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THE SPEAKER (Mr H-arman) took the Chair
at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

Review: Ministerial Statenent
MR DRYCE (Ascot-Minister for Industrial

Development) [2.18 p.m.]: I seek leave of the
House to make a ministerial statement.

Leave granted.

Mr BRYCE: I am pleased to report to members
that a comprehensive review of the Department of
Industrial Development has been completed and is
now being implemented. The department has been
reorganised to enable it to provide a set of new
programmes and services which together comprise
a coherent and positive approach to industrial de-
velopment. While it will be a few months before
the new direction has been completely instituted,
partly because of the lead time for staff appoint-
ments, the foundations have been laid for a highly
effective system of support and guidance for in-
dustry.

The need for redirection of the Government's
approach to industrial development is obvious even
from a cursory survey of changes in the inter-
national and national economies. The world econ-
omy has undergone major changes since the post-
war boom ended in the early 1970s. Among the
changes that have affected us here in Western
Australia are-

a slowing of industrial growth in the major
economies:

transfer of consumer goods mass production
to the new industrialising countries, including
Brazil, Korea, Taiwan and Singapore;

major trade
industrialised
countries;

imbalances between the
and non-industrialised

multiplication of oil prices;
attempts by leading economies to restructure
and modernise their traditional industries;
and,
widespread unemployment, especially among
the young.

Until recently, Australia, like other OECD
countries, has shared the problems of high in-
flation, slow economic growth and unemployment.
Furthermore, while imports have continued to

make major inroads into the Australian market
for manufactured goods, our export performance
in manufactures and services has been comnpara-
tively poor.

Despite Australia's stunning economic perform-
ance during the last 18 months there are still
grounds for concern about the future of many of
Australia's manufacturing industries. Authoritat-
ive forecasts point to a difficult period for the
major economies of the world during the second
half of the 1980s. In conditions of slowing growth,
Australian industry will have to overcome serious
adjustment problems. State and Federal Govern-
ments have a key role to play in formulating con-
sistent and continuing industry policies and in as-
sisting firms and unions to adopt a responsible,
longer-term view of their industry's needs.

Turning specifically to Western Australia, I
want to point out how assumptions that once de-
termined our view of industrial development can
no longer be entertained. In the past, it was
assumed that WA's manufacturing and service in-
dustries would grow in response to the
opportunities offered by the exploitation of our
raw matrials. Up to a point, in the 1960s. and
early 1970s, that was a reasonable assumption,
although it can be said that we missed many
chances to make our industry and services more
export oriented.

Since the mid-1970s, however, we have become
aware of the extent to which the demand for our
iron, nickel and alumina depended on the econ-
omic health of Japan and the major Western econ-
omics. It should have become obvious that a
laissez-faire approach to our manufacturing and
service sectors would result in the weakening and
narrowing of our industrial base.

Western Australia's industry is especially vul-
nerable to unfavourable international economic
conditions. We are a very modest, isolated
subeconomy, characterised by a proliferation of
small firms in some industries and a few
subsidiaries of international giants in others. Be-
ing isolated, we lack access to and often knowl-
edge of other, large markets. Because so many
WA firms are small, they frequently lack the re-
sources to employ marketing, management,
financial, and design experts. The situation can be
improved by strengthening our commercial and
manufacturing infrastructure. Another result of
the small scale and fragmentation of our industry
is that industry associations tend not to be able to
adopt the longer-term view of industry needs that
their counterparts in European countries adopt.

Under these circumstances, there is a need for
the Government to provide guidance in industrial
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development activities. The starting point for this
is the adoption of a coherent strategy for indus-
trial development, which provides the business and
industrial community with the assurance that
their problems and difficulties will be overcome
steadily and rationally.

During the past four months, a project team has
reviewed the functions and Organisation of the De-
partment of Industrial Development and has
proposed a strategic plan, new programmes, and a
new Organisation for the department. The project
team's recommendations have been acted upon in
the main, and I am pleased to report to the House
that the Department of Industrial Development
has been reorganised and given responsibility for
undertaking a new set of programmes which con-
tribute significantly to our Government's strategy
for industrial development.

I now outline the major functions of the Depart-
ment of Industrial Development and highlight im-
portant new programmes.

I have attached to this statement an overview of
the Department of Industrial Development's
strategic plan, to which I will refer briefly. Mem-
bers should note that the department's new pro-
grammes lead logically to the achievement of
some critically important objectives and goals.
The three prime goals are-

to encourage innovation and modernisation in
existing viable industry;
to facilitate the sustained growth of existing
viable industry; and,
to assist in the identification and establish-
ment of new viable industries, particularly
those with a scientific research base.

Of course, the Department of Industrial Develop-
ment is not the only Organisation concerned with
these goals-other departments and agencies in
the Government also have some responsibility for
them.

I would like members to consider the underlying
principles, because they tell us how these goals will
be achieved. To put it in a nutshell, OUr approach
to industrial development emphasises-

Building up the infrastructure for industry:
We believe Government should work to im-
prove methods of financing industry, the
availability of expert advice, and the effec-
tiveness of industry associations.

Export growth: We believe that WA indus-
try can be assisted to capture major markets
in the developing economies of Asia.

Information: We believe Government and
industry require systematic, valid data to
make good decisions.

Co-ordination of Federal and State initiat-
ives: We believe that WA industry can ben-
eft from a co-ordinated approach by the Fed-
eral and State Governments.

Facilitation of adjustment and change: We
believe that the Government must assist in-
dustries to take a longer-term view of their
prospects and respond accordingly: prep-
aration of industry studies and strategies is
one means towards this end.

The Department of Industrial Development has
begun to implement nine new programmes. Three
of these are concerned with the effective working
of the department itself, including its responsi-
bility for providing the Government with well-
informed policy advice. The other programmes
are-

Market Development and Investment: The
department will work with industry groups to
identify and exploit market opportunities.
Particular effort will be devoted to making
effective use of Government purchasing
power to strengthen the competitiveness of
local industry. At the same time, market
analysis information will help to guide the
department's activities in supporting local in-
dustry to penetrate and expand export
markets. The department will also co-operate
with other bodies to identify and attract
sources of capital appropriate to WA indus-
try's needs.

Economic and Industry Analysis: There is
no doubt that a major deficiency in previous
Governments' approaches to industrial devel-
opment has been the lack of solid, down-to-
earth research on conditions in WA industry
and in potential overseas markets. My depart-
ment will be systematically analysing the
economic and industrial context and under-
taking specific studies of industries. The
specific studies of industries will be carried
out in consultation with industry representa-
tives and will be designed to result in action.
The findings of the industry studies will pro-
vide industry representatives with a sound
basis for making essential decisions about
markets, future demand, technology, and in-
vestment. In the first instance, special atten-
tion will be given to the engineering and
metals industries and the electronics industry.
In addition, a special unit has been estab-
lished to work with WA industry to maximiise
its share of defence contracts.

Industry Advice: The department will pro-
vide factual information to industry and ad-
vice to companies. Advice in the areas of
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finance, marketing and management will be
available and will be concentrated on com-
petitive firms in viable industries. Industry
modernisation will be a priority. The depart-
ment's advisory service will not replace or
duplicate private sector consultancy services,
but will draw on such services where highly
specialised expertise is required.

Government Liaison: The department is
being given responsibility for ensuring that
WA industry's needs are influentially
represented in federal policy making. I refer
particularly to the programmes and priorities
of the Departments of Industry and Com-
merce, Trade, Science and Technology,
Treasury, Defence and Defence Support. The
department will help to establish the State's
position on major issues of concern to indus-
try and will fight for a fair share of Federal
resources for WA industry. Relocation of the
department's Eastern States office from
Sydney to Canberra is occurring to facilitate
such activities.

Infrastructure Development: In line with
its more systematic approach to industrial de-
velopment, the department will be working
with private and public sector bodies to ex-
tend and improve the support system frT in-
dustry. This means, among other things,
taking steps to improve the availability of in-
dustrial finance, strengthening support ser-
vices for industry such as design and quality
assurance, and encouraging firms to get
together where Government assistance is
desired.

Venture Task Force: The Government is
frequently presented with proposals to estab-
lish new ventures or projects which may bring
significant economic benefits to the State, but
which cannot get off the ground without
Government facilitation or support. To pro-
vide a means of evaluating and developing
bona fide proposals of this sort, the depart-
ment will have a small, high calibre venture
task force.

The Department of Industrial Development's new
programmes require a new organisation and a dy-
namic, co-ordinated approach to industrial devel-
opment. I expect that the reorganised Department
of Industrial Development will work closely with
the Small Business Development Corporation and
the Technology Development Authority to provide
the most comprehensive stimulus to industry and
commerce that our State has seen.

I turn now to the new organisation of the de-
partment. The Public Service Board has co-

operated admirably to establish an organisation
well-suited to carry out the new programmes. The
reorganised Department of Industrial Develop-
ment has a clean, simple structure. It consists of
three divisions-

industry and company services;
industry analysis and strategies; and,
corporate services.

The department will be headed by a small execu-
tive team consisting of a co-ordinator and three
deputy co-ordinators, each in charge of a division.
It has been made less bureaucratic, with a
substantial broadening of the management level
and a "flattening" of the organisation. Arrange-
ments have been made to ensure quick decision-
making, to eliminate red tape and to delegate
authority to appropriate levels.

The review project team found that only a small
proportion of the activities of regional offices in
the north of the State contributed directly to in-
dustrial development. I have accepted the
recommendation that these offices should more
appropriately form part of the Department of Re-
gional Development and the North West. Accord-
ingly, I have arranged with my colleague, Hon.
Julian Grill, to transfer responsibility for those
offices and their staff to his portfolio. The offices
concerned are those in the Kimiberley, Pilbara and
Gascoyne regions.

The Department of Industrial Development will
retain its southern regional offices. However, in
view of the importance of commercial and non-
industrial business activities in rural areas, I have
decided to attach one member of each office to the
Small Business Development Corporation as a re-
gional business development officer. These officers
will undertake a familiarisation and in-service
training programme with the Small Business De-
velopment Corporation in Perth, before taking up
their positions in regional centres.

I have insisted that special attention is given to
staff development and training. Our most valuable
resource is our people. Every effort has been made
to find suitable outlets for the skills and experi-
ence of Department of Industrial Development
staff. At the same time, 20 new staff positions
have been created, giving the department an op-
portunity to recruit in specialist areas, including
from industry and commerce. With the blend of
existing and new staff, the department will be well
equipped to implement its new programmes and to
provide industry with the longer-term outlook that
it requires to cope with a rapidly changing world.

I believe that the review and planning process in
which the Department of Industrial Development
has been involved over the past four months dem-
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onstrates what goodwill, consensus and hard work
can achieve. Departmental officers, the Public
Service Board, Treasury, expert consultants and
ministerial staff all worked together to devise new
programmes and arrangements which met a
clearly defined need. The emphasis has been
firmly on change by understanding.

Finally, another key aspect of the change pro-
ces has been consultation. During the preparation
of new programmes, the project team consulted
widely with Government departments and
agencies. The Civil Service Association was
informed of implications for staff. Briefing

sessions were also held with the Confederation of
WA Industry, the Trades and Labor Council, and
the WA Chamber of Commerce and Industry, and
comments were invited. In all cases, supportive
responses were received for the proposed ap-
proach.

I seek leave of the House to incorporate a docu-
ment outlining the new structure of the depart-
me nt.

By leave of the House, the following document
was incorporated-

NEW STRUCTURE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Co-ord inator

COPRTSERVCE

Personnel Serices
Public Commusnicatios
Financial and Physical Resources
Information Systems
Corporate Planning

INDUSTRY ANALYSIS & STRATEGIES
-= DIVISION

Economic Analysis
Industry Studies
Industry Consnliaiioa
Overseas Marker Analysis
Submissions to Federal Government

DECEMBER 1984

INDUSTRY AND COMPANY SERVICES
DIVISION

Domestic Market Development
Exporrt Expanision
Inetment Attraction
Corporate Development Advice

Rpnlervices
ormainfor industry

I nfrastructure Development (capital markets, in-
dastry associations, specialist agtncies, etc.)
Vent1ure Task Farce

Debate Resumed
MR COURT (Nedlands) 12.38 p.m.]: The Op-

position is not averse to sensible changes in any
Government department, but change for change's
sake can be a meaningless exercise.

If the Minister was doing his job correctly all
the proposed new programmes and services which
he has outlined to the House in his statement
would already be established. The Minister talked
about giving the Department of Industrial Devel-
opment a new direction to follow. The people
working in that department would be grateful for
any direction at this stage because since this Min-
ister has taken over the responsibility of that de-
partment there has been only a sense of rejection.

As the Minister knows, during the recent
Budget debate the Opposition was highly critical
of the Minister's neglect in areas concerning in-
dustrial development. The Opposition has received
criticism of this Minister from people both in large
and small business. They have said that the Minis-
ter is difficult to see and difficult to sit down with
and discuss some of the serious problems
confronting many industries which we tend to call
traditional industries.

Mr Bryce: Name one.

Mr COURT: I listened to the Minister in
silence and I thought he would give me the same
courtesy.

The Minister's portfolio is one which requires
him to listen to people, as well as his self-involve-
ment. The reason is that he is dealing with people
from companies, firms, and partnerships who are
risk-takers. Often they are people with way-out
ideas and they are the go-getters. They are people
who want to establish themselves in industry or
who are currently in industry and want to expand.
What is important of any Minister handling this
portfolio is his spirit and enthusiasm in promoting
industry.

It does not help the business community to
fiddle with titles, as proposed in this ministerial
statement, and to reshuffle positions in the so-
called "flattening" of the organisat ion, which
seems to be a new word for providing more chiefs
and fewer indians.

Our major criticism of the Minister is his
neglect of the so-called traditional industries. He
treats them, as does his Government, as industries
of the past. The Minister criticises the Opposition
and says that it has a tonnage mentality; yet I find
it interesting to note that, as the economy starts to
flatten out, the first thing the Minister does is talk
up the economy, by referring to new resource proj-
ects-which we will believe when we see them.
The Minister says there is no flattening-out in the
economy, but he has read a statement in which he
predicts what will happen to these industries. One
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of the industries to which I refer is farming and
associated industries..-

The Government might question what farming
has to do with the Minister for Industrial Develop-
ment, but it has a great deal to do with his depart-
ment. I refer for example to tractor manufac-
turers, shed manufacturers, and fencing contrac-
tors who operate in country towns and in the
metropolitan area. The fishing industry comes
under the portfolio of the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife, but connected with it are the
associated industries of shipbuilding, supply of
fishing equipment, and fuel for the fishing vessels.
Many different industries back up the forestry
industry. Mining, construction, energy, and
transport are traditional industries which this
Minister has neglected in the running of his de-
partment, and they require the backup of many
service industries. They are not the whiz-bang,
high technology, sunrise industries about which
the Minister talks so much, but they employ many
people and are a very important part of the State's
economy.

Western Australian industry has followed logi-
cal development. A good example can be seen in
the forest industry, It has developed from the cut-
ting down of trees to provide timber for housing,
to the establishment of an efficient, modern,
chipboard manufacturing industry which is due to
start making glue as a by-product. The mineral
industry has developed from minerals to metals
and into fabrication. These are the logical develop-
ments that have followed the so-called traditional
industries. These industries have been neglected
by the Minister for Industrial Development.

We have to compete in international markets
and we need to be more efficient. The traditional
industries provide the basis for us to move into
new technology. What has the Minister done
about it?

An example of the Minister's neglect is the in-
dustrial relations area. I said earlier that industrial
relations was the biggest problem of industry. The
Minister has agreed with me to some extent; he
said that it was among the top half-dozen prob-
lems. What does he do about it? He has not
expressed concern about the redundancy decision;
in fact, his Government supported that decision.
The Minister has said nothing about the standover
tactics which we have brought to his attention. A
good example was the situation at the electronic
engineering company, F. R. Tulk & Co. Pty. Ltd.
The Government has not supported that company.
It reached the stage where the company/came. into
open disputation without the Government taking
action. The people at that company sought assist-

ance from the Government, but it stood back and
allowed the dispute to continue.

I refer to voluntary employment contracts. We
have heard the Minister say that a change is
needed in the industrial arbitration system. Yet
the concept of voluntary employment contracts
was put forward by industry, which the Minister
says he is helping, and the Government rejected it.
The Minister said that we needed radical changes
in our industrial arbitration system, and that was
the greatest breakthrough we have had in this
House.

The apprenticeship scheme has collapsed, and
that means the skills required for industries in the
future will not be available. However, the Govern-
ment is standing back and allowing the appren-
ticeship scheme to deteriorate.

With regard to export costs, the Minister has
said nothing about excessive levies charged on
wharves and the different loading procedures
which bulk handling companies have to face which
increase costs. These charges add up and are mak-
ing the companies less competitive . on inter-
national markets. The Minister has talked about
our poor export performance, but it will get worse
unless something is done very soon to help the
industries remain competitive.

Under this new break-up the Minister has given
us, he will be responsible for the capital markets. I
am interested to know what involvement he has
had in the attempt to get a new foreign banking
licence in this State. It is absurd for the Govern-
ment to want to be involved in the establishment
of a new bank in this State when private industry
wants to be involved. The Government knows that
many private financial institutions in this State
are quite prepared to negotiate with a foreign
bank to establish a bank in this State. However,
the Government has moved in quickly and locked
the private institutions out by saying that the
Western Australian Development Corporation will
be involved with a foreign bank. As soon as the
licences were called for the Government stated
that the WADC was doing a deal with the Indus-
trial Bank of Japan. In addition, when the an-
nouncement was made recently, it stated that not
only was the WADC involved but also the SGIO
would be in on the act. There is no need for the
Government to be involved in a new foreign bank-
ing licence. Was the Minister for Industrial Devel-
opment involved in that decision?

Mr Bryce: Yes, I was.
Mr COURT: The Minister is supposed to be

encouraging industrial development in this State,
yet he has denied those financial institutions the
opportunity to move into the foreign banking in-
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dustry. Instead, the Government has moved in.
The Government already has one bank; I do not
think it needs two.

In my Budget speech I said that the Govern -ment had insulted the traditional industries Of
Australia by its neglect and its assumption that it
must concentrate on the new sunrise industries of
tomorrow. Today's industries must be encouraged
to become the industries of tomorrow. The
Government should not neglect the existing indus-
tries. The Minister has had two years to perform
in the field of industrial development, and he has
done nothing. A classic example of the Govern-
ment's neglect is with regard to the heavy engin-
eering industry. Thec Government is prepared to
allow the heavy engineering industry in this State
to slip out through the back door. John Perry said
in his statement to shareholders yesterday that the
way we are going we shall not have a heavy engin-
eering industry in Australia in a few years' time.
That is just not good enough.

I want to make it clear that we are not opposed
to the introduction of new technology indus-
tries-quite the contrary.

Mr Tonkin: You did nothing about it for nine
years.

Mr COURT: We offered all the encouragement
possible to allow the better application of brains
and to encourage those high technology industries.
We have always done that; we did it in the past.
The Minister for Housing sits back and smirks
and says, "What have ybu done about it?" There
are many examples of high technology being
introduced into so-called traditional industries.

Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: Let us have a look. The Minister
might not call pipe coating a high technology in-
dustry, but there is a company which has devel-
oped techniques for coating pipes which means
that they can now win contracts overseas; they can
now win export business.

That might not fit into the Minister's tech-
nology field, but that is what that is-high tech-
nology. It is the same in the farming industry, and
even in the yachting business. Would one call the
development of Australia Il a high technology in-
dustry? There have been many examples in the
last 100 years. Ever since this State was founded
new technologies have been applied. I am telling
the Minister to keep his feet on the ground and
realise that he should be supporting existing indus-
tries.

