food will retain
any specific qualities for which claims
are made.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Councillors: Allowances

1695. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Has she received a letter from the Local
Government Association of Western
Australia with respect to the payment of
allowances to councillors?
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(2) If so, what is the Government's policy on
this matter?

(3) If no such letter has been received, will
she make statements as to the Govern-
ment attitude?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Over the years I have received various

approaches from the association on this
subject. More recently the association
wrote in response to my inquiry as to
whether it favoured legislation to permit
the payment to councillors of an annual
allowance to cover incidental expenses.

(2) 1 am waiting for the association to re-
spond to a letter which I sent in August
this year on the question of comprehen-
sive changes to embrace several issues
relating to couneillors' expenses.
I would not be in a position to fInalise
any policy proposals until that advice
was received.

(3) Answered by (1).

PEST CONTROL FIRMS
Licences

1696. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:

In each of the past three years, how
many pest control firms have lost their
licences?

Mr YOUNG replied:

None.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS
Liquid Petroleum: Pumps

1697. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Labour and Indus-
try:

(1) What provision is there for the Correct
tabulation on the liquid petroleum gas
pumps at Black and White Taxis in
Bennett Street, East Perth?

(2) Has an inspection been made to ensure
that the law is being observed?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) The development of acceptable

verification procedures for this type of
unit is still under consideration by all
States of Australia in conjunction with
the pattern approval laboratory of the
national standards commission.

FRUIT
Bananas

1698. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Pri-
mary Industry:
(1) Is it a fact that many bananas grown in

Carnarvon are labelled as coming from
Queensland?

(2) What provision is there to ensure the
correct labelling of bananas?

(3) What inspection is routinely undertaken
to ensure such correct labelling?

(4) Is it a fact that Queensland bananas
fetch a higher price than Carnarvon ba-
nanas?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) Bananas grown at Carnarvon

are marketed through the Metropolitan
Markets and packages must be marked
with the grower's name and the district
in which the bananas are grown. At re-
tail level it is possible that some are sold
as Queensland bananas.

(3) None.
(4) Generally yes.

POLICE: ALLEGED FRAUD
D. H. Trainer

1699. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:
(1) Was an approach made by C. A.

Holmes of 37 Tullamore Avenue,
Thornlie, to the police in 1973 com-
plaining of an alleged fraud by D. H.
Tranter in respect of 13 acres of land
situated in Eighth Avenue, Armadale?

(2) Were inquiries made and what were the
results of them?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Inquiries revealed no criminal offences

existed. Mr Holmes was advised to pur-
sue the matter through civil litigation.

POLICE: ACT
Section 89A

1700. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:
(1) Have any proclamations been made by

the Governor pursuant to section 89A(l)
of the Police Act 1892 as amended,
since that section was added in 1961?

(2) If "Yes", will he table all such
proclamations?
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(3) Has the Governor made under section
89A(2) any proclamations varying or
cancelling any proclamations made
under section 89A(l)?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), will he table all such
proclamations?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) to (4) Two proclamations have been

made under the provisions of section 89a
of the Police Act.
The first proclamation was published in
the Government Gazette No. 15 of
1962. The second proclamation, which
cancelled the first, was published in
Government Gazette No. 70 of 1963,
and remains in force.
A reference to the latter proclamation
can also be found as a footnote to sec-
tion 89A, at page 72, of the Police Act,
1892-1981, as approved for re-print
I I July 1978. The reference also ap-
pears in previous prints of the Police
Act.

POLICE: FIREARMS

Repairers: Licences

1701. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

(1) further to question 1643 of 1982 what
matters are taken into account by the
Commissioner for Police in considering
whether or not the issue of a firearm re-
pairers' licence is desirable in the public
interest?

(2) What matters are taken into account in
deciding if an applicant is unfit to hold a
licence?

(3) How is an applicant able to ascertain
what knowledge is required in order to
complete the necessary questionnaire?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) (a) That approval has been granted by
the local authority to conduct a
business on the designated prem-
ises;

(b) that the premises are suitable for
the purposes of the licence;

(c) security of the premises is satisfac-
tory;

(d) any objections from neighbours in
the vicinity.

(2) Such matters as criminal convictions,
character in general, mental stability.
relative permanency.

(3) The purpose of the questionnaire is to
determine whether or not an applicant
possesses the necessary knowledge and
skills required of a firearms repairer.

ROADS

Roe Electorate

1702. Mr GREWAR, to the
Transport:

Minister for

(1) In relation to allocation of funds for
tourist roads, what funds have been allo-
cated to the Roe electorate?

(2) Which roads are involved?
(3) What is the nature of the works pro-

gramme?
(4) Is there any requirement of local

authorities to assist from their funds?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Funds totalling $108 000 have been pro-

vided in the Main Roads Department's
1982-83 programme of works.

