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

QUESTIONS: WITHOUT NOTICE

Extension of Time: Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I wish to ad-
vise the House that I have received requests from
the Leader of the House and from the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and shadow Leader of
the House to extend the time of questions without
notice from 30 minutes to 45 minutes a day.

I have agreed to that request and the extended
Period will commence from today at approxi-
mately 5.15 p.m. At that time, I shall also make a
statement about questions.

PORNOGRAPHY AND VIOLENCE
Video Films: Petition

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [2.17
p.m.]: I have a petition from 20 residents of West-
ern Australia couched in terms similar to those of
petitions presented to the House already. It asks
Parliament not to legalise the sale, hire, or supply
of any video tape, video disc, slide, or any other
recording from which can be produced a vi sual
image which portrays scenes of explicit sexual re-
lations showing genitalia detail; acts of violence
and sex; sexual perversion, such as sodomy; muti-
lation; child pornography; coprophilia; bestiality;
or the use and effect of illicit drug taking.

I certify that the petition conforms to the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 88.)

WOOL

Centralisat ion Costs: Urgency Motion

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I have received
a letter from the member for Albany which reads
as follows-

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

of the House I intend to move "That the
House do now adjourn" in accordance with
Standing Orders Nos. 47 and 48 for the pur-
pose of discussing the following matter of
urgent and important business.

"That in the opinion of this House, the
proposal currently being considered by the
Wool Council of Australia to remove the
costs of centralisation of wool on 'designated
ports' to be charged to growers accounts will:

(a) have the likely effect of causing the
closure of Albany Woolstores, an
important local industry providing
some 100 full time jobs and many
indirect jobs;

(b) fail to achieve any significant
savings to wool producers;

(c) completely negate policies strongly
supported by both sides of the
House in support of the decentralis-
ation of industry, especially rural
based industries;

(d) be likely to cause congestion at
wool stores at 'designated ports' re-
sulting in heavy capital expenditure
to overcome the problems, and
causing stores in regional centres of
a major capital nature to become
redundant.

The House therefore urges the Wool
Council of Australia not to proceed with the
proposed policy of charging centralisation
costs to growers accounts."

This matter is to be considered at a meet-
ing of the executive of the Wool Council of
Australia in Melbourne tomorrow and an ex-
pression of opinion from this House is
urgently desired.

Yours faithfully,
L. H. WATT, MLA.
Member for Albany

I have given consideration to this letter and I rule
that it is an urgent matter. I have decided that
there shall be up to three speakers from either
side of the house and that each member may
speak for 10 minutes each.

Seven members having risen in their places,
MR WATT (Albany) [2.24 p.m.]: I move-

That the House do now adjourn.
The history of this problem is that a new freight
rate structure for the shipment of wool to overseas
was agreed to in 1982. A part of that new agree-
mnent contained the suggestion that the land-leg
and the sea-leg of the shipments should be separ-
ated and that the land-leg should be paid for by
the growers.

For some years now, we have had a concen-
tration of wool for export at three major ports in
Australia; namely, Sydney, Melbourne, and
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Fremantle. We also have a number of regional
wool-selling centres, including Albany. The cost
of sending wool from those regional stores to the
three designated ports has been contained in a
pan-Australia rate which has been averaged
across the woolgrowers throughout the nation.

The intention to charge the land-leg costs to the
growers will have serious implications for the
Albany Woolstores Pty. Ltd.

Late in 1982, when I first became aware of the
problem, I approached the then Minister for
Transport, the member for Dale, and asked
whether he would be prepared to make available
one of the research officers from the office of the
Director General of Transport. He rightly
suggested that as it was a problem involving more
than transport and was one involving industry
itself, the then Minister for Industrial, Commer-
cial and Regional Development should also be
involved.

Arising out of that, a wool study group was ap-
pointed to Seriously study this whole question to
ascertain what recommendations could be pro-
posed to assist the wool industry, and especially
the regionalised Port of Albany. In fairness to the
Government, I point out that after its election to
Office it continued with that wool study group,
and I am very pleased it did.

The study group recently presented its report to
the Minister, and I will quote from one small part
of the "Conclusions and Recommendations" as
follows-

The major potential threat to Albany's
future as a wool handling centre is the move
to charge centralisation costs (i.e. the costs of
transporting wool from Albany to Fremantle)
to growers' accounts for wool consigned for
export. Deregulation of wool transport will
magnify the effects of any such event. Analy-
sis of transport costs points to Albany ceasing
to exist as a wool handling centre under this
scenario...

That authoritative committee identified the very
real threat under which Albany Woolstores op-
erates. The study recognised a number of factors,
one of which was that shipping through the Port
of Albany appears to be finished. It also recog-
nised that, after an experimental period of
centralised selling, the sale of wool at Albany
itself appears to be Finished.

It revealed that a grower survey indicated that
as much as a 20 per cent loss would occur in wool
sales at Albany if wool sales were lost. Despite the
loss of sales, this year Albany has experienced
only a three per cent loss, which is good in view of
the fact that Department of Agriculture officers

estimate that wool production could be down by
as much as 30 per cent because of the drought
and a drop in sheep numbers.

If transport costs are to be charged to growers.
the confident prediction is that there will be little
likelihood of wool grown in the region being de-
livered to Albany. Simply put, if a producer in,
say, Katanning decides to send his wool to
Albany, from where it would then have to be sent
to Fremnantle, it is reasonable to assume-it is an
assumption-that the freight involved will be
higher. If he has to pay all the freight, it would
make good sense-in the lack of any more infor-
mation-for him to send his wool straight to
Fremantle.

A number of factors must be taken into con-
sideration when trying to devise a scheme that
would assist Albany to overcome this problem.
The installation of a tni-pack dump in Albany
would involve a capital cost of about $1 million.
This facility reduces the size of bales of wool so
they can be containerised. Slightly in excess of 50
per cent of this cost would be for the tni-pack
itself. The facilities at Fremantle seem to be
underutilised, so this would appear to be a nega-
tive move. If wool were shipped through Albany,
it would be necessary to install lifting equipment
and container cranes, and this would cost several
millions, and this expenditure could not be
justified. Government subsidies were considered,
but the amount involved was many hundreds of
thousands of dollars. All these points Were recog-
nised by the wool study group in its report, but
the group recommended that none would be suc-
cessful.

This matter is to be considered tomorrow in
Melbourne at a meeting of the executive of the
Wool Council of Australia, hence the urgency of
this motion. Since the release of the study group's
report, a number of its recommendations have
been acted on. I am pleased that the Government
has taken those actions. It has already im-
plemented several of the recommendations that
we made. I do not have time to enumerate those
recommendations, but possibly the Minister in his
reply might mention some of them.

Another interesting thing is that one of the
major farmer-grower organisations in Western
Australia, the Primary Industry Association of
Australia, initially supported this proposal but it
now opposes it. Albany Woolstores has confirmed
that if it were to come about, its future would be
in serious jeopardy.

I will read a telegram that was recently sent to
the Albany Chamber of Commerce by the
National Council of Wool Selling Brokers of Aus-

7230



[Tuesday, 17 April 1984] 73

tralia because it sums up the situation fairly well.
Mr Speaker, I hope you will allow me to read
parts of this document. It is as follows-

We view with concern a policy decision of
the Wool Council of Australia to remove the
costs of centralisation from the Pan Australia
freight rate on wool.

It later says-
A consequence of the policy will be that

wool producers who consign their wool to
"non designated" ports-

Albany is one of them. It continues-
-will have to pay the costs of centralisation.
This will lead to large quantities of wool by-
passing the cenitres of Albany, Geelong,
Newcastle, Portland, Hobart an
Launceston.

As a result the lack of volume could lead
to closure of these centres with a subsequent
loss of employment. In addition brokers
would be left with redundant stores of a
major capital nature.

Those things have been costed out. It is rather
interesting to note that until now nobody seems to
have done the sums. For Albany the pan-Aus-
tralian rate that is actually subsidised by the
growers represents 0.17c a kilogram which
equates to about 28c a bale for wool sold in
Albany. This represents a very insignificant
amount. For Australia, it represents 0.7c a kilo-
gram or an average of I .1 3c per bale , again I
suggest, a very insignificant amount. Of course, if
what I described were to happen, the effect on
these regional centres-I am particularly con-
cerned about Albany-would be major.

Last year at a meeting organised by the PIA in
Albany, a Westrail spokesman suggested that
with economies of scale and the provision of some
new railway wagons, Westrail would be able to
reduce the cost of transporting wool from about
$5 to about $3.80 a bale. However, this happens
only through economies of scale if the wool were
sent in bulk from one store to another.

A matter of this importance could have many
social and economic effects on a regional com-
munity like Albany. The "Bunbury 2000" pro-
posal that the Minister has espoused speaks of
reducing the number of people in the metropoli-
tan areas and building up the numbers in country
regions. All regions and centres such as Albany
very much support their farming communities and
I see it as being contrary to the farming com-
munities' interests if they were to vote for some-
thing that would mean a diminution of the ser-

vices and facilities which regional centres provide
for their communities.

All in all, I have been rather rushed to try to
tell the story. I would have liked a lot more time
in which to do so, but it is terribly important that
our decisions be conveyed to the meeting which is
being held in Melbourne tomorrow.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [2.34 pm.]: The
motion brought forward by the member for
Albany is both urgent and timely. It is urgent be-
cause, as the member indicated, tomorrow a de-
cision will be made by the Wool Council of Aus-
tralia which could adversely affect the Port, the
Town, and the region of Albany. It is appropriate
also that the member for Albany brought this
matter forward because he, more than anyone,
would be the right person to express concern on
behalf of the local community, and he is in the
best position to know the needs of that com-
munity, having served it in an admirable way in
this Parliament for 10 years.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr LAURANCE: He calls on the Government

also to support this urgency motion. The best way
to put the case forward on behalf of Albany, fol-
lowing this motion by the member for Albany, is
for us to proceed as a Parliament in a bipartisan
approach involving both the Government and the
Opposition. I therefore call on the Government to
give its wholehearted support to the member for
Albany's motion.

It is true that the Minister has already made a
submission to the Wool Council of Australia
opposing this proposition to charge the costs of
decentralisation direct to the grower as against
the current pan-Australian rate which is averaged
out across the nation.

It will be a significant change, and the flow-on
effects to the Town and Port of Albany concern
the member for Albany and the Opposition. Be-
cause it is a regional matter, it brings into
question the whole regional development policy of
this Government. We as an Opposition have been
critical of the very selective regional policy that
this Government has held. It has promoted one
centre, the centre of Bunbury. at the expense of
the others, and it has been at pains in recent times
to try to indicate to other centres that in the
future it intends to take some account of their
position as well. Here is an opportunity for the
Government to clearly spell out its concern about
all regional centres, not just one of them, because
others are experiencing difficulties.

I mention places such as Geraldton, which has
been told it will have to stand well back in the
queue. That must be a very difficult pill for the
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member for Geraldion and the Minister Car Police
and Emergency Services to swallow and to pass
on to his constituents in that area. People in
Albany also want to know what the Government
intends to do to ensure a successful regional devel-
opment policy is implemented in that area. Are
they expected to sit back and watch wonderful
things happen in Bunbury and wonder when their
turn might come along?

So it is a real test for this Government to indi-
cate whether it really does believe in regional de-
velopment in all our State's major regional
centres, or whether it is pursuing a very selective
regional policy for political ends only.

The Opposition, of course, stands for a very
widespread and full policy of regional develop-
ment in all centres because we believe that a State
of the vast proportions of Western Australia re-
quires strong regional centres all around the
State, and it has been our policy in the past to
promote each of these equally. It will continue to
be our policy in the future to make sure that we
do everything possible to try to develop all re-
gional centres, not to just take a selective ap-
proach.

That makes this urgency motion a very import-
ant one for the Government because its credibility
is on the line. It is now required to perform. We
have heard a lot of rhetoric about the Govern-
ment's support for decentralisation and regional
development. Here is a practical way in which it
can come out strongly and support the Opposition
and the local member in this motion, and go for-
ward to those people who are concerned in the de-
cision-making-the shippers and the Wool Coun-
cil of Australia-in order to achieve a good result
for Albany. I must say, to the Government's
credit, it has already established a regional econ-
omic study of the great southern region, and that
is in place at the moment. We are hoping that re-
sults from that study will be implemented by this
Government.

There has been a major psychological effect on
Albany in recent times. It had difficulties with
Southern Ocean Fisheries, as members would be
well aware, in recent years. There has been a de-
cline in the situation at the port. I will come back
to that matter in more detail in a moment.

Of course, I must mention also the
international pressure from people of both politi-
cal spectrums at Federal level which led to the
loss of the whaling industry in Albany. Albany
has had its setbacks recently. Here is an oppor-
tunity for a further setback to be averted, but it
will take strong action to bring about a positive

result in terms of wool handling through the Port
of Albany.

The wool study group set up by the previous
Government and continued by the present
Government, to its credit, has already come for-
ward with a number of conclusions and rec-
ommendations. It is opposed to this move to
charge centralisation costs direct to growers' ac-
counts. It also talks about deregulation of wool
transport having an effect which will magnify the
difficulties of wool handling through the Port of
Albany.

I make the point that there are ways in which
wool can be attracted to Albany in the future. An
incentive should be put in place so that wool is at-
tracted there. We do not favour a situation where
goods are regulated to a particular port; it is bet-
ter to provide incentives which will attract wool
and other products to regional ports and centres.

I would like to speak about the likely impact on
the local community, if this proposal is put into
place. The time of the member for Albany was
curtailed in this debate, and he did not deal with
all the matters he wished to, so I will make a few
points.

First of all, such a decision would be detrimen-
tal to Albany to the point where Albany
Woolstores would be closed down. Albany
Woolstores employ 80 permanent staff and an ad-
ditional 40 persons on a seasonal basis. Therefore,
a substantial employment factor would need to be
taken into consideration.

Secondly, Albany remains a focal point for
wool handling and this has a flow-on benefit of
patronage to many regional residents who go to
Albany because their wool is sent there.

Thirdly, the transport industry in that area
relies heavily on the movement of wool through
Albany. Any substantial cutback would adversely
affect resident transport operators considerably.
They would be clearly disadvantaged.

Finally, I wish to refer to the port itself. As I
have said on a number of occasions recently, a
downturn in any of Albany's products would be
detrimental to the town. What the people of
Albany are looking for is the return of shipping of
wool through the Port of Albany. No wool has
been shipped through that port for two years. The
1982-83 annual report of the Albany Port Auth-
ority indicates a 12 / per cent increase in the
gross revenue, or $2 361 727; despite that rather
good increase, there was still an operating loss of
$28 370.

I wish to refer particularly to the situation re-
garding wool. In 1968-69, 300 512 bales of wool
were handled from the Port of Albany. In recent
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years. the figures have declined. In 1979-80,
31 000 bales were handled; in 1980, 4 532 000
bales; in 1981, 4794 bales; and in 1982-83, no
bales were shipped through Albany, because wool
was consolidated in Perth and shipped from there.
The member for Albany outlined the reasons for
that.

This situation needs addressing; the Govern-
ment has the problem on its plate. We are looking
to the Government to support the Town of Albany
and its local economy. The town is fighting hard
against this possible decision tomorrow of the
Wool Council of Australia. The town wishes
Albany to be reinstated as the major wool-hand-
ling port in this State.

This is an urgency motion, because things have
occurred this week which could seriously disad-
vantage the area. I call on the Government to give
the motion full support, and to assist the member
for Albany in his determination to ensure that his
area is not disadvantaged.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) 12.46 p.m.]: The Government supports
this motion fully, and commends the Opposition
on what is a bipartisan approach to this problem.
The member for Albany did contact me at the
weekend and indicated he would be moving this
motion.

I understand the member for Albany's concern,
because this industry is one which has been im-
portant to Albany. However, over the last decade,
a number of industries have declined quite dra-
matically, some to such an extent that they have
ceased to exist. Hopefully, we have seen the end
of the decline of the wool-handling industry in
Albany, and it will no longer be under threat. t in-
spected the industry in Albany during February.

The Opposition members who spoke on this
motion gave credit to the Government for a
number of actions it had taken. I give credit to
the Opposition for initially setting up the com-
mittee to inquire into this matter. [I was a proper
action to take and the recommendations of that
committee are sensible and reasonable, and have
the full support the Government.

As the member for Gascoyne has indicated, we
have taken action on a number of recommen-
dations brought down earlier this year. Therefore,
we support the motion in its content, and because
it stands behind actions taken already by this
Government to endeavour to prevent a situation
occurring which would spell the death knell of
this industry. What are the actions we have
taken?

Firstly, I sent a strongly worded letter to the
Wool Council of Australia, setting out in detail
(2271

the reasons it should not accept a recominen-
dation to charge the wool transport costs directly
to growers. If that action is taken tomorrow, that
will be the end of the wool-handling industry in
Albany. One hundred jobs will go down the drain.

I do not think there is anything we can do to
prevent that, although it is terribly important that
it does not happen. I do not know of one good
reason it should occur.

If we talk in terms of costs, the additional cost
that would be added to a kilo of wool, Australia-
wide, in respect of continuing with the present
policy would be only 0.17 of one cent, almost too
small to be measured-infinitesimal. If the wool
Council of Australia takes the action tomorrow to
charge that tiny amount to growers, the industry
in Albany will go down the drain.

Mr Laurance: It is the principle rather than the
amount.

Mr GRILL: Certainly; nonetheless the amount
is insignificant. As 1 have said, I have sent a
strongly worded letter to the Wool Council of
Australia. Secondly, we have set up the wool in-
dustry monitoring planning committee. Thirdly,
elements of that committee have been sent to
Melbourne and will make representations to the
Wool Council of Australia tomorrow.

I think that is a proper course of action, and I
am pleased to say that it is fully supported by the
member for Albany and the Opposition.

An ancillary matter which has been referred to
by the member for Gascoyne, which is nonetheless
important, is that the Government has instituted a
regional and economic study of the great southern
region generally.

Mr Watt: That was the recommendation of the
report, so it is appropriate.

Mr GRILL: It is appropriate. Let me mention
another threat to this industry, which although
not as great a threat, is significant. it occurs from
the possible indiscriminate deregulation of the
transport of wool. If wool is deregulated in an in-
discriminate manner, that also could mean the
death knell of the industry. That is probably ap-
parent to a number of members of the Opposition,
but to those members who are not fully aware of
the situation, I point out that if wool were
deregulated tomorrow, the back-loading rates
which growers could obtain on transport flowing
north from the Albany region to Perth and
Fremantle, would be such that much of the wool
from the area would be carried by road, If that
happened, it would detract badly from the vi-
ability of the wool-handling facilities in Albany
and that, in due course, would lead to the deci-
mation of the industry. We must be careful how
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we go about the deregulation of the transport of
wool in the future.

The member for Gascoyne mentioned the
Government's decentralisation policy and was
slightly critical of it. Let me defend that policy.
The fact about Western Australia-which should
be accepted by everyone-is that it is a very
centralised State and is much more centralised
than is any other State in the Commonwealth.
Western Australia has a city with a population of
nearly one million people and the next biggest city
outside the metropolitan area has a population of
20 000. We have not had any real success in re-
gard to decentralisatlion. I think that the
"Bunbury 2000" concept represents the first and
only real opportunity for some success.

The past decenaralisalion policies of Govern-
ments of a different ilk, have been what one
would call the "scatter gun" approach. Govern-
ments have loaded their scatter gun, aimed it at a
map of Western Australia, and fired out a list of
policies in an effort to decentralise the State. That
policy has not worked, and the "Bunbury 2000"
policy is a new approach whereby the Govern-
ment directly hones in on one area, in this case
Bunbury and the south-west, and acts as a cata-
lyst to promote growth and development.

If the Government sets some precedent con-
cerning the decentralisation of parts of Govern-
ment departments or parts of industries from the
Perth metropolitan area to Bunbury, people in
other areas should not be jealous of any conse-
quent success, because that precedent will flow on
to other parts of the State.

None of us would want the metropolitan area
to grow out of control, with a range of stunted
towns outside it. "Bunbury 2000" offers the only
opportunity for this Government, or any other
Government, to stem that flow. This motion,
which is well-timed, is supported not only by me,
but also by the Government.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [2.55 p.m.]: I am
sure that if my colleague, the member for
Stirling, were present, he would want to speak to
this motion, but he is present at a function within
his electorate. I do have some qualification to
speak to this motion, because I am a wool pro-
ducer. I understand the effects the proposed pol-
icy will have on all wool producers who are not
likely to accept any added cost burden imposed on
them. While the amount involved might seem
minute when it is costed against every bale of
wool, it is certain the individual grower will not he
happy when) he ascertains the added
transportation costs. He is not likely to be willing
to accept the idea of sending wool to Albany, but

will prefer to retain the dollars in his own pocket
and direct his wool to his so-called designated
port.

Similarly, the buyers are in a strong position,
because all they have to do is boycott any wool
that comes from Albany. If they are expected to
pay the additional transportation costs, it will be,
as the Minister has said, a catch 22 sititation. The
real answer to the problem is for a facility at
Albany which will allow wool to be not only
handled, but also sent from that port. However,
that is directly contrary to the philosophy of the
Wool Council of Australia and the buyers.

Although the Government suports this urgency
motion, it does have a serious problem on its
hands in that it not only has to convince the in-
dlustry to use the facilities which are already
available at Albany for the handling of wool, but
also must be in a position to provide port facili-
ties. This is being resisted by brokers and the
council, and consequently it will be resisted by
producers if they are expected to pay additional
transportation costs for their wool.

I certainly hope the Government treats this
matter with the importance it deserves. It is a
serious issue, because if the proposed policy is
pursued, another industry will die in the region of
Albany. The Minister said we should not be envi-
ous of the "Bunbury 2000" proposal, but he must
recognise that his Government must be even-
handed, and while it can divert a great deal of at-
tention to "Bunbury 2000" and to the develop-
ment of the south-west region, it should not do so
at the expense of other regions. This is the feeling
in a number of areas. There is a degree of sensi-
tivity that the "Bunbury 2000" proposal is being
implemented at the expense of other regions, and
the Minister has a golden opportunity to demon-
strate in this issue that he and his Government
will do everything in their power to ensure that
these so-called designated ports are perhaps ex-
panded to include Albany or that there will be no
Cost for the use of those facilities as they exist.

1 hope this motion meets with some success in
the Eastern States, but I have grave doubts. How-
ever, I am pleased that the Government is giving
it the attention it deserves.

MR D. t. SMITH (Mitchell) [2.59 p.m.]: it
gives me pleasure to wholeheartedly support the
motion moved by the member for Albany. The
only concern I have is that the motion has been
moved today when the Wool Council is to meet
tomorrow. It would have been much better had
the matter been dealt with last week and then
Hansard reports of the debate could have been
sent to that meeting, together with the resolution.
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I support the motion;, and my concern is that of
a fellow country member for the welfare of
another country region. Whenever any country re-
gion in Western Australia suffers a loss of em-
ployment or facilities, every Western Australian
who lives in the country is the poorer for it. It is
of concern that a decision by the Wool Council,
when it meets tomorrow, will have the adverse ef-
fect on Albany which has been referred to already
by the members for Albany and Gascoyne, and
the Minister. However, I am a little concerned
that the member for Gascoyne should make the
debate, in a sense, party political by raising the
question of "Bunbury 2000", which should not be
seen as a promotion of Bunbury to the disadvan-
tage of other country areas. That project involves
the promotion of Bunbury as a country centre,
but not to the disadvantage of the metropolitan
area. It will benefit all country Western Aus-
tralians. The measure of success in Bunbury will
be a measure of the confidence with which
Governments can look at decentralisation policies
of a similar kind in other areas.

Albany has always been my second favourite
country town in Western Australia. Aesthetically,
climatically, and as a place in which to holiday
with my family and to renew friendships with old
friends, I like Albany more than any other
country area in Western Australia. It has been of
concern to me to visit Albany over the last nine or
10 years and to see thc gloom that is prevalent in
both the working and business communities.

Albany people have had a traumatic seven,
eight, or nine years; they have lost industries and
employment' opportunities for their children.
More importantly, there has not been any visible
sign of State planning going into the Albany re-
gion which might attract other industries to re-
place those which have been lost, nor has positive
action been taken to retain the existing industries.

It has been pleasing-and I have no reser-
vations about this-as a member for another
country area, to See the work this Government has
put into the Albany region. One only has to look
at the CEP programmes that have been going
through and the Government dollars that are
being spent in Albany now compared with the few
Government dollars spent in Albany in the last
seven or eight years, or to look at the fact that we
have set up the great southern regional planning
study to realise what steps have been taken.
Country areas in Western Australia need that sari
of study to identify the economic strengths of a
region, to recognise the industries that are already
there-

Mr Watt: Whose idea was it?

Mr D. L. SMITH: -to make the community
and Government planners aware of the dangers to
those industries, and to ensure they are protected
and developed;, and where economic opportunities
exist for the establishment of new industries, to
ensure that they are nurtured.

Mr Watt: Has not that been pursued by every
man and his dog including the local Chamber of
Commerce, the Town and Shire Councils, various
development committees, members of Parliament
of all political persuasions and others.

Mr D. L. SMITH: The real question is whether
it has been pursued effectively.

If one looks at what has happened in Albany in
the last nine years, one sees that hard work has
been put in by the Albany community, the town
council, and business people-and I Live them
great credit; they have worked verS' hard-but
more than hard work is necessary in an isolated
country area in order that a community might be
effective. It needs the wholehearted support of a
Government which believes in decentralisation
and is prepared to foster policies which ensure
that decenitralisation. occurs and that existing in-
dustries are protected.

It has been noteworthy that the speeches of
members on the other side acknowledged that the
Minister has acted properly in this matter. Well
before this motion was moved, he considered the
wool study report and implemented all those as-
pects which are reasonably practical, and made
the strongest representations to the Wool Council
of Australia in an endeavour to ensure that the
council's decision-if there is to be one-is
favourable to the Albany community.

Mr Watt: All those actions were recommended
by the wool study group, a study which I re-
quested be undertaken.

Mr D. L. SMITH: Organisations like the Wool
Council of Australia, and woolgrowers, need to
recognise that when they make decisions for their
own economic benefit or because they see some
slight cost advantage to themselves, they must
take into consideration the effect those decisions
will have on regional centres like Albany and the
future welfare of the residents of those centres.

Mr Laurance: Is this your push for the portfolio
of Agriculture?

Mr D. L. SMITH: It is not my push for any-
thing. The member demeans himself when he
raises party politics on an issue like this one. As a
country member, he should have kept politics out
of the discussion, and made sure that we promote
true decent ral isat ion and the needs of country
residents without regard to political consider-
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ations. I do not care whether Albany remains a
Liberal seat for the rest of my existence.

Mr Laurance: It will.
Mr D. L. SMITH: If Albany is promoted and

its people are supported, I and members on this
side will support any motion the Opposition sub-
mits with that objective in mind. I do not want to
play party politics in matters of decentralisation.
The only reasons Bunbury and Mitchell were
chosen as centres to be developed are that they
have certain natural advantages and that certain
things are happening in those areas which make
them the obvious first choice.

I will support a properly planned priority list to
ensure that the same sorts of things happen in
every other country area. I am pleased the mem-
ber for Albany has moved this motion and when
similar motions are moved, I will give them my
wholehearted support.

Mr WATT: I seek leave to withdraw the mo-
tion.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

PUBLIC MEETINGS AND PROCESSIONS
BILL 1984

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [3.05 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill is designed to amend the Police Act by
repealing section 54B of that Act and replacing it
with legislation to regulate the use of streets and
thoroughfares for meetings and processions.

Many people consider section 54B of the Police
Act to be unreasonable, and this Bill honours an
election commitment made by the Government to
repeal that piece of legislation and replace it with
more appropriate law.

The Public Meetings and Processions Bill de-
parts from the scheme of section 54B of the Police
Act in that it applies only to streets, thorough-
fares, and like places, not to public places such as
parks where the likelihood of disruption to
passersby is minimal. It contains a provision
which enables persons intending to hold meetings
within the Act to apply to the Commissioner of
Police for a permit.

In recognition of a basic right of orderly as-
sembly, such application is not mandatory, but is
positively encouraged by conferring a benefit of
immunity from conviction for offences relating to
obstruction of the movement of traffic or ped-
estrians upon persons participating in an author-
ised assembly.

The Bill includes a right of appeal to a
magistrate against a rejection of an application
for a permit, against any limitations or conditions,
or if it was considered that the application had
not been dealt with expeditiously.

The Bill provides that applications for permits
can be lodged at any police station at least four
days prior to the proposed meeting, or some lesser
time, by arrangement, and that a permit can be
issued, or refused, by the Commissioner of Police
or a police officer authorised for that purpose.

The Bill provides also that in the event of an
applicant for a permit providing fewer than four
days' notice to the Commissioner of Police, the
right to appeal is lost.

As well as providing the immunity referred to
previously, a meeting conducted substantially
within the terms of a permit issued by the Com-
missioner of Police, or order made by a
magistrate, will be protected from interference by
disorderly behaviour by constituting such behav-
iour an offence punishable by a fine of up to
$200.

A similar penalty will apply to any person who,
at an authorised meeting, interferes with the pass-
age of certain emergency vehicles. It also provides
for an offence punishable by a line of up to $200
for a participant in an authorised meeting im-
peding or disrupting the use of a street beyond the
extent authorised.

The police retain their power under section 54A
of the Police Act to disband any public meetings
whether authorised or not, which become dis-
orderly, by calling upon the assembled persons to
disband and go about their lawful business.

It is the intention of the Bill to recognise a
basic right for citizens to assemble lawfully with-
out the necessity to obtain permission, but to pro-
vide a means whereby positive benefits are con-
ferred upon persons participating in meetings
which are responsibly organised by being conduc-
ted in co-operation with the police by prior notifi-
cation to the Commissioner of Police and sub-
mission to terms and conditions imposed by the
commissioner or a magistrate.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Thompson.

PUBLIC TRUSTEE AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [3.10 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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This Hill will facilitate the administration of es-
tates by the Public Trustee by modifying various
procedural requirements. The modified pro-
cedures will, in particular, simplify the
administration of small estates.

Monetary and time limits are also revised. A
number of monetary limits have not been re-
viewed for many years and are increased to ap-
propriate modern-day amounts.

Provisions aimed at the further protection of
disadvantaged persons are included.

The time during which the Public Trustee may
act after receipt of certificates from medical prac-
titioners in respect of infirm persons is increased.
In addition, the time within which the Public
Trustee may apply to the Supreme Court to re-
view detrimental transactions made by incapable
patients and infirm persons is increased.

Provision is also made to include purchases
within those transactions which may be reviewed.
A court will now be in a position to set aside a
detrimental purchase entered into by an incapable
person.

Another provision aimed at relief of financially
disadvantaged persons authorises the Minister in
appropriate cases to reduce statutory charges for
the administration of estates. Statutory fees are
based on the value of an estate, and instances
occur where the fee payable is substantially more
than the value of work performed.

Power is given to the Public Trustee to pur-
chase land in fee simple in Western Australia in
the course of the management of the estate of an
incapable person, or in the course of the
administration of any other trust or estate.

The power to purchase is subject to require-
ments modelled on recommendations of the West-
ern Australian Law Reform Commission in its re-
cent report on trustees* powers of investment. In
particular, the power is conditional upon the
taking of advice as to value, and the purchase
price not exceeding that stated value by more
than five per cent.

I commend the Bill to the House.

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

EASTERN GOLDFIELD3S TRANSPORT
BOARD DILL 1984

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 22 March.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) 13.13 p.m.): This
Bill is a rewrite of the 1947 Act which established
the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board. Prior to

that time, the Kalgoorlie Electric Tramways Ltd.
provided public transport in the Kalgoorlie and
Boulder regions, and on the proclamation of the
Act, that body became the Eastern Gold fields
Transport Board, which has provided public
transport to the twin cities of Kalgoorlie and
Boulder for a lengthy period. Few amendments
have been made to the 1947 Act, the last being in
1970.

It is some years since this Act was touched in
any way or has come before the Parliament.
Therefore, it is appropriate that the Minister for
Transport should introduce a Bill which updates
the Act by modernising the operations of the
Eastern Goldfields Transport Board in a number
of ways. The Bill will upgrade the legislation and
among other things streamline the accounting
procedures of the board. The Opposition can find
no fault with these aims. I understand that the
Minister has discussed many of these changes
with the existing board members and, from my in-
quiries, it would appear that most of the Minis-
ter's proposals have found favour with them. The
Opposition supports much of what is contained in
this Bill.

I would like to pay tribute to those people who
have served the board for the many years of its
operations. In particular, I refer to the current
chairman, Mr Daws, Junior, who I am led to be-
lieve has been an excellent chairman. He has been
dedicated and enthusiastic and I understand from
people with some knowledge of the area that he
has done an excellent job. I refer also to his
father, Mr Daws, Senior, who has served on the
board for something like 20 years. I am sure also
other members of the board have sewved the dis-
tricts of Kalgoorlie and Boulder extremely well
over a lengthy period. Apart from those
machinery matters which seek to upgrade or mod-
ernise the operation, the Opposition wishes to deal
with some significant points in greater depth: One
is the composition of the proposed new board and
another is the financial commitment on the part
of the Government. This Bill is an enabling Bill
for the Government to join with the two local
authorities in the area to provide transport ser-
vices.

I deal firstly with the matters relating to the
composition of the board. Clause 6 of the Bill sets
out the composition of the new board; it will have
six members one of whom shall be appointed by
the Minister to be chairman of the board. That
represents a change from the existing situation to
which I will shortly return. Other members are
appointed on the following basis: One shall be an
elector of the Town of Kalgoorlie elected by the
electors of that town; one shall be an elector of
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the Shire of Boulder ejected by the electors of
that shire; one shall be a member of the municipal
council of the Town of Kalgoorlie appointed by
that council; one shall be a member of the munici-
pal council of the Shire of Boulder appointed by
that council; and, Finally, one shall be a full-time
employee of the board elected by the full-time
employees of the board.

The final appointment is straight out of ALP
policy; the Opposition would not particularly wish
to make it a mandatory provision. In some cir-
cumstances it can be desirable, but we note that
the Government has moved to insert that clause
and thus make it mandatory.