The Government promised a bright future be-
fore coming into power. In fact it promised an

improvement in the first year. Look at page 2 of
the ministerial statement and see what sort of a
future this Minister for Industrial Development is
predicting. He seems to be backtracking now on
the anticipated economic development of this
State. H-e is saying there will be difficult periods
ahead. We are to have slow growth and serious
adjustment problems. Those statements appear in
his own ministerial statement. How negative can
one get?

Australia, and Western Australia in particular,
are part of the most vibrant, rapidly growing econ-
omic region in the world, and this Minister in a
most negative fashion says things will be grim in
the future.

This Government continues with its neglect of
the industries in this State. Industry needs a Min-
ister with plenty of spirit and enthusiasm to sup-
port it; the mere revamping of titles in his depart-
ment will not assist in the industrial development
of this State. As I said at the commencement of
my remarks, the proposed new programmes and
services which the Minister outlined in his
statement should already be provided. He does not
need new titles to provide the services which are
foreshadowed in this statement.

I also comment on the fact that the Minister
says he is doing so much in the field of industrial
development. I would like to know why the
Premier seems to have the WADC carry out many
of the activities which in the past were carried out
by the department. When an industry needs help,
it seems that the Minister's department is now by-
passed and the WADC is approached direct.

I want to comment on the staff changes taking
place. I hope the Minister has carried out the
changes to his department in a better fashion than
they were carried out in the PWD. It is interesting
to see that this Minister has made a ministerial
statement saying there is to be a change of title
and 20 more people will be put on, whereas the
Minister for Works has made changes in his de-
partment involving the loss of hundreds of jobs.

Mr Wilson: That is false.

Mr COURT: Hundreds of people are losing
their jobs in the Public Works Department. The
Minister cannot deny that. A department of
retraining and redeployment is being established
to handle those people. That Minister did not
make a ministerial statement when that sort of
change took place.

This Minister is a prolific producer of minis-
terial statements, and I thank him for the oppor-
tunity of allowing me to explain why he is a non-
performer in the field of industrial development.
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FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS DUTY
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 4)
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Leader of the House), and read a first time.

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

House) [2.57 p.m.j: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The decrease in the rate of Financial institutions
duty from 5c to 3c per $100 has the effect that the
maximum duty of $500 is reached at $1 666 666.

A review of the terms of the Financial Insti-
tutions Duty Bill (No. 3) has indicated the need
for three minor amendments to remove a conflict
between the charging provisions of the Act and
those provisions relating to the preparation of re-
turns.

The returns of a financial institution or a de-
positor require receipts to be split into two
categories: One shows the total of dutiable receipts
other than those at which the maximum duty will
apply, and the second shows the number of re-
ceipts at or exceeding the maximum level.

Without the amendments now proposed, con-
fusion could arise as to the amount of duty which
is to be paid on receipts between $1 million and
$ 1 666 666. The view could also be taken that no
duty is payable on receipts within this range. The
amendments contained in this Bill will remove
that doubt.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned to a later stage of the sitting,

on motion by Mr Hassell (Leader of the Oppo-
sition).
BILLS (3): INTRODUCMON AND FIRST

READING
1. Secret Harbour Management Trust Bill.
2. Tourist Development (Secret Harbour)

Agreement Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Pearce

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

3. National Crime Authority (State Pro-
visions) Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Carr
(Minister for Police and Emergency
Services), and read a first time.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Annual Report

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Min-
erals and Energy) [3.05 p.m.]: In respect of the

State Energy Commission annual report which I
have tabled, I move-

That the report be noted.
I do that because the Government has given an
undertaking that the financial arrangements of the
SEC should be subject to debate in this House.
We had a debate on this very issue in other re-
spects last week, and this move ought to be
welcomed by the Opposition and Parliament to
make sure that the figures are discussed.

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

RIGHTS IN WATER AND IRRIGATION
AMENDMENT BILL

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Tonkin (Minister for Water Re-
sources) in charge of the Bill.

Point of Order
Mr MENSAROS: Virtually, the whole Bill re-

lates to clause 3. 1 take it that you, Mr Chairman,
will allow us to speak to the proposed sections
because the amendments are put in this way. Will
we break it up into proposed sections?

The CHAIRMAN: The easiest way to break it
up in order that members can understand it more
fully and to give the member the opportunity he
desires, is for each new section to be considered for
debate. I will allow the debate to proceed on that
basis.

Commit tee Resumed
Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Parts 1, 11 and III substituted-
New section 2-
Mr MENSAROS: The Minister responded to

the debate in connection with the definition of
"department". We have the definition of
"department" as the Public Works Department.
That description, at very best, would be valid for
the next six or seven months only. The Minister
said in his response-and I appreciate that he has
responded to my comment-that this was the
1978 definition and that he does not wish to
change that because subsequently some amend-
ments may be made.

I do not think it will be amended before the
coming into operation of the new Western
Australian Water Authority which will finally do
away with the Public Works Department. As I
understand it, at the present moment there is only
the engineering division existing within the Public
Works Department according to the Public Ser-
vice Act. There might be the marine division-I
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do not know. In any event, to refer to the Public
Works Department seems to be, under the present
circumstances, anachronistic.

Mr TONKIN: I thought I had given an under-
taking that an Acts amendment Bill would be
brought in during the autumn session to alter this,
so that would apply before I July 1985 and it
would be taken care of at that time. The amend-
ment would come in first.

Mr LAURANCE: I seek your guidance, Sir. I
was listening to the member for Floreat asking
you how you intended to handle this. I would like
to speak to proposed new section 13, which is also
part of clause 3. Will you take the proposed new
sections in order?

The CHAIRMAN: If I allow the member to
speak on proposed new section 13, I do not intend
to go back, so we shall deal with the proposed new
sections in order.

New section Ii-

Mr MENSAROS: I query the period of 10
years. I know it existed in the previous Statute,
but I wonder if there is an explanation as to why
the period of 10 years is considered to be most
appropriate.

Mr TONKIN: The period of 10 years i s an
arbitrary figure. It has worked well in practice and
it has been in the Act since 1914. It is considered
that the period of 10 years is neither too long nor
too short. One might argue with a period in excess
of 10 years, because expectations and practice
could have changed. Anything less does not give
enough security. The figure is arbitrary, but it has
stood the test of time and I would have thought
the main conservative argument in politics
throughout the centuries was that one does not
change things for the sake of change, but rather
keeps practices which have worked well and
which, therefore, should be persisted with.

New section 13-

Mr LAURANCE: [ refer members to the word-
ing of new subsection (3)(b). The word "vary"'
concerns me greatly, because it appears that,
under this legislation, the Minister will have the
power to change a water allocation or licence to
take water. My concern is in respect of the plan-
tation industry at Carnarvon.

Recently the Minister issued a Press release
which was reported in the local paper at
Carnarvon, The North-West Telegraph. The re-
port reads, in part, as follows-

A local grower who was convicted of
exceeding his water allocation on four oc-
casions has had his allocation reduced.

Water Resources Minister, Mr Tonkin,
said the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act
provided for penalties which could be as
severe as cancellation of a grower's licence to
draw water, or refusal to supply more than
750 cubic metres per month.

Mr Tonkin said in this particular instance
the penalty was only a reduction of the
grower' s...

Point of Order
Mr TONKIN: New section 13 does not refer to

groundwater. The Carnarvon licences refer to
groundwater only. Subsection (1) says-

.. dispose of water from any water-course,
lake, lagoon, swamp or marsh ...

It refers to surface water and the Carnarvon situ-
ation relates to groundwater.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister has advised
correctly, and I ask the member for Gascoyne to
relate his remarks specifically to the clause.

Committee Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Sir. I appreciate

the Minister taking that point of order.
Of course, if the river is flowing at Carnarvon,

the allocation can relate to surface water,
although I do not know whether it forms part of
the licence, because there is probably open
pumping at that time.

Under which section does the Minister have the
power to vary a licence? It has been my under-
standing that a water allocation is specific and
relates to a property, therefore, a property either
does or does not have an allocation. The Minister
may be taking these powers unto himself under
another section and, in that case, I shall reserve
my remarks until we deal with that section;
otherwise I shall make my remarks under this new
section.

Mr Tonkin: It is not for me to tell you when to
speak. I have not taken any powers unto myself. I
use the powers given to me by Parliament, as did
my predecessor.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister can take that
attitude; it might do him some good in this debate,
but it will not do him any good in the eyes of the
wider community. The Minister has taken unto
himself the power to vary licences.

Mr Tonkin: I have always had that right. Li-
cences are varied every year. A new allocation is
made each year.

Mr LAURANCE: That does not occur as be-
tween one grower and another. Those licences
have been worked out in consultation with the
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Gascoyne River Advisory Committee based on the
amount of water available, but people still have an
allocation, If the Minister intends to vary the
position in respect of the growers, that is a serious
matter, and that is why F am raising it.

Mr Tonkin: You are on the wrong section and
you are out of order.

Mr LAURANCE: I shall check to ascertain
whether there is another section under which the
Minister is varying the position. These same
powers must apply to groundwater as they do to
surface water.

Mr Tonkin: Yes! and they are already in the
Act. You put them in the Act, not us.

Mr LAURANCE: Can the Minister give the
Chamber an assurance that he is not changing this
legislation?

Mr Tonkin: That is correct. There is no change.
Mr LAURANCE: So there is no change in

terms of varying water allocations for
groundwater in these amendments as compared
with the position under the Act?

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr LAURANCE: If the Minister were chang-

ing the position, the growers would have a legal
right to challenge that. There have been threats of
legal challenges over water allocations and the
Public Works Department has not pursued the
matter. In the past, when there have been threats
of legal challenges, the PWD has agreed to grant
the allocations.

Recently some people have come to me saying
that the Minister has threatened to vary their
water allocations. I do not believe he has the legal
entitlement to do that. The Minister is entitled to
lower or raise overall allocations, bu.t not
selectively to vary an individual grower's
entitlement. Does the Minister have the right to
vary entitlements selectively and, if so, is it his
intention to use that power? If it is his intention,
on behalf of the industry, I give him notice that we
shall fight it every inch of the way.

Mr MENSAROS: I emphasise the fact that the
action of the Minister is not subject to the advice
of the commission. That has been explained
already.

The Minister said that the board of the Western
Australian Water Authority was the body
involved here in giving advice. I accept the Minis-
ter's argument that, in all cases, the Minister
should be responsible to Parliament, and he should
make the decisions. Therefore, perhaps it was not
proper statutorially to alter the Minister's de-
cision-making. power or his discretion by
indicating that he had to accept the advice of a

commission or committee. However, at the same
time, I emphasise that, in respect of these local
matters, the advice of local committees, rather
than a commission or board of the Western
Australian Water Authority, is very valuable. As
has been pointed out already, with due respect,
other than the chairman, the people on that board
have no experience of local matters.

There should be some reference, although not
necessarily a compulsory reference, to local advis-
ory councils or committees whose advice should at
least be taken into consideration. If my memory
serves me right, the situation is that, particularly
in those cases of the licences mentioned by the
member for Gascoyne, the Minister's decision,
although not bound to advice from local advisory
councils, has usually been based on that local ad-
vice. I can recall that during and before my time
the advice from the local council was, without one
single exception, accepted by me and that was so
with all previous Ministers-and there have been
quite a number of changes of Minister, if not
necessarily of the party in power.

I suppose that no Government gazettes an area
as a licensed area for its own sake but because the
water supply for an area from whatever source
becomes short. It is in the interests of the users
themselves to have introduced some sort of system
which allows each user to have enough water and
which does not allow new people to come in and
receive licences to the detriment of those already
there. Because of this, although the simple
omission that the commission's advice should bind
the Minister is all right, at the same time I would
like the Minister somehow at least to have some
statutory requirement to refer to these
local committees-and I emphasise the word
"local["-because these committees are
constituted mainly of local people. Of course they
will have officers of the new authority as well who
will be the experts. The co-operation of the experts
and the knowledge of the local people of the
physical, geological and personal circumstances is
very useful.

It is in the interests of the Government and the
Minister that he should make decisions which are
explained in the local context and are therefore in
the best interests of the local people. The acquired
rights should be observed;, that is, the rights of
people who were already in the area perhaps be-
fore ]icences were introduced. I trust that my com-
ments will be taken into consideration.

Mr TONKIN: Of course I believe in local ad-
vice, and that is why we included in the legislation
a provision that there should be local advisory
committees. This was not in the other Acts to the

4669



4670 [ASSEMBLY]

same extent. Obviously we believe in consulting
with local committees.

It may be true that Ministers almost always
take the advice of their local committees, and in-
deed in that case it is interesting to bear in mind
what the member for Gascoyne said, because the
person whom I presume he was defending has had
four convictions for having stolen water. The ad-
vice of the local advisory committee was that I
reduce his allocation. The member cannot have it
both ways. In taking the advice of the advisory
committee, which the member for Floreat says I
should do, the member for Gascoyne says I would
have a fight on my hands.

I have another alternative-I do not know
whether the member for Gascoyne prefers I take
that-which is to cancel the allocation altogether.
The Minister has the legal power to do that.

I do not know whether the member F .or
Gascoyne is condoning law-breaking, but the fact
is that water is very scarce in the area and people
who steal water are not really stealing from the
Government; what they are doing is making it
difficult for their mates, who also want to survive
in this situation.

Although this is not the correct new section in
which to make this point I nevertheless point out
that, first, there is a basis in law for the Minister
to reduce the allocation, so there is no point in
talking about a legal fight, because the Act gives
the power to the Minister. Secondly, it was on the
advice of the local committee, a majority of whom
are local growers, that action was taken. The
growers themselves asked the Minister to disci-
pline this person who had stolen water.

[-move an amendment-
Page 21-Delete proposed paragraph (a)

and the word "and" immediately thereafter
and substitute the following-

(a) any person-
(i) having a right under section 20

or 21 to take water in a water-
course, lake, lagoon, swamp, or
marsh, has diverted, taken, or
used such water for a purpose
or to an extent not authorized
by this Division; or

(ii) not having a right under section
20 or 21 to take water in a
water-course, lake, lagoon,
swamp, or marsh, has diverted,
taken, or used such water; and

As the Bill was drafted it meant that the Minister
could take action against people who had a right
to take water but could not take action against

those who did not have a right to take water.
Those who had a right were penalised, so this
tightens up the Bill.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr TONKIN: I move an amendment-

Page 22, line 3-nsert after the word
"defining" the passage ", where applicable,".

This is consequential upon the amendment to
which the Committee has just agreed. Members
will see that it is necessary now because we have
the two types of situations-one where a person
has a right and the other where a person does not
have a right.

Amendment put and passed.
New section 23-
Mr MENSAROS: I move an amendment-

Page 23, after line 13-Insert after
subsection (2) the following new subsection to
stand as subsection (3)-

(3) Every person appointed by the Minister
under subsection (2) shall be chosen from
amongst persons who are either a magistrate
as defined by the Justices Act 1902, or who,
due to their qualifications and experience, are
otherwise suitable to conduct the inquiry.

Even in the Minister's second reading speech it
was mentioned that these investigations as they
have occurred in the past have usually been con-
ducted by magistrates or retired magistrates, and I
think the definition which I have endeavoured to
place into this amendment would suit this arrange-
menit. IFr the person chosen has the respect a nd th e
confidence of the parties concerned, this will make
much easier both the administrative work and the
role of the Minister. If he chooses someone to
investigate a matter and that person has obvious
expertise, particularly of the procedures, there will
be less discontent about the recommendations
made by this person. I do not know the Minister's
view about this, but based on his explanation I
believe this amendment to be fair and acceptable.

Mr TONKIN: I gave the undertaking, I think,
during the second reading speech, that there was
no intention of changing the practice to appoint a
Magistrate. However, the member for Floreat ap-
parently will not accept my word, and that is fair
enough because we should be legislating as tightly
as we can in this place and providing for Ministers
to follow the law to the degree of detail that the
Parliament sees fit. Just making an observation, I
wonder how many amendments the member for
Floreat accepted to this kind of legislation when
he was on this side of the Chamber. I remember
our pressing him time and time again for a more
humane attitude from the Metropolitan Water
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Authority on cut off notices; he lost his temper
time and time again and thouted at us and refused
to accept any change whatsoever. Of course, we
are not like thaI, as I have said before, and no
doubt I will bore people by saying it again and
again. We accept amendments. We think it is a
good amendment.

Amendment put and passed.
New setion 26-
Mr LAURANCE: Division 3 deals with

underground water and I want to return to the
matters I raised previously when I was advised by
the Minister I was attempting to raise this matter
under an incorrect section.

In his response to me the Minister completely
missed the point. I have given the Press release to
Hansard who asked for those papers and I have
just sent a message to get them back because I
again want to refer to the Press release where the
Minister indicated that because a person had been
convicted on four occasions, he was now to be
penalised by having his entitlement reduced.' I do
not have any brief for that person; it is not because
of him that I am raising this matter. It is just that
that was what the Press release was about, The
Minister indicated in that Press release that this
person's licence would be reduced and also that he
had legislation before the Parliament to
substantially increase the penalties.

The point I want to make is this: If the penalty
is inappropriate and not effective, by all means
increase the penalties, which is what the Govern-
ment is doing with this legislation.

I am not in favour of people breaking the law
and if they are breaking the law, and continuing to
do so because the penalties are ineffective, the
penalties should be made more effective. 1 used
the example only to highlight a very sincere con-
cern currently felt by the industry that the Minis-
ter is taking unto himself the power to selectively
vary licences.

Mr Tonkin: I am not taking it unto myself. The
Parliament gives me the power.

Mr LAURANCE: They have never been
utilised in that way before.

Mr Tonkin: The industry recommended it.
Mr LAURANCE: I will come to that point

now. If the Minister intends to make the penalties
effective, I assume that he is trying to do so under
these amendments, and he has the support of the
Opposition to do so. So, it is not a matter of my
backing this person because he has broken the law;
indeed, the Gascoyne River advisory committee is
quite entitled to suggest that his licence be varied.
it is quite entitled to give the Minister that advice

if it believes that an additional penalty is
warranted.

The Minister was wrong in saying that the
majority of growers are represented on that com-
mittee, because there are not a majority of
growers on it at all.

Mr Tonkin: What do you mean?

Mr LAURANCE: If it comes to the crunch, it
has a majority of Government members;, it com-
prises three Government members, three industry
members, and a Government chairman.

Mr Tonkin: The regulations were changed re-
cently to give extra representation to growers.

Mr LAURANCE: There will be four growers?
Mr Tonkin:. I understand so.
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister may be right

on that matter. One of the reasons it was never
done before, and the reason the Government held
the chairmanship, was to ensure that the growers
were not in a position Of rating themselves; in
other words, the Government chairman may be
required to obtain the approval of the Gascoyne
River advisory committee for an increase in water
charges because a majority of growers would not
be sitting in judgment on their own increases.

Mr Tonkin: Charges do not come into it.

Mr LAURANCE: In the past, of course, they
have been asked to at least advise on those
charges. They were not given power to alter or
vary them but they were given the opportunity to
comment on them.

I believe that if the penalties are to be increased,
those penalties should be imposed on that person.
If he was fined four times-in other words, it
appeared that he was taking no notice of the fine
and was continuing to break the law--obviously
the penalties were ineffective; and, in that case the
Government should proceed as it is now doing, to
make those penalties more effective. However in
addition to increasing the penalties the Govern-
ment, perhaps out of a sense of frustration, has
chosen to vary that person's licence. I do not know
why the Gascoyne River advisory committee has
recommended that course of action, but if it thinks
about it seriously, it will realise it has given the
Minister an open invitation, in effect, to vary
licences at will, and that is a very dangerous situ-
ation indeed. in fact, I raise the matter, not be-
cause of that case, where that person probably
does deserve to have increased penalties imposed
on him, but because other people have come to
me-people who have not overpumped their allo-
cation-and said the Minister has given them an
indication that he was going to vary their licences.
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I am trying to bring home to the Minister an
important paint. Sure, he has the power to vary
licences, and licences have been varied; but a stan-
dard licence applies to all holders of a water allo-
cation which can be varied according to seasons,
river flows, and many other factors. The Minister
may be well aware of these factors. A factor which
has just been removed is one which provided that
if a grower had a 17-year-old son working on the
plantation he received an extra quota for that son
which other growers did not get. Those things
have been agreed upon by the industry. That is
quite different to saying, "Grower A can have a
100 per cent allocation, but I do not like the look
of Grower B so I will give him a 70 per cent
allocation. Grower C I do not like at all- he votes
Liberal-so I will give him only a 50 per cent
allocation".