(2) to (4) The roads involved, nature of the
works and contributions required from
local authorities are-

LOCAL AUTHORITY ROADS

ROAD SHIRE

Swarbricks Beach-Wellstead Jerramungup
Esperance-Twilight Cove Esperance

Duke of Orleans Bay Esperance

WORK

Gravel 2 km
Construct and prime
1.1 km and seal 2.9
km

Construct 1.5 km and
prime 5 km

LA
CONTRI-
BUTION

3 000

15 000

MRD
ALLO-

CATION
$

9 000

30000

20 000 40 000
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ROADS IN NATIONAL PARKS (NO LA CONTRIBUTION)

ROAD NATIONAL PARK WORK
Colletis Track Fitzgerald River Formation and gravel sheet-

Cape Le Grande

Cape Le Grande

ing
Formation and gravel sheet-
'ing
Improve access road and
car park

MRD ALLOCATION $
20000

6000

3 000

ROAD

Balladonia-Esperance

1703. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for Pri-
mary Industry:

In view of the use of the Balladonia-
Esperance road for the transport of
machinery and the likely use of the
tra nsport of stock from Eastern States
destinations, is he considering the relo-
cation of the Norseman check point to
Eucla?

Mr OLD replied:
The Balladonia-Esperance road is in
very poor condition. A recent Press re-
port that the road was used by a vehicle
carrying machinery has been proved
false.
It is most unlikely that the road will be
used for the transport of machinery or
stock. There is no intention to relocate
the checkpoint to Eucla at this time.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC

Public Relations Manager

1704. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Is the State Energy Commission
currently seeking a public relations man-
ager at a salary of around $35 000 a
year?

(2) If it is-
(a) is this a new position; and
(b) why is it necessary, since the com-

mission already has a public re-
lations staff?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) Yes. As the member will now be

aware, I advised him by letter of the
position regarding this appointment and,
for the information of the Parliament, I
table copy of my correspondence.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 500).

SHOPPING: PEBBLE'S PIZZAS

Trading Hours

1705. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Labour and Indus-
try:

What restrictions upon trading hours
apply with respect to Pebble's Pizza in
Cumberland Way, Bassendean?

Mr YOUNG replied:

None. Goods normally sold in pizza par-
lours are exempt goods and the shops
may trade during any hours the shop-
keepers choose.

POLICE: STATIONS

Bayswa ter and Mvorley

1706. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

(1) What is the present staffing of the
Bayswater and Morley police stations
respectively?

(2) Is it intended that these strengths be
altered?

(3) If so, what are the details?

(4) If the answer to (2) is "No", has there
been a recent alteration and, if so, what
are the details?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) Bayswatr-1 sergeant, 3 constables
Morley-5 sergeants, 12 constables.

(2) and (3) Not at this time.

(4) Metropolitan policing re-organised from
18 October 1982; Morley police strength
increased by 7 officers, Bayswater police
strength reduced by I officer, Morley
police station is now responsible for all
night motor patrols of Bayswater area.

Hell Fire Bay

Thistle Cove
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STATE FINANCE: STAMP DUTY

A voidance

1707. MrGRILL, to the Treasurer:

(1) Referring to question 1633 of 1982 re-
specting stamp duty collections, which
persons make up the expert committee
referred to?

(2) What recommendations has the com-
mittee made!

(3) What action has the Government made
or intends to make on the recommen-
dations?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Mr D. R. Williams

Mr M. A. Lewi
Mr D. Brown
Mr W. J. Lightbody.

(2) and (3) A Bill to put into effect the
Government's decisions on the com-
mittee's recommendations is in course of
preparation and it will be introduced
into the current session of Parliament.
I will give details of the committee's
recommendations during the second
reading speech of that legislation.

1708. This question was postponed.

ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Membership

1709. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Local
Government Urban Development and Town
Planning:

In respect of the following bodies-
(a) Bicycle Policy Advisory Committee;
(b) Control of Vehicles (Off-road

areas) Act Advisory Committee;,
(c) Local Government Boundaries

Commission;
(d) Local Government Grants Com-

mission;
(e) Municipal Town Planners' Examin-

ation Committee;
(f) Municipal Engineers' Examination

committee;
(g) Municipal Building Surveyors'

Examination Committee;
(h) Municipal Clerks' and Treasurers'

Examination Committee;
(i) Town Planning Appeal Committee;
(j) Building Advisory Committee;
(k) Keep Australia Beautiful Council;
(1) Motor Vehicle (Third Party

Insurance) Act Premiums Com-
mittee;

(mn) Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust;,
(n) Local Government Superannuation

Board;
(o) Karrakatta Cemetery 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?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(a) to (o) It will take a little time to collect

and compile the information sought by
this question. I will arrange for this in-
formation to be sent to the member as
soon as it is ready.

ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Membership

1710. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Works,
and Water Resources:

In respect of the following bodies-
(a) Benger Drainage Board;
(b) Board of Examiners (Plumbing Li-

cence);
(c) Bunbury Water Board;
(d) Busselton Water Board;
(e) Canning River Irrigation Advisory

Committee;
(f) Clearing Controls Appeals Com-

mittee;
(g) Clearing Guidelines Committee;
(h) Gascoyne River Irrigation Advisory

Committee;
(i) Gingin Brook Advisory Committee;
U) Harvey Water Board;
(k) Irrigation Commission:
(1) Land Drainage Rating Appeal

Committee:
(in) Laporte Chemical Industry Dis-

posal Committee;
(n) Metropolitan Water Authority;
(o) Ord irrigation Advisory Com-

mittee;
(p) Preston Valley Irrigation Advisory

Committee;
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(q) Serpentine-Dandalup-Murray
Rivers Irrigation Advisory Com-
mittee;

(r) South-West Coastal Groundwater
Advisory Committee;

(s) South-West. Irrigation Districts Ad-
visory Committee;

(t) Stony Brook Irrigation Advisory
Committee;

(u) Swan Groundwater Advisory Com-
mittee;

(v) Wanneroo Groundwater Advisory
Committee;

(w) Warren-Lefroy Rivers Advisory

(y)

(z)

Committee;
Western Australian Water Re-
sources Council;
Wungong-Southern Rivers Irri-
gation Advisory Committee-
(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?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(a) to (z) Because of the ambitious volume

of information the member seeks, I am
not able to give it all to him today. As
soon as the facts are collated, however. I
shall further advise him in writing.

1711. This question was postponed.

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Membership

1712. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier, Treasurer,
and Minister Co-ordinating Economic and
Regional Development:

in respect of the following bodies-
(a) Committee to Review Stamp Act

Submissions;
(b) Darling Range Research Co-

ordinating Committee;
(c) Darling Range Study Group;
(d) Defence Advisory Group;
(e) Land Valuation Tribunal of WA;

(f) London Agency;
(g) Royal and other Commissions of

Inquiry;
(h) Rural and Allied Industries Coun-

cil;
(i) Tokyo Agency-

(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-
meet 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?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(a) to (i) The reply was hereby tabled.

The reply was tabled (see paper No. 501).

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Membership

1713. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Lands,
Forests, and Conservation and the
Environment:

In respect of the following bodies-
(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

Environment Protection Authority;
Leschenault Inlet Management
Authority;
Peel Inlet Management Authority;
Swan River Management Auth-
ority;
Bush Fires Board;
Kings Park Board;
Rottnest Island Board;
Zoological Gardens 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 apointed;

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
financial year; and
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(v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of financial allow-
ances to members or each
body?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(a) to (h) The reply is hereby tabled.

The reply was ta bled (see paper No. 502).

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Comno

1714. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Has an officer of the Education Depart-
ment made an investigation of how the
bicycle congestion at the Comno Senior
High School can be resolved?

(2) If not, when will the investigation be
made?

(3) If so, what recommendations have been
made as to how the congestion can be
resolved?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(I) to (3) An officer of the Education De-

partment has made an inspection and a
report is presently being compiled.

RECREATION: PARK

Sir James Mitchell

1715. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Premier:

Further to the deputation which waited
upon him on Wednesday, 21. July 1982,
regarding Sir James Mitchell Park, is he
in a position to advise as to whether or
not any decision has been made in this
matter?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Since receiving the deputation I have re-
viewed this whole matter and will be
writing to the City of South Perth and
the member this week advising the ex-
tent of assistance that can be given by
the Government to the development of
Mitchell Park.

POLICE
Detonators

1716. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Mines:
(1) Further to question 1410 of 1982, could

he say if he has now received a report

from the police on the dumping of det-
.onators in a Kalgoorlie Town Council
sewerage lagoon?

(2) If "Yes", will he release details of the
report and recommendations, if any,
both by the police and/or his depart-
ment?

(3) Is be prepared to order an inquiry into
the disposal of explosives in this State in
order to ascertain if there is a problem
in this area, and what action, if any,
should be taken to overcome the prob-
lem?

(4) With respect to (3), if not, why not?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No.
(4) The provisions of existing legislation are

quite adequate. If the police report indi-
ca tes that proceedings should be
instituted, then such action will be
taken.

HOUSING: PURCHASE
Sale of Homes

1717. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:

(1) Referring to his answer to question 1588
of 1982 relating to the purchase of 700
State Housing Commission homes, what
is the estimated cost of funding 700 low
interest loans between 6 i and 81h per
cent interest?

(2) How can he talk about raising 520
million for further public housing con-
struction in real terms from the sale of
700 houses when, at the same time, the
Government is having to finance 700
loans at interest rates as low as 61'A per
cent?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) There is no cost to the State in

providing these low interest loans as the
funding is being provided from Com-
monwealth sources.