I refer now to the appointment of the chairman
of the board. It has been traditional that the two
local authorities-because they have a commit-
ment to financially support the operations of the
Eastern Goldfields Transport Board-have: a di-
rect say in the appointment of the chairman. I
refer to the existing Act which indicates that
there shall be six members, but that the chairman
shall be appointed by the Governor from a panel
of four names-two names each to be submitted
by the councils of the Town of Kalgoorlie and the
Shire of Boulder. On the advice of the Minister,
the Governor had the opportunity to accept one
nomination from that panel.

Further, the existing Act stipulates that the
name of a person who was a member of the coun-
cil of one of the local authorities shall not be in-
cluded in the panel of names in the subsection to
which I have just referred. So we had the situ-
ation where the Chairman of the Eastern Gold-
fields Transport Board was appointed by the
Governor from a panel of names submitted by the
two local authorities which have some financial
responsibility for the operations of the board.

That is the existing situation, and the present
Government wants to alter that. Obviously, it has
its reasons for doing so.

It was also proposed that councillors from both
local authorities would not be eligible to have
their names on that panel submitted to the
Governor. Therefore, it was not possible to have
as the chairman either local authority head or a
councillor from either of the local authorities.
That is the position now. In the Bill now before
the House that situation is changed; the chairman
will now be appointed by the Minister. That is a
significant change in the operation of this board.

The Minister obviously has good reason for
doing this, and referred to it in his second reading
speech. He indicated that the method of appoint-
ing the chairman had been considered by the
Government, and the Government had been par-

ticularly conscious of the need for the State to
make available capital funds as well as to contrib-
ute towards losses incurred in the past and those
which may be incurred in the future.

The Government's increased financial responsi-
bility should be reflected in greater flexibility in
the appointment oF the chairman. We wish to take
issue with the Minister on this point, because he
stated in his second reading speech that there will
be a requirement for the Government to take even
greater financial responsibility in the future, and
therefore it seeks more control over the appoint-
ment of the chairman. We do not believe that is
necessarily a logical way to proceed. It is not par-
ticularly necessary for the Government to have
greater control over the appointment of the chair-
man because it will in some way be involved more
in the financial arrangements of the board in the
future. In fact, Governments should be looking at
going the other way. Governments should be look-
ing at giving local government back to the local
authorities and to the local people rather than be
taking more and more control out of their hands.

It is true, as the Minister indicated, that many
chairmen of many statutory boards are appointed
by the Minister or by the Governor, but in many
other statutory boards there is no situation where
the local authorities have also to make payment
alongside the Government for the financial out-
come of the statutory board.

The Eastern Goldfields Transport Board was
responsible to the local authorities for the profits
and, more particularly, the losses in respect of the
operations of the board, so the local authorities
have had the right to nominate that panel of
names from which the chairman was selected.

A number of issues are at stake here. One is
what role the Government should play. If it is to
have a greater part in the board's finances in the
future, why should it have greater control over the
appointment of the chairman? Secondly, if the
Government is to be more heavily involved in a
financial way, why does the Bill not contain some
financial obligation? It gives the Government an
opportunity to be involved financially, but it
certainly does not give it any financial obligation
to be more heavily involved in the future. On the
one hand, the Government says, "We will be more
heavily involved. Therefore, we want to be able to
have a direct say in appointing the chairman", but
the Bill does not actually point out any obligation
on the part of the Government to be more heavily
committed financially in the future.

I put this to the Minister to show some holes in
his argument about wanting to have a more direct
say in appointing the chairman.
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Then there is the philosophical stance. The real
question is: Despite the financial involvement in
the future, why should this Government, or for
that matter, any Government, have a greater say
in the running of what is essentially a very local-
ised transport operation? One might think that is
a strong commitment to regional development and
dlecentralisation.

Some of the matters we heard aired in the
urgency debate before the House a few minutes
ago indicate that the Government would be look-
ing to some devolution of powers, seeking to give
the local community an even greater say in the
running of its affairs. It seems ludicrous that here
we have a Minister of the Crown, who has had a
very strong contact with the area in which the
transport board operates and who represents a
portion of the region involved; yet he is seeking to
take power away from the local people and give
that power more firmly to the centralised Govern-
ment in Perth. That seems rather paradoxical,
and it is something which the Opposition does not
support.

Finally, in relation to the control by the
Government and more direct involvement by local
government, here we have two responsible local
authorities, probably two of the oldest in the
State, which have had direct involvement in the
operation of this transport board for many years.
They have had a direct financial involvement i n
many losses. They shared in the profits also if
there were any; I have not been able to check on
the records, but I doubt whether there were many
profits over the years, although it is possible there
were at some stage. The Minister might like to
refer to any years when profits were made. I can
recall his sitting alongside me at school a few
years ago-he was quite a student of his-
tory-and he may be able to tell me whether the
local authorities were able to share any profits.
However, I know they have assumed responsi-
bility for some of the losses over the years.

I think the latest deficit is something like
$110000. It has been the record of this Govern-
ment and previous Governments to fund half the
deficits, so the Government would be picking up
something like $55 000 per annum on current fig-
ures. The other $55 000 loss would be shared
equally between the two local authorities. So they
have a commitment to meet half of the losses.

I must ask the Minister on his return-perhaps
the member for Kalgoorlie can make a note of my
question: If there is to be a greater financial
involvement, does he intend the Government's
share to be greater than 50 per cent in the future?
As I pointed out earlier, there is no obligation or
commitment on the part of the Government.

There is likely to be a heavier financial commit-
ment in the future. The Bill does not point out
any obligation on the part of the Government or
the local authorities for more than the 50 per cent
which has been traditional in recent years.

I come back to local authorities. They have a
financial commitment to meet half the losses be-
tween them. As a result, they are so heavily and
directly involved that they have a right to be
involved in the selection of a chairman. If the
Government removes that right, it only puts local
Government more firmly in the hands of a central
Government in Perth, taking power away from
the local authorities.

We have heard from this Government of its
intention to give greater power to local
authorities. In fact, the record is appalling. The
end result has been a very severe attack on local
government.

Here is another demonstration of the Govern-
ment's undermining the power of local govern-
ment. It is taking away from the two local
authorities which are responsible, the power to
have some involvement in the selection of a chair-
man f Ior the local transport board. Therefore, in
addition to the question I raised earlier about the
transfer of power from local government to the
State Government, there is the question of the
Government's undermining the power of the local
authorities and, in fact, taking away their power.
That is contrary to the stated policy of the
Government; however, it is more in keeping with
the practical situation, because the Government is
riding roughshod over local government.

Good reasons must exist for the Government's
wanting to take this action. I believe the reasons
given by the Minister cannot be substantiated and
are not the true reasons the Government seeks to
take this action. Therefore, one has to ask: What
is the real reason for this? Perhaps the Minister
can answer that question also.

There must be a reason for this and the
Government must have something in mind. It is
possible the Government wants to trample over
those two local authorities or, indeed, it may have
a person in mind to appoint as chairman of the
board in place of the existing chairman-a person
who, under the terms of the Bill, may not be
nominated for the panel of names. If that is the
case, I would like the Government to indicate who
is waiting in the wings to take over as chairman of
the board.

It is possible an ulterior motive exists for the
changes sought in the Bill and we would like to
hear more about that aspect from the Govern-
ment.
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Mr Rushton: It might be the Government
wants to appoint Mrs Taylor. Thai would be
pretty consistent.

Mr LAURANCE: Can she be released from
her media monitoring duties in order to take up
this position?

In the absence of the Minister, I indicate to the
Government that the Opposition will be moving
an amendment to the clause which seeks to
change the method of selection of the chairman.

I turn now to the financial aspects of the Bill. I
have already touched on the one which concerns
us most; namely, the financial input by the
Government. I refer to the Minister's second
reading speech in which he said-

It is now proposed that any financial input
by the Government which will vary the
method by which the board's losses are re-
couped will be prescribed by regulation.

The Minister sees that as an advance and an
improvement. On behalf of the Opposition, I ask
what commitment the Government has given and
what changes are proposed. The term "any
financial input by the Government" is very loose.
While the Bill is before the House, the Govern-
ment has a duty to explain what it has in mind in
relation to the finances which will be prescribed
to this board in future years.

Some sort of review of the board's previous per-
formance must have taken place and some at-
tempt must have been made to forecast its poss-
ible financial situation in the next few years. Ob-
viously, discussions have taken place between the
Minister on behalf of the Government and the
Eastern Goldfields Transport Board in an effort
to ensure that the board will be able to operate
satisfactorily in the future. Obviously, as a result,
agreement has been reached between the Govern-
ment and the board as to the financial input
which will be made by the Government. That has
been alluded to in the Bill and we seek infor-
mation from the Government as to what its
financial commitment will be. We shall be asking
further questions on that point in the Committee
stage.

With those qualifications which will be ex-
plored further in Committee, I indicate that the
Opposition supports the measure.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [3.35 p'm.]: My contri-
bution will be on lines similar to those of the con-
tribution made by the member for Gascoyne, but
there will be a few variations relating to my own
experiences with the board. I report and confirm
to the House that this board has been most ef-
ficient and should be congratulated on what it has
achieved to date. There is no point in my

reiterating what it has done in the past, but a
brief reference to the 1983 report of the Com-
missioner of Transport will indicate some of the
significant things which took place in that time.

The significant aspect of the Bill is the move to
take away some of the power of the local
authorities and to intrude into their areas of influ-
ence. It is a move which is consistent with social-
ist objectives; that is, to control transport and
everything else. Therefore, I shall support the
amendment foreshadowed by the member for
Gascoyne relating to the change in the method of
appointment of the chairman of the board. The
reason I shall do that is that the Minister has mis-
led the House. In his second reading speech, he
said-

I am pleased to say that there was gen-
eral recognition on all sides as to the thrust
of, and need for, this new and revised legis-
lation.

The revised legislation was dealt with in the last
annual report of the Transport Commission and,
had a change of Government not occurred,
significant amendments of a domestic nature,
such as those which have been introduced by the
Mi nister, would have been sought. However, I
take issue with the misleading statement by the
Minister to the effect that the two councils
involved approve of the proposed new method of
appointment of the chairman of the board; that
has never been the case. That method was im-
posed on the two councils by the Minister and he
is deliberately misleading the House by indicating
that they support it.

Mr Grill: Let me tell you right now that no
council has expressed opposition to me on that
subject.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Nor to me.
Mr RUSHTON: I know the board members

rather well and they have indicated to me that the
Minister discussed the matter with them, but he
would not take any notice of their preference
which was that the appointment of members of
the board be left as it is. The Minister has im-
posed his will on them deliberately so that he will
have power to appoint the chairman. That was niot
the wish of the councils involved. They wished to
retain the existing system. However, the Minister
will not allow them to do that. He is seeking to
impose a new system on those councils, one of
which is in his electorate. The Minister does not
trust his own community.

Mr Grill: You are really talking a lot of
rubbish!

Mr RUSHTON: If the Minister denies it, he
will be found out. The Minister can resign and go
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back to his legal practice, along with the other
Ministers who should have left this House, and
that would be an advantage to all except, no
doubt, his clients in Kalgoorlie.

By seeking control of this matter the Minister is
seeking to take away the responsibilities of the
councils in that regard. Of course, an analogy can
be drawn between this situation and what oc-
curred in respect of the MTT in the late 1950s.
At that time, the Labor Party forced the private
bus companies out of business and created the
MTT. That might seem to be a strong point of
view to take, but, as a result of that decision,
millions of dollars of taxpayers' money has been
lost.

Mr Grill: But you had the chance to remedy
that, if you thought it should be remedied.

Mr RUSHTON: I had enough balls in the air
with the Fremantle-Perth railway and the
deregulation of freight.

Mr Grill: You're telling me you did!
Mr RUSHTON: To take on the MTT at the

same time would have been a bit much and would
have required a little more time.

Mr Grill: Is it the Opposition's policy to sell off
the MTT?

Mr RUSHTON: Had members opposite not
been elected to Government, we would have
undertaken a trial of a number of recommen-
dations, including some the Minister has been ar-
guing about with the union over the last few days,
and I refer now to the use of mini-buses, part-
time drivers, and mini-taxis. Had those trials
proved to be unsuccessful, I would have attemped
to get the MTT's operations, at least in the per-
ipheral areas, associated with private enterprise.
This is the only way to reduce costs. The MTT's
employment conditions are so 'inflexible that they
must be reviewed if we are to make progress.
Even the Minister has said he has found this to be
SO.

Mr Laurance: We would have had a Govern-
ment of initiative rather than a Government of in-
quiry.

Mr RUSH4TON: The errors made in previous
days will have to be rectified and a new direction
taken. When I was Minister, those problems
pressured me into taking action along the lines I
have indicated, just as they will pressure the Min-
ister to do likewise. Before the Minister was given
responsibility for the MTT, its projected esti-
mated deficit was $150 million by 1991. That es-
timate is escalating because of the Government's
move to introduce the Fremantle-Perth service
and wages agreements the Minister has approved.

So a number of steps could be taken to improve
things, including those steps which the union re-
cently attempted to block and which I mentioned
a little earlier. Other measures are already before
the Minister and he will have the opportunity to
consider them and perhaps introduce them in
order that we might have a more commercial op-
eration for the MTT.

What I am highlighting is that this Kalgoorlie
operation is heading in the same direction as the
MTT. It will be a retrograde step if the Govern-
ment takes away responsibility from the two
councils by removing their right to nominate
people whom they would like to be their
chairmen. As it is now, the final decision still rests
with the Minister, because the two councils sub-
mit their nominees and the Minister makes his de-
cision from those names. At least now the nomi-
flees are people acceptable to the two councils.
What will happen after the Minister assumes full
responsibility is that the Government might have
to meet the total funding of this bus company.
The problem is that the same situation could
occur in towns such as Albany, Bunbury,
Northam, Geraldton, Port Hedland, and
Karratha. It is possible that all these places will
need a public transport system; therefore, why
should they not receive some funding from the
Government as is likely to be the case with the
company in question in Kalgoorlie? The emphasis
should be on maintaining the present situation of
the two councils' retaining their current
responsibilities. When a need arises, a subsidy
could be given in the normal way to assist them.

This approach should have been taken with the
MT'. Hindsight shows that it should have under-
taken a co-ordinating role and that the private bus
companies should have been encouraged, not dis-
couraged, to continue operations rather than our
being faced with heavier taxes and with the un-
certainty about future bus routes. At the time,
everything was done to discourage private bus
companies from continuing operations. Sadly, the
Minister of the day (the Hon. Herbie Graham) is
deceased, but it was he who was responsible for
introducing the moves to discourage private bus
operators. The taxpayers have paid dearly for
those moves. I do not want this to happen in
Kalgoorlie or in any other town in this State.

The Opposition's object is to have less govern-
ment, not more of it, when private enterprise can
successfully undertake the function. In this in-
stance, we have local authorities in Kalgoorlie and
Boulder coping very well with the task given to
them.That responsibility should be left with them
and they should be encouraged-as we were doing
with the Transport Commission-to carry on. We
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should not have Government intrusion into their
authority and autonomy by provision being made
for this ministerial discretion. As the member for
Gascoyne said, the Minister has not indicated
what responsibility the Government is taking on
as a result of its intrusion into the election of the
chairman.

All that is necessary and logical is the provision
of a form of subsidy. The Government should not
remove the enthusiasm from the councils. Rather,
the Government should be encouraging them to
do better than they are doing now, although this
group of people has managed the board very suc-
cessfully up to now. Anyone who has had the op-
portunity to view the operation and examine its
accounts will kn9w that the people involved have
applied themselves diligently and with success.

I understood the board to be well received by
people in the community, although members op-
posite might be able to indicate otherwise. I
thought the company was well regarded. It has
taken positive steps over a number of years, and
this has been to its credit. The Government should
not be intruding.

I trust that when the Opposition is returned to
the Government benches, it will reverse this move
so that the local authorities will once again retain
the rights they have today. On reflection, the
Minister might agree to the amendment we will
move a little later to restore that authority to the
councils. The Minister will still have the Final say,
but we will allow the councils to continue to sub-
mit names from which the Minister will make the
final selection.

I believe the Minister has misled the House by
implying in his second reading speech that there
had been agreement by the board to these
changes taking place. If the Minister denies that
he has misled the House, I would like him to table
the minutes of the board meeting relating to this
change.

Mr Grill: You table them.
Mr RUSHTON: I do not have them. The Min-

ister is saying he did not mislead the House.
Mr Grill: What evidence do you have? It was a

silly statement.
Mr RUSHTON: The Minister should table the

minutes to show that he has not misled the House.
Mr Grill: It was a silly statement, and I will not

reply to silly statements.
Mr RUSHTON: If the Minister is misleading

the House, he should resign. Will the Minister re-
sign if he is shown to be misleading the House
about the board's agreement to the changes? Is
the Minister saying the board members did not

object to the changes he has introduced, changes
to the election of people to form the board? The
Minister is not saying anything; he has backed
off.

It is reasonable that if the Minister wants to
stick by his belief that he has not misled the
House, if he says that the board did not object to
this move, in due course he should resign if he is
found to have misled the House. I make that point
very strongly. We will have three Ministers of this
Government departing for having misled the Par-
liament in the last week.

MR 1. F. TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [3.48 p.m.]:
Firstly, this legislation has my complete support
and the complete support of the majority of
people in Kalgoorlie who are aware of the circum-
stances surrounding it. I thought I would start by
referring to some of the history of the Eastern
Goldfields Transport Board, and this probably
arises from a comment the member for Gascoyne
made about the history of the board's operations.
It seems to be a well-kept secret that the member
for Gascoyne and the Minister for Transport were
school mates at one time. I do not know whether I
can blame the Minister for keeping this a secret.

The information I will give to the House about
the history of the Eastern Goldfields Transport
Board is contained in a paper put together by a
former chief traffic inspector employed by the
board, one Mr W.T.T. Richards, who was em-
ployed by the board from 1935 to 1950.

It would seem that the Kalgoorlie Electric
Tramways Company was floated in London in
1899, the float being £200 000.

MVr Laurance: I am disappointed the Minister is
not here. He didn't pay me the courtesy of being
in the House when I was speaking, but I am sur-
prised and disappointed he is not here while you
are speaking.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I have been here during
the whole of this debate and, if my memory serves
me correctly, the Minister was here for all but
two minutes of the members' speech.

Mr Laurance: I had to ask several questions of
you in his absence.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I know the Minister is
checking on some further details in relation to the
financial position of the Eastern Goldfields
Transport Board and I certainly regard that as no
discourtesy whatsoever.

As I said previously, the company was floated
in London in 1889, and, at the same time, the
Perth Electric Tramway Company commenced
running with 32 small tramcars, and the
Fremantle Electric Tramway Company corn-
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menced in 1904 with 14 small tramcars.
Kalgoorlie Electric Tramways Ltd. ran its first
service on 20 May 1902 with 15 small cars and
ive bogey cars, as they were described, and the

company was run by the same board of directors
who ran the Perth Tramway Company, which is a
rather interesting point. At the time of the pro-
posal to float this company and also to have it ac-
tually established in Kalgoorlie, it was regarded
by many people as being a very ambitious idea be-
cause of the very problem which faces the public
transport sytem today; that is. that even though
the company was providing a service for a popu-
lation of 35 000 on the routes involved, the popu-
lation was not particularly compact or very dense.
We are now looking at that same problem in so
far as the MTT's operations are concerned and
with a wide range of public transport. So things
have not really changed very much f rom that
point of view.

Mr Laurance: It is certainly not a new problem.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is certainly not a new

problem; that is right. In addition, the Western
Australian Government Railways was already
running a frequent suburban rail passenger ser-
vice between Kalgoorlie and Boulder on two
routes called the inner circle and the outer circle.
That service moved huge numbers of workers be-
tween the two towns on a very frequent basis. So,
in fact, this private enterprise company was set up
in competition with Westrail.

From 1901 to 1902, the tramway company
began laying the track for its tramcars, and this
project required a huge number of workers who
were also involved in putting the trains together,
when the components arrived from overseas.
Buildings such as the car barn in Kalgoorlie had
to be built, and that car barn remains quite a sub-
stantial building. The workers also had to put the
track down. So from the point of view of labour
and the creation of a work force, it was quite a
task and one which I understand was carried out
with a great deal of expertise. When the tramns
began running, it was estimated that they would
service a population of 35 000, and those people
would get a I 5-minute service all day between
Kalgoorlie and Boulder and, in addition, that IS-
minute Service would be augmented by an ad-
ditional service during busy periods.

In the 1920s, the eastern goldfields declined
with the rundown of the goldmines and at the
same time the service provided by the tramway
company also declined; however, it went through
another boom period in the 1930s when once
again the eastern goldfields took off and the
Government decided to extend for a further IS
years the concession that had been offered to the

tramway company, and significant capital
improvements were made. The Eastern Goldfields
Transport Board took control on 20 May 1947,
and the board was actually set up along lines not
very different from those of the board the estab-
lishment of which we are considering today. The
board was given the job of operating a public
transport service in the Kalgoorlie-Boulder region
and of taking over the operations of the
Kalgoorlie Electric Tramway Company. About
that time, buses were also brought into the ser-
vice. I was born in 1949 in Kalgoorlie, and I can-
not recall seeing a tram running. However, I am
told the last tram ran in Kalgoorlie on 10 March
1952 on the Boulder city route.

A number of points were raised by the mem-
bers for Dale and Gascoyne in relation to the op-
erations of the service that is being provided today
and also to the reasoning behind some of the
moves that are being made in this legislation. I
am quite certain that the Minister for Transport
will answer those questions in Cull and will have
no trouble whatsoever in refuting the criticism
that has been made here today. What the member
for Dale said about the Minister's misleading the
House is, without doubt, untrue. It is absolutely
nonsensical.

I have a very good relationship with both the
Town of Kalgoorlie and the Shire of Boulder, and
a reasonable relationship with the current Chair-
man of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board. I
know all the people on the board and, as far as I
am aware, the changes in this legislation have
been accepted not only by the board, but also by
representatives of local government on the board.
I know for sure that the representative from the
Town of Kalgoorlie has given this legislation his
complete Support.

Mr Cowan: There can be no claim made by
anybody in this House that the previous Minister
for Transport misled the House. No-one could
ever understand him.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: That is right. No-one could
understand him.

Mr Rushton: What about "Westfreight"? You
are trying to sell the country out all the time.
That is what you do.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I must say that the Shire
of Boulder has given its full support to this legis-
lation. I refer to minutes which read as follows-

Transport Board Act
Councillors Daws, Winner and Usher
declared an interest and did not vote.

1. The Commissioner of Transport for-
wards a copy of the legislation proposed
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to update the Eastern Goldfields
Transport Board Act.
Council's comment on the legislation
would be appreciated.

That was the shire clerk's comments. It con-
ti nues-

2. A summary of the requested changes
sought by the Board and the decisions
by the Parliamentary Draftsman is also
enclosed.
Comment-A copy of the documents
have been circulated to all Councillors.
It was resolved that the Commission be
advised that Council has no objection to
the proposed legislation, incorporating
those changes sought by the Board and
approved by the Parliamentary
Draftsman.

It is there in black and white.

Mr Rushton: No personal discussions? What
about the threats that were made?

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: They made no objection
whatsoever to the legislation. My understanding
was that the only concern of the Town of
Kalgoorlie was that it believed it had not been
fully consulted on the proposed legislation. Its
councillors could now agree that they were con-
sulted to the degree that was necessary, and that
the Town of Kalgoorlie representative on the
board had in fact reported on the plans to the
council.

Regarding the appointment of the chairman,
my brief research has shown that the chairmen of
authorities and boards such as all port authorities,
the MTT, and the MWA, are appointed by the
Governor on recommendations of the Govern-
ment. So effectively the same thing will apply
here.

Mr Rushton: It is not a Government board, in
that sense.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Of course it is a Govern-
ment board in that sense.

Mr Rushton: You will make everything a
Government board.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The same is planned to be
done here. I am certain it will gain the full ap-
proval of the people who will see it in operation.

Mr Laurance: Before you go on-
Mr I. F. TAYLOR: Our provision for an em-

ployee representative on the board is approved.
For sometime now, the employees have been in-
formally represented on the board. This will only
make formal that which has taken place for many
years. The very fact that the board has seen fit, of

its own volition, to include an employee on the
board on an informal basis for such a long period
is indicative of the good industrial relations that
have existed in the range of industries on the east-
ern goldfields. This good relationship will
certainly flow through to the Eastern Goldfields
Transport Board. I know that the employees of
the board take a very real interest in its running. I
have had quite a bit to do with them and have had
discussions in relation to the loading of buses and
the number of school children who are carried by
bus.

Approaches have also been made by the board
drivers about the establishment of cycleways in
some school areas on the goldflelds so that the
drivers would not have to worry about the possi-
bility of knocking a child off his bike.

These people really care about their community
and about their transport board. I commend what
they are doing and I am very pleased that we, as a
Government, will make formal their role in the
operations of the Eastern Goldfields Transport
Board.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [4.00 p.m.]: I thank members for their
general support of the Bill and take on board the
fact that the Opposition has some misgivings in
one or two areas, and that it will move an amend-
ment.

The Act needed to be brought up to date, and
this is being done, by and large, with the support
of the local community, the board, and the two
local government councils. The areas in the Bill
which worry the Opposition relate to appoint-
ments to the board.

The member for Gascoyne indicated that he
considers it a piece of doctrine that we proceed
with the appointment of one employee member on
the board.

As was pointed out by the member for
Kalgoorlie, that has been the informal situation
for some time. I am happy to be able to tell mem-
bers that since that employee representative was
appointed to the board, there has been a very
heartening decrease in the amount of industrial
disputation, in the Eastern Goldfields Transport
Board. Much of the credit for the appointment of
that employee representative goes to the delegate
from Kalgoorlie, the present Mayor of Kalgoorlie
(Mr Finlayson).

I give credit also to other members of the
board, both past and present. So, far from its
being just a part of party dogma, as was
suggested by the member for Gascoyne, it is a
practical, pragmatic, and enlightened step, which
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was taken by the board, and which is now being
finalised by the Government.

The other area of opposition seems to concern
the appointment of the chairman. Good reasons
exist for the Government to have the unfettered
right of appointment of one of six board members.
As I have mentioned, we have included the ap-
pointment of an employee representative to the
board. In the past, the Government's position has
been that it had the right to appoint a chairman,
but that right was fettered. That may well have
been fine back in 1946 when the original Bill was
passed by Parliament, but events have led to a dif-
ferent situation now. The fact is that in 1946, the
two local authorities shared the responsiblity for
any deficits of the board, although that is not
spelt out in the legislation. Now the Government
not only picks up half the deficit of the board, but
also makes a healthy contribution to the capital
expenditure of the board for new buses, a bus re-
quirement programme, new plant and equipment,
and investments of a real nature.

In other words, we have come from a si tuation
in 1946 where the two local authorities shared the
fiiiancial responsiblity for the board, to one
today where the Government shoulders the major
financial burden. In that situation, I think it is
prudent, reasonable, and proper that the Govern-
ment should have the unfettered right to appoint
one of six board members. I am surprised that the
Opposition should come forward with a prop-
osition that the major partner in an oper-
ation-that partner bearing the major cost and
taking the major risks-should not be allowed to
have an unfettered right to appoint one person to
that board. That amazes me. I do not think it is a
responsible attitude; it is an empty attempt by the
Opposition to score a couple of empty political
points. I hope it backfires on members opposite,
because their stance at the moment is not reason-
able or appropriate.

Mr Laurance: You are taking away all the
opportunities of those people who still have a
financial commitment. You are taking them away
from your own area.

Mr GRILL: The member is back on that
theme. I do not think anyone will believe him.
The member's points are hollow. Even though
they might sound all right in a superficial sense,
when the people living in Kalgoorlie examine
them, they will find that they do not approve of
them.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: I would like a list of the one
person to whom the member opposite spoke.

Mr GRILL: I think it is only proper that the
Government should have the right to appoint one

member to this board, and I do not think we
would be doing our duty at all if we did not in-
clude such a provision.

Mr Laurance: This is a heavy-handed Govern-
ment.

Mr GRILL: This Government has a
responsiblity to ensure that the taxpayers' money
is properly expended. It can discharge that duty
properly only by having some say on the board.

Mr Rushton: You say that about every local
authority in this State.

Mr GRILL: If the Government were not taking
on the added statutory responsibility of financing
the losses of this board, I think the Opposition
might have a scintilla of a case. I am trying to
look at this matter in a fair-minded way, and all I
can say is that the Opposition is trying to make a
couple of very superficial points.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Cheap points, based on a com-
plete misunderstanding of the situation.

Mr GRILL: The Government has a
responsiblity to ensure that taxpayers' money is
expended wisely, and we will discharge that
responsiblity properly.

I wish to mention a few facts which may add to
the case. They are not a reflection on the board,
but there is some concern in the minds of the
members of the Transport Commission-I have
made this information available to the board; in
fact I addressed it on this subject-about the op-
erations of the commission in the last year or two.

Mr Laurance: Now the truth is coming out.
Why didn't you tell us this before?

Mr GRILL: That concern was expressed by me
in a written speech which I addressed to the board
in August last year. We have seen the situation
where the board's deficit has burgeoned. The
board put forward a budget for 1983-84 which
provided for a deficit of $171 000. It was only
proper that I indicated to the board at that time
that the Government, on behalf of the taxpayers,
could not accept a deficit of that nature. I want to
make the point that this is not a criticism of the
people who operate on the board.

Mr Laurance: Don't criticise and then say it is
not a criticism of the board. Of course it is!

Mr GRILL: It is not a criticism of those people
who have outstanding ability and who have done a
good job in the past. However, a deficit of
$171 000 was not acceptable.

Mr Laurance: Why could you not give them
support?

Mr GRILL: Does the member wish to run on
at the mouth? The member will have another
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chance later on. I just hope he will make a far
better contribution than he did previously.

There has been some concern-although I do
not see that it is a major concern-that the ac-
counts of the board may have been kept in a bet-
ter state and that various procedures of a
financial nature could have been better handled.
For a range of reasons, by and large accepted by
the board, it is necessary for the Government to
administer some financial control over the board's
operations. It is not good enough for any Govern-
ment to sit back and simply allow a deficit to bur-
geon without taking some steps to get it under
control.

Mr Laurance: That is not the point we are
disputing.

Mr GRILL: If the Government is not in a pos-
ition where it can do that, it is abrogating its re-
sponsibility. That is simply the beginning and the
end of the situation. I do not think the Opposition
has taken the point at all.

I will now deal quickly with a very silly alle-
gation by the member for Dale. Indeed, it is a
serious situation when any member says that a
Minister is misleading the House. The allegation
by the member for Dale was not coherent and it
could not be followed by me or any members on
this side of the House. There was not a scintilla of
truth in it, and I do not want to grace it with a
reply, but as it was a serious accusation, I suppose
it needs an answer. The fact is that in my second
reading speech-

Mr Rushton: Do you agree to resign if you are
found to be wrong?

Mr GRILL: Of course I do. The member for
Dale is an idiot.

Mr Laurance: You are not handling this Bill
very well. You were out of the House when Oppo-
sition members were speaking.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: He was out of the House for
only two minutes.

Mr Barnett: If it were not unparliamentary,
someone might call you a liar.

Mr GRILL: I presume that the member for
Dale, in making this serious allegation, was
referring to the comment I made in my second
reading speech which reads as follows-

I would point out that I met with members
of the board in Kalgoorlie in August 1983, to
discuss generally the provisions which are
now enshrined in the Bill-many of which
had been put forward by them-and I am
pleased to say that there was general recog-
nition on all sides as to the thrust of, and
need for, this new and revised legislation.

Is that the paragraph to which the member for
Dale referred?

Mr Rushton: That is what I referred to.
Mr GRILL: I stand by that comment.
Mr Rushton: Are you confirming that members

of the board did not say to you that they preferred
the present election system?

Mr GRILL: I am referring to my second read-
ing speech.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: I stand by that comment and it

simply was the case. Since that date, there have
been, in the paper, statements from members of
that board expressing their support for the legis-
lation. The last of those statements was on 31
March 1984, when the chairman of the board said
the following-

The transport board's chairman, Mr Doug
Daws said yesterday that the board fully
agreed with the revisions contained in the
Bill.

That was a straight-out quote from the chairman
of the board.

I met with the board in August 1983 to ascer-
tain whether it had any objections to any of the
proposed provisions in the Bill. I went through
each of them with the board at that time. The Bill
was not in a legislative form, but it was in a form
which showed clearly, and in detail, the thrust of
the legislation. The board had no objection to it.

I understand that more recently the Com-
missioner of Transport visited Kalgoorlie and had
some discussions with the board in respect Of the
actual legislation, and on that occasion some
members of the board expressed doubts in respect
of-

Mr Rtushton: It is slowly coming out.
Mr GRILL: -the position of chairman. Mem-

bers of that board may have expressed some
doubts in respect of another question, but-

Mr Rushton: You are now saying the board
has, in fact, expressed doubts about what you are
introducing.

Mr GRILL: The member for Date really is
mixed up.

I understand from the Commissioner of
Transport that some members of the board ex-
pressed some doubts. I was not present at that
meeting and I am not fully aware of those doubts.

Mr Laurance: Wasn't he your representative at
that meeting?

Mr GRILL: The Commissioner of Transport
went to Kalgoorlie.
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Mr Laurance: Didn't he report to you?

Mr Rushton: It was the first time the members
of the board saw the Bill.

Mr GRILL: Since the meeting with the Com-
missioner of Transport, the chairman of the board
has said, that, "The board fully agreed with the
provisions contained in the Bill".

Mr Laurance: it is quite obvious you are
worried about this.

Mr GRILL: The member for Kalgoorlie has re-
minded me that since 31 March, the Shire of
Boulder has come out in favour of the provisions
in the Bill. The Town of Kalgoorlie has written to
me and expressed a desire to have further consul-
tation with me on the Bill. However, it has not ob-
jected to any of the provisions contained in the
Bill.

Mr Laurance: When did the further consul-
tation take place?

Mr GRILL: It has not taken place, but I
merely indicated to the Town of Kalgoorlie that
the Government intended to proceed with the
legislation. It had time to arrange further consul-
tation if it wanted to.

Since then, I have spoken to the Town of
Kalgoorlie's delegate on the board, and he ex-
pressed no doubts about the provisions in the Hill.