The Minister has been very political in granting
a new water allocation recently, which has caused
considerable concern on the Gascoyne River. The
Minister has shown he is prepared to grant
licences at will, even though that was strongly
opposed by members of the Gascoyne River advis-
ory committee. The Minister decided because of a
few party hacks who got onto him that he was
going to provide a new grower with a water allo-
cation when he had been refused previously. I am
not particularly against his getting a water allo0-
cation, but I am concerned about other people on
the list, some of whom are ahead of him. Yet the
Minister stepped right over them and picked out
this person.

Mr Tonkin: It is ndt true.
Mr LAURANCE: I have -seen the correspon-

dence. The Minister has written and said it was a
ministerial decision.

Mr Tonkin: That is correct, but he was next on
the list.

Mr LAURANCE: No, he was not next on the
list. It has been indicated before that he was not
next on the list. I have supported all people who
have tried to get an allocation. I am not trying to
oppose him. I have supported him, despite the
personal attack that he has made on me and my
family because he could not get an allocation; but
other people were ahead of him on the list and
they have been refused.

Mr Tonkin: That is not true.
Mr LAURANCE: All I can then say is that the

Minister has changed the list!
Mr Tonkin: I did not.
Mr LAURANCE: It was a blatantly political

move.
Mr Tonkin: You are a liar.

Mr LAURANCE: I beg the Minister's pardon?
Mr Tonkin: You heard me.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr LAURANCE: If I heard the Minister cor-

rectly, I ask him to withdraw. The man is mum-
bling in his beard; but if what I heard him mumble
was, "You are a liar", Mr Chairman, I demand
that he withdraw that unparliamentary remark.

The CKAIRMAN: The member for Gascoyne
places me in a rather awkward position. I did not
hear the Minister say that; however, if the mem-
ber for Gascoyne did hear that and if the Minister-
did say that, I request him to withdraw.

Mr TONKIN: 1 withdraw.

Committee Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: That is the reason I raised

this matter: The Minister has indicated that he is
prone to making partisan decisions about the allo-
cations on the Gascoyne River. That is bad
enough, but he intends to go further than that. If
he is to go to the position where some people will
get a full allocation, and some will get half an
allocation-

Mr Tonkin: This was a recommendation of the
committee. Do not extend it beyond that. No-one
else has been threatened. Why don't you tell the
truth? You are not telling the truth. This was a
recommendation of the committee. Why don't you
shut up and sit down and let the member for
Floreat-who is doing a good job-continue, and
we Can get on with legislating?

Mr LAURANCE: If the Minister wants me to
delay the passage of this legislation, I have the
capacity and the will, and have developed the de-
sire to do so.

Mr Tonkin: You are a child!
Mr LAURANCE: Not at all. If the Committee

stage of a Bill, which seriously affects a vital in-
dustry in my electorate-

Mr Tonkin: It does not.
Mr LAURANCE: -cannot be discussed by a

member of Parliament, where can it be discussed?
The Minister has been here long enough to know
this is exactly the place to discuss this, and I will
raise it and continue to raise it to my heart's
content. I will continue to raise this matter until I
receive satisfactory answers from this intransigent
Minister.

Mr Tonkin: I have given the reasons, but you
are not interested in the truth. You have taken up
the cudgels on behalf of one person.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister's reaction to
my allegation only proves what I say is true. The
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Minister has been absolutely damned out of his
own mouth. I am taking up this matter not on
behalf of an individual, but on behalf of the indus-
try. The Minister saw some people here in the last
few days. because they had a letter saying that the
Minister intended to vary their allocation. I do not
believe he has the right to selectively vary that
allocation, and that action will be challenged. He
has not that right. He has the right to vary the
allocations overall but he cannot be selective and
say that some people will have a full allocation
and some will not. Those people who own a plan-
tation and have a water allocation number on their
title deserve to get the basic allocation, not half of
it, or some other percentage, at the Minister's
whim. If that is to be the rule in future, it is just
not good enough, and I intend to light it.

The Gascoyne River advisory committee may
have said that some additional penalty in addition
to the increased final penalties should be charged
against this person. That may be appropriate in
this case, and I will take it up with the members of
the Gascoyne River advisory committee. If they
have given the Minister a lever he can now use in
the industry generally, he will find he has a fight
on his hands. I think the Minister has been advised
very badly. Perhaps the committee did not think of
the implications when it said, "This bloke is not
prepared to play the game; let us put the boots
into him. We will advise the Minister to take a bit
off his water allocation for a year".

Now I have heard of other instances where the
Minister has written to growers saying he will vary
their allocation.

Mr Tonkin: Who are they?
Mr LAURANCE: I do not wish to mention the

names in Parliament. The Minister met them here
only a fortnight ago on that very matter. They had
not overpumped; they had not been fined. They
are decent, law-abiding people.

Mr Tonkin: Because they want subdivisions?
Mr LAURANCE: No, they are subleasing part

of their property.
Mr Tonkin: If you do not mention names, I do

not know what you are talking about.
Mr LAURANCE: I will mention the names

privately. I have not received their approval to
mention their names publicly-not that they have
done anything wrong. I met them in this place
prior to their meeting the Minister, and I have not
established from them whether they want their
names raised in the Parliament.

It is the principle with which I am concerned. If
the Minister has the power to selectively change
water allocations in the future, it can be done at
(147)

will by any Minister for any purpose, political or
otherwise, and that is not good enough. It has
never been done tbat way before. Powers have
never been exercised in that way before and, if the
Minister intends to exercise those powers in that
way, he will have a fight on his hands. I will make
sure the industry takes the Minister to task over it;
it is not appropriate. The Minister can vary the
allocations according to seasons or because of any
other factors recommended by the advisory com-
mittee. But if the Minister says there is not
enough water to go around; and the allocations are
going to be made selectively by taking a bit off
this person-

Mr Tonkin: You are out of your mind.

Mr LAURANCE: That is what the Minister
has threatened to do.

Mr Tonkin: That is not true at all. That is
untrue. You stand up and tell lies in this Chamber
day after day.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister had better
check the correspondence he has recently written
to growers. The Minister met one grower in this
Parliament only a fortnight ago about that matter.
If the Minister intends to use powers under this
legislation to vary individual water allocations on
a selective basis, I oppose it strongly. I ask the
Minister now, while we are in Committee, to tell
me that it is not his intention.

Mr Tonkin: You don't want to listen. I have told
you eight times, but you are not interested in the
truth. You want to make your point, and you do
not care what I say.

Mr LAURANCE: Does the Minister intend
cutting this person back by 10 per cent, presum-
ably as an additional penalty, in addition to the
increased financial penalties under this legis-
lation? Does the Minister intend to use that power
to vary allocations to the growers as a means of
conserving water?

Mr Tonkin: I have said "No", but you are not
interested in the truth. I have said that about eight
times.

Mr LAURANCE: I wanted that on record. The
Minister has said, "No". He does not intend to do
that. I will go back to the people who have been
written to-people who are very concerned about
this-and tell them. It is all very well for the
Minister to rant and rave. I have expressed the
legitimate concerns of people in my electorate and
when they read in Hansard the sort of response I
have received from the Minister, they will see they
have a Minister who would do the very things
about which they are so concerned.
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Mr MENSAROS: I wish to make reference to
the fact that a change has been made in the use of
the expression used for water, which is
groundwater or underground water. I know that
the Minister said this was the Crown Law Depart-
ment's opinion but, with all due respect to the
Crown Law Department, I wonder whether there
would be any other people closer to the subject
than engineers or geologists.

Advice has been received from engineers in the
last few years-it has not only been from the
modern and up-to-date fellows, but some who are
now retired-as to the proper expression which
should be used. I just wish to mention this so that
the matter is placed on record.

As to the amendment 1 have proposed, it is
almost verbatim from the SEC Act, and to a large
extent it is similar to the Metropolitan Water
Authority Act. I was responsible for the prep-
aration and introduction of those two Acts, and
must admit that it was drawn to my attention; it
was noted in the original draft. It was drawn to my
attention that individual property owners should
have some notice of perhaps not less than five
days. That notice is contained in the amendment
which I have proposed, and which also provides an,
outlet which states "where it is practicable". That
means there is no compulsion on the Minister and
his administration. This provision is to be in
subsection (3).

In proposed subsection (3) it is designed to be
given to the owner or occupier. There is provision
in proposed subsection (6) that, if the Minister's
servants enter without notice having been given,
notice could be given afterwards. I think it is a
desirable consideration for the right of the prop-
erty owner and the right in property that some
notice be given. In these cases to which we refer, it
is more appropriate, even from the point of view of
the authority, than it was with the State Energy
Commission, because it is much easier to imagine
having emergency cases with the SEC. For
example, a line or a pole could fall or all sorts of
faults could 'develop with machinery, plant, and
equipment whereas, in natural conditions, that is
not the case. The only case which comes to mind
would be that of a flood which develops not in
hours, but in days. Maybe five days' notice would
not be enough in that'case. Again, the outlet is in
proposed subsection (6) which states that, if notice
is required to be given but has not been given, it
can be given subsequently. So if the intention is to
safeguard an individual's rights to his property,
which right is fairly important, unless the Minister
explains things differently, it would not hinder its
administration or cause a great deal of difficulty.

The legality of the drafting, as I said, is proved
by time because it went into the State Energy
Commission Act verbatim, in the same way.

I move an amendment-
Page 32, after line 23-nsert the following

new subsections to stand as subsections (3) to
(6)-

(3) Where the Minister, or any person
empowered by the Minister, intends, for
any Of the purposes required by this Act,
to enter upon any land which is privately
owned or occupied, notice in writing of
that intention shall, where practicable,
be given by the Minister to the owner or
occupier of the land not less than five
days before the right is to be exercised.

(4) A notice required by subsection
(3) to be given in relation to any entry
shall specify the purpose for which entry
is to be made and shall continue to have
effect for so long as that purpose sub-
sists, and successive entries for that pur-
pose shall be taken to be entries to which
the notice relates.

(5) Where the right to enter upon land
is exercised in relation to land which is
privately owned or occupied without the
prior giving of the notice referred to in
subsection (3) the Minister shall cause
notice in writing of the nature of the
entry and of any measures taken under
subsection (1) to be given to the owner or
occupier where that is practicable.

(6) Any notice required by this section
to be given to the owner or occupier of
any land may be served by post by pre-
paid letter addressed to the owner or oc-
cupier by that description and addressed
to the land in question.

Mr TONKIN: I regret that I cannot agree with
this amendment. It provides that the owner-occu-
pier of the land shall be given notice of not less
than five days before the right is to be exercised.
We could be talking about an offence being com-
mitted; we could be talking about effluent empty-
ing into a stream. To give five days' notice of an
inspection of the situation would be ludicrous. It
would be like the CIB ringing a criminal and
warning him that in five days it was going to his
house with a search warrant.

I respect the intention of the member for
Floreat, and I am aware of the lack of drafting
resources available to members of the Opposition.
The member fr Floreat is trying to cover a multi-
plicity of situations with his amendment. I under-
stand that, in the Metropolitan Water Authority
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Act, several pages deal with the various kinds of
conditions and point out that notice can be given
in some cases and in others it cannot.

I undertake to introduce amendments to the Act
when the Acts amendment Bill goes through in the
autumn session. It will have that kind of detail. It
will provide for notice to be given where appropri-
ate and for no notice to be given where appropri-
ate-for example, in the case of an offence having
been committed.

We will be looking at that situation. The
amendment does not really cover all those situ-
ations and, obviously, we want to protect water
users such as in the case of a person not doing the
right thing and allowing effluent to escape. In that
case, quick action is needed.

The wording in the Bill is the same as exists in
section I I of the Act so we are not doing anything
new. We can improve on it and we will introduce
new legislation into the Parliament. However, for
the moment, the amendment moved by the mem-
ber for Floreat is not adequate. As I said, I am not
being critical of the member for Floreat. I ask the
Committee to reject the amendment.

Mr MENSAROS: I accept the Minister's ex-
planation. If one has had some experience in
administration, it is patently clear that there is an
endeavour, usually by private members about
safeguarding individual rights. The endeavour
should be made by the Minister but that is not
always the case;, it was not always the case even
when I was the Minister. In any case, the rights of
the individual to property should be safeguarded.

The interest of the department, authority, or
instrumentality, is really the opposite, with due
respect to them. They would come to the Minister
and say, "You should not have that because we
want an easy access; secondly, we do not want to
go to the trouble to either get a warrant-which,
in some cases, is being suggested; I do not support
that situation because it becomes a legalistic mat-
ter- "Or we do not even waste time with sending
notices". There are legitimate cases. I did not
think of the case mentioned by the Minister-I
accept it-where there would be emergency situ-
ations. If some poisonous discharge occurs, obvi-
ously that ought to be remedied instantly, If the
Minister, as he did, undertakes to resolve the situ-
ation so that the right in property is being
safeguarded and at the same time,.the depart-
ment's interests or the authority's interests are
also being safeguarded-and after all, they rep-
resent the interests of the neighbouring property
owners-the solution is quite acceptable from my
point of view.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clauses 4 to 17 put and passed.

Clause 18: Section '76 insetted-

Mr MENSAROS: It is not the first time that I
have suggested this amendment. As I said during
the second reading debate and also on a previous
occasion-I cannot recall the occasion but it re-
lated to legislation in connection with drain-
age-that infringement notices were introduced,
this is not only acceptable but desirable. In fact,
when talking to the appropriations for the At-
torney General in the Budget debate, I went as far
as saying that I thought that consideration should
be given to a separate, all-embracing procedure
being legislated for by the Attorney General so
that, in the various pieces of legislation in which
this infringement notice is being introduced, there
should not be the necessity to make provision
about how the infringement notice should be
entered. We would finish up with different rules
for infringement notices being followed by differ-
ent departments under different Ministers, or even
by different departments under the same Minister,
because I realise that the Minister's mind is not a
computer and he might be advised by different
departments and instrumentalities in a different
way.

I commend the merits of infringement notices
because I know about them by experience. This
will save a lot of time because if people have the
opportunity to defend themselves they will do so,
sometimes knowing that they have committed an
offence, because they have infringed the subject
legislation. However, in many cases they are buy-
ing time, as in buying time they are advantaging
themselves. It also results in additional costs to the
taxpayer because the department or instrumen-
tality must spend a lot of time and money engag-
ing lawyers, and so on.

The Government must be careful about the
officers who issue these infringement notices. In
his second reading speech the Minister said that
we should not give the slightest opportunity to a
weakness in human nature where perhaps some
form of bribery or corruption can be used. It is
logical that if the infringement notice can be with-
drawn, there should be a provision in the Bill
which states that it cannot be withdrawn by the
person who issued it.

Mr Tonkin: I accept that.

Mr MENSAROS: I am glad that the Minister
accepts it because at one stage a similar Provision
proposed by myself was not accepted in regard to
another piece of legislation. After all, people are
only human and the Bill, as it stands, would give
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an opportunity of a person persuading the officer
who issued the infringement notice to withdraw it.

1 move an amendment-
Page 43, ine 17-Insert after the word

"notice" the passage ", other than an in-
fringement notice given by that person, "

Mr TONKIN: I congratulate the member for
Etoreat for bringing forward this amendment to
the Parliament. It does make the legislation better.
It indicates that a Government, no matter how
diligent it is, cannot bring forward perfect legis-
lation to the Parliament and I guess that the Par-
liament itself does not churn out perfect legis-
lation. Therefore, we must be eternally diligent to
show, as the flaws show up, that we are prepared
to bring legislation back to the Parliament.

It also shows that the member for Floreat is
doing his job and is diligent and can see ways in
which the legislation is imperfect. The flaw in this
legislation which I brought to this Parliament has
been shown by the member for Floreat. We could
have a situation where the officer who issues an
infringement notice can then withdraw it himself.
As the member for Floreat said, it could lead to
bribery and corruption, and more likely it could be
a question of social pressure in a small country
town. However, it would still be corrupt, but it is
different in degree from the taking of money. I do
not impute any improper action to any officer, but
we legislate for human beings and not for angels.

It is a good idea that if an infringement notice is
to be withdrawn it is done by another officer in
order that we have a safeguard in that two officers
know what is happening. The amendment covers
the situation. Again I congratulate the member
for Floreat for his amendment, and I ask the Com-
mittee to accept it.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 19 to 22 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with amendments, and the report

adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Tonkin

(Minister for Water Resources), and transmitted
to the Council.

BUILDING SOCIETIES AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now con-
sidered.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr Wilson (Minister for Housing) in
charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

Amendment No. 1.

Clause 28, page 22, line 13-Insert after
-$1 000" the following-

-or imprisonment for 3 months, or
both "

Amendment No. 2.

Clause 28, page 23, line 26-Insert after
"$1 000" the following-

,or imprisonment for 3 months, or
both "

Mr WILSON: I move-
That amendment No. I made by the Coun-

cil be agreed to.

Mr MacKINNON: Obviously the Opposition
will be supporting these amendments because it
drew the Minister's attention to the apparent
anomaly when the Bill was previously before this
Chamber.

The amendment will bring the penalties in the
Building Societies Act into line with those apply-
ing to similar offences under the corporate affairs
Act.

I previously raised the question about the impli-
cations of the Costigan report for this legislation.
The Minister indicated that the Government was
approaching the Federal Government to obtain a
copy of the Costigan report which was withheld
from publication because of a pending court case
and that the Government would examine it in
order to ascertain whether it had any relevance to
this Bill.

Mr WILSON: The Premier has written to the
Prime Minister with that request.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not want to delay the
Chamber, but the Opposition finds the Minister's
answer unacceptable. The Costigan report was
tabled in this Chamber almost three weeks ago
and it clearly highlighted some anomalies in simi-
lar legislation in another State which led Mr
Costigan to make certain recommendations. We
debated this legislation recently in quite a reason-
able manner and to the benefit of both industry
and the Parliament. Since that time all we have
seen from the Government is inaction. Perhaps it
is because Mr Hawke is worrying too much about
his performances on television and the Federal
election rather than worrying about the protection
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of Western Australians because of anomalies
contained in this legislation.

I urge the Minister to ask the Premier to con-
tact the Prime Minister urgently, obtain this infor-
mation, and make sure that decisions are made,
otherwise we will come back to this Chamber next
February and 1 will be asking the Minister the
same question and he will be giving me the same
answer.

The people of Western Australia could well be
placed at risk when Mr Costigan has already
warned us that we should not be placed at risk and
we need to Find out about that as quickly as poss-
ible.

The Government should move with the utmost
haste. Now that the opportunity has passed by for
the inclusion of these amendments in the debate,
the Government should ensure that the report is
obtained and any necessary action taken forth-
with.

Mr WILSON: It was never envisaged that we
would be introducing such amendments during
this sitting. As I have said previously, the Premier
has written to the Prime Minister and we are
awaiting a reply.

We envisage further amendments being
introduced in the autumn sitting. It is no use the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition blabbing and
making a fuss as he is wont to do about most
things.

M~r MacKinnon: Don't you care about the
people of Western Australia?