"THE WESTERN MAIL"
Publication

1718. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:
(]) What decision has the Government

made in response to the request from
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TVW Enterprises to purchase additional
land adjacent to its present site on which
it is intended to construct plant for the
printing and distribution of The Western
Mail newspaper on a daily basis, and
other facilities?

(2) If no such decision has been made or no
impression of any likely decision con-
veyed to the company, how does he ex-
plain the recent advertisement by TVW
Enterprises of the position of building
supervisor (applicants to have had prac-
tical experience in major construction
projects) as part of a major
redevelopment of its Tuart Hill site to
facilitate the integration of various
media functions with the provision of
community attractions and facilities?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Government has made no final de-

cision on the sale of this land for the
purpose required.

(2) This question is one that should be ad-
dressed to TVW Enterprises.

TOWN PLANNING: MRPA

Lot 70 Wannerco Road

1719. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Has she received an appeal against a de-
cision by the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority to allow access to an
I8 unit development at lot 70 Wanneroo
Road, Yokine, from Kathleen Street?

(2) If "Yes", when did she receive the ap-
peal?

(3) When may the person who lodged the
appeal on behalf of concerned residents
in Kathleen Street expect to receive her
considered response?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(I) to (3) No.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Pinjarra

1720. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:

Referring to his answer to question 1214
of 1982 relating to additional Aboriginal
housing requirements in Pinjarra, would
he explain the apparent conflict between
this answer and the answer given by the
Minister for Housing to my question

1650 of 1982 in which I was advised
that there were four families and two
pensioner applicants listed for accommo-
dation assistance in the Pinjarra area?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
There is no conflict between my answer
to question 1214 of 1982 and the answer
by the Minister for Housing to question
1650 of 1982.
Question 1214 refers to the rehousing of
families dccupying the Pinjarra Reserve.
Two houses were built in Pinjarra and
were occupied by two families from the
reserve. It is understood the remaining
families have moved from Pinjarra.
Question 1650 refers to applicants on
the State Housing Commission rental
lists, and the Commission does not con-
sider there is an immediate requirement
for additional Aboriginal housing as
these applicants should be assisted in
due course through normal turn-over of
stock.

HOSPITAL: KALGOORLIE REGIONAL

Beds: Availability

1721. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) With respect to the Kalgoorlie Regional
Hospital-

(a) how many beds are currently
available on a ward by ward basis;

(b) how many beds were available at
this time in 1981 on a ward by ward
basis;

(c) how many nursing staff are on ros-
ter;

(d) how many nursing staff were on
roster at this time in 1981 ?

(2) Are there currently any restrictions
whatsoever on admissions to the hospi-
tal?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) (a) General ward A 28

General ward C 27
General ward D 30
Surgical 33
Maternity 25
Children 40
Intensive Care 9

TOTAL 192
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NOTE:-General ward B has been de-
molished to allow for construction of
stage I of redevelopment plans;

(b) As above;
(c) 195.24 full time equivalent;,
(d) 204.73 full time equivalent.

(2) No.

HOSPITAL: KALGOORLIE REGIONAL

Redevelopment

1722. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Is it fact that the Government plans to
continue the re-development of the
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital on a stage
by stage basis?

(2) If "Yes", why has the plan to complete
the re-development in one complete
building programme been rejected?

(3) Based on the provisions in the 1982-83
loan Budget and a continuation of the
staged re-development programme,
when is it anticipated that the hospital
will be completed?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The final stages of construction cannot

proceed until buildings in the path of de-
velopment are permanently accommo-
dated in the stage 2 building which is
now under construction. It is intended
that stages 3 and 4 will proceed without
a break thereafter.

(3) Planning is proceeding on stages 3 and 4
with a view to having documentation
completed to allow calling of tenders in
the first quarter Of 1984, provided funds
are available. A tentative -building
completion date for the combined stages
3 and 4 would be early 1986.

EDUCATION: HOSTEL

Isola ted Children's

1723. Mr L. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Does the Government intend to make
any funds available or assist in any way
the re-development of the isolated chil-
dren's hostel in Kalgoorlie in 1982-W3

(2) If not, why not?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) and (2) 1 have been advised that the
Treasury has completed only recently
investigations concerning additional as-
sistance and a decision has not yet been
made.

BUILDING INDUSTRY

Uniform Building By-Ia ws

1724. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) With reference to question 1543 of
1982, could she provide further details
or the appeal system that the building
advisory committee considers to offer
the most appropriate means for any non-
conforming building proposal to be con-
sidered on its merits?

(2) What are the grounds for, and means of,
access to that appeal system?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) The appeal system is that referred to in
section 374 of the Local Government
Act under which any person may appeal
to the Minister for Local Government
against a council's decision to refuse the
issue of a building licence.