Not only is the allegation made by the member
for Dale really silly, but also it is stupid.

Mr I. F. Taylor: It is in keeping with the mem-
ber for Dale's qualities.

Mr Rushton: You have proved my point. You
are misleading the House.

Mr GRILL: The comment that this legislation
does not have the support of the people in
Kalgoorlie is incorrect. The Bill does have the
support of the people of Kalgoorlie, Boulder, and
the eastern goldfields generally-political del-
egates have represented that; the chairman of the
board has represented that.

I do not know what grandstanding exercise the
Opposition embarked upon on this matter, but it
is an empty one and we will see how much ap-
proval the legislation will receive when these facts
are publicised in Kalgoorlie.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committe

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in
the Chair; Mr Grill (Minister for Transport) in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 5 put and passed.

Clause 6: Composition of Board-
Mr LAURANCE: My faith in the parliamen-

tary process has been truly vindicated this after-
noon. A Bill has been brought forward and put
through the procedure of investigation and exam-
ination by the Government and the Opposition,
and that has been shown to be an excellent
method of handling legislation and possible
changes to laws. The Minister brought the
changes to the Parliament and on initial
questioning said that they had been given univer-
sal approbation, that everybody in Kalgoorlie and
Boulder thought the changes were marvellous.
Now that he has been pressed, we find that is not
the case at all. His senior representative went to a
meeting recently-and this is the first knowledge
I have of it-and indicated that concern was ex-
pressed about the appointment of the chairman,
the very point the Opposition has been raising.

Then an amazing reversal took place. The Min-
ister changed his stance from one of saying that
everybody was happy, to one of saying that per-
haps they are not happy. When pressed by the
member for Dale and me, he said that the general
provisions in the Bill were quite acceptable to all
parties. That is the Opposition's stance; I indi-
cated that earlier.

Mr Grill: What did I say in the second reading
debate?

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister said that, and
that we agreed with the general provisions of the
Bill. He said that the points raised by the Oppo-
sition Were hollow and that nobody in Kalgoorlie
had voiced those sentiments. Under cross-examin-
ation, the Minister said that people have ex-
pressed concern. It is right that they should do so,
because it is a significant change.

The other amazing point made by the Minister
was that he said the board was wonderful. He and
the member for Kalgoorlie told us the history of
the board's wonderful service to the community,
and of the excellent service individuals had given
to the board. We agreed with all that. The Minis-
ter then went on to say that in recent times-over
the last two years-there had been some financial
difficulty. He said that some concern had been ex-
pressed that accounting had not been up to
scratch and that procedures could have been bet-
ter handled. He went on to criticise the board and
said at the same time, "I do not wish to criticise
the board, but these things were wrong in recent
years".

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member should
relate his remarks strictly to clause 6. His re-
marks would be more correctly addressed to a
third reading debate.
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Mr LAURANCE: I am referring to the ap-
pointment of the chairman of this board and 1 will
continue to relate my remarks to that matter.

The Minister made the point that the Govern-
ment had to move in and appoint the chairman
because of the difficulties experienced by the
board. I ask: Is the Minister indicating that the
panel of names that would be submitted under the
existing Act by the local authorities would contain
irresponsible people? Will the local authorities
give the Minister a list of names like those con-
tained in the Perth-Fremantle railway line pet-
ition, such as "Mickey Mouse", "Superman", and
"Hiller"? Of course not; how absurd. The local
authorities would put forward the names of re-
sponsible people. Is the Minister suggesting they
would come forward with the names of four
irresponsible people from whom he might choose?
If so, he has a very low opinion of the local
authorities in his own area. I cannot see why they
would not put forward appropriate and respon-
sible names from which he can choose.

But no, the Government has said, "The board is
in trouble and the only way out is for the Govern-
ment to move in and take over". This is a power-
hungry Government; it wants more government,
not less. This is a typical act of someone seeking
big government. We do not like the way the
Government is doing it. We do not like it saying,
"We will move in and crush you people". That is
happening in the Minister's own electorate. There
is no way the Minister would admit that; only
under Opposition pressure did he slowly reveal
those facts. That does not do him any credit at all.

We disagree with paragraph (a) of subclause
(1). That is where our disagreement starts and
finishes. We believe the existing method of ap-
pointment is quite satisfactory and gives due rec-
ognition to the role played by local authorities.
No-one has indicated that they have been
irresponsible. I am not criticising the Minister for
the fact that there may have been difficulties in
recent times with mounting deficits; we would be
concerned if he were not worried about it. The
Opposition is concerned about the action he pro-
poses to take; he does not need to appoint the
chairman in this way.

The Minister said he wanted an unfettered
right to appoint the chairman. That is not necess-
arily the way to go about it. The Transport Com-
mission should assist the board and let the locals
work it out. They need more assistance over a
short period of time. What is wrong with that? I
mean assistance not only with finance, but also in
terms of management or accounting procedures if
difficulties have existed in those areas. It is not
the only solution or the best solution for the

Government to move in because of a short-term
difficulty and appoint the chairman for all time,
and trample on the rights of local authorities. We
oppose that, and ours is a reasoned and respon-
sible stance. We object to it not only in relation to
Kalgoorlie but also because we do not want it to
occur in any other part of the State.

We believe the Government should have given
the board short-term support and allowed the lo-
cals' say in the appointment of the chairman to be
retained. They have bowed to the Minister's
wishes. The Minister has taken that to mean con-
currence on the part of the chairman and the local
community. He sent a senior officer there and
Matters were expressed to him which were not put
to the Minister. I do not know why that occurred;
perhaps the Minister is out of touch with people
in his electorate. Perhaps he has trampled them
before and they do not believe they will get far by
raising the matter with him. They raised it with a
senior officer so that the message would get back
to the Minister. Did the Minister listen? No, he
wants to trample on the local community.

For that reason I propose to move an amend-
ment to this clause. It seeks to remove paragraph
(a) of subclause (1) and insert another paragraph
which would retain the existing situation in re-
lation to the appointment of the chairman. The
Minister would lose nothing by this. He will still
be able to appoint the other members of the
board, and there will be a full-time employee on
the board. I appreciate that that formalises an
existing situation, but I do not believe it should
necessarily be written into legislation. If a prac-
tice is okay, one does not have to formalise it. The
Minister is taking this action as a matter of pol-
icy. This procedure may not work in practice and
it may be desirable not to continue with it. The
Minister is enshrining it in legislation and that is
not necessarily the way to go about it.

My amendment would retain the existing situ-
ation under which local authorities have a more
direct say, and they would not have their rights
removed for all time as the Minister intends.

I move an amendment-
Page 4, lines I1I and 12-Delete paragraph

(a) with a view to substituting another para-
graph.

Mr GRILL: The Government opposes this
amendment which is really irresponsible and does
not deserve the support of the Committee. The
Opposition is trying to disfranchise the ratepayers
of Western Australia. What it is saying to the
ratepayers of Western Australia, who provide the
major finance for this board, is that they are al-
]owed to put up the money, but they are not al-
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[owed to have any say whatsoever, no matter how
small, in the spending of that money, in the
budget of the board, and in the way in which the
board operates. That really is like spitting in the
faces of the people of Western Australia.

The catchcry of the American Constitution was
"No taxation without representation'. We have it
in reverse from the Opposition. I do not think it
behoves them well to take this stand for some
cheap political stunt. In my view, it is worthless, it
is not responsible, and it does not deserve the sup-
port of the Chamber.

If the Government merely wants to be able to
appoint one member out of a board of six, that
does not mean to say that man should not come
From the area. I think it would be highly likely,
while this Government is around, that that one
person would be someone from the Kalgoorlie
area.

Mr Laurance: Do you have someone in mind?
Mr GRILL: We have demonstrated that we

can be very even handed about the appointment
of the chairman. Earlier this year I had the oppor-
tunity to appoint a chairman and I appointed the
present incumbent. I think that shows good faith
in that particular area.

Mr Rushton: That is under the present system.
Mr GRILL: Our present thrust is towards ef-

ficiency and productivity. That is the line we are
pursuing in respect of other statutory authorities,
and it is the line we are pursuing in relation to
this statutory authority. It is not a local authority.
as the member for Dale would like us to think. It
is a statutory authority which is set up by Statute,
and for which this Government has a financial re-
sponsibility on behalf of the taxpayers of this
State.

The present system is open to some manipu-
lation. I do not think it is right that any Govern-
ment should be subjected to that sort of situation
being allowed to carry on.

Mr Laurance: That is an innuendo. What do
you mean?

Mr GRILL: In that particular system, in
certain circumstances where people are politically
aligned, it can lead to manipulation.

Mr Laurance: Are you saying it has happened?
Mr GRILL:. I am not saying it has happened,

but it can. It is not a situation in which we want
to find ourselves. I suggest this amendment be de-
feated.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: As the Minister stated, this
is really a stunt on the part of the Opposition. It is
based on misrepresentation and misunderstanding
of the situation in the eastern goldfields. One can

hardly say this is a case of a Government's acting
with jack boots to take over a board. The clause
gives the Government the opportunity to appoint
a chairman of a board of six members: one out of
six.

Clause 16 says the chairman of the board shall
have a deliberative vote and a casting vote where
necessary: one vote out of six is hardly a takeover,
in my mind. Even the members of the existing
board, all of whom I know well, all of whom are
friends of mine, would agree that there is nothing
political in this move on the part of the Govern-
ment. It is a move designed purely on the basis of
the efficiency and effectiveness of the running of
the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board.

The matter of the appointment of the chairman
goes back to what happened at the time of the ap-
pointment of the most recent chairman. The
councils of the Town of Kalgoorlie and the Shire
of Boulder had the opportunity to submit a panel
of two names to the Minister, who then from that
panel chose a chairman of this transport board.
Both authorities put forward the same name,
Doug Daws, whom the Minister appointed as the
chairman. That is hardly a choice-one out of
one. The local authorities had the opportunity to
put up four names, but they both put forward the
same name.

The Government has been financing the oper-
ation losses of this board as follows-

Year
1976-77 ........................... ....
1977-78 .............................
1978-79 .............................
1979-80 .............................
1980-81 .................... ...........
1981-82 .............................
1982-83 .............................
1983-84 to date....................

41 075
93651

186 624
83 882
37 454
98 040
10139
34 112

A member: Have you Lot the turnover?
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: No, that is the operating

loss. In each year except for 1978-79 an operating
loss was made.

The figures include the bus replacement pro-
gramme, and the Government's input as far as the
bus replacement programme is concerned, and
they also include buildings and alterations. In
only one year out of all those has there been a
profit. In the year 1983-84, at the moment there
has been a total payout of $34 000. At the start of
the year, they were looking at an operating loss of
about $130 000. It seems only reasonable to me
that the Government should have the opportunity
of appointing one person in a board of six, that
one person being the chairman. As I said pre-
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viously, in this State the Government appoints the
chairman to nearly every board and authority.

This is a democratic board. There is a represen-
tative from the Town of Kalgoorlie, a representa-
tive from the Shire of Boulder, a representative
elected by the ratepayers of the Town of
Kalgoorlie, a representative elected by the rate-
payers of the Shire of Boulder, and a representa-
tive of the workers of the transport board. I can-
not think of a much more democratic board than
that. The Opposition's objection to the Govern-
ment's proposal to appoint the chairman can be
considered only a stunt. It is really a misunder-
standing of the situation in the eastern goldfields.
There is no politics concerned, as far as the East-
ern Goldflelds Transport Board is concerned. It
has operated well in recent years, and as far as
the Government is concerned it will continue to
operate in that manner.

Mr RUSHTON: The member for Kalgoorlie
indicated there has not been any political
intrusion into the board until now; that is the
point we raise. We object to the politicising of the
board by the step which has been taken. The Min-
ister has bludgeoned the board into accepting the
politicising of it. It is totally dependent on the
Government for supplementary funds if losses
occur and, therefore, it is in a very weak position
in respect of taking the Minister's direction on
legislation he puts forward. It is not difficult to
understand that in the minutes of the board's
meeting it is shown that the board accepted the
Minister's direction.

It was unknown to me prior to the debate that
the members of the board had expressed to the
Commissioner of Transport their objection to this
appointment clause. That confirms the point I
made to the Minister; that is, that he misled the
House, It has been shown clearly now that the
Minister misled the House, because he has con-
firmed that himself by stating that the board has
expressed its point of view to the Commissioner of
Transport.

I did not say that, at one of its meetings, the
board did this or that. I indicated that the board
had objected to the appointment of the chairman
in the manner proposed in the legislation. The
Minister denied that. He said, "No, it supports it
fully".

Mr Grill: That is not true.
Mr RUSHTON: Afterwards, when he dis-

cussed it-
Mr Grill: That is not true. If you read my sec-

ond reading speech, you will see it does not say
that at all.

Mr RUJSHTON: The Minister did not answer
some of the points we raised. However, we asked
very clearly whether the board had opposed the
new method of appointment of the chairman. The
Minister has the opportunity to answer that now.

Mr Grill: You are referring to a statement in
my second reading speech which simply does not
say what you are indicating it says. You should
read it out.

Mr RUSHTON: I have read it out once. I
make the point that, irrespective of what the Min-
ister has said, in his second reading speech he
claimed that the board had not expressed concern
about the proposed method of appointment of the
chairman.

Mr Grill: I have never said that.
Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is going back on

what he said, is he?

Mr Grill: I never said that.
Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is confirming to

the Committee that the board has objected to the
appointment of the chairman in the manner pro-
posed in the legislation.

Mr Grill: To the extent that I explained to you
in the second reading speech.

Mvr RUSHTON: The Opposition can then ac-
cept that the board opposes the appointment of
the chairman and members in the way proposed
in the Dill?

Mr Grill: No.
A member: They will want you to resign for

misleading the Chamber.
Mr RUSHTON: I have already put that to

him, but he will not do that.
Mr Grill: No, you can't take that to be the pos-

ition, because the chairman has said he supports
the Bill and all its provisions.

Mr RUSHTON: At the board meeting, objec-
tions were voiced to the appointment being made
in this manner. Initially, the Minister said that
was not the case, but now he is saying that the
board did object to it.

The Minister cannot sit on the fence on this
issue. He must have it one way or the other. The
Minister wants to have a mishmash and say that,
on the one hand, he did this, but, on the other
hand, he did that. That is typical of his profession.

Mr Gordon Hill: You don't understand what
you are hearing.

Mr RUSHTON: We object to the proposed
change in the method of appointing the chairman.
This is occurring over the heads of the members
of the board. The board is composed of a group of
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people who have faithfully and efficiently carried
out their obligations.

The right way to deal with this matter is to en-
courage the board to carry out its responsibilities
and, if necessary, to provide supplementary funds.
The board could make a profit and, therefore, it
would not have any call on taxpayers' funds.
However, the Government still intends to
bludgeon the board into accepting this move even
if it is running at a profit. I know it is not likely
this would happen frequently, but the potential
exists for it to occur and the Minister is saying,
"You will have my chairman or else you will not
get the funds". The Minister is adopting a rigid,
dictatorial attitude to the board.

I support the amendment. It is not too late for
the Government to see the error of its ways and to
accept the amendment, because it will restore the
status quo and it will be acceptable to the board
and the councillors of the two worthy councils, the
Boulder Shire Council and the Kalgoorlie Town
Council. It would also be acceptable to the people
in the areas involved.

Mr LAURANCE: The Opposition is extremely
disappointed with the response from the Minister
and the member for Kalgoorlie. We brought for-
ward this matter in a responsible way. We sup-
ported the Bill in its attempt to modernise and
improve procedures under which the board will
operate, but we opposed the change in the method
of selection of the chairman. That is the reason
for the amendment before the Chair.

This is simply a matter of how one goes about
dealing with a situation. The Minister has indi-
cated that a greater financial commitment has
been required because of certain factors in the
last year or two. His reponse has been to seek to
take over the role of appointing the chairman. He
would be aware there are many other ways in
which this matter can be handled. For instance, if
the Government is to provide the funds, it can
make those funds conditional. It is not necessary
for the Government to appoint someone to the
board in order that the provision of funds might
be conditional on the board's operating in a par-
ticular way. There are several ways to express
this. One is, "He who pays the piper calls the
tune". More appropriate to the goldfields would
be the old saying about the "Golden
Rules-Those who have the gold make the rules".

The Minister can make the funds available to
the board on his own terms regardless of whether
he appoints the chairman. Therefore, the Minister
is faced with a choice.

Weaknesses exist in the arguments put forward
by the Minister and the member for Kalgoorlie. A

typical weakness is that, because the Minister be-
lieves the board has not been doing as well
financially as it used to, he must take over the
board. That is not an appropriate response to the
decision which faced the Minister. The Minister
could say either, "I support the focal people and I
shall provide them with more funds to enable
them to get out of their present position" or "
shall move in and appoint the chairman over the
top of them".

I think the advice of the Minister's departmen-
tal advisers was to the effect that the Minister
should move in and appoint the chairman. How-
ever, had the Minister listened to the advice given
by the people in his local community, he would
have known that they wanted to continue to have
some say in the appointment of the chairman. The
Minister was faced with a choice, which was
whether he should support the department and his
officers or whether he should support the local
community. Unfortunately, the Minister has come
down on the side of the bureaucracy and has de-
cided to move in and appoint the chairman. That
is most unfortunate for the local community: it
will set a pattern for other bodies in the future,
and we are not happy about that. We are opposed
to the principle.

Mr Grill: That has been in existence for dec-
ades. It happened in 1952 with the establishment
of the MTT.

Mr LAURANCE: Another point relates to the
provision in respect of a statutory board. The
Government said that, because this was a statu-
tory board and the Minister appoints the
chairmen of many other statutory boards, it
should appoint the chairman in this case, even
though that has not been the practice in the past.
This board is quite different from most statutory
boards in that a financial obligation is placed on
the two local authorities involved. I am sure that
the 1947 Act acknowledged the requirement for
the local authorities to be involved financially,
and gave them an input concerning the selection
of the chairmen. I am sure that if the Government
agreed to the Opposition's amendment, and if it
still wanted to have a representative on the board,
it could move a further amendment which would
give it a member on the board.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: There is a financial require-
ment on Mt. Newman Mining Co. Pty. Ltd. in
terms of the operation of the Port Hedland Port
Authority, but it does not put forward a panel of
names from which the Minister or the Govern-
ment appoints the chairman.

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, that is true.
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Mr 1. F. Taylor: You could say the same about
consumers and the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority.

Mr LAURANCE: The member should have
given better examples than the ones he gave.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: I did. I said port authorities,
the MTT, and the MWA.

Mr LAURANCE: The MTT does not rely on
other bodies.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: It relies upon the consumers to
pay for its services.

Mr LAURANCE: I do not think the example
the member is quoting is appropriate to this cir-
cumstance.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Certainly the one about the
port authorities is.

Mr LAURANCE: It is. I must agree with the
member on that.

The Opposition agrees that the Government
must take the responsibility for the funding of the
Eastern Goldfields Transport Board, but that does
not necessarily mean-and this is where we dis-
agree with the Minister-that he should move in
and appoint a chairman. That is where we differ.
We are not arguing about the fact that it may re-
quire some short-term measures, but the member
for Kalgoorlie has come in the back door all along
by saying everybody loves everybody else, and no
problems have been experienced. Upon my
questioning, it appears that there has been some
criticism, and that things are not being done prop-
erly. Thereforc the Government has decided to
change the method of appointment of the chair-
man. Now the Government will appoint its own
chairman. Everything that has been said this
afternoon has given greater weight to the amend-
ment presented by the Opposition.

The Minister should think again. His response
has been very disappointing. He has not really de-
cided to fight for his local community against the
bureaucracy, and for that reason I believe the
Minister's performance has been very
disappointing. I call on him to restate his position
and to accept the Opposition's amendment which
would give the local authorities some direct
say-not all the say-in the appointment of a
chairman of the Eastern Goldfields Transport
Board.

Mr GRILL: We oppose this amendment. We
believe it disenfranchises the taxpayers of this
State; in particular, it disenfranchises many of the
taxpayers of the eastern goldfields region who do
not have a vote in local government elections. The
change to the Act that we have sought, whereby
the Government can appoint without fetter one
member of this board of six, has been brought

about by changed circumstances. The circum-
stances have changed dramatically since 1946
when the two shires shouldered the financial bur-
den of any losses and undertook to finance the op-
erations of the Eastern Goldfields Transport
Board. Today the taxpayers of this State have the
major financial responsibility for the board. That
is the changed situation; it is as simple as that.
The arguments put forward by the Government
are proper and reasonable, and should be ac-
cepted by most members.

The member for Gascoyne argued that rather
than appoint a chairman, the Government should
withhold finance from year to year if it is dis-
pleased. I cannot imagine a worse situation for a
board to operate under, when some Government,
for one reason or another, perhaps in some politi-
cal circumstances, could threaten a board that it
will withhold its funding. That is not the proper
way for us to act, and it is not the way that the
Labor Party acts. We act on the basis of consen-
su's.

If we can have a member on the board, I am
sure that the taxpayers of the State will be satis-
lied with some small say in how their money is
being spent. The board has had since August of
last year to voice its concerns about any provision
in this Bill. The latest statement from the chair-
man of the board printed in the local newspaper
only two weeks ago was that he and the board
were happy with the provisions of the Bill. I do
not think we can go further than that. I have been
as honest as I can be with the Opposition, which
seems to want to take some sort of advantage of
my telling it that concern was expressed during a
meeting in Kalgoorlie at which the Transport
Commissioner was present. If members of the Op-
position want to do that, they can; but the simple
facts are as I have presented them to the
Chamber. The amendment is opposed.

Mr LAURANCE: I rise briefly on the last oc-
casion I have the opportunity to do so to tell the
Government that we have made our point and we
will not press this matter. We support the Bill in
large measure. A point had to be made and we
brought it forward, I believe, in the proper
fashion.

We agree that the Minister needed to make
some changes, obviously as a result of the current
situation, but we do not think he has chosen the
best course of action and we really doubt his mo-
tives. We wonder whether he is supporting his
own community or the bureaucracy which sup-
ports him or which is behind him. This matter has
been raised in a proper form in the Parliament
and that is what we intended to do by bringing
this amendment forward. We believe we have
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done it in a responsible way to highlight this mat-
ter, not only in regard to Kalgoorlie and Boulder,
but also in relation to a number of other areas i n
our State wherein a similar situation could arise
in respect of transport services. We have had the
opportunity to raise the issue and we have put it
squarely to the Government that it could have
gone about it in a different way without removi ng
any local voice from that community. We do not
seek to take the matter any further. We are quite
happy to raise it as we have done. I must say in
conclusion that we are a little disappointed with
the reaction we have received.

Mr MacKinnon: Rather disappointed.
Mr RUSHTON: I want to make one point

which is a matter of principle, and relates to
something the Minister raised. I refer to the
disenfranchising of the taxpayer. That is non-
sense. It is a principle that we must get very
straight in our minds, otherwise we will act on
this and other matters to the detriment of the tax-
payer.

I direct the Minister's attention to the issue of
local government grants which are allocated to
municipalities without ties. This taxpayers' money
is distributed by the local authorities. As yet, the
Government has not sought to put its own mem-
ber on local councils, but it is achieving its aims
by indirect methods-by trying to get its endorsed
candidates into local government. However, that
is a lot different from people being appointed
under this present system. I suggest that destroys
the argument made by the Minister regarding the
disenfranchising of taxpayers.

Let us take the other circumstance of a
transport service to a remote area which again is
a service which cannot be sustained by normal
comptition-a franchise service administered by
the Transport Commission. Taxpayers sup-
plement the funds for that service, and do no
more than that. It is just a part of the accepted
economic way of running a service in a com-
munity. The taxpayer picks up the smallest poss-
ible cost portion for that community service.

We then have the situation that occurs in other
States such as Queensland. For instance, in
Brisbane the bus system is administered by the
Brisbane City Council and supplemented by the
central Government. The Brisbane City Council
does not have Government appointees on it be-
cause the Government makes a contribution to
the bus service. In fact, it is the most economical
way of running the bus service in Brisbane. It de-
stroys completely the argument that the Minister
has been incorrectly presenting to us. I wanted to
make that point because it is very important that

the Government does not get away with the false
position which it has presented in this case.

My other point-if the Minister is able to.
could he just nod his bead while sitting in his
seat?

Mr Tonkin: You are not allowed to nod your
head at the Chair. That is disorderly.

Mr RUSHTON: If the Minister would like to
refer-

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the Leader of the
House for his assistance.

Mr RUSHTON: The member for Gascoyne
referred to the fact that the Commissioner of
Transport recommended that the appointments be
made in accordance with legislation. I wonder
whether it is the Minister's decision that these ap-
pointments be made in this way. Did he rec-
ommend that appointments are to be made in this
way? Is this his suggestion?

Mr Grill: The amendments to this Bill have
been suggested by either the board or the Com-
missioner of Transport.

Mr RUSHTON: The amendment concerning
the appointment of the chairman was not pro-
posed by the board. Is the Minister suggesting
that it was an amendment recommended by the
commissioner?

Mr Grill: The Commissioner of Transport rec-
ommended that change.

Mr RUSHTON: I wanted to clarify that point.
The Opposition has made its position clear and
has won the argument, but it will lose the vote.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 7 to 20 put and passed.
Clause 21: Borrowing by Board-
Mr LAURANCE: In the second reading de-

bate, I said that the Government gave a clear in-
dication that there will be a greater requirement
for Government funds for the operation of the
board in the future. However, the Dill does not, in
any way, formalise that obligation. I am referring
particularly to clause 21(2).

I ask the Minister to give the Committee some
indication of what the Government's position will
be on future funding of the board and whether the
two local authorities will be called upon to each
meet half the deficit of the board.

What has the Government in mind for the
financial arrangements of the board?

Mr GRILL: The clause does not cover the mat-
ters raised by the member for Gascoyne. It deals
only with the question of the overdraft and the
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borrowing of funds. If the member refers to
clause 27, he will see that his question has been
answered.

Mr Laurance: I could have also raised the
question on clause 24 or clause 27.

Mr GRILL: Clause 27 would be the correct
one.

Mr Laurance: It is appropriate to raise this
subject on any of those clauses because they all
deal with the Finances of the board. Where will
the funds come from? You said it would be by
regulation under clause 27. I want to know the
Government's intention-what sort of funding
does the Government intend?

Mr GRILL: The real nub of the member's
question is whether the Government will provide
greater funding-that is more than 50 per cent of
the losses.

I do not think it is right or proper that I should
hold this Government or any incoming Govern-
ment to any figure I might use in this debate, be-
cause it could be misconstrued for a long time. All
I can say is that the Government will properly
fund the board from time to time as the situation
becomes apparent. I do not believe the Govern-
menit will reduce its present level of funding.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 22 to 26 put and passed.
Clause 27: Profits and losses of the Board-
Mr LAURANCE: Under the clause, the

Government may make regulations prescribing
the source or sources of the funds. The Minister is
correct when he says that several clauses in this
Bill deal with the Finances of the board.

I realise that the Minister cannot commit his
Government or any future Government to pre-
scribed levels of funding for the future. His crys-
tal ball would not be clearer than any other mem-
ber's. However, it is indicated in the Bill that
future changes to funding can be carried out by
regulations.

The subject of finance must have been can-
vassed with board members by the Minister when
he visited Kalgoorlie in August. I am sure that the
Minister discussed not only machinery and pro-
cedural changes to the Bill, but also the financial
aspect of the board. I am sure this was cause for
concern.

The Minister has advised that the Com-
missioner of Transport recommended a change to
he method of the selection of the chairman of the

board. It was put to the Minister because of the
financial situation. Therefore, it is obviously of
concern, and the Minister must have given it some
thought. I wonder whether the Minister is pre-

pared to put on record what the likely commit-
ments will be and whether, in negotiations he had
with the board, conclusions were reached about
the future level of finance. It stands to reason
there must have been some discussion on this sub-
ject. It is right for the Opposition to question the
Government on the subject of finance in order to
ascertain what projected financial arrangements
have been agreed to. If the Minister can give
some indication on the financial aspect of the
board, it would enlighten the Opposition because
it is seeking this information.

Mr GRILL: I do not think I can take the mat-
ter any further than I did when I answered the
member for Gascoyne's previous question. It is
not proper for me to do so, although I did explain
it to the Opposition and I understood that it had
accepted that explanation. I assure the Opposition
that when I discussed these changed provisions
with the board, this was not a matter of great con-
cern to it. It was happy with the way in which the
previous Government, and this Government,
funded the board and it did not see it as a great
problem.

Clause put and passed.
Cla uses 28 to 39 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COLLEGE OF
ADVANCED EDUCATION BILL 1984

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 12 April.
MRt PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-

cation) [5.10 p.m.]: When we adjourned this de-
bate, I was concluding my reply to those members
who contributed during the second reading de-
bate. I concluded those remarks by saying that
the Government's intention in legislating to give
the Western Australian college its own Act of
Parliament is to establish it on the same legislat-
ive footing as the other three tertiary institutions
in this State. Indeed, the Western Australian Col-
lege of Advanced Education Bill is modelled on
the Western Australian Institute of Technology
Act, both institutions being colleges of advanced
education in Western Australian.

The Bill deserves the Support of the House be-
cause it recognises and, I think, formalises the
new amalgamated form of the Western Aus-
tralian college, even though some regret was ex-
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pressed by members now in the Opposition about
the way amalgamation came about. The Bill gives
some level of autonomy to each of the constituent
campuses of the colleges. It is historic because for
the First time it establishes a tertiary institution
outside the Perth metropolitan area; that is, the
Bunbury institute of advanced education.

The Bill will be of advantage to the Western
Australian College of Advanced Education, which
will have a long and distinguished career in West-
ern Australian tertiary education. The move that
the Government is taking to fully recognise the
status of the college, which is reflected by this
legislation, can only give a greater sense of confi-
dence and optimism to those who work in and for
the Western Australian college, not to mention
those who are the object of this exercise-those
who study there.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

QUESTIONS

Standing Orders: Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): Before I call
for questions without notice, I wish to remind
members of the requirements of Standing Orders,
the practices and usages, and former rulings as
they apply to questions whether with or without
notice.

Generally, these are found in Standing Orders
Nos. 106 to Ill inclusive, and in the footnotes on
pages 44 to 46 inclusive of the Assembly Standing
Orders.

I also refer members to my remarks made on
Tuesday, 26 July 1983, at page 267 of Hansard.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 p.m.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COLLEGE OF
ADVANCED EDUCATION HILL 1984

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in
the Chair; Mr Pearce (Minister for Education) in
charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Interpretation-
Mr PEARCE: I move an amendment-

Page 2, lines 8 to 10-Delete the definition
"Alumni" and substitute the following-

"Alumni" means graduates of

(a) the college;
(b) a constituent college or a college

referred to in section 47 of the Col-
leges Act; or

(c) a college established and main-
tamecd by the Minister at
Churchlands, Claremont,
Graylands, Mount Lawley or
Nedlands under section W0 of the
Education Act 1928 as in force im-
mediately before the appointed day
as defined in section 4 of the
Teacher Education Act 1972;

Under the Bill, membership of "Alumni" would
be restricted to those who have graduated since
the amalgamation of the Western Australian col-
leges. The proposal would extend membership to
all graduates of each of the four campuses before
they were amalgamated. It is a grandfather clause
which would include the member for Karrinyup
and me.

I must apologise for not having put the amend-
ment on the notice paper. The amendment was
drawn up at ihe request of the WA college coun-
cil, and I provided the member for Karrinyup
with a copy last Thursday, but I neglected to put
it on the notice paper.

Mr CLARKO: I want to make a very import-
ant point; that is, that we decided under the new
rules of time management, as it is so euphem-
istically called, to spend two hours on this matter.
We have only one hour and nine minutes to dis-
cuss this matter in Committee. As a result, I
intend to speak more briefly than I would
otherwise.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I could assist by
saying that in fact one hour and eight minutes re-
mained when debate commenced.

Mr CLARKO: As far as I am concerned, one
hour and eight minutes appears to be grossly
insufficient. Therefore, I will be put in a position,
as will my other colleagurs, of having to speak
very briefly. This illustrates once again the prob-
lems of this time-management system.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 4 to 8 put and passed.
Clause 9: Constitution of the Council-
Mr CLARKO: I shall say briefly, because time

does not allow me to do it in any other way, that
the Opposition supports the decision to increase
from one to two the number of students on the
college council.

Clause put and passed.

7255



7256 ASSEMBLY]

Clause 10 put and passed.
Clause 11: Vacation of office-

Mr CLARKO: Again, in the light of the fact
that we have insufficient time to speak for very
long, I put it to the Minister that it is redundant
to have clause I1I(h) as a reason for the office of a
member becoming vacant. I would have thought
clause I1I(c) indicates that if "he becomes perma-
nently incapable", is a synonym for if "he dies",

Mr PEARCE: This is taken from the WA
Institute of Technology. The amendment fore-
shadowed by the member for Karrinyup has
merit. I take his point. At least in my opinion
someone who is dead would be permanently in-
capable. However, with some members of these
councils, one would hardly notice the difference!

Mr CLARKO: 1 move an amendment-
Page 9-Delete paragraph (h).

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 12 to 16 put and passed.
Clause 17: Powers of Council-

Mr CLARKO: I move an amendment-

Page 12-Delete paragraph (c).
It is my view that housing is not needed at these
campuses. While I accept that Karratha, Port
Hedland, and probably Kalgoorlie Colleges might
need special circumstances in respect of the pro-
vision of housing for staff, I do not believe that is
necessary for these locations. Accommodation
was once a tax advantage, but it is my under-
standing of the way the Australian Taxation
0ffice today interprets matters of this sort, that if
one gets free housing, it is taken into account
when one's taxable income is calculated.

In addition, I ask the Minister to be kind
enough to indicate whom he believes, if he does
not accept this amendment, should be eligible for
housing. Is it only the chief executive officer? Is it
only for one in Bunbury, because that is not a
metropolitan area? Is anyone other than the chief
executive officer to be eligible for such accommo-
dation? What quality of home would one expect
to be provided? That could be a disadvantage to a
member of staff if he does not have his own home.
Many years later when he retires, he might wish
he had provided one for himself. Where would
one draw the line? This seems to me an unnecess-
ary condition, particularly in the case of those
campuses located in the metropolitan area. I do
not believe there can be any argument for them.
There may be an argument for accommodation to

be provided in Bunbury, but I would not think so.
Perhaps the Minister could enlighten me.

