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Thursday, 22 March 1984

The SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the Chair
at 10.45 am., and read prayers.

BILLS (22): ASSENT

Messages from the Lieutenant-Governor and
Administrator received and read notifying assent
to the following Bills-

1. Electoral Amendment Bill (No. 3) 1983.
2. Shark Bay Solar Salt Industry Agreement

Bill 1983.

3. Offenders Probation and Parole Amend-
ment Bill 1983.

4. Technology Development Bill 1983.

5. city of Perth Parking Facilities Amend-
ment Bill 1983.

6. Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue
Fund) Bill 1983.

7. Acts Amendment (Prevention of Excessive
Prices) Bill (No. 2) 1983.

8. Marketing of Lamb Amendment Bill
1983.

9. Trade Descriptions and False Advertise-
ments Amendment Bill 1983.

10. Prisoners (interstate Transfer) Bill 1983.

11. State Government Insurance Office
Amendment Bill 1983.

12. Criminal Code Amendment Bill 1983.
13. Coal Mine Workers (Pensions) Amend-

ment Bill 1983.
14. Workers' Compensation and Assistance

Amendment Bill (No. 2) 1983.

I5. Coroners Amendment Bill 1983.

16. Tourist Development (Secret Harbour)
Agreement Bill 1983.

17. Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs Com-
mission Bill 1983.

I8. Referendums Bill 1983.

19. Acts Amendment (Asbestos Related Dis-
eases) Bill 1983.

20. Hospitals Amendment Bill 1983.

21. Financial Institutions Duty Amendment
Bill 1983.

22. Western Australian Development Corpor-
ation Bill 1983.

SPEAKER OF THE LEGISLATIVE
ASSEMBLY

Birthday

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
H Ouse) [10.49 a.m.1: Mr Speaker, I understand
that today is a happy event for you: it is your
birthday. I suppose that each one of us on his
birthday would like to have the day off to cel-
ebrate it with those near and dear to him. The
second best thing I am sure that you, Mr Speaker,
would wish, is for members on both sides of the
House to behave themselves. I hope you have a
happy day.

Members: Hear, hear!

WASTE DISPOSAL: LIQUID

Canning Vale: Petition

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [10.50 am.]: I present the fol-
lowing petition-

The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.

We, the undersigned call upon the Govern-
ment of Western Australia to take the
necessary action to close the facility known
as the Liquid Waste Disposal Site at Can-
ning Vale operated by the Canning City
Council.

The Liquid Waste Disposal Site is regu-
lated by the Western Australian State
Government under the Health Act Sections
134 (53) and 343 (5) and cited as the Health
(Disposal of Liquid Waste) Regulations
1983. In these regulations liquid waste has
the meaning conferred on "sewerage" in the
Act.

The Liquid Waste Disposal Site at Can-
ning Vale is made up of open dirt pits into
which is deposited around 12 million litres
per month of liquid waste with 70 to 80% of
the waste being the contents of pumped out
septic tanks. The site is regulated to also re-
ceive the waste from chicken processing,
grease traps, potato processing, tall oil, fatty
acids, soaps and drawing compounds.

The Liquid Waste Disposal Site with its
open pits is the cause of an obnoxious odour
affecting the residents of the Canning City
Council and the Melville City Council in the
suburbs of Willetton, Lynwood, Parkwood,
Riverton, Leeming and Bull Creek.
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The odour is the cause of numerous com-
plaints by residents to the Canning City
Council-

And, I might add, to the member for Murdoch.
To continue-

--over a period of at least four years. The
Canning City Council have been unsuccessful
in their attempts to control the odour and
have allowed the site to be used beyond its
capacity.

Perth has more septic tank systems than
any other capital city in Australia and the
waste from these tanks, which is known to
contain some raw sewerage, is being de-
posited close to a built up residential area
without regard to the effects on the owners of
the surrounding properties.

Many of us are concerned for the health of
our families as a number of people hove ex-
perienced asthma attacks, headaches, nasal
problems and nausea after being subjected to
the odours from the site.

We are deprived of the liberty of using the
outdoor areas of our properties and embar-
rassed when entertaining in our homes when
the obnoxious smell of sewerage is in the
area.

We strongly object to being subjected to
the stench of open pits containing sewerage
operated by a Local Council who have not
been able to demonstrate the necessary
ability to control the odour.

We call upon the State Government of
Western Australia to take up the responsi-
bility of the disposal of liquid waste and to
use its expertise and financial resources to
provide a proper and technologically ad-
vanced disposal method.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 1 155 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 70.)

JETTY
Busseiton: Petition

MR BLAIKiE (Vasse) [10.53 a.m.]: I present a
petition in the following terms-

TO:
The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-

bers of the Legislative Assembly of the State

of Western Australia in Parliament as-
sembled.

We, the undersigned residents of Western
Australia, urgently request the State Govern-
ment to allocate funds to fully restore the
Busselton Jetty.

We seek urgent assistance of Government
to maintain this most important State tourist
attraction.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that the Western Australian Government
give this matter earnest consideration and
your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever
pray.

The petition contains 71 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petii ion No. 7 1.)

TABLED PAPERS

Corrections: Sta winern by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): The Minister
for Health has drawn to my attention errors
existing in two papers tabled in September and
December last year. The papers concerned are the
Animal Resources Authority annual report which
contained a discrepancy in the financial state-
menits, and the report by the Public Health De-
partm-ent into public health within the Shire of
Carnarvon in which the final page of Annex D
was missing. I have examined the papers and
alterations involved and am satisfied that it is
proper for mc to permit the appropriate correc-
tions in each case.

Accordingly, and in conformity with Standing
Order No. 233, 1 have instructed that the missing
page from Annex D to the Public Health Depart-
ment report into the. Shire of Carnarvon be in-,
serted by the Clerk. I call on the Minister for
Health to table the corrected copy of the Animal
Resources Authority annual report.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)
[10.58 a.m.]: I table the corrected Animal Re-
sources Authority annual report for 30 June 1983.

The report was tabled (see paper No. 256).
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SUPPLY BILL 1984

Introduct ion and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer), and read a first
time.

Second Reading

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Treasurer)
[11.03 a.m.] I move-

That the Bill be now read a second timne.
This measure seeks the grant of supply to Her
Majesty of $1 550 million for the works and ser-
vices of the year ending 30 June 1985, pending the
passage of Appropriation Bills during the Budget
session of the next financial year.

The Bill seeks an issue of $1 400 million from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund and $85 million
from moneys to the credit of the General Loan
Fund. Provision is also made in the Bill for an
issue of $65 million to enable the Treasurer to
make such temporary advances as may be necess-
ary.

The amounts sought are based on the estimated
costs of maintaining the existing level of services
and works and no provision has been made for
any new initiatives, which must await the
introduction of the Budget.

Before attending to the formal requirements of
the Bill. I would like to make a few brief com-
ments on the budgetary position.

The 1983-84 Budget presented to Parliament
on 13 October 1983 planned for a balanced
Budget with revenue and expenditure estimated at
$2 658 900 000.

A recent review of Consolidated Revenue Fund
transactions to date indicates that, not
unsurprisingly, there will be variations to these es-
timates of revenue and expenditure. However,
members would appreciate the uncertainty
involved in forecasting the Budget outcome with
over one-quarter of the financial year still remain-
ing. Obviously many factors could yet arise dur-
ing the remainder of the financial year which
could have a significant impact on the result.

Notwithstanding those uncertainties, current
trends suggest that slightly more buoyant revenue
collections can be expected than was estimated
when the Budget was framed. The improved gen-
eral economic outlook and increased demand in
overseas markets for minerals are the major
reasons.

On the expenditure side every effort is being
made to contain outlays to the amounts appropri-
ated by Parliament.

However, with the likelihood of significant un-
avoidable expenditure overruns on natural disas-
ter payments associated with the drought relief in
the eastern wheatbelt and Esperance regions, and
more recently cyclone "Chloe" and the flooding
of the Fitzroy River, the final result in 1983-84
remains uncertain.

In addition, it is expected that the cost of award
increases granted in 1983-84 will exceed the
amount provided for this purpose in the Budget.
Once again the total expenditure for 1983-84 in
this area is dependent upon factors outside the
Government's control. I refer of course to the out-
come of national wage case decisions and other
claims within the guidelines of the prices and in-
comes accord.

Despite these unavoidable expenditure
overruns, the Government is determined to con-
tain State public sector spending and we are
closely monitoring expenditures in an endeavour
to balance the accounts in accordance with our
Budget strategy. On this point, it should be borne
in mind that the outturn for the last Budget
introduced by the previous Administration was a
deficit of $t4.2 million. This led to a deficit on
our books of $11.6 million being carried forward
into 1983-84.

As far as 1984-85 is concerned, the financial
outlook is significantly affected by three main
factors-

the phasing in of the Grants Commission's
relativities;
the uncertainty in respect of special revenue
assistance from the Commonwealth; last year
we received $t18.2 million; and,

the full-year impact of award increases
granted in 1983-84. This Financial year the
corresponding impact was cushioned to some
extent by the wages pause.

Suffice to say that the Government faces no easy
task in responsibly framing the 1984-85 Budget. I
will have more to say on that matter at the appro-
priate time.

[ now move to the formal provisions of the Bill
which 1 have already described and commend the
Bill to members.

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

ACTS AMENDMENT (ABOLITION OF
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT) BELL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Brian Burke (Premier), and read a first time.
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Second Reading

MR BRIAN BURKE (Ba lga-Premier) [11. 10
am.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill for the abolition of capital punishment
reflects more than the commitment of a political
party, resolute though it may be. It reflects-and
I am convinced of this-the wishes of the ma-
jority of Western Australians.

For many years now, Western Australia has
been the only State in Australia retaining capital
punishment, even though 18 years have passed
since the last hanging here. The fact that there
has not been an execution in that time is
irrelevant. The fact that we have retained capital
punishment proclaims to the world, quite clearly,
that we are still a hanging State; that, of all the
Australian States, Western Australia is the only
one that has not yet emerged from the shadow of
the gallows. No attempt at rationalisation and no
amount of debate will persuade people to believe
that a law can be deliberately retained without a
clear intent that it be invoked.

This Bill will carry Western Australia out of
the shadows, out of the darkness of barbarism,
and into the light of modern-day life. It replaces
the death penalty with life imprisonment or strict
security life imprisonment at the discretion of the
sentencing judge. The substantial law remains the
same, apart from this central change.

The clauses of the Bill substitute life im-
prisonment, or strict security life imprisonment,
or detention in strict custody until the Governor's
pleasure is known in the case of a child under the
age of I8 years. So far as provision for children
under the age of 18 years is concerned, the formu-
lation reflects that which appears in the Criminal
Code at sections 19 (6A) and 679.

Clause 6 of the Bill makes it clear that strict se-
curity life imprisonment or life imprisonment, or,
in the case of a child under the age of IS years,
detention in strict custody until the Governor's
pleasure is known, is mandatory for an offence
previously punishable by death.

Clause 27 of the Bill requires that Parliament
be informed if the.. sentence. of a person
undergoing strict security life imprisonment is
commuted. This extensively amends the existing
section 679, but, as 1 have indicated, any deletions
from section 679 are picked up elsewhere.

Clause 37 provides that a person undergoing a
sentence of strict security life imprisonment is not
to be considered for parole before a period of 20
years has elapsed since the sentence was imposed.

Clause 39 reinstates matters formerly in section
679 of the Code.

In presenting this Bill, the Government believes
it is time for our Western Australian Legislature
to recognise a reality of Australian life
today-the reality that officially sanctioned kill-
ing is no longer acceptable to our citizens; the re-
ality that, by retaining capital punishment, this
State, which is the most progressive of all the
Australian States in so many fields of human en-
deavour, is the most retrogressive in its official
approach to the sanctity of human life.

By retaining on the Statute book provision for
capital punishment, Western Australia is running
counter to the mainstream of public opinion, not
only in the other States, but also in Europe, which
has long been the cradle of enlightened civilis-
ation.

It should be noted that the British Parliament
last year rejected decisively a proposition to
reintroduce hanging in the United Kingdom. The
British members of Parliament thus showed com-
mendable judgment in so convincingly rejecting
calls to reintroduce the death penalty. In the wake
of a sweeping conservative win at the polls, and in
an atmosphere highly charged by monstrous
crimes and the ever-present threat of terrorism,
the temptation to bring back the gallows must
have been great. But the Commons voted far civi-
lisation, not barbarism.

Given the example of that vote, in the light of
the IRA crisis and other acts of terrorism that
have beset Britain over recent years, how can we,
here in Western Australia, vote for a retention of
the barbarism that has been rejected so decisively
in less happy lands? How can we, in Western
Australia, be so far from the mainstream of civi-
lised thinking, not only in the other States, but
also in Europe, where only one
country-Turkey-continues to retain capital
punishment?

Thosc who advocate the death penalty argue
that it deters crime, but there is no documented
evidence to suggest this is so. As an example, I in-
dicate that Queensland abolished hanging 70
years ago, yet there is no consistent difference be-
tween the criminal records of Queensland :and
those of Western Australia.

The Australian experience generally appears to
correspond with the experience everywhere else on
the effect of capital punishment on the murder
rate. There appears to be no difference at all be-
tween jurisdictions which retain capital punish-
ment and apply it, jurisdictions which retain capi-
tal punishment and do not apply it, and those
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jurisdictions which have abolished capital punish-
ment altogether.

While the oft-quoted deterrent effect of capital
punishment has yet to be proved, many countries
in this volatile world are now discovering that the
death penalty serves to incite bloodshed, In
Britain and Ireland it has became increasingly
clear that any restoration of hanging for terrorist
murders would almost certainly result in a new
wave of IRA atrocities. Authorities there have
found that, far from deterring terrorists, appli-
cation or what is termed the extreme penalty
could result in reprisal terrorism on an even
greater and far more tragic scale, and we should
also be cognisant of the fact that for members of
fanatical groups-and we daily read about their
outrages-he application of the death penalty
provides the martyrdom they crave.

There is another consideration, an overriding
one: Capital punishment is not only morally ab-
horrent; in the nature of things, it cannot be
changed if a mistake is rMade.

Over the years, in various countries which have
applied the death penalty, there have been glaring
miscarriages of justice. One of the most famous
cause celebres of recent times was that of Tim-
othy Evans, hanged for a murder committed by
his London landlord, John Christie. Evans was
granted a "posthumous free pardon". I pray that
the members of this House never find themselves
in the position of' having to grant such a pardon!
But, if capital punishment is retained on our Stat-
ute book, it could happen. I ask members to
reflect on that.

I am aware, as members are, that there has
been a great deal of concern over the years that
prison sentences imposed as an alternative to the
death sentence have been too lenient. I can under-
stand that view being taken in some cases, but the
code was amended lust year to provide for a new
term of imprisonment known as "strict security
life imprisonment". As I pointed out earlier, a
person so sentenced cannot now be considered for
parole until he has served 20 years' imprisonment.
That action, I believe, effectively removes any
basis for concern on that particular point.

in their consideration of this Bill, members
should also reflect that in those countries where
capital punishment is applied, the public con-
science is becoming more and more outraged by it
and there is an increasingly great danger of juries
refusing to return verdicts of wilful murder.
Should this happen--and I do not know that it
has not already happened-the result would be
another form of leniency demanding the most pro-

found concern because it would strike at the very
heart of justice itself.

Accordingly, the retention of capital punish-
ment-with its inherent risks of a miscarriage of
justice in which the innocent can become the vic-
tim, and of distorted emotionalism in which the
guilty can go free-provides the potential to
thwart justice that simply does not exist where
capital punishment has been abolished.

When one considers all these factors, one finds
oneself asking, "How can it be that a society, in
which the majority of people would not be pre-
pared to perform the act of execution or to watch
it, would wish to retain this abhorrent form of
punishment?"

Let us look at the reality of what we are deal-
ing with. While the act of murder is brutal, the
death penalty amounts to no more than an
officially-sanctioned revenge killing which is no
less brutal in many cases.

The Bible tells us, "Thou shall not kill". This is
the prime commandment not only of the Christian
faith; but it is also the principal tenet of all re-
ligions. The words "Thou shalt not kill" are not
addressed only to individuals; they are addressed
to the masses as well.

Collective homicide-which is another name
for capital punishment-is no more honourable or
justifiable in the heart of an honest man than is
any other murder. I would revolt against being
made an unwilling participant in what is no more
than collective homicide whenever a convicted
man or woman is executed.

If people approach this subject from the point
of view of religion, as I do, they find that hanging
cannot be justified in that name. If they approach
the subject from the point of view of philosophy,
they find that it cannot be justified in that name.
And if they approach it as human beings, they
Find that it cannot be justified in the name of hu-
manity.

If we have any respect at all for religion and
philosophy and for humanity, we must accept this
credo: '1 am a human being, and nothing that is
of concern to the human race is a matter of indif-
ference to me".

Approaching the subject from that point of
view, nothing which is of concern to mankind
should be a matter of indifference to us. Is any-
thing of more concern to mankind than death
itself and the result of the infliction of this act as
a community homicide? No, there is not. No
member of this House, in his heart, could possibly
concede there is.
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As a Christian, I am forever conscious that
Christ himself was a victim of capital punishment.
His first words-not his last-from the cross
were, "Father, forgive them for they know not
what they do".

Do those who, in this day and age, still sanction
community killing, really know what they are
doing? Must the words of Christ continue to echo
through the ages? The miracle of birth, even in
these times of great and exciting scientific and
medical advancement, remains beyond the com-
prehension of man. No man can create life, or
avert death-and no man, whether he is acting as
an individual or as part of a community, has the
authority to destroy life.

This Bill, one I feel privileged to introduce to
this place, does no more than recognise, in moral
and practical terms, that essential truth. I com-
mend it to the House. confident that members,
too, will embrace, in the name of a more en-
lightened and humane Western Australia, the
principles it embodies.

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

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN WATER
RESOURCES COUNCIL AMENDMENT BILL

1984

Introductioni and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Tonkin (Minister for Water Resources), and
read a first time.

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Water Resources) [ 11.22 am.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of the Bill now before the House is to
enable the flexible use of deputies by the ex
officio members of the Western Australian Water
Resources Council. In addition, as the ex officio
members are specifically nominated in section
4(4) of the principal Act, the requirement that
they also be appointed by the Governor is being
removed. The present requirements of the Act in
respect of deputies are not workable.

The Western Australian Water Resources;
Council is a statutory body; it was established on
21 December 1982 by the proclamation of the
Western Australian Water Resources Council Act
1982. An earlier non-statutory council had been
established by Cabinet directive in 1977.

The council consists of I5 members appointed
by the Governor. The chairman and eight mem-
bers nominated by various bodies are rec-

ommended for appointment by the Minister,
while six members are appointed ex officio from
Government departments. The role of the council
is to provide advice on broad issues of water re-
sources policy to the Minister for Water Re-
sources, independent of the water authorities. The
council acts in an advisory manner only, and it
does not have executive power.

In order to ensure that the council's advice
reflects opinions from a wide range of sources, the
members of the council have been selected from a
broad spectrum of the community. Representa-
tives on the council come from the Chamber of
Mines, the Chamber of Commerce, the Confeder-
ation of Western Australian Industry, the Local
Government Association, the Country Shire
Councils Association, and a number of State
Government departments. Also included are ap-
pointed members with specifically rural interests.

Elsewhere in Australia, the States of New
South Wales, Victoria, and South Australia have
bodies with similar roles to that of the Western
Australian Water Resources Council. Common-
wealth and State Ministers also established the
Australian Water Resources Council in 1962.
Though the States have a pre-eminent role in
water resources, this council provides a valuable
forum for discussion and a means of developing
Commonwealth-State collaboration on water re-
source matters.

Currently, the six cx officio members nomi-
nated in section 4(4) of the principal Act are the
Director of Engineering of the Public Works De-
partment; the Managing Director of the Metro-
politan Water Authority; the permanent head of
the Forests Department; the permanent head of
the Department of Agriculture; the permanent
head of the Department of Conservation and En-
vironment; and the permanent head of the Re-
sources Development Department, or a person
nominated in writing by each of those persons.
The present ex officio members were appointed to
the Western Australian Water Resources Council
by the Governor on 12 January 1983.

As the Act now stands, if one of the ex officio
members cannot attend a Water Resources Coun-
cil meeting, a replacement must be nominated in
writing and be appointed by the Governor. The
replacement would then remain the representative
of the department and would not be replaced by
the original member until the original member
had been renominated and reappointed by the
Governor. This is obviously an absurd situation.

The usual alternative of having deputy mem-
bers is not available to the ex officio members.
Crown Law advice has been received that section
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6(l) of the principal Act dealing with deputies
applies only to the nine appointed members of the
council.

In considering the changes to the principal Act,
the possiblity of a simple change to section 6(l) to
allow deputy ex officio members would not be
suitable as this clause still provides for deputies to
be appointed by the Governor. This feature for
deputy appointed members is to be retained as the
appointed members are still to be approved by the
Governor.

It is important for the Government's depart-
ments to be represented at every meeting of the
council to provide information and assist dis-
cussion. Therefore, flexibility is required to cover
the varied circumstances that may arise such as
acting positions, leave of various types, and late
notice attendance to other work. To obtain this
flexibility, it is necessary to avoid having to obtain
the Governor's approval for deputy ex officio
members to attend council meetings. Resulting
from these considerations, the Bill contains five
clauses amending the principal Act, and I will
now deal with these in the order in which they ap-
pear in the Bill.

Clause 3 of the Western Australian Water Re-
sources Council Amendment Bill amends section
4 of the principal Act by removing the require-
ment for the Governor to appoint the six ex officio
members. In addition, the insertion or proposed
new subsection (4 a) will allow the ex officio, mem-
bers nominated in the Act flexibility with their
nomination of deputy ex officio members.

The amendments to the principal Act contained
in clauses 4 10 7 of the Bill are minor amendments
only, consequent to the changes to section 4.

1 commend the Sill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.

WATER AUTHORITY BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Sill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Tonkin (Minister for Water Resources), and
read a First time.

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Water Resources) 111.27 a.m.): I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
It is true, as it is commonly said, that Australia is
the driest continent, and Western Australia is the
driest third of the driest continent. Western Aus-
tralia is also hot and its topography is rather flat.
As a result, the run-off of our rivers is extremely
low. It is interesting to compare the rainfall and

run-off figures from other parts of the world with
those from Western Australia. For example, the
average rainfall over the whole continent of North
America is 660 millimetres, and over the whole of
Western Australia it is 310 millimetres. In North
America, however, 52 per cent of the rainfall
reaches the rivers as run-off. In Western Aus-
tralia, only five per cent reaches the rivers. The
total flow of the rivers of North America is some
6 900 billion cubic metres. In Western Australia.
the figure is about 40 billion cubic metres, which
is a ratio of over 170:1.

As a result, North America supports a much
bigger population at a much higher density.
North America with a total area of 22 million
square kilometres has a population of 380 million
people. The area of Western Australia is about
2.5 million square kilometres and the population
is 1 .3 million. Thus, the North American popu-
lation is 290 times as great as ours and the popu-
lation density is 33 times as great.

On the other hand, despite the dryness of the
State, the rainfall when it comes may be heavy
both in the cyclone-prone north and the temperate
south, and many rivers and the towns on their
banks are subject to flooding. In the past few
years we have had floods on such rivers as the
Blackwood and the Murray in the south, the
Gascoyne at Carnarvon, the Fortescue and the
Harding in the Pilbara, and the Fitzroy in the
Kimberley.

The fact remains that much of the State is arid
and even in the comparatively well-watered south-
west the summer is hot and dry.

In the south our rivers are adversely affected by
another phenomenon which, though by no means
unique to Western Australia, is to be found
nowhere else in the world in such a severe form. I
refer to dry land salinity and to the effect that
land clearing for agriculture has on the salinity of
our southern rivers. Of the largest five of these
three, Avon/Swan, the Murray, and the
Blackwood have become too brackish for domestic
or agricultural use; one, the Collie is severely af-
fected by salinity; and the fifth, the Warren is
being preserved only by drastic curtailment of
agricultural expansion.

Within this severe environment, Western Aus-
tralian water law has developed around concepts
of strong Crown responsibility for protection and
allocation of water resources. The development of
those resources for use and their protection and
conservation have been dependent upon a sus-
tained high level of technology and management.

Now as we look forward to the growth that
these technological achievements have made poss-
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ible, we recognise how vital our water resources
are to the continuing well-being of our community
and we perceive also the degree to which our
fragile natural environment is dependent upon the
careful conservation of these limited resources.

I am convinced that if we are to manage these
resources to provide a proper balance between
their protection and conservation and their devel-
opment and use, and if we are to preserve a fair
balance between the requirements of the city and
the country and between private use, the require-
ments of commerce, industry and agriculture, and
the demands of nature and of recreation, this can
best be done if we have a single consolidated
water authority which is devoted to the single-
minded pursuit of these goals.

The purpose of the Sill is to establish the water
authority of Western Australia. The authority is
to be established on I July 1985 and, as initially
established, will take over the roles and functions
of the Metropolitan Water Authority and of those
elements of the Public Works Department which
are concerned with water supply, irrigation,
drainage, and sewerage, and with the measure-
ment, conservation, and development of the water
resources of this State.

Consideration was given to absorbing into the
authority the Bunbury, Busselton, and Harvey
Water Boards also. However, these bodies are at
present all providing good service to the com-
munities they serve at relatively small cost to the
State and it is better that they continue to operate
independently. The Act will provide, however, a
means by which any of these authorities can be
absorbed later if circumstances change and it ap-
pears desirable to take such a step.

In the early stages of its existence the new
authority will, subject to the Minister, administer
the existing Acts applying to water-related activi-
ties without extensive amendment to these Acts.
The metropolitan Acts will continue to apply in
the metropolitan area and the other Acts, such as
the Country Areas Water Supply Act, in the
areas in which they now apply.

While amendments to any one of the existing
Acts wilt not be particularly extensive, a consider-
able number of Acts will need to be amended to a
greater or lesser degree. I propose to introduce in
the spring sitting an Acts amendment Bill to pro-
vide the necessary amendments before the merger
takes effect. Meanwhile the legislation now being
introduced will enable firm preparations for the
merger to take place ahead of the merger
dlate-in particular, appointment of the board and
of senior staff.

Section I I of the Interpretation Act provides
for the exercise of statutory Power between the
passing and coming into operation of an Act or
any provision thereof. By making use of that sec-
tion it is proposed that as soon as this Bill is
passed, the board of the new authority will be es-
tablished and applications will be called for the
various directorships.

The board of the new authority will have a lim-
ited role until the authority itself comes into oper-
ation. It will, however, have a part to play in the
appointment of the directors, in the preparation of
the authority's budget for 1985-86, and in other
preparatory matters. The board of the existing
MWA will, of course, continue to fulfill its duties
until that authority is replaced by the new auth-
ority.

The directors will also be appointed as soon as
possible and following their appointment the ap-
pointment of other officers of the new authority
will begin. Almost all officers are expected to
come from within the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority or the Public Works Department. Generally
they will be appointed to the new authority on the
basis that they will assume their new duties on I
July 1985, when the authority comes into exist-
ence.

By continuing to use the existing Acts with
little amendment for an initial period, the ground
will be prepared for reaching most of the ultimate
objectives of the merger and achieving all those
objectives which are essential in the short term.
These include-

The integration of staff. This will reduce
duplication in many areas including various
areas involved with finance, with
administration, with engineering, with sur-
veying, etc.;

single representation on inter-departmental
committees on which both authorities are
now represented;

the facilitating of the introduction of com-
mon by-laws, where these are appropriate;

the facilitating of the establishment of com-
mon policies with respect to subdivision and
development of land;
the facilitating of the establishment of con-
sistent, but not necessarily uniform, charging
and rating policies applicable throughout the
State;
the encouragement of planners to view the
various sources of water, surface and under-
ground, of the south-west, as one single re-
source for the use of the community as a
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whole-not as a number of resources subject
to competing claims; and

of most immediate importance, it will provide
the opportunity for the newly established
controlling body to determine for itself the
Final form of the new authority and the se-
quence of future steps in the merging pro-
cess.

It is necessary also to remember that on I July
1985 the operations of the existing authorities
must continue with the minimum of incon-
venience to the customers of each of the two
authorities. The approach I hiave explained above
will provide a means whereby the staff of the two
authorities can be trained to adapt to the conse-
quences of the merger with the minimum of in-
convenience to the public.

The Public Works Department's staff is fam-
iliar with current practices outside the metropoli-
tan area and with the Acts upon which these
practices are based, and the Metropolitan Water
Authority is similarly used to practices and the
Acts which pertain to the metropolitan area., To
have plunged the newly merged staffs into a situ-
ation involving comprehensive new Acts and
major changes to practices extending throughout
the State would have been to invite chaos. Once
the merged staff is operating as a team it will be
relatively easy to introduce new practices pro-
gressively and to amend legislation in the light of
the circumstances then current.

The staff and employees of the Metropolitan
Water Authority and appropriate staff and em-
ployees from the Public Works Department will
become the staff of the new water authority of
Western Australia. Members of the salaried staff
of the new authority will be members of the Pub-
lic Service, as they are in the existing organis-
ations. They will be housed in the Metropolitan
Water Centre at Leederville, which is being ex-
tended for this purpose. Total staff numbers will
be much the same as at present. It is expected,
however, that in the future the need for growth in
staff numbers to cope with increasing growth in
the State-wide services presently provided will be
substantially reduced.

In answer to a parliamentary question in
August last year, I explained the Government's
reasons for establishing a single State water auth-
ority. The authority is to-

guide and manage, in consultation with the
Western Australian Water Resources Coun-
cil, the orderly devclopment of the State's
water resources;

integrate activities common to the existing
organisations, so as to improve effectiveness
and unify policies;
rationalise and standardise criteria and prac-
tices and develop common standards;
merge the existing organisations so as to
rationalise staffing arrangements, eliminate
duplication of effort and facilities, and de-
velop a single, efficient, responsible organis-
ation;
facilitate the gathering of technical expertise
in specialised fields and its ready availability
to all areas of activity; and
develop an organisation structured along
modern management principles, equipped to
manage present and future water operations
and to plan for future needs.