(2) A council's refusal to issue a building
licence is grounds for an appeal. The ap-
peal need merely be submitted in writing
on the prescribed form to the office of
the Minister.

BUILDING INDUSTRY

Building Advisory Committee

1725. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(i) Who are the members of the building
advisory committee?

(2) What are the qualifications of each
member in terms of the relevance of
their appointment to that committee?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) Mr S. Coll-architect
Mr J. Duncan-architect
Mr D. Dun wood ie-en gineer/bu ild ing
surveyor
Mr N. Gilchrist-nigineer
Mr R. Chamberlain--engineer
Mr W. Vale-master builder
Mr S. Gibbons-chief fire officer.
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CONSERVATION AND THE EN VIRON-
MENT

Woodmnan Point

1726. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Recreation:

(1) Further to question 1589 of 1982, what
is the portion of the cypress belt that
will be preserved under the Woodman
Point concept plan?

(2) Is he aware that encroachment onto a
small section of the cypress belt may
have a major effect on the entire belt?

(3) For what purposes will areas not pre-
served be used?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) The Woodman Point concept plan incor-

porates three levels of vegetation man-
agement-

(b)

(c)

preservation Areas;
landscape protection and dune man-
agement; and
parkland.

The cypress belt is accounted for in the
following approximate proportions-

(iv)

preservation area
landscape protection 33%
dune management 8%
parkland
other

41
25
19

100
(2) Yes.
(3) The area accounted for as "other" in I

above, has been zoned for recreational
development (marine oriented).

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

NATURAL DISASTER: DROUGHT
Relief

622. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Primary Industry:

Referring to his public criticism re-
ported in the Press last week of the Op-
position's drought relief plan, criticism
in which he said the plan was a month
too late, and in which he indicated that
the State Government had enunciated a
similar plan, will he advise the House of
the details of the plan he implied had
been enunciated by the Government,

and will he table any documentation
that is available in respect of that plan?

Mr OLD replied:
The so-called plan is something which I
had enunciated about two days after the
drought meeting in Melbourne and it
was broadcast on radio 6PR. I suggest
that if the Leader of the Opposition-

Mr Pearce interjected,
Mr OLD: Would the member for Gosnells

like to answer the question or shall I go
on?

Mr Pearce: What sort of plan is that?
Mr OLD: The Opposition obviously picked it

up piece by piece and came out, four or
five weeks later, with this magnificent
plan which I could not criticise because
it had been evolved by the Government

Mr Brian Burke: Did you put out a Press re-
lease about it?

Mr OLD: I did not put out a Press release.
Mr Parker: Was there a document of some

sort?
SSeveral members interjected.
Is The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr OLD: The hounds are biting again.
Mr Pearce: When you are chasing rabbits

that is what you tend to do.

Mr OLD: Snapping at our heels as usual. I
am sure if the Leader of the Opposition
rang radio 6PR-

Mr Brian Burke: Please accept our assurance
we did not hear the interview.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr OLD: I am sure Mr Maumill would be

very upset about that.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: WANNEROO
SKIRE COUNCIL

Rating System

623. Mr NANOVICH, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) Has the Minister seen the advertisement
in the Wanneroo Times under the name
of the Shire Clerk of the Shire of
Wanneroo which in part states that the
Government has refused to allow the
shire to use what is termed its "two-
component rating system"?
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(2) In the shire's submission for the
introduction of this system, what advan-
tages did it claim would result?

(3) Why has the Government refused per-
mission?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) to (3) 1 have seen the advertisement in
question which was published last week.

It was a distortion of the truth and obvi-
ously was intended to mislead the pub-
lic.

The Local Government Act would have
to be amended before any new rating
procedures could be implemented. There
is no power for the Government simply
to allow the use of a new system.

The fact is that the shire has not made
any reasoned submission in support of
its so-called two-component system. The
shire has not given any information
whatever as to the detailed way in which
it would want the system to operate, nor
has it made any attempt to explain the
advantages that were expected to flow
from its introduction.

Having made some reference to its wish
to have this system on two previous oc-
casions, the shire wrote to me last month
asking for a meeting to discuss the pro-
posal.

Yesterday I posted a reply to that latest
letter explaining that it would be essen-
tial for the council to submit a detailed
case before the proposal could be Prop-
erly considered.

My reply does not constitute a rejection.
It explains what is required for the pro-
posal to be seriously considered.

In any case, that reply was, of course,
sent well after the date of the advertise-
ment.

I have been a little concerned at the atti-
tude adopted by the Shire of Wanneroo
in recent times. The tone of much of the
correspondence directed to me by the
shire suggests little desire on its part to
maintain a cordial or co-operative re-
lationship with the Government.