Mr WILSON: Yes, I care about the people of
Western Australia. The member wishes to create
doubts by raising his harum-scarum views on this
subject.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition's frus-
tration at being in opposition is obvious and we are
not going to be panicked by his attempts to put
fear into people. He is quite irresponsibly sowing
seeds of doubt about the building society industry
in Western Australia. If he wants to do that, be it
on his own head. I am sure the building societies in
Western Australia will not thank him for it.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Mr WILSON: I move-
That amendment No. 2 made by the Couni-

cil be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's amend-

ment agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted, and a

message accordingly returned to the Council.

DENTAL PROSTHETISTS BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now con-
sidered.

In Committee

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

The amendments made by the Council were as
follows-

I.-Clause 3, page 2, lines I11 to
13-Delete the definition of "endorsement".

2.-Clause 3, page 2, line 31-Delete "the
giving of advice to, or".

3.-Clause 3, page 2, line 33-Delete "or
in preparation for,".

4.-Clause 3, page 2, line 35-nsert
"full" before "artificial".

5.-Clause 3, page 2, line 37-Insert
"full" before "artificial".

6.-Clause 5, page 3, line 18-Delete "7"
and substitute the following-'8".

7.-Clause 5, page 3, line 27 to page 4, line
8-Delete paragraphs (c) to (g) and
substitute the following paragraphs-

,,(c) 3 persons shall be dentists of
whom-

(i) I shall be appointed on the
nomination of the Australian
Dental Association Inc.; and

(ii) I shall be appointed on the
nomination of the Com-
missioner; and

(d) 3 persons shall be dental prosthetists
of whom-

(i) I shall be appointed on the
nomination of the body known
as the Dental Laboratory
Owners' Association set up
under the auspices of the West-
ern Australian Chamber of
Commerce and Industry (Inc.),

(ii) I shall be appointed on the
nomination of the W.A. Dental
Technicians and Employees'
Union of Workers; and

(iii) I shall be appointed on the
nomination of the Australian
Dental Technicians* Society
(W.A. Branch).".
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8.-Clause 6, page 4, lines 22 to
27-Delete subclause (2) and substitute the
following subclause-

"(2) Where section 5(2) requires the
appointment of a member of the Com-
mittee to be on the nomination of a per-
son or body, the appointment of a person
as the deputy of the member shall, sub-
ject to section 7(2), be made on the
nomination of the person or body by
which the member is required under sec-
tion 5(2) to be nominated. ".

9.-Clause 12, page 7, line 14-Delete
"conduct or".

10.-Clause 12, page 7, line 15-Delete
"if any;'.

11I.-Clause 12, page 7, lines 18 and
19-Delete "or endorsement".

12.-Clause 12, page 7, line 21-Delete
"'or endorsement''.

1.-Clause 12, page 7, line 24-Delete
"or endorsement".

14-Clause 12, page 8, line 19-Delete
'or endorsement".

15.-Clause 18, page 11, lines 7 to
15-Delete paragraph and insert-

"(b) the applicant has, upon assess-
ment by examination,-
(i) gained from an educational auth-

ority prescribed for the purpose of
this paragraph a qualification so
prescribed; or

(ii) become qualified in a manner
to be prescribed which is at least
equivalent to a qualification
required by the regulations for the
purpose of this paragraph.

16.-Clause 18, page 11, lines I8 to
27-Delete the subclauses

17.-Clause 19, page 1l, lines 28 to 35,
and page 12, lines I to 30-

Delete all the words following "subject
to this Act" and substitute the follow-
ing-

"a licence shall remain in force
for 1 year beginning on the day
when it comes into force and may be
renewed from time to time.

(2) A licence authorises the per-
son to whom it is issued to engage In
the practice of dental prosthetics to
the extent that it is related to the
fitting, constructing, inserting,

repairing, or renewing of full arti-
ficial dentures Or mouthguards."

18.-Clause 20, page 12, lines 31 to 39,
and page 13, lines I to 11I-Delete the clause.

19.-Clause 21, page 13, lines 17 to
22-Delete the subcla use.

20.-Clause 21, page 13, lines 23 and
24-Delete "or die endorsement of whose li-
cence has been cancelled".

21.-Clause 21, page 13, lines 27 to
35-Delete all the words after ''revocation"~
and substitute-

11for the restoration of his licence,
and the Commission may, on payment
by the applicant to the Commission of
the prescribed fee, restore the licence to
that person. "

22.-Clause 22, page 13, lines 38 and
39-Delete "or cancel the endorsement of a
licence".

23.-Clause 22, page 13, line 39-Delete
"or (2)".

24.-Clause 22, page 14, lines 2 and
3-Delete "or cancel an endorsement of a
licence"

25.-Clause 22, page 14, line 4-Delete
",or (2)".

26.-Clause 22, page 14, lines 8 and
9-Delete "or the effect of an endorsement".

27.-Clause 22, page 14, lines I I and
12-Delete "or, as the case may be, the
endorsement".

28.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 14 and
15S-Delete ", or grant an endorsement of a
licence,".

29.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 17 and
18-Delete "or the effect of an
endorsement".

30 .- Clause 23, page 14, lines 19 and
20-Delete "or cancels the endorsement of a
licence".

31.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 21 and
22-Delete "or the endorsement of a
licence"

32.-Clause 23, page 14, lines 32 and
33-Delete "or grant an endorsement of a
licence"

33.-Clause 23, page 14, line 33 and page
15, line 1-Delete "or the endorsement of a
licence"

34.-Clause 24, page 16, lines I11 and
12-Delete this paragraph.
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35.-Clause 24, page 16, lines 14 to
16-Delete "or suspension, cancellation or
restoration of an endorsement thereof'.

36--Clause 25, page 16, lines 34 and
35-Delete the words "or endorsement
granted".

37.-Clause 25, page 17, line 5-Delete
the words "or endorsement".

38.-Clause 28, page 19, lines 6 to
8-Delete "that a licence did or did not have
an endorsement,".

39.-Clause 28, page 19, lines 8 and
9-Delete "or an endorsement thereof'.

40.-Clause 29, page 20, lines 13 and
14-Delete "or the endorsement of a
licence is cancelled or suspended,".

41.-Clause 29, page 20, line 15-Delete
"cancellation".

42.-Clause 30, page 21, lines 6 to
21]-Delete all the words after "Act".

43.-Clause 30, page 21, lines 23 and
24-Delete "or endorsement".

44.-Clause 30, page 21, line 29-Delete
"or endorsement".

45.-Clause 30, page 21, lines 31 and
32-Delete "or endorsement".

46.-Clause 30, page 21, lines 35 to
37-Delete all the words after "section"

Mr HODGE: I move-
That amendments Nos. I to 5 made by the

Council be not agreed to.

The amendments to clause 3 are not acceptable
to the Government. The clause contains a number
of definitions and the Government does not sup-
port the amendments, one of which prohibits a
dental prosthetist from giving advice to clients
with regard to dental prosthetics. We believe it is
essential for a dental prosthetist to be able to give
advice to patients regarding the fitting and con-
struction of artificial dentures. It is not practical
to remove that from the Bill, and for those reasons
we oppose these amendments.

Mr BRADSHAW: The amendments refer to a
number of items; the first refers to the definition
of "endorsement". We have stated previously why
this should not be included and also why pros-
thetists should not be able to work on partial den-
tures. There has been a great deal of discussion on
this matter and it is not worthwhile repeating it.

We do not believe dental prosthetists should
give advice. It is appropriate for qualified dentists
with proper training and qualification to give ad-
vice, but we do not believe dental prosthetists will

have the necessary training or qualifications to do
so.

Amendment No. 3 may lead to a dental pros-
thetist Operating on permanent teeth, which will
lead to illegal dealings with the patient. These
procedures should be performed by the dentists.

It has been pointed out in other parts of the Bill
that the dentists should prepare the mouth for
dentures, or for partial dentures. We object to
prosthetists working on partial dentures; the den-
tists should do this work for partial or full den-
tures.

Amendment No. 4 deals with the doubt whether
it is part or full dentures. We believe the word
"full" should remain. Similarly with amendment
No. 5; so we oppose what the Minister is offering
to do.

Mr HODGE: The legislation makes it quite
clear that dental prosthetists are not allowed to
work on live teeth, or on any tissue in the mouth.
That has been written into the legislation, so any
fears expressed about dental prosthetists working
on live teeth or tissue are unfounded.

The member for Murray-Wellington may be
labouring under a misapprehension about full and
partial dentures. If the legislation were carried in
this form, it would mean patients being put in a
ridiculous position. If a patient required a full
upper denture he may go to a dental prosthetist; if
he required at the same time a partial denture, he
would have to go to a dentist. There would be two
trips to two different people for the fitting of arti-
ficial teeth.

I do not know if the member for Murray-
Wellington appreciates that fact, but it seems to
be ludicrous. One might have to visit a dentist to
have partial dentures fitted and then go round the
corner to the dental prosthetist to have a set of
upper or lower dentures fitted. That does not seem
to be a sensible position.

As I said in my opening remarks, the giving of
advice by dental prosthetists is not about dentistry
or any work that a dentist may be required or
qualified to do. The advice the dental prosthetist
would be giving would be on the manufacture,
construction, and fitting of artificial dentures,
which he is qualified to give, so there is no need
for the member to be concerned about dental pros-
thetists giving advice which is in the province of
the qualified dentist. Those arguments, in my
view, are not valid.

The final point is the possibility of partial den-
tures being fitted illegally by dental prosthetists. If
this amendment is to go through the Parliament,
nothing is surer than that the illegal work going on
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at the moment will continue and there will be no
way of regulating or controlling it.

This legislation is a sincere effort by the
Government to try to come to grips with the
present work beng done---everyone knows it is be-
ing done-illegally. If this legislation fails because
of unacceptable amendments forced on it by the
Legislative Council, it will be on the head of the
Opposition if the illegal work continues to be done.

Mr BRADSHAW: It was pointed out in the
second reading speeches that the University of
WA Dental School advocated the diagnosis and
treatment of caries and other dental treatment
was essential before dentures are inserted into the
oral cavity. This is the responsibility of the dentist.
In other words, qualified people will determine
whether there are any problems in the mouth be-
fore partial dentures are inserted, therefore the
dentist is the only person qualified in that respect.
It was also said that in the majority of cases there
is a requirement to adjust normal teeth so that a
partial denture may be fitted.

In the majority of cases the live teeth have to be
adjusted in some form or other before the partial
dentures can be inserted. The Bill says that this
can only be done by a dentist. The Minister's
statement that the patient may have to go to a
dentist for a partial denture and to a dental pros-
thetist for a full set of upper dentures is beside the
point. The patient must have some treatment to
his teeth, therefore in the majority of cases he will
go to the dentist. I would be surprised if in most
cases the dental prosthetist would send the patient
to the dentist to have that preparatory work done;
there would be a risk of losing the patient by the
person staying with the dentist. Secondly, the per-
son may be embarrassed to go to the dentist and
then come back to the dental prosthetist.

Mr Hodge: What do you think happens now?

Mr BRADSHAW: l am not sure.
Mr Hodge: Work is done illegally.
Mr BRADSHAW: I know they are Working

illegally. We still oppose these clauses. We believe
the amendments should stay as put.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ments not agreed to.

Mr HODGE: [ move-
That amendments Nos. 6 and 7 made by

the Council be agreed to.
These amendments were moved by the Govern-
ment in the Legislative Council. I support them
here in the Legislative Assembly.

Initially, when the debate occurred in this
Chamber, I was opposed to the inclusion of a third
dentist on the Dental Prosthetists Advisory Coin-

mittee. I have been persuaded to alter my stance. I
have done so fairly reluctantly; I am still of the
view it is unnecessary to have three dentists on this
committee.

I have forgotten how many amendments I have
now accepted, but it is quite a few. I am prepared
to go along with this in the hope of getting some
sort of consensus with the Opposition so that the
legislation has some hope of going through the
Parliament.

Mr Clarko: This is probably the real reason.
Mr HODGE: Yes, it is the real reason.
Mr Clarko: It is not consensus; you are doing it

because you need to. There is a distinction.
Mr HODGE: Is there? I am prepared to

compromise with the Opposition in an effort to get
the legislation through the upper House as far as I
can without destroying the fundamentals of the
Bill.

Mr Clarko: It is not really compromise, though,
is it? It is doing it because you have to.

Mr HODGE: I do not have to. If the legislation
is not to go through I guess I could insist, but I am
not going to do that.

Mr Clarko: You want the legislation.

Mr HODGE: That is true; many people in the
community want this.

Mr Clarko: No, only about 24 people.
Mr HODGE: This legislation will provide great

benefit to the many people in the community who
require artificial dentures.

Anyhow, I was diverted by the member for
Karrinyup. This amendment will allow for a third
dentist to be appointed to the committee. The
Minister will nominate the third dentist. The other
two dentists are nominated, one by the Australian
Dental Association and the other by the com-
missioner to represent the Department of Health.

I do not think I need add any more to that. This
amendment is quite clearly and specifically for the
purposes of adding a third dentist to the com-
mittee.

Mr BRADSHAW: We agree with the Minister
on these amendments. It balances the make-up of
the board. It is the dentists who have the qualifi-
cations and training and should be able to set the
examinations and conduct them. We believe it is
right that a third dentist should be added to this
board.

Mr LAURANCE: It is amazing how the learn-
ing curve has come about in this case. The Minis-
ter was totally opposed to our amendments to in-
clude an additional dentist on this board when we
first raised them in this Chamber, but now, with a
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better perspective after debate elsewhere, he can
see the merit of these amendments.

Mr IHodge: I still think it is unnecessary. There
is no merit in it at all. Don't be an idiot.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is very testy.

Mr Hodge: You are just trying to be smart.

Mr LAURANCE: I was commenting on the
Minister's foresight, and the fact that he is able to
see the matter more clearly. We wanted to do this
because the Government is now allowing people to
undertake a procedure which previously has been
preserved only for the people who have particular
qualifications. It is normal, if one is setting up a
body which will oversee the conduct of a certain
procedure, for the people who are involved in that
profession to have a professional body which gives
them a voice on how procedures are to be carried
out, but in this case the Minister was giving to
that professional body all the newcomers-

Mr H-odge: Tell the truth. There were always
going to be two dentists.

Mr LAURANCE: I am telling the truth. It is a
matter of degree.

Mr Hodge: You are implying that I said that
the committee Was going to be made up entirely of
people who were newly registered.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is very testy on
this point. He was trying to set up a body to be
controlled by the people allowed in the industry
rather than a body controlled by the people who
have traditionally been in the industry. These
people have done their training and earned their
right to practise in this way from time immem-
orial. The Minister will now widen the scope. It is
only practical that he keeps a majority of people
on the committee from the traditional profession,
the people who have always been carrying out this
work. Sure, this board can have one or two rep-
resentatives from the newly entered people-we
agree with that point but we believe there should
be a majority from the traditional profession. The
Minister was a little myopic on that view, and now
he has had his vision cleared by discussions else-
where and has agreed to these amendments, albeit
a little reluctantly. Nevertheless, it is an important
point which we can now bring to a successful
conclusion.

Now, with the wisdom of the Legislative Coun-
cil-once again we are now able to give thanks for
the Legislative Council-with a wider perspective,
the House of Review has been able to take a
different look at this matter, view it from another
angle, and recommend to this Chamber that we
add another dentist to the body. It makes good
sense, and it is to the Minister's credit that he is

able to see this and agree with the Legislative
Council on this issue by adding another dentist.

The Minister will ind that better legislation
will come out of this place, and his legislation will
be better as a result of the negotiations and
further discussions that took place in the Legislat-
ive Council. That is a perfect example of our
democratic parliamentary system working at its
best and something which the Government should
take note of. The Minister's colleagues should also
take note that this is the way the operation should
go. The matter was fully debated in this chamber,
and with further discussion in the Legislative
Council, the amendment was made to increase the
number on the board from seven to eight-in
other words, to increase the number of dentists
from two to three. The Minister has agreed to
that, and we commend him on that move.

Mr Bertram: Why did you not allow it to
operate in that way from 1974 to 1980?

Mr LAURANCE: Because there are other
processes at work. The member for Balcatta has
been vociferous in the party room and he would
have insisted on these amendments in the party
room. It is another aspect of the parliamentary
process and as we know, the parliamentary process
has many aspects, some of which work in this
Chamber, some in the other Chamber, and some
in the Government's party room. We are happy
that the procedure has gone the way it has. The
profession will be delighted that the parliamentary
process has worked in this way to the benefit of
the existing profession and to give the people who
have always been in control of their own pro-
fession the majority. It is not because we are
taking the side of the dentists; all we are trying to
ensure is that the public are protected. It is the
public interest we are concerned with. In this case
we believe the dentists should have been supported
because the best way to uphold public interest is to
have a majority of dentists on the board; and by
increasing the number from two to three we have
ensured that the profession will continue with sat-
isfactory safeguards, not for dentists or dental
technicians, but for the general public. They will
appreciate this and the Minister will be able to
hold his head high because he has a better Bill
which has come out of the parliamentary and
democratic process that has taken place. We com-
mend him for accepting these amendments.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ments agreed to.

Mr HODGE: I move-

That amendment No. 8 made by the Coun-
cil be agreed to.
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We support the amendment to clause 6. It is
merely a technical amendment which was made
on the recommendation of parliamentary counsel.
The amendment seeks to reword subclause (2) of
clause 6. It merely attempts to achieve the same
result, but with a slightly clearer, more explicit use
of the words. It is a technical amendment and, as
such, the Government is happy to support it.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Opposition also sup-
ports the amendment. Basically, it indicates that,
if one of the nominated members of the committee
is unable to attend a meeting, a person from the
relevant field may be nominated. The amendment
makes the position a lot clearer than it was pre-
viously.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Mr HODGE: I move-
That amendments Nos. 9 to 14 made by

the Council be not agreed to.

These amendments deal with and define the func-
tions of the advisory committee. The first amend-
ment seeks to remove from the committee the
ability to conduct examinations, if it thinks that is
necessary. We went through this debate previously
when the legislation was in this Chamber, and I
see little point in covering that old ground again in
any detail. I would not envisage that the advisory
committee would itself be conducting examin-
ations, but I do not believe that we should take
away from the committee the ability to do that, in
case it becomes necessary. This is new,
trailblazing legislation. We shall have to overcome
a number of technical problems in the early days
and, in some instances, it may be necessary for the
committee to conduct examinations.

This provision is not unusual. I have looked at
other similar pieces of legislation which have the
same sort of wording and contain similar power. It
is not for any deep or dark reason that I seek to
insert those words and people who have reacted
have read some meaning into the words which the
Government does not intend them to have.

The other amendments to clause 12 are conse-
quential on the Legislative Council's desire to re-
move the endorsement on licences for partial den-
tures. The Legislative Council obviously wishes
that dental prosthetists be unable to obtain higher
qualifications to enable them to manufacture and
fit partial dentures.

The legislation envisaged a licence contain ing
an endorsement when someone had attained
higher qualifications and training and was ap-
proved by the committee and commissioner as
capable of fitting partial dentures. Obviously these
amendments are designed to remove the ability of

the committee to place an endorsement on the
licence, and the real argument is whether dental
prosthetists should have the ability to manufacture
and fit partial dentures. This amendment is a
consequence of the wish to remove that ability.

I strongly believe dental prosthetists must be
able to manufacture and fit partial dentures,
otherwise they will not be able to be effective in
their jobs. I am told that the bulk of the work done
these days in this area is in the field of partial
dentures. Dental health has improved over the
years and it is not as common for people these
days to require full dentures. If we persevere with
this approach of outlawing the manufacture and
fitting of partial dentures by dental prosthectists.
we shall only perpetuate the present unsatisfactory
position. We shall have dental technicians working
illegally in the community, fitting partial den-
tures, and nothing will change. That is really the
argument in this respect. This clause is not really
about whether the committee should have the
right to endorse licences; rather, it relates to the
ability of dental prosthetists to manufacture and
lit partial dentures.

The Government opposes all the amendments to
clause 12.