It is intended that the water authority will come
into operation on I July 1985, at which time the
existing Metropolitan Water Authority will cease
to exist. The desirability of making a change at
the end of a financial year is obvious. Insufficient
time was available to complete the necessary
planning and preparation before I July 1984-
Many aspects relating to the merger of the two
major water authorities required detailed study
and decisions before such a step could be taken.
These included-

the form of the controlling body for the
merged authority;
the means by which the merged authority is
to be Financed;
the organisation of the staff of the authority;

rating and charging policies;
industrial matters; and
accommodation.

The staffs of the two merged authorities have
been given opportunities for making contributions
to these studies. Some 170 meetings with various
groups of staff were held by the project group
which has been working towards the merging of
the authorities.

The Act will provide for a board of manage-
ment of nine persons. One of these will be the
managing director of the authority, one will be
the chairman of the Western Australian Water
Resources Council, one will be an employee of the
authority elected by the employees, and the other
six will be appointed members.

I should make some comment on the role of the
Western Australian Water Resources Council and
the reasons the chairman of that council is to be
included on the board. The State has two princi-
pal responsibilities in regard to water. One of
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these is the comprehensive management of the
State's water resources for all beneficial purposes.
The other is that of providing services, operating
on commercial lines, to users of water supply.
irrigation. drainage, and waste disposal facilities.
These two responsibilities contain an element of
potential conflict. The retention of the Water Re-
sources Council will provide a means of resolving
this conflict.

The council as it exists has advisory
responsibilities only and no executive responsi-
bility, and there is no proposal to change this. Its
role is to advise its Minister, and the thrust of its
responsibility in this regard is to do with the pro-
tection, preservation and allocation of the State's
water resources. Its retention for these purposes
will be an effective way of providing the Minister
with advice on water resources management
which is independent of the commercial interests
of the water authority.

It will generally be necessary for the council to
meet only every two or three months, unless
special matters arise which need its attention. The
council at present has 15 members, and it is con-
sidered that it should retain a wide representation
to enable it to serve as the Minister's watchdog on
water resources management.

To strengthen further its watchdog role, it is
intended that its chairman be appointed to the
board of the authority. He will be a member, but
be neither the chairman of the board nor the chief
executive of the authority. The reason for this is
that the main purpose of retaining a Water Re-
sources Council is to provide an independent
source of advice to the Minister. That indepen-
dence would be weakened if the chairman of the
council were to hold either of the other two pos-
itions mentioned.

The Act will provide also for the establishment
of regional advisory committees to assist the Min
ister and the authority in relation to any matters
arising with respect to a particular region. The
membership of each of these committees will be
selected as far as practicable from persons resid-
ing in the local community to which the com-
mittee relates, or who are representative of local
authorities or officers of departments having re-
sponsibility for and knowledge of local affairs.

I would like to pay tribute to country members
of the Government in particular who have made
representations to me, saying that they believe
these advisory committees should be established
so that local communities would be able to make
some input into the decisions made by the auth-
ority and also the Government.

The final part of the Bill deals with financial
provisions. The merging of the Metropolitan
Water Authority with parts of the Public Works
Department will bring together two bodies with
quite different financial backgrounds.

The Metropolitan Water Authority is a statu-
tory authority with its own borrowing powers. It
is financially self-supporting. From the rates and
charges which it levies it provides for the main-
tenance and operation of all its services and pays
all the capital costs associated with its work, in-
cluding depreciation, interest on moneys bor-
rowed, and the repayment of loans.

The Public Works Department, on the other
hand, is a Government department. The water
supply, irrigation and drainage schemes, and most
of the sewerage schemes which it operates run at
a loss and must be supported from consolidated
revenue. In addition, the department provides
certain services which are for the general benefit
of the community at large and which are not rev-
enue producing.

The water authority of Western Australia, like
the Metropolitan Water Authority, will be a
Statutory authority and like that body will have its
own borrowing powers. However it will not be
possible in the foreseeable future for the oper-
ations of the various water services serving the
country areas to become self-supporting, and so
unlike the Metropolitan Water Authority the new
authority will require financial support from Con-
solidated Revenue. This is mainly in the realm of
the provision of country services, where quite ob-
viously, for special localised reasons, the burden
of payment for the services cannot be wholly
borne by the local people.

Despite this the financial form of the new auth-
ority will have much in common with that of the
existing Metropolitan Water Authority. For this
reason the financial provisions in part Ill of the
Bill have drawn extensively on the provisions of
the existing Metropolitan Water Authority Act.
By saying so I am paying tribute to the former
Minister (the member for Floreat), and the pre-
vious Government which, as we know, was largely
responsible for the establishment of the Metro-
politan Water Authority.

Finally, I should like to inform the House that
provision is being made elsewhere for the future
of those parts of the Public Works Department
which are not to be involved in the merger. In
particular, the Architectural Division will form
the core of a new department concerned with pub-
lic buildings, and the harbours and rivers branch
of the Engineering Division will be merged with
the Department of Marine and Harbours.
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I would also like to pay tribute to the project
group, led by an outstanding engineer, Mr Bob
Hillman-who, by the way, has just been ap-
pointed a Fellow of the Australian Institution of
Engineers-for the work its members have done.
work which has been most thorough. The advice I
have received has been of the highest professional
standard. I make that public tribute to the people
working on the merger.

I am most honoured that the Government has
seen fit to entrust me with the responsibility for
superintending the establishment of an authority
that will, for the first time, establish one water
authority for the whole of this vast and unique
State.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.

COUNTRY TOWNS SEWERAGE
AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Tonkin (Minister for Waler Resources), and
read a First time.

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Water Resources) [11.45 a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of the Bill now before members is to
amend a number of sections of the Country
Towns Sewerage Act. An amendment is proposed
to extend the purposes for which sewerage rates
may be made. An additional provision is proposed
to enable by-laws to be made for prescribing
certain fees. A new section is proposed to enable
the issue of infringement notices for various of-
fences under the Act, and amendments to various
sections are proposed in order to increase a range
of penalties imposed for offences under the Act. I
will now deal with the amendments in the order in
which they appear in the Bill.

Clause 3 provides for a minor amendment to
the definition of "sewer" in section 3 of the prin-
cipal Act. The existing word "sewerage" included
in this definition is incorrect terminology and ic is
proposed to amend it to the word "sewage".

Clause 4 relates to the inclusion under section
67 of an additional purpose for which rates may
be made. In many individual sewerage districts
insufficient rates may accrue, particularly in the
early years of a scheme, to meet the various ex-
penses attributable to that scheme. The amend-
ment now proposed is to allow the level of rates in
later years to include a provision for reimburse-

ment of those amounts which have needed to be
subsidised from the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

Clause 5 proposes to widen the range of by-
laws which may be made under section 102, to en-
able fees to be prescribed for the issue, on request,
of statements concerning rates, charges due, and
amounts paid. This amendment will enable fees to
be raised for services provided under the Country
Towns Sewerage Act as are presently raised for
identical services under the Metropolitan Water
Authority Act.

Clauses 6 and 7 relate to a proposed new sec-
tion in the Act to enable the issue of infringement
notices for offences committed against the Act.
At present where an offence is committed against
the Act it is necessary to prosecute the alleged
offender in a court of law. This is time consuming
and costly for both the department and the de-
fendant.

The infringement notice powers will enable im-
mediate fines to be applied in respect of offences
which are not considered of sufficient importance
to warrant prosecution through the courts. Such
offences include the discharge of industrial wastes
into a sewer contrary to conditions specified by
the Minister and without approval of the Minister
and, also, the discharge of rain water or surface
drainage water into a sewer.

The imposition of infringement notices will ef-
fectively mean that an offender electing to pay
rather than allow a decision to be determined in
court will receive a modified penalty in lieu of a
more substantial fine should a guilty verdict be
returned. He will have the option in the usual way
of fighting the charge in a court of law. If he de-
cides not to because it is obviously an open and
shut case, it would be much cheaper for him to
deal with the infringement notice.

I will now deal with the various subsections of
the proposed new section 115.

Subsection (1) contains definitions in relation
to the offence, the offender, who may issue in-
fringement notices, who may collect payments,
and who may withdraw such notice. A modified
penalty is also defined and, in monetary terms,
this is not expected to exceed $50 for an offence,
compared with a general maximum of $500 under
other proposed amendments to update penalties.

Subsections (2), (3), (4). and (5) enable in-
fringement notices to be issued and explain the
option available to the alleged offender.

Subsections (6) and (7) grant power for notices
issued to be withdrawn, including that to refund
any modified penalties paid.
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Subsections (8) and (9) ensure that a person
electing to pay a modified penalty or having a no-
tice withdrawn is not subjected to further legal
proceedings in respect of the alleged offence.

Subsections (10) and (I1I) convey the necessary
powers to the Minister in respect of the
authorities required.

Clause 8 details the proposed increases in pen-
alties under the Act. Members will no doubt
agree that during the very long life of the Act, in-
flation has been rampant. The level of penalties
which may be imposed has not been reviewed
since the Act was proclaimed in 1948 except for
those penalties contained within section 40(2) and
(4), which were increased in 1982. Further
increases in the level of the more recently updated
penalties are not considered necessary.

The new penalties listed in column 3 have been
adjusted in accordance with inflationary trends to
bring them up to logical, realistic levels.

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

COUNTRY AREAS WATER SUPPLY
AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Tonkin (Minister for Water Resources), and
read a first time.

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Water Resources) [11.52 a~m.1: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill seeks a number of significant changes to
the Act. Amendments are proposed to sections of
the Act dealing with the control of catchment
areas, and another is proposed to the section of
the Act dealing with the use of fire hydrants. An
additional provision is proposed to enable by-laws
to be made for prescribing certain fees, and a new
section is proposed to enable the issue of infringe-
ment notices for various offences under the Act.
Amendments to various sections are proposed in
order to increase a range of penalties imposed for
offenees under the Act.

I will now deal with the amendments in the
order in which they appear in the Bill.

Clause 4 relates to an amendment to the pres-
ent definition of "holding". The amendment seeks
to extend the definition by the inclusion of a per-
petual lease granted under Lhe War Services Land
Settlement Scheme Act. This addition to the defi-
nition is considered to be necessary in order to

clarify further those properties which may be sub-
ject to a claim for compensation under catchment
clearing controls.

Clauses 5 to 12 relate to amendments to
specific sections of the Act dealing with catch-
ment clearing controls to promote earlier ft-
nalisation of compensation claims, and to widen
the avenues for the purchase of land to be used
for exchange purposes. They also seek to provide
several minor amendments required to update the
Act and to clarify or modify sections according to
the needs that have been determined in the course
of clearing control operations.

Clause 10 proposes to amend section 12E in
subsection 0I) to clarify that "tree cover" includes
the indigenous undergrowth and to provide uni-
formity with the description included in section
12C (3).

An amendment to subsection (7) is designed to
allow the acquisition of land that is not the sub-
ject of a claim for compensation but may be used
to satisfy a future or current claimant by the
exchange of that land. This means that land
which could be located either within or outside
the gazetted catchment boundaries may be ac-
quired and used for catchment control purposes.
It is important to realise that only those cleared
portions not subject to salinity encroachment
would be the portions used for exchange purposes.
The uncleared areas would be retained by the
Government.

An amendment to subsection (8) specifically
provides for an advance payment to be offered to
a claimant and, failing acceptance by the claim-
ant within 30 days, allows for the suspension of
interest accrual on the amount SO Offered. It is
considered this measure will advance the fi-
nalisation of claims.

Clause I1I seeks to amend section I 2EB. These
arc consequential amendments to subsections (3)
and (4) arising out of the amendments in clause
10(f), and also the need to clarify in subsection (4)
that a transfer is intended rather than a disposal of
land.

Clause 12 proposes in paragraphs (a) and (b)
to amend section J2EC to allow either party to
determine a claim for compensation made as a re-
sult of the refusal of an application for a licence
to clear land located within the gazetted catch-
ment boundaries. Previously the view was held
that the claimant alone had the right to determine
a claim.

Clause 12(c) proposes to amend section 1 2EC
by the inclusion of new subsection (2), which pro-
vides for each party to bear their own costs of rep-
resentation other than for orders made by the
court for fees payable to the court or a member
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thereof. This is consistent with the practice
adopted in the administration of the Act.

Clause 13 seeks an amendment required to
bring the provisions of the Act dealing with the
use of water from Fire hydrants by bona fide per-
sons into line with those contained within the
Metropolitan Water Authority Act. This will be
achieved through the addition of four subsections
to section 37 of the Act.

Section 37 as existing provides for the instal-
lation. maintenance, and removal of hydrants as
well as the responsibilities pertaining thereto both
within and outside fire districts. New subsection
(13) details persons able to use fire hydrants lo-
cated outside a Fire district. Use within a district
is governed by section 61 of the Fire Brigades Act
and is covered under subsection ( 14).

New subsection (15) enables the Minister to
grant permission for other persons to use water
from fire hydrants. Such use would be subject to
the imposition of terms and conditions which the
Minister sees fit. New subsection (16) details the
penalty for unauthorised use.

Clause 14 proposcs to widen the range of by-
laws which may be made under section l05, to en-
able fees to be prescribed for the issue, on request,
of statements concerning rates and charges due
and amounts paid. This amendment will enable
fees to be raised for services provided under the
Country Areas Water Supply Act as are presently
raised for identical services under the Metropoli-
tan Waler Authority Act.

Clauses 15 and 16 relate to a proposed new sec-
tion to enable the issue of infringement notices for
offences committed against the Act. At present,
where an offence is committed against the Act it
is necessary to prosecute the alleged offender in a
court of law. This is time-consuming and costly
for both the department and the defendant.

The infringement notices powers will enable
immediate Fines to bc applied in respect of of-
fences which arc not considered of sufficient im-
portance to warrant prosecution through the
courts. Such offences include those of water being
used from a house connection contrary to a notice
to do so, such as in an area subject to water re-
strictions; interference by use of a by-pass connec-
tion or reversing a meter so as to register back-
wards; or the illegal supply or taking of water to,
or by, an adjoining property holder.

The imposition of infringement notices will ef-
fectively mean that an offender electing to pay
rather than allow a decision to be determined in
court will receive a modified penalty in lieu of a
more substantial fine should a guilty verdict be
returned.

I will now deal with the various subsections of
new section 117. Subsection (1) contains defi-
nitions in relation to the offence, the offender,
who may issue infringement notices, who may col-
lect payments, and who may withdraw such no-
tices. A modified penalty is also defined and, in
monetary terms, this is not expected to exceed
$50 for an offence compared with a general maxi-
mum of $500 under other proposed amendments
to update penalties.

Subsections (2), (3), (4), and (5) enable in-
fringemenit notices to be issued, and explain the
options available to the alleged offenders. Subsec-
tions (6) and (7) grant the powers for notices
issued to be withdrawn, including that to refund
any modified penalties paid. Subsections (8) and
(9) ensure that a person electing to pay a modi-
fied penalty or having a notice withdrawn is not
subjected to further legal proceedings in respect
of the alleged offence. Subsections (10) and (HI)
convey the necessary powers to the Minister in re-
spect of the authorities required.

Clause 18 details the proposed increases in pen-
alties under the Act. The level of penalties which
may be imposed has essentially been carried over
from the Goldfields Water Supply Act 1902.
These levels were not reviewed when the Country
Areas Water Supply Act was proclaimed in 1947.
One penalty relating to section 128(2), land
clearing, was adopted in 1976. The new penalties
listed in column 3 have been adjusted in accord-
ance with inflationary trends to bring them up to
logical, realistic levels.

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

ACTS AMENDMENT (WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN MEAT INDUSTRY

AUTHORITY) BILL 1984

lot roduct ion and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion without notice by

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

Second Reading
MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for

Agriculture) [ 12.01 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Western Australian Meat Industry Authority
Amendment Act 1982 was introduced to enable
carcases of prescribed species to be branded in ac-
cordance with their end use suitability as deter-
mined by carcase characteristics and preslaughter
and post-slaughter treatment. Subsequently, a

6484



[Thursday, 22 March 1984]148

very successful campaign was conducted promot-
ing tender gold beef.

As a result of that effort, it has become appar-
ent that several amendments to the Act are re-
quired.

Firstly, it is necessary to expand the definition
of "carcase" to include primal cuts. The current
definition defines a carcase as "the whole, halved
or quartered body of a slaughtered animal". In-
dustry has indicated that, in certain circum-
stances, it may be desired to apply a brand to in-
dividual prima! cuts from carcases which are eli-
gible to be branded.

The second amendment concerns the regulation
of the sale of branded meat. Currently, the Act
regulates the branding of meat destined for the
local market, but not the sale of branded meat.
The situation could arise where retailers could ad-
vertise and sell non-branded meat as the branded
product. The amendment provides similar powers
for the control of the sale of branded meat as
existed in the Marking of Lamb and Hogget Act.

The third amendment deals with determi-
nations by the Minister. It was originally pro-
posed that carcase branding be compulsory for all
species. With the inclusion of tenderising
treatment in the carcase description, emphasis has
shifted so that beef branding is now seen as a
marketing aid rather than a compulsory requi re-
ment. The amendment allows the Minister, after
consultation with the Meat Industry Authority, to
determine whether carcase branding is voluntary
or compulsory for prescribed species or groups
within prescribed species.

The fourth amendment concerns the branding
of imported meat. To avoid any conflict with
Commonwealth legislation, it is necessary that
imported carcases are not discriminated against.
At present, the Act states that imported carcases
shall be branded whereas the previous amendment
allows for voluntary branding of beef. This
amendment provides for the branding of imported
carcases to be handled in the same manner as is
the branding of locally-produced carcases of the
same species.

Further amendments of the Western Australian
Meat Industry Authority Act are required for
other reasons, one being the provision of abat-
toir licences. There is currently provision for the
authority to grant a licence to an abattoir for a
specific throughput. However, there is- no pro-
vision to vary that throughput in line with current
slaughter requirements. The amendment enables
the authority to increase or decrease the approved
throughput of an abattoir.

Another amendment outlines standard carcase
definitions and measurement procedures.
Nationally, producers and processors have agreed
to standard carcase definitions for beef and sheep
and have requested that the definitions be formal-
ised by legislation. In WA, agreement has been
reached on a standard carcase definition for pigs.
The use of a standard description based on stan-
dard measurement procedures simplified carcase
trading and analysis of market reports. The
amendment provides for definitions of a standard
carcase and standard measurement procedures,
but also allows for non-standard definitions where
both seller and buyer agree.

Industry members of the Western Australian
Meat Industry Authority agree to these amend-
ments.

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

VETERINARY SURGEONS AMENDMENT
BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Evans (Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time.

Second Reading

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for
Agriculture) [ 12.05 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Veterinary Surgeons Act regulates the prac-
tice of veterinary science in this State and also
provides for the registration of veterinary nurses.

The Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill
seeks to amend the Veterinary Surgeons Act in
four ways; namely-

to allow veterinary surgeons to incorporate
veterinary practices;
to allow the Veterinary Surgeons Board to
appoint inspectors and to carry out
investigations to ensure compliance with the
Act;
to require a list of registered veterinary sur-
geons to be prepared and published earlier
each year than is the case at present;
to allow veterinary nurses who may be re-
fused registration the same rights of appeal
as now apply to veterinary surgeons.

The main section of the Act which requires
amendment to permit incorporation is section 20.

Traditionally, most veterinarians, as well as
members of other professions, have followed their
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profession either as sole practitioners or as mem-
bers of partnerships in group practice.

Nowadays, a great number of small businesses
have become incorporated and as such enjoy a
number of advantages. However, these advan-
tages are not available to veterinary surgeons as,
under the present Act, a group of veterinary sur-
geons are not permitted to incorporate the prac-
tice as an incorporated body.

The right to incorporate has already been ex-
tended to vcterinary surgeons in Queensland, and
other States are believed to be considering similar
legislation.

Incorporation of a practice results in veterinary
surgeons becoming salaried employees of, and
shareholders in, the practice and they would thus
be able to provide for their own superannuation
and to obtain workers* compensation.

Additionally, incorporation has advantages in
the transfer of a practice on death or retirement
by the sale of shares and the general financial
management of the practice. Veterinary surgeons
would be liable for PAYE taxation.

Amendments to section 20 provide for incorpor-
ated veterinary practices to comprise entirely
registered veterinary surgeons, the only exception
to this being in the case of a single veterinary sur-
geon wishing incorporation. In that particular
case, the incorporated body may comprise two
members, only one of whom need be a veterinary
surgeon. Under these circumstances, the Veterin-
ary Surgeons Board, in considering registration,
must be satisfied that control of the practice re-
mains with the veterinary surgeon.-

The important question of l 'iability is covered in
amendments to section 20, which amendments
provide that full personal professional liability
will still apply to each veterinary surgeon in an in-
corporated practice, as it does at present.

Subject to the Minister, the Veterinary Sur-
geons Act is administered by the Veterinary Sur-
geons Board.

To carry out this function effectively, the board
needs to undertake investigations into the activi-
ties of veterinary surgeons or of lay persons who
may be considered to be undertaking acts of vet-
erinary surgery and as such to be breaching the
Act.

While the Act provides powers for the board to
conduct formal inquiries into the professional con-
duct of veterinary surgeons, it does not provide a
satisfactory legal basis for the board to carry out
investigations into breaches of the Act or to re-
quire persons subject to the Act to provide infor-
mat ion.

To be fully effective, the board needs power to
enforce the requirements or the Act and, to do
this, it is necessary to appoint inspectors and fat'
them to be able to gather relevant infoarmation.

The Bill amends section 13 to permit inspectors
to be appointed.

In a new part IIA-entitled "Powers of
lnvestigation"-the Bill sets out those purposes
for which investigations may be made and re-
quires persons subject to this Act to provide rel-
evant information.

These powers are substantially the same as
those already incorporated in the Real Estate and
Business Agents Act in regard to powers of
investigation by the board appointed under that
Act, except that in the present Bill no provision is
made to involve police officers.

Section 16A of the Bill sets out those areas of
inquiry in which the board might find it necessary
or expedient to carry out investigations. These
are-

determining any application or any other
matter before the board;
determining whether persons are acting in
conformity with any conditions as to regis-
tration or restrictions in the practice of veter-
inary surgery proposed under the Act;
determining whether registered veterinary
surgeons, veterinary nurses or other persons
subject to the Act are complying with the re-
quirements of the Act; and
detecting offences against the Act.

Proposed section 16B sets out circumstances
under which information may be required and be
obtained, and also places certain restrictions on
officers of the board, such as the right of entry
and the need to notify persons of the obligations
under the Act.

Under the provisions of section 17 of the Act, a
roll of registered veterinary surgeons is published
in the Government Gazette about July each year.
As there is a public demand for this roll much
earlier in the year-following registration of new
graduates each year-it is desirable to have the
roll published much earlier in the year for the
convenience of the public. The Bill, by amending
section 17. will permit the publication of the roll
in the Government Gazette in April each year.

The present Act provides for the registration.
by the Veterinary Surgeons Board, of veterinary
nurses who have completed an approved course of
study and are of good name and character. There
is no right of appeal where the board refuses
registration of a veterinary nurse. This is in con-
trast to veterinary surgeons, who may appeal to
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the District Court against a refusal by the board
to register a person.

It is considered that veterinary nurses should
have similar rights of appeal as veterinary sur-
geons and the amendment to section 26E provides
for this.

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

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COLLEGE OF
ADVANCED EDUCATION BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Tonkin (Leader of the House), and read a
first time.

Second Reading
MRt TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) 1 12.15 p.m.] I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill will provide a sound basis for the future
development of the Western Australian College of
Advanced Education under its own Act of incor-
poration. It will place the college on the same
legislative footing as the Western Australian
Institute of Technology, and to this end the legis-
lation has been modelled on the Western Aus-
tralian Institute of Technology Act-

Care has been taken to ensure a smooth
transition and to protect the rights of students and
staff. For example, the superannuation provisions
of the Colleges Act have been incorporated into
the Bill; student and staff organisations are con-
tinued; and existing Statutes, by-laws and rules
will continue to apply.

The structure of the college council will be
changed and its membership increased to a maxi-
mum of 20 by the inclusion of a second student
representative, a representative of the alumni, an
additional person appointed by the Minister on
the recommendation of the council, and the chair-
persons of the boards of the Bunbury Institute of
Advanced Education and the Western Australian
Academy of Performing Arts respectively. The re-
constituted council will closely approximate the
WAIT council, which has a maximum of 19
members. The council membership will be re-
viewed and changes made, but it is intended that,
until new elections are held, elected council mem-
bers will remain in office to Provide continuity.

A special feature of the Bill is the provision for
the Bunbury Institute of Advanced Education,
which is currently being established by the col-
lege. The legislation provides for the establish-
ment of a board of management with extensive

community representation, together with elected
student and staff members. Although it will not
be possible to bold elections until the Bunbury
institute commences operations, the appointed
board members will be able to provide advice in
the meantime and this will ensure that local com-
munity input can be made during the planning
stages.

The powers and duties of the institute board,
which are set out in the Bill, were determined fol-
lowing consultation with the tertiary education
advisory committee of the South West Regional
Development Authority.

The Western Australian Academy of Per-
forming Arts is a well-established component of
the college, and its position is formalised in the
legislation. The control and management of the
academy, and the constitution, powers and duties
of the board of management for the academy, are
matters for the college council to determine by
means of Statutes. The present board of manage-
ment will continue for the time being.

In recognition of the multi-campus nature of
the college, with campuses at Churchlands,
Claremont, Mt. Lawley, and Nedlands, provision
is made for the establishment of campus com-
mittees to advise the college council. Each campus
committee will be chaired hy one of the
Governor's appointees to the council and its mem-
bership will largely comprise students and staff at
the campus, with two community members. The
campus committees will be instrumental in main-
taining the distinctive ethos of each campus and
will also advise the council on academic pro-
grammes and activities relating to the campus
concerned.

The establishment of campus committees is de-
signed to overcome some of the problems which
resulted from the unduly centralised structure
which came about after the amalgamation of pre-
viously autonomous colleges forced on the State
by the Fraser Government.

This Bill will provide a strong foundation for
the college's future development within a frame-
work which provides for substantive student and
staff involvement in the decision-making process.

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

PODIATRISTS REGISTRATION BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr H-odge (Minister for Health), and read a first
time.
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Second Reading
MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)

[12.19 p.m.] I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill proposes to repeal the existing
Chiropodists Act which was first introduced in
1957 and proclaimed 24 years ago.

Not surprisingly, many of the skills associated
with chiropody have changed in the past two dec-
ades. Indeed, so substantial are those changes that
the practitioners of the skills involved now call
themselves podiatrists rather than chiropodists.

Though there may be those who ask the
Shakespearian question, "What's in a name?" and
argue, "That which we call a rose by any other
name would smell as sweet", I am assured that the
name "podiatry" now more accurately reflects the
skills of the profession.

The existing Chiropodists Registration Board
has asked that the Act be amended, both to
reflect this name change and to bring to that
board provisions now encompassed in similar,
more recent legislation. The profession submits
that the word "podiatrist" more properly de-
scribes dealing with feet disorders, whereas the
word "chiropodist" relates to hands and feet and is
no longer appropriate.

Indeed, the name of the profession's own as-
sociation has changed from the West Australian
Association of Chiropodists to the Australian
Podiatry Association (Western Australia), a name
change accommodated in this Bill.

In this same context of change, it is necessary
that this Bill widen the definition of the practice
of podiatry so as to embrace the many different
areas of the body which may influence disorders
of the feet. The podiatrist today needs this
broader definition so that there is a greater under-
standing of advice and education he or she gives
patients in preventive health care.

Among changes in this profession during the
past 20 years has been the education of its prac-
titioners. The existing Chiropodists Registration
Board is responsible for the training standards in
the profession. That responsibility used to be dis-
charged by the board's arranging its own training
courses for students of podiatry and setting its own
qualifying examinations for these students.

Now, the Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology carries out this role and the board simply
approves the curriculum of the course and its sub-
sequent examination.

This Bill proposes that membership of the
Podiatrists Registration Board be increased from
five to six persons so that a representative of an

educating authority may join the professionals on
that body.

While on the subject of education, an important
amendment made in this Bill is that which allows
for the temporary registration of individ-
uals-usually visitors to the State-for study, re-
search or teaching. This will meet the increasing
need for temporary registration of individuals
wishing to engage in postgraduate study, research
or teaching at a research or teaching institution.

I put to members of this House the basic prem-
ise that for any profession to continue to hold its
head high in the community, it is necessary that
the members of that profession set and maintain
high ethical standards.

The podiatry profession is conscious of this re-
sponsibility and for many years now the existing
Chiropodists Registration Board has insisted that
only qualified practitioners may apply for regis-
tration. Consequently, this Bill deletes the now
outmoded provision which related to registration
of unqualified practitioners.

Members will be aware from their own experi-
ences that one of the inadequacies of im-
plementing outmoded legislation is that penalty
provisions, where applied, quickly become ineffec-
tive. This Bill increases the maximum penalty for
offences under the Act from $50 to $1 000 with
penalty provisions being more clearly stated.

It also strengthens the disciplinary powers of
the board by inserting a requirement that
certificates to practise podiatry be surrendered on
deregistration or suspension and by introducing
separate penalty clauses.

These clauses cover-

offences relating to registration;
making false statements to the board;
employing unregistered podiatrists;
falsely pretending to be a registered
podiatrist; and
advertising violations.

The outline I have just provided gives the main
thrust of this legislation. I now go into a little
more detail on specifics.

This Bill, for example, adds some additional
routine interpretations to the existing Act,
together with a statement that the board is not an
agent or servant of the Crown.