Mr PEARCE: The Government will not accept
this amendment. Although I appreciate many of
the points made by the member for Karrinyup, I
would be reluctant to see the WA college moving
away from providing accommodation for its staff
members. The provision is taken over from the
Colleges Act which gives the power. It is not
intended to take that power away. The same pro-
vision applies to the WA Institute of Technology
under that Act.

The argument to retain the power, apart from
the traditional one, seems to me to be appropriate.
Clause 36(4) of the Bill reads-

Expenditure incurred for the purposes of
giving effect to section 17(1 )(c) shall be paid
out of such moneys in the account referred to
in subsection (2) as the Treasurer approves.

That is to say that the college could not provide
staff accommodation without the approval of the
State Treasurer. It is the opinion of the Govern-
ment that it is worth retaining the same power
with the WA college as exists under the Colleges
Act to make provision For accommodation if it is
thought appropriate.

Mr PETER JONES: While I take the point the
Minister has made, this Bill relates to only one
institution within the metropolitan area. If there
is some requirement in respect of housing uinder
the Colleges Act, that is an entirely different mat-
ter, because that Act pertains to institutions out-
side the metropolitan area and the provision was
inserted for a specific purpose.

The WAIT Act, as the Minister has mentioned,
provides similar wording, but that Act is nearly
18 years old. It must be pointed out also that the
salary scales prevailing at the time the WAIT
Statute was before the Chamber bore no relation-
ship to those which prevail at the present time in
respect of salaries and other emoluments of office.
That provision was included in the Colleges Act
to assist with housing in places like Karratha and
Port 1-edland, not in Claremont, Nedlands, or
Mt. Lawley.

it is not adequate for the Minister to say that
he just wants to retain the provision. If we are
talking about assisting a director of a college with
some form of loan-for example, approval may be
given to enable the Vice Chancellor of Murdoch
University to do something-that can be done
elsewhere in this Statute. As the Minister said, it
is provided for in section 23. It is totally unnecess-
ary and could be very damaging if a council
started handing out houses.
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Mr CLARKO: I support the comments made
by the member for Narrogin. This is 1984. We
should not single out one part of what might
broadly by called the "public sector" and give the
people in it the opportunity to have housing as a
perk, as part of their conditions of employment.

For the life of me, I cannot see that the Direc-
tor, or his equivalent, of the Nedlands College of
Advanced Education, the Mt. Lawley college, or
of any of the other colleges in Perth, should be
given the opportunity to have Government hous-
ing. If the provision is designed for Bunbury only,
perhaps the Bill should specify that. However, I
cannot see the reason for it there, either.

In regard to the University of WA or any of the
other tertiary institutions, I cannot see any
reason, other than because it is traditional and the
provision is there already, that we should choose
that group of people from what I broadly call the
"Public Service"-l do not mean the Public Ser-

vice as it is interpreted in the Act-and offer
them something in the way of a housing bonanza
compared with what is offered to everybody else.
That is quite inappropriate today.

Indeed, why give this bonanza to thc person
who is the most highly paid on the camputs, if it is
intended to give it only to the chief executive
officer? If the Government does not intend to pro-
vide housing for everybody associated with each
of these various subsections of the WA College of
Advanced Education, why give it to the most
highly paid?

I do not believe this housing should be pro-
vided. It is unreasonable and it represents a gra-
tuity which is not appropriate in 1984.

The fact that the provision exists in the WAIT
Act means nothing. I do not believe one person on
the staff at WAIT should be given some sort of
housing advantage because he happens to be on
that staff. These people receive appropriate
salaries for doing their jobs and they should not
get anything else.

If the Minister believes that the person who is
in charge of WAIT, Murdoch, the University of
WA, or any of these institutions should receive
this benefit, he should go further and provide it
for all the people who work for the Government so
that, in, respect of Bunbury, instead of just provid-
ing the benefit for the person at the top of the
Bunbury institute of advanced education, it pro-
vided also for the principal of the Bunbury Senior
High School. There is an unlimited field into
which one could enter.

It is not as if it is intended to give these people
GEHA housing. I presume what is set down here
is what has come to pass in the Pilbara where

houses are built specifically for a particular per-
son. I accept that this should occur in places like
Karratha and Port Hedland, and possibly in
Kalgoorlie because there has always been a
serious problem in respect of accommodation
there; but the purpose is to enable a house to be
found for certain staff members.

In respect of the executive officers of Mt.
Lawley, Claremont, Nedlands, or Churchlands
Colleges of Advanced Education, it is clear there
is no shortage of housing for these sorts of people
in the metropolitan area if they are prepared to
pay the price. Therefore, the Government is
giving them some sort of unfair advantage over
people who have other sorts of Government jobs,
all of which are of tremendous importance.

I referred to the Principal of the Bunbury
Senior High School or Newton Moore Senior
High School, but there are other senior civil ser-
vants who go to that lovely place, Bunbury-it is
certainly not a place to which people would not
want to go-and why should not they have this
benefit also? Why give these people an unfair ad-
vantage at the expense of the taxpayer?

Mr PEARCE: With regard to the comments of
both members of the Opposition, the situation is
this: WAIT, for example, has used that provision
to provide accommodation for staff members of
the WA School of Mines.

Mr Peter Jones: That is at Kalgoorlie.

Mr Clarko: We would agree with that.

Mr PEARCE: Members should not get too
uptight about this, because I am prepared to be
compromising in these matters. The argument in
respect of WAIT is that WAIT is a big metropoli-
tan institution and we do not want to be providing
houses willy-nilly for everybody from the director
down. I accept that is the case and I certainly
would not want to do that any more than would
the members for Narrogin or Karrinyup.

However, if we then deprive WAIT of the
power to provide housing based on that argument,
it would not be possible for WAIT to provide
housesi in Kalgoorlie for staff members of the WA
School of Mines.

Mr Clarko: You could qualify it.

Mr PEARCE: I accept that point; we could
qualify it. People like the Principal of the
Bunbury Senior High School or the Newton
Moore Senior High School, are eligible for, and I
have no doubt are in fact inhabitants of, GEHA
houses. The Government makes provision
throughout the State for housing for people who
go to country areas, so to that extent I do not find
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the arguments of either of the members very con-
vincing.

However, I take the point that the provision of
accommodation for staff members in Bunbury
may not be necessary, given the size and the qual-
ity of that town. There is an argument for asking
staff members of the Bunbury institute of ad-
vanced education to make a greater commitment
to the Town of Bunbury than simply to occupy
Government houses. Therefore, given the argu-
ment before the Chamber, I am prepared to alter
my immediate reaction to the member's amend-
ment and I shall ask Government members to ac-
cept it.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr PEARCE: Given the decision of the

Chamber on that matter, it will be necessary now
to delete clause 36(4), but I shall move an amend-
ment to that effect when the time comes.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 18 to 20 put and passed.
Clause 21: Vacation of office of member of

Board of the Institute-
Mr CLARKO: I move an amendment-

Page 15, line 32-Delete paragraph (h).
Mr PEARCE: I was a touch amused by the de-

termination of the Opposition to legislate against
death and, if it could be done in a comprehensive
way, many people would be grateful!.

In accordance with the attitude I have adopted
on the previous occasion, I ask Government mem-
bers to vote in favour of this amendment, too.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 22 and 23 put and passed.
Clause 24: Western Australian Academy of

Performing Arts-
Mr CLARKO: Due to the shortness of time, I

will not develop this argument at length, but I ask
the Minister whether he agrees thre is a
significant difference between the position in re-
gard to the WA Academy of Performing Arts and
the position of the Bunbury institute of advanced
education. Some people would believe that the
academy is too tightly constrained under the
powers and responsibilities of the college council.
I ask the Minister whether he could respond
briefly to that. Perhaps consideration could be
given in the future to what many would want; that
is, a greater degree of freedom, perhaps at least
the degree of freedom that the Bunbury institute
is to have.

Mr PEARCE: As to the position taken by the
Opposition to the legislation, there is a kind of

subtle irony many members might appreciate. I
am referring to the fact that when the member for
Victoria Park, now the Minister for the Arts, and
I were in Opposition, we argued frequently for the
establishment of a statutory base to define the
position of the Academy of Performing Arts, be-
cause it was always very unclear. One of the first
things we have taken the opportunity to do is to
provide that statutory base. The arrangement be-
tween the Academy of Performing Arts and the
WA College of Advanced Education which is en-
shrined in this legislation is no different from the
de facto arrangement by exchange of letters
which was set up by the previous Government. In
fact, the member for Karrinyup would have been
the Minister during part of the time that this oc-
curred.

There has been a great deal of difficulty be-
tween the academy and the college, because the
degree of independence or interdependence has
been unclear. We are now confirming the current
arrangement in a clear way which signals that the
Academy of Performing Arts, though it has its
own board and a large degree of autonomy, ulti-
mately is responsible to the council of the WA
College of Advanced Education, because in a
large measure it will in the future draw its
funding from the Tertiary Education Commission
through the WA College of Advanced Education.
In legislating in this way, we are making very
clear the lines of accountability for the use of
those funds.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 25: Campus committees-
Mr CLARKO: I move an amendment-

Page 19, line 9-Delete the numeral -2"
and substitute the numeral "4".

At present, the Bill provides that six out of nine of
the members of the campus committee shall be
staff and students. I support staff and students
being represented on campus committees, but
they should not predominate to that extent;
namely, that only the chairman and two com-
mittee members are not to be staff and students.
There is no need to have six out of nine members
as the voices of staff and students.

They are adequately heard. Currently only two
out of the nine people are student representatives
and yet they probably would not represent 90 per
cent of the campus population. I was a member of
the college board and, no doubt about it, there is
great value in having community members. I put
it to the Chamber that it would be desirable to in-
crease this number from two to four so that the
majority can still be other than staff and students.
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Mr PETER JONES: This matter was can-
vassed at some length during the second reading
debate. I did not bear all of the Minister's second
reading responses because I was called to the tele-
phone. I do not know whether he dwelt on this
issue then, but all the arguments for restricting
community involvement really do not seem to
matter at all in the sum total of what this college
and similar institutions try to do. The reasons
those arguments for restricting do not matter is
that the argument in favour of having communi ty
involvement would seem to be paramount.

I made it clear when we were discussing this
matter previously that we were not talking about
a campus committee that will have finite
administration financially and overall manage-
ment responsibility for that institution to which it
directly relates under an advisory capacity, but it
will have advisory functions. It will have
some kind of local-meaning "to that
institution"-involvement and relationship to the
community in which that institution is placed.
The Minister could put up an argument about the
Claremont teachers' college not relating to
Claremont because the students come from all
over the State. That is ridiculous, if that is in fact
to be an argument for the Government's wanting
community people to be involved. As the Minister
would be well aware, the previous member for
Swan was very strong on the subject of com-
munity involvement and he served with great
dedication on the committee of the Mt. Lawley
College of Advanced Education for part of the
time that I was Minister-indeed, right through
until the college councils were changed under the
Colleges Act and all politicians, including the
member for Karrinyup, were then removed from
college councils.

Mr Clarko: More's the pity.
Mr Pearce: Swings and roundabouts!
Mr PETER JONES: That decision was made.

As the then member for Swan said, the
involvement of somebody outside the narrow and
confining world of education alone, whether it is
at student level, academic staff, or non-academic
staff level, is imperative. In this case, what is pro-
posed is that there be sufficient community
involvement. We have canvassed this matter very
strenuously in the second reading debate and
what is now being sought is not to completely re-
move any one of the other categories, meaning we
still must have students and academic and non-
academic staff, but to increase the advisory rep-
resentative by members who can be described as
community members, appointed by the Minister
to represent the community at large and to be di-
rectly involved in the welfare of that institution. I

very strongly recommend that principle to the
Minister.

Mr PEARCE: While I appreciate the com-
menits made by the members for Karrinyup and
Narrogin, I think the criticism is misconceived
with regard to what the Government is trying to
do in achieving a balance between the council of
the WA College of Advanced Education which
college has a very high level of community rep-
resentation and the independent campus com-
mittees. One of the difficulties that many in the
WACAE perceived as a result of the amalga-
mation was that the academic community in the
college to a large extent has been disenfranchised;
that is to say, that the establishment of schools of
study which run across all four institutions with
the ability of individual staff members or students
to influence what goes on in the college has been
very considerably diminished. What we are trying
to do is give back some level of local autonomy
to each campus without going the whole way
towards re-establishing four separate campuses in
the way that it was prior to the amalgamation.
Effectively we are saying, "Well, in the campus
committees we want to give a focus for the people
who are part of that academic community to be
able to have a direct input into the college council
about the way in which they wish to see the af-
fairs of that particular campus operated". When
it gets to the college council level, the community
representatives, who are a majority, will be the
ones who make the final decision.

So, what we are looking at is not college boards
in individual campuses in the same sense as in the
old days when there were four separate
institutions, or in the same sense as the college
board for the Bunbury institute of advanced edu-
cation or the Academy of Performing Arts, both
of which are a little removed from the general
ambit. If members accept that principle-and the
Government does-there needs to be a greater
component of staff and student representation on
the campus committees and a greater component
of representation on college councils, and that is
the balance which is enshrined in this legislation.

It may be that the member for Narrogin wishes
to get back to the situation of four independent
colleges, and, if that is the case, he should have
made that stand two or three years ago.

Mr Peter Jones: We talked about that.
Mr PEARCE: I know members talked about

that. I say quite definitely that if I had been the
Minister and we had been in Government then,
there would have been no amalgamation because
we would have stood firmly against it long enough
to achieve what has been achieved in some other
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States, where by their holding out long enough,
amalgamation did not occur. However, amalga-
mation did occur here and it is not the design of
this Government to unscramble all the eggs which
were broken during the years before we were the
Government. We are trying to make the best of
the current situation by returning some ability to
individual campus communities, to have a say in
the operation of their campuses under the
overriding umbrella and authority of a college
council on which there is a majority of community
representation.

While the Government has been very under-
standing and has listened intently to the amend-
ments which have so far been moved, I cannot, on
the Government's behalf, accept this amendment.

Mr CLARKO: In regard to the final comment
of the Minister, I welcome and appreciate his
agreement to the amendments that have been ac-
cepted today. However, this matter of the campus
committees is one the Opposition regards as a
most serious deficiency of this Bill. I repeat that
we do not believe such committees should be
dominated by staff and student representatives.
They really will be dominated by staff representa-
tives. I can speak as a person who was a staff
member at one of these colleges, who was the
president of the student association at one of these
colleges, and who has been a board member at
one of these colleges. Unfortunately, one of my
colleagues who was a Minister at the time,
thought it was better that members of Parliament
not be on such boards.

I attended these board meetings on Friday
afternoons on a regular basis for some time and,
in my view, we had very high-quality community
members. They were not chosen by me. They in-
cluded a lawyer, a very senior engineer in the
Public Service, the Director of the Department
for Youth, Sport and Recreation, a member Of
Parliament-me-and many other people includ-
ing a person who ran one of these "alcohol"
homes; he was a very fine person and was a very
experienced person. It comprised a very diverse
group of community members who in my view
certainly added a great deal to the management
of this college.

However, I say very frankly that they could not
be there all the time whereas the staff members
were always there. In addition, when a compli-
cated matter came up it was invariably referred to
a subcommittee which often was entirely
composed of staff members. So the staff members
who came to these meetings had almost a 100 per
cent attendance record. They had the added in-
centive that it was their daily bread, but they
spent virtually the whole time addressing the

problems which would be dealt with by the board.
So, we have on the board community mem-
bers-people who are concerned also with the af-
fairs of our metropolis and therefore who experi-
ence pressures that occasionally keep them
away-and staff members who always attend and
who invariably know much more about the sub-
jects in terms of pure specific knowledge. If we
consider the fact that there were committees of
the board which spent their whole time examining
the problems, we see that invariably they would
get a decision which was staff-oriented.

I do not want to be unfair to these people: I
know them very well. Many of these people have
been colleagues of mine and I have the greatest
respect for them. But if one were to ask them to
consider a simple question about whether their
institution should have a holiday on the day be-
fore Anzac Day to give them six days off rather
than four, or something like that, it would not be
unreasonable if they voted for the decision that
advantaged themselves and which gave them six
days off.

Mr Old: Hear, hear!
Mr CLARKO: That is only a very simple

example which would not bring down the world.
In my experience, time and time again, when a
question came up dealing with their conditions,
they invariably voted for the condition which ad-
vantaged themselves. I do not wish to be too harsh
on them, but that is one of the reasons we need to
involve community people who see things more
broadly. Even the Minister can select people with
a great deal of competence and diversity of back-
grounds, experience, and so on, and they would
bring this very important complementary set of
experiences to go with the more narrow special-
ised experience of the staff.

The Opposition accepts that the member for
Narrogin, when he was the Minister, introduced a
Bill which provided that two-thirds of the people
on these boards and their equivalents should not
be staff and students. This Minister has brought
in a measure which is before us now where in
terms of the council which will administer
WACAE and the board of the institute of ad-
vanced education at Bunbury, members will find
that only about one-third of those representatives
are staff and students.

However, when we get to the campus com-
mittee-the Minister has used an argument to de-
fend it which unfortunately I cannot accept-he
turns it around the other way. Let me logically
follow up his point where he said that if his party
had been in Government and he had been the
Minister of the day when the forced amalga-
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mation occurred, he would have resisted it be-
cause he would like to see separate colleges, as
they were called then, each independent and able
to run its own affairs. His own argument would
have about two-thirds of these people non-starr
and students. That is contained in the Bill before
us where he sees a single separate body such as
the WA College of Advanced Education, and ap-
proximately two-thirds of them are to be com-
munity menibers and the like. It is only when he
deals with Nedlands, Claremont, Mt. Lawley, or
Churchiands colleges that he suddenly turns
around the other way. If he really believes-and I
accept that he does-that these places should be
given a maximum opportunity to preserve or
maxinmise their individuality and their ethos, he
should do the same things in terms of the struc-
ture and composition of those campus committees
as he has done at council level and again at the
Bunbury institute level. He should have approxi -
mately two-thirds of them who are not staff and
students. That would then give them the same
opportunities, the same residue or quality of per-
son on those particular bodies as he has at the top
level-at the level of the WACAE council.

I strongly urge the Minister to reconsider this
matter because even if it is turned around the way
I have done so that the community members are
dominant, without doubt, the voice of the staff
and students will be clearly heard. For the reasons
I gave from my other experience with the
Nedlands College of Advanced Education, mem-
bers will find that the staff members and student
representatives will still have the power to direct ,encourage, and influence the other people down
that specific narrow, academic-type, decision-
making path.

In terms of the broader issues, those places
must address themselves to the Minister who will
find the organisations will be enriched if they
have this broad group of community people.

Mr PETER JONES: If I heard the Minister
correctly, he said that staff and students had been
disenfranchised under the provisions of both the
council and the college as a whole. My answer is,
"So what?" The practical reality is-and I am
sure the Minister is well aware of it; I hope he
does not persuade us that he is not-how they
operate. The Minister will know that in an insti-
tution like the Mt. Lawley College of Advanced
Education in 1973 to 1977-78 staff representation
on its council dominated several meetings and they
influenced leave arrangements for themselves that
were unbelievable.

That was one of the matters the then member
for Swan raised with my predecessor and with! me
when he spoke about a staff member taking 12

months' accouchement leave after 12 months'
long service leave. The Minister will be well
aware how this operates in terms of the academic
staff arrangement-there is an academic council
and the university has a professorial board.

The implication in the Minister's comments
was that any submission that a staff member
might make would be frustrated by increasing the
community membership or his capacity to put for-
ward any representation would be minimised if
not entirely depleted. That is absolute rubbish!
The Minister would be well aware that at the uni-
versity the professorial board meets and deter-
mines a range of things that it wants to put for-
ward in addition to other things it is pursuing.
Everyone is entitled to attend a meeting of the
senate. Even those who are not entitled are, under
a quaint statute, able to attend.

The same thing applies within the colleges of
advanced education. The function of the academic
council is clear-in one or two places it is no bet-
ter than the metal workers' union-in what it is
seeking and whether it wants a matter pursued.

If the Minister is saying that he needs an advis-
ory council at each institution which will be able
to completely reflect the aspirations of the
students and the staff without having any
frustrations placed in its way by community mem-
bers, he has it under this Bill. That is what is pro-
posed. However, the Minister has said that when
a matter comes before the main board, the com-
munity members will be able to knock it out.

The reality is that the Minister is well aware
that his chances of that are not too strong, based
on past performances at the university and
WAIT, and certainly at some of these colleges.
They are able to organise their work in such a
way that the best interests of the institution as a
whole,' and of the community as a whole, at times
just do not prevail in the way they should.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask members be-
hind the Chair to try to reduce the level of their
conversation and, if not, to move out of the
Chamber.

Mr PETER JONES: I wonder what the Minis-
ter has in mind when he suggests that the staff
and students have been disenfranchised.

Mr Tonkin: Lots of good things for education.
Mr PETER JONES: I wonder whether this is

one of those good things for education. After all,
what is the purpose of the institution? The
institution is not there to make certain that the
staff and students are adequately franchised. It is
there to make certain it does its job properly and
relates to the community. We referred to this as-
pect in the second reading debate.
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I hope that the Minister will at least consider
an amendment to his proposal to allow a little
more representation in order that the staff and
students might have some amount of tempering in
their overall majority which they have at the pres-
ent time.

Mr GRAYDEN: I did not want to take part in
this debate because of the time limit. However, I
was rather dismayed earlier to hear the Minister
for Education make some comment on the amal-
gamation of various colleges of advanced edu-
cation and give the impression that the Govern-
ment of the day did not strongly resist that amal-
gamation.

As I was Minister at that time, I am able to ad-
vise that the previous Government made a strenu-
ous attempt to resist the amalgamation, but the
Commonwealth Government made it clear that
there would be no money forthcoming unless we
agreed to that amalgamation. Therefore, the
Government of the day agreed, but I can assure
the Minister that it was under duress.

The correspondence with the Commonwealth
Government is on the departmental files and one
need talk only to Dr Mossenson and the principals
of the various colleges to ascertain the steps the
Government of the day took on that proposed
amalgamation. When it was a fait accompli, the
Government set about assuring each of those col-
leges that it would attain the maximum amount of
individuality. If any member wishes to query the
steps the Government of the day took, he need
speak only to the former Director General of Edu-
cation, Dr Mossenson, or to the principals of the
colleges of advanced education and he would be
told of our attempt, as a group, to determine ways
in which the colleges could retain the maximum
amount of individuality. I can assure members
that the previous Government took extreme
measures to try to maintain that individuality.

Mr PEARCE: The fact of the matter is that
these campus committees are advisory commi ttees
only and are not decision-making bodies. They are
designed to give an input from the academic com-
munity into the decision-making processes.

Mr Peter Jones: What community?
Mr PEARCE: The academic community in

each of the colleges of advanced education does
not make decisions, and the analogies drawn by
the member for Narrogin are merely fallacious.

In regard to the member for South Perth's con-
tribution to the debate, I advise that Ministers in
other States did not agree to the amalgamation.
Some of the other States did not go ahead with
the amalgamation.

Mr Grayden: You know perfectly well that they
came under a different category altogether.

Mr PEARCE: On becoming Minister for Edu-
cation, I was inundated with problems because of
the highly decentralised amalgamation model fol-
lowed by the previous Government, and one of the
things that I came close to undertaking was to de-
amalgamate the whole thing. Under the Colleges
Act, the Minister has that power. The Common-
wealth Government could not afford to cut all
funds to tertiary institutions if they agreed to that
proposal. In that sense, the Commonwealth
Government bluffed the former State Govern-
ment and its Minister for Education.

Mr Grayden: It was done to cut costs.
Mr PEARCE: It increased costs. I did not pur-

sue that course because I realised it was too late
to put things right, and the Government had to
make the best of a bad decision.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister has said this Bill
has the effect of moving towards the old system of
separate colleges. I do not see it that way. I see it
as a means of giving staff and students control of
the separate campuses.

I have tried to argue that that is inappropriate.
Under the Bill before the Chamber, the overall
body, which is the WACAE council, has only a
small representation from the staff and students.

I ask the Minister whether he would comment
on clause 25(7).

1 wonder whether the Minister can assure me
that members of the campus committees will not
be able to have more than a three-year term, per-
haps limited to a total of nine years, which is
what applies to members of the council.

Mr Pearce: That is not clear. The time is
running out and I do not want to speak again.

Mr CLARKO: It seems to me that it is not
clear, whether they are to have the same con-
straints as those which apply to members of the
council. If this clause is not amended to ensure a
maximum term of nine years-with three-year
terms-the Minister might agree to an amend-
ment in another place.

The Opposition sees this clause as the main
weakness in the Bill. It strongly believes that
there is a need for an authority where staff and
students are not in control of campus committees.
The Minister has said that he believes that these
institutions should be in control of their own af-
fairs. The Minister told the member for South
Perth that he would like consistency in this regard
and a similar situation should apply in this cir-
cumstance.

Amendment put and negatived.
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Mr CLARKO: In the light of the Government's
non-acceptance of my previous amendment, I will
not proceed with the remaining amendments to
the clause. The Opposition will not now seek to
change the membership of staff and students-[
was arguing for a balance.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 26 to 34 put and passed.
Clause 35: Staff associations-
Mr CLARKO: I move-

Page 33, line 15-Delete the word "the"
and substitute the word "a".

I have pushed this argument many times in this
Chamber. One should not be restrained in this
way. Individual members of the staff should have
a right to state their position.

I went to the front of this building some years
ago when university students were demonstrating
and objecting to something that had been done.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: A girl and half a dozen other

students approached me and said that they had a
serious complaint against the guild. They had
been to the office of the vice chancellor-I am not
suggesting they spoke to him-and said they
wanted to take up a particular matter which was
against the viewpoint of the guild. They were told
to go back to the guild and get it to put their
viewpoint to him. That was nonsense, and it
cemented for all time my feeling that everyone
should have the opportunity to make approaches
through various paths and not be restricted to one
group.

Mr PETER JONES: I cannot see why an indi-
vidual staff member or any other individual who
wants to take up an issue which is of some
magnitude to him should be prevented from so
doing. During my term as Minister for Education
I encountered a similar situation on two or three
occasions. In one institution the authorities re-
fused to deal in two instances with staff members
and in one instance with a student because those
persons had not gone through the appropriate
body, whether the academic staff association or
the student body. I refused to accept that and I
spoke to the persons directly rather than deny
them the opportunity of being heard. As I recall,
two of the three cases were dealt with adequately,
but one raised a serious issue. The situation
should not arise where a Minister or someone else
must intervene to that degree simply because the
Statute denies an individual what the Government
and we would suggest is a basic human en-
titlement in other circumstances. In other words,
if I were at the college and wanted to rake issue

with or pursue a principle, I would have to take it
up with the student body, if a student, or the staff
association, if on the staff, and if that body did
not agree with my point of view, the issue would
end there. The governing board need never hear
about the situation. It is certainly necessary to in-
sert "a" rather than "the". It is the right of an in-
dividual to pursue an issue that is important to
him; he should have that entitlement and freedom
which the Statute does not provide.

Mr PEARCE: The amendments before the
Chamber all deal with the same matter in prin-
ciple, relating to the student guilds or the general
principle as it relates to the staff association. The
question with regard to student guilds has been
debated in this place at length on previous legis-
lation. The Government adheres to its position
with regard to the student organisation and will
not accept any of these amendments. The same
situation applies to staff associations. The pro-
visions are the same as those contained within the
Acts relating to the University of WA, Murdoch
University, and the Western Australian Institute
of Technology. It is strange to hear former Minis-
ters asking for changes to this legislation when
they were not problems about which they felt suf-
ficiently strongly to act while they were Ministers.
I am not prepared to make a change in this mat-
ter with regard to the Western Australian College
of Advanced Education.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 36: Funds of College-
Mr PEARCE: I move an amendment-

Page 34-Delete subclause (4).
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 37 to 40 put and passed.
Clause 4 1: Establishment of Student Guild-
Mr CLARKO: I move an amendment-

Page 37, line 28-Delete the word "the"
and substitute the word "a".

I have argued about this point on many occasions
in the past and will continue to do so. It is wrong
that students should be debarred from putting
forward single or group representations to the ap-
propriate body.

Mr PEARCE: I have made the Government's
position on this question clear; it merely enshrines
in the legislation provisions enshrined in similar
legislation passed by the Parliament last year.

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr CLARKO: I move an amendment-
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Page 37-Delete subclause (5) and substi-
tute the following-
(5) Enrolled students of the College are eli-

gible to be members of the Student
Guild.

I am opposed to compulsory unionism, especially
in regard to student bodies where usually the
people involved have no income and the fees are
paid by their parents. There is no justification for
it and I am sure a good, wholesome guild would
ensure it had substantial membership on a volun-
tary basis.

Unfortunately, the new time-management pro-
cedure is restricting our time so severely that
when the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
further discussions with the Leader of the House
on this matter, he will bring home to him quite
forcibly how the three members speaking on this
matter have felt constrained by the lack of time.

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr CLARKO: The amendment which appears

on the Notice Paper seeking to delete subclause
(6) was consequential upon the imagined success
of my previous amendments. It is an improvement
on what we previously had, but it does not go far
enough. I shall be interested to see in the short
term how many students make use of this pro-
vision.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 42 to 53 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with amendments.

Message: Appropriations

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

ACTS AMENDMENT (WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN MEAT INDUSTRY

AUTHORITY) BILL 1984

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 22 March.
MR OLD (Katanning-Roc) [8.27 p.m.]: The

amendments in the Bill are rather premature.
Although they are quite innocuous, I do not be-
lieve now is the time to bring them forward. I will
explain that statement later in this debate.

It was interesting to go back through Hansard
and note the birth of the Meat Industry Authority
by way of a Bill introduced in 1976. At that time,
the debate centred upon the shortage of abattoir
and cold storage space. What a different picture
we have today. At that time, we were suffering

from an extreme drought and the amount of live-
stock coming to the Midland salcyards or from
private sale into the metropolitan area, where the
bulk of abattoirs were, was choking up the
system. It was apparent that some action had to
be taken quickly in an endeavour to relieve the
situation.

Things have changed dramatically since those
days. I recall going to the Midland saleyards and
seeing the absolute chaos both there and at the
Midland abattoir. They were endeavouring to
cope with the amount of livestock which had been
sent in by farmers purely to get rid of it. It was a
pitiful sight. Many factors have caused a change
in the situation since that time, not the least of
which has been the downturn in beef prices. At
that time the beef market was booming, or had
been. The American market was very strong; the
Japanese market had been established; and it
looked for all the world as if beef would be the
saviour of agricultural industries in Western Aus-
tralia.

Unfortunately, time proved this to be very
wrong, and over a few years we saw the collapse
of the beef industry. People who had staked vir-
tually their farming future on beef-some of
them had gone into the pastoral areas purchasing
cattle, which had been unheard of to that
stage-suddenly found that the cattle they had
brought to the agricultural areas to be semi-lot
fed were worth much less than they had paid for
them in the pastoral areas. At the same time, the
live sheep industry was just starting to move.

In itself, that is a vexatious subject, because the
Government-at that time, it was the Oppo-
sition-and its close friends, the Australasian
Meat Industry Employees Union, were prone to
blame the downturn in the meat industry for the
upturn in the export of live sheep. Of course, that
has since been proved to be wrong, and that can
be ably demonstrated by statistics. Certainly, I
will deal with those statistics later in this debate.

The live sheep industry led to a revival of the
mutton industry. It was not very long before that
time that sheep had been referred to as "vermin";
they were worthless. I recall that in my own dis-
trict-it was not my electorate in those
days-people who had purchased cast for age
ewes, in an endeavour to start up a flock in some
of the newer areas east of Pingrup, were actually
turning those ewes into the bush so they could
fend for themselves and would not be a burden on
the farmers.

Fortunately for us, some entrepreneurs-that is
a dirty word of course-had been to the Middle
East and had been able to promote the sale of live
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sheep. That was the saviour of the sheep industry
in Western Australia.

At that time, the unions insisted upon, and in
fact were successful in, establishing a quota of live
sheep vis-a-vis the export of carcase mutton and
lamb. I have not researched it, but I think at that
stage the quota was of the order of 2: 1. If it had
not been for the facts that we had bargaining
power, that live sheep were in such demand, and
that the Middle East was prepared to accept some
mutton and lamb, we would not have had the
boom in the lamb trade with the Middle East
which certainly led to the revival of the mutton
trade.

Cattle numbers have bottomed because of the
situation I have described. At the same time, pig
numbers have been drastically reduced. One of
the reasons for that is that we do not have an ex-
port market in the pork trade-another point with
which I will deal later, and one which is counter-
productive. In the period 1974-76 nobody-and
certainly nobody in this House-foresaw that the
situation concerning the shortage of abattoir and
cold store capacity would right itself in such a
short period. If they did, 1 can assure the House
that nobody voiced that foresight in this House.
All of us were of the opinion that we needed much
more abattoir space and cold storage space to
cope with what then looked like a bonanza.

It is interesting to note that the number of
sheep slaughtered since those days has increased.
However, the cattle and pig situation has caused
the overcapacity in abattoirs. In fact, when Metro
Meat Katanning Ltd. started in Katanning, it was
killing sheep, lambs, cattle, and pigs. For reasons
both economic and religious-Metro Meat had
employed a large number of Muslims-the
slaughter of pigs was discontinued at that abat-
toir. In some ways, that was a pity because the
abattoir-it had been set up during the period of
the Tonkin Government, with the assistance of
the Government, and under the direction of
Dudley Rowland, who had been the General
Manager of the Midland Junction Abattoir-was
very well suited to pig slaughter. Much money
was directed into that facet of the industry. How-
ever, for reasons both religious and economic, pigs
were no longer slaughtered there.

Cattle were slaughtered for some time, but due
to the declining numbers and the fact that the ex-
port market for cattle had markedly decreased, it
reached the stage that Metro Meat was killing
only a few beasts for its own butcher shop in
Katanning. It does not slaughter any cattle in
Katanning now. One wonders why, when it was
selling enough for local consumption. Why would
it not slaughter them now? The short answer is
(228)

that Metro pays two lots of meat inspection fees
and it is better to have the cattle slaughtered in
another town and transported to Katanning.