Mr LAURANCE: We oppose the view put for-
ward by the Minister. We strongly support these
amendments as passed by the Legislative Council.
The Minister has quite rightly outlined the areas
with which these amendments deal. The first is the
ability of the board to conduct examinations. Wc
believe power exists in the legislation already for
the board to arrange for the conduct of such
examinations. The board can arrange the examin-
ations, but it should not be the body which con-
ducts them. That should be left to the appropriate
educational authority.

Concern has been cxprcssed that, if the board
conducts its own examinations, it may not be done
in a way which satisfies the public interest and it
would be best if the people who make up the
advisory body arrange the examinations, rather
than conduct them. Plenty of precedents exist in
which professional groups ask appropriate edu-
cational authorities to conduct examinations for
them. We want to split those duties and that was
the purpose of the amendments passed in the
Legislative Council. We want to have a clear div-
ision between the people who arrange the examin-
ations and are responsible for them and those wvho
actually conduct them. Therefore, we strongly
support those amendments being retained.

The second aspect of the amendments relates to
the endorsement of licences. The Minister is quite
right in saying that we disagree that dental tech-
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nicians should be able to manufacture and fit
partial dentures. 1 will not repeat the debate which
ensued in the Legislative Council, but it was
pointed out clearly there that, if one examines the
position in other States and other parts of the
world, one sees that generally there has been a
natural progression from a situation in which den-
tal technicians are not allowed to operate in the
fields which are traditionally the domain of den-
tists to a state where, by very strict examination
and as a result of the passage of time, dental
technicians have been allowed partial entry into
these areas if they do not have the qualifications of
a dentist.

One way to do that is to allow dental tech-
nicians to fit full dentures only initially and, if
they carry out that work over a period, at a future
date they may perhaps be allowed to manufacture
partial dentures. That is the way in which this
matter has been dealt with in some States of
America and Canada, and also in New South
Wales. There are plenty of precedents for that
natural progression.

The Minister says, "We want to be able to do
this immediately". However, the reason he has
given for that attitude is simply not good enough.
He made the point that, if we do not give this right
to dental technicians, they will operate illegally
anyway. That is not an argument. Either some-
thing is legal or it is not. We are here to legislate
and we do not legislate in order to suit everybody's
needs. We do not legislate to make it legal for
people to enter the drug trade, for instance, be-
cause they are involved in illegal activities now.

While Parliament has agreed to some changes
to the operations of dental technicians, it is not a
good enough reason to say we should go all the
way because, if we do not, dental technicians will
do this illegally anyway.

Earlier the Minister indicated he intended to
enforce this legislation, so that, if these people
continue to break the law, the law will take its
course, and they will be prosecuted. However, it is
not our intention to hound people, either. If they
have the opportunity to carry out work and create
full dentures, that is an improvement of their
present situation. If that works well and if they get
the appropriate qualifications, examinations can
be arranged and conducted by an appropriate edu-
cational authority, and we can move further down
the track. At some future time it may be possible
to incorporate partial dentures if we believe it is in
the public interest to move that far.

However, as an initial step- the Legislative
Council has amended the Bill in order to ensure
that technicians cannot deal with partial dentures

and can deal only with full dentures. We believe
this is an improvement of the current situation.
We have moved some way towards appeasing the
dental technicians without overlooking the safe-
guards necessary for the public interest. If this
works well, it would be possible to introduce
further amendments at a later time. The Minister
should reconsider his response and agree to the
Council's amendments, which we fully support.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ments not agreed to.

Mr HODGE: I move-

That amendments Nos. 15 and 16 made by
the Council be not agreed to.

These amendments affect clause 18, which deals
primarily with qualifications and the ability of
technicians to he licensed. The most important
aspect we need to address is the situation of the so-
called grandfathers. The Council spent a long time
debating this issue and a compromise was put by
the Government, one I thought would have met
the concerns that had been expressed. The
compromise was that the grandfathers would not
be licensed until they had been assessed by the
Director of Dental Health Services in the Health
Department and that following that assessment
the Commissioner of Health, if he was satisfied
with a person's assessment, could issue a licence to
a grandfather to enable him to fit full dentures.
That compromise was not accepted by the Council
and consequently we have these amendments be-
fore us.

The amendments are not acceptable to me. I
have had advice from Parliamentary Counsel that
he has strong reservations about them technically,
his view being that they could be unworkable. I
will not go into the reasons he gave except to say
that he thought the amendments were technically
unsound. It does seem that we would be creating
an administrative nightmare were we to persevere
with the legislation in this form. The amendments
contain clear loopholes which, I am told, would
allow virtually every dental technician in the State
to be eligible to apply for consideration for regis-
tration as a grandfather, which is not what was
intended.

There is nothing unreasonable about our wish to
register grandfathers. A grandfather clause is a
very common legislative enactment; it has ap-
peared in numerous pieces of Acts passed by this
Parliament. The furore created by the dental pro-
fession in opposition to this move is really unde-
served and unwarranted.

The Opposition should reconsider its stance and
agree to the legislation in its original form as
agreed to by this Chamber. I am disappointed that
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my compromise was rejected, because I thought it
met the requirements of the dental profession and
the Opposition. Because of that rejection I have no
other option and am forced to persevere with the
legislation in its original form.

Mr BRADSHAW: We object strongly to the
clause as the Minister would have it framed be-
cause it would give people who have practised
illegally for five years the right to become quali-
fled or licensed as dental prosthetists. This makes
a mockery of the education and examination
system. We do not believe that people who have
acted illegally should have any right to became
licensed because of that. We would probably have
gone along with the Minister's amendment had
the wording not been "assessed" but "examined",
because there is a big difference between being
assessed and being examined. Being assessed
might mean that if it were shown they had prac-
tised illegally for Five years they could be licensed.
All they might have to do would be come up with

-a few receipt books to show they had been practis-
ing illegally and they could become licensed. How-
ever, if they were to go before examiners and had
to prove they were capable of carrying out the
work required, we would be happier.

Basically we are looking after the health needs
of the community. We are not trying to be ped-
antic or to oppose for the sake of opposition. Why
should those technicians who have not practised
illegally, all those who have done the right thing,
be disadvantaged and not be able to go up for
examination to prove their ability to work on the
public directly?

We believe the amendments are acceptable and
a lot fairer than what the Minister wants. We are
protecting the public interest and we are not want-
ing to give preferential treatment to people who
have been acting illegally. These people should not
be licensed unless they have been examined and
found to be capable of carrying out the work.
They should not merely be assessed.

The Minister's compromise is not really a
compromise but just an attempt to get what he
wants. Therefore we support the amendments
made by the Council,

Mr BERTRAM: To support these amendments
by the upper House would quite clearly be against
the public interest and, indeed, against the public
wish. Were the public to be acquainted with the
circumstances of this situation and the precedent
which exists, no fair-minded person could support
the amendments. Further, the amendments are
inconsistent with precedent, precedent not set by a
Labor Government but good and well-argued

precedent set by a Liberal Government some 20
years ago.

This is coincidental in a sense because it is 20
years or more since I was first approached by
people then known as dental mechanics and now
as dental prosthetists-if one has a good set of
dentures, one can cope with that word-to register
them and give them proper recognition because of
the job they were doing to the satisfaction of the
public.

If I were a dental prosthetist I would regard
myself as being treated very unfairly if this
amendment were to become law, and I submit that
every member of this Chamber would share my
view. It so happens that back in, I think, 1961 a
report of the Honorary Royal Commission into
provisions of the Natural Therapists Bill was
produced. The Royal Commissioners were Hugh
Guthrie, Dr Guy Henn, John Tonkin, John Brady,
and William Manning. The majority, of course, of
that Royal Commission were conservatives and I
suggest they formed a very significant combi-
nation on it. In Hugh Guthrie they had a very
experienced legal practitioner who was well
regarded by that profession and the public; the
commission had a medical practitioner in the form
of Dr Henn and an extraordinarily experienced
and competent politician in the form of John
Tonkin. John Brady was a Labor man and
William Manning was a member of the conserva-
tive coalition. There emerged from this Honorary
Royal Commission the 1964 Chiropractors Bill
which became law. It was introduced by Hon.
Ross Hutchinson who at the time was Minister for
Health. The report of the Honorary Royal Com-
mission reads as follows at page 5 clause 5-

The Commission was at all times during
the course of the inquiry and still is of the
opinion that there were four basic principles
arising out of the matters referred to it,
namely-

Chiropractic was the any real matter involved.
The report continues as follows-

(c) That each individual member of the pub-
lic is entitled to the privilege of making
his own selection of the particular pro-
fessional man or professional class he
will engage to assist him or advise him
on any particular problem which besets
him.

That is very clear and straightforward and, I
think, supported by most people here and perhaps
universally. The report continues as follows-

It is not for the State to tell him that he
must go and go only to a certain class of
registered practitioners. If the ordinary citi-
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zen, in his own wisdom, wishes to consult a
person or persons who may not necessarily be
properly qualified to give him the advice
sought, then that is the concern of the individ-
ual and not the concern of the State.

Mr Laurance: Caveat emptor-let the buyer
beware!

Mr BERTRAM: Yes!
Mr Laurance: Do you support that principle?
Mr BERTRAM: [t(is further clarified to some

extent or perhaps further enunciated by the next
subparagraph.

Mr Laurance: You obviously endorse the "let
the buyer beware" principle, then?

Mr BERTRAM: The report in paragraph 5(d)
reads as follows-

There are, however, occasions (and pub-
lic health is definitely one of them) when
the State owes a duty to its citizens to
make sure that the public as a whole, or
individuals in it, are not harmed by the
activities of persons who have no particu-
lar qualifications to practice any particu-
lar profession or art.

In the cases of ailments or injuries it
must be recognised that irreparable
damage can be occasioned to particular
persons and in some instances to the
community at large (by, say, the spread
of a contagious disease) through persons
being permitted to practise any pro-
fession for which they may have been
inadequately or improperly prepared.

I do not think anybody could particularly argue
about paragraph (dt). In the light of both those
principles, the Honorary Royal Commission made
certain findings and not only did the conservati ve
Government of the day legislate to register chiro-
practors in 1964, but also this legislation has be
in force until today, with only one amendment to
provide a mode of appeal in approximately I90
In 1964 the then Government wrote into that Act
a section which remains in the legislation and
which is a perfectly adequate, fair, proper
provision. It is a classical grandfather clause;
namely, section 20(2) of the Act, which reads as
follows-

(2) Every person shall be entitled to be
registered under this Act who satisfies the
Board that at any time before the commence-
ment of this Act-

(i) he has for five years at least prac-
tised the calling of a chiropractor
(the last two years of which were in
Western Australia) and has during

that period used as his description
the word, "chiropractor" alone or as
a principal word of his description;
and

(ii) he has acquired such knowledge and
has had in Western Australia such
practical experience in chiropractic
as in the opinion of the Board is
sufficient to enable him to perform
efficiently the duties of chiroprac-
tor.

(3) No person shall be entitled to be
registered as a chiropractor under subsection
(2) of this section unless he makes application
for registration within one year after the com-
mencement of this Act.

There had been a tremendous amount of oppo-
sition to the registration and recognition of chiro-
practors. Among medical practitioners today
there are still those who do not take too kindly to
the practice of chiropractic. In the early days very
real opposition was expressed during the debate
concerning the registering of chiropractors. It was
only the well-known persistence of John Tonkin
which eventually exerted sufficient pressure for
the Sill to be introduced, but prior to the legis-
lation being enacted, the Liberal Government in-
cluded, a grandfather clause in those terms.
Chiropractors at least to some extent were at the
time operating illegally in the same way as the
dental prosthetists are said to be doing today.

It is suggested that dental prosthetists could
cause injury and harm to patients. No doubt, I
suppose, an element of risk does exist, but does
anyone seriously suggest that that risk is anywhere
near, or could be compared with, the sort of risk
involved in allowing chiropractors to practise their
skills on people? The Honorary Royal Com-
mission on page I I of the report dealt with some
of the injuries which could be caused to people as
follows-

(1) failure to recognise such diseases as
cancer or tuberculosis of the spine, and (2)
the possibility that the treatment only
produces a short-term improvement, and in
the long term is really harmful to the patient.

Notwithstanding that state of affairs-the degree
of risk involved in registering chiropractors-and
in providing for a conventional non-examination
requirement in the grandfather clause of that Act,
that is what happened. Therefore, members can
see very clearly here that any dental prosthetist
would be wanting to know why he is being singled
out by the Opposition conservative parties to be
treated in a manner unfairly and quite differently
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from the way in which the chiropractors were
dealt.

No dental prosthetist would cop this sweetly
and without wondering, "How come I am being
dealt with in this way?" when the same people
who are putting up this amendment-and for very
good reasons legislated in a very different way
only 20 years ago following the Honorary Royal
Commission report to which I have referred. Who
would be prepared to say that is reasonable or fair
or in the public interest? Who would say that the
public out there would like this proposed amend-
ment to become law? I suggest very few want it.
No doubt some people with a vested interest in
this matter would support this amendment, and
they are entitled to that viewpoint, as we are
entitled to recognise the reason for it.

Our job in Parliament is to do the right thing by
being consistent. We do the right thing by the
public by being fair and by doing for the dental
prosthetists as we would expect them to do for us,
if they were sitting in judgment of us on a particu-
lar issue.

If we go back through the Statutes we note
there are many examples of grandfather clauses.
If one were to go through the index one would ind
at least 20 such cases in a matter of five minutes.
One would have to look closely to find one grand-
father clause which required an examination, as is
required in this proposed amendment. Therefore,
this amendment is completely inconsistent. Such
an amendment calls for an extraordinary explo-
ration before it can be sustained.

If this amendment were to become law it would
be against the interests of the public and would
mislead the public. It would be against the
interests of the dental prosthetists.

I have heard very few complaints about dentists
over the years. From my own experience I have
had a good spin with dentists. I have heard some
complaints, but not many about various aspects of
dental work. However, I have not heard one com-
plaint about dental prosthetists. We are not deal-
ing with a group of people who are indifferent to
the public. They are not hurting the public and, to
my knowledge, there is no evidence of complaints
against them. There may have been an isolated
case, but in my experience I have never heard a
single complaint about dental prosthetists.

We should not take the attitude that we should
place strictures on dental prosthetists. We should
not discriminate against them without reason.

Mr LAURANCE: We have had an interesting
trip down memory lane with the mnember for
Balcarta. I was interested to hear him go back 20
years and talk about grandfather clauses with the

chiropractors legislation. The member said that
this amendment would create a precedent and he
used a term that can be paraphrased by the Latin
expression caveat emptor-let the buyer beware.
The member has become quite famous for coming
to this Chamber and asking us to do exactly the
opposite, when it suits him. What about the mat-
ter of the sale of tobacco products? The member
did not say, "Let the buyer beware" when buying
tobacco products. Therefore, the member's argu-
menit is inconsistent.

If we consider precedents, not with chiroprac-
tors,' but with dental prosthetists, we find that
other States of Australia and other parts of the
world require people, who have had experience in
this field and who want to become dentists or
practice in the same way as dentists, to undergo an
examination.

The Minister knows if these people have the
necessary qualifications-because they have been
practising in this way, albeit illegally, for some
time-and can pass an examination to prove they
have the skills, expertise, and experience, they are
qualified. Just tightening up a grandfather clause
without an examination would not create a
precedent. The precedents have been set for us in
other States of Australia and other parts of the
world. For that reason we support strongly this
amendment because it is vital to -he legislation. It
will make it better legislation, in the public
interest. Therefore, we totally disagree with the
Minister's move to disallow this amendment.

Question put
lowing result-

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Hodge

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee

and a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 26
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tonm Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 19
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr 1. F. Taylor Mr Thompson
Mrs Watkins Mr Peter Jones
Mrs Henderson Mr Blailde
Mr Bridge Mr Coyne

Question thus passed; the Council's amendments
not agreed to.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again at

a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Hodge (Minister for Health).

(Continued on page 4688.)

[Questions taken.]

BILLS (2): RETURNED
I . Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Hill

(No. 2).
2. Pay-roll Tax Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

BILLS (2): MESSAGES
Appropriations

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

I . Secret Harbour Management Trust Sill.
2. Tourist Development (Secret Harbour)

Agreement Amendment Bill.

Sitting suspended from 5.58 to 7.15 p.m.

SECRET HIARBOUJR MANAGEMENT TRUST
BILL

Second Reading
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-

cation) [7.17 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This is a Bill for an Act to establish a Secret
Harbour Management Trust as a statutory body,
to define its composition, its functions and
responsibilities, and to provide for the funding of
its operations.

In December 1983, Parliament passed the Tour-
ist Development (Secret Harbour) Agreement Act
which ratified an agreement made with a
company, Secret Harbour Pty. Ltd., with respect
to the establishment of a recreational boat har-
hour, a tourist resort, and residential and commer-
cial development on the coast about 20 kilometres
south of the Town of Rockingham. Under the
agreement, the State agreed to introduce a Bill to
establish a management trust to manage and regu-

late the maintenance, safety, and environment of
the inner and outer harbours, including permanent
structures such as the breakwaters and a sand by-
pass system.

Under the Bill the Secret Harbour Manage-
ment Trust is established as a body corporate
which, though not a Crown instrumentality, will
have its members appointed by the Governor and
include representatives of the local authority, resi-
dents, and persons nominated by the company.
The period of appointment of members is three
years and their remuneration is determined by the
Minister after consulting the Public Service
Board. There are the normal provisions for filling
of vacancies due to contingencies and meetings of
the trust which, subject to these, can regulate its
own proceedings.

The functions of the management trust will be
to manage and regulate the maintenance, safety,
and environment of the harbour structures and
installations, rianti the ocean foreshores, con-
trol the construction of jetties, and carry out such
dredging and reclamation as is necessary to main-
tain navigation within the waterways. It will apply
the funds available to it for maintaining and
reconstructing as necessary the breakwaters, sand
by-pass system, and other structures.

The trust will be able to employ staff for the
purpose of carrying out its functions.

The funds of the trust are to comprise the
moneys paid to the trust under clause 15 of the
agreement and income from fees, charges, rents,
and levies.

Under clause 15 of the agreement, an amount
equal to 21/ per cent of the value of all land sold
by the company is to be paid by the company into
the capital fund, and there is provision for this
percentage to be increased to four per cent subject
to arbitration.

Application of the funds of the trust to mainten-
ance or reconstruction of works within its manage-
ment area must be on the recommendation of a
capital fund finance committee of three members
of the trust appointed by the Minister. The func-
tion of the capital fund finance committee is to be
to manage the funds of the trust, including invest-
ment of moneys not immediately required for
maintenance or reconstruction purposes.

The trust can, with the approval of the Minister,
borrow money and, subject to his approval, may
impose annual charges on land within the develop-
ment area and levy fees and charges on matters
specified under by-laws.

It is provided that the trust shall prepare, each
financial year, such accounts and financial
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statements as the Treasurer may direct and sub-
mit them to the Auditor General for audit.

It will be required of the trust that it prepare an
annual report each year for tabling in Parliament,
which report is to include the financial statements
of the trust and the report of the Auditor General.

Debate adjourned to a later stage of the sitting,
on motion by Mr MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of
the Opposition).

TOURIST DEVELOPMENT (SECRET
HARBOUR) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

BILL
Second Reading

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-
cation) [7.21 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This is a Bill for an Act to authorise the execution
of an agreement to vary the tourist development
(Secret Harbour) agreement.

The variations essentially -provide for
organisational changes to ensure an effective and
efficient operation of a Secret Harbour Manage-
ment Trust with funds to be held by that statutory
body.

The Bill is to come into operation on the day
that the Secret Harbour Trust Act 1984 comes
into operation.

Its only purpose is to enable the execution on
behalf of the State of a variation agreement.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned to a later stage of the sitting,

on motion by Mr MacKinnon (Deputy Leader of
the Opposition).