A clear statement of the functions of the board
is made and another provision allows the Minister
to direct the board to perform its functions, duties
or powers, where necessary, and the board is re-
quired to give effect to those directions.
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Before members opposite leap to the conclusion
that this statement gives the Minister unfettered
powers, let me add that the Minister is not able to
direct the board to make a particular decision in a
particular matter, but can direct the board to ex-
ercise its function in relation to that matter.

Another provision requires all courts and
justices to recognise the board's common seal
when affixed to a document.

One of the processes used in preparation of this
Bill was to review and assess matters at presen t in
the existing board's regulations and rules. The ob-
jective was to bring important matters into the
Act and allow procedural matters to be placed, or
to remain, in the rules.

There is very little difference between a board's
regulations and its rules and, over the years, the
regulations have been amended and now include
matters which should more properly be authorised
by Parliament in this Bill. The proposal, then, is
to have only rules made by the board. Conse-
quently, the regu la tion- making powers in the
present Act have not been included in the Bill.

Let me explain this step a little further. We
bring to this Bill such regulatory matters as-

the power of the board to effect regis-
tration, suspension and restoration of regis-
tration;
the keeping of the register;
annual renewal of registration;
disciplinary inquiry procedures; and
terms of office of board members.

Under the Bill now before the House, the board
will retain provision to make rules on the other
matters which are at present in regulations.

These include rules relating to-
prescribing forms;

prescribing permitted advertising;
determining attendance fees and allow-
ances for members;
the approval of acceptable qualifications;
and
recognition of tertiary education
institutions.

In this Bill, the board may make additional rules
to constitute committees of the board and to regu-
late their proceedings, to regulate the practice of
podiatry and to allow a discretionary authority to
be conferred on any person.

This Bill incorporates a number of other pro-
visions to upgrade the legislation to the level of
that affecting similar registration boards. These
include such provisions as allowing board mem-

bers to resign or to be removed or have their
appointments terminated by the Governor if they
become bankrupt, become incapable of perform-
ance or if they are absent from three consecutive
meetings without reason.

Other steps to upgrade the Bill formalise the
requirement for books to be kept and audited by
an approved auditor annually and for the board to
present, through the Minister, a report to Parlia-
ment annually. There are also provisions in re-
lation to legal proceedings, averment, repeal of
the Chiropodists Act and special transitionary
provisions.

These transitionary clauses enable board ap-
pointments and current practitioner registrations
to continue uninterrupted and for the current li-
cences to practice to be regarded as certificates of
reregistration under the new Act.

Other such clauses allow the board to carry on
inquiries and proceedings that may be in process
and for the assets and liabilities of the present
board to be transferred to the new board.

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

MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION AMENDMENT
BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Parker (Minister for Minerals and Energy),
and read a first time.

EASTERN GOLDFIELDS TRANSPORT
BOARD BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion without notice by
Mr Grill (Minister for Transport), and read a
first time.

Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [ 12.29 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Eastern Goldfields Transport Board Act
came into force in 1947 for the purpose of
constituting a board to manage and operate pub-
lic transport in the Kalgoorlie- Boulder region, and
to take over the operations of the Kalgoorlie Elec-
tric Tramways Ltd. The Act has subsequently
been amended over the years. with the most re-
cent amendment being made in 1970.

As members will appreciate, over the past 14
years since the last amendment to the Act, there
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have been considerable changes 10 operational
procedures, and modern-day business practices
are a far cry from those that existed then. In the
past year or so, a major review has been under-
taken of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board
Act, with thc object of more appropriately
reflecting current operation and management
trends. The purpose behind this Bill is to put such
proposals into effect. In order to achieve this ob-
ject it has been considered necessary to introduce
new legislation rather than attempt to amend in
piecemeal fashion the existing legislation.

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 recognition on all sides as to the thrust of,
and need for, this new and revised legislation. The
board and the Government see this Bill as essen-
tial to enable future public transport in the gold-
fields region to be operated in the most efficient
and effective manner.

The new Bill has been designed to remove a
number of anomalies from the Act, particularly
relating to the election of the board itself, and to
provide for more realistic representation and
terms of appointment.

In considering the method of appointment of
the chairman, the Government has been particu-
larly conscious of the continuing need for the
State to make available capital funds as well as
contributing towards losses incurred in the past
and those that may be incurred in the future. It is
this Government's firm view that its responsibility
in this area should be properly reflected by having
far greater flexibility in the appointment of the
chairman than has existed in the past and there-
fore it proposes the adoption of the normal prac-
tice within statutory authorities of providing for
the Minister to appoint the chairman.

Also, the legislation will now provide for the
appointment of alternative members to act in the
absence of local government members, and this
seems a fair and reasonable action in ensuring
that both the Town of Kalgoorlie and the Shire of
Boulder are adequately and continuously rep-
resented on the board.

In addition to the membership requirements,
the Sill also proposes changes to a number of the
financial aspects of the Act, and these are aimed
at bringing the board's financial dealings in line
with modern accounting practices. Among the
new proposals is the provision to invest funds in a
recognised and approved investment account, and
the lifting of the board's overdraft limit from its

present figure of $40 000, subject to the Minis-
ter's approval. As mentioned earlier, the Govern-
ment has, as a matter of policy, made a substan-
tial contribution towards the board's operating
losses and capital requirements over many years.
As the Act presently stands, the two local
authorities, namely the Town of Kalgoorlie and
the Shire of Boulder, are responsible to make
good any losses and to share in profits. It is now
proposed that any financial input by the Coverin-
ment which will vary the method by which the
board's losses are recouped will be prescribed by
regulation. Equally, this will also apply to the dis-
tribution of profits.

To ensure that the board has a greater account-
ability to the Government, it will now be required
to submit an audited statement of account to the
Minister for Transport each financial year.

The opportunity has also been taken to clarify
and codify the administrative functions pertaining
to the board's operations.

Other amendments of a minor administrative
nature have been incorporated, including such
things as rewording or deleting those sections
from the old Act that refer to trains, trolley buses,
or the generation of electricity. Another proposal
raises the maximum penalty for a breach of the
board by-laws from the rather antiquated figure
of $40, to a more realistic $200. Yet another
clause acknowledges that the board may adopt a
trading name and thus formalises and gives a de-
gree of official recognition to the present style of
"Gold fields Bus Service".

I am sure that members will find the proposals
in the Bill are straightforward and designed solely
to update the previous Eastern Goldfields
Transport Board Act, and bring its terminology
and meaning more in line with modern business,
accounting, and operational practices. The Bill
will also delete reference to those aspects of the
board's activities that have long since disap-
peared.

The board has provided a First-class service for
many years, and, operating under a revised and
updated Act, I am confident it will continue to
provide an effective and efficient public transport
service for residents of the goldfields for many
years to come.

I commend the Bill to the house.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Laurance.

BILLS (2): MESSAGIES

Appropriations

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

1.Supply Bill 1984.
2. Water Authority Bill 1984.

MEAT INDUSTRY

indusirial Disputes: Urgency Motion

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

Mr Speaker,

I wish to inform you that at the meeting of
the House today I intend to move "That the
House do now adjourn" in line with Standing
Orders Number 47 and 48 for the purpose of
discussing the following matter of important
business.

That in the opinion of this House the
Government has:
(1) In the continuing and damaging in-

dustrial and economic crisis in the
meat industry failed in its duty to
the meat producers, processors and
consumers of this State AND THIS
HOUSE URGES immediate action
to end industrial anarchy in the
meat industry;

(2) Exerted undue influence on the
W.A. Lamb Marketing Board and
the W.A. Meat Commission in di-
recting the lamb kill from Linley
Valley to Robb Jetty; and

(3) Lost the confidence of meat pro-
ducers in W.A. by neglecting to ex-
plore new and stable markets for
their products.

In the opinion of the State Opposition the
meat dispute involving Halal slaughtermen
has reached crisis proportions.
Over 1 000 meat workers have been stood
down and the impact of this action on their
livelihoods and families is potentially devas-
tating. The dispute also has the potential to
permanently damage trading relations with
overseas buyers and hence close off otherwise
profitable markets for our processed meat
products.
This will lead to even further pressures being
imposed on an already hard pressed rural
sector which is suffering from increasing
costs and diminishing markets.
We await your advice as to agreement to our
request and the terms of debate.

Yours sincerely,
R. C. OLD, M.L.A.
Member for Katanning-Roe
22 March 1984

Are there seven members who are prepared to
support the motion?

Seven members having risen in their places,
The SPEAKER: I have approved or a pro-

cedure for an urgency motion along the lines just
announced. In making conditions for such de-
bates, I have had a problem in recent times, par-
ticularly last year, in trying to accommodate
those members of the House who do not belong to
the major parties. On this occasion, I have de-
cided that there wilt be six speakers, two nomi-
nated by the Leader of the Opposition and one
other from those sitting on my left, and a maxi-
mum of three from those sitting on my right.
Each speaker will have 20 minutes.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) 112.42 p.m.]: I
move-

That the House do now adjourn.
I do so in order to provide the opportunity to dis-
cuss the important business I outlined in my letter
to the Speaker. It is with regret that I have to
move this motion but it is necessary because today
the meat industry is in absolute chaos, which is
costing the producers, the processors, and the
meatworkers of this State a tremendous amount of
money. An act of irresponsible anarchy has been
perpetrated by the Meat Industry Employees'
Union, and I intend to demonstrate the effect that
this is having on the industry generally.

Mr Laurance: The Government is doing
nothing about it.

Mr OLD: The series of strikes goes back to
October 1983, and I have been watching keenly
and personally the strike situation at the Metro
Meat Ltd. abattoir'in Katanning, which concerns
an industry which is very close to my heart as it is
in the heart of my electorate.

In October 1983 the meat workers in
Katanning went on strike. The management
investigated the reason for the strike and found
that it was due to a series of very small matters.
The management asked the workers to go back to
work, saying it would have a look at the matters
and discuss them with the shop stewards, which it
did. That cost a week's production.

The next strike was in January 1984. That
again lasted one week, and the slaughtermen went
on strike in an endeavour to have the number of
men on the chain reduced from 41 to 36. The ac-
cepted number on the chain in that particular
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works is 41, and the slaughtermen wanted it
reduced to 36 so that the chop-up from the chain
would be divisible by a lower number of em-
ployees and therefore there would be a substantial
rise in wages. Apart from the immorality of the
strike, it was beyond the guidelines for wage re-
straint laid down by the Prime Minister and his
cohorts. That strike fasted a week.

In February another week-long strike occurred;
this one was caused by the employees in the
boning room. The major works in Ceraldton
closed down because of lack of stock. The most
valuable employees in the boning room looked like
being redundant, so the management decided to
send them to IKatanning to work in the boning
room there. Bear in mind boners in Katanning
average somewhere in the order of $750 per week.
These people objected to the fact that their
redundant fellow employees were coming into the
boning room, so they went on strike for a week.
With the amount of money they were earning
they could well afford to. They should have been
subjected to the 10 per cent cut imposed on us.

The fourth strike is the one which we are now
experiencing; it is, of course, a devastating Strike

a nd one which has unfortunately escalated today,
as reported in the morning newspaper.

The alleged reason for this strike-I say
"alleged" because I am convinced it is not the real
reason-is the inclusion in the chain of a halal
slaughterman. who is the Muslim who cuts the
throats of the sheep or lambs and says a prayer
according to Muslim rites. Unless this procedure
is carried out, the sheep cannot be certified as
having been slaughtered under the halal rites. So
that slaughterman is part of the slaughter chain;
he actually makes the first cut in the chain.

The slaughtermen on the chain say, "You take
that fellow out of the chain, you pay him, and
then there is one less to share the lot and we will
get another $20 a week". Once again J submit to
you. Mr Speaker, that this is against the spirit of
wage restraint and certainly outside the
guidelines, but being a union it gets away with it.
Anybody else would certainly be under close scru-
tiny.

As regards the Waroona works, where one of
the main activities is slaughtering pigs, no halal
slaughternian is employed because Muslims have
no right to kill or eat pigs. The excuse there is
that there should be a double slaughter fee for en-
tire male pigs. This is provided for in the award,
with the exception of entire male pigs which have
been reared under intensive rearing conditions.

Mr Payne, who is a pain in the neck, says,
"Who will decide whether pigs have been reared

under intensive conditions?" What a stupid thing
to say! Most, if not all, of the pigs going into the
Waroona works are reared under intensive con-
ditions. If there were any doubt about that I am
sure the management would talk to the producer
about it. What the employees are after now is
double killing fees for every entire male pig which
goes into the Waroona abattoir.

The pig producers of this State, especially those
who have intensified their operations, are in a
very parlous situation, and they are barely making
ends meet. It is not an industry that one can walk
in and out of. Once one has committed oneself to
an intensive pig production operation in which a
tremendous amount of capital is involved, one is
virtually committed to a lifetime of rearing pigs
under intensive conditions. One becomes almost
as tied as a dairyman.

These people are severely disadvantaged. I
understand some killing has been going on at
Waroona, and that it has been done by the salar-
ied staff because pigs cannot be turned out into a
paddock like sheep can be. Once pigs reach the
stage of being ready for sale, they must be sold,
otherwise they become overweight, overfat, and
over anything else one likes to talk about. The
pigs lose value and the producers are in a hole.

The salaried staff have been attempting to take
some pigs from each producer; but today the
Meat Industry Employees' Union, in its usual
militant style, is to picket the Waroona abattoir
and several other abattoirs in this State, with the
exception of those at Albany and Robb Jetty.
Today, the position is that Waroona is almost in-
operative, and it will definitely be inoperative
from today. Katanning, Geraldton, Linley Valley,
and Bunbury beef are closed, and Albany is in a
position of flux. They are in and out like robbers!
Robb Jetty is proceeding very happily, and in a
moment we will find out why it is proceeding hap-
pily.

Mr Brian Burke: Would you say one of the
underlying problems-

Mr OLD: Look, I have only 20 minutes.
What is the reason for these strikes? 1 would

suggest, with some knowledge, that Mr Payne is
under pressure from Messrs O'Toole and Curran
who had made clear their intention of stopping
the export of live sheep from Portland. Mr Payne
has been instructed to start a little of his anarchy
in Western Australia in tune with the rest of the
meat industry in Australia.

Mr Payne has also made it known publicly that
the Australasian Meat Industry Employees'
Union in Western Australia will be taking the
wharves out in the next week or two, We have
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been through that exercise once, It is a "no-win"
situation, and I would be very surprised if the
Waterside Workers Federation would welcome
the Meat Industry Employees' Union on the
wharves after the last debacle; but time will tell.

The second reason for the strike, in my opinion,
is that Mr Payne is flexing his muscles because it
is coming around to the time for elections and he
must show his boys how tough he is and how well
he is handling their affairs.

The third reason is a concerted effort to
transfer all the kill in Western Australia down to
Robb Jetty. A nice cosy outfit, Robb Jetty! That
is socialism, not by stealth, but by very loud ac-
tion!

Robb Jetty works under a different award from
other meatworks in this State. It costs more to kill
animals there because the employees have greater
emoluments built into their award; so Mr Payne
wants to keep the whole lot down there.

Moving onto the second item of the motion,
which is that referring to the undue influence of
the Western Australian Lamb Marketing Board
and the Western Australian Meat Commission, I
would say that the decision to relocate the Lamb
Marketing Board kill at Linley Valley was made
allegedly because the Meat Commission did not
have approval to kill at Robb Jetty for the
European Economic Community whereas Linley
Valley did. That looked a nice reasonable excuse.
The real reason is that the meatworks at Linley
Valley offered a concessional price for the slaugh-
ter of lamb provided it received the lot; that is, for
the metropolitan area as well. The lamb board de-
cided that it would take up the offer. I certainly
cannot be critical of the lamb board for endeav-
ouring to cut its costs, which are extremely high.

The situation, as I understand it-and I have
gleaned this information from outside-is that
Linley Valley was proposing a killing fee which
would save $1.49 gross per head. It would cost
25c per carcase to cart them from Linley Valley
to the cool stare in Perth. There was an incentive
of 2c per kilogram to producers to take their
lambs to Linley Valley; so taking 25c and the ap-
proximately 30c incentive, that would leave a net
saving of 94c, which could be rounded off to $1,
and that is another $1I in the producers' pockets.
God knows, aftcr the lamb board's activity last
year, the producers really need another $1 for
their pockets. We will hear more of that later.

I doubt that the Government has the authority
to Lake the decision it did, and that was to reverse
the Lamb Marketing Board's decision to go to
Linley Valley. The Government took the decision
to take the kill from Linley Valley and put it back

to the Meat Commission-all very easy for Mr
Payne! I doubt that the Government had the
authority to do as I have said, and I quote the fol-
lowing from the Marketing of Lamb Act, section

5, (1) For the purposes of this Act, there
shall be established a Board, to be known as
the Western Australian Lamb Marketing
Board, which, subject to the Minister, shall
have vested in it the administration of this
Act.

Sounds cosy, Section 6 reads as follows-

6. The Board, when established, is not an
agent or servant of the Crown.

I would suggest that the words "subject to the
Minister" in this Act mean that the Minister is
responsible to ensure that the Lamb Marketing
Board carries out its job within the framework of
the Act, and certainly not to reverse commercial
decisions made by the board. If such is the case,
why have a board? Why not let the Minister do
the marketing?

The decision to give $10 000 from Consolidated
Revenue to the Lamb Marketing Board to soothe
its ruffled Feathers is a travesty of justice and an
imposition on the taxpayers of this State. I under-
stand that the Government has also leaned on the
Meat Commission and said, "Look, boy, you drop
your price of kill because you are going to have to
provide a $27 000 concession to the Lamb Mar-
keting Board between now and the end of June".
That is another $27 000 by which the taxpayers of
this State subsidise the Meat Commission. On top
of that, the Lamb Marketing Board must pick up
another $ 10 000 because that is the shortfall be-
tween what it would have paid at Linley Valley
and what it will have to pay.

It would be interesting to know who made this
decision. Normally, one would expect the Minis-
ter for Agriculture to take a minute to the Cabi-
net and then a decision would be made. It is
significant that the announcement was made by
the Acting Premier, and I have no quarrel with
that. it came out of the Cabinet.

It appears to me that the meat industry has
been taken completely out of the hands of the
Minister for Agriculture. As proof of that, I will
read a few paragraphs from today's premier
country newspaper, the Western Farmer and
Grazier. The article is headed, "Government
intervention clouds roles", and part of it reads as
follows-

THE future of WA's two big meat
authorities appears confused and the place of
Agriculture Minister Dave Evans in cabinet
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clouded following direct government
intervention in meat industry operations.

It continues-
An explanation by a government source on

Tuesday indicated Mr Evans still "has some
input, but it (the issue) has been taken out of
his hands".

Another official said: "Mr Evans did not
have the resources to make the decision. The
differing opinions offered by the board and
the commission were confusing."

The Minister has only I 500 people working in
the Department of Agriculture, and he does not
have the resources! We will see why in a minute.
The article continues-

Instead, the decisions relating to the board
were formulated by a taskforce of three from
cabinet's policy secretariat.

One member of the zaskforce was Tom
Butler, Premier Burke's industrial relations
adviser. His participation is seen as essential
in maintaining union-government relations.

The government in the past two weeks has
faced mounting union pressure over the Robb
Jetty works. But although industrial action
by meatworkers has been restricted to private
abattoirs, it is seen as a bid by the Aus-
tralasian Meat Industry Emptoyees Union to
boost the livestock kill at Robb Jetty.

But on Monday the union decided to ap-
proach the WA Meat Commission and the
Borthwick Albany meat-works' management
to have a second shift put on at both abat-
toirs.

While all these other meat workers are on strike
or will be on strike, the union secretary (Alex
Payne) said that the extra shifts were needed "to
get work for some of those men stood down and
move a backlog of sheep and lambs". What a
hypocrite Mr Alex Payne is! He is an absolute
hypocrite!

To demonstrate the problems that are being ex-
perienced by all sections of the industry. I indi-
cate that this morning Mr Strick Gardner of
Dardanup rang to advise that he has 120 bullocks
in pens at Bunbury Capital Beef. They have been
there since last Tuesday week, they are being
hand fed, and obviously they are losing condition.
Mr Gardner also told me he had been endeav-
ouring to contact his local member, Mr David
Smith, without success; so he had come to me-a
member from the reliable side of the House.

I. am also informed that at the weekly sale at
Boyanup yesterday there was a yarding of 200, as
against the usual 1 500.

I shall take my home town of Katanning and
very quickly indicate the effect which will be ex-
perienced there. The State Manager of Metro
Meat Katanning Ltd. told me he has informed his
workers he will take them back and reopen the
works, provided they are prepared to go back and
work according to their award, and provided he
can retrieve the markets which have been lost due
to inefficiency and strikes. However, in the mean-
time, the payroll of SSO 000 per week, which rep-
resents a net take-home pay of $53 000 per week
going into the area, is not available to the meat
workers in Katanning or to the business interests
there, nor will it be available for possibly five or
six months if Metro Meat cannot retrieve the
markets it has lost and unless these people come
to their senses and go back to work, so that they
can get some money. If that does not occur, it
could well mean the end of some small businesses
in Katanning. I submit this is definitely industrial
anarchy.

Sitting suspended from 1.02 fto 2.20 p.m.
MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for

Agriculture) [2.20 p.m.]: The one thing this mo-
tion does successfully is highlight-if, indeed, it
needed highlighting-the meanness of spirit of
the member for Katanning-Roe who endeavours
consistently to create divisiveness in the com-
munity between the farmers, the union-

Mr Old: Who creates divisiveness? What rot!
Mr EVANS: The member for Katanning-Roe

has been doing it for years; indeed, he has done it
in public. It is the only weapon his party has been
able to use consistently through the years. It is the
only reason for the survival of his party.

Mr Old: Your days are numbered, boy! They
have you on the skids!

Mr EVANS: The motives put forward by the
member for Katanning-Roc as they relate to
strikes and Government action are quite unbeliev-
able.

Firstly, I shall deal with part (2) of the motion
which reads, "Why did the Government take ac-
tion to retain half of the kill at Robb Jetty?"

Mr Old: What is wrong with part (1)? Is it too
hard?

Mr EVANS: The motion does not refer to the
whole kill, but only to half of it. That is the first
illusion the member is trying to create.

Secondly, the question is asked, "Why did the
Government act in this way?" The answer is not
hard to find. The Government acted to safeguard
the meat industry by maintaining the facility at
Robb Jetty-I shall deal with that aspect in some
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detail-and also to safeguard the long-term
interests of the meat producers of this State.

At no time have the meat producers waivered
in their support for a service works. They want
one.

I noticed the member for Katanning-Roe was
careful to avoid mentioning the interlacing prob-
lems of the meat industry. He did not address
himself to that aspect at any time and it is small
wonder that is the case, because he contributed to
those problems, as did the Governments of which
he was a member over successive years.

Let us put the position of Robb Jetty in per-
spective. The Government is committed to the
provision of a service works. Let us get that aspect
straight for a start. In the 1982-83 financial year,
the operating loss at Robb Jetty was $2.3 million
and it will be even greater in 1983-84. That is a
fact of life.

I shall quote from the report on Robb Jetty for
30 June 1983. It indicates that the operating loss
in 198 1-82 was $3.386 million and that in 1992-
83 it was $3.664 million. Those figures indicate
the difficulties faced in the operation of Robb
Jetty, and those difficulties are being com-
pounded.

In the marketing division, the loss in 1981-82
was $204 618, and in 1982-83 it was $41000
which is one-fifth of the loss incurred in the pre-
vious year. The reason for that, to some extent,
was that this Government picked up the tab for
the interest component which was approximately
$140 000. That was necessary because, when the
marketing division was established, it was not
funded adequately and it was necessary for it to
use borrowed money from its inception. The
interest bill has been killing that division and that
is one of the factors which has made it difficult
for Robb Jetty to continue in operation.

Bearing in mind the situation I have just set out
in respect of Robb Jetty, I draw attention now to
throughput which is crucial to the operation of
any abattoir. It is important that its significance
is realised.

Since 1976, the cattle numbers in the agricul-
tural areas of this State have fallen by approxi-
mately one-third from 1.7 million to 900000.
Therefore, sheep and lambs have been the key to
the survival of Robb Jetty which is the only ser-
vice works in this State.

It is essential to understand that throughput is
vital to abattoir economics and the breakeven
point is crucial Currently in Western Australia
there is 50 per cent excess abattoir capacity. The
WA Lamb Marketing Board put forward a pro-
posal to kill at Linley Valley. However, were the

lamb kill to be removed from Robb Jetty, that
works would be finished; it would collapse in a
heap.

It was important to consider two points in re-
spect of the proposition put forward by the board
to kill at Linley Valley. The first related to price.
The member for Katanning-Roe indicated it
would cost S 1.47 less to kill a sheep at Linley
Valley than it would at Robb Jetty. Let us exam-
ine the position and ascertain the realities as far
as price is concerned. It is my advice that Figure is
not realistic.

Mr Old: Did you approve of their going to
Linley Valley?

Mr EVANS: Could an abattoir operate econ-
omically at that price? Could an abattoir operate
profitably at that level, or is there some other
reason for such a price being offered? I do not
know.

Last year, I 1 abattoir operators, most of whom
were from the Eastern States, floated a prop-
osition which envisaged a levy on all cattle, sheep,
and calves, and the respective amounts of the levy
were approximately $5, SI1.20, and 60c. The ob-
ject of that proposition was to accumulate a fund
of $200 million over 15 years. That fund would be
used to compensate any export abattoir which
went out of business voluntarily. In that way, the
abattoir capacity of this country would be
reduced.

If we were to remove the WA Lamb Marketing
Board's kill from Robb Jetty, in exactly the same
way a similar reduction in abattoir capacity
would be achieved. If that is what the Opposition
wants, let it say so. Let it tell the producers of this
country that is what it wants. An amendment
moved during the Address-in-Reply debate last
session indicated some members opposite were not
in favour of our having a lamb board. Likewise, it
is questionable whether all members opposite
want to retain a service works. Of course, they do
not intend to do anything about it-

Mr Old: We will see what your commission
comes out with.

Mr EVANS: -and members opposite do not
indicate their attitudes to producers in country
areas.

The second point in relation to this proposition
which confronted the WA Lamb Marketing
Board was that of EEC certification. The
authorities from the EEC countries made a
judgment with regard to export abattoirs in Aus-
tralia. That judgment related to abattoirs which
had a large component of wood in their construc-
tion, and which were required to upgrade to meet
EEC standards. In the case of Robb Jetty. this
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would have meant an additional expenditure in
the order of $750 000, and the interest component
on that sum is not very difficult to calculate.
Hearing in mind that the kill for the EEC market
is about 1 000 tonnes-

Mr Old: From whom?
Mr EVANS: From Western Australia.
Mr Old: From the WA Lamb Marketing

Board? It is not. Have a look at its last year's re-
port.

Mr EVANS: The member for Katanning-Roc
should have a look at this year's figures. The WA
Lamb Marketing Board put up a proposal-

Mr Old: A proposal! You have a look at its last
year's report and see how much went to the EEC.

Mr EVANS: I am talking about 1984. 1 know
it is difficult for the member for Katanning-Roc
to keep up. but it is 1984 and the expectation of
the Lamb Marketing Board was 1 000
tonnes-600 tonnes in its own right and a pur-
chase of an additional tonnage or entitlement.

That quantity of throughput to the EEC was a
factor that had to be considered, but the Western
Australian Meat Commission had regard to sev-
eral things, not the least of which was the ad-
ditional capital expenditure which would have re-
sulted in an impost on interest charges alone of
about S1 per lamb killed. That is the sort of de-
cision it had to make and it is not surprising that
when the Department of Trade and Resources
looked at the analyses its own consultants had
given to it. it felt it would be difficult to justify
such an upgrading; this was the second reason
that the WA Lamb Marketing Board looked to
Linley Valley.

As the member for Katanning-Roe has pointed
out, a cost is involved and the decision to retain
half the operations of the WA Lamb Marketing
Board at Robb Jetty does involve a $10 000 pay-
ment to the board which certainly indicates a ges-
ture of goodwill to the lamb producers of this
State. It is to the Government's credit-

Mr Old: For your mistake in approving it in the
first place!

Mr EVANS: An action of that kind reflects
credit on the Government. It does involve expen-
diture of approximately $10000 by the board,
and by way of concessional kills approximately
$27 000 by Robb Jetty, but it does provide some
necessary throughput. Of course, this matter was
taken to Cabinet. Anything that involves an ex-
penditure must go to Cabinet, particularly when
Treasury funding becomes involved in a proposal.

Mr Brian Burke: Hear, hear!

Mr EVANS: Of course it went to Cabinet.
Naturally, the Premier would have announced it
after that stage. Why, because normal procedures
have been followed, should there be some sinister
implication or imputation?

Mr Old: I only read Mr Butler's remarks, that
is all.

Mr EVANS: The member for Katanning-Roe
read the paper, but the slyness of his
imputations-so typical of the member--do not
support the connotation he is seeking to give to
the situation.

Mr Old: That was weak.
M r Brian B urke: H e is fixi ng you. H e migh t be

weak, but he is fixing you right up. It does not say
anything-

Mr Old: Fixing me up? He has not said any-
thing like that.

Mr Burkett: Nobody fixes up Snow White!
Mr Old: Did you actually approve that kill

going down to Linley Valley?
Mr EVANS: Why does not the member for

Katanning-Roe belt up for a little while?
Mr Old: You will not answer that question be-

cause the subject is pretty tender.
Mr EVANS: During the period it has been in

office the Government has demonstrated its con-
cern for the meat industry and the mess that it in-
herited, which was caused by those magnificent
financial wizards on the other side of the House.

Mr Bertram: Who are they?
Mr EVANS: It has cost this State tens of

millions of dollars, yet members of the Opposition
have the effrontery to hold themselves up as econ-
omic managers.

Mr Old: How did you rectify it?
Mr EVANS: This Government has applied

itself with creditable assiduity to try to resolve
this problem and a level of Government
involvement in the meat industry is contemplated.
I understand that Mr David Treloar, the chair-
man of the board, has completed a rough draft re-
port. He is probably the most capable dean of the
faculty of economics that our university has ever
had.