The publication of an advertisement
containing a false accusation against the
Government is a further instance of this
unfortunate attitude.

NATURAL DISASTER: DROUGHT

Relief

624. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Primary Industry:

I note the Minister's attack on the
media; it seems to be something which is
occurring with increasing frequency. I
ask-

(1) In addition to the statement the
Minister made in response to a
question asked of him on radio 6PR
about the drought relief plan of
which he now speaks, was any Press
release issued to accompany the
drawing up of this plan?

(2) Might the Opposition be provided
with any evidence that the plan ac-
tually existed apart from the Minis-
ter's statement which was in re-
sponse to the interviewer's
question? He indicated that he had
some plan.

(3) Can the Minister say who else he
told about the plan?

Mr OLD replied:,

(1) to (3) 1 will spell it out again because I
obviously failed miserably before. I told
the Leader of the Opposition exactly
how it happened. It was not in answer to
a question. It was during an interview
that 1 was asked to report on the
drought meeting which was held in
Melbourne. I have discussed the matter
fully with Mr Nixon in Melbourne and I
suggested to him that as I was quite op-
posed to any thought of trying to agist
two million sheep here until we were
able to assess the feed situiation in West-
ern Australia, it would be far better to
send feed to the Eastern States after
harvest, if it was required.

I suggested it would be better if we
could process that feed in Western Aus-
tralia and send a higher protein product,
thus cutting down on the space required
for, say, hay. I admire the quick effort
of members of the Opposition in coming
up with the same scheme. 1 must say
that I was quite suspicious that they had
listened to radio 6PR after I had read
their commen 'ts. If members of the Op-
position had thought of this, I offer
them my congratulations.
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PRISON: PRISONER

Ronald Joseph Buckland

625. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:

Is it true that Ronald Joseph Buckland,
who was barred from attending the
funeral of his father today, has no re-
cord of violence against people other
than himself?

Mr HASSELL replied:

Since 22 January 1962, Buckland, from
the age of 12, has accrued 80 convic-
tions, the most recent being on I
September 1982. Offences have included
robbery with violence ins company, ag-
gravated assault, and resisting arrest.

Therefore, the statement that there is no
record of violence against people, as has
been promulgated by those who have
been running an emotional campaign
about the fact that we are keeping him
in prison as a maximum security pris-
oner, is incorrect.

Auckland's record is just incredible and
deplorable. A few facts should be noted.
He has appeared on 120 charges, up to
the age of 17 years-

Points of Order

Mr DAVIES: On every occasion that we
have sought information about private
individuals, the Minister has refused to
provide it on the grounds that it is not
fair to give details of such matters under
privilege. He is now contradicting that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: On the same point of
order, t do not mind the Minister's re-
fusing this man permission to attend his
father's funeral, but I do resent his using
the forum of this House to continue in
the way he is now.

Mr Hassell: It is because you do not like the
answer.

Mr Brian Burke: Talk about a lack of com-
passion!

Mr Davies: It is completely inappropriate!

Mr Hassell: It is not inappropriate.

Mr Brian Burke: Absolutely!
Questions (without notice) Resumed

Mr HASSELL: I am putting the facts for-
-ward about this maximum security pris-
oner.

Mr Brian Burke: You should be ashamed of
yourself!

Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition and his colleagues have been
trying to have him released from mai-
mum security.

Mr Parker: No-one has been trying to get
him released.

Mr Brian Burke: No-one has ever said you
made the wrong decision.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will

come to order!
Mr HASSELL: This man is imprisoned

under sentence until 17 October 1997.

NATURAL DISASTER: DROUGHT

Relief

626. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Primary
Industry:
(1) Can the Minister tell us whether, since

the time of his interview on radio 6PR,
he has taken any other positive action to
bring into effect the plan of which he
spoke?

(2) Has he had any further contact with Mr
Nixon in the Federal Parliament?

(3) Has any action been taken through
Cabinet to implement the plan?

(4) What are the costs of such a plan?
Mr OLD replie~d:
(I ) to (4) I am pleased that the member for

Victoria Park has asked that question
because the answer is "Yes". I was with
the Minister on Sunday and we dis-
cussed further-

Mr Davies: After it had been announced!
Mr OLD: I have not discussed it with Cabi-

net because it dots not need to be dis-
cussed with Cabinet. It would be an ad-
m inistratLive j ob i f we go ahead w ith it.

Mr Davies: What will it cost?
Mr OLD: It will not cost us anything because

the Commonwealth will freight the feed
over.

Mr Davies: It must.
Mr OLD: Why must it?
Mr Davies: Get something done!
Mr OLD: Why must it cast us?
Mr Davies: Live up to your reputation.

Mr OLD: The man does not know what he is
talking about.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I have called for
order and there has been absolutely no
attempt on the part of at least one mem-
ber to come to order. I ask members to
have some respect for the Chair.