I will take up that point in a later stage of this
debate. That matter should have been fixed up
years ago. We failed to rectify it, and we did so
because of lack of co-operation by the Federal
Government of the time. I hope that the present
Government, which has friends in Canberra,
might be able to achieve what we were unable to
achieve.

We are faced with the situation in which our
mutton industry has declined dramatically be-
cause of the very low overseas prices which are
being accepted by overseas importers. This was
demonstrated very well when, during a recent de-
bate, the member for Mt. Marshall pointed to the
price which had been paid to producers of prime
lamb in Western Australia during thi last lamb
marketing season when the return to the pro-
ducers for export lamb was $4.75. All I cant say is
that the producers had not read the newsletters
which were sent out by the Lamb Marketing
Board when it admitted that the price was $4.75.
The producers have failed to grasp the
significance of that.

I feel sure that if the producers of this parish
had been adequately briefed on what was hap-
pening in the export market, they would soon
have risen as one body and insisted that the ex-
port market be reduced and that promotion on the
home market be increased. Basic mathemnatics
dictates that this is the only way to obtain a better
return, certainly at a lower cost to themselves and
to the industry.

A further blow to the abattoir industry in
Western Australia was the recently announced
change in the attitude of the Japanese Govern-
ment to the import of Australian beef. As far as
Western Australia is concerned, the export to
Japan has never really been a big deal; but the
fact that the Queensland market was able to
supply a larger amount of beef to Japan took the
pressure off the Australian beef market which,
obviously, had advantageous results for the West-
ern Australian beef market.

It was interesting to see that the Prime Minis-
ter, during his quick trip around the United States
of America and Asia, during which he was feted
in Japan, told us that he had talked to the Prime
Minister of Japan and, in a very short space of
time, they had been able to reach agreement. He
said that the Japanese Prime Minister had, in
fact, assured our Prime Minister that the percent-
age of Australian beef imported into the Japanese
market would be sustained. This was great news
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for the beer producers of Australia, because it has
always been somewhat of a battle to ensure that
our percentage of this very valuable export mar-
ket is maintained.

What happened when the numbers went up, of
course, was a different story. The Japanese
Government announced that there would be an in-
crease in the amount of beef imported into Japan,
that the increase would be taken up by grain-lot
fed beef from the United States, and that there-
fore Australia's percentage would drop. Obvi-
ously, the Prime Minister of Australia either mis-
understood the Prime Minister of Japan or, in the
euphoria of the moment of his effusive welcome to
Japan, imagined that that is what the Japanese
Prime Minister said.

If the Prime Minister of Japan said it, it is up
to the Federal Minister For Primary Industry
(Mr Kerin) to tell us what the situation is. Mr
Kerin was diverted to Japan while on his way to
Korea. Perhaps he does not know what the situ-
ation is, because if we can believe the media, he
did not even get to talk to the Japanese about this
problem. Instead, Mr Hayden arrived and took
over the negotiations with the Japanese Govern-
ment while Mr Kerin stood outside the door. In
the next day or two, it will be very interesting to
see whether the percentage of beef imports by
Japan from Australia increases. 1 very much hope
that it does increase, and that between Mr
Hayden and Mr Kerin the problem is sorted out.
If those Federal Ministers are not able to do that,
it will be a tragedy for the Australian beef indus-
try, and once again we will see a diminution of
cattle numbers throughout Australia.

We have reached the stage where stock
numbers are down and it is very hard to get
enough livestock even to keep abattoirs going, be-
cause the supply of sheep and lambs alone will not
keep the industry afloat. We have had a suc-
cession of industrial actions against the pro-
prietors of abattoirs, and this has worked against
the industry, because every time industrial action
is taken, the producer loses the opportunity to
market his surplus livestock. Admittedly he can
turn sheep out into the paddock, utilising feed that
is very precious at this time of the year to the
survival of the rest of his flock. He cannot do that
with pigs, and I have said this before in the House.
All this reflects on in-pen prices, and anything
that reflects on the in-pen price of livestock re-
flects on the income and survival of the producer.

Everyone in this House is aware of the very
tenuous situation facing our primary industry
today, especially in Western Australia and more

particularly in our northern and north-eastern
wheat belt areas.

Yesterday I attended the great southern
Country Shire Councils Association conference in
Katanning, and Mr Joe North, the President Of
the Morawa Shire Council, was also there. I guess
Joe North has suffered as badly as any other pro-
ducer in this State, but he still manages to wear a
smile, although the smile today is rather thin be-
cause he told me that a lot of farmers in the
Morawa district are looking at this season as a
last chance. The Minister is aware of this, and to
pay the Minister his due, I indicate that he has
taken action to try to have the Commonwealth as-
sist in overcoming the problem, but that will cost
a tremendous amount of money. More particu-
larly, it will mean the placing of a colossal
amount of money in another area which is pro-
ductive and does not involve the payment of ad-
visers and the purchase of motor cars, etc.

The present shortage of livestock has necessi-
tated seasonal close-downs for quite a number of
abattoirs in Western Australia. Later we will talk
about the effect throughout Australia of this
shortage of livestock, which is quite devastating.

In our own State we know that Tip Top Abat-
toirs Pty. Ltd. at Wooroloo had to be classed as
one of the best local consumption abattoirs in the
State. It was established by the late Mr Ray
Williams, and not at a low cost. Today that abat-
toir is gathering cobwebs because of a set of cir-
cumstances beyond the control of the proprietors.
Hopefully one day someone will reopen it. Who-
ever does that will get into the rat race of trying
to find livestock to put through the abattoir.

The Geraldton abattoir closed in 1976 or there-
abouts. I recall going there and meeting Mr Ken
Harley in an effort to find a buyer who might
open it up again, because it was a very important
part of Geraldton's economy. Fortunately for
Western Australia, Metro Meat Ltd. bought it.
We heard some talk about the big boys stepping
in. Anyway, it is probably the best thing that ever
happened because the abattoir has at least been
able to get going again on a seasonal basis. I do
not think the Geraldton abattoir has had a 1 2-
month run since it was reopened, and it was a
long time before it closed that it had experienced
a 12-month run. Metro Meal Ltd. did a great job
there. It brought sheep and cattle from pastoral
areas to get it going. It was a very important part
of the local scene. When all else failed, the
company approached the Department of Primary
Industry and received permission to slaughter
horses for the export market. This meant it had to
go through a whole heap of regulations and regu-
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latory-type movements within the abattoir to keep
it open.

Mr Davies: Is that legitimate horse meat?
Mr OLD: It is a very good export market to

France and the Scandinavian countries.
Mr Davies: Where do they get it from?
Mr OLD: Geraldton in Western Australia and

from an abattoir, the name of which I forget, in
South Australia.

Mr Davies: Where do they get the stock?
Mr OLD: The station country is Cull of them.

Probably the stock have been thinned out to such
an extent that it is no longer a proposition. I do
not think they have killed horses there for a
couple of years.

Mr Davies: They haven't been mixing it with
the American stuff?

Mr OLD: No, it was too valuable to do that.
Actually, it was a premium market; very much so.

In Albany we had Thomas Borthwick and Sons
(Australasia) Ltd., a very successful international
company. Owing to circumstances beyond its con-
trol, or perhaps some beyond its control, the
company was faced with a worldwide slump in the
meat market and went from being a very import-
ant international meat processing company to vir-
tually a local company in New Zealand and Aus-
tralia. Albany was left to its own devices and the
abattoir was able to open on a seasonal basis. As
members know, the abattoir is a very important
part of Albany's economy. Albany has been
through some fairly traumatic times with respect
to its economy and it certainly looks to the
meatworks to provide the area with some sort of
guarantee of employment.

That was the climate in which the Meat Indus-
try Authority was born. Prior to that we had had
a meat industry advisory committee which, from
memory, was established by the present Minister
for Agriculture. That committee virtually became
the authority, which was one of the recommen-
dations of the Towns and Austen report of which
the present Minister was always a great quoter. I
am sure he knows it chapter and verse. The estab-
lishment of the authority was very much justified
at the time due to the circumstances I have
outlined, hopefully to the satisfaction of the
House.

I recall how the then member for Roe (Mr
Geoff Grewar), when speaking in the debate at
the time, made an impassioned plea for Govern-
ment sponsorship of an abattoir at Esperance. At
the time, the establishment of an abattoir at
Esperance was a very important proposition, be-
cause all the other abattoirs were clogged with

livestock. Apart from having to get the animals in
for slaughter, they had to be transported from
Esperance to Albany, Katanning, or the metro-
politan area. The freight costs were quite horren-
dous. Because the price of stock was not very high
as a result of the glut in the market-certainly in
the sheep market-it was a fairly doubtful prop-
osition for the Esperance people to have their live-
stock slaughtered, so the undercapacity at the
time worked in favour of an abattoir being estab-
lished at Esperance. Now that the situation has
been reversed and there is an undersupply or ani-
mals, the viability of the abattoir at Esperance
has becomne suspect, to say the least. Of course,
livestock numbers in the district have declined. I
understand some build-up is evident and I fer-
vently hope, for the sake of the people of
Esperance, that in time we will see a meatworks
established there. The area's isolation is one of the
things that militates in favour of the establishment
of a meatworks. To a degree, the isolation aspect
overrules the economics of the situation. The
people of Esperance, and certainly the directors of
the company, are still working very hard to have
an abattoir established.

The main function of the Meat Industry Auth-
ority when established was to match abattoir ca-
pacity to the number of livestock being turned-off
for slaughter. That was a necessary and com-
mendable function at the time.

The main criterion was the amount of cool
store space available. It was very easy to look at
the amount of cool storage space available, assess
the holding capacity, and by a mathematical
equation come up with the daily capacity. Some
worked that to a weekly, monthly, or yearly ca-
pacity, divided it by the requisite number, and
came out with a better quota than they should
have received. But that is history.

The Bill as it was introduced provided for the
capacity of the works to be established, but it did
not provide for a variation of that capacity. That
is what the Minister informed us in his second
reading speech, and obviously this was an
oversight. If the livestock industry had continued
in the way it was going when the MIA was
formed, we would have had to increase the ca-
pacity of the meatworks under its control. Prob-
ably today the opposite may apply; so the Bill now
provides the MIA with the authority to vary the
capacity of individual abattoirs.

I know this is causing a little heartache to some
or the smaller abattoirs in Western Australia. I
am certain the Minister is aware of this because
three of the abattoirs are in his electorate. We
know that people are concerned. When the Minis-
ter replies to the second reading debate, it is desir-
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able that he give us an assurance that it is not
intended that these people be disadvantaged in
any way by this Bill.

It would be easy to promote reasons some of
the smaller works should be downgraded. One of
the best reasons would be that some have never
got within a bull's roar of the capacity they were
given.

Many operators live in the hope that the indus-
try will improve and they will have the right to in-
crease their throughput to the capacity they have
been allocated. That should be taken into account,
because I do not think any Government wants to
kill enthusiasm in an industry as important as this
one. Perhaps when the Minister replies, he will
give us some indication of how this will be admin-
istered.

I mentioned earlier that the Tip Top works had
closed. I hope it opens again, but with its closure,
with the seasonal working of some of the
meatworks in the southern part of the State, and
with the closure of a couple of abattoirs in the
northern part of the State, I wonder whether we
really need a Meat Industry Authority. It is un-
fortunate that when we build something, we are
loath to dismantle it.

The MIA has probably played its part, and
done so very well; but the time may have arrived
when we should look closely at whether the Act
should be repealed and the MIA disbanded. One
of the jobs it undertook in the early days was the
categorisation of meatworks throughout Western
Australia. That was a step in the right direction.

Meatworks were categorised, the top category
being export works which, were of course very
strictly controlled by the Department of Primary
Industry and inspected regularly, not only by the
department, but also by many importing countries
which either approved the works or did not. Then
the top type local abattoirs had regular meat in-
spections carried out by local or Public Health
Department inspectors.

The next category of local abattoirs had a
weekly meat inspection, which does not sound too
good. Then there was the last category of local
abattoirs with no meat inspection. Fortunately,
there are not many of the latter category, but
there are some, and with good reason. These are
in isolated areas where they have to operate that
way, otherwise people would be without meat.

The MIA showed great judgment in allowing
some of those abattoirs to continue in that
category. It categorised the meatworks, then the
Public Health Department became responsible for
their inspection.

Of course, the Public Health Department is
very active at the export works, standing along-
side the inspectors from the Department of Pri-
mary Industry. When an animal is killed for local
consumption the Public Health Department
stamp is applied. The department provides inspec-
tors for some of the abattoirs in category I in the
local sciene where there is a regular inspection; but
the inspection for category 2 of the local kill is
invariably delegated to the local authority. We
have not only the categories of abattoirs, but also
the situation with differing fees in various areas.
This was well demonstrated in the last week or
two when the Manjimup Shire-according to
Press reports-applied to the Public Health De-
partment for permission to almost, if not com-
pletely, double its inspection fees.

If the shires are entitled to do this, and they
may be under the formula, that is another blow to
the producer, the abattoir owner, and the con-
sumer, because everybody will pay. The inspec-
tion of meat at abattoirs should be taken out of
the hands of the Public Health Department.

At one time, I battled very hard with one of my
colleagues, the Minister for Health, on this sub-
ject. The rationale for the PHD to undertake
meat inspection was that the health of the State
depended on it. The health of many people in
America, Sweden, and the Middle East depend on
the Department of Primary Industry, which is
charged with inspecting meat for export under
international standards; but the people charged
with that responsibility are not good enough for
this State. Perhaps some people in this State feel
that unless the meat is inspected by a public
health inspector, it is not good enough for them.
The qualifications of the Public Health Depart-
ment inspectors and the Department of Primary
Industry inspectors are the same, except that the
Public Health Department inspectors are categor-
ised as health surveyors and are able to inspect
septic tanks. That is of tremendous advantage
when they are inspecting meat for human con-
sumption!

Mr Evans: Are you suggesting that the DPI
take over all inspections?

Mr OLD: No, I do not believe that is necessary.
I believe that the PHD should retain the responsi-
bility of ensuring that meat for retail shops is in-
spected. That is where the inspection as far as the
health of this community is concerned should be
centred, because there is no doubt in my mind
that the inspection undertaken by the PHD in-
spectors or the DPI inspectors at the abattoirs is
top class. What happens between then and the
time that the meat is put on the counter attracts
little inspection, and the PHD should be centering
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on that aspect. Apart from that, of course, the in-
dustry in some instances is subject to the dual in-
spection of meat. This matter has been challenged
on many occasions. The Minister knows that meat
which is inspected by the DPI for export is put
into the chillers and may be subsequently with-
drawn for the local market. It is not unusual. Be-
fore going onto the local market it must be
reinspected by the PHD because of our peculiar
system. That meat attracts two meat inspection
fees. The DPI and the PHD have been at odds for
many years over this matter, as have Govern-
ments of varying colours and periods which have
endeavoured to overcome the problem, which to
date has not been overcome, certainly not on a
national basis.

There should be a separate authority in West-
ern Australia employing the PHD meat inspectors
and the DPI inspectors under one award instead
of the two sets of conditions which apply at pres-
ent, resulting in one set of inspectors receiving a
lot more weekly income than the other.

At export abattoirs, two separate sections of a
building are provided, one for the DPI and one for
the PHD, because never the twain shall meet.
This affects the cost of meat in this State and
certainly the in-pen price to the producer. It has a
very deleterious effect on the abattoir operator
who has to market that meat in competition with
imported meat. We are receiving much more of
that now, and recent figures indicated that we
imported a colossal amount of lamb. However,
that is another subject.

The recent vicious increases in meat export
charges in Australia have added an intolerable
burden to the industry. I understand that in this
financial year the cost will be an extra $17.5
million.

Leave to Continue Speech

On that sad note, I seek leave to continue my
remarks at a later stage of the sitting.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

GAMBLING: CASINO

Burswood Island: Motion

Debate resumed from I I April.
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) (9.17 p.m.]: The question before the
House really is whether Perth or some other part
of Western Australia is to have a casino.

Mr Thompson: You have made that decision.
Mr TONKIN: There is no point in our debat-

ing the way in which this is to be brought about,

or in our wondering about the Government's pro-
cedure until this Parliament and the people of
Western Australia decide whether we should have
a casino which will be managed under very strict
conditions and which will be beneficial to the
State in terms of investment, employment, and
tourism.

The Opposition has not yet made up its mind
on this subject. It is very important that the
people of Western Australia know where the Op-
position stands. Is it in favour of a casino or not?
Is it in favour of its old policy of allowing
gambling to go on throughout Perth and pre-
tending it is not going on, or when pressed, saying,
"We believe in a policy of containment and toler-
ation"? In other words, that is toleration of illegal
activities.

When the Australian Labor Party promised
some years ago to regularise this matter, the then
Premier (Sir Charles Court) said, "We have to
have a Minister for Vice", because we were being
honest and saying gambling was going on every
night of the week in Perth and a blind eye was
being turned to it because of Government policy.
If a law exists, it should be obeyed. We want this
to be brought out into the open and to be above
board; not to turn a blind eye to the illegal activi-
ties, but to be up-front so we will have a casino
that is properly organised, regulated, and part of
the law of the State, similar to the position relat-
ing to casinos which I understand are in many
other parts of Australia.

I went to Wrest Point during an Australian
Constitutional Convention. It is not my way of en-
joying an evening, but the people were there of
their own free will and were obeying the law. The
law knew about it, and it was properly organised;
and that is the kind of thing for which this
Government stands. All we ask is: Will the Oppo-
sition join us in saying, "Yes, we should have a
legalised casino", or will it say, "No, we will not;
we would prefer illegal gambling-the shady
way-to continue"?

That is all we are asking the Opposition to de-
cide-to join us in a legal, open operation; or will
it act as it did when in Government to connive at
the breaking of the law night after night and pre-
tend it did not go on?

Amendment to Motion

I move an amendment-

Delete all words after the word "House" in
line one with a view to substituting the fol-
lowing words-
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notes and approves the Government's
decision to approve a casino for the
metropolitan area.

Once we have decided that simple issue, we can
talk about whys and wherefores. Let us decide
whether Western Australia is to be a State in
which we honestly and openly accept that some
people and some tourists want to gamble, but that
it will be regulated in a proper manner as, for
example, racecourse betting is organised; or
whether we will continue to have shady operations
which are illegal and which put the police in an
impossible position because they have to adminis-
ter a law which we know cannot be properly ad-
ministered because people will find ways to
gamble no matter what they do.

I invite the Opposition to let the people of
Western Australia know in an open and forthright
manner whether it is in favour of this operation
and whether it is man enough to stand up and say
to the public-

Mr Thompson: "People enough", please.
Mir TONKIN: I considered that carefully be-

cause there is not a woman among the Opposition
members.

Will the Opposition be man enough to stand up
and say where it stands? The essence of democ-
racy is not just choice, but choice through knowl-
edge. One cannot choose Governments, political
parties, or members of Parliament unless one
knows where political parties stand. The Govern-
ment invites the Opposition to stand up and be
counted so the people of Western Australia will
know where it stands on this important matter.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga--Premier) [9.23
p.m.]: The amendment seeks simply to clarify this
whole issue, and I have great pleasure in sec-
onding it. It really is time the Opposition stated
its position on the central point at issue. We can
shillyshally all night about the peripheral matters,
but they follow naturally from a statement of the
Opposition's position in respect of a casino. I am
pleased to say the amendment we have moved will
give everyone on the Opposition benches an op-
portunity to say, "Yes, we agree with the decision
to have a casino", or "No, we disagree with that
decision".

Having stated our case, we can then address the
way we move to give evidence of our position in
the regulations or those aspects that govern the
operation of the casino. There is nothing difficult
about that. It is fairly straightforward and I think
it is a matter that could be despatched fairly
quickly. We have stated our position: We support
the proposal for one casino in the metropolitan
area as part of a comprehensive tourism policy; no

more, no less. The casino should be on the lines of
Wrest Point and we look forward to a develop-
ment that involves the investment of tens of
millions of dollars, creating thousands of jobs
throughout the construction stage and thousands
of permanent jobs thereafter.

Mr Thompson: Thousands?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, that is certainly

true if one is talking about an investment of some
$150 million to $200 million, and one is talking
about an investment that is the biggest single
investment outside a major resource project.

Mr Thompson: After it is built, there will be
thousands employed?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I understand that if an
investment of that size is made-and we are
talking about a hotel with 800 rooms-more than
I1000 jobs will be involved. In addition, there is
the prospect of sporting facilities, convention
centres, and exposition halls, so one is talking
about a considerable number of extra jobs. I will
stand corrected, but I should have thought the
member would welcome an additional 1 000 per-
manent jobs.

In this amendment, we are not worrying about
the site or whether the TAB should license the op-
erator; we are saying the first decision to be made
is whether there should be a casino. We have
stated our position.

Mr Thompson: You have done that on behalf of
the people; you have decided there will be a ca-
sino.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have decided our at-
titude. Parliament can reject the legislation that
permits the adoption of that attitude. We invite
the Opposition to state its case.

MR RUJSHTON (Dale) [9.27 p.m.]: It is pretty
obvious that the Government is wriggling to get
out of a dilemma in which it has placed itself.

Mr Tonkin: We have stated our position; how is
that wriggling?

Mr RUSHTON: It is not as simple as that. The
Government should have brought legislation be-
fore the House. It is obvious the Government has
been caught out; it is embarrassed and two or
three Ministers should resign because they have
already misled the House.

Mr Tonkin: Why not make it the lot of us?
Mr RUSHTON: It shows the sensitivity of

members opposite; they cannot shut up.
It is a serious social matter and the Govern-

ment has used it in such a way that the public can
see the Government is a bad manager. It called
for submissions or applications for a casino with-
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out the approval of Parliament and that is now
being presented as an amendment to our motion.
We should have legislation to approve a casino,
not a motion. The damage has been done by the
Government already.

It called for submissions and gave people seven
weeks until 31 July last year to lodge them if they
were interested in building a casino anywhere in
Western Australia, with certain criteria which
were stated in the advertisment.

Mr Brian Burke: Can I ask a question?
Mr RUSHTON: Please allow me some time-
Mr Brian Burke: What is y6ur view of the

amendment?
Mr RUSHTON: I do not need to address that

at the moment until the Government produces
legislation. The Government should have brought
legislation relating to the approval of a casi no in
this State to the House before we reached this
stage. That is why it has been discredited. It acted
improperly and caused people to spend thousands
of dollars without any firm indication that they
would be able to build a casino.

Seventeen submissions were received over a
lengthy period prior to 2 April when the Govern-
ment made a decision to approve a casino. That is
where we are now. Then the Government was em-
barrassed because there was a leak-no doubt
from within its midst-and the shares of a certain
company started to move. The Government made
a hasty decision and was pressed into deciding
that 15 of the applicants who had not proposed
Burswood Island as the casino site should have
until the end of May to make another submission.
The member for South Perth has already said
that that was totally unfair and unreasonable 'and
that consideration should have been given to
opening up the field. Before the Government
called for submissions, it should have waited to
learn what was determined by Parliament and by
the city council relative to reserve zonings. Also, it
is very important for the Opposition to know how
the casino will be run before it is asked to approve
of any relevant legislation. However, the point is
that at this time we have people who have been
committed to $50000 or $100 000. In making
submissions now they are in a position of uncer-
tainty.

I want to touch on the decision which relates to
the city council. No respect was afforded the city
council, because it was not consulted about the
proposal to establish a casino on Burswood Island.
Beautification of Burswood Island reserve and
Heirisson Island was achieved after a tremendous
effort by a number of people, and the Govern-
ment, and the City of Perth was further beauti-

fied as a result. However, all that effort is to be
put aside by this one action of this inept and mis-
leading Government, which has demonstrated its
ineptitude by indicating that it is prepared to put
people to a large cost-$50 000 or $100 000-
without its first going through the necessary pro-
cedures. The Government should get the approval
of this Parliament for the running of a casino and
obtain approval of Parliament for changes to
Burswood reserve.

A similar situation is taking place over Rottnest
Island. It shows how inept the Government is
when the improper process takes place at Rottnest
Island. No decision has been made about the
future of Rottnest Island. The people's opinion
has not been acknowledged.

The SPEAKER: Please stick to the amend-
ment.

Mr RUSHTON: I have much pleasure in doing
that.

I think we must also rake on board the proposal
before us. The Government is asking this Parlia-
ment to approve its approval of the establrshment
of a casino in the metropolitan area.

The Government has moved an amendment,
and all the Opposition can do is to resist it. It is a
very poor amendment in that it does not take into
account all the ramifications of a casino. I, for
one, am hostile about the way this Government
has treated the people of this State. It has indi-
cated that it will have regard for their opinions,
and that it will consult with the city council.

Also, it has indicated that it is a conciliatory
Government, and we know that it is just the op-
posite. I will have a lot more to say about the
issue before us, because this Government has mis-
led the people and this Parliament by its hasty de-
cisions. IHow any professional journalist in a few
brief moments cannot determine the facts of how
the Ministers have misled this House, I cannot
understand.

The Premier made statements about how this
casino was to be established, and his colleagues in
this House and in another place made misleading
statements about the date. In this Parliament and
in other Parliaments with the same code of ethics,
members would be required to resign, on their
misleading the House deliberately. That is what
should take place now. This Government does not
recognise a code of ethics or the code of members,
and it spends its time on this one issue. I be-
lieve that the Government is acting improperly in
putting before the House at this moment an
amendment which indicates that the Government
has decided to approve a casino for the metropoli-
tan area.
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It is like a horse being led to water and being
made to drink. I am not prepared to accept this
type of amendment, because the Government is
acting improperly. It should put before the House
its full intent relating to casinos. It should take
the rightful steps in that regard.

The city council has a liaison committee which
includes the Minister for Planning. Surely this
matter should have been put before that com-
mittee. The Perth City Council planning steering
committee should have studied this issue in detail.
What machinery is there for this Government to
work with?

Contrast that to what happened at Forrest
Place. It takes time, but it is still the best and
democratic way of dealing with such an important
issue.

Mr Davies: It has taken 10 years.
Several members interjected.
Mr RUSHTON: As far as I am concerned, the

Government is acting improperly and is putting
the cart before the horse. I cannot support the
Government's amendment.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [9.37 p.m.]: The Opposition
will not support the amendment moved by the
Leader of the House. It really surprises me that
the Premier would expect support for such a friv-
olous amendment. I ask members to reflect on the
actions of this Government which now wants the
Opposition to support it. The Government wants
us to agree to the amendment which reads that
"this House notes and approves the Government's
decision to approve a casino for the metropolitan
area". It is asking us to make a decision on that.
On what information and on what basis? What
information has the Leader of the House and the
Premier given us on which to base that decision?
We are asked now to make a commi tment.
Burswood Island is an "A"-class reserve. Are we
in the Opposition parties to know whether it is ap-
propriate? What other sites have been con-
sidered?

Mr Brian Burke: You are not asked to endorse
any sites.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier is asking us to
make a decision, yet we have not seen the Cabinet
minute on Heirisson Island or Burswood Island-

Mr Brian Burke: We are not asking you to ap-
prove that.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier is asking us to
approve a casino, and the casino will be on
Burswood Island.

Mr Brian Burke: We are not asking you to ap-
prove that.

Mr MacKINNON: That is what I thought we
were being asked.

Mr Brian Burke: Strike out the words
"Burswood Island".

Mr MacKINNON: We are being asked to ap-
prove a casino in the metropolitan area. We now
hear from the Premier that it is not to be on
Burswood Island. That just shows us and the Par-
liament the hypocrisy and stupidity of the
Government. If it is to be on Burswood Island,
what environmental studies has the Government
done? Is it structurally sound for a casino to be
built on reclaimed land? If not, where else could
it be established? We are asked also to approve a
casino in the metropolitan area. Again, on what
basis will the control be implemented? Will it be
on the basis of the TAB as previously rec-
ommended? Who are the selected people? Will it
be on the same basis as the TAB members are
selected now, with all that means? The Leader of
the Opposition mentioned previously how the
current TAB could be manipulated by those par-
ties who may have ulterior motives. We are asked
to approve the Government's decision. This is not
reflected in the TAB membership.

A Government member: Of corse it is.
Mr MacKINNON: Is the Premier asking us to

approve the Government's decision? I ask the
member: Which decision is the Premier asking us
to approve? I watched him on television, I think it
was last Thursday evening, and he left me, and I
am sure the general public, totally confused. IHe
said that on Monday a decision would be made,
which was dependent on another decision to be
made on Tuesday. There was a decision on
Wednesday of which the Minister for Works, or a
Minister in another place, had no knowledge, and
he is now asking us to approve a decision. Do we
Know the details of that decision? We have no
knowledge of it whatsoever.

I repeat that it is totally frivolous of the Prem-
ier or the Leader of the House to assume that we
will make a major decision on the approval of a
casino in the metropolitan area. We will not.

What studies have been made of the social im-
pact on the community? Has there been a social
report study made? Is the Minister not concerned
about the impact which a casino might have in
the area as far as social welfare is concerned?

I am not sure whether the Premier saw a report
in the paper yesterday, or perhaps at the weekend,
from a person with experience in Tasmania. He
indicated the great social ills which resulted as a
consequence of that State's casino. Perhaps the
Premier is not aware of them. Before we make a
decision, we would be interested to see what im-
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post this move has in that area. Has the Govern-
ment made any studies? What evidence has it of
irreversible social consequences upon the com-
munity?

What consultation has taken place? Clearly,
the Government has taken no opportunity to con-
suit with the Opposition. The first we heard about
the amendment was when the Leader of the
House moved it. What consultation has the
Government had with the Perth City Council?
Can we say that the council has actually been
consulted? I doubt it. The Opposition would like
to know exactly who has been consulted. We
would like to listen to the view of the Perth City
Council before we make a decision on whether a
casino should proceed on Burswood Island or any-
where else in the metropolitan area.

What is the nature of the proposals? The Prem-
ier has refused to give any details or indication of
the proposals put forward. Who are the people
invited to submit those proposals? What are the
basic plans that are still to be submitted to the
Premier by those people.

These questions must all be raised by a respon-
sible and effective Opposition before any decision
can be made. We will not make a decision just be-
cause the Premier or the Leader of the House
might want to score some cheap political point.
We will make our decision when we are ready and
not until we have had proper time to assess all
these points which I have raised tonight, and
others which will need to be considered.

We will make a decision at the appropriate
time; we will not run away from making it. We
will do so when the proper information is
available to us and in the best interests of all
Western Australians, not just a few who sit on the
other side of this House.

We reject the amendment moved by the Leader
of the House.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth) [9.45 p.m.]:
The amendment reads-

notes and approves the Government's de-cision to approve a casino for the metropoli-
tan area.

I oppose the amendment for a number of reasons.
I will not canvass much of what has been said

already in the debate. Hopefully, up to a point, I
shall introduce some new aspects, even though
they may have been touched on, because there are
some angles to this matter which should be men-
tioned. The first relates to the fact that the
Government did not consult the Perth City Coun-
cil.

An article appeared in this morning's The West
Australian under the headline "PCC miffed by
casino decision". The article reads as follows-

The Perth City Council last night handed
out a mild rebuke to the State Government
over its announcement that a casino would be
built on Burswood Island.

The PCC said that, as planning authority
for the island, it should have been consulted
before an announcement was made.

The Lord Mayor, Mr Mick Michael, will
meet the Premier, Mr Burke, tomorrow to
discuss the Government's casino plan and to
convey the council's ire.

The council last night resolved to tell the
Government that it was worried that
Burswood Island, which was a park and rec-
reation area, would be used for a casino.

It will urge the Government to delay a de-
cision on the casino till the PCC has properly
discussed and considered the matter.

The PCC should be involved in planning
for access, traffic, water supply, sewerage,
environmental impact, suitability of site and
health aspects, councillors said.

Cr Ean McDonald said that the PCC was
being handed the casino as a fail accompli.
He hoped the Government would consult the
PCC and give it the opportunity to consider
the project's implications.

Councillor McDonald was only one of the council-
lors who took strong exception to the fact that the
council had not been consulted virtually in any
way.

Recently, Councillor Rod Evans said that the
council was disappointed to learn that Cabinet
had already approved the proposal without con-
sulting the Perth City Council.

Councillor John Bissett, who represents the
Carlisle area in which Burswood Island is situ-
ated, said that he was against having the casino
on Burswood Island, as the area had been set
aside for public open space. Another councillor
from the ward concerned, Mr Mick Lee, said that
the news had come to the Perth City Council as a
bombshell; and well it might.

It is proposed that a $250 million project be
constructed. Can anyone in this House imagine a
Government planning to construct a $250 million
project and making a public announcement to
that effect without first consulting the council
concerned? It is beyond the realms of imagin-
ation. There can be absolutely no doubt about
that.
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I have a cutting here from the South Perth
Suburban News which has the headline "S ISm.
plan for riverfront" and which reads, in part, as
follows-

Special council meeting tonight. Plans to
build an $18 million medical clinic on prime
South Perth riverside land, wilt be discussed
at a special meeting of the South Perth build-
ing and planning committee tonight.

Here we have an $18 million project. The council
held a special meeting, all sorts of debate and
controversy took place in the South Perth area as
a consequence of that project, and ample notice
was given of it.

Can members imagine what would happen if
the Government suddenly made an announcement
that it intended to undertake a $250 million proj-
ect on the South Perth foreshore without first
consulting the council?

Could members imagine what would happen if
the Government announced its intention to under-
take a $250 million project at Mill Point, where
land is available, without first consulting the
council? The council would be dumbfounded. I
should imagine the councillors would be so in-
censed that they would resign en masse.

The Perth City Council is responsible for
Burswood Island, an area adjacent to Victoria
Park, on the banks of the Swan River, in the
Centre of the metropolitan area, almost adjacent
to the central city block, and one of the prime
sites in Western Australia. The Government an-
nounced that some people had come forward with
a submission to the effect that a $250 million
project should be constructed and Burswood
Island had been selected as the site. The people
involved appeared to be the front-runners of all
those who had made submissions.

Of course, in those circumstances, the Perth
City Council is entitled to take umbrage and
strong exception to a Government which says,
"We are going to put a large-scale project in your
area without consulting you".