Mr Blaikie: People in the Shire of Manjimup
do not like him very much.

Mr EVANS: They respect him.
Mr Blaikie: They do not like the member for

Warren either.
Mr EVANS: The components of a Government

involvement in the meat industry encompass the
WA Lamb Marketing Board, the WA Meat
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Commission, the meat industry authority, and
that eternal monument, the Midland Abattoirs.

Mr Blaikie: What is the Minister doing now?
Mr EVANS: It also involves the live sheep

trade. With that report in the offing, it would
have been reprehensible for this Government not
to have maintained the status quo and, in due
course, to avail itself of a report that could point
the direction of getting the meat industry out of
the mess into which it has steadily been thrust
over the past decade.

Mr Old: You have not got it out of a mess now;
you have got it into a big mess with the help of
your union friends.

Mr EVANS: The motion moved by the mem-
ber for Katanning-Roc is pathetically weak.

Mr Old: Are you not going to deal with part
one?

Mr EVANS: The member for Katanning-Roe
will have the opportunity to learn something more
about this matter-

Mr Old: Oh, my God!
Mr EVANS: -from a member who is an ex-

pert in this field.
Mr Rushton: Who is that?
Mr EVANS: He is the Hon. David Parker.
[Laughter.]
Mr EVANS: I am sure that he would agree

with me that the-
Mr Bryce: Fellows, this is called team work.
Mr Blaikie: The Builders' Labourers' Feder-

ation is taking over now, is it?
Mr Peter Jones: What is he, a part-time

butcher?
Mr Old: He makes the baloney!
Mr Blaikie: What are you doing for the salmon

industry? You might be able to tell us about that.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr EVANS: Every time something dealing

with the mecat industry comes up, it gets them on
the raw!

Mr Old: It is a cutting game.
Mr EVANS: Members of the Opposition either

guffaw, almost die of embarrassment, or become
distinctly quiet, but, because of the position they
have put themselves in, one thing they cannot do
is to provide a decent answer.

Mr Old: We are waiting for you to provide one.
Mr Blaikie: When your comments have been

thoroughly analysed it will be shown they are all
hot air.

Mr EVANS: The Government acted most re-
sponsibly in ensuring that a service works would
be maintained. Do not forget the endeavours that
have been made by the industry and others in the
past to underline those service works. While the
member for Vasse guffaws, I recollect most
clearly during a meat industry inquiry of which he
was chairman, he was enthusiastic about
examining the prospective sale of Midland Abat-
toirs-the service works-and that was watered
down to at least the prospect of leasing the facili-
ties.

Mr Blaikie: I was not the chairman of that
committee.

Mr EVANS: I retract that statement. He was
not the chairman of that committee; he was an
interested member.

Mr Blaikie: I was a very responsible member.
Mr EVANS: I not only reject this motion as

feeble; I also reject it with contempt.
Mr-Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr Old: How weak!
Mr Blaikie: You have certainly treated it with

contempt.
MR McNEE (Mt. Marshall) [2.42 p.m.J: I sup-

port the motion moved by the member for
Katanning-Roe. I have just witnessed the Minis-
ter for Agriculture twist and turn his way through
the maze, as Ministers usually do, in another dis-
play of how the Government does not understand
the industry.

Mr Evans: How can you say that after the mess
you left it in; come on!

Mr McNEE: The Minister talked about the
economics of Robb Jetty, and then went on to
show us how bad they were. The Minister for
Agriculture missed the point; namely, that
country abattoirs are more practical and are more
popular with the people wishing to slaughter meat
in these times.

Mr Gordon Hill:. Speak up. I cannot hear you.
Mr McNEE: If the member cannot hear me, I

will take him outside, afterwards, and we can dis-
cuss it there without any trouble at all.

Several members interjected.
Mr Jamieson: He is threatening the member!
Mr MeNEE: I do not mean that. What I mean

is that we will get out in the open paddock-
Mr Parker: Who is twisting and turning now?
Mr MeNEE: If members want to behave like

this, Mr Speaker, that is okay, but you and I
know what I meant.

Several members interjected.
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Mr McNEE: The Lamb Marketing Board
made a commercial decision; it was felt due to its
consideration for the EEC market, that it was
better to kill at Linley Valley than at Robb Jetty.
However, the Government overturned that de-
cision as, I suppose, it is its right to do.

Mr Old: That is doubtful.
Mr McNEE: Nonetheless, an estimated

$10 000 was paid to the Lamb Marketing Board
in an endeavour to cover up the deficit for the
producers. I hope that is correct. I hope that the
person who did that arithmetic was much better
at it than those persons who said, after doing their
arithmetic, that the farmers in Western Australia
would be saved $5 million. I ask the Minister
which Shire council proposes to spend $5
million? I think that that is about as far as it
might go.

This is an important issue. We have an industry
which is on its knees and the Government is pay-
ing scant attention to it.

I understand that currently the employees of
five meatworks are on strike because of the halal
killing situation. I believe that if a tally team is
made up of 16 slaughtermen the arrangements
are that they all share in the kill and the abattoir
carries one member. The situation now is that the
slaughtermen are asking that the Figure of 16
slaughtermen be reduced to 15 and that the abat-
toir carry two halal slaughtermen. Of course, it
goes without saying that the producers will pay
for the wages of the extra man.

It is interesting to note that within an area of
slaughtering which is not remotely connected with
the Middle East markt-that is, the slaughter of
pigs-we have a situation where, as the member
for Katanning-Roc mentioned earlier today, the
slaughtermen are receiving twice the amount of
money that is being asked by the halal slaugh-
termen. The Minister for Agriculture should
know that any person involved in the intensive pig
industry these days is losing money. In fact, if he
were to ask the bacon producers he would find
they lost between $14 to $16 per head in bacon
production last year and yet, we are to witness
another wage grab by people who have no regard
for the meat industry.

It is interesting that the man at the forefront of
the wage grab is a Mr Payne who, I understand,
was appointed to the Western Australian Meat
Commission by this Government. HeI is still the
secretary of the Meat Industry Employees' Union
and, prior to that appointment, he was a union or-
ganiser. Those people who have been in the meat
industry for some time would well remember that
when Mr Watson-Bates was secretary of the

Meat Industry Employees' Union, Mr Payne was
his able supporter. Members would not have to go
back very far to remember that.

The current proposition, under the guidance of
Mr Payne, is nothing more than a wage grab; in
fact, I suggest it is outside the indexation
guidelines. I question the comment made by Mr
Payne, and reported in The West Australian on
10 March 1984 in an article headed "Export
Meat Not Blessed Says Union". The article was
rather long and I will not read it to the House.
However, the question I raise is whether Mr
Payne really represents his members and whether
statements such as the one he made in the
Press-I might add his statement is incor-
rect-are in conflict with his duties as a member
of the Meat Commission.

I certainly support the member for Katanning-
Roe. It was revealed in the Lamb Marketing
Board's report for the year ended 30 June 1983
that a $2 million deficit for the year ended 1982
was converted to a $1 million surplus. That ap-
pears to be a commendable effort on the part of
the board. However, the method adopted by the
board was to maintain the high price to the dis-
tributors and to lower the price paid to the pro-
ducer. In 198 1-82, the average price for a carcase,
excluding the skin, was $15.02, and in 1982-83
the price was $11.33. It is easy to ascertain where
the money came from in order to reverse the dis-
astrous financial situation which occurred in the
previous year.

Members must bear in mind that we are talking
about markets and the finding of mar-
kets-something which Western Australia desper-
ately needs. The Lamb Marketing Board has con-
tinued to persevere with the depressed export
market when, in fact, it should have been concen-
trating on new export markets and particularly on
the promotion of local sales.

The disastrous situation of the export of lamb
in 1982-83 can be well demonstrated by the fact
that the return to producers in that year was
$4.71, and that excluded the skin value. It is a
ridiculous price for the sale of lamb. One must
take into consideration that in 1983, 171 960 car-
cases were imported into this State from Victoria
and South Australia. This indicates the depth of
the local market, and the returns which could
have come to Western Australian producers had
the Lamb Marketing Board dropped its prices.
People will say that the Lamb Marketing Board
should not have dropped its prices, but it is better
to take $14 a head on the local market than $4 on
the export market-this is only common sense.
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As a matter of interest, and for the informacion
of members in this House, I would like to point
out that to date-the figures 1 have are up to 18
March of this year-24 490 carcases have been
imported into this State from Victoria and South
Australia- To the end of March last year-this in-
cludes another two weeks' imports compared with
this year's figures-I 0975 carcases were
imported into this State.

In the 1982 calendar year the number of ear-
cases imported to this State was 184921. There-
fore, it is apparent that if we continue as we are
now, a serious situation will develop. On the fig-
ures available, double the number of earcases
have been imported into this State this year as
compared with last year, and we still have two
weeks of the month of March to be accounted for.
I believe that the public should be made aware of
the situation which exists, and I urge the Govern-
ment to use its influence to have local lamb pro-
moted,

Another point I make concerns the preoccu-
pation of the Lamb Marketing Board in exporting
lamb to European Economic Community
countries. I firmly believe that the Financial state
of the European community, especially in the
agricultural industries, is deteriorating at such a
pace that there is a danger of the EEC collapsing
within the next 12 months. This is well evidenced
by the uneasiness of some countries at present in
respect of the amount of money they are called
upon to contribute towards the community; they
are having second thoughts about continuing their
contributions.

The main reason for the Lamb Marketing
Board's shifting its kill to Linley Valley was that
Robb Jetty was not considered by the EEC to be
an approved works, whereas the Linley Valley
meatworks was. I understand that at least
$500 000 would be required to be spent on the
Robb Jetty complex in order to bring it up to
EEC standards.

I query whether it is worth spending that
money when the number of lambs exported in the
1982-83 season, as per the annual report of the
Lamb Marketing Board, was as follows-

Carcase exports to Greece-I 73 tonnes
Carcase exports to Denmark-24 tonnes
Primal cuts exported to United King-

dom-272 tonnes
Primal cuts exported to Greece-i 2 tonnes
Primal cuts exported to the Netherlands-35

tonnes
Primal cuts exported to Cyprus-33 tonnes
Primal cuts exported to Belgium-43 tonnes
Primal cuts exported to France-36 tonnes

That gives a total of 197 ton nes of carcase exports
and 43 1 tonnes of primal cuts; a grand total of
628 tonnes.

It seems to me that the amount exported to the
EEC countries, while valuable to the producer, is
taking too much time and effort; other markets
should be explored right now. It should be borne
in mind that if the EEC collapses, we will find
that France will concentrate on the export of its
lamb to Middle East countries-as will
Ireland-which, of cou rse, comprise our
traditional market.

Once again I urge the board to look at the local
market with a view to lowering prices to distribu-
tors and narrowing the margin between distribu-
tor price and producer price; promoting local sales
and, thereby, getting a better return to the pro-
ducer and a better return to the board.

Many small country works have ceased killing
lambs and I quote the example of a small abattoir
in the country which supplies shops in the city
with lamb. That abattoir is not killing lambs but
it is still providing the shops with lamb carcases.
When purchasing lambs in the saleyard and pay-
ing the board's costs on top of the purchase cost,
that abattoir is finding that the cost of lambs is
becoming prohibitive.

It is now buying hogget which, of course, basi-
cally is sold with an ear tag. It is meticulously
mouthing the hoggets it buys and in many cases it
has been found that they have not cut their first
two teeth. Therefore, they are killed as lambs and
marketed as such. The competition for those
lambs is not in the right place; it is in the hogget
pens instead of in the lamb pens. There is nothing
wrong with doing that and it is quite in order. The
method of supply to the shops is by importing
Eastern States lamb. This is s-ipplied at a price
which is advantageous both to the Eastern States
producers and to the shops.

I remember the member for Pilbara telling me
that she wanted lower meat prices in the Pilbara.
This is a commendable aim and I wish her every
success.

In addition, the country works are back-loading
mutton to the Eastern States. To me that is a
great breakthrough-to think that we can export
mutton to the Eastern States at a time when the
mutton market is very depressed. This is possible
because of the favourable back-loading freight
rate. I understand the freight rate from the East-
ern States is 22c to 25c per kilogram whereas the
back-loading freight cost is only 6c to 8c a kilo-
gram. Therefore, the two-way deal in which small
country works are engaging is certainly paying
them. However, at the same time, this system is
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denying the producer the sale of that, lamb
through city shops. I

I remind members that it is our intention to put
as many dollars as we can back into the pro-
ducers' pockets. I hope, Mr Speaker, your
Government will have a hard look-

A Government member: Whose Government?

Mr McN EE: I am sorry, that was a bad choice
of words. I hope the Government will have a look
at the marketing operations or the board and I
trust that when the inquiry into the meat industry
is completed, the report will be made available to
the Opposition immediately so that it has the op-
portunity to study it.

I believe that the actions of the unionists and
their leaders must be condemned because not only
do we have the industry in a serious situation with
strikes at many abattoirs, but also we live under
the threat of live sheep exports being picketed. I
understand that has not happened, but it could,
and I question where Mr Payne stands in relation
to those people he claims to represent.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) 12.55 p.m.]: In my capacity as
the Minister representing the Minister for Indus-
trial Relations in this House, I would like to re-
spond to those aspects of the speeches from the
Opposition which deal with the industrial re-
lations area.

It is interesting to note the by-play existing be-
tween Opposition members given the infighting of
which we are aware. I have the original letter sup-
plied to the Government by the Opposition and it
was signed by the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition, indicating that he intended to move this
motion. In fact, the letter from the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition contained the same motion, the
exact wording, as that moved by the member for
Katanning-Rue. That letter was withdrawn and a
substitute letter provided in which the member for
Katanning-Roe indicated he would move the nmo-
tion, as he has since done.

Mr Peter Jones: So what?

Mr PARKER: It is an interesting point and in-
dicative of what is going on in the Liberal Party.
At one time the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
intended to move this motion and now he will not
even speak on it. That shows how seriously he
feels about the subject. Instead we have the mem-
ber for Katanning-Roc speaking in this debate.

[interruption from the gallery.]

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PARKER: A very junior member of the
Opposition and the member for Katanning-Roe

have spoken on this subject instead of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Hassell: You had better ask your colleague
how this came about.

[interruption from the gallery.]
Mr PARKER: Maybe we will ask if we can get

an answer from the Opposition. The member
wanted this motion moved as a matter of urgency
and yet now he is not even involved in the debate.

Mr Brian Burke: I think the member for
Nedlands was going to move it.

Mr PARKER: It is probably a compromise.
The member for Katanning-Roe sits midway be-
tween the member for Nedlands and the member
for Murdoch and this is probably a compromise.

The member for Katanning-Roe made the
point in his letter that the Government has done
nothing. In his words, it has failed in its duty to
the meat producers and consumers of this State.

As an employer of meatworkers, this dispute
has not affected the Government in any way
whatsoever except in one area, to which I shall re-
turn, where the Government and Government
agencies have made a very responsible decision
which I am sure private employers of
meatworkers would support. I do not think that
private employers in this industry, the people who
are involved in these disputes, would support the
motion before the House. It is an embarrassment
to them that this motion has come be fore the
House.

In so far as the Government has been able, in a
dispute in which it is not in any way involved, it
has done what it can to ensure that the dispute is
not aggravated, to ensure that it offers no succour
to those people who are taking on the private
meatworks in this case.

The position is that the Government employs
meatworkers, as has been said, at the Robb
Jetty abattoir. The abattoirs involved in the dis-
pute are all privately owned, and the dispute has
not spilled over to the Government. Therefore, it
has not been involved in any of the negotiations or
any compulsory conferences which have taken
place in the Industrial Commission in an attempt
to resolve the dispute. It has not been involved be-
cause it was not a party to the dispute until very
recently; even then it has not been one of the
direct parties. However, I will return to that point.

No party has requested that the dispute be
resolved by the Government. I am advised that no
approach has been made to the Minister for In-
dustrial Relations, to any of his agencies or de-
partments, or to any other Government body,
asking the Government to assist or act in this
dispute. However, the Industrial Commission, the
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Government's agency which is supposed to resolve
disputes--sometimes it finds it difficult to do so,
given its hamstrung legislation-has been very ac-
tive in attempting to resolve this dispute. In fact,
commission conferences have been presided over
by the Senior Industrial Commissioner (Mr Cort)
who is presently acting as the chief commissioner
during the absence on leave of the chief com-
missioner. Mr Cort has presided over compulsory
conferences in an attempt to resolve the dispute,
but he has not been able to resolve it through
compulsory conferences. He has referred the mat-
ter to the commission so that it can deal with it as
a commission and arbitrate on the dispute. Mr
Cort will sit on the commission, and the hearing
will proceed tomorrow.

That has absolutely nothing to do with the Op-
position, the sorts of things in which it has been
involved, or the sorts of games it is trying to play
in this matter today. The referral of the matter to
the commission was made long before any sugges-
tion of its coming before the House. It is simply a
matter for the Industrial Commission-the body
set up to conciliate and arbitrate, if necessary,
and to resolve disputes between parties. That body
has been doing its job. It has been working, and it
has been trying to resolve the dispute. I am confi-
dent, as a result of its arbitration proceedings,
that it wilt resolve the dispute.

I suppose there is one area in which the
Government could have taken action if it had
wanted to, and one which could give rise to a
legitimate concern on the part of the Opposition.
That could have happened if, for example, the
Government had agreed, as has been suggested
today by some members, that it might hire some
of the striking workers or stand down workers
from the various abattoirs, in order to put extra
people on extra shifts to process some of the ani-
mals which are being held at the various private
abattoirs. However, the Government or the Meat
Commission refused to do that. In some cases,
producers have decided to divert their stock to
Robb Jetty, but Robb Jetty said it was not pre-
pared to accept it because it does not believe that
is the industrially responsible course of action to
pursue. As a result of that, the only area in which
the Government could have become involved
would have been one to which the Opposition
would have taken great exception, and in fact the
Government has not become involved.

The only exception is that, at the request of a
particular producer and/or the abattoir con-
cerned, a group of animals was transferred from
that abattoir to Robb Jetty to be slaughtered.'
That was done with the agreement of the
producer-who, of course, wanted it to hap-

pen-the Meat Commission, and the union. For
humanitarian reasons, the sheep were slaughtered
at Robb Jetty. That occurred only because every-
body wanted it to happen, and for no other
reason.

The Meat Commission has not put on any of
the workers who have been striking, and it will
not do so in order to gain something out or' this
dispute which affects the private producers. The
member for Katanning-Roe sought to allude to
the fact that this was being done in some under-
handed manner at Robb Jetty. I assure him and
the House that nothing has been done at Robb
Jetty which would indicate that that is the case.
In fact, it is the reverse. The commission has
passed up opportunities by not hiring striking
workers and exacerbating this dispute.

I hold no brief for the Australasian Meat Indus-
try Employees' Union in this motion and, as I said
previously, the Government is not involved except
in so far as it has agencies which
are taking responsible positions in attempting to
resolve the dispute. Of course, the member for
Katanning-Roe and, for that matter, the member
for Mt. Marshall, did not say anything about the
Government's role in this dispute. They have at-
tempted to blame the Government simply because
the dispute is happening and because of Mr
Payne's position as a member of the Meat Com-
mission.

Many of the problems in the Meat Commission
have developed over a number of years, and they
are beginning to come to a head at the moment.
They have been caused by inadequate consul-
tation between the Governments of the day, the
Meat Commission, the unions, and the producers,
for that matter.

Mr MacKinnon: If it is as a result of the
Government's neglect in the past, you are now the
Government.

Mr PARKER: I am. not saying it is a result of
the Government's neglect. The Government is not
involved in this dispute. Members of the Oppo-
sition have not put forward a single suggestion of
action that the Government could take to stop the
dispute. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
could have entered the debate if he had wanted.
He was going to move the motion, but then he de-
cided not to become involved in the debate. He
should make up his mind to be in it or out of it.
The member for Katanning-Roc, who is the
spokesman on these matters, and the member for
Mt. Marshall, did not suggest a single point of ac-
tion which the Government could have taken in
regard to this dispute.

Mr Old: What have you done?
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Mr PARKER: The Government has an Indus-
trial Commission which handles these disputes. it
is acting responsibility and sensibly in that re-
spect. The Meat Commission, which is a Govern-
ment agency, has been acting responsibly in this
dispute, as I have just explained. None of the par-
ties on any side of the dispute-the butchers, the
meat processors, the unions, or anyone else-has
requested Government assistance or intervention.

While I am on the question of people re-
questing things, just to show the fallacies enter-
tained by the member for Katanning-Roe, he
mentioned in passing the fact that a particular
gentleman in the Dardanup area-I think it was
Mr Gardiner-had tried to get in touch with Mr
Smith, the member for Mitchell. Because Mr
Smith was "unreliable" and unavailable, Mr
Gardiner had contacted the member for
Katanning-Roe. That statement's resemblance to
the truth shows the length to which the member
For Katanning-Rue is prepared to stoop. The pos-
ition is that late yesterday afternoon the gentle-
man concerned rang Mr Smith's office once. Mr
Smith was at a meeting with me. In fact, he was
with me at a briefing in regard to the aluminium
smelter, a project which is of vital importance to
the south-west of Western Australia. That was
the only attempt made by Mr Gardiner to contact
Mr Smith. lust as could happen to anyone
else-as happens to many of the rest of us-Mr
Smith was at a meeting and unavailable for a
short period of time.

Mr Old: Mr Smith had better take up that viol-
ation of the truth with Mr Gardiner.

Mr PARKER: On the one occasion on which
an attempt was made to contact Mr Smith, Mr
Smith was not available. 1 suggest that could well
be the case in respect of any one of us, and it is
hardly likely to be something to which anyone
could take exception. Of course, when Mr Smith
was available early this morning, he tried to re-
spond to the phone call, but there was no answer
to his call.

So that the House is aware of some of the facts,
I indicate that the Government is involved simply
because it is important that the facts be presented
in parliamentary debate, It is true that no work is
proceeding at the following abattoirs: Clover
Meats, Waroona; Derby Meats, Bunbury; Metro
Meats, Geraldton; and the Linley Valley
meatworks at Woroloo.

Mr MacKinnon: Dues not that concern you?
Mr PARKER: Of course it does.
I have no brief for the AMIEU in this dispute;

the best thing that the AMIEU members could do
would be to go back to work. There is no doubt

about that, especially now that the arbitration
proceedings are taking place. However, the
Government cannot force the workers to go back
to work. A Government agency-the Industrial
Commission-was set up so that the Government
did not need to be involved in industrial disputes.
In this case, the Industrial Commission is hand-
ling the dispute.

Mr MacKinnon: Have you or the Minister ap-
proached the union to encourage it to go back to
work?

Mr PARKER: Senior Industrial Commissioner
Curt is to hear the dispute at 10.30 a.m.
tomorrow. The basis of the dispute is best sum-
marised by quoting the "Memorandum of Mat-
ters of Disagreement" issued by the senior com-
missioner. I quote as follows-

For the purpose of fulfilling particular ex-
port orders to the Middle East the slaugh-
tering of sheep is required to be accompanied
by a religious ritual.

To achieve that result the task of
"sticking" is performed in a particular man-
ner by a Moslem slaughterman who also
incants the necessary religious rites. The
sticking task is then performed in the
traditional way by another employee who
may be a slaughterman or a labourer.

Mr Old: No, it is not.
Mr PARKER: This is the Industrial Com-

mission saying this.
Mr Old: The Muslim slaughtermen slaughter

the animalb.
Mr PARKER: To continue-

The Union contends that the Muslem
slaughterman should not be regarded as part
of the slaughtering team for the purpose of
calculating the team tally but should be paid
the equivalent of the earnings of the individ-
ual members of the slaughtering team
(including overtally and penalties).

The employers contend that the Moslem
slaughterman should be counted as a mem-
ber of the slaughtering team for all purposes
of the tally System and payments arising
therefrom.

NB The employers and employees are sub-
ject to the provisions of the "Meat Industry
(State)" Award No. R9 of 1979 as varied.

Ithought I should read that, because that is what
the commission says about the dispute. It is not
what the Opposition or the Government says; it is
what the commission says.
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One of the points made by the Opposition is
quite right; that is, that the net effect of the
union's claim, if it were successful, could be to
increase the rate of pay that each and every mem-
ber of that team would receive, calculated for
them by virtue of the exclusion of the Muslim
slaughtermen. I am advised their pay could be
increased by as much as $20 a week.

As the member for Katanning-Roe says, there
is no question that such an increase would be out-
side the wage indexation guidelines and the
national wage case guidelines, and that is why
until very recently the Government had not been
involved in this dispute.

Because a wage increase is involved the
Government has now been requested by the com-
mission to appear at part of the hearing of the
case in order to address the commission on the
issue of national wage case guidelines and what
that means in terms of the resolution of this dis-
pute. The Government will be appearing to de-
fend the principles of the prices and incomes ac-
cord and the principles of the national wage case
guidelines, which require there be no increases in
wages other than those which are awarded every
six months as prescribed for increases that relate
to the CPI, to productivity in certain circum-
stances, and so on.

The Government will be taking that position
before the commission. It is its responsible pos-
ition to defend the system of centralised wage fix-
ation, something which was advocated by almost
everyone except the Queensland Premier at the
National Economic Summit last year, and which
has since been adopted by the national bench, by
the State bench, by the Arbitration Commission
and by Governments throughout Australia. We
recognise our responsibility to do that. it does not
make us very popular on some occasions, because
sometimes we have to oppose consent agreements
that employers have made with their employees.
We regard ourselves as having an overriding re-
sponsibility to defend the national wage case
guidelines because of the overall significance they
have for the community.

We cannot force anyone to go back to work.
Members opposite when in Government never
forced anyone to go back to work. They tried to
do-it and talked about it on several occasions.

Mr MacKinnon: We tried to solve disputes as
soon as possible.

Mr PARKER: The only thing the member's
Government did was to make lots of public state-
ments and Press statements. That is all it did.
Any resolution of a dispute was achieved between
the employers and the employees or by the Indus-

trial Commission, in many cases in spite of the
best efforts of members in the previous Govern-
ment, who attempted to allow the dispute not to
be resolved but to be inflamed.

Remember the time the Chief Industrial Com-
missioner accused the present Leader of the Op-
position of engaging in cloak and dagger tactics
and trying deliberately to undermine efforts to
solve a certain dispute.

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: Opposition members do not like

it;, they do not want to hear it. Remember when
the present Leader of the Opposition sent an
officer of his department, at 2 o'clock in the
morning, to the Kalamunda home of the Chief In-
dustrial Commissioner and was roundly criticised
by the commissioner in the most trenchant way
possible. We saw a person on the bench criticising
as never before a person who was a responsible
Minister of the Crown. That is the sort of tactic
the Opposition believed in when it was in Govern-
ment. It did not solve a single dispute; rather, it
inflamed them.

Industrial relations and strike statistics in this
Country since we have been in Government are the
best for 10 years. Opposition members can take a
lot of the blame for disputes during the time of
their Government.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.15 p.m.J: On be-
half of the National Party I support points one
and two of this motion but express some doubt
about point three. There is no doubt whatever
that genuine concern exists in country areas about
the industrial action taking place in meat pro-
cessing works. To my mind it highlights the need
for an effective industrial relations policy to be
followed not only by this State Government but
also by the Federal Government.

Members will be aware that in October last
year, and on behalf of the National Party, I
moved to expand the Hancock inquiry into a full-
scale Royal Commission in order to solve many of
the underlying industrial problems we have in this
country. These problems are highlighted by this
present issue.

The farming industry is in such a perilous state
that it cannot afford to accept any more costs. We
must take any action we can to reduce those costs.
it is not necessary for me to tell anybody in this
House that costs in the farming industry are in-
creasing, unfortunately at a far greater rate than
are the returns. Industrial action such as this does
reflect on the prices the producers eventually re-
ceive.

I was heartened to hear the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Industrial Relations
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indicating that the Industrial Commission was
going to hear this matter tomorrow, because as a
result of a telephone call 1 made during the
luncheon suspension I was informed that the
problem was basically a religious one and there-
fore was outside the award. From the information
I was given it seems this has created the problem
and will prevent the commission from hearing the
case. I am pleased to hear that this is not so and
that the matter will go before the industrial Com-
mission tomorrow.

However, it has taken a long time for the case
to get there. We should provide avenues by which,
at the first sign of any industrial disputation, the
matter can be considered before any industrial ac-
tion is taken. The National Party point of view
was supported the other day by Sir John Moore in
his submission to the Hancock inquiry, and I
would like to quote inter alia from the editorial in
The West Australian of 17 March this year, as
follows-

W HEN someone as influential as Sir John
Moore says that the Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Act is a mess, it must surely be time
to do something about it. Unfortunately the
ability and resolve to reform Australia's
tangled industrial laws have eluded success-
ive governments of both political colours.

Our country's industrial relations
machinery has remained basically the same
for most of this century, despite the massive
social, economic and industrial changes that
have occurred in that time. Governments
have toyed with existing legislation, without
getting to the root of the problem.

That really supports the point of view that we ex-
pressed over a number of years. Perhaps one day
the Federal Government-for preference because
the Federal Arbitration system covers a wider
range-will thoroughly examine the problem
through a Royal Commission.

The editorial continues to make another point
which I think is important. It states-

A major feature of industrial relations in
Australia in recent years has been a vastly in-
creased level of political involvement in both
wage-fixing and dispute-settling procedures.
This politicisation of industrial relations has
become a barrier to reform. Federal a nd
State governments of different persuasions
will never see eye-to-eye on certain issues and
governments with hostile Upper Houses will
face having controversial legislation blocked.

That brings me to the point 1 would like to make:
This Parliament should create legislation which
enables these disputes to be handled expeditiously

and effectively, without the Government having to
get involved on every occasion. We should be
looking at such matters, when dealing with the
motion moved by the member for Katanning-Roe
and supported by the mnmber for Mt. Marshall.
Parliament should be involved; both sides of the
political spectrum are represented here and they
should be involved in order to solve the existing
problems.