HEALTH

Heptachlor

627. Mr YOUNG (Minister for Health):

On 13 October 1982 1 gave an answer to
the member for Melville to question
1624. Since that time I have written to
him to correct a matter within that
answer and I wish to advise the House.

I did say in my answer, "I suppose the
newspaper report should have been cor-
rected, but the commissioner does not
remember having actually seen it or
having it drawn to his attention". I have
written to the member for Melville say-
ing I did discuss the report in The West-
ern Mail with the commissioner and did
issue a Press statement, a copy of which
I now table, on I I February 1982, partly
to draw attention to certain undesirable
practices in the use of pesticides in ter-
mi te control, but also to correct the -mis-
leading statement that Heptachlor was
not harmful. The Daily News printed
the statement, but the offending news-
paper, The Western Mail. did not. I said
that at least I certainly could not Find it
in the next issue of 13 February 1982.
I seek thc permission of the House to
table the paper.

The paper was ta bled (see paper No. 504).

INCOME TAX: AVOIDANCE

Legislation

628. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Primary Industry:

(1) Perhaps you will rule on this, Mr
Speaker, but I understand it is an ad-
missible question. Is the Minister aware
that it is the national policy of his party
to support the Fraser Government's
retrospective legislation?

(2) As the Minister is the leader of his party
in this State, can he inform the House
whether the State branch of his party
supports that national policy?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) I am delighted to answer that

question. The Western Australian
branch does not support the policy of
retrospectivity in this instance because it
believes there is enough power in the
present Act to bring to book those
people who have transgressed in the
matter of taxation. There is the possi-
bility that innocent people who held
shares in good faith-

Mr Pearce: Some got caught up with Mr
Fabulous.

Mr OLD: -will be penalised due to this
legislation. The short answer is "No, we
do not condone it."

CULTURAL AFFAIRS: WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN FILM COUNCIL

Role
629. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for

industrial, Commercial and Regional Devel-
opmen t;
(1) Since the State Government's commit-

ment to the Wesern Australian Film
Council comes to an end this Financial
year, what arrangements is the Govern-
ment making for the council to continue
its valuable role in assisting the develop-
ment of a film industry in Western Aus-
tralia?

(2) In November last year, the Minister an-
nounced that the Film Council had been
restructured. What effect has that
restructuring had in practical terms?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(I) 1 have asked the WA Film Council to

review its position and to report to me
on what it believes should be the
Government's commitment to the film
industry in future years. Having been
provided with a report, I have met with
the council and discussed it. We are
waiting for some legal advice before
taking a recommendation to Cabinet
with respect to the ongoing activities or
otherwise of the Film Council. An an-
nouncement will be made after that de-
cision.

(2) Members will recall that we did
restructure the Film Council last year
with a new membership. We asked the
council to focus on a different direction,
that being-

the development of skills within the
industry;
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the development of film production
in Western Australia;

the development or film properties
to a production stage; and

the development of workshops and
courses.

Since November last year through to
September this year a total of $85 336
has been spent on loans for script devel-
opment; $74 503 for property pro-
duction; and $9 583 for workshops, sem-
inars, and courses to improve the skills
of people within the industry.
The sum of $1 250 has been allocated to
undertake a study into the establishment
of a film sound-mixing studio in West-
ern Australia which is believed necess-
ary for the proper development of the in-
dustry.
I am also pleased to report the appoint-
ment of Andrew Swanson as full-time
Director of the WA Film Council; pre-
viously, he acted in only a part-time ca-
pacity. His appointment has been wel-
comed by all sections of the industry and
has had a major effect on the co-ordi-
nation of film-related activities in this
State.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Pamphlet

630. Mr HERZFELD, to the Premier:

(I) Has the Premier had the opportunity to
look at the pamphlet I gave him earlier
in the day which was put out by the
Trades and Labor Council and which is
being distributed throughout the com-
munity at shop floor level and in the
workshops, and which attacks the
Government's industrial legislation
through the use of untruths, distortions,
and lies of the following sort-

The O'Connor Government's ob-
jective is to reduce wages, your liv-
ing standards, and increase profits
for business.

Opposition members: That is right.
Mr HERZFELD: The pamphlet continues-

Employers don't want it.
The community rejects it.
This Bill-

* undermines unions-

Opposition members: That's right.

Mr HERZFELD: To continue-

*limits and renders inefective the Arbi-
tration Commission-

Opposition members: That's right.

Mr HERZFELD: To continue-

& denies individual rights ...

Opposition members: That's right.

Mr HERZFELD: Another section of the
pamphlet states-

*Over many years the Court and
O'Connor Governments have cut com-
pensation benefit for workers.

Opposition members: That's right.

Mr Mclver: It sounds like a pretty good
pamphlet.

Mr HERZFELD: It is quite obvious from
the cat calls coming from the Opposition
where the information is coming from.