The Premier has come forward with a state-
ment that in fact he did contact, in confidence,
one member of the council. That makes the situ-
ation even worse. In an article which appeared in
The West Australian of 7 April, the Premier is re-
ported as saying-

The Premier, Mr Burke, said yesterday
that the Government had been forced to
make an announcement before it intended
because the information was leaked to the
Press. It was unfortunate that the Govern-
ment had not been able to inform the council

in the usual manner before a decision was
taken.

That was on 7 April when the decision was made
on 2 April. It continues-.-

He said that the Lord Mayor. Mr Mick
Michael, had been made aware of the pro-
posal in confidence. Mr Michael said
yesterday that he had been shown the two ca-
sino proposals by Dallas Dempster and Fed-
eral Hotels but he had not been aware of the
exact locations.

Goodness gracious! I could not imagine anyone,
much less the Premier of Western Australia, ring-
ing up the Lord Mayor, telling him about a proj-
ect of this kind in confidence, and putting him in
a position where he was not able to convey that
information to the rest of the councillors. I would
think that by that one act, the Premier would
have destroyed any sort of relationship that the
Lord Mayor had with his councillors.

How could the councillors trust a Lord Mayor
who had information' of that kind-information
which would have a dramatic impact on the Perth
City Council-but did not pass it on to them?
Here we have members of the Perth City Council
sitting down at their regular committee meetings
of full council; the Lord Mayor is aware of a proj-
ect of this magnitude-not on private land or any-
thing like that, but on an area which for 29 years
has been set aside for parks and reserves-and yet
he does not mention it. Twenty-nine years ago it
was envisaged that area would ultimately become
a great sporting complex, because it was said that
the Perth metropolitan area lacked a complex of
that kind and that we should learn from the
Olympic Games experience of Melbourne and
plan for the future. Therefore, in 1955 that land
was set aside for a great sporting complex.

This area has been set aside as "parks and re-
serves", and the Government comes along and
makes this decision. T he decision was not made in
a hurry; submissions were called from throughout
Australia last year in respect of this project. The
date for the close of the receipt of submissions
was 31 July last year, so the Government has had
nine months in which to consider this matter.

At this late stage, the Government announces a
project, and does not contact the Perth City
Council and advise it what is in the wind, except,
as the Premier said, he rang the Lord Mayor and
told him in confidence of the proposal. The Prem-
ier put the Lord Mayor of Perth in an extraordi-
narily invidious position.

I mention this to indicate it is one reason no-
one in his right mind would support the amend-
ment. Of course, there are many more reasons,
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but I shall obviously have to confine my remarks
in respect of them, because I have only nine min-
utes left and there is much which should be can-
vassed.

I shall refer briefly to the Government's casino
advisory report of 1983. The Government estab-
lished an interdepartmental committee to consider
the question of casinos. That committee received
367 applications, of which 300 opposed the estab-
lishment of a casino. Of those 300 organisations
which opposed it, 58 were church organisations
each of which represented a large number of
people. Therefore, 300 submissions were opposed
to the casino, 58 of which were from church or-
ganisations, and 67 submissions were in favour of
it. A total of 67 people were either interested in
building a casino or were in favour of it.

Notwithstanding that evidence, the Govern-
ment opted to establish a casino.

I will not go back over old ground, but among
those 67 applications in favour of the proposal,
the front-runner got a mention along with quite a
number of other people who wanted to build a ca-
sino. However, let us look at the sort of infor-
mation those people conveyed. One submission
presented a case for a casino at Bunbury; another
wanted it established in Albany; a further sub-
mission supported its establishment at Ocean
Beach, Scarborough; another opted for Belmont;
a further submission chose Leschenault; and so it
goes on.

Mr Brian Burke: Could I just say two things?
Firstly, the Perth City Council sent in a sub-
mission asking for the casino to be in its munici-
pality.

Mr GRAYDEN: I think the Perth City Coun-
cil asked for it in the metropolitan area.

Mr Brian Burke: No, in its municipality. It
asked for one in its area. Secondly, I take your
point about telling the Lord Mayor, but you
should know that I told him on the day the de-
cision was made, which was a matter of hours be-
fore the public announcement.

Mr MacKinnon: Which day?
Mr Brian Burke: On Wednesday, when a de-

cision was made and when I was confronted with
having prematurely to announce it in view of
Press speculation. He may have had a committee
meeting that day, but I don't think he would have
sat through committee meeting after commi ttee
meeting with knowledge he could have passed on.
The reason I told him in confidence was that the
casino subcommittee, which was meeting that
evening, hadn't Finally made its decision. I could
not tell him any quicker.

Mr GRAYDEN: Of the 67 submissions in
favour of a casino, with virtually every one want-
ing to establish in a different spot in the State, the
obvious front-runner in getting all the publicity
was Tilesko Ply. Ltd. We later found that it did
not specify any site and that it came along with a
specific site some months later.

I have a further reason for not even beginning
to support the proposal as it now stands. The
other day the Premier said about the running of a
casino. that all the licensing and supervisory pro-
cedures, many of which would not require
Government decisions, but would simply be the
implementation of the legislation, would come
within the province of the TAB.

I take the strongest possible exception to that.
No way in the world could I find it acceptable for
the TAB to run a casino in Western Australia. I
must clarify that by saying that I have the
greatest respect for the people who currently form
the TAB. They are all very good types and no-one
would take exception to them. Let us look at the
Totalisator Agency Board Betting Act. Section 6
provides as follows-

6. (1) The Board shall consist of eight
members, one of whom shall be the person
from time to time holding the office of man-
ager of the Board, and seven of whom shall
be appointed by the Governor and shall be-
(a) a person appointed upon the nomination

of the Minister, who shall be chairman
of the Board;

(b) three persons appointed upon the nomi-
nation of the Club-

Incidentally, the definitions provide that "the
Club" means the Western Australian Turf Club.
To continue-

-one of whom is to be nominated by a
conference of Country Racing Associ-
ations and who shall be members of the
Club; and

(c) three persons appointed upon the nomi-
nation of the Association-

The association referred to is the Western Aus-
tralian Trotting Association. To continue-

-and who shall be members of the As-
sociation one of whom is to be nomi-
nated bS' a conference of Country
Trotting Associations.

What the Government is suggesting is that the
TAB-and TABs are notorious throughout the
world for attracting vice and corruption of every
kind-should run this casino in Western Aus-
tralia. However, three members of the TAB are
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recommended by the WA Trotting Association
and another three by the WA Turf Club.

Mr Brian Burke: Have you any evidence that
the TAB has attracted vice and corruption in this
State?

Mr GRAYDEN: Every criminal in Australia
and everyone who grows cannabis, etc., will be
looking for new sites to launder their money.
Currently they go to Wrest Point and other ca-
sinos, hut they will now have another outlet. The
first thing they will do will be to infiltrate the WA
Turf Club and the WA Trotting Association in
order to get their nominees on the TAB and so be
in a position to control the casino in Western Aus-
tralia.

MR GORDON HILL (Helena) (10.05 p.m.]: I
was amused by the contribution of the member
for South Perth, as I was by the contributions of
all Opposition members tonight. None of them
addressed the issue that has been put before them.
It is clear that members opposite are an Oppo-
sition of indecision. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition suggested that the Opposition could
not make a decision in the "heat of the moment";
but this matter has been before the community,
before the Government, and before the Opposition
for a number of months.

Mr MacKinnon: For what sort of casino are we
voting?

Mr GORDON HILL: The question before the
community has simply been this: Should there be
a casino in Western Australia? People have had
the opportunity to make submissions, which many
of them have done.

Mr Peter Jones: Do you support it?
Mr GORDON HILL: That will be obvious

from what I say. The Government's amendment
to the motion moved by the member for South
Perth is designed simply to determine the view of
this House. The motion moved by the member for
South Perth includes the words "in order to en-
sure that the widest possible range of options are
presented before a choice is made on the inal
form of development of Burswood Island". The
Government's amendment rules out the question
of Burswood Island. The question now is: Does
the House 'agree that there should be a casino in
the metropolitan area?

Mr MacKinnon: Where will it be?
Mr GORDON HILL: The amendment centres

on the question of whether we want a casino in
the metropolitan area. No reference is made to
Burswood Island. The member for South Perth's
motion states "that these steps should not be
taken unless and until Parliament has approved

the establishment of a casino in Western Aus-
tralia". That is entirely what the amendment
moved by the Leader of the House is all
about-giving Parliament the opportunity to es-
tablish whether it wants a casino in Western Aus-
tralia, and more specifically in the metropolitan
area. No reference is made to Burswood Island. It
is members opposite who are referring to
Burswood Island.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Dale

was heard almost in silence.

Mr GORDON HILL: The Opposition refers to
Burswood Island as though it were a fait
accompi. The Government is now saying, "Let's
make a decision as a Parliament purely about a
casino in the metropolitan area". That is the issue
before the House. It seems members opposite are
prepared to vote against this Government amend-
ment because they do not want to make a de-
cision. Members opposite are an Opposition of in-
decision.

Our amendment makes no mention of
Burswood Island. If members opposite base their
opposition onl Burswood Island, the same applies
to opposition to consultation with the Perth City
Council, a subject which was referred to a great
deal by members opposite. I know that when
members opposite were in Government, we saw
very little consultation with shire councils and the
Perth City Council, just as we saw very little con-
sultation by the previous Government with the
community at large. We need remember only the
100 000 signatures which appeared on a petition
presented to the previous Government in oppo-
sition to its closure of the Perth-Fremantle rail-
way service. That Government ignored the pet-
ition, and that was an example of lack of consul-
tation with the community as a whole. The Court
Government completely ignored the community
attitude on that matter, yet the present Oppo-
sition criticises this Government for making a de-
cision that members opposite say has been made
without consultation with the Perth City Council.

Opposition to this amendment will mean that
the Opposition opposes consultation with the
Perth City Council. The amendment contains no
reference to anything to do with control, or to de-
tails of development. They are the sorts of things
to which the Opposition refers in its rejection of
the amendment. The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sit ion said that the Opposition was not prepared
to make a decision in the heat of the moment;
they were his words, not mine. He said that when
the Opposition is good and ready to make a de-
cision, it will do so. That reminds me of the Oppo-
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sit jon's response to the Minister for Health's ap-
proach on the so-called Hassell Medicare hotline.
The Leader of the Opposition said that when he
was ready, the Opposition would respond. No re-
sponse has yet been forthcoming on this casino
issue and the Opposition has had months and
months in which to make a statement.

It is interesting to note that the one group that
the Opposition claims has had no consul-
tation-the Perth City Council-in fact made a
submission wherein it said that it wanted the ca-
sino to be located somewhere within its area. We
are not talking about a location but about the
general principle of whether a casino is to be es-
tablished in the metropolitan area. This Oppo-
sition of indecision is not prepared to make a de-
cision on that matter even though it has bad at
least six months to consider the issue.

When the Opposition is ready, it will state its
position! Now is the time for it to state its pos-
ition. It is no wonder members opposite are in Op-
position-they are not prepared to make de-
cisions. It must be borne in mind that the Govern-
ment makes decisions for the good of the com-
munity as a whole. The Opposition will remain
the Opposition for ever if it is not prepared to
make decisions of any sort including a decision on
the Medicare hotline. The Opposition was not
prepared to discuss that matter with the Minister
for Health despite a positive approach from him
on it. It is now not prepared to discuss the casino
situation or to state whether it agrees that a ca-
sino should be built in the metropolitan area.

In closing my remarks, I reiterate what I Feel is
the real crux of the matter; that is, that this
amendment says it will give Parliament an oppor-
tunity to make a decision about whether a casino
is needed or warranted in the metropolitan area of
Western Australia. It will give Parliament an op-
portunity to say, LWe agree that a casino should
be built in the metropolitan area". The Oppo-
sition's motion stated that steps taken to establish
a casino should not be taken unless and until Par-
liament had approved the establishment of a ca-
sino in Western Australia. We are giving the Op-
position precisely that opportunity and it is
ignoring it. Clearly, it is an Opposition of inde-
cision.

Mr Wilson: Hear, hear!

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley) [10.14 p.m.J: I
rise to oppose the amendment, but not for the
reasons given by the member who has just re-
sumed his seat, nor by the member for South
Perth. I make it very clear from the outset that I
am not a strong opponent of casinos.

A lot has been said about the crime and graft
casinos bring with them, and I think that is un-
true. If we think about it, we realise that in West-
ern Australia much too much time and paper
space has been devoted to this issue instead of to
issues which are, to my mind, much more import-
ant-issues such as employment, the finances of
this State, and costs and charges imposed on the
community.

Mr Old: Hear, hear!
Mr Tubby: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: When I was Minister for

Police in 1974, 1 had the then Commissioner of
Police prepare a report on casinos because we
were concerned about the illegal operations of ca-
sinos in the metropolitan area. A report came
back which recommended the establishment of a
casino in the metropolitan area. A Royal Com-
mission recommended that a casino be established
at Exmouth. Mr Jarman, the then Manager of the
TAB, put out a further report recommending a
casino for WA. I do not care where a casino goes,
it will be opposed. It could be at the Majestic, at
Scarborough, or Burswood Island. there will be
opponents to its location. Many people genuinely
oppose casinos, and many people genuinely sup-
port them, but the time we have spent on this sub-
ject over the last 15 years far surpasses its import-
ance, as far as I am concerned, and I wish the
Government and everyone involved would settle
down, make a decision, and get this matter out of
the road.

Mr Pearce: That is what we are trying to do.
Mr O'CONNOR: We wish it would, because

something should be done. I know the Govern-
ment did make a clear pre-election promise that it
would have two casinos in Western Aus-
tralia-one in the country and one in the metro-
politan area.

The amendment before us leaves a lot unsaid. It
states that the House notes and approves the
Government's decision to approve a casino for the
metropolitan area. Will this casino have local con-
tent? It should have local content. The amend-
ment does not say anything about local content,
when it will be built, or whether it will be prop-
erly managed. 1 have taken the time both in Aus-
tralia and overseas to look at casinos and I have
decided we must have local content. We need a
fair proportion of Western Australian content in
any operation in this field. 1 hope the Government
will consider this aspect very strongly, because I
would be very much opposed to a total overseas
operation.

Mr Brian Burke: The Government agrees.
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Mr O'CONNOR: Any casino must be properly
managed.

Mr Brian Burke: The Government agrees.
Mr O'CONNOR: Unless we have those two

things-local content and proper manage-
ment-we will not have an appropriate operation.
I have visited the casinos in Tasmania, Alice
Springs, Darwin, Indonesia-it has been closed
down now for some seven or eight years-Monte
Carlo, Genting, and in various places in London,
and I have yet to see one casino that leaves a lot
to be desired as far as its running is concerned.
They have all been run properly and patrons have
had to dress properly. Consequently, people do
not go straight from work to any of those casinos.

I make it clear that I am not an opponent of the
amendment before us. The Government erred in
not indicating very clearly to the Perth City
Council where it stood.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: I would have preferred a de-

cision to be made and announced following dis-
cussions with the parties involved. The Perth City
Council is an important group involved, and it de-
serves to have been involved in proper discussions
on the issue. Also, the Government's amendment
does not give an indication of the proposed lo-
cation of a site in the metropolitan area and I
want to know it. 1 want to know the content, local
and overseas, proper management, and financial
positions, within this State before the issue is fi-
nalised.

Mr Brian Burke: Could 1 just interrupt to say
that opposition to the detailed proposal on those
grounds is still very much evident with this
amendment. It talks only about the principle. If
people agree with the principle, they can then say,
"Yes, I guess we need a casino and I suppose a
casino at Burswood Island is-

Mr Macl~innon: The motion does not say any-
thing about it.

Mr. Brian Burke: That is right.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Government's decision

was to put it at Burswood Island.
Mr Old: Thai is what you told us.
Mr MacK innon: That was your decision.
Mr Brian Burke: The decision was to approve a

casino for the metropolitan area.
Mr MacKinnon: Not on Burswood Island?
Mr Brian Burke: Not necessarily, no. The

amendment does not say that.
Mr O'CONNOR: I would like before this Par-

liament a submission containing a firm prop-

osition about the site of the casino. Let us then
make a final decision on it.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: Positively, we should ensure

local content and proper management of the ca-
sino.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [10.19 p.mn.]:
The Government will not get away with the stunt
it has tried to pull here-which is designed to
force a decision about whether the people support
a casino in this State-purely to cover up what it
has done so far.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr LAURANCE: Several decisions must be

taken before anybody can make a decision about
whether he supports a casino. Firstly, one could
be couched in the terms the Government has used
in the amendment before us which says that we
approve the Government's decision to approve a
casino for the metropolitan area, but the bigger
questions are: How would that casino be estab-
lished; who would operate it;, and under what
terms and conditions would it operate? One of the
first things any responsible parliamentarian here,
trying to make up his mind about whether to ap-
prove a casino in this State, would want to know
is under what terms and conditions the casino
would be operated.

It is too simplistic for the Government to say,
"There is a lot of indecision, the Opposition
should make up its mind".

Mr Pearce: You are all speaking on different
things.

Mr LAURANCE: It is wrong for the Govern-
ment to do that. When the Government tells us
how the casino will be run, we will say what we
think of the proposition. The Government is
asking us to approve of a casino without knowing
how it will be run. I may approve of a casino if it
is to be run properly. If it is not, I will oppose it.
It is simplistic for the Government to say, "The
Opposition should make up its mind". The
Government is trying to force the issue and is
trying to get us to say we support a casino, with-
out its going through the proper steps and without
our being told how it will operate.

We would like to know whether the Govern-
ment intends to have a gaming commission, as is
the case in most other places.

Mr Pearce: You are wriggling like worms.
Mr LAURANCE: If the Government says it

will be run by the TAB, I will oppose the casino.
Mr Pearce: You are in favour of a gaming com-

mission?
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Mr LAURANCE: If that is what is proposed.
Mr Pearce: What are you in favour of?

Mr LAURANCE: How does the Government
intend to run the Casino?

Mr Pearce: We are asking you to indicate your
attitude to the general issue.

Mr LAURANCE: I cannot answer until I
know how the casino will be run. If the Govern-
ment continues this way, it does not deserve sup-
port. It is up to the Government to say how the
casino will be run, where it will be run, and
whether it will be run by a gaming commission,
etc. These are the things we need to know before
making a final decision about the introduction of
a casino in this State.

Like the previous speaker, I have taken great
interest in the casino issue. As a former Minister
for Tourism, I felt it was my responsibility to do
that. I have held discussions with Federal Hotels
which operates all the casinos in Australia. I be-
lieve they run them well.

Mr Pearce: So you are in favour of casinos, if
they are run by Federal Hotels?

Mr LAURANCE: If the Government puts for-
ward a proposition as to how a casino will be
run-

Mr Pearce:. It is the most comprehensive state-
ment on a proposition: "I do not know anything
about this matter"-

The S PEA KER: Order!

Mr LAURANCE: I think the member is a
little paranoid about the matter. The difficulties
may be overcome if there is careful management.
The Government may obtain greater support not
only from members in this Chamber. but also
from people like members of the Perth City Coun-
cil who wish to make a decision and do not want
to read about this in the newspaper or hear of it
through some leak. The project is headed for dis-
aster. The Government has gone off the rails.

Mr Pearce: Why don't you get off the fence?
Mr LAURANCE: We should be told how the

casino will be run before we give our support to
this proposition. One of the wisest comments
made about the casino in this State was in a letter
to the editor of The West Ausiralian today. The
letter Was written by a person who has had a lot
to do with the training of staff for the casino at
Wrest Point. The person concerned made the
point that Western Australia would have great
difficulty in recruiting experienced people to run a
casino. That is an important point because secur-
ity is one of the most important concerns in the
operation of a casino. I have looked at this matter
closely. I looked at the Northern Territory Act

and noted that that Territory has a gaming com-
mission which runs its two casinos.

Mr Pearce: Did they have any trouble re-
cruiting staff?

Mr LAURANCE: I will come to that matter.
If this State intends following that Act, there are
matters in that Act which I could support because
I think it is probably the right way-to establish a
gaming commission to control a casino.

Mr Pearce: So you are in favour of a gaming
commission?

Mr LAURANCE: No, not if the Government
intends to have a casino and has it run by the
TAB. It would not get my support because I be-
lieve the TAB would be an inappropriate body to
run it.

Security in casinos is terribly important. I at-
tended the opening of the Alive Springs casino. I
did not gamble, because I am not a gambler, but I
was interested in the security there. It is
interesting to note the way in which Federal Ho-
tels selects its security staff. It selects its security
staff from former policemen from each State. If a
person seeks employment at the casino and comes
from Queensland, it asks a person on the security
staff, who was previously from Queensland, to run
a check on that person. It is rather interesting to
note the way in which Federal Hotels follows up
people who seek employment.

If people try to bring in Others to Work with, in
order to defraud the casino, a certain system is
followed. If people wish to defraud a casino oper-
ation, they usually do it in collusion. What usually
happens is that one person gains employment and
a month or two later a second person comes
along, and says he does not know anyone on the
staff. However, a month or two later they get
together and defraud the casino. Therefore, one of
the jobs of the-security staff is to ensure they do
not employ people who have had prior connec-
tions, and may be working together to defraud the
operation.

Another interesting point I learnt at the casino
in the Northern Territory was how people cheat.
Most people cheat at the two-up games. The se-
curity staff usually have two inspectors at the
two-up games, but only one at the other games.
They have overhead cameras as security so that
they can watch the people involved in the game.
The cheating occurs at the two-up games because
most attention is focused on the heads or tails in
the middle of the ring and the cheats are quick to
change his bet in order to get it right. These
cheats are asked to leave the premises and are
banned from the casino for six months. Every-
thing is tight, from the point of view of the secur-
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ity people. They have cameras located overhead
so that the security staff have a view of everyone
in the casino at all times.

Another matter of security is the counting of
the cash. This count takes place in a sealed roam,
in the presence of the operators of the casino, and
with Government people in attendance. The staff
wear special clothes with no pockets so they can-
not pocket any of the proceeds. The counting pro-
cess is filmed and the video is retained so that if
at any time there has been any discrepancy, the
Government inspectors and the casino manage-
ment can check the film. The procedure is filmed
to show the exact money that is counted. This
procedure is tightly controlled. Members of the
gaming commission must be beyond reproach and
there must be no suggestion that they are in any
way corrupt.

The public must be given an opportunity to
invest in a casino and there must be wide
shareholding and ownership in order that the ca-
sino does not fall into the hands of undesirable
people.

1 consider the matters I have outlined as being
absolutely necessary before I would give my sup-
port to a casino in this State. The Government
cannot do sleazy backdoor deals with various
people and make arrangements which get leaked
to the Press. That is not the way in which to go
about the proposal. A far better and clearer de-
cision was made in Queensland. It was decided
that two casinos would be established--one in the
south and one in the north of the State. The legis-
lation clearly showed to the public, and it was
brought before that Parliament in the proper
manner, how the Government would deal with the
control of the casino. The members of Parliament
in that State were able to make up their minds in
a proper manner. The names of those people who
were appointed to the gaming commission were
announced, the ownership of the Jupiters Casino
was announced, and an opportunity was given to
the public of Queensland to invest in 40 per cent
of the casino. This closed within a matter of days
because Queenslanders were given the first option
to buy shares and as a result only Queenslanders
hold shares in that casino. The operations of the
casino were clearly documented. Everyone knew
in which way it was headed and the way in which
it would be managed.

The members of the gaming commission were
announced to the Parliament before the casino
approval was given. Those are the sorts of things
this Government should be considering if it wants
to pursue the casino objective. It is not right for
this Government to get a blank cheque from
members of Parliament to say, "We all agree with

the casino", because it would be irresponsible on
the part of members of Parliament, not only
Government members, but also Opposition mem-
bers.

Mr Pearce: This is a long speech from someone
who has not a strong opinion on it.

Mr LAURANCE: Does the Government want
the casino controlled by Asian interests? Will the
Government appoint a gaming commission? Does
the Government want the casino to fall into the
hands of undesirable people? It is an important
decision and it could go wrong, but it can be done
properly. The Government has a long way to go to
re-establish its credibility in regard to the casino.

It is not a matter of our saying that the Govern-
ment will introduce a casino. The terms and con-
ditions for the operation of the casino must be ap-
proved. The only responsible thing that the
Government can do is to put this matter before
the Parliament to give members the opportunity
to make up their minds as to whether they ap-
prove of the casino under those conditions.

Decisions must be made and one of those de-
cisions is whether the people are philosophically in
favour of a casino. Another decision is whether
the people favour a casino under certain con-
ditions-it is those conditions which are most im-
portant. When those conditions are brought be-
fore the Parliament, Opposition members can ad-
dress themselves to the conditions in the Govern-
ment's amendment.

This amendment should not be before the Par-
liament at this stage. It is not an appropriate
question to address to the Parliament and some
further detail should be provided outlining how
the Government intends to proceed with the es-
tablishment of a casino, what management is en-
visaged, and what legislation will be introduced.
When the Government does the right thing, it can
legitimately bring the matter before the Parlia-
ment and members can address themselves to the
motion at that time.

I oppose the amendment.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the Op-

position) [ 10.36 p.m.]: This amendment moved to
the Opposition motion is no more than a cheap
political stunt on the part of the Government in
an attempt to divert attention from its own com-
plete mishandling of this issue from go to whoa
and to try to get some political mileage from
having this House decide, in this extraordinary
manner, whether it wants a casino.

All that the Government is doing is com-
pounding the mismanagement and mishandling of
this issue which has been going on for 12 months.
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Mr Pearce: Do you have an opinion on this?
Mr H-ASSELL: Of course I have an opinion on

the matter, and when the Government brings for-
ward proper legislation to deal with this matter
properly, that opinion will be expressed.

The Opposition will not fall for this type of
stunt to approve a pig in a poke. It is worse than a
pig in a poke; it is an unknown quantity about
what kind of corrupt system the Government is
aiming for.

No-one in Western Australia knows what the
Government is up to in relation to a casino. I
doubt whether all the Government members
know. I do not believe that all the Government
members are happy about the shocking way in
which the Government is handling the issue.

The reality is that for aver 1 2 months this
Government has been leading people in this State
down the track in the belief that there should be a
casino in this State, and yet we have the ridicu-
lous spectacle of the Premier trying to tell the
House that no decision had been made and that
the Government, when it called for submissions
on the establishment of the casino, did not want to
establish a casino.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!
Mr HASSELL: I will say it is rubbish. It is the

greatest rubbish I have ever heard. The Govern-
ment wanted to establish a casino all along. The
Premier has wanted to establish a casino all
along. The Government is using the same method
in relation to the establishment of a casino as it is
using in relation to Rottnest. That is to approach
the whole thing in a back to front manner. The
Government will not make the up-front decision
in the proper way.

The real issue is whether this Parliament will
be presented with proper legislation which indi-
cates the Government's desire to have the auth-
ority of this Parliament to establish a casino. If it
has the authority of this Parliament to establish a
casino, the Parliament must be concerned about,
interested in and take notice of the precise man-
ner in which the granting of licences will be regu-
lated and the way in which casinos will be regu-
lated.

On the Government's record so far, that will be
something of importance because we had the
spectacle in the last two weeks of the Government
deliberately misrepresenting the situation to Par-
liament on more than one occasion through no
fewer than three of its Ministers.

Mr Pearce: That is totally untrue.
Mr HASSELL: It is not untrue. It is on the

Hansard record and the Government cannot es-

cape it. I will go back to what the Premier said in
this House last week on this debate. He said in his
interjection on that occasion that, "I can only say
to you again that no decision was taken by the
Cabinet until its meeting on Monday a week
ago".

Mr Brian Burke: That is correct.
Mr Pearce: It is 100 per cent correct.
Mr HASSELL: I then said, "Caucus made a

decision a week ago". The Premier said, "That is
correct".

Mr Brian Burke: That is still correct.
Mr HASSELL: However, on the day of that

statement by the Premier, although he made it in
the evening, Mr Dants, in reply to a question in
the upper House-

Mr Brian Burke: You said it was Mr Dowding.
Mr HASSELL: It was misreported in two

editions of Mansard.
Mr Pearce: You accused the wrong Minister.
Mr HASSELL: I have a little bit about Mr

Dowding as well in Mansard. If the Premier wants
to look at that as well, I will Live it to him in a
moment.

Mr Brian Burke: I would like to know whether
you have a policy on casinos.

Mr HASSELL: One matter on which we have
a policy is that the presentation and authorisation
of a casino should not be by corrupt means. The
Government's approach to this issue is not only an
invitation to corruption, but is also leading down
the track to corruption, as no-one has been
putting the matter forward in the correct way.

I go back to Mr Dans' remarks in the Legislat-
ive Council on the very day that the Premier said
a decision bad been made on 2 April. Mr Dans in
answering a question on notice-not without no-
tice-said-

The report of the Government casino ad-
visory committee is with the cabinet
subcommittee. No decision has yet been
made.

On the very day on which the Premier said that
two decisions had been made-one by Cabinet
two days previously-Mr Dans said on behalf of
the Premier that no decision had been made on
the same day that the Caucus made a decision. Is
a decision a decision or not? Is there some other
incredible explanation?

Mr Peter Jones: It is a Clayton's decision.
Mr Pearce: It is difficult for you to understand

democratic decision-making in a party having
spent so long under Sir Charles Court who always
said, "That's it". We have democratic processes
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whereby Cabinet makes a decision and the
Caucus has an opportunity to review it.

Opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Education is

making the situation worse for himself, the Prem-
ier and his colleagues because he said just then
the Cabinet made a decision. How can his col-
leagues say two days after the decision was made
that no decision had been made.

Mr Pearce: No final decision.
Mr HASSELL: He did not say that. He did not

mention a final decision. In answer to a question
on notice, Mr Dans said that no decision had been
made, Is that a lie or is it not? It is, and members
of the Government know it. It is a deliberate lie to
the Parliament and to the people of this State.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I seek a withdrawal of the term
"lie" which was used in relation to a Minister in
another place, and which is clearly
unparliamentary.

The SPEAKER: The Minister for Education
has requested that the remark made by the
Leader of the Opposition be withdrawn.

Mr HASSELL: I ask you. Mr Speaker whether
you rule that the statement that a lie was told is
out of order. Is it not out of order to call a man a
liar? As I understand it, it is not out of order to
say that what was said was a lie.

The SPEAKER: My previous rulings have
always been that a member cannot call another
member in this House a liar, but the Minister on
this occasion asks you to withdraw a remark
which he finds offensive. I ask you to respond to
that request.

Mr HASSELL: I refuse his request. I will not
withdraw on the request of the Minister because
it is clear from the record that a lie was told.

Mr Pearce: Only because you are telling a lie
right now. There is no substance to your alle-
gation.

Debate (on aniendnrent to motion) Resumed

Mr HASSELL: It is clear that a lie was told.
The Premier said a decision was made in Cabinet.
I said to him, "And Caucus made a decision a
week ago?" The Premier replied, "Thai is cor-
rect". Those are the Premier's words. Mr Dans'
words were, "No decision has yet been made".

What were Mr Dowding's words? On Tuesday,
3 April in Hansard after the Cabinet and Caucus
decisions had been made, Mr Dowding was asked

whether he had any knowledge of any proposals
for a casino on Burswood Island in Mr Pendal's
electorate, and if so, whether he would give de-
tails. After a number of statements and
interjections, the Hon. Peter Dowding-how they
can call him "honourable" I do not know-

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I can tolerate a certain

amount, but when a member reflects upon a
member in another House, that reflection coming
as it does from the Leader of the Opposition, I
must ask that he withdraw and apologise for that
remark.

Mr HASSELL: I withdraw without qualifi-
cation and apologise for-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I asked the Leader of the Op-

position to do two things: To withdraw and to
apologise for the remark he made about a mem-
ber of Parliament in another House. I ask him to
do that.

Mr HASSELL: I did both, and I will do it
again. I withdraw without reservation the
questioning of his title and I apologise without
reservation for questioning his title.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr H-ASSELL: I come back to the words used
by the Minister. Let us get it in sequence. On
Monday, 2 April, Cabinet made a decision; on
Tuesday, 3 April, Caucus made a decision. The
authority for my saying that, is the Premier. He
said those decisions were made. Yet after both de-
cisions had been made, Mr Dowding said in an
answer to a question-

Throughout the metropolitan area and the
country areas of Western Australia there
have been proposals. Until a decision is made
about any one of these proposals it would be
inappropriate for me as Minister for
Planning to make any comments ..

Is the Government suggesting he did not know
two decisions had been made at the time he said,
"Until a decision is made"?

Mr Pearce: That means a final decision.
Mr HASSELL: What nonsense! He is a law-

yer-
Mr Brian Burke: Face up to the question: Do

you support a casino?
Mr HASSELL: The Premier can rant and rave

for as long as he likes-
Mr Brian Burke: You came back specially and

cannot tell us whether you have a policy.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier cannot escape the

fact that three of his Ministers, on his own ad-
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mission, have deliberately misled Parliament and
the public about the making of a decision. Under
any convention of the Westminster system, they
should resign.

Mr Brian Burke: What is your policy?
Mr HASSELL: The Premier should resign.

The statements were made on his behalf.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr Old: What rabble!
Mr 1. F. Taylor: This should be on television so

people can see just what you are like.
Mr Pearce: You cannot get your troops to make

a decision on the matter.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: As though it is not enough for

two Ministers in another place deliberately and
calculatedly to mislead Parliament and the public
about two decisions which the Premier has told us
were made, the Minister for Works also misled
Parliament, and clearly deliberately did so. I go
back to the transcript. The member for
Kalamunda said among other things-

The Minister has gone to some lengths to
suggest no Cabinet decision has been taken
with respect to the casino.

The Minister for Works then interjected to say-
I did not say that. I said I am not aware of

any decision.
Did the Minister sit in Cabinet or Caucus? Did he
take part in the deliberations?

Mr Jamieson interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Is the member for Welshpool

saying the Minister did not sit in Cabinet or
Caucus?

Mr Jamieson: I am asking you.
Mr HASSELL: He is the third Minister to mis-

lead this House and the public.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: A litany of untruth; and why

did the Government do this? What is the reason
the Government would not tell the truth? It is be-
cause it was up to something. The whole process
has been mishandled, as we have said over and
over again, not just in the last week, but for 12
months. If the Government persists in its desire to
have a casino, it should do so properly with an ap-
propriate piece of legislation, with an independent
commission as recommended by its own com-
mittee. The TAB is not an independent com-
mission as recommended by the Government's

own inquiry; it is a representative body which has
on it people representing different groups. Of the
eight members on the TAB, at the most two are
appointed by the Governor for the Government of
the day.