Another point I wish to raise relates to the in-
dustrial relations part of the motion. It concerns
the need to have industrial legislation policed ef-
fectively. At the moment when matters come to
arbitration, if the unions accept the decision,
everyone is quite happy. However, if they object
to the decision they go on strike. It appears to me
rather unfortunate that the employers have no
similar capacity and they are locked out. This
point of view is supported by The Australian in its
article dated 17 March 1984. It stated in part as
follows-

Among the proposed amendments he rec-
ommends, the most striking is his insistence
that industrial tribunals should regain the
power to impose penalities. on those who defy
their rulings. It ought to be obvious that arbi-
tration is rendered useless if one side to the
proceedings is at liberty to go its own way
whatever the arbiters may decide. Ever since
the O'Shea case penalties have seldom been
applied to unions who defy their decisions
whereas employers are bound to accept their
authority

If we are to free ourselves from this industrial
iangle it is imperative that the deliberations of the
industrial courts be binding on both parties to the

-dispute. Parliament should be ensuring that there
is some way that these deliberations are enforced.

I support strongly the section of the motion
which condenm the Government for directing the
Lamb Marketing Board as to where it will send
its lambs for slaughter. The lamb board was cre-
ated to look after the interests of producers.
giving cognizance to the consumers and the State
as a whole. I believe it should be left free to make
its own commercial judgments. The involvement
by the Government creates a dangerous precedent
and the producers are asking just where it will
stop.

I see the Deputy Premier is shaking his head. I
will give him 30 seconds to answer my question:
"Where will it stop?".

Mr Bryce: I would need 20 minutes to answer
that question.

Mr STEPHENS: That is interesting. We will
be told by the Deputy Premier just how far the
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Government will get involved in the direction of
the Iamb board and its operations. 1 assure the
Government that the Iamb producers of Western
Australia wijll not accept Government interference

in th ,byv~hich was set up primarily to look
after the. *i 4 ests of the lamb producers. The
board..h as thEsupport of the lamb producers-

Mr'Bryce:zJ thought it was subject to the auth-
ority of the Minister for Agriculture.

Mr STEPHENS: There is reference there-
Mr Cowan: We are not disputing that; we are

questioning the idea of interfering with commer-
cial decisions.

Mr STEPHENS: If the lamb board acts out-
side its charter, the Minister should step in, but
the board has not acted outside its charter. It
should be free to make commercial decisions. We
are objecting to the fact that it is not free to do so;,
that is the object of this motion also.

I assure the Government that strong indig-
nation has been expressed by the lamb producers
on this matter and the Government would be well-
advised to take cognizance of that.

The board has the full support of the lamb pro-
ducers and this was evident last year with the re-
sult of the referendum. That being so, I was
amazed to hear the comments made by the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall. He seemed to spend most of
his time knocking the board. He may be a little
younger than 1, so I do not know whether he was
involved in the Iamb industry in the 1968-1970
period, If he had been, he would understand the
feelings of producers with regard to the board.
During that time, with no protection from the
board, the producers of Western Australia were
taken for a ride.

Through a deficit assessment scheme, millions
of dollars made available by the Australian Meat
Board was pocketed by the exporters; it was not
passed on to the producers for whom it was
meant. The scheme was not working for the ben-
efit of the producers and that was one of the prin-
cipal aims of the WA board when it came into
being in 197 1.

Mr Evans: In 1972 actually.
Mr STEPHENS: The legislation was

introduced in 1971 and it was put into effect in
1972. However, we will not argue about the year.
However, I was surprised that the member for
Mt. Marshall took so much of his time to knock
the board which has the support and endorsement
of the producers of Western Australia.

Mr Evans: Hear, hear!
Mr STEPHENS: We know all about the

imported lamb from the Eastern States. The East-

emn States producers do not have the benefit of a
board to protect them. This is evident when the
producers in the Eastern States are not receiving
a fair price for their lamb. It is bought there and
shipped to Western Australia. It is being sold
more cheaply here. If the producers in the Eastern
States had the benefit of a board they would be
better off.

The people who have the best interests of the
rural industry and producers at heart should be
going to the east and encouraging the lamb
growers there to establish a board to protect the
genuine interest of the producers.

I find part 3 of the motion to be somewhat
strange because really it is requesting the Govern-
ment to become involved in the market. In other
words, it is requesting the Government to become
involved in the commercial decision of the private
enterprise sector.

Point 2 of the motion castigates the Govern-
ment for becoming involved in the commercial de-
cisions ofr t he Lam b M arketing Board in regard to
where their lambs are killed, but part 3 virtually
asks the Government to become involved in com-
mercial decisions about marketing. I would be
interested to know what arguments would be ad-
vanced by the member for Katanning-Roe or the
member for Mt. Marshall on part 3 of the motion.
I wonder whether they sincerely believe in this
part themselves.

It is the duty of the private enterprise
entrepreneurs to get out and get the markets. If
they cannot obtain the markets, they should not
blame the Government; that is a socialistic ap-
proach to the matter, and the National Party is
opposed completely to socialism. We cannot ac-
cept part 3 of the motion. I wish to make it quite
definite that we do not support part 3 of the mo-
tion, but we support parts I and 2.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [3.30
p.m.]:. If the debate we have witnessed in respect
of this motion from the new look Opposition is
any indication of what we can expect in the
months ahead, I guess we can expect to see them
all indulge in a little game of musical chairs again
before long. I can assume only that our good
friend and colleague, Mr Speaker, was prevailed
upon today to agree that this constituted an,
urgency motion, and feeling generous because it is
his birthday, he acquiesced. It is only because the
Speaker is an eminently generous man and the
fact that it is his birthday that he found it in his
heart to agree that this proposition and the way it
is worded constituted a genuine urgency motion.

There is no doubt that genuine concern exists in
respect of some of the matters raised, but the way
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in which this proposition has been worded and
presented 10 the Chamber clearly does not consti-
tute an expression of urgency.

I want to indicate to the cynics opposite that
this Government has first-class respect for and
c .omptete confidence in the member for Warren as
Minister for Agriculture. He is doing an outstand-
ing job.

Mr Peter Jones: That is not what the Press
says.

Mr BRYCE: Members opposite understand to
their discomfort that when he was Minister for
Agriculture in the Tonkin Government between
197 1-1974 he was then regarded as the best Min-
ister for Agriculture this State had seen, at least
post-World War Two. We are delighted to see
him back in that particular position.

I have no doubt it causes the member for
Katanning-Roe a certain amount of discomfort.

Mr Old: Not at all.
Mr BRYCE: The member for Katanning-Roe

found so many of the problems impossible to re-
solve during the time he occupied the job, and he
passed them on to the member for Warren who
came back after eight or nine years, picked up the
problems and the mess, and set about the task of
resolving them; and he is doing a First-class job.

Let us look at the job the member for
Katanning-Roe has done in presenting this prop-
osition to the House. I ask members to concen-
trate their attention on the inaccuracy and ab-
surdity of part 2 of the proposition, which states
that the Government exerted undue influence on
the Western Australian Lamb Marketing Board.
The term "undue influence" would suggest some-
thing almost improper or inappropriate.

Mr Old: It was improper.
Mr BRYCE: it happens that the member for

Warren, when he was Minister for Agriculture in
the Tonkin Government, introduced to this place
the Statute to establish the Lamb Marketing
Board.

Mr Old: So what?
Mr BRYCE: He understands the Act better

than does the member for Katanning-Rue. It pro-
vides for the Minister for Agriculture to exercise
his prerogative and responsibility as a Minister.
The Minister for Agriculture, as he is charged to
do, brought to the Cabinet-

Mr Peter Jones: You had better read the Act.
Mr BRYCE: 'Better legal experts than the

funny men on the front bench opposite have read
the Statute and advised the Government.

Mr Peter Jones: You had to cheek it out.

Mr Old: You overturned them.
Mr BRYCE: Let me remind the gurus op-

posite, who can only find something as substantive
as this as the first try-out on an urgency Prop-
osition under the new order, that it is not only not
a question of undue influence, it is also the right
and responsibility of the Government to exercise
its prerogative and express its concern directly to
any Government agency and authority set up
under the auspices of a Statute.

The extraordinary thing is that the member for
Mt. Marshall in his contribution to this debate
quite unequivocally indicated, in contradistinction
to the member for Katanning-Roe, that it was the
prerogative of the Government to do so. He then
set about the task of denigrating the lamb board
and expressing his reservations. Members opposite
cannot agree among themselves. The man who
moved this proposition said there was undue influ-
ence and the member for Mt. Marshall, sitting a
few feet away, said it was the right and proper re-
sponsibility of the Government to do it. Where do
members opposite stand? Are we to listen to
speaker number one or speaker number two?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: They simply failed to get their act

together.
Mr Mce c: You were not listening.

Mr Stephens: You referred to members op-
posite; I can assure you that National Party mem-
bers are in agreement on this issue.

Mr BRYCE: Members of the National Party
are starting to feel the painful result of sitting on
the fence too long; they are demonstrating their
discomfort. They are not sure where they sit.

Mr Old: I can agree with that.

Mr BRYCE: This same provision of the motion
goes on to refer to this undue influence on the
lamb board and the Meat Commission in di-
recting, and I emphasise these words, "the lamb
kill from Linley Valley to Robb Jetty".

The former Minister, who moved this prop-
osition, was not prepared to concede to the House,
or to anybody else listening to his comments, that
it was not part of the lamb kill that had been
shifted to Linley Valley, which has been moved
back to Robb Jetty. Only part of the lamb kill has
been the subject of discussion. The former Minis-
ter knows, but did not take the trouble in the
wording of his proposition to indicate, that it is
only a part of the kill that has been moved back to
Robb Jetty from Linley Valley. In fact, it is about
half.

Mr Old: It is a bit better than that.
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Mr BRYCE: I point out to members opposite
who have participated in this debate that a very
cordial meeting was held involving officers of the
Department of Agriculture, myself and the Minis-
ter for Agriculture-as representatives of Cabinet,
as Cabinet had asked-and representatives of the
lamb board and the Meat Commission, and this
question was discussed at that meeting. It was the
responsibility and the job of the Minister for
Agriculture and myself to indicate to the rep-
resentatives of those bodies present at the meeting
that the Government has a very real concern
about the meat industry in Western Australia. As
a reflection of that concern the Government had
appointed Mr Treloar to conduct the inquiry-to
make a reasoned and rational assessment of those
problems with particular attention focused on the
role of the Government; that is what it should be
and could be in the future.

Cabinet, through the Minister for Agriculture
and myself, indicated to the people at the meeting
that it was inappropriate of the lamb board, the
Meat Commission, or anybody else, to pre-empt
the Findings and outcome of the Treloar inqui ry
by making a fundamental decision to change the
functioning, production System, and nature of the
meat industry.

This is an interim arrangement. It does not con-
stitute a permanent arrangement and I suspect
the former Minister knows that and deliberately
decided to forget it or simply underplay it in his
comments to the House and the wording of the
motion. The Minister has indicated this in his ex-
planation to the House of the factual position, and
I sincerely hope members opposite take it on
board. The people I have referred to met in a very
cordial manner. Discussion took place and then
members of the lamb board and the Meat Com-
mission set about the task of finding a practical
solution to the problem.

The important thing which the Minister
touched on and which I certainly want to support
is the concept of a service abattoir. None of the
members opposite who contributed to the debate
indicated whether a service abattoir was part of
their scheme for the future of the Western Aus-
tralian meat industry. We just happen to think
there is a very good argument for a service abat-
toir for the sake of the industry. It may be that
Treloar inquiry recommends a different course of
action, and if there is a valid reason for taking a
different direction, we will be happy to take that
into consideration. But the point is that the
Government acted responsibly at that time to in-
dicate to the key players of this industry that
nothing should be done to pre-empt the work of
the Treloar inquiry.

A third part of the proposition which was
moved certainly was not referred to by the mem-
ber for Katanning-Roc. I wonder whether it was
the member for Katanning-Roc who drafted this
motion, or whether it was drafted by Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. Whomever it was, the
member for Katanning-Roe did not even find the
time to explain what he meant.

Mr Old: That is a matter of the EEC breaking
down. Alternative markets were needed. Nobody
tried to find alternative markets.

Mr BRYCE: If we could address ourselves to
the wording of that proposition of the member for
Katanning-Roc, that the Government has lost the
confidence of meat producers, how can members
opposite, who cannot even agree amongst them-
selves in this Chamber about the Lamb Market-
ing Board, and whose responsibility it is to dictate
policy-

Mr Old: That is exactly what you are doing.
You are dictating to the Lamb Marketing Board.
If I were a member of it, I would resign.

Mr BRYCE: Members cannot even agree
amongst themselves as to whose responsibility it
is. The member for Mt. Marshall said it is the
Minister's. It is not.

Mr Old: The member for Mt. Marshall did not
say it is the Minister's responsibility; he said it
may be.

Mr BRYCE: He stated unequivocally that it
was the Minister's responsibility.

Mr Old: He did not, and you know it.
Mr BRYCE: I suggest the member check the

wording. I listened very carefully and there is no
doubt in my mind.

Mr Old: There is not much there to be doubted.
Mr BRYCE: He placed himself at variance by

1 80 degrees. I imagine the member found it em-
barrassing.

Mr Old: I do not at all. You are taking over the
portfolio of the Minister for Agriculture.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: The last thing in my mind, I can

assure the member, is taking over the Minister's
portfolio.

Let me touch on the substance or lack thereof
in this proposition. It suggests that the Western
Australian Government has neglected to explore
new and stable markets for the meat industry's
products.

Mr Old: You gave a few rams away, I know.
Mr BRYCE: I think that if the member for

Katanning-Roe drafted that proposition, he felt
that he needed a third item to make the thing look
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a bit more substantial than it would otherwise
have looked.

Mr Old: You ought to go to see a hearing
specialist.

Mr BRYCE: Let me just indicate that some
very exciting things will be happening in this par-
ticular field. The Minister for Agriculture has
himself already undertaken an extensive tour of
Singapore and Malaysia-

Mr Old: I think we have lost a lot of meat mar-
ket there.

Mr BRYCE: Members opposite neglected the
marketing angle of the Western Australian meat
industry during the long period they were in
Government, and this Government indicated it
recognised that when we were in Opposition.
Something ought to be done.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: Those on the other side of the

House will ind it interesting to decide whether to
condemn or support it. In not so many months'
time the south-east marketing corporation will be
put in place, and one of its principal jobs will be
to address this question for this particularly im-
portant industry.

Several members interjected.
Mr Old: Watch out for the Minister for Re-

source Development-he might do as he did with
the China bit!

Mr BRYCE: The Minister for Resource Devel-
opment did not deny anything associated with the
China trip. We were together, we were both well
informed,

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: If the Editor of The West Aus-

tralian happened to drop my name off the by-line,
that is his business. Perhaps it reflects his particu-
lar attitude to the Deputy Premier.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: May I also draw to the attention

of the member for Katanning-Roc one very excit-
ing prospect. 1 would have thought if he read the
coverage in The West Australian he may have
seriously hesitated before putting pen to paper
with this particular proposition. A very exciting
prospect has been drawn to the attention of the
Government in respect of a proposal for 1.5
million lambs for Egypt. It is the Minister's
intention, since the Minister for Agriculture will
be visiting the Middle East in the foreseeable
future,-

Mr Old: I think the Press release said it was
mutton.

Mr BRYCE, That area is interested in a very
significant way.

Mr Old: I hope it comes off.

Mr BRYCE: Our Minister for Agriculture will
be going across to Egypt after his visit to the
Middle East in the next month or so. That looks
like a particularly interesting and exciting pros-
pect for this industry.

Mr Old: He takes my best wishes with him.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRYCE: I noticed that you have returned
to the Chair, Mr Speaker. I indicate by way of
conclusion that I simply cannot believe that this
new-look Opposition takes itself seriously as an
alternative Government when it brings a prop-
osition to the Chamber which highlights the dif-
ferences of opinion amongst its members;, a prop-
osition which loses the real point at issue by more
than a mile.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

SUPREME COURT AMENDMENT BILL 1984

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion without notice by

Mr Grill (Minister for Transport), and read a
first time.

Second Reading

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Mimister for
Transport) 13.51 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This is a Bill to increase from seven to 10 the
number of judges, who may sit on the Supreme
Court.

The amendment to this Act and the subsequent
appointment of an additional Supreme Court
judge is part of a Government package to reduce
the backlog of civil eases which exists in the Su-
preme Court. The Attorney General has made a
ministerial statement today on delays in the Su-
preme Court and the various measures which are
being taken to overcome them.

I seek leave to table a copy of that statement,
and I commend the Bill to the House.

The sta tement( was tabled (see paper No. 668).

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Leader of the Opposition).
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BILLS (3): ORDERS DISCHARGED

On motions by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the
House), the following Orders of the Day were dis-
charged from the Notice Paper-

I. Parliamentary Superannuation Amend-
ment Bill 1983.

2. Land Valuers Licensing Amendment Bill
1983.

3. Acts Amendment (Electoral) Bill 1983.

PORNOGRAPHY AND VIOLENCE: VIDEO
FILMS

Notice of Motion: Lapsed

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): As no member
has risen in support of Notice of Motion No. 2, it
lapses.

Notice of motion lapsed.

MINISTER FOR YOUTH AND COMMUNITY
SERVICES: ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

Notice of Motion: Lapsed

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): As no member
has risen in support of Notice of Motion No. 5, it
lapses.

Notice of motion lapsed.

MINING: DIAMONDS

Equity Purchase: Order of the Day Discharged

Order of the Day read for the resumption of the
debate from 12 October.

On motion by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the
House), order discharged from the Notice Paper.

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN AMENDMENT
BILL 1983

Select Committee: Extension of Time

On motion by Mr Barnett, the time for submit-
ting the report of the Select Committee was cx-
tended to 10 May 1984.

FIRES: BUSUFIRES

Select Committee: Extension of Time

On motion by Mr Batemian, the time for sub-
mitting the report of the Select Committee was
extended to 10 May 1984.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Closing Time

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harmnan): I wish to indi-
cate to members that questions on notice for
Tuesday, 3 April will be received until 4.30 p.m.
on Thursday, 29 March.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [4.30 p.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tuesday, 3 April at 2.15 p.m.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 4.31 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION
Insuiruions: Autlonomny and Budget Allocations

2523. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

In respect of each of the following edu-
cation institutions-

(a) Karratha College;
(b) School of Mines, Kalgoorlie;

(c) Kalgoorlie College;

(d) Albany Technical College;
(e) Geraldton Technical College;

(f) Bunbury Technical College;
(g) Proposed new Bunbury campus of

the Western Australian College of
Advanced Education,
(i) under what authority does

each operate;
(ii) what is the extent of local de-

cision making;
(iii) what is the

autonomy
structuring of
sizes;

extent of local
in staffing,

classes and class

(iv) what arrangements exist, o-r
are planned for tertiary studies
either under contractual ar-
rangements or in their own
right:

(v) what separate Budget allo-
cation is received by each col-
lege for tertiary studies which
are not normally conducted by
TA FE;

(vi) what financial arrangements
can bc made for tertiary
courses not normally offered
by TAFE to be made available
to people in the Albany re-
gion?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(i) (a) Colleges Act:
(b) WAIT Act:.

(c) Colleges Act:

(d) Education Act:
(e) Education Act:

(f) Education Act;
(g) Colleges Act (within the WA Col-

lege of Advanced Education).

(ii) The extent of local decision making is as
prescribed in the relevant Act, Statutes,
or regulations.

(iv) Tertiary or higher education studies are
provided in non-metropolitan areas in
three ways. Firstly, students have access
to a wide range of external courses
offered by metropolitan institutions. Sec-
ondly, a limited number of specialist
courses are offered by branches of
WAIT at Kalgoorlie (WA School of
Mines), and Muresk Agricultural Col-
lege. Thirdly, a limited range of units in
some advanced education courses is
offered under contractual arrangements
by the regional colleges at Hedland,
Kalgoorlie, and Karratlta and by country
technical colleges. Among the units cur-
rently available are units which may be
credited towards courses in business
studies, applied science, education and
nursing. Preliminary information on en-
rolments in contracted courses in 1984 is
currently being collected and will be
available in the near future. It is
expected that there will be a substantial
increase in the availability of advanced
education courses offered on a contrac-
tual basis over the 1985-1987 triennium
and the Western Australian Post Sec-
ondary Education Commission will be
working with metropolitan institutions
and country providers this year to plan
for this expansion. Steps have also been
taken to establish a branch of the WA
College of Advanced Education at
Bunbury.

(v) Financial arrangements are negotiated
between the country provider and the
WA College of Advanced Education and
WAIT which are funded by the Com-
monlwealh Government to provide
courses in advanced education. Existing
financial arrangements will be reviewed
by the Western Australian Post Second-
ary Education Commission in developing
proposals to expand contracting over the
1985-1987 triennium.

(vi) See (iv) and (v).

6510



[Thursday. 22 March 1984] 61

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: ACT

Financial Interest Provisions: Breaches

2524. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Was he accurately quoted in the Albany
Advertiser of Thursday, 8 March as say-
ing "the previous Government had
adopted a blind-eye approach to
breaches of the financial interest pro-
visions of the Local Government Act"?

(2) If so, will he provide details of cases
referred to where action that should
have been taken was not?

(3) Does his use of the term "blind-eye" ap-
proach mean that cases reported were
ignored, or on being investigated, were
considered undeserving of prosecution?

Mr

(1)

CARR replied:

to (3) Yes, I was correctly quoted.

When I assumed office there were no es-
tablished procedures to deal with alle-
gations of breaches of section 174.

The then Secretary for Local Govern-
ment advised me he could not recall the
last prosecution for a breach of the
pecuniary interest provisions.

It was clear to me that such allegations
were matters the previous Government
did not want to know about.

The task of tabulating every allegation
made would be a large task as all files
relating to all councils would need to be
researched and I am not prepared to
agree to this.

After referring the first allegations I re-
ceived to the police for investigation, I
caused discussions to take place between
local government officers and police
officers to establish clear procedures.

These are that Department of Local
Government inspectors will conduct
investigations except in remote areas
where police will assist.

I have also established a set of internal
guidelines to assist in making consistent
decisions as to whethcr prosecutions
should be undertaken or whether other
action is more appropriate.

A working party involving the associ-
ations of local government and the De-
partment of Local Government is pres-
ently reviewing the pecuniary interest
provisions of the Act.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Small Claims Tribunal: Claims

2525. Mr WATT, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Could he detail the number of claims

lodged with the Small Claims Tribunal
during each of the last two years?

(2) Of each, how many claims were success-
ful?

(3) Can he detail the number of each which
were from the metropolitan area of
Perth and from country areas?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) and (2) This information will take time

to collate. The Minister for Consumer
Affairs will reply to the member by let-
ter with this information, in due course.

(3) Separate figures are not kept for Claims
from the metropolitan area and from
country areas.

NATURAL DISASTER: DROUGHT

Declaration: Criteria

2526. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the crop yield qualification criteria

been changed for drought declaration
for farming properties?

(2) If "Yes", what were the previous quali-
fications, and what are the new qualifi-
cations?

(3) What were the reasons for this change?
(4) Was the rapid escalation of farm op-

erating costs taken into consideration
when determining the figure?

(5) Does he realise: the situation of farmers
who have suffered droughts in recent
years, and who because of these
guidelines no longer qualify, which af-
fects their ability to obtain concessional
loans and protection from pressure by
hire purchase companies demanding
their payments and threatening repos-
session of machinery?
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Mr EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Previous qualifications were met if "a

natural disaster due to unusually low
rainfall causing an unusually low yield
per unit area" was experienced.
The present qualifications are yields per
unit area lower than 55 per cent of the
shire average over the 20 years 1963-
1982 inclusive.

(3) The previous qualifications were subjec-
tive and thus liable to lead to anomalies
in declarations.

(4) No. Drought is related to weather, not
farm operating costs.

(5) The guidelines presently used should en-
sure that areas are declared drought-af-
fected as frequently as could be sup-
ported on the basis of natural disaster
criteria.
I realise the serious financial position of
many farmers and have taken steps to
see that finances will be available for
this year's cropping programme.

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
MENT: HERDSMAN LAKE

Indus trial Estate: Mining

2527. Dr DADOLJR, to the Minister for the En-
vironment:
(1) Would he please state on what date-

(a) the Government of the day ap-
proved the "Herdsman Park Estate
Environmental Review and Man-
agement Programme," Recommen-
dations of the Environmental Pro-
tection Authority (EPA), contained
in Department of Conservation and
Environment Bulletin No. Ill1,
March, 1982;

(b) approval to commence construction
of the Herdsman Industrial Estate
was given, and by whom was ap-
proval given;

(c) monitoring of the Herdsman Indus-
trial Estate as outlined in the En-
vironmental Review and Manage-
ment Programme (EPA) Report
No. Ill1, commenced;

(d) the first year monitoring report of
the Herdsman Industrial Estate
project was submitted to the En-
vironmental Protection Authority;

(e) the Environmental Protection Auth-
ority reported to the Minister;

(Q) the first year monitoring report was
released to the public and the Min-
ister responsible for releasing the
report;

(g) the second year monitoring report
commenced, and who is responsible
for carrying out the second year
monitoring programme?

(2) Is the second year monitoring report ex-
pected to be submitted to the Environ-
mental Protection Authority?

(3) Who is the Minister responsible for en-
suring that the recommendations of the
Environmental Protection Authority
contained in Bulletin No. I1I1 of March,
1982 are implemented?

(4) Does he concur with the statement by
the Environmental Protection Authority
that "existence of mining claims over
this central area can be seen as a con-
stant threat of further excavation"?

(5) If "Yes" to (4), what precise steps has
he initiated to remove this threat?

(6) If "No" to (4), what is his attitude to
the fact that the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority has lodged objec-

tions to mining at Herdsman Lake?
(7) Will information gathered by his depart-

ment be used by the Metropolitan Re-
gion Planning Authority in maintaining
its objection to mining at Herdsman
Lake?

(8) (a) Will this information be available
to other parties objecting to mining
at Herdsman Lake?

(b) If "No", why not?
Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) (a) The project is under the control of

the MRPA and one of the con-
ditions of development is that the
recommendations in bulletin I I1 be
followed by the developer. The pro-
ject was approved on 3 May 1982.

(b) See (a).
(c) Mid-July 1982.
(d) 8 March 1984.
(e) The EPA has not completed its as-

sessment of the monitoring report.
(I) The report has not yet been re-

leased.
(g) Monitoring is an ongoing process

and is undertaken by Herdsman
Nominees who report to- the
MRPA. The second phase started
in October 1983.

(2) Yes.
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(3) This is the responsibility of the Minister
for Planning through the MRPA.

(4) Yes.

(5) The EPA's concern has been made
known to the Minister for Minerals and
Energy.

(6)

(7)
Not applicable.
Any appropriate information would be
available for the consideration of the
MRPA who would decide to what pur-
pose it should be put.

(8) (a) I would have no objection to the re-
lease of this information subject to
the agreement of the MRPA.

(b) Sce (a).

MINING: HERDSMAN LAKE

Mineral Claim No. 20396

2528. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy:

With respect to application for mineral
claim 20396 would he please state-
(a) the name of the applicant;
(b) the minerals being sought by the

applicant;
(c) on what date the application for the

tenement was lodged;
(d) on what date the application for the

authority to occupy reserved land
was lodged?

(e) on what date the application was
referred by the Mines Department
to the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority;

(f) the names of individuals, groups
and Government agencies who have
lodged objections to the application;

(g) which of the objections are still
current;

(h) on what date the application will be
heard in the Mining Warden's
Court;

(i) on what date he was informed that
mineral claim application 20396
covers Reserve No. 31906, which is
the site of the World Wildlife Fund
Study Centre, and

(I) on what date he informed the
World Wildlife Fund that the study
centre site was covered by an appli-
cation for a mining tenement?

Mr

(a)
(b)

PARKER replied:
Mallina Holdings Limited;
diatomaceous earth, silica, and glass
sands;

(c) 24 October 1980;
(d) 24 October 1980;
(e)

(f)

(g)
(h)

not referred;
WA National Parks and Reserves As-
sociation Inc.
City of Stirling
Conservation Council of Western Aus-
tralia;
all;
not determined yet;
I was informed on 6 January 1984;
I understand that discussions have taken
place between the MRPA, the Mines
Department and the World Wildlife
Fund on this matter. It appears that, in
many respects at least, the interests of
the World Wildlife Fund and the
MRPA coincide with those of the appli-
cant.

MINING: HERDSMAN LAKE

Mineral Claim No. 21534

2529. Dr DADOUR. to the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy:

With respect to application for mineral
claim No. 21534 would he please
state-
(a) the name of the applicant;
(b) the minerals being sought by the

applicant;
(c) on what date the application for the

tenement was lodged;
(d) on what date the application was

referred by the Mines Department
to the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority;

(e) the names of individuals, groups
and Government agencies who have
lodged objections to the application;

(I) which of the objections are still
current, and

(g) on what date the application will be
heard in the Mining Warden's
Court?

Mr PARKER replied:

(a) Mallina Holdings Limited;
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(b) diatomaceous earth, silica, and glass
sands;

(c) 8 December 1981:
(d) not referred;
(c) City of Stirling

Metropolitan Regional Planning Auth-
ority;

(f) neither:
(g) the application was heard in the War-

den's Court on 13 April 1983 where
Mallina was given leave to withdraw.

MINING: HERDSMAN LAKE

Mineral Claim No. 21534

2530. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy:

With respect to application for mineral
claim No. 20572 would he please
state-

(a) the name of the applicant;

(b) the date on which the application
was heard in the Mining Warden's
Court;

(c) the recommendations of the Mining
Warden as a result of that hearing;

(d) if he has considered the Warden's
recommendations;

(e) If "Yes", his decision on the rec-
ommendations:

(f) if "No", when he expects to make
his decision on the recommen-
dations;

(g) if he will inform the parties who
lodged objections to the application
his decision on the application;

(h) if "Yes", when he expects to inform
the objectors, and

(i) if "No". why not?