DENTAL PROSTHETISTS BILL
Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council further con-
sidered, from an earlier stage of the sitting.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Burkett) in the Chair; Mr Hodge (Minister for
Health) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after Council's amend-
ments Nos. 15 and 16 had been considered.

Mr HODGE: I move-
That amendment No. 17 made by the

Council be not agreed to.
This amendment is to clause 19, which relates to
the licensing of dental prosthectists. For some
reason not satisfactorily explained to me, the 0 pw
position has taken strong exception to parts of this
clause and, in particular, that part which Provides
for the issuing of a licence for an unlimited dur-

ation. When this measure was previously before us
we had a long debate on why the licence was to be
issued for an unlimited duration. At that stage the
Opposition seemed to have it fixed in its mind that
somehow or other, by the payment of a yearly
licence fee, we would have some sort of continuing
review which might see some dental prosthetists
not getting their licences reissued at the end of
each year. That situation does not apply to any
other health professionals to my knowledge and I
see no reason that dental prosthetists. should be
treated differently.

We have chosen to provide for an unlimited
duration licence because there is no need for the
Government to raise extra revenue by issuing fresh
licences each year. Most health-related professions
in WA are regulated by Statute and have a statu-
tory registration board which needs to be funded,
so registration certificates or licences are issued
each year and a fee must be paid. It has nothing to
do with a review of the quality or standard of work
done by the applicant, but has to do with the
raising of revenue to.' fund the operations of the
registration board. As we are bringing in a licens-
ing system under the auspices of the Health De-
partment, we have no need to raise that sort of
revenue, there being no board to support. This is
merely a system of licensing.

It seems we have been talking at cross purposes,
because I see no good reason for renewing these
licences annually. This would just be another bu-
reaucratic measure which would tie up the officers
of the Health Department while raising practi-
cally no money. It is not intended that this will be
a mechanism by which to measure the abilities or
qualifications of dental prosthetists on an annual
basis.

The Bill has plenty of scope for licences to be
suspended or revoked. If the Commissioner of
Health has reason to believe that a dental pros-
thetist has misbehaved or that his qualifications
are unsuitable, he has ample power within the
proposed Act to suspend or revoke that person's
licence.

For those reasons I see no good purpose in
cluttering this legislation with the need to renew
licences each year. It will not raise money, and
considerable cost would probably be involved. The
amendment does not achieve anything worthwhile
and for that reason the Government is opposed to
it.

Mr BRADSHAW: I beg to differ with the Min-
ister. We know of no other profession where un-
limited licences are issued. The purpose of the
amendment is not necessarily to raise money by
way of annual licences, but to keep a check on the
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number of dental prosthetists working in the
State, and where. If a licence were returned
"address unknown" it would indicate that the
records needed to be updated-perhaps the person
had died. It is essential that these statistics be kept
in order so that we know how many prosthetists
are operating in the State, and where.

We believe it essential that they should have to
renew their licences each year, as is the case with
all other professions which feel it necessary to
keep a check on the people involved in the pro-
fession.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
meat not agreed to.

Mr HODGE: I move-
That amendment No. 18 made by the

Council be not agreed to.
This amendment makes extensive changes to
clause 20, which basically provides for the
endorsement of a licence to enable a dental pros-
thetist to construct or fit partial dentures. We
have been through this debate several times so I
will not labour the point except to say that the
Government believes that this clause is an essen-
tial part of the legislation, because without dental
prosthecists having the ability to work on partial
dentures, there is little point in having the legis-
lation at all. We would face a continual adminis-
trative nightmare were we to have dental pros-
thetists licensed to work on full dentures but not
licensed to work on partial dentures.

I do not think that would be workable. We
would be creating an administrative nightmare for
ourselves if we enacted legislation like that. it
would also provide a-iield day for the critics of this
legislation. They quite obviously would be able to
point to dental prosthetists allegedly doing work
that they were not licensed to do the moment they
stepped over that line-there would be a great
temptation, I imagine, for them to step aver the
line-and the Government would be put in the
position of having to launch prosecutions against
the prosthetists. I am not interested in putting
myself in that sort of position.

In New South Wales and Tasmania, dental
prosthetists are capable of-in fact it is lawful for
them to do so-making partial dentures and, as I
said in the previous debate, my inquiries have
revealed no particular problems in those States.

It is our intention that dental prosthetists who
want to fit partial dentures will be required to
undergo additional training and obtain additional
qualifications which will be prescribed by the ad-
visory committee. It is our intention that the li-
cence will be endorsed to indicate that those
people have obtained the additional training and

have the additional skills which the advisory com-
mittee believes are necessary. We think that
system will work well. From my inquiries in New
South Wales and Tasmania, it has worked well in
those States and I see no reason that it will not
work in this State. I urge members to give this
legislation their support and to give it the oppor-
tunity to work.

Of course the main purpose of this legis-
lation-the main bulk of the work these days for
dental prosthetists-is to assist in the field of
partial dentures. There seems little point in pursu-
ing the legislation if that clause is knocked out of
the Bill.

Mr BRADSKAW: I support the amendments.
Dental prosthetists should not work on partial
dentures. I pointed out earlier in today's debate
that our reasons for feeling this way are that the
University of WA Dental School has pointed out
that in the majority of cases work needs to be done
on the natural teeth to which the partial dentures
are affixed. The Bill provides that the dental pros-
thetists. are not allowed to work on the natural
teeth, and the Minister said that they are not
allowed to work on partial dentures; hence they
will be put in a situation where they will do so
illegally. I suspect they will be doing a lot of work
illegally because it has been pointed out that in
probably 99 per cent of cases where a partial den-
ture needs to be fitted some work needs to be done
on the real teeth in the mouth.

Mr Hodge: That argument is not supported
whatsoever by the evidence in New South Wales
and Tasmania.

Mr BRADSHAW: Is the Minister denying that
the University of WA Dental School is correct?

Mr Hodge: It is not the experience of the health
authorities in those two other States; and the legis-
lation has been working very successfully for a
long time there.

Mr BRADSHAW: I can only take what the
University of WA Dental School has told me.

Mr Bertram: Why can not you take other evi-
dence from the other States?

Mr BRADSHAW: Because I have not
contacted the people there.

Mr Bertram: Yes, but you don't have to accept
everything they say. They might be right but they
might be wrong.

Mr BRADSHAW: The South Australian Par-
liament in the last couple of years conducted an
inquiry into the activities of dental prosthetists
and recently South Australia brought in its own
legislation which excludes partial dentures. South
Australia has gone through the gambit of inquir-
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ing. fully into the situation and it has come out
with the findings that dental prosthetists should
not work on partial dentures, only on full dentures.
Only prosthetists who are fully trained and have
the experience to fit partial dentures should do so.
Dentists at the University of WA Dental School
have informed me that if partial dentures are fit-
ted incorrecty, pressure is put on the natural teeth
which could lead to their ruination and removal,'
so it is essential that partial dentures are fitted by
properly qualified people.

We therefore support this amendment.

Mr LAURANCE: While 46 amendments have
been returned to us by the Legislative Council,
they really only refer to two specific aspects of the
Bill. One that we discussed prior to the tea suspen-
sion related to the changes which are required to
the grandfather clause, and this is the second of
the major areas dealing with partial dentures.

The Minister is quite right in saying that these
issues were canvassed very fully and thoroughly
when the legislation was in this Chamber pre-
viously, and obviously very fully again when the
Bill was before the Legislative Council. However,
it has not changed the fundamental difference in
stance between the Government and the Oppo-
sition on this matter.

While the Minister indicated that the right for
dental technicians to fit partial dentures exists in
other States, if we look closely at that subject we
find that he is using that argument very
selectively. It is true that in Tasmania dental tech-
nicians or dental prosthetists can fit partial den-
tures. The Minister also claims this to be the case
in New South Wales, but if we look at the situ-
ation in NSW more closely, we see that the Minis-
ter is not quite right because when that State first
moved in this direction some years ago it should
have only allowed prosthetists to construct Cull
dentures.

Mr Hodge: Their experience proved that.

Mr LAURANCE: Therefore, after a period of
four years they moved to partial dentures.

Mr Hodge: We are learning from their experi-
ence.

Mr LAURANCE: Exactly. Let us go through
the same learning group. The Minister has used
New South Wales as an example.

Mr Hodge: We do not need an example.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister has used New
South Wales as an example and let us follow that
State's example. New South Wales thought it was
not satisfactory to move straight-

Mr Hodge: They have now admitted they are in
error.

Mr LAUJRANCE: New South Wales is only
one State. Now take Victoria and South Australia.
As the member for Murray-Wellington said,
South Australia is probably the best example be-
cause it has gained from its experience in recent
times. A recent inquiry in that State came out in
fa vou r of the sort of a mend ments we propose.

Mr Hodge: I am told Victoria will move to this
position shortly.

Mr LAURANCE: Perhaps they will learn from
our experience, if it works satisfactorily here. The
South Australian experience is probably the most
appropriate one to follow, if we are looking inter-
state for examples, because that State has recently
examined the legislation and has conducted an
inquiry into it and believes its legislation should
cover only full, not partial, dentures. If members
look around Australia they will see that most
States with similar legislation did not allow for
partial dentures to be constructed by dental tech-
nicians, and in one of the two States that did allow
them to do so, they did it in a staged arrangement
anyway. That experience fully supports the Oppo-
sition's case; and that is the most compelling
reason that this Committee should endorse the
a mendments.

Finally, I reiterate the point made by the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington that it is paradoxical
that the Minister should say that prosthetists
should not be allowed to interfere with the natural
teeth and yet they should have the right to fit
partial dentures. We do not think it can work.
That is really where we get into this argument of
professional capability; in order to be able to fit
partial dentures properly, one must have the right
to analyse and deal with the natural teeth in order
to make sure that the partial denture does the
right job.

I can only belicve the dentists who have spoken
to us very closely about this matter. If one is going
to fit a partial denture properly, it necessarily in
most cases implies that the natural teeth will be
interfered with.

The Minister cannot have it both ways. He can-
not say, on the one hand that he does not want
prosthetists to interfere with the natural teeth and,
on the other hand, he wants them to be able to
create partial dentures because it will not work
that way. Satisfactory safeguards for the public
are not provided in the legislation, and the only
successful way to approach the matter is to follow
what we have suggested in these amendments
which provide for a stagcd operation-full den-
tures only for a start; and if that turns out satisfac-
torily, people will be licensed to fit partial den-
tures. We can have a look at dental prosthetists'
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experiences with the legislation and perhaps move
to a stage where they can fit partial dentures at
some time in the future.

The amendments have been well canvassed in
this and the other Chamber. If we look at other
precedents around Australia we are given every
encouragement towards the direction in which we
are heading.

I fully support the amendments.

Mr BERTRAM: The very thing that the mew-
her for Gascoyne said he was against and which
the Opposition were not a party to-namely, the
hounding of dental prosthetists-is precisely what
is happening here.

When it suits the Opposition, the member for
Gascoyne follows precedents from the Eastern
States in quite an odd way. When he should ac-
cept a well thought out proven precedent in
Western Australia, he does not follow that; he
follows a precedent from the Eastern States. If
that is not odd, I wonder what is. We must bear in
mind that the precedent the member is not follow-
ing is not set by his own Government-the con-
servative Liberal Party coalition in Western
Australia.

When a person acts in that manner, surely one
has to sit up and take notice. When a person acts
in an odd and inconsistent way we must wonder
the reason for that. Again with reference 10 this
clause the member for Gascoyne says we should
follow the Eastern States procedure and allow
dental prosthetists to carry out the work
associated with full dentures, but not partial den-
tures. The fact of the matter is that dental pros-
thetists have been practising in this State for 20
years or more.

Mr Clarko: How can you say that?

Mr BERTRAM: From evidence.

Mr Clarko: What evidence?

Mr BERTRAM: Direct evidence. Does the
member want any better evidence?

Mr Clarko: It is all illegal. From where can you
produce the evidence?

Mr BERTRAM: If the member provides me the
forum, I will produce it.

Mr Clarko: Your argument is on your head.
You are standing upside down.

Mr BERTRAM: One would have thought that
Opposition members would have said, "Now look,
we have had dental prosthetists operating, albeit
illegally, in Western Australia and here is evi-
dence of the damage which they have been causing
to the community, because they have been manu-
facturing partial dentures". That is the obvious

thing to do, and if they had done that one would
take some notice. However, they have elected not
to do that and have centralised their argument on
procedures in New South Wales or wherever. The
obvious thing is to show the public something of
which it is not aware. I suspect the Opposition
cannot make the public aware of it.

If the Opposition had evidence of that type it
would have produced it at this stage and we would
not be going through the business of precedents in
other States. If it could be shown to this Chamber
that dental prosthetists have been performing
work on partial dentures in a way that is seen to be
injurious to the health of people of Western
Australia, the Opposition should produce that evi-
dence. The time is opportune to do that, but I
suggest that the Opposition members prefer not to
do so.

M r Clarko: The onus is on you to prove it.

Mr BERTRAM: Opposition members are
producing the amendment, not us. Why cannot the
Opposition produce the evidence?

Mr Clarko: You produced the legislation. You
are making the case.

Mr BERTRAM; He who asserts must prove.
The member for Karrinyup is asserting that these
people should not be permitted to work on partial
dentures. The Opposition tried to back up its case
with precedents. The way to prove its case would
be to produce evidence that dental prosthetists in
this State have been risking the health of people.

Mr Clarko: The onus of proof is on you.

Mr BERTRAM: I am supporting the case. I am
saying to the member that if he is concerned about
the welfare of the public, and his concern justifies
the hounding of dental prosthetists, this is the time
for him to put up or shut up. I think it is grossly
unfair and quite improper for people in this Parlia-
ment to plead that sort of case without absolute or
certain knowledge of any evidence to support it.

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

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Evans
Mr G rill

Ayes 24
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Tonkin
Mr Tray
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)
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Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko,
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mrs Henderson
Mrs Watkins
Mr Jamieson
Mr Davies
Mr Wilson

Question thus
not agreed to.

Noes 17
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr Thompson
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Blaikie
Mr Coyne
Mr Court
Mr Hassell

passed; the Council's amendments

Mr I-ODGE: I move-

That amendments Nos. 19 to 21 made by
the Council be not agreed to.

These amendments relate to clause 21 of the Bill
which deals with the cancellation or endorsement
of a licence. These are merely technical amend-
ments which were designed to take out any refer-
ence in the legislation to the endorsement of a
licence. As the Committee has just decided that
partial dentures should still be included in the
legislation and an endorsement is therefore necess-
ary, it does not make sense to try and amend this
legislation in this way, because if they were suc-
cessful it would not jell with what we have decided
previously. In view of the previous decision of the
Committee it obviously does not make sense to
proceed with these amendments.

Mr BRADSHAW: The amendments relate to
partial dentures. We have already indicated that
we are not in favour of allowing dental prosthetists
to deal with partial dentures.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ments not agreed to.

Mr HODGE: I move-

That amendments Nos. 22 to 46 made by
the Council be not agreed to.

All of these amendments deal with questions of
endorsement on a licence for partial dentures. For
the reason I have outlined, I have moved the above
motion. The amendments will not make sense if
they are carried because of the previous decisions
made by the Committee. They should be rejected.

Mr BRADSHAW: The member for Balcatta
referred earlier to examples of why dental pros-
thetists should not carry out work on partial den-
tures. I have a number of examples here which I
will not read out. The member can see them later

if he so wishes. I have plenty of examples of why
they should not carry out that work.

Mr Bertram: Are they instances of faulty work-
manship?

Mr BRADSHAW: They are.
Mr Bertram: How many are there?
Mr BRADSHAW: I do not know.
These amendments go hand in glove with pre-

vious amendments and we support them.
Mr BERTRAM: The evidence made available

by the member for Murray-Wellington does not
lessen the position that we take on this matter.
Obviously, if there were a proper grandfather
clause in operation-a clause similar to that in the
Chiropractors Act -it would not necessarily fol-
low that every applicant who has worked for a
certain time as a dental technician would be
covered by the grandfather clause. If the board
were confronted with evidence which indicated
that a particular applicant to be registered under
the Act was shown to be inefficient or inadequate
in his work, I suggest the board would not register
that person under a grandfather clause of the type
which appears in the Chiropractors Act. The
board would still have to be satisfied that the
applicant was a fit and proper person, so the points
raised by the member for Murray-Wellington are
not valid. The Government has, at no time,
advocated that an applicant should be registered
merely because he applies. That applicant would
have to meet the criteria in the same way as
applies under other Acts including the Chiroprac-
tors Act.

Question put and passed; the Council's amend-
ments not agreed to.

Report, etc.
Resolutions reported and the report adopted.
A committee consisting of Mr Bertram, Mr

Bradshaw and Mr Hodge (Minister for Health)
drew up reasons for not agreeing to amendments I
to 5, and 9 to 46, made by the Council.

Reasons adopted and a message accordingly
returned to the Council.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Standing Orders Suspension
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) [8.05 p.m.]: I move-
That Standing Order No. 304 be sus-

pended to the extent necessary to enable
further consideration to be given to Division
70 of the Estimates of Expenditure from the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.
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This is necessary because members on both sides
of the House were distracted at a crucial time and
Division 70 was called quite properly by the
Chairman of Committees. As I said, members on
both sides of the House were distracted and I
omitted to report progress before Division 70 was
called, subject to the agreement behind the Chair.

It is the responsibility of every member of this
House to be aware of what is going on and not to
assume that the Leader of the House, or someone
else, is the only person responsible for what hap-
pens in the House. We are all equally members of
Parliament. I do not see myself as some kind of
nurse.

The Opposition missed three calls last week
when votes were put. It behoves every member to
be awake and to notice if someone makes a mis-
take-we make mistakes on this side of the House
as well as members from the other side of the
House. The assumption made by the Opposition at
that time that the error was a dastardly Govern-
ment plot to prevent members from debating is
quite paranoid. If it is not paranoid, it is very
childish. Remember the error of missing calls has
occurred from the Opposition side to a great ex-
tent recently when Bills have been voted on at the
second reading stage instead of the debate being
adjourned.

Members should be aware that when it does
occur it is not necessarily a lack of good faith by
either side of the House; and instead of raising
tempers and vowing eternal vengeance, we should
act with some greater degree of maturity and ac-
knowledge that an error has been made. As ma-
ture people, it is hoped that we can get the Legis-
lature back on the rails in a dignified manner.

I have no compunction in moving this motion. I
recognise that a mistake was made and that it was
my job to move that progress be reported, but it is
also the job of every member in this House to
move a motion if they get the call. A mistake was
made. It certainly was not intended by the
Government that the Opposition be denied the
right to speak on the works estimates. The
Government is prepared on this occasion, as on
other occasions, to co-operate with the Opposition.

I might add briefly that the Government has
found that the Opposition has been co-operative
this session, and I hope that that co-operation
continues on both sides of the House.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [8.09 p.m.]: I thank the
Government for agreeing to move this motion.
However, I am disappointed that the mistake
which has been outlined by the Leader of the
House, was not rectifiedl at the time. It is certainly
what led to the raising in tempers by members on

this side of the House. We were concerned that we
would not be able to debate an important Division
of the Budget. As the Leader of the House
acknowledged, we made arrangements behind the
Chair that progress be reported prior to Division
70 being debated. I was under the impression on
Thursday evening that that agreement would not
stand, and that was why we voiced our concern.

That has now passed and I hope we shall be able
to abide by agreements reached behind the Chair.
By and large that has been the case. Fault is not
on one side only, and I hope the Minister agrees
with that.

Mr Tonkin: I said so.
Mr MacKINNON: Only two weeks ago the

Minister for Transport came into the House and
on two successive days made glaring errors in re-
lation to the introduction of legislation, which we
did not challenge in any way. We thank the
Government for that agreement and hope that in
future we can agree accordingly at times when
errors are made.