Every report on casinos states that if one is to
have a casino, one must avoid corruption and vice.
The Premier should be concerned; and it is an im-
portant issue if the Government insists on having
a casino.

Mr Brian Burke: If that is important, what is
your policy on casinos?

Mr HASSELL: My policy is that if the
Government wants a casino, it should present to
Parliament a proper piece of legislation which
authorises the Government to negotiate for a ca-
sino. At the same time, the Government should
present legislation to establish an independent
body to regulate the granting of licences and the
operations of casinos. That is what the Govern-
ment's own committee recommended.

I know the Government is desperately anxious
not to talk about this issue and to avoid dealing
with the important issue of its misrepresentation
to Parliament and its mishandling of the casino
issue. It has opened the doors to corruption and
vice, to undue influence, and to backroom deal-
ings. These are all the things dealt with by the
Government's advisers in its report-not the last
Government's report, but the report the Govern-
ment sought from its advisers, the Commissioner
of Police, the Director of Tourism, and the Assist-
ant Crown Solicitor. Those gentlemen were
unanimous on one thing: if the Government made
a policy decision to permit the establishment of
casinos, prior to any negotiation or discussions
taking place, the Government should be
legislating to establish a board or commission
with the authority to license and control the es-
tablishment and operations of a casino or casinos
in Western Australia.

Several members interjected.
Mr Jamieson: The Government does not have

to follow all recommendations in reports.

Mr HASSELL: Whoever said it did? How
could a Government operate on that basis?

Mr Brian Burke: How do you operate without a
policy?

Mr HASSELL: When will the Premier stop
this cheap stunt?

Mr Brian Burke: What cheap stunt?

Mr HASSELL: The one he has brought up
tonight to try to get Parliament to agree to a mo-
tion to have a casino about which nobody knows
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anything-where it will be, who will be involved,
and who will regulate it.

Mr Brian Burke: Everybody who spoke before
you knew all about it.

Mr HASSELL: There are no fewer than 50 dif-
ferent explanations.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: The Government has itself in

an unholy mess, and we told it last week how to
get out of it. I am genuine in saying to the Prem-
ier that if he wants a casino, for God's sake do it
properly and avoid corruption and vice because he
will do the State no good. Unfortunately, that is
the way the Government is heading.

If the Government wants a casino, it should
present proper legislation to Parliament, establish
a board or commission as recommended by its
committee, give it the powers it needs, and ap-
point respectable people to the commission. Those
people should be independent and above corrup-
tion and reproach. The commission should be re-
moved from any area of undue influence. The
members should be allowed to sit independently
to decide whether any of the applicants with
which the Government wants to deal could get a
licence. The Government should open the door for
all to apply and be approved for licensing. it
should give itself all the options it needs, but not
take the method it is presently adopting. Its pres-
ent path will lead to corruption and vice. The
Government is going about it in the wrong way.

Mr Brian Burke: What is your attitude and
what is your policy?

Mr HASSELL: Why cannot the Premier face
up to the fact that he just does not have the right
to demand of us a position on a matter when we
are not initiating anything, and when it is up to
the Government to present this legislation to Par-
liament?

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: We have been asking the

Government to deal with this matter properly for
no less than a year; and~if it deals with it properly,
it will know the Opposition's policy soon enough.
The real issue is vice and corruption, and we are
heading down that track now. For all we know,
and for all the public know, the Government is up
to its neck in that very problem now because of
the way it has handled this. It will not face this
matter honestly and properly because it has mis-
led the Parliament and the public.

MR CRANE (Moore) [ 10.59 p.m.]: I oppose
this amendment, which gives us very little oppor-

tunity to do otherwise for the reasons outlined by
members. I oppose casinos.

Mr Brian Burke: What is your view of the
Leader of the Opposition without a policy?

Several members interjected.

Mr CRANE: The Leader of the Opposition
convinced me that the Government has presented
to this Parliament not a policy, but a proposition.
Therefore, I believe he is correct in asking the
Premier to provide a policy. If the Government
presents such a policy to the Parliament, I do not
know what the Leader of the Opposition will do; I
cannot pre-empt his decision. I agree with the
Leader of the Opposition that the Premier should
make proper representations to the Parliament if
he wants us to consider his proposals.

For my own part, I see no future or need for a
casino in Western Australia now or in the prob-
able future, not just the foreseeable future. I be-
lieve that casinos are unnecessary, and that we
have plenty of other matters with which to con-
cern ourselves at this time without worrying about
such things as casinos, homosexuality, and other
issues coming before Parliament. It will not be
very long before we are asked to approve another
position in Cabinet, and that is for a Minister for
degradation. I believe we are well and truly on the
path to degradation. That statement is ably borne
out by some of the policies of the Government and
some of the legislation about to come before us.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: I think it was reasonable for the

Premier, when he was in Las Vegas, to go to a ca-
sino to see for himself. I have no doubt many
other members of Parliament who have been to
Las Vegas would have gone to some of the casinos
also. I do not hold it against the Premier. Not
only did he lose $50 or whatever it was-he was
fortunate to lose only that much-but there are
many other uses to which to put one's hard-
earned surplus cash rather than squander it in a
casino.

I have received representations from many of
my electors, not only from church groups, but also
from many individuals, who oppose the establish-
ment of a casino in Western Australia. In all
honesty, I must say that I have not received a rep-
resentation from anyone who supported it. That
does not mean I have received 10000 represen-
tations, because that is about the number in my
electorate. I had letters and telephone calls from,
and interviews with people opposed to the estab-
lishment of a casino for two reasons: firstly, that
it is not necessary, and secondly, that there are
plenty of other things to do at this time. It is like
iddling while Rome burns.
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The economy of the country is in a very serious
state and many of the matters brought before
Parliament to occupy our time are of no conse-
quence to the well-being of our State. The casino
is only another issue which should be put to rest.

I agree with the member for Mt. Lawley who
said he would like a decision made. I would
certainly like a decision made. Unlike the mem-
bers who have not given a very clear indication
tonight, I want to leave members in no doubt at
all where I stand. I oppose a casino and I will op-
pose a casino no matter what proposition is before
us, because, unlike some other members, I cannot
agree that we could support one if we know how it
would be run in the future. How do we know how
it will be run? Two or three years ago this Parlia-
ment was run in a different way from the way in
which it is run now, but that does not mean to say
we should not have a Parliament. Some people
run things differently from others, so we cannot

give approval to something when we do not know
how it will be run in the future. No matter how it
is run, many people will suffer as a result of
gambling in a casino.

As for the tourist trade, I do not believe it is
necessary to have a casino to attract tourists.
There are plenty of casinos overseas; plenty of
people travel overseas, but do not visit them, so I
do not think we can use that ploy here. From my
point of view and from the point of view or my
electorate, I would say most emphatically that I
oppose a casino.

I understand the hour is late and the debate is
to be adjourned. I have said all I want to say
tonight. I do not want to keep members up any
longer. I oppose the amendment. I oppose the es-
tablishment of a casino in any circumstances.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Williams.

House adjourned at 11.04 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

2681. This question was further postponed.

INSURANCE

Inquiries

2871. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) What inquiry or study group has been

appointed by the Government in relation
to each of-

(a) the State Government Insurance
office;

(b) the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust;

(c) single workers' compensation
insurance?

(2) Who is involved?

(3) What are the terms of reference?

(4) When will reports be presented?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) and (b) The Government has com-
missioned Price Waterhouse As-
sociates Pty. and the merchant
bank, Rothwells Limited, in re-
lation to the SGlO and MVIT;

(c) Campbell, Cook and King.

(2)

(3)

Answered by (1).
(a) and (b) Terms of reference are

tabled;

(c) Campbell, Cook and King have
been appointed by the Government
to conduct an actuarial
investigation of the financial impli-
cations or a sole management
agency for workers' compensation
insurance in Western Australia,
adopting the Queensland model as a
basis for their evaluation.

(4) (a) and (b) While the consultants have
been asked to complete their
investigation as soon as possible,
final reports are not expected until
the second half of this year;

(c) the final report of Campbell, Cook
and King is expected shortly.

The terms of reference were tabled (see paper
No. 721).
288 1. This question was further postponed.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Perth Water and Burs wood Island Foreshores
Advisory Committee: Membership and Terms of

Reference

2916. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for the En-
vironment:
(1) Who are the members of the Perth

Water and Burswood Island foreshores
advisory committee?

(2) (a) When were they appointed;
(b) what interests do they represent;

and
(c) what is their term of office?

(3) On how many occasions did the corn-
mittee meet last year?

(4) What are the objects and functions of
the advisory committee?

(5) (a) Has the advisory committee con-
sidered the question of a casino on
Burswood Island;

(b) on what date; and

(c)
(6) (a)

what was their response?
Has the advisory committee con-
sidered the proposal of Interlake
Pty. Ltd.;

(b) on what date; and
(c) what was the committee's response?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Membership of the Perth Water and

Burswood Island foreshores advisory
committee.

P05- CURRENT
ITION MEMBER
HELD

Chairman Dr David Carr
Member MrC. Gordon

Member Mr J. Butcher

Member Mr M. Shean

Member
Member
Member

Member
Member
Member

Member
Member
Member
Member

(2)

Mr J. McFadden
Mr R. Pether
Mr J Sharp

Mr P. Farrell
Mr R. Bcrkov
Mr R. Hart

Mr 0. Hackett
Dr T. Riggert
Mr . Fiizhardinge
Mr J. Oldham

ORGANIZATION
REPRESENTED

Town Planning Dept.
Dept. Marine & Har-
bours
Harbours & Rivers
Branch Public Works
Dept.
Swan River Manage-
ment Authority
Dept. Lands & Surveys
City of Perth
Dept. Youth, Sport &
Recreation
The Treasury
City of Sib Perth
Landscape Section Pub-
lic Works Dept.
Main Roads Dept.
Independent
Independent
Independent

(a) Initial appointments were made in
November 1970 on thc basis of pos-
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itions held in the organisations rep-
resented;

(b) organisations represented are noted
above; the expertise of the three in-
dependent members was retained
after they had resigned or retired
from the organisations. they pre-
viously represented, which were-

Dr T. Riggert-Dept. of
Fisheries & Wildlife

Mr J. Fitzhardinge-Swan River
Management Authority
Mr J. Oldham-Public Works
Department

(c) members were appointed for an in-
definite term.

(3) The advisory committee met once last
year on 22 July 1983.

(4) The committee was established in 1971
by Cabinet to advise on policy and
planning of development of Perth
Water, Heirisson Island, the Burswood
interchange, and the foreshore area.

(5) and (6) The committee has not yet had
referred to it these matters but in due
course they will have specific matters
referred to them for comment concern-
ing any proposed redevelopment.

2928. This question was further postponed.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY

Leases: Forfeiture

2929. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(I) How many Kimberley pastoral leases

are-

(a) under notice;

(b) at risk of forfeiture; or

(c) likely to be forefeited in the next six
months

for non-production or non-compliance
with pastoral lease conditions?

(2) Is it known how many Kimberley pas-
toral leases are not in the personal occu-
pancy of their proprietors, and if it is
known, what is the number, assuming
that in responding he will, if possible, in
the case of companies, distinguish be-
tween family companies being treated as
individual ownership and other
companies?

(3) Is the level of production in the
Kim berley region satisfactory when
compared with its known capacity?

(4) Is there potential for the successful
subdivision of some pastoral leases in the
region?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (4) The matters raised in this

question do not come within the
responsibilities of my portfolio.

TOWN PLANNING

H4yden
'2934. Mr COWAN, to the Minister rep-

resenting the Minister for Planning:
(a) Has a town plan been prepared for the

Hyden townsite;
(b) If "yes", who prepared it and when?
Mr PARKER replied:
(a) and (b) There is no existing Or proposed

statutory town planning scheme for
Hyden townsite.
In January 1981, however, the Town
Planning Board approved, in principle, a
subdivision plan prepared by the Depart-
ment of Lands and Surveys for future
resident ial- light indu st rial-special rural
development to the west of the existing
townsite.

Any further inquiries should be referred
to the Under Secretary for Lands.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Laboratories: Overlapping of Functions

2944. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Has the present Government acted to

ensure the previously identified
Overlapping of scientific analysis and
chemical laboratory facilities within
Government departments and
instrumentalities is eliminated?

(2) Is the Government intending to either
relocate the Government Chemical
Laboratories or upgrade the facilities on
the present Site?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The Government has confirmed the

terms of reference of the scienitific co-
ordinating and advisory committee es-
tablished to rationalise, co-ordinate, and
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plan analytical chemical services in
State Government overall.

(2) The Government Chemical Laboratories
will be relocated on another site at an
appropriate time.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Charges; Inquiry
2947. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
Will the submissions which have been
received from industry groups, together
with the interim report from the com-
mittee of inquiry into electricity and gas
tariffs, be used by the State Energy
Commission and the Government in de-
termining tariff levels for 1984-85?

Mr PARKER replied:
In determining tariff levels for 1984-
1985, all relevant available material will
be considered by the Government.

2949. This question was further postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS
Pipeline: Geraldton Link

2950. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the State Energy Commission propos-

ing to construct a lateral pipeline to
Geraldton from the Dampier-Wagerup
natural gas pipeline?

(2) What discussions have been held with
prospective industrial customers in
Geraldton?

(3) What is the estimated cost of the pro-
posed pipeline?

(4) Has an indicative price for natural gas
been given to the Geraldton Brick
Works Pty. Ltd.

(5) Have any indicative gas prices been dis-
cussed with the potential industrial
customers?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes, subject to sufficient Firm sales

being arranged to justify the cost of the
pipeline.

(2) Discussions have been held with all
larger potential gas customers in
Geraldton.

(3) Estimated present day cost $3.8 million

(4) Firm agreement has been reached on a
gas contract with Geraldton Brick
Works Pty. Ltd.

(5) Yes.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Pipeline: Kalgoorlie Link

2951. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Was he aware of a proposal to privately

construct a natural gas pipeline to
Kalgoorlie?

(2) Did the State Energy Commission con-
sider and comment upon the proposal?

(3) What was the substance of the State
Energy Commission's advice on this pro-
posal?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) The commission prepared a full report
to Government outlining the effect of
the additional gas sales on the com-
mission's financial position.
Comment was also made on the various
policy issues arising from the proposal.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Musicians' Union of Australia, Perth Branch;
Grant

2953. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Employment:
(I) Could he please give details about the

ways the 529 909 community employ-
ment programme fund to the Musicians
Union of Western Australia, (Project
No. WCE 000173), earmarked for re-
search; entertainment industry-future
trends, is to be utilised?

(2) How much time will the research project
take up?

(3) How many presently unemployed people
will he employed and for what period of
time?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) The Department for Employment

and Training is presently extremely busy
in dealing with the great number of ap-
plications for CEP grants. The infor-
mation requested will be collated and
forwarded to the Wiember by letter in
due course.
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RECREATION AND ROADS

Community Employment Programme Funds

2954. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Employment:
(1) Considering the large aggregate amount

of community employment programme
funds approved for road, footpath, and
cycleway construction for local govern-
ments and other instrumentalities, is
there a method of checking the cost ben-
efit of these projects?

(2) More particularly, are these authorities
requested to ask for tender prices from
private companies or can they just spend
the money with day labour irrespective
of a guarantee of the quantitative and
qualitative benefit for the cost involved?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The Department for Employ-

menit and Training is presently ex-
tremely busy in dealing with the great
number of applications for CEP grants.
The information requested will be
collated and forwarded to the member
by letter in due course.

ANIMALS

Rabbits: Eradication

2956. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Could he please say what, if any, re-

sponsibility his department or the
Agriculture Protection Board has in
eradicating rabbits proliferating on
Crown land?

(2) If that is a statutory or customary re-
sponsibility in this regard, how does this
vary according to the vesting of Crown
land-eg., National Parks Authority,
local government, etc-and who is re-
sponsible for the cost?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) The Agriculture Protection Board is

customarily responsible for control of
rabbits on unalienated Crown land only,
and it carries out control where it is
necessary to protect agriculture.

(2) The authority in whom the land is vested
in responsible for control, with costs
being met by them or from a Crown
land vote held by the Department of
Agriculture.

MINING: IRON ORE

Contracts: Long-term

2958. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Which are the longest term contracts

signed during the last three years be-
tween any of the Western Australian
iron ore producers and Japanese steel
mills?

(2) (a) Who were the participants;
(b) when were these contracts signed;
(c) for what quantity; and
(d) for what period of time?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The longest term contracts entered into

during the last three years are two six-
year extension contracts.

(2) (a) Hamersley Iron and certain
Japanese steel mills-Nippon Steel
Corporation, Nippon Kokan KK.,
Kawasaki Steel, Sumitomo Metal,
Kobe Steel, Nisshin Steel and, in
the case of one of these contracts,
Nakayama Steel.

(b) In May 1981 it was agreed that the
No. 2 and No. 3 contracts would be
extended.

(c) 5.7 million tonnes per annum ini
total.

(d) Six years from April
March 1988.

1982 till

SEWERAGE

Backlog: Community Employment Programme
Funds

2960. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Considering the application by the Pub-

lic Works Department for community
employment programme funds under the
country towns water supply
improvement programme, will the
Metropolitan Water Authority apply for
community employment programme
funds to be employed in backlog sewer-
age works?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) No.
(2) Two of the requirements for eligibility

for funds under the community employ-
ment programme are, first, the work
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must not be on a current programme
and, second, the sponsor must contribute
at least 30 per cent of the total project
cost.
Metropolitan Water Authority funds for
1983-84 are fully committed to its
current programme of essential works
including the extension of sewerage into
high priority "backlog" 'areas. Conse-
quently, funds cannot be diverted to
sewerage schemes ahead of the current
works programme.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY AND
GAS

Sales: Budgeted Increase

2963. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What was the budgeted percentage in-

crease in energy sales made by the State
Energy Commission during the 1983-84
financial year?

(2) With less than three months of the
financial year remaining, what percent-
age increase in growth is now estimated?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The 1983-84 State Energy Commission

budget forecast an IS per cent increase
in total energy sales, excluding gas sales
to the Fremantle Gas and Coke Ltd. and
Alcoa of Australia Limited.

(2) It would be difficult to make an accu-
rate assessment at this stage. However,
budgeted increases are unlikely to be
achieved.

FUEL AND ENERGY: COAL

Griffin Coal Mining Co. Ltd.: Contract

2964. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is the coal purchase contract between

the State Energy Commission and the
Griffin Coal Company on a "take-or-
pay" basis?

(2) What tonnages of coal is the State
Energy Commission committed to pur-
chase under the contract?

(3) What variations exist within the con-
tract which would allow the State
Energy Commission to take more or less
than the contract tonnage?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The question as formulated is not

capable of being answered.
(2) 2. 10 M.T.P.A.
(3) The contract tonnage may be varied by

-up to 5 per cent, subject to mutual
agreement.

2965. This question was further postponed.

ABATTOIRS
South-west: Slaughter Level

2970. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(i) What south-west abattoirs have been

subjected to Meat Industry Authority
requirements and have had their level of
slaughter reduced?

(2) Which are the abattoirs concerned and
where are they located?

(3) What is the reason for the Meat Indus-
try Authority taking such action?

(4) Have any shire councils objected to the
Meat 1Industry Authority's action?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (3) The Meat Industry Authority li-

censes abattoirs with respect to their
maximum level of slaughter. This level
is based on chiller capacity-i.e. the li-
cence should reflect that which can be
stored on a daily basis.
In agreement with these guidelines the
authority has negotiated licence
reductions at abattoirs in-

Geraldton
Nabawa
Woodanilling.
Gingin
Boyanup
Cowaramup

(4) The Augusta- Margaret River Shire has
made representation on behalf of the
Cowaramup abattoir.

2971. This question was further postponed.

FISHERIES
Salmon and Tuna: Deliveries

2973. Mr BLAIKlE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) What tonnage of-

(a) tuna;
(b) salmon,
has been delivered by-
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(i) south coast;
(ii) west coast,
Fishermen for each category to-

(a) Hunts;
(b,) West Ocean,

canneries in each year since 1980 and
including year to date?

(2) How many people are employed at-
(a) Hunts Albany;
(b) West Ocean,
canneries?

Mr EVANS replied:
(I) Section 19 of the Fisheries Act does not

allow information of this nature to be
disclosed.

(2) My department does not collect employ-
ment Figures for fish canneries.

2974. This question was postponed.

EDUCATION

Primary School: Armadaic

2975. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for Edu-
cat ion:

When is a previous commitment to
supply a removable covered assembly
area at Armadale primary school to be
honoured?

Mr PEARCE replied:.
Tenders have been called and close on
10 May. Provided there is an acceptable
contractor, the work will be completed
later this year.

TOURISM COMMISSION

Advertising: Radio Station 6PR

2976. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Tour-
ism:
(1) Has the Western Australian Tourism

Commission decided to spend all of its
radio advertising budget for the current
year at radio station 6PR?

(2) How much money is involved?
(3) If this amount is not the Commission's

total radio advertising budget, what is
the total amount allocated for radio ad-
vertising?

(4) (a) Were any other radio stations given
the opportunity to tender, quote, or
otherwise compete for the com-
mission's account;

(b) which stations were they;

(c) was any person from radio station
6PR involved in preparing the com-
mission's advertising programme
before the decision was made to use
6PR?

(5) Was the General Manager of 6PR, Miss
Cheri Gardiner, involved in making the
commission's decision to use 6PR?

(6) What was the basis for the decision to
use only one radio station for the com-
mission's advertising?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No.
(2) The total radio package will cost

$204 279, of which $80074 will be paid
to Radio 6PR. The balance will be ap-
plied to the cost of associated merchan-
dising activities, It is anticipated that
$55 175 will be recoverable from the
merchandising commitment.

(3) $209 279.

(4) (a) The use of Radio 6PR was incor-
porated within the total advertising
package submitted by Ogilvy & Mather
when successfully bidding for the Tour-
ism Commission account-, Ogilvy &
Math er's submission was based on the
identified market segments and the suit-
ability of Radio 6 PR's format to achieve
the commission's marketing objective;
other radio stations were considered in
the preparation of the submission;
(b) all commercial station were con-

sidered;
(c) Radio 6PR was involved in the

preparation of the submission.
(5) No. The decision to select Ogilvy &

Mat her's submission was made prior to
the commission being established.
Ogilvy & Mather's appointment was
made by the Department of Tourism.

(6) Refer (4) above.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Community Employment Programme:
Jobs Created

2977. Mr MacKiNNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Employment and
Training:

When will the Minister provide me with
the list of successful applicants as he in-
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dicated be would in question 2786 of 5
April 1984?

Mr PARKER replied:

The information has now been collated
and is as follows-

Name Detils Amount
s

Working for Tomorrow Radio Programme on Unem- 425
p loyment

Community Newspaper Cunderdin 800
Brighton Children's Disco for Intellectually H-andi- 247
Disco capped Children

APPRENTICES
Employment: Government Action

2978. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Employment and
Training:

Since its election to Government, what
specific actions has the Government
taken in an effort to encourage the em-
ployment of apprentices?

Mr PARKER replied:

I refer the member to the answer given
by the Premier to a question on this
topic on Wednesday, 4 April 1984.

2979. This quest ion was postponed.

TOURISM COMMISSION

Interstate and Overseas Representation

2980. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

What is the current representation
interstate and overseas of WA Tourism
Commission officers?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Interstate-

Holiday WA Centre Adelaide-9
officers
Holiday WA Centre
Melbourne-IS5 officers
Holiday WA Centre Sydney-13
officers
Holiday WA Centre Brisbane-5
officers

Overseas-

New Zealand (Auckland)-1
officer
UK/Europe (London)-1 officer
South East Asia (Singapr)-l
officer

TOURISM COMMISSION

Advertising: Australian Tourist Commission

2981. MrT MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Is the WA Tourism Commission con-

tributing in any way to the current ad-
vertising programme being undertaken
by the Australian Tourist Commission?

(2) If so, in what way and at what cost to
the WA Tourism Commission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) (a) State Contribution
towards overall 1983-84
domestic cam-
paign-awareness TV
campaign................

(b) Advertising in The Aus-
tralian Womens Weekly
publication, "Australian
Made Holidays".. ......

63 000

20 000

83 000

HOUSING
Land: Murdoch

2982. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

Can he please detail for me the State
Housing Commission land holdings in
the Murdoch electorate?

Mr WILSON replied:
Details as requested will be forwarded to
the member in the form of confidential
advice.

POLICE
Firearms Act: Amendment

2983. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Is the Government proposing to amend

either the Firearms Act or the regu-
lations pertaining thereto?

(2) If so, when?
(3) What is the nature of those amend-

ments?
(4) Do these amendments in any way regu-

late the building of sports shooting
ranges?

(5) If so, in what way?
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Mr CARR replied:
(1) to (3) The firearms legislation is pres-

ently under review.
(4) Not known until the review is finalised.

(5) Answered by (4).

TOURISM COMMISSION

Advertising: Break-up

2984. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) What is the break-up between the States

of the $1 369 500 to be spent in those
States on promotions by the Tourist
Commission in 1983-84?

(2) What is the break-up of that budget, in
each State to be spent on-
(a) television;
(b) newspaper;
(c) radio;
(d) other?

(3) On what television stations, in what
newspapers and on what radio stations
will the budget be spent?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) SA Vic NSW QLD
$ % S S
120688 568525 558994 121293

(2) 5A Vtc NSW QLD

A 48350 420312 430056 48955

8 10000 31205 42930 10000

'D 62338 117008 86008 62338
$Fgue based on proportion of overall "promotional" budget.

(3)
Adelaide

TV ADS 7
N'Papers Advertiser.

News

Melbourne Sydney Brisbane
HSV7-0TV9 TCN9-ATNT BTQ 7
Suan News Sun/Herald Courier
Herald Sunday Telegraph

Telegraph

Radio

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Community Employment Programme: Parliament
House

2985. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) When will the 13 men to be employed

on the project referred to in question
2882 of 1984 be employed?

(2) What employment will be offered to
these workers after the completion of
this project?

Mr McI VER replied:
(1) Nine men from 30 April, 1984 plus

four men from?7 May, 1984.

(2) Nil.

HOUSING
Wait-turn: Applicants

2986. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

How many people are currently listed on
State Housing Commission waiting lists
in-

(a) the Perth metropolitan area;

(b) country areas; and

(c) the north west area?

Mr WILSON replied:
APPLICATIONS ON HAND AS AT

31 MARCH. 1984

Common- Common- Aboriginal
wealth wealth Rental
/State state
Rental Purchase

(a) Perth Metro.
Area

(b
(C

Abor- Ia
.U'ae

6523 1184 286 17

Country areaS 2 127
North -west 683

STATE TOTAL 9 333 1 184

499
160

945

15

32

TOURISM COMMISSION

Advertising: Break-up

2987. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

What will be the break-up between tele-
vision channels in Western Australia of
the funds to be spent by the WA Tour-
ism Commission on television advertis-
ing this year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

$
TVW 7
STW 9
G WN
GTW 11
VEW 8
MTN
Yet to be allocated

69 437
110260
35 503
11 226
11 466
6 372
2 744

S247 008

2988 and 2989. These questions were postponed.
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WATER RESOURCES

"Fresma tic" Treatment Process

2990. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Is he aware of a water treatment flask

by the name of "Fresmatic"?
(2) (a) Is he aware of the claim by the

South Australian manufacturers of
this flask-Commando Water
Treatment-that it removes sedi-
ment, taste, odours, chlorine, algae,
and detergent from the main water
as supplied to the consumer;

(b) has this claim been examined, and
with what result?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(I) Yes;
(2) (a) Yes,

(b) the unit has not been evaluated by
the Metropolitan Water Authority.

WATER RESOURCES

Meters: Replacement

2991. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(I) Is it a fact that the Metropolitan Water

Authority changes consumers' meters in
cases where the consumption of water
appears to be low?

(2) If so, what is the procedure to establish
the criterion of 'low" consumption?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) A water meter is replaced when

round to be not registering or deemed to
be damaged to a degree which could
prevent it registering correctly.
An unrealistically low consumption for
the type of property concerned is usually
a reasonable indication that the meter
has become defective. The field services
staff have extensive experience to exer-
cise sound judgment in this matter.

PUBLIC WORKS: DEPARTMENT

Country Areas Water Supplies: Harvey Water
Board

2992. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

What was the price the Public Works
Department charged the Harvey Water
Board for a given unit of water during-

(a) 1981-82;

(b) 1982-83;

(c) 1983-84?

Mr TONKIN replied:

Prices apply from the commencement of
the calendar year and are as follows-

1/1 /198 1-1 cent per kilolitre
I/ 1/ 1982-3 cents per kilolitre
1/1 /1983-4 cents per kilolitre
I/ 1/ 1984-6.1 cents per kilolitre

SEWERAGE

Back)log: Community Employment Programme
Funds

2993. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Has the Metropolitan Water Authority

applied for community employment pro-
gramme funds to be allocated for back-
log sewerage?

(2) If so, for what amount and for what
works?

(3) How many presently unemployed people
are expected to be employed and for
what period of time as a result of a suc-
cessful application?

(4) If the Metropolitan Water Authority
has not applied, why not?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) to0(4) Refer to reply to question 2960.

WATER RESOURCES

Rotinest Island

2994. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Adverting to his announcement about
re-examining the water supply alterna-
tive for Roitnest Island, could he please
say from what source the capital
investment necessary for any alternative
plan is envisaged to come?

Mr TONKIN replied:

Studies at this stage are confined to pre-
liminary feasibility investigations. Po-
tential sources of funds have not yet
been determined.
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WILDLIFE STUDY CENTRE
Herdsman Lake: Drainage and Sewerage

2995. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What is the capital cost of the-

(a) drainage;
(b) sewerage;
(c) installation;
at Herdsman Lake which has to be done
in connection with the wildlife study
centre?

(2) Was there or is there to be any contri-
bution to this capital cost to the Metro-
politan Water Authority?

(3) If so, by whom and to what extent?
Mr TON KIN replied:
(1) (a) to (c) No alterations were finally

required to the drainage system.
The connection between the Centre and
the MWA sewer system cost 512 680.

(2) and (3) The MWA contributed 50 per
cent of the cost of the sewer connection
which comprised a pilot septic tank ef-
fluent pumping scheme.
The MWA is evaluating this type of
system to assess its potential for wider
use,

WATER RESOURCES: CATCH MENT
AREAS

Recreational Activities: Submissions

2996. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

How many submissions, and from
whom, have been-

(a) asked for;
(b) received:,
by the Western Australian Water Re-
sources Council regarding recreational
and other multiple use of catchment
areas?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(a) The Western Australian Water Re-

sources Council sought submissions by
letter to the 53 specific organisations
and individuals listed below. In addition
I made a press release inviting sub-
missions. This appeared in The West
Australian on 4 October, 1983.

1. Town of Armadale
2. Shire of Boulder

3. Shire of Donnybrook- Bali ngu p
4. Town of Kalgoorlie
5. Town of Narrogin
6. Shire of Murray
7. Shire of Waroona
8. Shire of Beverley
9. Shire of Collie

10. Shire of Harvey
11. Shire of Merredin
12. Town of Northam
13. Shire of Serpentine-Jarrahdale
14. Shire of West Arthur
15. Shire of Boddington
16. Shire of Dardanup
17. Shire of Kalamunda
I8. Shire of Mundaring
19. Shire of Northam
20. Shire of Wandering
21. Shire of Williams
22. Shire of Yilgarn
23. Shire of York
24. Amateur Canoe Association of WA
25. Archery Society of WA
26. Australian Underwater Federation,

WA
27.
28.
29.
30.
3].

32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.

42.
43.
44.
45.

Christian Youth Camps
Four Wheel Drive Club
Hotham Valley Tourist Railway

La nd Rover Ow necrs' Cl ub of WA
Lightweight Four Wheel Drive
Club
Lightweight Motor Cycle Club
Nangar Wilderness Expeditions
Orienteering Association of WA
Perth Bushwalking Club
Polocrosse Association of WA
Pony Club Association of WA
Subaru 4WD Club of WA
Tertiary Education Canoe Club
Water Ski Association
The WA Field and Game Associ-
ation
WA Motor Cycling Association
YMCA
CAMS
Serpentine-Jarrahdale Tourist In-
formation Centre
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46. Western Australian Sports Feder-
at ion

47. WA Trout and Freshwater Angling
Association

48. Mr G. Edwards. MLC
49. Mr M. Williams, FMWU

50. Mr Brogden

5I. Mr Burton

52. Mr J. -Hines, Department of Tour
ism

53. Mr B. Carbon, Alcoa of Australia
Ltd.

(b) The Western Australian Water Re-
sources Council received thirty sub-
missions concerning recreation on water
catchments and reserves. Submissions
were received from-

I. Mr G. Brickwood, Armadale
2. Boating Industrial Association of

WA

3. Serpentine-Jarrabdale Tourist
Committee

4. Federation of Australian Under-
water Instructors

5. Town of Kalgoorlie

6. Shire of Boulder
7. West Australian Speed Boat Club
8. WA Recreational Fishing Council

9. Australian Anglers Association

10. Shire of Collie

11. Donnybrook-Balingup Shire Coun-
cil

12. Mr B. O'Brien, Kalamunda

13. Nangar Wilderness Expeditions

14. Land Rover Owners' Club of West-
ern Australia

15. Ski Racing Club of Western Aus-
tralia

16. West Australian Water Ski Associ-
ation, Tournament Division

17. Australian Barefoot Water Ski
Club

18. West Australian Water Ski Associ-
ation

19. Federated Miscellaneous Workers'
Union of Australia

20. Orienteering Association of West-
ern Australia

21. Western Australian Department of
Tourism

22.
23.

24,

25.
26.

27.
28.

29.
30.

Shire of Harvey

Confederation of Australian Motor
Sport
Town of Northam

Mrs S. Young, Walliston

Western Australian Rogaining As-
sociation

Shire of Murray
Trout and Freshwater Angling As-
sociation

Shire of Kalamunda
Caravan Club of WA.