Mr PARKER replied:
(a) Mallina Holdings Limited;

(b) 19 October 1983;

(c) recommendation for approval;

(d) no;

(c) answered by (f);
(f) within three months;

(g) Yes:

(h) shortly a fter a decision is made;

(i) answered by (h).

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
MENT: HERDSMAN LAKE

Industrial Estate: Dredging

2531. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning:

With regard to the large lake created at
the northern end of Herdsman Lake as
part of stage one of the Herdsman Park
Industrial Estate, would the Minister
please state-
(a) on what date did dredging com-

mence;
(b) on what date did construction fin-

ish;
(c) what was the maximum depth

dredged;
(d) what is the maximum depth of this

lake now it is completed:
(e) what is the minimum depth of the

lake now it is completed;
(f) what is the area in hectares of this

lake;
(g) will he table the landscape plan for

this lake area;
(h) is stage one of the Herdsman Park

Industrial Estate complete;
(i) if "Yes', on what date was it com-

pleted;
(I) if "No", when is it expected to be

complete;
(k) on what date will the Metropolitan

Region Planning Authority accept
total responsibility for management
of stage one of the Herdsman Park
Industrial Estate;

(1) on what date did stage two of the
Herdsman Park Industrial Estate
commence;

(in) on what date is it expected stage
two of the Herdsman Park Indus-
trial Estate will be completed?

Mr PARKER replied:
(a) August 1982;
(b) construction is not finished;
(c) 14 metres;
(d) and (c) Answered by (b);
(f) 8.88 hectares approximately;
(g) a landscape plan can be made available

to the member;
(h) no;
(i) not applicable;
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(J) completion is expected after backfilling
from stages 2 and 3 is deposited on the
lake bed to bring the bed to designed
levels;

(k) in accordance with the legal agreement,
the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority will take over maintenance of
the area 12 months after completion of
the total project;

(1) April 1983;
(in) October 1984.

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
MENT: HERDSMAN LAKE

Industrial Estate Dredging

2532. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning:

With regard to Reserve No. 31906
would the Minister please state-
(a) on what date was permission given

to carry out a dredge and fill oper-
ation on the reserve;

(b) who gave permission;,
(c) for what purpose was dredge and

fill carried out;
(d) when was the dredge and fill oper-

ation completed:

(e) in whom is Reserve No. 31906
vested;

(F) what is the purpose of the reserve;
(g) what is its classification under the

Land Act;
(h) as the reserve is within the land

area zoned for parks and recreation
under the Metropolitan Region
Scheme, who has the overriding
decision making responsibility for
development and management of
this reserve?

Mr PARKER replied:
(a) On 9 October 1981;
(b) the Metropolitan Region Planning

Authority:,

(c-) to provide a sand pad with surrounding
open water area as a suitable site for the
World Wildlife Fund Nature Study
Centre;

(d) in December 1981;
(e) the reserve is a Crown reserve and has

not been vested in any other authority;,
(f) for parkland and recreation;

(g) a general Crown reserve;
(h) the Metropolitan Region

Authority.
Planning

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Newdegate South

2533. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy.
(1) With regard to the State Energy Com-

mission rural extension to Newdegate
South, is this line currently under con-
struct ion?

(2) How many State Energy Commission
personnel are involved in the project?

(3) What daily travelling is involved by the
construction staff?

(4) Has the payment of overtime in order to
facilitate construction and minimise
intra travelling and living costs ended?

(5) (a) If "Yes" to (4), for what reason has
this overtime payment been discon-
tinued;

(b) how much additional construction
time will now be added to the ori-
ginal programme;

(c) what additional cost will this extra
time and travel involve;

(d) when is the line expected to be
completed?

Mr PARKER replied:
(I) Yes.

(2) 13.

(3) 85 km daily.
(4) No (overtime was temporarily curtailed

during a review of budgets but has been
re-introduced on a few selected projects
where overtime working will achieve net
economies for the project as a whole).

(5) (a) to (c) Not applicable;

(d) approximately 5 weeks' time.

MEAT: INDUSTRY

inquiry: Report

2534. Mr OLD. to the Minister for Agriculture:
When does he expect to have the
findings of the Committee of Inquiry
into the Meat Industry available for
publication?
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Mr EVANS replied:
The committee of inquiry will present its
report to me in July 1984 and I will then
report to Cabinet.

RAILWAYS

Katanning: Depot Closure

2535. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Will he please state whether or not it is

the intention of Westrail to close the op-
erational depot at Katanning in
November 1984?

(2) If "Yes", please state what plans have
been made to provide alternative em-

ployment for the crews and yard staff'
who will become redundant?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes. Westrail's intention is to close the
operational depot at Katanning in
November.

(2) Locomotive crews will transfer to
Forrestfield. However, consideration will
be given to an alternative depot of their
choice if requested.

Guards and shuniers will be relocated
following personal interviews by an
interview team and every effort will be
made to meet the needs of the employee
concerned.

FISHERIES

Salmon: Record Catches

2536. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

In view of the present record catches of
salmon, would he detail the avenues
which are being explored to find mar-
kets to ensure a reasonable return to
fishermen?

Mr EVANS replied:

The Director of Fisheries has had
lengthy discussions with Hunts Foods
Pty. Ltd. and West Ocean Canning Pty.
Ltd. Both companies are using their best
commercial endeavours to expand the
sale of salmon, including the possibility
of gaining overseas markets.

FISH ER IES

Salmon: Dumping

2537. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:
(1) Is he aware of allegations of dumping of

New Zealand canned salmon on the

Australian market under the description
"Australian Salmon"?

(2) Are these allegations well founded?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), what action has he
taken to redress the situation?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) An announcement was made by

me on 13 February that the Director of
Fisheries would arrange a meeting dur-
ing 1984 of all interested parties to ex-
plore the subject Of the import Of Salmon
from New Zealand. A copy of the Press
release will be passed to the member.

GRAIN: RICE

Ord River: Mtill

2538. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
With regard to the rice industry on the
Ord project-
(a) has a decision been taken to close

the rice mill;
(b) if "Yes" to (a), what arrangements

are being made to accommodate the
needs of rice producers in the
valley?

Mr EVANS replied:
(a) Yes;
(b) the one farmer who intended to grow

rice in 1984 must make his own arrange-
ments if he chooses to continue growing
rice.

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES

Number

2539. Mr OLD, to the Premier:
(1) What number of Government vehicles

were attached to the Government
Garage in Dumas House in-
(a) December 1982;
(b) December 1983?

(2) How many were-
(a) passenger vehicles;
(b) commercial vehicles;
in each of the periods?
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(3) How many passenger vehicles were allo-
cated to Ministers and senior public ser-
vants in each of the periods?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) At I December 1982, 45 Govern-

ment vehicles, including one commercial
vehicle, were attached to the Govern-
ment Garage, Dumnas House, West
Perth.
Of that number, 16 were allocated for
use by Ministers, 6 by members of Par-
liament and the remainder were Govern-
ment Garage pool vehicles.
At I December, 1983. 57 Government
vehicles, including one commercial ve-
hicle, were attached to the Government
Garage.
Of that number, 16 were allocated for
use by Ministers, 8 by members of Par-
liament, and the remainder were
Government Garage pool vehicles.

STATE FORESTS: PINE

Donnybrook-Ba Iingup and Manjiniup: Freehold
Properties

2540. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Forests:
How many freehold farming properties
are currently under offer to the Govern-
ment or any Government
instrumentality or department for the
purpose of planting pines in the-
(a) Shire of Manjimup;
(b) Shire of Donnybrook- Ba lingup?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(a) Eleven;
(b) seven.

ARGENTINE ANTS

Herdsman Lake

2541. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Has he yet received the report of the

working party into the future of the Ar-
gentine ant eradication programme?

(2) If "Yes", what is the timetable for com-
plete eradication at Herdsman Lake?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) and (2) A technical working party has

been formed specifically to advise on the
control of Argentine ants at Herdsman
Lake. The working party will advise on

the control programme beginning in the
1984-85 summer period.

QUESTIONS

On Notice: Answers

2542. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Government going to provide the

information requested by the Hon.
Gordon Masters MLC, on 2 August
1983 in the Legislative Council question
No. 42 and subsequently independently
requested by me in the Legislative As-
sembly on Tuesday 16 August,
1983-question No. 625, and of which
he has been reminded on a number of
occasions?

(2) Is the Government going to provide the
information requested by question No.
1510 in the Legislative Assembly on 13
October 1983 and further defined in
question 1743 in the Legislative As-
sembly on 26 October 1983?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes. The information is being updated

and will be available shortly.
(2) Yes. A survey has been completed and

the information is being collated.
The Leader of the Opposition, with his
previous ministerial experience, should
appreciate the amount of time and effort
involved in preparing answers to com-
plex and detailed questions.
For the information of the Leader of the
Opposition, the cost per question
averaged $140 at 16 August of last year.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Staff: Dr Rodney Vaughan

2543. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) When did Dr Rodney Vaughan com-

mence as a consultant to the Minister?
(2) For what period is Dr Vaughan's ap-

pointment?
(3) (a) Are any transport economists em-

ployed on the staff of-
(i) The Co-ordinator General of

Transport;
(ii) Westrail;
(iii) Metropolitan Transport Trust?

(b) If so, who are these officers?
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(4) What other Ministerial advisers are at-
tached to the staff of the Minister for
Transport. Regional Development and
the North-West with special responsi-
bility for "Bunbury 2000"?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) 6 March 1984.
(2) 12 months.

(3) (a) and (b) The member's question is
apparently motivated by a recent Press
article which mistakenly referred to Dr
Vaughan as a transport economist.
Although he is not a specialist transport
economist, Dr Vaughan has degrees in
statistics and transport engineering, is
the author of many professional papers
on transport, and is regarded as an emi-
nent member of the Australian transport
community.

(4) 1 do not have any -ministerial advisers"
on my staff.

PORT

Esperane: Gypsum

2544. Mr LAURANCE. to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What improvements will be established

at the Port of Esperance to handle in-
creased tonnages of gypsum?

(2) What will be the cost of these
improvements?

(3) How will these improvements be
funded?

(4) What is the present cost per tonne for
port handling and loading of gypsum at
the port of Esperance?

(5) Will the port handling and loading costs
increase as a result of the
improvements?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Improvements planned for the Port of
Esperance to handle increased tonnages
of gypsum arc the construction of-
(a) a road/rail receival hopper;
(b) a new stacker; and
(c) new reclaim hoppers.

(2) At this time the final cost has not been
quantified. However, it should be deter-
mined in the near future.

(3) Funding for the project will be from in-
scribed stock borrowings account
Esperance Port Authority.

(4) Present costs associated with the hand-
ling and loading of gypsum are-

wharfage 85c per tonne
bulk conveyor hire 25c per tonne
wharf clean-up at cost.

All stock piling and loading operations
are currently done by private contract,
with port authority supervision of the
bulk conveyor.

(5) The cost for handling and loading
gypsum at Esperance is not expected to
increase as a result of the improvements.

PORT

Espera ace: Gypsum

2545. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What will be the cost of constructing a

loading siding and other improvements
in order for Westrail to commence
transporting gypsum to the port of
Esperance?

(2) When is Westrail expected to commence
this service?

(3) Will the rate charged be a commercial
rate which takes into account the cost of
the necessary improvements?

(4) How will the rate charged compare with
existing road transport charges for the
same task?

(5) Can he give an assurance that no
transport subsidy is being made
available in this case which would disad-
vantage other gypsum exporters in other
parts of the State?

Mr GRI LL replied:
(1) $74000.
(2) Late April 1984.
(3) Yes.
(4) Competitively.
(5) Yes.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTES

Pilbara: Maritime Unions

2546. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Industrial Re-
lations:
(I) Does the Minister's Government support

recurring strike actions by maritime
unions in the Pilbara iron ore ports
trying to influence the proportion and
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cost of Australian National Line's par-
ticipation in the bulk transport of iron
ore?

(2) If not, what has the Minister's Govern-
ment done to stop these actions?

Mr PARKER replied:
(I) No.
(2) This matter predominantly concerned

the Federal jurisdiction. However, the
Government of Western Australia has
ensured that its views on the matter
were made known.

SHIPPING

Bulk Carriers: Construct ion

2547. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for In-
dustrial Development:
(1) Is he aware that BHP is ordering two

200 000 tonne class ore-coal carriers for
transporting iron ore from the Pilbara
and coal from Queensland?

(2) What has he done to try to secure any
Western Australian participation in
building these vessels?

Mr BRYCE rcplicd:
(1) 1 am advised that no order has been

placed at the present time and BHP has
still to make a decision as to whether it
will require one or two vessels.

(2) BHP is aware of the interest of the WA
Government in this project.

TAXATION

Capital Gains: Government Aititude

2548. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
Could he please say whether his Govern-
ment as a policy is in favour or against
the introduction of capital gains tax by
the Commonwealth?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Western Australian Government
would not be in favour of introduction if
this acted to increase the overall tax
burden on the community. However, the
Government does not believe that the
matter of the appropriateness of the
current tax structure should be regarded
as a closed issue or that the existing mix
of taxes should be regarded as sacro-
sanct.
There is need for a complete review of
tax laws in Australia if the fairest distri-

bution of the tax burden is to be
achieved and individual initiative en-
hanced.

PROBATE

Duty: Government Attitude

2549. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
Could he please say whether his Govern-
menit as a policy is in favour or against
the introduction of any type of probate
duty under whatever name by the Com-
monwealth?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Western Australian Government
would not be in favour of introduction if
this acted to increase the overall tax
burden on the community. However, the
Government does not believe that the
matter of the appropriateness of the
current tax structure should be regarded
as a closed issue or that the existing mix
of taxes should be regarded as sacro-
sanct.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS

Graduates: Preferences

2550. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

To avoid all sorts of insinuation of
favouritism and/or discrimination, could
he please describe the exact rules apply-
ing to employing graduates of teachers
colleges in Government primary schools:
in particular, could he disclose in detail
the preferences applying to-
(a) the year of graduation;
(b) the marks achieved (academic,

teaching, practise or aggregate);
(c) the taking into consideration the

other additional qualifications;
(d) age;

Mr
(a)

(e) marital status, and
(f) any other circumstances?

PEARCE replied:
to (f) Employment of graduates of
teachers' colleges in Government pri-
mary schools is in terms of merit and
availability for country service. Marital
status, age, and year of graduation are
not used to discriminate between appli-
cants. Merit is determined by an aggre-
gate mark based on academic results,
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teaching practice, and interview, If all
other factors are equal, a breadwinner
will receive preference over a non-bread-
winner.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTES

Pilbara Maritime Unions

2551. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Is he aware that Nippon Steel Corpor-

ation as representative of Japanese blast
furnace steel maker late last year wrote
to four Western Australian iron ore
companies expressing the steel mills
grave displeasure over the Australian
Seamen's Union's "intervention" in the
Australian National Line negotiations
and their industrial action against
Japanese vessels which the Japanese de-
scribed inter a lia as-

"such strike intervening against the
issue of private company's nego-
tiation has never been seen in any
other part of the world, not only in
advanced countries, but in de-
veloping countries/communist
countries. We are greatly concerned
that such strike following the recent
10 weeks strike will again cause un-
easiness to stable supply of Aus-
tralian iron ore and have an effect
on the iron ore trade between Japan
and Australia in the future"?

(2) What has he done or is he going to do
about such strong terms expressed by
the usually most polite and mild man-
nered purchasers of Western Australia's
largest export produce?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) I am not aware of any actual correspon-
dence between Nippon Steel Corpor-
ation and the WA iron ore producers.
However, I am aware of published re-
ports where a similar form of words to
those cited has been attributed to the
Japanese steel mills in expressing con-
cern at industrial action by the Seamen's
Union of Australia.

(2) As the Australian National Line is a
Federal body and the regulation of in-
dustrial relations in the shipping indus-
try falls largely with the Federal
jurisdiction, the State Government has
no direct involvement with the dispute. I
understand that the negotiations which

the dispute was directed at have for-
mulated a provisional freight rate for the
ANL and that, for the moment at least,
the dispute is over. The Government is
concerned about the viability of the iron
ore and Australian shipping industries
and is available to assist in any way it
can to resolve industrial disputes affect-
ing those industries. However, it does
not wish to impose itself on the industry,
and no party has requested the Govern-
ment's involvement.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTES

Pilbara: Government Action

2552. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

Considering the view of the Japanese
steel makers that Australian ore pro-
ducers had to accept the full price cuts
for 1984-85 Japanese fiscal year in order
to retain their present market share in
Japan, what action has he or his
Government taken to ensure industrial
peace and stable wages in the Pilbara to
enable iron ore producers to cope with
the reduced price?

Mr PARKER replied:
The WA Government is vigorously pur-
suing the formation of an iron ore indus-
try consultative council in accordance
with the Labor Party's consensus ap-
proach to industrial relations. Legislat-
ive amendments are also in preparation.
A detailed exposition of these new ar-
rangements is to be made in the near
future.

ROADS

Western Suburbs Task Force: Membership and
Terms of Reference

2553. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning:
(1) When was the western suburbs road task

force established?.
(2) Who is/are its chairman and members?
(3) What is the term of reference?

(4) By what date has the task force been
asked to report?

Mr PARKER replied:
(I) The task force commenced the study on

24 January 1984.
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(2) The chairman is Mr P. Lalor, and the
members represent the following-
(a) Perth City Council

Fremantle City Council
Stirling City Council
Nedlands City Council
Subiaco City Council
Claremont Town Council
Cottesloe Town Council;

(b) Town Planning Department;
(c) Main Roads Department;,
(d) Servetus Street Action Group;
(e) Rochdale Road Residents Com-

mittee.
(3) The terms of reference are-

(a) to examine the western suburbs
road system, with particular
reference to the north-south access;,

(b) to comment on metropolitan region
scheme amendment No. 410/33, its
report and recommendations;

(c) to extamine and consider recent and
proposed developments in the area;

(d) to consider public submissions;,
(e) to report and make recommen-

dations to the Government no later
than 30 June 1984.

(4) See 3 (e) above.

DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER
AND CABINET

Accommodation: Cost

2554. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Could he please inform the House how

much the overall cost has been or is
going to be to prepare the office space
for the Premier and the Department of
the Premier and Cabinet in the City
Mutual Building, including alterations
to the building, additions, furnishings
etc?

(2) How much of this cost has been paid by
the lessor and how much by the Govern-
ment?

(3) From which item of the appropriation in
the 1983-84 Budget is the Government's
part of the cost sourced?

Mr MeIVER replied:
(1) The work is still continuing and the

member will be advised of the cost when
the final figure is available.

(2) See (I) above.

(3) Consolidated Revenue Fund, Division
70, item 19, alterations and
improvements-other public buildings.

WATER RESOURCES

Catchment Areas: Pigs

2555. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) How has the recently reported wild pig

proliferation in forest and farming areas
affected the catchment areas of the sur-
face reservoirs?

(2) What action has the Metropolitan
Water Authority and the Public Works
Department taken to prevent pollution?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) There is no recent evidence of any

significant proliferation of wild pigs,
although it is known that their territory
is gradually spreading. Apart from
minor localised increases in turbidity.
they do not currently constitute a prob-
lem on the catebment areas controlled
by either MWA or PWD.

(2) In 1983 the MWA trapped and swabbed
over 100 wild pigs. These swabs were
tested by the State Health Laboratories,
and the results indicated that the pigs
are not currently carrying pathogens
that would constitute a public health
hazard. The position is being monitored
by the Feral Pig Control (Southern For-
est) Committee on which the MWA and
PWD are represented.

SEWERAGE

Backlog: Funds

2556. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

In view of the apparent interest by the
Australian Government to again assist
in catching up the backlog of sewering
Australian cities, has he made represen-
tation to the responsible Minister in
Canberra to have Perth included in any
early allocations of funds for this pur-
pose?

Mr TON KIN replied:

Following the article in The West Aus-
tralian of 19 March 1984, contact was
made with the Department of
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Territories and Local Government in
Canberra.

It has been ascertained that the Com-
monwealth Government is considering a
national coastal pollution and sewerage
rectification programme. The extent of
the scheme and any conditions applying
to it have not been determined.
The position relating to the large
unsewered area in the Perth metropoli-
tan area is well understood in Canberra.
However, it appears likely that initial
priority within any scheme that is devel-
oped will be mainly directed to sewerage
treatment and disposal problems in
coastal areas.

HEALTH: DENTAL
Therapy Centres: Lake King and Lake Varley

2557, Mr OLD, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there any plans to extend the school

dental service to Lake King and Lake
Va rley?

(2) If not, will he investigate the possibility
of providing such service to these
isolated schools?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No. At present children from Lake King

and Lake Varley attend the school den-
tal service mobile unit as it visits
Newdegate, twice yearly.

(2) An extension of the service reqpires con-
siderable support such as upgraded elec-
tricity supplies, provision of an appropri-
ate hard-standing surface for the lo-
cation of the mobile unit, installation of
drainage and availability of staff accom-
modation for the duration of the visit.
This issue will be reviewed in the prep-
aration of the 1984-85 Budget sub-
missions.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Station: Bunbury

2558. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What technical assistance is the State

Energy Commission providing to assist
Korean interests develop their interest
and participation in a new power station
in the south-west as part of an alu-
minium/power station project?

(2) What is the value of technical assistance
so far provided to assist the various
Korean interests?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The member for Narrogin is

aware that the State Energy Com-
mission has been co-operating with
Kukje-1CC Corporation and Korea
Heavy Industries and Construction
Company Ltd. over a period of more
than two years in joint studies and the
development of plant designs and speci-
fications for a new power station in the
south-west as part of the proposed alu-
minium smelter/power station project.
There has been no technical assistance
provided apart from the joint develop-
ment of specific project details. The
commission's efforts constitute part of
the project development costs whickL in
turn are part of the overall expenditure
to be funded by the commission and the
private owners of the proposed power
station when the project proceeds.

LAND: ABORIGINES

Rights: Inquiry
2559. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister with

special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) What costs have so far been expended in
the conduct of the Seaman Inquiry into
Aboriginal Land Rights in Western
Australia?

(2) What is the estimate of costs yet to be
incurred by the above inquiry?

(3) What costs were involved in printing
and distributing the discussion paper cir-
culated by the commissioner conducting
the inquiry?

(4) What public funds have been expended
on assisting Aboriginal groups and com-
munities prepare submissions for the in-
quiry?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The expenditure by the Aboriginal land

inquiry as at 29 February 1984 was
$163 969.44.

(2) No estimate can be made.
(3) The cost to date of printing and

distributing the discussion paper has
been $5 826.92. Revenue from sales to
date is $2 976.
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(4) The expenditure by the Aboriginal
liaison committee on grants to assist Ab-
original groups and communities to pre-
pare submissions for the Aboriginal land
inquiry totalled $217 61l as at 29
February 1984.

ABORIGINES

Aboriginal Af(fairs Planning Authority:
Expenditure

2560. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

Will he please detail the individual items
of expenditure which comprise the
$505 000 expended by the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority for the six
months ended 31 December 19,83?

Mr WILSON replied:.

The source of information upon which
the moember has based his question is not
known. The ongoing expenditure' of
funds by the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority as at 31 December
1983 was $257 724.04. At the same
date, expenditure by the Aboriginal land
inquiry was S99 561.07 and by the Ab-
original liaison committee was
$ 194 027.26. The individual items of ex-
penditure are detailed in the document
which I now table.

The document was tabled (see paper No.
66T.)

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Expenditure
2561. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Industrial Development:.
(1) For what reasons was $4 772 985 ex-

pended on industrial development in the
six months ended 31 December 1983?

(2) Did the above sum include funding ex-
pended on the Small Business Develop-
ment Corporation and the technology de-
velopment corporation?

(3) For what reason is the item expenditure
some 45 per cent more than the amount
expended in the corresponding period of
the previous Financial year?

(4) For what purpose was $25 092 expended
from the General Loan Fund on indus-
trial development in the seone six months
period?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(I) Expenditure was in accordance with the
normal activities of the department

(2) There is no such body as a technology
development corporation.

(3) Because of the disastrous involvement
by a previous Liberal/NCP Party
Government in the Bunbury Foods
fiasco.

(4) A loan to the Esperance Fishermen's
Co-operative.

STATE FINANCE

Treasury: Miscellaneous Services

2562. Mr PETER JONES, to the Treasurer:
(1) Was a sum of $69 574 760 expended on

"Miscellaneous Services" within his de-
partment in the six months ended 31
December 1983?

(2) What was the expenditure for
"Miscellaneous Services" in the corre-
sponding period of the preceding
financial year?

(3) What additional or different services or
activities are now funded through this
item?

(4) Will the Treasurer please detail the ex-
penditure and the recipients of the
funding referred to in part (1) of this
question?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 540 969 203.

(3) The only significant new item of expen-
diture included in the 1983-84 miscel-
laneous services Division is item
143-transFer to State Development
Fund. This provides for the re-a ppropri-
ation of $50 million for royalties to be
received from the Argyle diamond joint
venturers for acquisition by the State of
the Northern Mining Company.

(4) As the miscellaneous services Division
contains over 145 expenditure items, I
will arrange for a detailed list to be pro-
vided to the member.
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EDUCATION: UNIVERSITIES

University Building Act: Expenditure

2563. Mr PETER JONES, to the Treasurer:

(1) For what purpose is the University
Building Act 1952, a Statute of the
Western Australian Parliament?

(2) For what purpose was $104 544 ex-
pended under this Act in the six months
ended 3 December 1983?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The main purposes of the Act were to

authorise the Western Australian Uni-
versity Senate to borrow funds to a
maximum of $200 000 to meet the cost
of constructing University buildings and
to make the State responsible for the re-
imbursement to the university of the
debt charges. The Act specified the
terms for the payment of the interest
and capital and also made provision for
the early acquittal of the loans by the
State.

(2) The expenditure comprised payments as
follows-

debt charges on loans in re-
spect of quarter ended
30 June 1983 ...........

balance of outstanding
capital on loans .........

3 749

100 795

104 544

The payment acquitted the State's total
liability on debt charges to the univer-
sity in accordance with the provisions of
the Act

PASTORAL INDUSTRY: LEASE

Bow River Statlion

2564. Mr PETER JONES, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Government provided $250 000

by way of a loan to the Warmun Com-
munity to assist with the purchase of the
Bow River Station?

(2) If so, what are the repayment terms of
the loan, and what security has been
taken by the State Government to secure
the loan?

(3) How many Aborigines have indicated to
the Government their intention to live
and work on Bow River Station?

(4) Are there any special conditions being
applied by the Government which must
be agreed by the Warmun Community
before the loan is granted?

(5) If so, what conditions is the Government
seeking to impose?

(6) Will he table any correspondence be-
tween the parties concerned and associ-
ated with the proposed loan?

(7) Was the Government aware of other ef-
forts being made at the same time by a
non-Aboriginal family to purchase the
property for pastoral and cattle raising
operations?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) No. An amount of up to $250 000 is to
be provided for this purpose from the SI
million earmarked for the social impact
assessment group from the $50 million
advance payment of Argyle royalties.

(2) The terms of the loan would be agreed
to by the Treasurer and would be related
to the terms of settlement.

(3) This is a matter for the Warmun Com-
munity.

(4) Yes.

(5) The community is required to provide
written assurance that it would strictly
adhere to the standard terms for a pas-
toral lease and to the mining and pet-
roleum Acts.

(6) No. This matter is the subject of current
negotiation.

(7) Yes.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Staff: Transfers

2565. Mr PETER JONES! to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Was the Minister correctly quoted in

The West Australian of Monday 27
February 1984, as having told a meeting
of Westrail workers that "they may sit
around and do nothing, but there is no
plan to transfer them"?

(2) If the Government is intending to pay
Westrail workers for not working, how
does this intention relate to the Minis-
ter's stated intention of making Westrail
more commercially competitive and
economically viable?
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(3) In the interests of greater commercial
competition are transfers of any
Westrail personnel proposed at all?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1)
(2)

No. The quotation was out of context.

All Westrail staff will be usefully em-
ployed by suitable division of work.

(3) Yes.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Power Station: Bun bury

2566. Mr PETER ION ES, to the Premier:
(1) With regard to ongoing negotiations to

establish an aluminiumn smelter in the
south-west, what is the current state of
negotiations with the proposed Korean
equity partner?

(2) What concessions and/or assistance have
been provided to help the Korean
interests commit to the project?

(3) What additional forms of subsidy, price
support, or Financial assistance did the
Koreans seek in the course of discussions
in Seoul during the week commencing
Monday 6 February 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Discussions between the State smelter

task force negotiating team and rep-
resentatives of Reynolds Metals
Company and Kukje/ICC of Korea are
scheduled to be held in Perth next week
in an endeavour to resolve any outstand-
ing issues. It is hoped that following
those discussions, the joint venture part-
ners will commit to a detailed economic
and engineering feasibility study leading
to the establishment of a smelter in the
south-west.

(2) and (3) As the member for Narrogin
would appreciate, it is not appropriate
for the Government to give details of
positions taken or argued by the respect-
ive parties in the course of negotiations
of this kind. What matters is the pos-
ition finally agreed and in that respect
the member may be assured that the
officers and Ministers concerned are and
will continue to protect the State's
interests while co-operating with the
joint venturers in a joint endeavour to
obtain an important new industry for
this State.
As to the question of concessions , I have
personally made it clear to the partici-

pants that the Government is not pre-
pared to subsidise a smelter by way of
concessions that would impact on the
people of Western Australia as tax-
payers or consumers of electricity.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Submissions: Policies and Objects

2567. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) Are Government departments and statu-

tory authorities which make policy sub-
missions to Government inquiries re-
quired to ensure that their submissions
reflect the Government's overall policies
and objectives?

(2) Are Ministers aware of any such sub-
missions before they are presented and
become public?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) Not to my knowledge.