Question put.
The SPEAKER: To be carried, this motion re-

quires an absolute majority. I have counted the
House; and, there being no dissentient voice, I
declare the question carried.

Question thus passed.

In Cornmittee
Resumed from 21 November. -The Deputy

Chairman of Committees (Mr Burkett) in the
Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer) in charge of
the Bill.

Progress was reported after Division 70 had
been agreed to.

Division 70: Public Works and Buildings,
$76 758 000-

Mr MENSAROS: As spokesman on works for
the Opposition and as lead speaker on this Div-
ision which relates to the portfolio of the Minister
for Works, I would like to speak about the fairly
recent events in the Public Works Department, in
particular that section known as the architectural
division and its silent transition to the Western
Australian Building Management Authority. I
deliberately said "silent transition" because every
other reorganisation or creation of new depart-
ments-even in cases where the name has not
changed but there has been internal reorganis-
ation-has merited some notice being given to
Parliament by ministerial statement or some other
means. This matter has undoubtedly been placed
in the Public Service Notices. However, because
the provisions of the Public Service Act do not
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require it to be gazetted, it has taken place
virtually unnoticed. Some internal one-sided comn-
munications have been circulated which would
rend to indicate that proper and widespread infor-
mation has been given to employees spelling out
what was intended. However, when one talks to a
number of officers and employees it is apparent
that some of them do not even know about these
communications. A number of circular letters
were distributed, some signed by the Minister and
some by the principal architect, during the period
from mid-1 984.

From the answers to parliamentary questions
which I had to ask in order to try to establish the
facts, we understand the Building Management
Authority has been established as a department. It
has no head of department despite the fact that it
has been established under the Public Service Act.
In a quite unprecedented way-the Minister can
correct me if there is a precedent-an "outside-
the-service" man has been engaged as acting head
for a $I peppercorn wage. No advertisement has
been placed to fill the vacancy for a permanent
head despite the provisions of the Public Service
Act which state that each department created by
the Governor on the advice of theC Public Service
Board by virtue of section 21 shall appoint a per-
manent head. No such appointment has been
made. One can only assume that at a later stage
the so-called departmental leaders, who have no
idea of how the Public Service works, will go
through the motions of advertising and an ap-
pointment will be made. The Minister, following
his colleague the Leader of the House, will stand
up and say that he has not appointed the man who
acted in that position for $I but that the Public
Service Commissioner and his committee have
appointed him. I wonder how much lower the Pub-
lic Service Board will allow itself to be dragged in
repeating this procedure. It is supposed to be the
neutral referee. It is interesting to note that the
Leader of the House is giving advice to the Minis-
ter for Works.

This will not be the first, second, or third time
that the Government will claim that the replace-
ment of heads of departments or officers in im-
portant jobs with people who suit them-not
necessarily politically, but in most cases politi-
cally, which creates an entirely different Public
Service-has been done on the neutral, impartial,
uninfluenced advice of the Public Service Board.

On the other hand an obscure company is
involved in this matter. Advice about this
company came in response to my question and it
was said that it was a decent, wholly Western
Australian owned company. My reply can only be,
"So what?" It is a wholly Western Australian

owned company, the role of which is not quite
clear because despite several questions we asked
about the remuneration of the company and the
role of one of the directors of the company, Mr
Mitchell, we were told that it has not been decided
what the remuneration will be.

We were not told what sort of experience this
gentleman or his company had. I do not know
whether the Minister knows this, but the reason
we were not told is that the company was only
registered on 16 May 1984. It was obviously
registered for this very purpose. The Government
could have called for tenders, which is the normal
procedure for the Public Service. The Government
did not call for a tender to give the best value,
which we as a Cabinet did for nine years; it simply
took someone, and nobody has told us the reason
for the preference.

The company itself could not have had any ex-
perience because it only applied for registration on
3 May. We were not told what qualifications the
directors have-whether they are architects,
although I do not think they are, engineers, elec-
trical engineers, or building contractors. These are
by and large the roles of what has been the archi-
tectural division of the Public Works Department.

The reason for the transition is quite obscure.
This company started its existence by issuing a
glossy pamphlet. The first thing done to justify the
usefulness of this company, its existence and its
hiring by the Government was to publish various
statistics and pyramids purporting to prove that
the whole architectural division was utterly inef-
ficient, useless, and the worst in Australia.
Although not saying so in so many words in the
pamphlet, the Premier implied that the previous
Government was inefficient, useless, and did not
know how to go about its business.

Was the Minister's attention drawn to the fact
that this comparison was completely wrong? The
comparison is dishonest, because it does not com-
pare like with like. It talks about the number of
people employed on the one hand in various States
in departments similar to the architectural division
of the Department of Public Works, and it talks
about the workload expressed in real money terms.
Then it shows that the workload became less and
more people were employed; but it does not take
into consideration the duty of the architectural
division in comparison with other States.

I wonder whether these duties were explained to
the Minister? If they had been I am sure he would
not have allowed this to be published because it is
dishonest, trying to create an impression wvhich is
simply not true-trying to say in this pamphlet
that the division is inefficient.
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To give an example, take the matters involved
with the Health Act. In Queensland and New
South Wales they do not do that; they have their
own people to check it. It is the same with many
other Statutes.

As I said, a company put up a name and created
a major department.

There is very little behind this whole thing to
justify the way it has been done, Of course, the
comparison does not take into consideration that
this entity of the Government, whatever one might
call it, has to give advice to the Government-not
only advice regarding the public buildings which it
constructs or contracts out to construct, or the
professional work which it gives out, but also in all
matters pertaining to the professions and the
building industry. For instance, one might see the
principal architect conferring with the Speaker or
the President of this Parliament.

These comparisons and implications do not hurt
us as the Liberal Party which has been in Govern-
ment because we know what efficiency there was.
If the Government goes about creating more ef-
ficiency-which we do not oppose-the difference
between us is that we always place the human
element in the forefront; not the business, not an
incorporated company, not the director of a
company, a $1 head of a department.

We are dealing with several hundred people,
most of them professionals, who, after having
qualified at the university, have given five or 1 0
years-most of them, their whole lives-to the
Public Service in Western Australia. Were they
all rubbish? Were they all inefficient people?
Were they all badly qualified? Did none of them
deserve any support for the loyal service he has
given the State? That appears to be the view of the
Government about its loyal servants. They did not
serve one Government only; they served all
Governments, and served them loyally. They are
so loyal, even after being kicked day after day and
week after week, that they would not give out any
improper information.

The information I have is partly public knowl-
edge-which I had to ferret out by various means
because it was not given to us as members of
Parliament-and partly public papers which were
just there! I never received stolen documents, as
was the custom of the Labor Party when in Oppo-
sition.

Mr MacKinnon: The custom of the Premier.
Mr MENSAROS: The Premier, of course, had

them brought to his house.
If we talk about efficiency, it is interesting that

we suddenly have a flair for large-scale efficiency
and at the same time, basic efficiency does not

apply. When I first went into the department, I
demanded that letters be answered within at least
three weeks. If the Minister asks his secretary he
will see a list of all the incoming correspondence.
If the answer did not come, various departmental
sections were requested to give the reason. By
contrast, on one occasion as a member of Parlia-
ment I had a letter written to the Premier to which
the reply came-after a verbal reminder-after I I
months.

We have asked various questions which were
not replied to-for instance, about the remuner-
ation of this company. The Minister did not give
the reply instantly; he probably had to ask some-
where else. The result, of course, is that rumours
go around. The rumour was that the company will
get blood money. In comparison with the sackings
and consequent wages saved, it will get a com-
mission, Another rumour is that the company will
receive $250 000. 1 asked about this but I did not
receive a response.

I do not know why I did not get a response.
Indeed, I do not believe that business people such
as Mitchell and Co. would have accepted this
work without having some idea of the terms and
fiscal conditions of the job.

Mr Mclver: Did I understand you to say that
you have asked the questions, but you have not yet
received a reply?

Mr MENSAROS: The reply was that the mat-
ter had not yet been decided. That is why I say
that I cannot imagine business people such as
these-the best in Perth, according to the Govern-
ment-would do this job without knowing what
they would be paid. This company was chosen as
the champion. There was no doubt that this should
be the company to do the job; therefore, it must be
the top company. However, the Minister expects
me to believe that it accepted the job out of
patriotism, love for the Minister, or love for the
Labor Party, without knowing what it would be
paid. The answer was that it had not been decided.
It appears that the company did not care about it
and said, "We shall do the job for $I". That is
very difficult to believe.

However, I believe what the Minister says be-
cause he is an honest man. He does not tell un-
truths, so we can trust him. It might seem unusual
to some members to take that attitude, but that is
the correct way to behave. Obviously the Minister
was not consulted or told about this.

With the best inclination I could say it was
plain that the communications were monologues,
not dialogues. They did not reach everyone all the
time. Meetings were held and I spoke to some of
the people who participated. They said the meet-
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ings were absolutely one-sided. They were told the
position and nobody could ask questions, not even
as is customary in the armed forces. Then a circu-
lar was issued and the S1 head said, "Anyone who
wants to talk to me in the department can doso".
Shortly after that the S1 head said, "I cannot talk
to everyone, you must talk to someone else".

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Burkett):
Order! The member for Floreat is putting a great
deal of work into his speech and although many
other people in the Chamber may not be
interested, it is difficult to hear what the member
is saying when approximately five individual meet-
ings are taking place elsewhere in the Chamber. If
members are disinterested, they may have their
meetings, but they should have them somewhere
else. While they are in the Chamber let us hear
the voice of the member for Floreat and that of
nobody else.

Mr MENSAROS: I know many of the officers
in the PWD not only because I spent three years
there, but also because I attended a number of
official meetings and I had many friends in this
area before I became Minister for Works. I have
various social and other contact with these people.
Consequently, I have been able to talk to them and
some of those who have retired have said that
never have they seen in any Government depart-
ment or instrumentality morale as low as that
which exists presently in the architectural division
in Dumas House.

It is fair to say that the Government has not
taken any notice of the human aspect of this prob-
lem. Some people were simply put aside. Others
who do not want to be idle are virtually forced to
apply for inferior jobs through the so-called re-
deployment agency. It is calculated rather
cunningly that the nerves of these people will not
last. The Minister says that nobody has been
sacked, but the sword is hanging over their heads
and they know their futures are in question.
Therefore, some of these people do not have the
nerve to wait. There is no need to be surprised
about that, because the working lives of several
hundred people, including professionals, are in
question. As a result of the pressure, some of these
people succumb, go to the redeployment agency,
and accept lower paid jobs which require fewer
qualifications. That is the way in which the
Government is getting rid of these people, so that
somebody can stand up later and say. "We did not
sack anyone. These people voluntarily left their
jobs".

The position is improper and should be con-
demed. As far as my party and I are concerned,
above everything else, we care about human be-
ings. There is no way that the pursuit of efficiency

would allow us to sink so low as to deal with
people in this matter.

Will there be more efficiency in this area? I ask
the Minister whether there could be more ef-
ficienicy. The past history which has been referred
to has been related incorrectly. The so-called past
inefficiencies have been grossly exaggerated.

As a result of questions asked by the Leader of
the Opposition today, the Minister said that the
Government's policy was committed, in principle,
that, wherever it was practical and viable, Govern-
ment works would be undertaken by its day labour
work force. I ask members: Where are we? On the
one hand the Government wants efficiency and is
sacking or making redundant, if not the day
labour work force, then salaried people, while, on
the other hand, the Government is committed to
the principle of using the day labour work force. Is
that a suggestion from Trades Hall or from Allied
Westralian Limited? I do not know how many
members have heard about it, but that is the top
company.

Where is the efficiency there? On the one hand
the Government wants to do everything with its
day labour force and, on the other hand, it is
making people redundant. However, is that
answer true or was it given simply to satisfy the
Government's peers at Trades Hall? The Minister
said that its policy was committed "in principle",
therefore, if the Government does not employ all
the day labour forces, it can say to Trades Hall,
"We referred to this in Principle". The answer also
said "where practical". Therefore, the Govern-
ment could say it was not practical.

The answer also said "where viable". Maybe
Mr Mitchell will say it was not viable. It can be
seen the answer was eyewash.

It must be horrible to have to think along these
lines and to try to devise something which, on the
one hand, meets the pressure to achieve greater
efficiency while, on the other hand, meeting the
pressure from Trades Hall to employ more day
labour forces.

You, Sir, as an tx-businessman know it is very
difficult to perform a job well if there is no willing
human help. Under these circumstances there is
absolutely no willing human help because people
are intimidated and their morale is as low as it
could be. Therefore, how will this department be
organised to be so efficient? We have here all sorts
of organisational charts, but they could come from
anywhere. Indeed, they could represent the
slightest reorganisation of any existing depart-
ment. If a new departmental head comes in or if
the old departmental head wants to satisfy a new
Minister, they can do a little bit of pencil work.
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Perhaps he could d raw squares, as on this chart,
and talk about horizontal and vertical communi-
cations and perhaps be able to convince people
who have not been in business or have not headed
a department that this is something magnificent.

I cannot see anything practical in this.. Neither
can I see anything new in the slogans contained in
this glossy pamphlet-"the real challenge, the real
role or the real objective".

"The challenge is to be an industry leader and
to maintain a cost-effective operation in a strong
reputation for excel lence"-tha t must have come
from an advertising agency. What is behind it?
What makes it worthwhile to make the lives of
hundreds of people miserable? It says, "The roles
of the Building Management Authority, in accord-
ance with the policies and priorities of the Govern-
ment are, first, to design all Government build-
ings". Has that not been done before by the archi-
tectural division? Secondly, "to manage the pro-
curement of Government buildings". We have not
done anything else but talk about the best ways of
the procurement of Government business, in an
equitable way, to which the Government ought to
be committed, because it has to be seen to be
equitable in its dealings with professional people.
Thirdly, "to maintain and improve existing build-
ings". Who has maintained Government buildings
so far? Who has improved them? Has this never
been done before? Mr Mitchell has come up with
this and the Cabinet fell for it. Fourthly, "to pro-
vide advice to the Government on matters related
to the building industry". It is very nice that he
should put that in. Of course the Government
needs advice. But where has it got the advice in
the past? Did it not get it from the architectural
division? Did not the Minister get enough good
advice from the principal architect and from his
deputies, decent and honest professional people
who from time to time have come to Parliament?
Has he not received advice from them? Was he
dissatisfied? lHe never said so. I could go on and
on but I will not read any further; it is so much
rubbish, anyway. There is nothing new about it.
There is nothing particular in it-absolutely
nothing. Yet this is being called a reorganisation
for efficiency.

As I envisage it, this reorganisation will be less
efficient because it will do precisely what has been
done to other arins of Government which are the
clients of the architectural division. It will create
separate boxes for different areas such as for hos-
pital buildings and school buildings and in time
there will be created separate boxes for prison
buildings and agricultural buildings and so on-.
There will be no "horizontal communication".

It will create one-sided so-called expertise be-
cause these professional people will be harnessed
into one area of work instead of being allowed to
circulate and gain experience in the best design for
schools, for hospitals, for prisons or whatever.
From various little mosaics I have had to place
together by talking to different people, they would
communicate with the structural engineering
people and probably would have to account separ-
ately. Each would be accountable for his own
costs. This is thought to be magnificent efficiency.
But they will use more paper, because they will
communicate with the structural engineering sec-
tion and be charged accordingly. The plumbing
engineering division, the electrical engineering
division, and the mechanical engineering division
will all be communicating with these little boxes. I
ask you, Mr Deputy Chairman (Mr Burkett), with
your experience as a businessman, whether this
would be more efficient. I doubt it very much.

From the beginning this whole concept is wrong,
because we have to look at the procurement of
Government jobs, something which should be
equitable. The procurement system should not be
one where the architectural division is placed into
many small sections because then inevitably the
desire of these people, particularly when they will
be flogged from behind to be more efficient and
more cost beneficial, will be to approve and com-
mission only one professional firm of architects.
The claim will be made that this firm should be
used because it is a specialist, perhaps in the field
of prison buildings, and that it is much better to
work with it because it is much cheaper. One does
not have to explain things repeatedly.

The question is: Will the Government look only
at having the job done a few dollars cheaper, will
it look as a Government to be equitable in its
treatment of all private professional people, or will
it create two, three, or four Professional
monopolies in the private sector? We have had
times such as the last two or three years when jobs
were very scarce, particularly large jobs, when
virtually only Government jobs were available.
The allocation of such Government jobs, and
therefore the occupation of the professional work
force, should be very equitable so that each one
has its needs met, instead of the Government go-
ing only to certain companies. That would be
wrong because, as I said, it would not be equitable
to the profession.

It is said that out of the total public works the
department undertakes, about 70 per cent will be
done in-house professionally, with the other 30 per
cent given to outside bodies. I believe that that was
roughly the percentage of previous years; it has
been a little more or less depending on how the
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jobs had to be executed and how they came in. I
cannot imagine that, even with miracles, the de-
partment's having just a third of its previous work
force will make it more efficient doing exactly the
same work.

Then again, we must give consideration to the
situation where something will not be correctly
reported, where it will be said that the BMA is
more efficient, when what will be reported will be
less Professional activity than in the past.

What will happen to the tradition of providing
places within the department for students under-
taking professional studies, those architectural
and engineering students who have previously
been provided an opportunity to gain practical
experience? What will happen to them when we
are not experiencing a boom time, when private
firms cannot offer them work? Will this practice
be given up just because of cost efficiency? After
all, we all pay taxes, and plenty of them, so the
Government has other duties to meet, more duties
than might occur to some businessmen suddenly
hired to come up with ideas to make the depart-
ment more efficient. This is one of the Govern-
ment's duties.

Perhaps as much as 40 per cent of the existing
staff will have more administrative duties hand-
ling internal memos and accounting, all flowing
from one area to another. I have had experience in
this not only as a Minister but also as the head of
a building company. I know how these things
work; I know how architects and engineers work.

I have possibly more experience in this field, at
least in years, than has Mr Mitchell. People are
the most important element in any matter. It is a
tragic event that hundreds of people's lives are
being jeopardised. They live in fear-and I am not
exaggerating-of taking their holidays, not know-
ing what will happen to them. They are not even
told, "You are sacked"; they are the subject of
some sort of waiting game and they become worn
out with this psychological torture, which forces
them to take lower classes of jobs and, in this way,
the Government can get rid of them. They are all
loyal public servants. This injustice is being done
to them retrospectively because they went in the
knowledge that one goes into the State Public
Service, and their jobs are now being threatened in
a manner for which there has never been a
precedent. Although they behaved properly and
were good professional people they were told to
get out and look for another job. Actually, they
are being told retrospectively, "Your services are
not required". Redeployment officers are estab-
lished to make these unfortunate people apply for
different and lower level jobs with lower remuner-
ation.

If we consider this situation, we cannot come to
any other conclusion than that it is a very sad
situation from the point of view of the people who
are involved. It is an absolutely inconsiderate and
a really horrendous decision by the Government,
which totally ignores people. It is a humbug type
of reorganisation.

I can only say that at least the Opposition ex-
tends its offer to these people but, while we are all
for efficiency and privatisation in a proper way, as
we have explained it, we are not trying to achieve
these things on the toil of people, particularly the
people who have served Governments properly.

I extend the offer that the Opposition will assist
these people as much as it can through publicity
and other means and, hopefully, when the Govern-
ment changes, we can behave differently in regard
to those people who, loyal to the system, have
served consecutive Governments well.

The Government's action is inhumane, indecent,
and entirely unprecedented, and it is taken under
the mantle of efficiency, and that we condemn.

Mr MacKINNON: I also wish to raise an issue
in this debate with the Minister for Works relating
to the way Public Works Department contracts
are administered, in particular with respect to em-
ployment of apprentices, contractors and sub-
contractors. Members would be aware that the
PWD for some time has had different rules and
regulations relating to the employment of appren-
tices by contractors and their subcontractors in an
effort to encourage the employment of appren-
tices.