SEWERAGE

Backlog: Percentage of Capital Expcnditure

2997. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Could he please inform the House-

(a) What amount; and
(b) percentage of the total capital ex-

penditure,
has the infill (backlog) sewerage pro-
gramme represented, or is going to rep-
resent, of the capital works programme
of the Metropolitan Water Authority
and the Metropolitan Water Board re-
spectively in-

(i) 1979-80;

(ii) 1980-81;,

(iii) 1981-82;
(iv) 1982-83;
(v) 1983-84?

(2) How much has been or is going to be the
approximate labour cost each year of
(Il)(a) above?

(3) What proportion of that labour cost has
been day labour and contract work?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) Infill Sewerage

(a) Amount of expenditure

(b) Percentage of total capital expendi-
ture

Year (a)
(1000's)

$ on Infill
1979-80 7 838
1980-81 1I 503
1981-82 12282
1982-83 12249
1983-84 t 1 521

(b)
% of Infill to Total

Expenditure

13.69
19.83
18.75
13.64
12.38
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(2) Approximate Labour Costs

i.e.
1979-80
1980-81
198 1-82
1982 -8 3
1993-84

Total
($000's)

3919
5 752
6 141
6 125
5761

(3) Day labour accounted for 100 per cent
of the total labour costs associated with
the infill sewerage programmes for these
years.

FISHERIES

Swan River: Licences

2998. Mr OLD, 'to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:
(I) Adverting to question 2926 of 1984, how

many applications for fishing licences in
the Swan River have been received be-
tween 1982 and 1984?

(2) On what grounds were licences denied?
Mr EVANS replied:
(1) Approximately 60.
(2) For some years it had been the practice

not to replace professional fishermen
who retired from the Swan-Canning
estuarine fishery.

Late in 1982 it was decided to invite ap-
plications for two licences. However,
that decision was subsequently reviewed
and a working group was appointed to
investigate and report on future fisheries
management options for the estuary.
The working group's report is nearing
completion, and in the meaptime no new
licences are being approved.

FRUIT AND VEGETABLES

Metropolitan Markets: New Site

2999. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Has a new site for the Metropolitan

Markets been finalised?
(2) If so, would he please provide details?
(3) Has any target date been established for

the relocation of the markets to the new
site?

(4) If so, in what year is it anticipated the
move will take place?

(2N9)

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Covered by (1) above.

(3) No.
(4) Covered by (3) above.

TOURISM COMMISSION
Advertising Break-up

3000. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

What will be the break-up between
newspapers in Western Australia of the
funds to be spent by the WA Tourism
Commission in 1983-84 on newspaper
advertising?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The West Australian
The Sunday Times
The Western Mail
Sunday Independent
Daily News
Albany Advertiser
Retail Press-yet to be al-
located

13
16
5
3

5

858
I 32
320
574
167
142
121

$46 314

TOURISM COMMISSION
Advertising: Radio Station 6PR

3001. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

On what will be spent the amount classi-
fied as "other" in his answer to question
2902 5(d) on I I April 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Cinema advertising
(2) Displays and exhibitions
(3) Photography
(4) Audio visual
(5) Public relati'
(6) Trade and ir
(7) Publications

(8)

(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)

5

ons
dustry promotions

Tidy towns contest
Marketing research
Merchandising

Perth Convention Bureau
ATC national awareness campaign
WA Week Council

America's Cup.
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FUEL AND ENERGY
Electricity: Rot tnest Island

3002. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) What is the Budget estimate for the

1983-84 year for the provision of elec-
tricity on Rottnest Island by the
Rottnest Island Board?

(2) Is the board able to recoup the costs
involved through the sale or electricity?

(3) If not, what is the financial shortfall
involved?

(4) What are the prevailing electricity
charges on Rottnest Island?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) $300000.
(2) No
(3) $90000.

(4) 14.13c. per unit for first 35 units per
day.

l3.76c. per unit for next 130 units per
day.

I I .53c. per unit for next 1 485 units per
day.
10.22c. per unit for next 1 650 units per
day.

STATE FORESTS

"Greening Australia" Programme

3003. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for For-
ests:
(1) What involvement does his department

have with the "Greening Australia" pro-
gramme which is part of Australia's bi-
centennial celebrations?

(2) Has the department received any
financial assistance from the Federal
Government towards this project and at
what level?

(3) Is the department involved with other
Government agencies regarding the
above programme, e.g., Main Roads,
and to what extent?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Officers of the Forests Department fill

the positions of convenor and secretary
to the "Greening Australia"-National
Tree Planting Programme, WA steering
committee.

The Forests Department provides a sec-
retariat to the committee. This function

will shortly be provided by personnel
employed by the committee under a
CEP grant.
Advisory officers of the Forests Depart-
ment provide technical and planning ad-
vice to "Greening Australia" projects.

(2) The department has received no
financial assistance from the Federal
Government towards this project. How-
ever, the committee has received
financial assistance from this source as
follows-

1982-83: Committee administration
Support for non-govern-
ment organisations
Grants for demonstration,
projects

1983-84: Committee administration
Support for non-govern-
ment organisations
Grants for demonstration
projects

5 000
12500

25 000

5 000
I 5000

21000

(3) Other Government agencies are rep-
resented on the Committee as follows-

Education Department

Department of Conservation and
Environment

Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife

Department of Agriculture

Mains Roads Department

Kings Park Board

ROAD: FREEWAY

Mitchell: Urban Forest

3004. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Treasurer:
What is the cost to the Main Roads De-
partment to create an urban forest be-
side stage four of the Mitchell Freeway,
and is any funding expected from the
Federal Government and at what level?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Stage 4 of the Mitchell Freeway is being
jointly funded by the Commonwealth
and State.

The cost of purchasing, planting, and
caring for the plants in this section of
the freeway for two years, at which
stage they should be established, will be
in the Order of $400 000. This includes
about 33 000 trees and 27 000 shrubs.
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The source of additional funds for this
type of work, for example from the com-
munity employment programme, is
being investigated.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT AMEND-
MENT BILL

Consultations

726. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
What consultations 'were undertaken by
the Premier with the insurance industry
in relation to relevant parts of the Pay-
roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bil?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am unable to immediately provide the
details requested by the Leader of the
Opposition. However, if he puts the
question on the Notice Paper I will en-
sure that it is answered.

ROTTNEST ISLAND: DEVELOPMENT

Interim Report: Opposition Submissions

721. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Tour-
ism:
(1) Is the Minister aware of any submissions

the Opposition has made concerning the
interim report on Rottnest Island?

(2) If the Opposition has made such a sub-
mission, what are its views and rec-
ommendations concerning the interim
report?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) We are not aware of any sub-

mission made by the Opposition i n re-
sponse to the interim report referring to
Rottnest Island. The Government would
welcome a submission from the Oppo-
sition that clearly sets out its views in re-
sponse to the interim report. I think the
Opposition would agree that it is very
difficult to accept the sincerity of calls
by the Opposition for representation on
the board; changes to plans announced
in respect of the island; and, generally
critical statements made continually by
the Opposition on this matter.

If the Opposition is serious and sincere,
why has it not submitted a response to
the interim report? I am sure the Leader
of the Opposition would not condone the
actions of his deputy in constantly criti-
cising aspects of the Government's pol-
icy in that area without clearly stating
where the Opposition stands in respect
of the report. I urge the Opposition to
formulate a view on this matter and sub-
mit a response.
The criticism of different aspects or de-
cisions made in regard to the manage-
ment of Rottniest Island that has been
evidenced through the newspapers has
been nothing but destructive and coun-
terproductive to efforts by the whole
community to properly manage one of
its most valuable assets.
Will the Opposition make its position
clear in respect of Rottniest Island by re-
sponding to the interim report?

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET

1983-84: Outcome

728. Mr HIASSELL, to the Premier:
What is the latest advice received by the
Premier as to the likely 1983-84 Budget
outcome?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I should say at the outset that advice
does not now come to me but to the
Minister for Budget Management. The
Leader of the Opposition would be
aware of that, had he bothered to ac-
quaint himself with the changes made
by the Government in this area. That
Minister, as the name "Minister for
Budget Management" implies, is respon-
sible for receiving those reports from
time to time.

Mr Hassell: You still are the Treasurer.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, of course l am.
Mr Hassell: Presumably concerned with the

outcome?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am very concerned. I

am explaining that Mr Berinson is the
Minister for Budget Management and
those reports are directed to him in the
first instance, as my recollection is
today. I previously indicated-I will
stand correction on this-that we were
looking to a deficit of around $8 million
or perhaps slightly less. That is my rec-
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ollection of an answer given to a pre-
vious question.

If the Leader of the Opposition puts the
question on the Notice Paper, I am per-
fectly happy to ascertain exactly the
latest advice I have received and
whether it has been superseded by ad-
vice to Mr Berinson.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES

Sale: Opposition's Proposals
729. Mr BURKETT, to the Premier:

Is he aware of the "Margaret
Thatcherism" elements in the Hassell
manifesto presented to the Liberal
Party-

The SPEAKER: Order! That question is
clearly out of order.

Mr Hassell: If the Premier cannot answer his
own questions, how will he cope with
ours?

The SPEAKER: I will give an explanation on
that point. If a member is to ask
questions of a Minister based on his
awareness of something that has hap-
pened, it must be a matter dealing with
his portfolio and one that is likely to
have been brought to his attention.

HOUSING: LAND

Leemning: Sale
730. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Housing:
(1) With how many of the three final ten-

derers for the Leeming land did the
Minister meet to discuss their proposals
for the development of the land?

(2) On how many occasions did he meet
with those parties?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am quite happy to answer the

question. However, the continuing
questioning by this member about the
matter typifies the attitude of the Oppo-
sition about a number of things. It
implies continuing dissatisfaction with
the outcome of what was a great de-
cision, with great benefits to the State.
The continuing questioning seeks to
undermine that decision and undermine
the benefits that the decision brings to
the State. That is a particularly

Mr
Mr

irresponsible attitude to take, even for
this Opposition.
Of course, there was no dissatisfaction
with the decision until the decision was
made and until some people found that
they were not successful.

MacKinnon: Brilliant!
WILSON: After that the unsuccessful
ones went to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, and apparently to this deputy,
and started to whinge and moan. Nat-
urally they would go to those people be-
cause they are known to be the leaders
of the whingers and the knockers in this
State. That was the logical recourse for
them; they went to the chief whinger
and his deputy.
The chief whinger and his deputy con-
tinue to try to make capital out of a de-
cision which, I said previously, will bring
great benefits to this State.
Now, do not interject-

An Opposition member: We haven't said
anything.

Mr WILSON: I can see that fulsome look on
the chief whinger's face. He would like
to interject at this time because-

Mr Clarko: Have you thought of taking a
course of valium?

Mr Brian Burke: You are the one who has
been given a headache.

Mr WILSON: I met with each of the three
tenderers and spoke to them about their
tenders. In all respects, they were given
every opportunity to put their cases as
comprehensively as they expressed the
wish to do.
To be fair to the successful tenderer, it is
about time that the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition and the Opposition
stopped indulging in sour grapes and ad-
mitted that we made a good decision.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Mr WILSON: This decision will bring the
best results to the State.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES

Sale: Opposition's Proposals
731. Mr BURKETT, to the Premier:

What is the Government's policy
towards the "Margaret Thatcherism" el-
ements in the Hassell manifesto pres-
ented to the Liberal Party's "Directions
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for the Future" conference in the week-
end?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I thank the member for Scarborough for
his delicately phrased question.

Mr Clarko: The same written answer will do,
though.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The policies enunci-
ated by the Leader of the Opposition in
his manifesto smack of the worst form of
"Thatcherism". In its own country,
"Thatcherism" has caused division, cre-
ated a new class of unemployed, rid the
country of its most viable public sector
industries to the private sector, and re-
sulted in expensive, unresponsive govern-
ment.
If the directions of the future for the
Liberal Party lie with the outmoded and
disproven policies of "Thatcherism" we
have on our hands a potentially danger-
ous "worst case" of cultural cringe.
If the Leader of the Opposition is deter-
mined to embrace these conservative
principles, the costs to our community
will be enormous.
The Leader of the Opposition's determi-
nation to sell the most viable public in-
dustries such as the State Energy Com-
mission to the private sector ignores the
problems faced by Mrs Thatcher. As
The Australian Financial Review
pointed out yesterday, the signs are that
the Thatcher Government is simply pro-
ducing nasty private monopolies in the
place of public monopolies.
Furthermore, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is insensitive to the common
understanding held by the community
that essential services are a legitimate
and desirable area .of Government
intervention.

It is difficult to imagine, for example, a
private electricity company offering con-
cessions to low-income earners. Yet in
1983 my Government was able to offer
rebates to these people simply because
the Government sets SEC charges. It is
as difficult to imagine a private elec-
tricity company putting its money back
into Western Australia's development
rather than repatriating its profits to its
overseas and Eastern States share-
holders.

In addition, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition proposes to abandon some public
industries altogether. Yet he fails to ex-
plain the obvious ramifications for the
work force in these industries. The es-
sential problem with the Leader of the
Opposition's thesis is that he wishes to
give away the fat of the public sector
and leave only the unprofitable and ex-
pensive services to be paid for from the
public purse. This smacks of bad man-
agement.
My Government is committed to ef-
ficient and responsive management of
essential public services. Good Govern-
ment management of these industries is
the expectation of the community. I am
sure the community does not look for-
ward to hybrid British models of
Government organisation that have
failed on their home ground.
Not only is the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's manifesto poorly explained and
incomplete, but also it smacks of "me
too-ism " in many ways. As has been an-
nounced publicly, we are looking very
closely at the proper management of
Government assets. We have not ruled
out the possibility of admitting to
ownership of those assets, on a partial
basis, private enterprise interests. How-
ever, if members want any more vivid
example of the absurdity of the state-
ment by the Leader of the Opposition,
they need only look to Stateships,
which lost $14 million last year. I advise
members that the way Stateships can
make money, or at least not lose so
much, is simply to stop calling at all the
northern ports. Of course, if it stopped
calling at all the northern ports, what
would be the point of having Stateships?
There would not be a function for it.
The Leader of the Opposition really
must say what he means. Does he have a
buyer for Stateships? If he has, would
he please send it along to the Govern-
ment. Does he have a buyer for the
Metropolitan Transport Trust or
Westrail? Of course he does not.
Proper management of Government
assets does not involve, in an incomplete,
unintelligent, and non-detailed fashion,
a broad foray into what the leader of the
Opposition perceives to be publicly
popular in one part of the community.
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Mr Old: God, you are like Hamlet. You are
putting on a great show. There is no
doubt about it. The expression is
tremendous. Pain!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I thank the member
very much.

There is room for an intelligent assess-
ment of how the Government can look at
its assets, and how, in relation to an
asset that is capable, with management
change, and other things of earning a
profit to successfully prosecute the case
that a part-ownership of something that
earns $I0 million is more valuable to the
community than total ownership of
something which loses $I0 million.

Mr Clarko: Would you like a glass of water?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: At the same time,
there is simply no scope for an ill-de-
fined, unintelligent, and poorly ex-
plained broad and general statement
that covers all those assets for which not
even the Leader of the Opposition in his
right-wing circles could find buyers.

INSURANCE
Inquiries

732. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

I refer to the answer he gave today to
my question 2871 which I asked a week
ago but which he has answered only
today after first having made a Press re-
lease about the answer. I had asked
about current inquiries or studies ap-
pointed by the Government in relation to
the State Government Insurance Office,
the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust, and
the single workers' compensation
insurance. The Premier's answer indi-
cated that the Government had com-
missioned Price Waterhouse Associates
Pty. and the merchant bank Rothwells
Ltd. to study the operations of the S010
and the MVIT. I refer him to a reported
statement by him in The West Aus-
tralian of 9 February under the heading
"Burke floats Government sell-off idea"
about the SGIO, in which article it was
said that the Premier was com-
missioning five consultants, unnamed, to
recommend a corporate strategy and de-
velopment plan to improve the commer-
cial performance of the SGIO and to in-
crease its profits. I now ask-

(1) Were live consultants then com-
missioned?

(2) If so, what did they do?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am not aware of the report to

which the Leader of the Opposition
refers, but I would be surprised if any
statement that those consultants were
commissioned was an accurate reflection
of any Government Press release. What
happened was that expressions of
interest and proposals were invited from,
I think, five different companies which
were considered by the Government to
be suitable to consider doing the task the
Government wanted done. Those five
companies put in submissions-as I say,
to my best recollections it was five.
Those submissions were narrowed down
to two and a joint commissioning of the
study was approved. So the Leader of
the Opposition uses the word
"commissioned" as though I had asked
them.

Mr Hassel]: l am only quoting the article.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: And I am simply
answering the question. The Leader of
the Opposition uses the word
".commissioned", I think, because he be-
lieves we have asked five people to do a
job, because that job has been done, and
because we are now asking two people to
do the same job or another job. As any
prudent Government would do, we
simply sought from those people con-
sidered suitable for a certain task, sub-
missions to demonstrate suitability.
Those submissions have resulted in the
decision to which the Leader of the Op-

- position now refers.

TECHNOLOGY: PARK

Companies: Expressions of Interest

733. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for
Technology:

How many companies have expressed an
interest in establishing at the Tech-
nology Park recently opened near WAIT
at Bentley?

Mr BRYCE replied:

Over 40 local and national companies in
various high technology industries have
expressed a keen interest in establishing
at the Technology Park. That keen
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interest was established as a result of a
very detailed survey that this Govern-
ment had conducted by the Department
of Industrial Development and the Tech-
nology Directorate towards the end of
last year.

EDUCATION

Expulsions
734. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-

cation:
In the light of the recent discipline prob-
lems that have been the focus of much
media attention recently concerning a
metropolitan senior high school, does he
now intend to seek Royal Assent to the
legislation which passed through this
Parliament in late 1982 that would per-
mit incorrigible students to be expelled
from school following a most careful and
exhaustive examination of the circum-
stances relating to the particular
student's misbehaviour and other rel-
evant matters?

Mr PEARCE replied:
Members opposite occasionally say
about questions raised by Government
backbench members that the answers
have appeared in the Press. I assure the
member for Karrinyup that this point
was very widely canvassed in the media
on Friday and Saturday of last week fol-
lowing a Press conference I held in this
very building last Thursday to announce
that that legislation would hortly be ga-
zetted following the drawing lip of regu-
lations. Drawing up these regulations
has involved a lengthy delay, the
fundamental reason being the
deficiencies in the Bill itself. Some were
deficiencies of drafting and the failure to
allow for proper operational procedures,
but the main difficulty has been the
question of what is to happen to those
students who are expelled. I accept the
need for expulsion as a last resort for
very disruptive students who are not
amenable to discipline in the normal
way.

Mr Clarko: You seem to have changed your
mind from a year ago.

Mr PEARCE; I supported the move.
Mr Clarko: But not last year.
Mr PEARCE: I voted for it when it was in

the House the year before last. I have

been working with the people who are
drafting the regulations. When the Bill
came before the House, I, on behalf of
the Opposition, expressed reservations
and indicated to the Government of the
day that turfing these kids out onto the
streets was merely transferring the prob-
lem from the school to the community.

Mr Clarko: That is nonsense. When you
expel a student, he is also equally cast
onto the streets.

Mr PEARCE: For a limited period. The
possibility under the legislation
introduced by the previous Government
was that children from eight to 12 years
of age could be expelled from a Govern-
ment institution and thus be out on che
streets for a period of some years. While
I see the need for the expulsion to solve
a problem in the schools, it is also
necessary to make provision For those
children so that they do not become the
burden on society that they were on
their schools. It is that deficiency in par-
ticular that has made the job of drafting
the regulations so difficult.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRON MENT

Peel Inlet: Weed Build-up

735. Mr READ, to the Minister for the
Environment:

In view of the recent weed build-up and
subsequent abhorrent odour problems
around areas of the Mandurah estuary,
and also in view of the mechanical prob-
lems with its machines experienced by
the Peel Inlet Management Authority,
what steps will the Government take to
help alleviate these problems?

Mr DAVIES replied:
I preface my answer by saying that
when I was previously the Minister for
the Environment I remember donning
waders and going through this putrid
mess in Mandurah when we started a
raking programme in an effort to clean
up Peel Inlet. Now, 10 years later and
once again the Minister For the Environ-
ment, I have been sorry to find that the
problem still exists because the previous
Government did nothing to improve the
position in that decade.

Mr Laurance: That is wrong, and you know
it.
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Mr DAVIES: The problem is worse than
ever, so the previous Government was
eminently unsuccessful in its attempts to
provide a solution. One would think that
a Government might effect some
improvement in 10 years.

However, it pleases me to say that be-
cause of the programmes commenced,
the research done, and the money spent
and to be spent, we certainly hope to see
an improvement in less than 10 years
with the programme we have started.
We round that the machinery the pre-
vious Government purchased in 1982
and 1983 was no longer suitable for the
job of stacking and raking the weed. We
have monitored the position closely only,
to find that the machinery has some-
times broken down more often than it
has been in service, and that a lot of
money has been spent on repairs and
maintenance without the repairs being
effective.

We are anxious to remove from the estu-
ary as much of the weed, the slurry, and
the muck as possible. The Premier has
agreed to make money available to re-
place the two tractors. This replacement
is proceeding at present. We hope to
have two new vehicles which can soon be
in the water. It is difficult to operate ve-
hicles in salt water-that is acknowl-
edged. By the same token, we think the
vehicles we have selected will be an
improvement and will enable the work to
be 'done on a continuing basis right
through weekends while the problem
exists.

HOMOSEXUAL ACTIVITIES

School Curriculum

736. Mr SPRIGGS, to the Premier:
What plans are in hand for homosexu-
ality to become part of the school
curriculum?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I thank the member for asking this
tricky question. To the best of my
knowledge there are no plans to ensure,
or to see that homosexuality becomes
part of the school curriculum. However,
I do thank the member for giving me the
opportunity to add one Or two Points to
that answer in clarification.
I suppose it is a clarification which must
embarrass the Leader of the Opposition,

because he supported the legislation we
now propose. I presume he will support
the legislation again, because the
grounds on which he supported it pre-
viously have not changed. Perhaps the
member might informally direct his
question to his own leader. The Govern-
ment has not embarked lightly upon this
reform. The Government understands
the concern within the community, and
the strong opposition within parts of the
community, to the reform we are pro-
posing.

Mr Mensaros: It is the majority of the com-
munity, don't you chink?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would not know
whether it is the majority. I said on
radio the other day that no other issue
had elicited such opposition in terms of
letters to me personally. I must add also
that the issue of capital punishment
ranks pretty close beside it as the sort of
subject that causes people to write to me
and quote the Old Testament in support
of opposition to the proposals as put.
The Government did not embark lightly
upon this proposed reform. I have been
asked continually about how I would
like one of my sons to be turned into a
homosexual-as the question is normally
asked-as a result of this reform of the
law.
There is no evidence whatsoever to indi-
cate that anyone can turn one's son or
daughter into a homosexual as a result
of this change in the law. The second
point is that of course I would be ex-
tremely upset to learn that one of my
sons, or all of my sons were homosexual.
I would be upset because I know the sort
of agony through which they would pass
in this community in view of the atti-
tudes that many people have expressed.
Also, I would not want any one of my
sons to be put in gaol for five or 10
years, as a result of their sexuality.

Mr Clarko: You would only be worried about
the problems they faced, you would not
be worried about their being homosex-
ual?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I would worry about
the anguish-

Mr Clarko: Would you care if your sons were
homosexual?

Several member interjected.
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course I would
care.

Mr Clarko: Why would you care?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Because of the trauma
through which they would pass. If they
were completely accepted into the com-
munity I would not worry.

Mr Clarko: You find it acceptable behav-
iour?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member is
asking me whether I single out homo-
sexuality and say that they are unac-
ceptable people within our community
then the answer is, "No, I do not".' I
cannot be any clearer than that. For the
member to raise that sort of point really
speaks volumes about his attitude.

Mr

Mr

Clarko: I asked you a question.

BRIAN BURKE: It really explains to
the Parliament the legitimate concern I
would have about any of my friends or
children being homosexuals, because I
know they would be open to the sort of
attitude the member is displaying.

Mr Clarko: I asked a question, and you
would nor answer it.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Petrol: Unleaded

737. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Why is WA moving to unleaded petrol

next year?
(2) Will petrol-engined vehicles currently in

use, and on the market, be able to run
on unleaded petrol?

(3) Why is unleaded petrol needed in re-
mote areas, where there is no environ-
mental problem?

(4) Will it cause a huge increase in the cost
of motoring?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Cars running on unleaded petroll will

produce no lead pollution, addressing a
matter of public concern. They will also
be able to use an efficient catalyst device
to clean other pollutants from exhausts.
Catalysts are damaged by lead. The
introduction of unleaded petrol, and the
cars which go with it, throughout Aus-
tralia is the most cost-effective way of
addressing the pollution problem.

(2) Some current models will run on it.
There is no definitive list but the motor
industry has been asked for it. As a
broad guide, they say almost all vehicles
fltted with valve seat inserts and with a
compression ratio of less than 9.5:1 can
use unleaded petrol. Super-grade leaded
petrol will continue to be sold for the ve-
hicles which need it, for as long as there
is a market for it.

(3) Cars are mobile, and cars designed to
unleaded petrol would suffer extra wear
and tear from leaded petrol, invalidating
warranties. They would also suffer cata-
lyst damage resulting in dirty exhaust
gases, which is important should they
subsequently be used in cities. Unleaded
petrol will therefore be made available
at a reasonable spacing of outlets. We
are aware of the need to avoid financial
hardship to individual retailers in remote
areas, where initial turnover of unleaded
petrol may be low, and we are address-
ing this.

(4) No. There may be some increase in costs
but it is a matter of swings and round-
abouts and of who one believes as to
whether there will be a net increase or a
net decrease in costs. Any increase will
be spread over many millions of litres of
petrol.

The new cars are expected to be more
fuel-efficient. The current emission con-
trol methods, which act against econ-
omy, will no longer be needed. Unleaded
petrol should also make exhaust systems
last longer and increase the interval be-
tween services. The Government has
agreed that the price of unleaded pectrol
should be arranged so that it does not
exceed the price of super-grade leaded
petrol.

HEALTH: DRUG

Marijuana: Use by Teachers

738. Mr COYNE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Is the Minister aware that three high

school teachers presently attached to the
Esperance District High School have
been charged by the police after having
been discovered in possession of mari-
juana?
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(2) Could the Minister advise the House
whether the department takes a serious
view of cannabis usage among teachers?

(3) Does the Minister believe that in defer-
ence to the feelings of parents and the
Esperance community in general the
teachers in questions should be sus-
pended pending the outcome of the court
action?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) I have no knowledge of the mat-

ters to which the member has referred,
so I shall make an investigation
tomorrow.

The SPEAKER: I was on the point of ruling
that question out of order. When a
member asks a question like that, he has
to expect that the Minister has some
awareness of it. That may be the case,
but on the other hand this is only for the
member's advice: I do not want to stop a
member from saying anything in Parlia-
ment, but to ask a question as to
whether a Minister is aware of such and
such may be doing that person or per-
sons some harm. This is a matter for the
member.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES

Sale: Opposition's Proposal
739. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for

Works:
Is the Minister aware of statements by
the Leader of the Opposition at the
State Conference of the Liberal Party
that he would sell off State Government
agencies, including the State Engineer-
ing Works?

Mr McI VER replied:

The Leader of the Opposition's notion of
selling off Government organisations
shows that he has very little knowledge
of the operations concerned. The State
Engineering Works and the Public
Works Department play an important
role in the provision of advice to Govern-
ments. The State Engineering Works
exists as an organisation available to
serve the special needs of Government,
and to support such services as
transport, water, and power.
It is available at all times to give priority
to such work-something which may not

be possible with a private enterprise or-
ganisation.
The State Engineering Works also pro-
vides engineering facilities and expertise
which private firms are not interested in
providing, or which are not economically
feasible for them to offer. It operates a
total engineering organisation without
company affiliations and makes its fa-
cilities and expertise available to small
manufacturers. This helps such small
firms to take on work which they
otherwise could not.
Private enterprise firms may sometimes
not be interested in providing such fa-
cilities and expertise because they have a
vested interest in not helping. In fact,
the State Engineering Works accumu-
lated profits of over $6 million, more
than half of which has gone into the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.
Perhaps the most telling argument
against the Leader of the Opposition's
proposal is that it was his own Govern-
ment which invested about $4 million in
a new foundry for the State Engineering
Works. It remains the biggest single
capital investment by the State, and a
decision to sell off the works as proposed
by the Leader of the Opposition would
look strange.
The Leader of the Opposition did not
seem to mind that the Public Works De-
partment is the largest employer of ap-
prentices in the State's building industry
and a sell-off would destroy this import-
ant role. The Leader of the Opposition
should learn about the workings and role
of Government organisations before pro-
posing to dispose of them.

LAND: ABORIGINES

Rights: Inquiry
740. Mr PETER JONES to the Minister with

special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
I refer to the question I asked last week
about the vehicle provided for the
Kimberley Land Council to enable it to
prepare its submission for the Seaman
inquiry, and ask-

Can the Minister advise what will
be the future of the vehicle now
that the submission has been
lodged?
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Mr WILSON replied:
I am surprised that the member con-
tinues to pursue this question.

Mr Peter Jones: You did not answer it last
week.

Mr WILSON: As I was saying before I was
interrupted, I am surprised this member
should continue to pursue this nit-pick-
ing attitude towards an issue which is so
much bigger than he and so much bigger
than the narrow attitude that he puts
forward.

Mr Peter Jones: I do not want a sermon, just
an answer.

Mr Brian Burke: You are going to get a ser-
mon, so sit back and listen.

Mr WILSON: I am surprised the member
continues to press his narrow attitude. I
am also surprised that as a man who
puts himself forward as a pillar of so-
ciety-

Mr Peter Jones: I do not think I do that.
Mr WILSON: -and as a leader of his

Church, he should not be more obedient
to his bishops, when one considers the
attitudes expressed by the churches in
Western Australia on the issue of Abor-
iginal land rights.

Mr Brian Burke: You won't get to heaven.
Mr WILSON: I am in a position to advise

the member for Narrogin that the
Anglican Church and the Roman Cath-
olic Church have made quite clear the
churches' attitude through their arch-
bishops and bishops. The Anglican
Church and the Roman Catholic
Church are hierarchical institutions and
all members of those churches accept
that they are such and issue their prom-
ulgations through their bishops. Mem-
bers of those churches are expected to
abide by what is laid down by the
bishops who are their leaders.
I say that in passing because I thought it
should be of particular importance to
the member for Narrogin, and to the
member for Gascoyne who also belongs
to the Anglican Church.

Mr Laurance: And proud of it.
Mr WILSON: The member for Gascoyne

often puts himself in opposition to his
archbishop. It should be of significance
to those two members, and I speak from
some personal knowledge of the struc-
ture of the Anglican Church. I am sure

members would not want to question my
authority to speak in that way.

To get back to the member's question, I
point out that the details have been pro-
vided previously. At the end of the pro-
cess of providing people with assistance
to enable them to make proper sub-
missions to the Seaman inquiry, all the
proper checks and auditing will be car-
ried out, and at that stage I will be quite
happy to give the details to the member
for Narrogin and any other members
who want them. In the meantime he
should get off their backs and give them
a go.

RAILWAYS

"Lesehenault Lady": Relocation

741. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Transport:

I refer to question 2685 of 3 April and
ask-

Has a site been selected for the
Lesehenault Railway Preservation
Society's transport museum.

Mr GRILL replied:

I thank the member for some notice of
the question, the answer to which is as
follows-

The member will be aware from his
approaches to Me Over the past six
months that considerable attention
has been given to this matter and a
number of options have been looked
at.
These are-

two sites at Picton;

a site near the new rail passen-
ger terminal;

on Westrail land adjacent to
wheat silos;

on Westrail land at Boyanup;
and
on Bunbury Port Authority
land.

After negotiations between the par-
ties it was decided that for various
reasons several of these sites would
be unsuitable.

The society has shown particular
interest in port authority land near
Oliver Street, and I understand
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Westrail favours the Boyanup
option.
I arranged a meeting in Bunbury
between the parties directly
involved on Friday, 13 April to see
whether the matter could be re-
solved. As yet I do not have a report
on that particular meeting, but I
am expecting one shortly.

TECHNOLOGY

Incentives: Payroll Tax
742. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Tech-

nology:

Will the Government provide payroll tax
incentives for Western Australian
companies to expand into or enter new
technology ventures?

Mr BRYCE replied:
That is a matter to which the Govern-
ment will be giving serious consideration
in the process of preparing the forth-
coming Budget. We consider it a very
important potential step in the right di-
rection, and it is one I hope the Govern-
ment can afford to implement.

HEALTH

Disa bled Persons

743. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Health:
On 14 March last the Minister an-
nounced that the Commonweal th-con -
trolled programme aids for disabled
people had run out of money in this
State and Western Australia could no
longer participate in that scheme. People
who have enjoyed the benefits of that
programme are disappointed it is no
longer operating here. I ask-

Will the Minister advise what steps
have been taken to get the scheme
operating again in Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr HODGE replied:

The PADP scheme was established by
the Commonwealth as part of its strat-
egy for the International Year of Dis-
abled Persons. The Commonwealth
specifies what aids may be provided and
which categories of doctors may pre-
scribe specific aids for their private
patients. The State agreed to act as
agents for the Commonwealth in op-
erating the scheme only on the under-
standing that costs would be recouped to
the State.
Funding from the Commonwealth has
been grossly inadequate. We experi-
enced an overrun in 1982-83 and faced
an even heavier overrun this year.
I made repeated approaches to the Com-
monwealth for additional funding but
was unsuccessful and so, faced with an
overrun of S250 000, we had no alter na-
tive bu ' to suspend our participation in
the scheme.

The Commonwealth, by instituting this
programme, created a community ex-
pectation and I therefore raised the mat-
ter at last week's Health Ministers' con-
ference.
My motion at that conference that the
Commonwealth be asked to provide ad-
equate funding for the programme
gained strong support from my minis-
terial colleagues, and several States indi-
cated they were experiencing similar dif-
ficulties.
I am pleased to advise the member that
the conference was told by the Federal
Minister, Dr Blewett, that he had placed
a submission before Federal Cabinet to
see whether he could secure additional
PADP funds this year. I must caution,
though that Dr Blewett said if the sub-
mission was successful, the additional
moneys would not be available until
May.
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