TRANSPORT: AIR

South African Airways: Flights to
Western Australia

2568. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) Does the State Government support the
continued flights between South Africa
and Western Australia by South African
Airways?

(2) Has the State Government made a sub-
mission to the current review of this air
service being undertaken by the Federal
Government?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", what was
the substance of the submission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) In general terms, the Government would
like to encourage as many international
airlines as possible to operate through
Perth. However, the matter of which
particular airlines operate between Aus-
tralia and another country is a matter
for bilateral negotiations between the
Federal Government and that country.
These negotiations are often complicated
by matters relating to national trade and
foreign affairs policies. In all of these
areas the State has no jurisdiction.

(2) No.

(3) Not relevant.
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IMMIGRATION

Asian: Government Attitude

2569. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) Does the State Government support the

policy of the Hawke Government relat-
ing to an increased proportion of immi-
grants being from Asian countries?

(2) Is he aware that the present Federal pol-
icy has made it virtually impossible for
settlers of British origin to migrate to
Australia from African countries?

(3) Does the Government support this dis-
crimination, especially as potential
investment and family establishment in
Western Australia is being jeopardised?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) I understand the present Federal

Government's immigration policy admits
applicants for approval according to cri-
teria which take no account of country
of origin.

(2) I am not aware this is the case.
(3) Answered by (2).

MINING: IRON ORE
Price Negotiations: Government Involvement

2570. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the recent iron ore price

negotiations between the Japanese steel
mills and the Pilbara ore companies was
the Government involved in the price
negotiations?

(2) Did the Government express any opinion
on policy relating to the negotiations to
the-
(a) Pilbara companies;
(b) Japanese buyers;
(c) Federal Government?

(3) Is the Government concerned at the
price reductions agreed for the current
shipping year?

(4) Was the State Government advised by
the Federal Government that it should
accept the arrangements and price levels
which had been agreed between the
buyers and the Pilbara companies?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) No.

(2) (a) to (c) The State Government main-
tains close liaison with the Pilbara
companies, the Japanese buyers,

and the Federal Government con-
cerning matters affecting the iron
ore industry. The subject of the
1984 price negotiations was in-
cluded in the liaison discussions.

(3) Yes.
(4) The price levels were approved by the

Federal Government after consultation
with the State. The State sought to en-
sure that Western Australia's market
share was protected.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Adelaide Quarry Industries Ltd.: Joint Venture

2571. Mr COURT, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With regard to the announced joint ven-

ture between Westrail and Quarry In-
dustries, what agreement has been
reached between the parties involved?

(2) What capital and operating funds are
being committed to the joint venture by
Westrail?

(3) What advantage does the joint venture
offer Quarry Industries against its
undertaking a normal quarrying oper-
ation at Toodyay and transporting metal
to Kewdale?

(4) Will the proposed joint venture be in di-
rect competition with other existing pri-
vate quarrying companies?

(5) What costing advantage is Westrail able
to offer Quarry Industries?

(6) What is the estimated annual tonnage of
metal involved?

(7) What is the supposed advantage to
Westrail of being financially involved in
the proposed joint venture, rather than
transporting the metal from Toodyay to
Kewdale on a normal commercial basis?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) As the project is a commercial venture,

and one which is still under negotiation
between the parties, the extent of agree-
ment reached is confidential to the par-
ties involved.

(2)

(3)

This is under negotiation.
This information would need to be ob-
tained from Quarry Industries.

(4) Yes.
(5) Not any. The proposed joint venture

company will be required to pay a fair
commercial rate on materials carried by
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Westrail in the same manner as any
other bulk haul client.

(6) The annual tonnage on rail is expected
to range between 250 000 to 500 000.

(7) An evaluation on the project shows that
involvement in the joint venture would
be financially viable, showing a return
on capital invested through the sale and
distribution of metal.

Additionally, the evaluation indicates it
would ensure significant traffic is di-
rected to rail, utilising assets, and re-
sources currently under-utilised. Sub-
stantial rent will also be obtained on a
long-term basis for land currently sur-
plus to requirements.

EDUCATION

Non-Government Schools; Per Capita Grants
2572. Mr CLARICO, to the Minister for Edu-

cation:
(1) Have the non-Government education

authorities been advised yet what the
per capita grants for 1984 will be for
primary and secondary students?

(2) If "Yes", what are the amounts and by
what percentage have they been in-
creased in comparison with 1983?

(3) If "No" to (1), when will the infor-
mation be determined and published?

(4) If the figures are available, has there
been an increase in the level of funding,
in real terms, to all non-Government
students and have any of the sectors in
non-Government education been advan-
taged or disadvantaged financially in
1984 versus 1983?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No. However, I have been undertaking
extensive discussions with all bodies as-
sociated with the non-Government
school sector.

2) Not applicable.

(3) The information will be available at the
conclusion of the current round of con-
sultations with the nn-Governmnent
school sector.

(4) Not applicable.

EDUCATION

Non -Government Schools: Interest Subsidy
Scheme

2573. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Has there been any change to the non-

Government schools interest subsidy
scheme?

(2) Has a new scheme been introduced for
the first time, whereby a lump sum has
been allocated to non-Government
schools, i.e., for per capita grants and
the interest subsidy scheme, so that, un-
like previously, any increases in interest
payments are therefore at the expense of
the per capita funding level?

Mr PEARCE replied:.
(I)
(2)

No.
The matter of the level of per capita
grants is currently under discussion with
the non-Government sector. However,
the level of per capita grant will not be
adversely affected by the considerable
increase which has occurred in payments
under the interest subsidy scheme.

FIRES: FIREBREAKS

Westrail:. Chemical Control

2574. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is it the intention of Westrail to use

chemicals in the provision of firebreaks
this year?

(2) If so, have arrangements been made for
the supply of chemicals?

(3) If not, and in view of the possibility of
early growth of vegetation in some parts
of the State will be ensure that the mat-
ter is expedited?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Westrail uses herbicides for the

treatment of some firebreaks but most
are cut by machinery. The intention is to
follow this practice provided suitable
chemicals are available for use.

(2) No arrangements have as yet been made
pending advice from the health
authorities concerning the use of the
herbicide "amitrol".

(3) Until the future use of 'amitrol" is de-
termined, and because of the limited
suitable alternative herbicides available,
early resolution of this matter is un-
likely.
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MINISTER OF THE CROWN:, PREMIER

Accommodation: Cost

2575. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) What has been the actual cost paid, in-

curred or contracted so far for the fit-
ting out of his office and supporting
suite in the City Mutual Building?

(2) What was the cost of the lift installed
between the First floor and the basement
of the building?

(3) Was the cost of the lift included as a
cost to the owner or to the Government,
or is it to be amiortised in rental to be
paid by the Government to the owner?

(4) Is it a fact that the Government has-

(a) no present plans or need for two
floors of the space taken in the City
Mutual Building;

(b) no present commitment for the use
of the four floors in the Kings
Building to which the Government
is committed;

(c) no present plans or commitment in
respect of space vacated in the
Superannuation Building;

(d) over committed in respect of
Government office space to a con-
siderable extent?

(5) If any of these statements is not correct,
would he tell the House what is the
position?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) The work is still continuing and the
member will be advised of the cost when
the final figure is available.

(2) and (3) Not known as the cost has been
borne by the owner.

(4) (a) to (d) The matters raised in respect
to Government accommodation are
being considered by Mr Ray Young, a
consultant engaged by the Government.

Any space not utilised or required in the
City Mutual Tower or any other build-
ing will be considered for subletting on a
commercial basis.

(5) Answered by (4).

EDUCATION

Appropriation (Consolidatred Revenue Fund) Bill:
Response from Minister

2576, Mr CLARKO, to the Premier:
On I December 1983, during the pass-
age of the Appropriation (Consolidated
Revenue Fund) Bill, he gave me an as-
surance, which was subsequently sup-
ported by the Leader of the House, Hon
A. Tonkin MLA, that since the Hon R.
Pearce MLA, Minister for Education
was absent from the Chamber and
therefore would not be able to respond
to the matters which I was about to raise
on the Division relating to Education, he
would arrange for the Minister to obtain
the information and communicate it to
me. Since nearly four months has
elapsed since that assurance was given,
could he please tell me why the response
has been delayed, and when I can expect
to obtain the information sought?

Mr BRI[AN BURKE replied:
This matter has been referred to the
Minister for Education who will advise
the member in respect to the points
raised.

HOUSING

Land: Leeming

2577. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

With reference to the Leeming land re-
cently sold by the State Housing Com-
mission-
(a) was the land sold to the highest bid-

der;

(b) if not, who was the highest bidder;

(c) for what price was the land sold;
(d) what price did the highest bidder

tender;
(e) if the land was not sold to the

highest bidder, why not?
Mr WILSON replied:

(a) No;

(b) as with other commercial transactions
the details of unsuccessful bidders are
considered to be confidential to the par-
Lies concerned;

(c) $3 500 000;
(d) answered by (b);
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(e) in our judgment the bid accepted pro-
vided the greatest opportunity to gener-
ate employment and ultimate advantage
to the community.

TOUR ISM

Travel Agents: Licensing

2578. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

When is the Government's legislation
providing for the negative licensing of
travel agents to come before the Parlia-
ment?

M rTON K IN replied:

Western Australia has agreed to co-op-
erate with the Commonwealth to de-
velop a uniform scheme.

A working party is presently settling ad-
ministrative arrangements and therefore
a time for introduction cannot yet be
given.

ROTTNEST ISLAND

Board: Membership Fees and Remuneration

2579. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

(1) What is the current salary of the man-
ager of the Roitnest Island Board?

(2) Who are the current members of the
board?

(3) What fees, or remuneration, are paid to
the members of the board?

(4) What are the expiry dates of the terms
of the members of the Rottnest Island
Board?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) 537 892.

Expiry date

(2) Dallas Dempster-deputy
chairman

Michael Lewis
Tony Ednie-Brown
Michael Barnett
Pat Barblett (Mrs)
Len Hitchen
Brian Burke-Chairman

(3) No fees or remuneration.

(4) See (2).
(205)

June
June
June
July

October
February

1985
1985
1985
1985
1985
1986

HOUSING

Family Allowance Conversion Scheme

2580. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

When can it be expected that the
Government will honour its pre-election
undertaking to institute a family allow-
ance conversion scheme to assist home
buyers?

Mr WILSON replied:
This scheme will be subject to further
consideration after the Commonwealth
Government's first home ownership
scheme is reviewed later in 1984-85.

POLICE AND FIRE BRIGADES

Badges

2581. Mr MacKiNNON, to the Deputy Prem-
ier:

From what source are police and West-
ern Australian Fire Brigade officers'
badges currently purchased?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Principally Western Australia.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Efficiency Audits

2582. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) When will the efficiency audits into

Government departments as previously
proposed by him commence?

(2) Who will carry out the audits?
(3) Who will determine which departments

will be so audited?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) 1 refer the member to my answer

to question 2140.

TOWN PLANNING

Canning City: Approval

.2583. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Planning: .i

(1) In relation to the City of Canning town
planning scheme No. 31, has it yet
received Ministerial approval?

(2) If the scheme has not been approved,
what is the current status of the scheme
and when is it likely to receive the
necessary approval?
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Mr PARKER replied:

(1) City of Canning town planning scheme
No. 31 received preliminary approval
from the Minister for Planning on 15
March, 1984.

(2) It is anticipated that notice of a 60 day
public exhibition period will be adver-
tised on 30 March. 1984. Final approval
will depend on the time taken to assess
the public submissions received during
that period.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Willerton: Administration Centre

2584. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Have plans for the improvement of the

administration centre at Willetton pri-
mary school yet been finalised?

(2) If not, why not?

(3) What is the estimated cost of these
improvements?

(4) When is it anticipated that the
improvements will be completed?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (3) Suggested plans for additional
administration/staff space at this school
are being modified to incorporate a sec-
tion of superseded library as a staffroomn
and costings are yet to be calculated.

(4) Capital funds for this kind of work are
in very short supply but every endeavour
will be made to have the necessary alter-
ations carried out as minor works as
soon as possible.

PUBLIC SERVANTS AND GOVERNMENT
EMPLOYEES

Wages: Increase

2585. Mr MacKI NNON, to the Treasurer:
What increase in Government wages
and salaries is the Government now bud-
geting for in the 1983-84 year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Government has budgeted for an in-
crease of SF36.2 million in 1983-84. an
increase of 9.2 per cent on actual salary
and wage costs in 1982-83.

TAXATION

Payroll Tax; Minimum Deduction and Receipts

2586. Mr MacK INNON, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is it correct that as from 1 January 1984

the minimum deduction of $37 800 per
annum allowable for payroll tax em-
ployers is no longer available, and em-
ployers are no longer entitled to any de-
duction where their annual wages bill
exceeds $400 000?

(2) What amount of payroll tax was re-
ceived by the State Government for the
year ended 30 June 1983?

(3) What is the current estimate of the
amount of payroll tax which will be re-
ceived by the Government during the
year ending 30 June 1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) $254 million.

(3) Indications are that the actual collec-
tions will be slightly lower than the
Budget estimate oF roundly $272
million.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

teeming: Establishment

2587. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When will Leerning High School be es-

ta blished?
(2) Where will it be established?
(3) What years of enrolment will its initial

establishment comprise?
(4) What are the estimated enrolments in

these years?
(5) Is it expected to relieve the over-

crowding position being experienced at
both Willetton and Rossmoyne Senior
High Schools?

(6) If so, by how much?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) The Leeming High School build-

ing is expected to be ready for February
1986, but year 8 will be formed for 1985
with approximately 115 students to be
accommodated in the Melville Senior
High School.

(5) and (6) The purpose in establishing the
Leeming High School is to control
intakes into its neighbouring high
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schools. The full effects will take four
years to complete.

As is the case with most high schools,
enrolments at Rossmoyne and Willetton
Senior High Schools are expected to
peak in 1985-86 following which
numbers will decline by 1988-89 to the
permanenit accommodation available at
each school.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Community Employmntn Prograrme:
Jobs Created

2588. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Employment and
Training:
(1) How many jobs have been "created" to

date in Western Australia under the
community employment programme?1

(2) How many of these jobs have been filled
to date?

(3) How much, in dollar terms, has been al-
located to this programme in Western
Australia to date?

(4) How much is to be allocated to this pro-
gramme in this financial year?

(5) What proportion of these job
placements, i.e., actually filled to date,
have been allocated to women?

(6) What proportion of these jobs to date
have been allocated to young adults
under the age of 25 years?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1)

(2)

2 867 as at 2 March, 1984.

544 as at 29 February, 1984.

(3) $29959678.

(4) The appropriation from the Federal
Government for 1983-84 was
$22 986 000. However, that Government
has now approved of allocations up to
$45.7 million for this financial year.

(5) and (6) The Federal Department of Em-
ployment and Industrial Relations is re-
sponsible for collecting this data. Advice
received is to the effect that the infor-
mation is not readily available. The
member may wish to request the infor-
mation from the regional director of that
department in due course.

TOUR ISM
Costs: Savings

2589. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:

Can he now detail the ways in which
$600 000 in operating costs have been
saved by the Tourist Commission follow-
ing its change in operation from a de-
partment to a commission?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The commission has been operational
now for some 10 weeks. It is still as-
sessing and reviewing its management
structure and policies.

HOUSING

Construction Programme

2590. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) How many housing units were con-

structed by the State Housing Com-
mission during the Government's first
year in office?

(2) How many units are expected to be built
in the Government's second year?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The number of housing units con-
structed and provided from I March
1983 to 29 February 1984 are-

units
Commonwealth/State Housing 843
Aboriginal 73

916

It should be noted that the period to
30 June 1983 was subject to the previous
Government's Budget programme and
that in its first Budget the present
Government increased funding by 50 per
cent.

(2) The 1984-85 programme cannot be es-
tablished until funds are known, but
based on proposed programme levels, in
excess of 2 000 units are expected to be
completed in that year, to meet the
Government's proposal to have 5 000 ad-
ditional units available in the first term
of office.
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LIQUOR: DISTILLERY

Swvan Valley: Agreement

2591. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Industrial Development and Technology:
(I) Have negotiations to determine the final

detail concerning the financial assistance
for the establishment of a distillery to
service the needs of Swan Valley
grapegrowers yet been completed?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated that this
agreement will be completed?

(3) Has any interim assistance been pro-
vided to the Swan Valley grapegrowers
to enable distillation of surplus fruit
from the 1984 harvest?

(4) If so, what is the nature of that assist-
ance?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) It is anticipated that a decision will be

arrived at by July 1984.
(3) Yes, assistance has been offered.
(4) Government guarantee of $100 000 to

support working capital borrowings and
a subsidy of $50 000 to ensure a floor
price for fruit provided for distillation.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
Water Well Drilling Rig

2592. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Works:
(i) Referring to question 2391 of I

December 1983 concerning tender 453A
for a water well drilling rig, has this len-
der yet been let?

(2) If so, to whom?
(3) What was the Western Australian con-

tent of the tender?
(4) Did any other tenders contain a greater

Western Australian content?
(5) Why were they not considered for the

contract?
Mr McIVER replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Atlas Copco Australia Pty. Ltd.
(3) 8%.
(4) Yes.
(5) All tenders lodged For the water well

drilling rig received appropriate con-
sideration. However, the price of the
lowest conforming tender-after the

necessary adjustment for the WA manu-
facturing preference-was still over
SI 13 000 higher than that of Atlas Copco
Australia Pty. Ltd.

EDUCATION

Primary School; Rostra (a

2593. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When was the first stage of Rostrata

primary school completed, ready for oc-
cupancy by students?

(2) Is he aware that the oval at the school
has yet to reach a stage where it can be
used by students?

(3) Is any action proposed to be taken to re-
solve this problem?

(4) If so, what action is planned, and when
will it take place?

(5) When will stage two of the school be
constructed and completed?

(6) What buildings will be included in stage
two?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) February 1983.
(2) Yes.
(3) and (4) The Public Works Department

has been authorized to re-level, hoe, and
regrass as soon as possible at an esti-
mated cost of $3 000.

(5) and (6) There has been no decision
about the timing of stage two of this
school as there are no temporary rooms
on site for 1984.

ROTTNEST ISLAND

Board: Mfetings

2594. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) How often does the Rottnest Island

Board meet?
(2) When did it hold its last meeting?

(3) Has the member for Perth or the Prem-
ier's ministerial adviser ever attended a
meeting of the Rotcnest Island Board- if
so, when, in what capacity were they at-
tending the board meeting?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Monthly.
(2) 21 March 1984.
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(3) Yes. The member and the Premier's
ministerial adviser attend most meetings
in the capacity of observers and advisers
without Voting Or speaking rights.
At the board meeting of 21 March,
membcrs who were present unanimously
agreed that the presence of the member
and the ministerial adviser was of ad-
vantage to the board's deliberations.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

'*Insight " Magazine: Advertising Space

2595. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Has he received any complaints regard-

ing people being "coerced" to take ad-
vertising space in the magazine
insight?

(2) Who publishes the magazine?
(3) Is it a charitable organisation?
Mr TONKIN replied:.
(1) There is no record of any such com-

plaints.
(2) and (3) Not known.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Bridgewater Child Care and Assessment Centre:
Ownership

2596. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Youth and Community Services:
(1) Who is the current owner of the

Bridgewater complex in Applecross?
(2) To what use will each of the buildings

on the site be put during 1984?
(3) What agreements are there between any

individuals or community groups using
buildings on the site and the Department
of Community Welfare?

(4) How long is the period of any such
agreement?

(5) What rent or other costs are to be
charged under any such agreement?

Mr W ILSON replied:
(1) The Bridgewater complex is owned by

the Crown and administered by the De-
partment for Community Welfare.

(2) The Western Institute of Self Help, the
Disabled Advocates and Self Help, and
the Zonta Club International have been
allocated cottages in the complex. The
Zonra Club will be using the cottage as

a women's refuge. The kindergarten
building will be used by the Bridgewater
Kindergarten Incorporated, a parents'
group, and space in another cottage has
been made available to the Melville Toy
Library. The remaining buildings on the
site will continue to be used for depart-
mental purposes.

(3) All non-Government organisations will
be required to sign a letter of agreement
with the Minister setting out conditions
of use.

(4) The agreements will run until 31
December 1984 at which time the or-
ganisations will be required to vacate the
premises unless otherwise agreed in
writing by the Minister. The future use
of the buildings and site are subject to
the recommendations of the Government
established independent welfare and
community services review.

(5) The department will provide electricity,
gas, water, rubbish collection, cleaning,
and ground maintenance unless use is
excessive, in which case a charge will be
applied. The organisations concerned are
responsible for any telephone installation
and all operational costs. No rent will be
charged.

MEAT: LAMB

Marketing Board: Government Directive

2597. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
Has he or the Government issued a di-
rective to the Western Australian Lamb
Marketing Board for the slaughter of
lamb?

Mr EVANS replied:

The Government has approved an ar-
rangement under which no less than 50
per cent of the lambs delivered direct to
the Western Australian Lamb Market-
ing Board in any week will be slaugh-
tered. at Robb Jetty. This arrangement is
effective until 30 June, 1984.
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SOUTH AFRICA AND ZIMBABWE

Trade with Western Australia: Government
Attitude

2598. Mr COURT, to the Minister Co-
ordinating Economic and Social Develop-
ment:

Does the Government support Western
Australian companies trading with
South Africa and Zimbabwe?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Government supports all Western
Australian companies who trade
internationally within the requirements
of Australia's foreign policy.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: KWINANA

Steelworks: Reopening

2599. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Indus-
trial Development:

Did he discuss with senior Chinese
officials the possibility of reopening the
Kwinana Steelworks to supply products
to the Chinese during his recent visit to
that country?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I was involved in discussions held at a
very senior level in China on this
question. Following my return, work was
undertaken to evaluate these proposals
from an industry point of view.

BANKS

"Offshore" Banking: Establishment

2600. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
Is he pursuing the development of
"offshore banking" being headquartered
in Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I have the matter of offshore banking
under study.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

La bornatories: Utilisa tion

2601. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Tech-
nology:

Is the Government aware of any gross
under-utilisation of State Government
laboratories, duplication, overstaffing or
superfluous buildings as has been found

the case with certain Commonwealth de-
partments?

Mr BRYCE replied:

No.

TAXATION

Payroll Tax: Statement by Minister

2602. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
Is the Minister for Budget Management
correctly quoted in "W.A. Business
World March 84" when he says, "The
net effect of the changes (to payroll tax)
was to reduce the amount of payroll tax
estimated to be collected by the State
Government in a full financial year by
about $3m"?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I have no idea whether the Minister was
correctly quoted; it will depend on what
he said.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS

Purchasing preferences: Abolition

2603. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
Is the Government proposing to abandon
its State purchasing preferences in line
with Labor Governments in New South
Wales, Victoria, and South Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment, Technology, and Defence Liaison
will be discussing State purchasing pref-
erences with industry and union groups
over the next few weeks.

COMPUTERS

"Software House"

2604. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Tech-
nology:

Has the Government completed nego-
tiations with IBM to establish a
"software house" in Western Australia?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The Government considers the establish-
ment of a software industry in WA a
priority. Discussions are continuing with
a wide range of companies.
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SH IPPING

Shipbuilding Service and Rcpair Industry: Study
2605. Mr COURT, to the Minister Co-

ordinating Economic and Social Develop-
ment:
(1) Who is undertaking the study of the

Western Australian shipbuilding service
and repair industry?

(2) When will the study be completed?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) The Western Australian firm of Barker-

Berry. in Association with Peat
Marwick Mitchell Services, was selected
from submissions from 12 local and
Eastern States firms.

(2) It is anticipated the study will be com-
pleted by mid June 1984.

GOVERNMENT CHARGES
Reduction

2606. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
Can the small business sector expect re-
lidf in the amount of increase in Govern-
ment charges and taxes next financial
year, including State Energy Com-
mission charges, water, sewerage and
drainage and payroll tax?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
These are largely budgetary matters and
I would not wish to pre-empt the normal
budgetary processes. However, I can say
that any increases will be held to the
minimum consistent with responsible
financial management.
I would point out that work is continu-
ing on removing the inequities for small
business in the charging for water. In
1983-84, 70 per cent will pay less than
they would have under the previous
rating levels.

HOSPITALS: AMBULANCE

Failure to Respond to Call
2607. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Youth

and Community Services with special re-
sponsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

H-as he completed his inquiries into the
incident last year when a St. John's Am-
bulance Association officer failed to re-
spond to an urgent call for help
involving a dying Aboriginal?

M r W ILSON replied:
Yes.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

"De facto" Spouses; Entitlements
2608. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

Is it Government policy for de facto
spouses of members of Parliament to re-
ceive the same entitlements as members'
spouses?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

No policy has been established on the
question of entitlements for de facto re-
lationships.
The matter is under consideration but
individual cases can be considered on
their merits before a policy has been de-
termined.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Products: Sales
2609. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Indus-

trial Development:
Has there been a noticeable decline in
the volume of tobacco products sold in
Western Australian over the past six
months and are statistics available?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures
are not yet available for the past six
months.

STATE FINANCE

Financial Institutions Duty;, Administration
2610. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:

(1) What Treasury staff numbers are re-
quired to administer the new financial
institutions duty?

(2) Has this staff experienced any difficult-
ies in policing or advising Financial
institutions on the amount of duty pay-
able on a variety of transactional types?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) None. However, seven State Taxation

Department officers are engaged on this
work in addition to other duties.

(2) There have been no insurmountable dif-
ficulties but, as would be expected, there
have been many inquiries and dis-
cussions with representatives of financial
institutions.
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STATE FINANCE: FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS DUTY

Banking Turnover Other States

2611. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
Does the Government have statistics
available to show the banking turnover
in the financial institutions duty and
non-financial' institutions duty States
over ihe past two years?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Banking statistics are generally not
available on a turnover basis. The only
statistics relating to deposits in trading
banks are those which show the stock of
deposits at a given point in time. How-
ever, there are some statistics available
which show the deposits made to savings
banks accounts over a period of time.
Deposits for all savings banks over the
past two years were as follows-

TOTAL SAVINCS BANKC DEPOSITS ($ M)
NSW VIC QLO SA WA TMS

1982.... 19302 52803 11546 10806 4596 2393
1983. 22355 73895 14205 13088 6009 2949

New South Wales and Victoria
introduced FID on 1 December, 1983.
In Western Australia and South Aus-
tralia, FID was introduced on 1
January, 1984.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Margaret River: Works Programme

2612. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) What is-

(a) the works programme for the
Margaret River primary school for
the 1983-84 financial year;

(b) what is the maintenance pro-
gramme for the school in the 1983-
84 financial year?

(2) Has any consideration been given to the
1984-85 works programme, and if so,
would he detail?

(3) Further to (1) (a) and (b), what is the
estimated cost of the programme?

(4) When will tenders be called?
(5) What is the estimated completion date?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) (a) The Public Works Department has

been asked to proceed with exten-
sions comprising a library/resource
centre, staff room, and interview

room, works to return classrooms
now used for other purposes to their
former use, staff toilets, and
administration upgrade;

(b) this question should be put to the
Minister for Works.

(2) and (3) The programme will cast
$150000 and will commence in the
1983-84 year and continue into the
1984-85 financial year as a works-in-
progress.

(4) In the last week of April 1984.

(5) Early October, if a suitable tender is re-
ceived.

STATE FINANCE: FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS DUTY

Act: Interpretation

2613. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
Is the Government aware of any small
financial institutions having difficulty
interpreting its new Financial
Institutions Duty Act?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Government is not aware of any
insurmountable difficulties but, as would
be expected, there have been many in-
quiries and discussions with representa-
tives of financial institutions.

STATE FINANCE: FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS DUTY

Settlement Agents: Reimbursement

2614. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
When property settlement is arranged
through a settlement agent, who reim-
burses financial institutions duty to the
settlement agent-the purchaser or the

vendor?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Financial Institutions Duty Act
only ensures that a financial institution's
right to recover duty is not impeded.

The Act is silent as to the further recov-
ery of the duty and the question as to
who reimburses the cost of financial
institutions duty to the settlement agent
is not one on which the Government can
advise.
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STATE FINANCE

Financial Institutions Duty: Accounting Systems

2615. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
Is the Government aware of any
financial institutions having difficulty
introducing accounting systems to col-
[eet the new Financial Institutions Duty
for the Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am not aware of any institution in the
position referied to by the member but,
if he knows of such a case, I would ap-
preciate his drawing the details to my
attention so that I can instruct State
taxation to provide any appropriate as-
sista nce.

PENSION ERS

Assets Test: Policing

2616. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Employment and
Training:

Has the State Government been asked
to assist with finding employment for
the 145 Western Australian people em-
ployed by the Federal Government to
police the pending assets test?

Mr PARKER replied:
The Minister for Employment and
Training is not aware of any formal ap-
proach by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to assist with this matter.

FERTI LISERS

Farmers: Carry-on Finance

2617. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Referring to his statement that only 80

per cent of scheduled fertiliser require-
ments had been collected from works in
January and February, is he aware that
the reasons for delay in most cases are
farmers' inability to arrange finance?

(2) What is he doing to assist at large
number of farmers unable to arrange
carry-on finance at this late stage?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Commonwealth has allocated $5.9

million to Western Australia under the
rural adjustment scheme. This amount
will be augmented by the use of reserve

funds. The Commonwealth has been ap-
proached also to provide further funds.
The Rural Adjustment Authority is
meeting frequently to speed up the rate
at which applications are processed and
Department of Agriculture staff are
treating applications as a matter of pri-
ority. Staff have also been available for
personal consultations in regional
centres of the eastern wheatbelt.
Assistance is being provided to farmers
who are drought-affected.
Yesterday I announced that the Govern-
ment has decided to provide $5 million
for a new scheme of assistance to
farmers in financial trouble. This money
will be available for farmers who have
lost long-term viability and who cannot
receive rural adjustment scheme assist-
ance.
Loans of up to $40 000-in special cases
$60 000-would be available at the con-
cessional interest rate of 9 per cent per
annum.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER

South-west: Manpower Study

2618. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Has the Government prepared any man-

power study relating to the effect of an
aluminium smelter in the Bunbury re-
gion?