Point of Order

Mr WILSON: Mr Speaker, this no longer is
taking the form of a question; the mem-
ber is debating the issue.

The SPEAKER: Order! That may be the
view of the member for Dianella. How-
ever, I think members will agree I allow
a fair amount of latitude to all members
in the asking of questions. If they want
me to interpret Standing Orders strictly,
I will do so in future. However, I believe
it is in the interests of the House for
there to be a certain opportunity for
members to preface their questions. I
ask the member for Mundaring now to
come to the point of his question.

Questions (without notice) Resumed

Mr HERZFELD: My question continues-

(2) In view of the examples I have just
quoted, will the Premier consider
preparing some sort of documen-
tation to distribute throughout the
community which will give the lie
to these claims of the TLC which
has produced this pamphlet purely
for political purposes to try to
bolster the falling stocks of the Op-
position in this House?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:

()Yes, I have seen the pamphlet to which
the member refers. It is obvious the
Trades and Labor Council, and some of
its supporters are running scared oh this
issue and are making a blatant
attempt to mislead the public with un-
true statements. The statement that the
objective of the O'Connor Government
is to reduce wages and living standards,
and to increase profits for business is
totally untrue. It is a great pity the TLC
has seen fit to mislead the public in such
a way. The statement that the com-
munity rejects the Bill is not supported
by opinion polls. Workers' compensation
is mentioned in the pamphlet; it is
claimed that, over many years, the
Court and O'Connor Governments have
cut compensation benefits for workers.
In fact, those Governments have done
exactly the reverse on many occasions.
Indeed, the last workers' compensation
legislation to pass through the Parlia-
ment provided tremendous additional
benefits to the community.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Mr Parker: It also imposed considerable cuts
in workers' compensation benefits.

Mr O'CONNOR: That legislation doubled
compensation benefits payable to the de-
pendants of a deceased or injured
worker.

Mr Parker: That was more than offset by the
cuts in benefits.

Mr O'CONNOR: These represented con-
siderable improvements to the existing
legislation and, in fact, the TLC con-
curred with most of our amendments to
the Act.

The pamphlet's claim that we resent
unions is untrue. However, I do resent
the actions of some union leaders; the
way they behave is deplorable. If mem-
bers of the public took their union mem-
bership seriously and regularly attended
meetings and voted on issues, we would
have a better community.

(2) Yes; I have been drawing up some detail
in connection with the issue, for distri-
bution in due course.

HOUSING

Homeless Youth

631, Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Housing:

I refer to the Minister's answer to
question on notice 1529, in which he
commented on a quote I made from
page 51 of the report of the Senate
Standing Committee on Social Welfare
regarding homeless youth. The quote
was to the effect that the Western Aus-
tralian State Housing Commission was
not involved in the provision of housing
assistance for homeless Youth; the com-
mission claimed it was not aware of a
demand for assistance to homeless youth
in Western Australia.
The Minister claimed my quote in fact
came from page 21 and not page 51 of
the report. He then went on to quote
other words which were purported to ap-
pear on page 21 of the report, but which,
in fact did not. I have a copy of page 51
of the report before me, and my
quotation was correct. 1 ask the Minis-
ter-

In view of that information will he
re-examine his answer and, if poss-
ible, provide me with a correct
answer?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
I cannot thank the member for Dianella
for notice of his long, involved, and ram-
bling question. If he cares to place it on
notice, I will answer it.

Mr Wilson: I still must wait for answers to
questions I place on the notice paper.

COURT
Armadale

632. Mr PEARCE, to the Premier:
(1) Is it a fact that recently, in company

with the Deputy Premier, he toured the
A rmadale courthouse construction site?

(2) If so, did either he or the Deputy Prem-
ier, observe that the construction
Currently is at the stage of sand pad and
concrete floor?

(3) If that is the case, is it his policy nor-
mally to tour buildings under construc-
tion at the stage when only the floor has
been installed?

(4) If so, would he not learn a little more
about the building under construction if
he were to wait until the walls, if not the
roof, had been constructed?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:
It is an inane question, but I will answer
it. My answer is as follows-

(1) to (4) It is my practice to tour all
parts of the State in an endeavour
to see what is going on in all areas.

Mr Parker: Is the curing of the concrete pro-
ceeding well?

Mr O'CONNOR: When 1 was at Arniadale,
I inspected a number of areas. I was en-
tertained by the shire. Approximately 50
yards from the shire office is the court-

house site; so, we inspected that site. I
see nothing wrong with that. Following
that, on the same day, I travelled to

Mandurah for discussions with the shire

there, and inspected certain areas in that

district. If the member for Gosnells

thinks it is wrong to inspect areas within

the various shires throughout the State,
it is a clear indication of what the Labor

Party would do if it ever became the

Government.
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