(2) What is the estimate of skilled
tradesmen that would be required for
such a project and the associated power
station?

(3) Will he please provide a copy of the de-
partmental report indicating the
"'multiplier" effect of an aluminium
smelter in the Bunbury region?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (3) The Government is undertaking a

number of manpower studies of the alu-
minium smelter and associated power
station projects proposed for the south-
west region of the State.
These studies cover employment and
other impacts including likely manpower
and trade resource requirements during
both the construction and operational
phases of the projects. Detailed analysis
of the work force and tradesmen in vari-
ous skill categories will form part of the
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full economic and engineering feasibility
studies of the smelter and associated
power station.

The member for Narrogin would ap-
preciate that the work being undertaken
by the Government is being done as part
of an assessment of the overall benefits
to the State of the projects and that it is
not appropriate for the Government to
give details of estimates of such benefits
during the course of ongoing nego-
tiations between the State and intending
joint venture participants.

STATE FORESTS: PINE

Donnybrook Sunklands: Hectares

2619. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for For-
ests:

(1) What is the total number of hectares of
pines to be planted in the Donnybrook
Sunklands by 30 June 1984?

(2) What is the amount of land cleared for
the Donnybrook Sunkland pine pro-
gramme in each of the following
financial years-

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

1980:
1981;.
1982;
1983;
1984?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1)
(2)

Approximately 8 600 hectares.
(a) 1980-81-2 672 hectares;
(b) 198 1-82-2 324 hectares;
(c) 1982-83-I 020 hectares;,
(d) 1983-84-nil;
(e) 1984-85-not known at this stage.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Shannon River: Effect on Karri Forest
2620- Mr BLAlKIE, to the Minister for For-

ests:
(1) What studies has the Government

undertaken or initiated to have a scien-
tific assessment of the consequences to
the karri forest should his Government
proceed to implement Australian Labor
Party policy and create thc Shannon
River National Park?

(2) When were the studies-
(a) carried out;
(b) by whom;
(c) at what cost?

(3) If "Yes" to (1) and (2), would he table a
copy of the report?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Forests Department is assessing the po-
tential for obtaining timber from road
reserves and other areas in the Karri for-
est- I have been assured by the Acting
Conservator of Forests that sufficient
timber resource can be obtained to re-
place the timber resource in the
Shannon River basin without detriment
to the Icarri forest.

(2) (a) Last six months and continuing;
(b) by Forests Department officers;
(c) not recorded.

(3) When all the assessments have been
completed, I am prepared to make
available to the member a summary of
the various internal reports which relate
to this issue.

STATE FORESTS: PINE

Manjimup: Studies

2621. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for For-
ests:

(1) What studies has the Government
undertaken or initiated to assess the ef-
fect on-

(a) agricultural industry;
(b) horticultural industry;
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and to nmcasure the-
(i) social;

(ii) economic;
(iii) environmental effects,

as a consequence of the Government's
proposal to plant pine trees on agricul-
tural land in the Manjirnup Shire?

(2) When were the studies-
(a) carried out;
(b) by whom;
(c) at what cost?

(3) If "Yes" to (I1) and (2) would be table a
copy of the report?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) (a) A feasibility study concerning the
lease of Manjimup farmland for
pine forests. This study deals with
the social and economic aspects of
pine planting. The significance of
possible environmental effects is
considered to be insufficient to war-
rant detailed study in this instance.

(b) No studies are considered necess-
ary.

(2) (a) Authorised on 13 June 1983-re-
port submitted on 12 January 1984;

(b) the Centre for Applied Business
Research, University of Western
Australia;

(c) $8 000.

(3) With permission, a copy of the above
report is tabled herewith.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Shannon River: Survey

2622. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for For-
ests:

(I) Has t-he Government undertaken or in-
itiated any survey to evaluate the-

(a) economic;

(b) social;

(c) employment.

effect that its Shannon River policy will
have on the

(i) hardwood timber industry, and
(ii) towns of-

(a) Manjimup;
(b) Northcliffe;
(c) Pemberton?

(2) (a) When was the survey carried out;
(b) by whom, and
(c) at what cost?

(3) Would he table a copy of all reports
relative to the Government's Shannon
River Policy?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) (a) to (c) The decision to reserve the
Shannon River basin will have no
effect because or the Government's
commitment to maintain hardwood
timber supplies at the level pre-
scribed in Forest Department work-
ing plan 87 for the life of that work-
ing plan. The Government's de-
cision to establish a softwood
plantation programme in the
Manjimup shire will avoid the cata-
strophic decline in the timber indus-
try which would have occurred be-
cause of the previous overcutting of
the hardwood forest and will ensure
the long-term future of the timber
industry in the Manjimup shire.

(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Shannon River: Evaluation

2623. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for For-
es ts:
(I) Has the Government undertaken or in-

itiated any scientific evaluation of the
consequences of creating Shannon River
National Park?

(2) When were the studies-

(a) carried out;

(b) by whom;

(c) at what cost?

(3) If "Yes" to (1) and (2), would he table
a copy of the report?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) Answered by question 2620 of
22 March 1984.
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HOUSING

Busselton and.Marga ret River: Construction
Progranmme

2624. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:
(1) How many-

(a) one-bedroom;
(b) two-bedroom:

(c) three-bedroom;
(d) four-bedroom,

houses, by category, will be built at-

(i) Busselton:
(ii) Margaret River,
for the State Housing Commission dur-
ing the year ending 30 June 1984?

(2) What is the estimated cost of the pro-
gram me?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) (a) to (d) The State Housing Com-
mission's construction programme
for 1983-84 is-

I bedroom
2 bedroom
3 bedroonm

(2) Estimated cost of the

Margart
Busselton, River

10 -

7 2
I8 3

35 5

programme is-
Mairgret

Bsein River

SIOS50m $0.1 19m

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Busselton: Works and Maintenance Programme

2625. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) What is the-

(a) works programime for the Busselton
primary school for the 1983-84
financial year;

(b) what is the maintenance pro-
gramme for the school in the 1983-
84 financial year?

(2) Has any consideration been given to the
1984-85 works programme, and if so,
wvould he detail?

(3) Further to (1) (a) and (b), what is the
estimated cost of the programme?

(4) When will tenders be called?
(5) What is the estimated completion date?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) (a) Provision of new administration and

staff facilities;
(b) please direct this question to the

Minister for Works.

(2) Yes, the building programme will be
continuous and the full programme will
be funded between the 1983-84 and
1984-85 capital works Budgets.

(3) $200000.
(4) Late May.

(5) Early November if a satisfactory tender
is received.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

HOUSING: LAND

Leeming: Sale Price

642. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:

(1) 1 know that in his reply today the Prem-
ier failed to answer a question on notice
about this matter, but is he aware that a
recent major sale of State Housing
Commission land was effected by the
Minister for Housing for approximately
$750 000 less than the highest tender
offered?

(2) Is he also aware that the sale price of
$3.5 million in respect of the land at
Leeming was matched by a tender price
of more than $4.25 million for the same
land, and that the substantially higher
tender from a reputable and responsible
company involved a firm commitment
for the construction of housing and the
development of the land within a defined
time limit?

(3) Does he regard this transaction as a sat-
isfactory utilisation of State assets and a
proper protection of the taxpayers'
money?

(4) Does he recognise that the $750 000 lost
on this transaction could have provided
a substantial increase in badly needed
welfare housing, for which the SHC has
a prime responsibility?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) 1 cannot say that I am aware of

the details the Leader of the Opposition
alleges in relation to that particular sale.
Of course, I am aware that during my
absence overseas the first sale of land
was concluded, and that was supervised
by the consultant appointed by the
Government. That sale was to help fulfil
a pre-election promise, with which our
policy dealt, that we would fund the ad-
ditional number of welfare homes
through the sale of State Housing Com-
mission.

If the Leader of the Opposition is
serious and sincere about his inquiry, he
would have sought to have the question
placed on the Notice Paper, or at least
he would have given some notice, no
matter how peremptory, of his intention
to ask the question. Therefore, I suppose
the House will permit me to make one or
two comments in reply to the questions
raised by the Leader of the Opposition.

The first is this: Despite the long period
during which the Opposition languished
in Government, it made no attempt to
rationalise the assets of the State Hous-
ing Commission; it made no attempt,
through the management of the land
assets of the commission, to render that
commission an efficient organisation.

We have set about that task and we
have done so in the following context:
Having regard for the need to create
employment and revitalise the housing
industry, we have issued instructions to
the consultant that he should seek to
market the land in a way that takes ad-
vantage of this State's prospects in each
of those areas, not just simplistically, as
it would appear to me the Leader of the
Opposition seeks to do, to maximise the
dollar amount involved in the realisation
from the sale of the land.

I am confident that the consultant we
have appointed is an excellent person
well qualified, as the Housing Industry
Association appears to acknowledge, to
do the job the Government has asked
him to do.

Mr Hassell: I do not think the question was
about the consultant. It was about the
$750 000.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The question was
about the sale of the land. The sale was
arranged by the consultant.

Mr Hassell: But the decision was made by
the Minister and that was what the
question was about.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was made on the
recommendation of the consultant.

Mr Hassell: The decision was made by the
Minister.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me go back one
Further step for the benefit of the Leader
of the Opposition who does not appear
to have advanced much further in the
matter of reason than his predecessor.
The consultant recommended the sale.
The decision was made by the Govern-
ment upon the recommendatibn of the
consultant and that was what the
question was about. I am simply trying,
for the benefit of the Leader of the Op-
position, to indicate that we did not take
into account the dollar difference.

Mr Hassell: I understand that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am glad the Leader

of the Opposition now understands the
matter. He has shown no evidence of
understanding anything like that when
asking the question. In considering all of
those other factors and in seeking to
maximise the benefit to the State of em-
ployment considerations, revitalising the
building industry, providing some multi-
plier effect through that very volatile
sector of the economy, and operating
under the Government's policy, the con-
sultant recommended the sale of the
land. If the Opposition wants to say the
Government should not persist with the
sales, let it be man enough to say so. If it
wants to try this backdoor method of
once again, as was previously tried by
the member for Murdoch, denigrating
the character of Mr Smith, then let it
denigrate his character.

Mr MacKinnon: 1 have never ever tried to
denigrate his character.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: 11f anyone is to be -be-
guiled by this backdoor method, let me
simply say the criticism of the Govern-
ment implicit in the question is criticism
that must go back to the consultant who
made the decision. We may be at fault
for accepting wrong advice, but equally,
or in harness, the consultant must also
have made the wrong recommendation.
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All I say once again is, if the Opposition
wants to criticise the policy, let it do so.
If it wants to attack and denigrate Mr
Smith's credibility let it do so. If it
wants serious questions on detailed mat-
ters that are not within my primary area
of responsibility to be answered, let it
put the questions on notice.

REVIEWS AND INVESTIGATIONS

Government's Responsibility

643. M r TROY to the Premier:
(1) Has he seen the comment in today's

Daily News attributed to the Leader of
the Opposition which implies the
Government is heading in the direction
of abandoning its responsibility by
launching inquiries?

(2) What is the Government's attitude
toward inquiries?

Mr BRIAN BURKIE replied:
(1) and (2) I thank the member for some

short notice of the question.
Mr Hassell: Ha, Ha!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the Op-

position may laugh, but I expect he
would like me to thank the member-

Mr Bryce: Under the new regime they don't
say "thanks" anymore.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Well, it was a disci-
plined chuckle! Quite frankly, the only
exciting thing that happened today was
undisciplined! I think the little old lady
upstairs may be called to the Leader of
the Opposition's office and he might ex-
pect more success with her than he had
with the Hon. Philip Lockyer. Yes, I am
aware of the comments made by the
Leader of the Opposition and, at the
outset, I say: Isn't it marvellous that he
can make these comments without say-
ing about any particular inquiry in the
particular story, "That is an inquiry that
should not be launched"? The Leader of
the Opposition goes to Press with a
statement like this, but does not say, "I
would stop this inquiry or that inquiry".
Because I air charitable, I shall do some
of the work of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition for him and tell the House I be-
lieve the only inquiry he has said he
would not have established is the inquiry
into Aboriginal land rights.

The Parliament has the right to expect
from the Opposition, particularly from
its Leader, that, instead of making de-
structive criticism, it should, through
him, be responsible for referring con-
structively to particular inquiries and
suggesting that those inquiries might be
either discontinued or curtailed. But no,
that was not in the Press story that I saw
and here is the reason: When the Oppo-
sition was in Government. it was inquiry
mad. In response to parliamentary
question 519 of 8 April 1982, the then
Premier provided a list of major inquir-
ies conducted since 1974.
Fortymnine inquiries were listed includ-
ing, according to that answer, 19 for the
period 1980-82. So what we did, because
the Leader of the Opposition raised the
matter, was to add another inquiry-

Mr MacKinnon: Yes, 49 in eight years and
85 in one year.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member's
interjection will be accommodated
shortly. Because the Leader of the Op-
position raised the matter, we decided to
look at the record of his Government, so
we went back to that period. Do mem-
bers know that in 1980-82, the previous
Government conducted 124 inquiries
and they cost the taxpayers of this State
$7 million? I would think that the Oppo-
sition would be embarrassed to raise the
matter, but in the same way, I guess, as
the Leader of the Opposition raised his
Medicare muddle only to be contra-
dicted by the Royal Perth Hospi-
tal-that den of Labor Party ter-
mites-he seems not to have done his
homework again.
Inquiries are a necessary part of the de-
cision-making progress. Rather than
making ill-informed decisions, the
Government has undertaken a number
of inquiries and studies in major policy
areas, including education, land use, in-
dustrial relations, and Aboriginal land
rights.
Such inquiries are being undertaken in
the normal course of good government.
There would no doubt be much criti-
cism, and rightly so, if the Government
had gone ahead and made important
policy decisions without adequate con-
sultation and without an adequate infor-
mation base.
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When the Opposition criticises the
number and cost of such inquiries, it has
a short memory. It would appear that
recommendations from only about half
of its inquiries were acted upon, the rest
being deferred or "under consideration",
and most of them being in secret.

HOUSING: INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION
ACT

Amendments: Effect

644. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) What studies has the Minister under-

taken to examine the impact of the pro-
posed amendments to the Industrial Ar-
bitration Act on the home building in-
dustry in Western Australia?

(2) What was the outcome of those studies,
if they were undertaken?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) This area has been thoroughly

researched. A great deal of consultation
has taken place between the Minister re-
sponsible and his department and rep-
resentatives of the housing industry.
That is an ongoing process.

Mr MacKinnon: If I wanted to ask the
question of the Minister for Industrial
Relations, I would have done so. I am
asking you the question as the represen-
tative of the housing industry.

Mr WILSON: If the member asked the right
question of the right Minister he would
get the answer.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you the Minister for
Housing?

Mr Brian Burke: In one of the questions on
notice today the member for Nedlands
asked me whether a Minister was quoted
correctly. I said that I would have to be
there to know.

Mr MacKinnon: The Premier does not trust
his Minister to answer the question.

Mr WILSON: I am answering the question,
but it is hard to do so when the member
keeps interjecting. I would have thought
it would be intelligent on his part-

Mr Brian Burke: You expect too much!
Mr WILSON: -to wait until he received an

answer before he interjected rather non-
sensically, stopping the person trying to
give the answer from doing so.

I shall complete the answer. As I said,
this is an ongoing matter on my part in
which I consulted with the Minister re-
sponsible.

Mr MacKinnon: And rot with the industry.
Mr WILSON: The member should wait just

a little longer, because, if he does so and
is a little more patient, he will get the
answer he really wants. I think it may
bc-indeed, I hope it will be-as
pleasing to him as it is to the building
industry.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER

Souih-west: Reynolds Metals

645. Mr D. L. SMITH to the Premier:
During his recent visit to the head-
quarters of Reynolds Metals, did the
Premier receive any indication as to the
company's current thinking on the pro-
posal for the establishment of an alu-
minium smelter in the south-west?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I was happy with the talks I held with
Reynolds Metals about a fortnight ago.
A positive attitude towards the proposal
was expressed and senior executives
made it clear that the south-west smelter
forms a significant part of their current
corporate planning.
A pleasing aspect of the talks was the
admiration the company expressed for
the manner in which the Government
has handled the matter since the estab-
lishment last year of the aluminium
smelter task force.
The next step in making the smelter a
reality is to get a commitment from
Reynolds and ICC to conducting a full-
scale feasibility study.
We are hopeful that this matter will be
progressed at a meeting here next week
between Reynolds ICC and the State
Government.
The improved prospects for the alu-
minium industry obviously inter-
nationally improve the chances of the
smelter going ahead.
I say in conclusion that we do look
seriously to the Opposition, in respect of
this smelter which will be of benefit to
everyone in this State, for some bal-
anced and positive view of its role in the
matter of the south-west aluminium
smelter.
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The Opposition will know from its own
experience-and the former Leader of
the Opposition deserves some credit for
the original negotiations which took
place in respect of this matter-that the
smelter proposal, while it is daily
improving as a reality is still the subject
of very tentative and important Crucial
negotiations. In that context I would
suggest to the Opposition that it has a
real role to play in providing assurances,'
should those assurances, as sought, ap-
pear to be possible and desirable in their
view, when the Government perhaps
calls on it to play some sort of role.

1 refer to question 2452 asked by the
Leader of the Opposition. This question
referred to information requested by the
Hon. C. E. Masters of the Minister for
Industrial Relations. I have the infor-
mation for tabling and I have been
instructed that the only rider is that
where an award covers a number of em-
ployers. it is not possible to provide a
breakdown of costs to each department.
The total costs on an award-by-award
basis have been shown and I seek per-
mission to table this information.

The document was tabled (see paper No. 669).

STATE FINANCE: FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS DUTY

Money Market Activity: Shift

646. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

Has the Government noticed or has it
been advised of a shift in money market
activity from Western Australia to other
States since the introduction of the
Fl D?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

A question on today's Notice Paper
deals with a comparative State-by-State
situation. From memory, it indicates de-
posits and the amounts of deposits.

Mr Hassell: That was bank transactions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, that is true. I amn
saying in answer to the Leader of the
Opposition's question today, in respect
of statistics that are available, that
answer reflects the shortcomings to some
degree. In respect of the money market,
no flight of capital from this State to
any other State has been drawn to the
Government's attention. However, I

would say that it has only been a couple
of months-perhaps approaching three
months-that the tax has been imposed
and duty has been collected. It is still
comparatively early days to be able to
draw from the experience.

I have asked the Treasury to monitor
very carefully any fluctuations that it is
able to observe and to report to me so
that any corrective action that is appro-
priate can be taken. At the same time, I
must say to the Leader of the Oppo-
sition that no such flight of money mar-
ket money has been drawn to my atten-
tion.

ROTTNEST ISLAND

Development: Interim Report

647. Mr BARNETT, to the Premier:
What has been the response to the
interim report of Parry and Rosenthal
Pty. Ltd. containing proposals for the
long-term development of Rottnest
Island?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The Government and the Rottnest
Island Board have been very pleased
with the amount of media publicity that
has been generated by the report's re-
lease. I should say too that not all of it
has been favourable to the Board or to
myself. Nevertheless, the amount of
media comment has been helpful and
has pleased the Government.

We believe that Rottnest is such a
unique, lovely, and important Western
Australian natural asset that there
should be the widest possible public de-
bate about its long-term future.

There is no doubt that the report has
generated considerable interest among
Rottnest residents, regular visitors to
Rottnest Island and the community gen-
erally. However, and this is the point I
would like to make: To date the formal
response to the interim report has been a
little disappointing. I understand the
Opposition has not yet put in its re-
sponse. I would urge the Opposition to
put in its formal response to the interim
report, because I think, in a bi-partisan
way that is something the Opposition
can do to generally advantage itself, the
Government, and the community.
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Mr Laurance: We used to have a member on
the board until you changed it.

Mr MacKinnon: We used to be able to have
a direct input.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Opposition
wishes to use that argument not to put
in a submission to the interim report,
then I really do not know what has hap-
pened to the Opposition. Talk about its
members taking their marbles
home-they are throwing them away!
They do not want to contribute to any-
thing.
The Opposition does not seem to take
seriously this interim report about what
is our greatest and certainly our best
loved holiday spot. I am simply
suggesting if the Opposition wishes to
argue about the board representation
then that is one thing, but it should not,
in a fit of pique, fail to contribute a re-
sponse to the interim report in the period
that is provided That would seem sen-
sible. Comments on the report have been
invited by the board, but so far fewer
than a dozen have been received.

The board and the Government are not
firmly and finally committed to any-
thing in the consultant's interim report
and we would welcome more input from
the public.

Submissions will be received until 21
May and I hope that all those people
with an interest in the island's future
will take the trouble to obtain a copy of
the public discussion document that has
been prepared and make their comment
upon it.

BUSINESSES

Small: Financial Assistance

648. Mr COWAN, to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Can the Deputy Premier give the House

an undertaking that the special Financial
assistance available to farmers in
drought-declared areas will be extended
to small businesses?

(2) If "yes', when is it likely to be available
to them?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 cannot give the member the
guarantee I would like to right now, but

I certainly do believe that there is an ex-
cellent case to justify the extension of
the form of drought-relief aid that is ex-
tended to the farming community in
those areas of our State which are dev-
astated by drought from time to time to
the business in those communities which
happen to form a very important part of
the community.

We have given a good deal of consider-
ation to this question during the time I
have been Minister responsible for small
business and there are some definition
and practical problems associated with
it, but I can say to the member for
Merredin that I think it is an excellent
idea. I will be taking to Cabinet a prop-
osition for consideration.

QUESTIONS

On Notice: Cost

649. Mrs HENDERSON to the Premier:
Is the Premier concerned about the cost
of parliamentary questions under the
present system?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am concerned, and the Government is
concerned, about the cost involved in the
present system of asking for an answer
to a question in this place.
I am informed that it is now $140 to
provide an answer under the present
system.
I know the former member for
Scarborough and Minister for Health
raised the same concern when he was a
member of this place- The cost of $140
per question is one thing, but, in terms
of political advantage of the Opposition,
the present system appears to me to be
giving it some advantage and so I am
looking at the situation. The advantage
that is being caused the Opposition was
reflected when I was asked a question
about the number of ministerial officers
and advisers. My request For a list to be
prepared was met with an interruption.
because the officer was diverted to
answer questions. Very complex and de-
tailed questions are being asked which
not only cost a great deal of money, but
also divedt from other tasks senior
officers within Government. I say no

6545



6546 [ASSEMBLY]

more than that and register with mem-
bers that a cost is involved in answering
questions many of which could be just as
well answered by reference to a letter
when they are non-political or non-con-
tentious, or by use of the telephone.

Mr MacKinnon: Why should it cost more to
answer a question than to respond to a
letter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am informed that the
major contribution towards the cost is
the time that is taken and required to be
taken to meet the deadlines involved in
the questions. Obviously if someone
makes a telephone inquiry it is answered
by the person of whom the inquiry is
made and there is a considerably lower
cost. There is a cost involved in
questions and if it is of such pressing
concern to the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position, we will take that into account.
Some questions really are very difficult
to answer. The member for Nedlands
asked me today whether the Minister for
Budget Management was correctly
quoted when he was reported as saying
something in a local financial publi-
cation. As I pointed out to the member
for Nedlands-and by way of illus-
tration of some of the costly nonsense to
which we are put-it is impossible for
me to know whether Ministers are cor-
rectly quoted unless I am privy to what
they say and the occasion that oc-
casioned the quote.

I suggest that was a purely political
question that did not amount to a row of
beans.

Mr Court: It was an important question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It was an important
question, but the point I air trying to
make is that if the member had asked
the Minister he could have said whether
he was correctly quoted.

Mr Court: He is not in this House.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member directs
a question to the Minister he will get an
answer. I cannot know whether someone
is correctly quoted as a result of remarks
made during my absence. I am using
that as an example of a silly question
but one that costs money, and that is of
concern to the Government.

STATE FINANCE: FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS DUTY

Technical Colleges: Exemiption

650. Mr CLARKO, to the Treasurer:
I direct this question with some
trepidation and chagrin after the state-
ment the Treasurer has just made. Per-
haps if he cannot answer my question he
can give me $140.

The SPEAKER: Just ask the question.

Mr CLARKO: It is as follows-
(I) Is the Treasurer aware that primary

and secondary schools are exempt
from the payment of lID but tech-
nical schools are not?

(2) What is the reason for this dis-
crimination against technical
schools?

(3) Does the Treasurer propose any ac-
tion to remedy the situation?

Mr

(1)
BRIAN BURKE replied:
to (3) Strange as it may seem the
answer will cost $140 because the mem-
ber will have to put the question on the
Notice Paper.

BANKS

Overseas: Establishment in Australia

651. Mr I.-F. TAYLOR. to the Premier:
On what does he base his reported confi-
dence that an overseas bank is likely to
establish its Australian headquarters in
Perth if the Commonwealth Government
adopts the recommendations of the Mar-
tin committee?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
During my recent overseas visit I held
discussions with a number of major
international banks in San Francisco,
New York and Hong Kong.
All of them wanted to extend their oper-
ations into Australia and they were
eagerly awaiting the Commonwealth's
decision on the Martin recommen-
dations.
I raised with each of them the possibility
of headquartering their Australian oper-
ations in Perth. All of them were pre-
pared to consider the proposition. One
bank has subsequently written to me

6546



[Thursday, 22 March 1984] 64

putting forward a proposition. At least
three other banks expressed interest in
the proposal. This is the basis of my con-
fidence that at least one bank will estab-
lish headquarters in Perth.

The Government will maintain contact
with the banks which have expressed
interest so that the matter can be prog-
ressed quickly if and when the Common-
wealth decides to allow foreign banks
entry into Australia.

DAYLIGHT SAVING

Referendum

652. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Par-
liamentary and Electoral Reform:

(1) Has he or his Government any partisan
policy regarding the permanent
introduction of daylight saving?

(2) If so, will he tell me what it is?

(3) If not, why did he approve the question
which is to be put at the referendum and
which appears to me to be biased in
favour of daylight saving? It asks, -Are
you in favour of standard time in this
State . .. being advanced one hour from
the last Sunday of October?" A lot of
people only read half the question and
the First half asks whether they are in
favour of standard time-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member must
ask a question.

Mr MENSAROS: I asked the question and
now I am explaining it. If the Minister
does not have any political bias or policy
on this why did he approve the question
being put in such a way that if people
read only the First half they may be
swayed by ihe bias?

M rTON K IN repilied:
(1) to0(3) 1 am not the Minister in charge of

this Act, The Electoral Office runs the
election, but it is not true to say I am in
charge of the Daylight Saving Act. I
understand that is the responsibility of
the Minister for Administrative Ser-
vices, Mr Darns.

HOMOSEXUAL ACTIVITIES

Law: Enforeemene

653. Mrs BEGGS, to the Minister representing
the Attorney General:
(1) With reference to the Government's de-

cision to decriminalise homosexual ac-
tivities between consenting adults, is he
aware that the present Leader of the
Opposition supported a private mem-
ber's Bill on this issue in 1977, on the
ground that the law as it stood then was
not being enforced.

(2) Is the law being enforced more strin-
gently now than it was in 1977?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes, I am aware that the Leader of the

Opposition supported the legislation in
1977.

(2) There has been no change in the level of
enforcement of this law since the Leader
of the Opposition supported the 1977
Bill on the ground that the law was not
being enforced.
As a result, we would assume that the
Leader of the Opposition will support
the Bill on a forthcoming occasion.

BAN KS

"Offshore" Banking: Establishment

654. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Economic
Development:
(1) Does the Minister support the esta iblish-

ment of an "offshore" banking industry
in Western Australia?

(2) If "Yes", will the Government provide
the necessary technological incentives
for this to occur?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) This is becoming farcical; there

is no Minister for economic
development. Perhaps the member for
Nedlands could use a name.

Mr Court: The Deputy Premter.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: Order! The question is out-

side the realm of any Minister in this
House. The member is asking for an
opinion based on a decision that has to
be made by the Federal Government. I
rule the question out of order.
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Questions Without Notice Resumed

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Advertising:, Government Action

655. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has he observed the renewed onslaught
upon the young people of this State by
the pushers of Peter Jackson and other
cigarettes?

(2) Is there anything he can do to stop this
unconscionable conduct by people who
are well aware of the disastrous conse-
quences which befall youngsters and
others who use Peter Jackson and other
cigarettes?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) I could hardly have railed to no-
tice the renewed advertising campaign
the tobacco industry has launched in re-
cent days. I am sure all members will
have noticed it. There has been a sudden
spurt of activity by the tobacco industry
in the form of colour supplements and
colour wrap arounds to the daily news-
papers. Whether it is by coincidence or
not, this renewed advertising campaign
occurred within three or four days of a
Sunday newspaper publishing leaked de-
tails about the Government's proposed
advertising campaign which is currently
being planned. 1 understand a news-
paper carried an article about the

Government planning a comprehensive
advertising campaign aimed at trying to
raise the consciousness of young people
and the community generally about the
hazards of cigarette smoking. Within a
few days of that article appearing the
tobacco industry advertising campaign
started up again. I think it is probably
more than coincidence; it is probably a
direct result of the tobacco industry
being fearful of the Government's edu-
cation campoign which it nominally sup-
ports.

I am afraid there is very little I can do
because, as the member would know, the
upper House by a margin of two votes
defeated the Government's legislation
which was aimed at protecting young
people from this sort of advertising on-
slaught.
I am afraid most of the Opposition in
the upper House voted against that
legislation, which has unfortunately re-
stricted the Government's ability to
protect young people from that sort of
advertising as a result. We will do our
best with the weapons available to us,
without spending a considerable amount
of money on the advertising campaign.
It is really like trying to conduct a battle
with one hand tied firmly behind our
backs. Our performance will be less than
the optimum, due to the frustrations of
the upper House and the Opposition in
that place.
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