I have been approached in this regard by the
Master Painters, Decorators and Signwriters As-
sociation of WA to raise this matter. I understand
the Minister has had some correspondence and
discussion with that association.

I will briefly trace the history of this matter so
that members can follow the concern of both this
association and myself in this regard. The Master
Plumbers' & Mechanical Services of WA Associ-
ation raised its concern about this matter, firstly,
with the principal architect of the PWD, as he was
then known, in 'April 1983. The Master Painters,
Decorators and Signwriters Association of WA
was concerned about tendering procedures in this
regard and the fact that it appeared that the rules
and regulations applying to the employment of
apprentices by contractors and their
subcontractors was not being administered evenly
and equitably by the PWD. It appeared from their
experience that it was being administered
selectively. Therefore, they made this point to the
principal architect in their letter, which I will
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quote in detail because it hits the nub of the ques-
tion. It reads as follows-

Clearly tendering firms which do not em-
ploy apprentices will be in a position to price
more keenly than those which do. We believe
that this fact was formerly acknowledged by
the P.W.D. in the form of the 3% price ad-
justment allowance to employers of appren-
tices. We have been informed however, that
this element of preference has been
eliminated from the Scheme, at a time when
it is probably most needed. Additionally we
are aware of cases wherein considerable flexi-
bility appears to have been exercised by the
P.W.D. in interpretation of the preference
Scheme to the advantage of tenderers who
have chosen not to employ apprentices. In this
regard we believe it true to say that those
employers who still indenture are mainly
motivated to do so to preserve their eligibility
to tender for government contracts. It is not
surprising therefore that within the industry.
the matter of fair and equitable implemen-
tation of the preference scheme will remain a
highly sensitive issue.

I repeat that that issue was raised in April 1983.
The point is a reasonable one: If we do have an
apprenticeship rating relating to contracts, it
should be administered equitably and fairly.

In May 1983 the association received a response
from the Minister's office. At that time, in re-
lation to this clause, the Minister had this to say-

The current requirements for employment
of apprentices on departmental contracts are
clearly defined in all tender documents under
the heading 'Conditions of Tend-
ering-Apprentice Requirements". Copies of
the clauses relevant to head contracts and to
contracts other than head contracts are at-
tached for reference.

Following that commitment from the Minister,
the association still experienced continuing con-
cern; and, following the Minister's letter of May
1983, the association held a series of meetings
with the Minister. He again responded to the as-
sociation in December 1983 in, the following
terms-

That both the Public Works Department
and the Division of Industrial Training would
continue to monitor and ensure that the cor-
rect number of apprentices were employed.

The association at that time was particularly
pleased. Everything appeared to be going to plan.
in fact, the association was quite laudatory in its
praise of the Minister. In this publication entitled
The Master Painters' Trade Journal, Volume 4,

No. 12 of December 1983, as the Minister will
probably be aware, it published an article of com-
mendation of the Minister's action in that regard.

However, the matter has not gone according to
plan because, since that time, the association has
continued to voice concern at this type of activity
by PWD officers-I must say the criticism is not
of the Minister whose action, by and large, has
been supported by the association. It appears that
the Minister's requests are not being met by the
department, because the association has continued
to raise with the department examples of where
these rules and regulations which are currently
imposed are not being complied with.

The latest concern has arisen in relation to the
contract for the painting of the Perth Entertain-
ment Centre. The schedule that relates to the con-
tract for that job states-

TEN DERER'S APPRENTICES
SUBCONTRACTOR'S APPRENTICES

TRADE
PAINTING:
Painting and Decorating 3

That is the rule and regulation applying on this
particular contract. Further on under the heading
"Apprentice Requirements" The document states
in part-

Tenderers shall employ apprentices in ac-
cordance with the following requirements:

It goes on to detail how they are to be employed,
to make that total of three.

The concern of the association is that the person
who has been awarded this contract, it would ap-
pear, has been awarded the contract purely on
price, with the particular clause relating to the
apprentices being totally ignored. This successful
contractor has not employed three apprentices in
terms of the contract document with which he is
required to comply. At the closure of tenders on 9
October the company had indentured only one
apprentice, but had employed one apprentice from
the MBA pool, from 15 September only. The
document from which I quoted indicated that if
the apprentice had to come from the pool the
requirement to be complied with was that those
pool apprentices needed to be employed at least
three months prior to the closing date of the ten-
der.

Of course, the company had only two appren-
tices and it was required to have three. One had
not been employed according to the agreement.
The association is most concerned that this ap-
pears to be happening with the Public Works De-
partment. It seems that the department is ignoring
the rules and regulations that it drafted and sent
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out to contractors within the industry, and seems
to be letting contracts, despite those clauses.

The concerns of the association are threefold:
Firstly, it is concerned in line with its approach
which was made in April 1983, that it discrimi-
nates against those people who played the game
fairly and employed the proper number of appren-
tices. Secondly, the association points out that we
have a system that is designed to employ or en-
courage the employment of apprentices and be-
lieves that it should be complied with. After all we
have seen in this State a dramatic decline in ap-
prentices in recent years. I will say more about
that tomorrow in a debate which is listed on the
Notice Paper. When I debate that matter mem-
bers will note that decline has been dramatic, to
say the least.

If we have a system designed to assist that de-
cline it should be implemented and not
contravened, as appears to be the case consistently
in this industry's case.

Thirdly, the Government, and particularly the
Minister for Employment and Training and the
Premier, have gone out to this association, and
others, extolling the virtues of the Skills 85pro-
gramme and urging them to take part in it to
encourage more young people to be employed .f
course, the Prime Minister did likewise and the
association finds it difficult to marry up the two.
In other words, the industry wishes to marry up
the letter from the Premier encouraging its mem-
bers to participate in these schemes and at the
same time the Government does not appear to be
playing the game fairly in relation to rules and
regulations which it has laid down. I am asking
the Minister about the working committee which
operated under the member for Welshpool and ask
him to Provide me with a copy of its report. Other
people in my electorate are interested in that re-
port and what will happen in the future. Whatever
is to happen in the future, whatever may happen
as a result of the report, and whatever the rules
and regulations at any time, they should be
administered. If we are to have changes, let us
make them and let them apply from the date they
are implemented. If we have rules and regulations
now they should be administered fairly and
squarely.

The association has expressed to me and to the
Minister its concern that it appears its approaches,
which date back to April 1983, have fallen on deaf
ears-if not the deaf ears of the Minister, the deaf
ears of his departmental officers. I urge the Minis-
ter, as does the association, to ensure that some-
thing is done in this regard, in the best interests
not only of the industry, but also of the young

apprentices whom we are trying to encourage into
a job at this time.

Mr RUSHTON: We spoke last week about the
reduction of the architectural staff in the Public
Works Department, but as this is a serious matter
I wish to take it further. As stated by the member
for Floreat, it is questionable whether this will
result in improved efficiency.

It is my understanding that the people who are
to go out of the old Public Works Department will
go to other departments such as education and
health into little public works cells. We will see a
growth which will be greater than before. The
Government has said that this move will result in
more efficiency. If the Government can prove that
it, will be accepted, but the Government should
have to prove that claim.

I ask the Minister what will take place. Will the
Department of Education have its own works
staff? Will it do its own architectural work? Will
it carry out what to date has been done by the
Public Works Department? Will the Health De-
partment carry out that task also? I understand
there has been a modification of the old concept
which was adhered to in our time. In the old days
the Public Works Department had the major task
of managing the works programme which now has
been changed in many ways.

The Government has claimed that this dramatic
move which is part of its progressive management
has public approval. I question that because the
Government has not taken into account the
position of the staff and their families. This move
has been purely a vote catcher. The Government is
now trying to retrieve the position by saying that
no-one will be sacked, but by natural attrition
people will be adjusted.

All sorts of things will be going on and it will be
a dramatic change for the people who are
involved. I acknowledge that this is not the kind of
action that would be carried out by the present
Minister, if he were left to his own devices. I am
sure this has been imposed on him. I think we will
soon see little public works springing up, with
more staff employed. I am concerned there could
be less efficiency as a result.

The Government has got into what it has called
an inefficient area and has told the public that it
intends to get rid of public servants in this area,
and that it is a better economic manager than the
previous Government. It is saying that to convince
the public it is a free enterprise Government, but it
is making the change in such a way that it is not
damaging the department. The Government is
seeking political gain, but that will catch up with
it. The Government's approach is towards remoy-
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ing private consultants and architects; all it has
done is transfer these people out to various
agencies and departments so that they will do the
same sort of work, but in an in-house type of way,
with a growing day labour force.

Mr McIVER: I have been in this Parliament
just on 17 years. I can appreciate the role of the
Opposition because I was in Opposition for many
of those 17 years. I can also appreciate the
remarks made by the member for Floreat and also
the remarks made by the former Minister for In-
dustrial Development who has had vast experience
as a Minister. I can say also that this evening we
have heard much political humbug. I do not blame
the Opposition for criticising the Government in
restructuring the architectural division of the Pub-
lic Works Department because no Government in
the history of this State has taken such a bold,
courageous course. We are the custodians of the
taxpayers' money and somewhere along the line
we have to look to the management of that money.

When the Premier went on the hustings, he
informed the people of Western Australia that it
was the aim of his Government to be a manager,
and he would seek the guidance of his Ministers
and the members of his Government to assist in
the managing of the public's money. He said he
would institute innovations that would achieve
that aim. So we have a situation where the archi-
tectural division is being restructured.

I will cover areas in relation to this Division
which I covered the other night in speaking to the
amendment to the Public Works Act. Firstly the
member for Floreat spoke about letters of advice
about which he did not speak the other night.
Long before it was known that a restructuring
would take place, concern was being expressed in
my department, particularly in the architectural
division, about the functional review committee's
taking of evidence from the working party set up
within the Public Works Department. It was
taking evidence fronm people to whom the member
for Floreat referred as very efficient people. I do
not quarrel with that. However, that is a very
important point for the Opposition to make.

It was taking evidence from senior officers of
the architectural division so that the committee
could formulate its recommendations. I was
requested by the Civil Service Association to ad-
dress all members of the architectural division be-
cause they were expressing concern about their
future. Naturally, as Minister for Works, I
agreed. At that time, the functional review com-
mittee had not made its determinations. It was
still taking evidence.

From memory, 400 to 500 personnel attended
that meeting on the top floor or Dunmas House. I
repeat what I said to those people: There will be
no sackings, there will be no retrenchments, but
there will be redeployment and training. I could
not advise them what the final determinations of
the functional review committee might be. How-
ever, I informed them that over a long perid,
mainly through the inefficiences of the architec-
tural division, this restructuring would come
about.

From memory, I think I received three ques-
tions during question time in this Chamber for me
to elaborate on a couple of points that I had made.
Everybody who attended that meeting was satis-
fied that there would be dramatic changes to the
department.

[ can say to the member for Floreat that plenty
of advice was given to staff, even at that Stage.
Further, I sent out circulars under my name to.
staff members, including the principal architect,
about what was going to happen. Each section of
that division was informed by circular.

Irrespective of how many circulars one puts out
or of how many times one tells people things, they
are concerned because they have mortgages and
children to educate. Some of them have children
at colleges and many debts to meet. If we were in
their place, we would be concerned. However,
something had to be done. The 1970s were boom
years. The amount of work dealt with by the
architectural division had increased. However,
many clients such as the Education Department,
Public Health Department as it then was, and
other Government instrumentalities withdrew
their briefs. The department received only a mini-
mum amount of work allocated in the Budget
under the capital works programme. The number
of staff did not decrease; it increased. In fact, it
trebled. We were in the ludicrous situation of
having treble the number of staff and no work for
them to do. As I mentioned the other night, I
think that around $4.3 million has been allocated,
but members will Find that on page three of the
functional review committee's report.

What would have happened in private
enterprise? Members know the answer. The issue
would not have carried on for as long as it has
now. There would have been no functional review
committee and no restructuring of the organis-
ation; its members would have been sacked.

Let us go back to when the Brand Government
first came into office at a time when the State
timber mills and other instrumentalities had been
given to private enterprise by the previous Govern-
ment. I say "given" because private enterprise
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paid a song for them. Did the Government which
undertook that sale worry about staff; did it worry
about the personnel it employed; did it worry
about the points that have been raised tonight in
this Chamber by previous speakers? The Oppo-
sition members have stirred up something here.
Did the Government of the day have any real
concern for the families, the children, and the
employees of those instrumentalities? Why did the
Government of the day do that? It claimed it was
wholly and solely due to economics.

I assure the House that the savings that will be
incurred through this Government's aim will re-
sult in millions of dollars.

Mr MacKinnon: How can you do that if you do
not sack anybody?

Mr McIVER: I ask the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to be patient and perhaps he will
understand when he sees next year's Estimates of
Expenditure. As a result of the Government's de-
cision, it saved $3 million in the first week.

Mr MacKinnon: On what?

Mr MOIVER: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition will just have to take my word at face value
because I have limited time. It can be easily
substantiated and it will be.

It is no use the member for Dale praying to
Allah. I promise him that he will receive the infor-
mation.

Mr MacKinnon: How did you save $3 million?

Mr McIVER: With a little adjustment.
The Public Service has come under discussion

particularly in relation to the cost involved in re-
spect to the appointment of Mr Norman and Mr
Mitchell. To be quite honest, this is an area with
which I am not very conversant and I do not know
the answer. I understand a section in the Public
Service Act states a figure of $1 can be nominated
when a person is engaged for a particular position.
That is all I wilt say about this matter because I
am out of depth with that aspect.

Mr MacKinnon: Do you know how much Mr
Mitchell is being paid?

Mr MOIVER: Not at this stage because I do not
think it has been determined. I understand nego-
tiations are currently in place between the Public
Service Board and Mr Mitchell. I cannot answer
the question specifically because I do not know the
answer at this stage.

1 can remember that when the Opposition was
in Government it gave $750 000 to the brewery for
an overpass for air space. If members opposite
want to debate the amount of money that the
previous Government sent down the drain, they
can be easily accommodated.

Mr Menisaros: Is Mr Mitchell an employee or a
contractor?

Mr McIVER: As I understand it, Mr Mitchell
has been engaged under contract to the Govern-
ment to assist in the restructuring of the architec-
tural division.

Mr Mensaros: If he is a contractor, why is he
shown under the Public Service Board instead of
under the Minister? The Minister used to employ
contractors.

Mr McIVER: That is irrelevant and I will not
elaborate any further because, as I said, it is out of
my depth and I do not know the answer.

Mr MacKinnon, Who employed Mr Mitchell?
Did you employ him?

Mr McIVER: I was present at the discussion
between the Premier, the Minister for Budget
Management, and Mr Mitchell; and I agreed with
the Premier that he should employ Mr Mitchell.
Mr Mitchell has done a very fine job. He is
recognised in the field of commerce as a com-
petent person irrespective of the criticism the Op-
position may offer.

Mr Mensaros: Has he had any architectural
experience?

Mr McOVER: Yes. I understand his company
won a lot of awards for efficiency in the transport
field. We also have Mr Norman who was engaged
by Osborne Metal Industries Pty. Ltd. to clean up
its mess when it got into trouble. I understand he
did a fine job,

The Government's aim in regard to the
restructuring of the department is excellence and
efficiency.

As far as redeployment and retraining are con-
cerned, no employees will be paid lesser salaries.
They will all be paid the same salaries they are
receiving at the present time, and every one of
them will have the opportunity to apply for the
jobs which will become vacant. Even the lift driver
will have the opportunity to apply for a higher
position if he wishes to do so. That is something
that could not have been done under the previous
Government.

Mr MacKinnon: I did not know they had a lift
driver.

Mr Mel VER: I was using the lift driver as an
example. If the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
wants me to be more specific, I will use, as an
example, the gardener.

The member for Floreat claimed that the small
cells of the architectural division will decrease in
efficiency. I strongly challenge that statement. At
the moment we have hidden costs in the arc hitec-
tural division that cannot be analysed unless we
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set out what we intend to do with those cells-I
use that word because it was strongly emphasised
by the Opposition.

The Government will be reducing the number of
managers in the architectural division by hair. I
am open to correction but I think the number will
be reduced from 60 to 30. The Government be-
lieves that these cost savings will be of great ben-
efit to the department.

The member for Floreat showed genuine con-
cern in relation to architectural and engineering
students. I cannot see any change in this regard
and I would like to put the member's mind at rest
on that aspect.

The staff members of the architectural division
were asked to make an input into the restructuring
of the department. I am delighted to report to the
Chamber that 147 employees made an input. The
general consensus reached by those employees was
that it should have happened years ago. That was
the theme of the submissions.

The former Minister for Works, the member for
Floreat, said that the loyalty of the staff will dim-
inish but I can assure him that it is still there. I
would be a fool to report to the Chamber that the
staff are not concerned. However, their loyalty,
friendship, and efficiency are still evident. We
shall provide an excellent service to our clients and
we shall win them back by proving, without ques-
tion, the efficiency of this department. We cannot
allow the number of staff in -an instrumentality to
increase week in and week out, year in and year
out, if they have no work. That was evidently the
policy of the previous Government. I understand
that the new policy of the Opposition would be to
discard the surplus staff altogether and put the
work out to private enterprise.

Mr MacKinnon: Which clients did you lose?

Mr Mel VER: The Education Department and
the Health Department which now engage private
consultants and architects

I would appreciate some members of the
Opposition, particularly the former Minister for
Works, having private discussions with Mr
Norman. They do not have to take my word for
the current state of affairs. If they take a closer
look at the whole situation they will get it in
perspective. I appreciate the politicking which
must come from the Opposition benches, but I can
assure the members that no votes are to be won
from this situation. The crocodile tears coming
from the Opposition benches will achieve nothing
for the people whom the Opposition members are
endeavouring to support.

Mr Rushton: Are you saying that by efficiency
you will get rid of consultants like Campbell, and

private architects, and put the work back into the
division?

Mr Mel VER: We shall not get rid of anybody
but we shall co-ordinate and combine the best
brains in the architectural division with those in
the private sector so that the people of Western
Australia get the best value for their money. There
is no use misconstruing that situation.

Mr McNee: I think you are Mandrake reborn.

Mr McIVER: I do not want to be unkind to the
member for Mt. Marshall, but I have heard some
of his speeches in this Chamber. He is like a little
crop of wheat that grows in the wheatfield; that is
the only subject he can speak about. The member
will wither like the dry grapes on the vine and in
the next election when the Labor Party gives its
preferences to the National Party it will be
goodbye to the member for Mt. Marshall. I think
we should call the member "the spruiker". He
reminds me of the man at the show who stands up
saying, "Every ball wins a box". The member for
Mt. Marshall should go to the Collie Show with
the member for Collie. I am sure he would be most
effective with his shouts of, "Every ball wins a box
of chocolates". I would like the member to take
heed of what I say because he is classified as a
joke in the Chamber.

I now return to the more serious subject matter
before the Chair. The member for Floreat referred
to the question of efficiency. it is not the fault of
the employees that the efficiency of the depart-
ment has declined. It would be very unfair for me
to state that, particularly in the case of the day
labour maintenance force. These men have not
had adequate equipment. In situations where they
should have used a backhoe or a front-end loader
they have been given picks and shovels. As we look
further into the circumstances each day we are
amazed at what we find. As I mentioned the other
night to satisfy the member for Katanning-Roe,
men have had to travel miles to renew a light bulb
in a school. It is ridiculous to expect to run a
department in that way.

Mr Old: When did I ask you to do that?

Mr MOlVER: The member did not say that to
me but he said the department was efficient and
that I was not stating the facts. I am giving a
simple example of what has been happening for
years.

Mr Rushton: That is rubbish. They have been
able to buy locally for years in such circumstances.

Mr MOIVER: It is a fact that they can do that
now, but it is only in recent weeks that they have
been able to do so. They do not have to wait weeks
because a part cannot be obtained; they can go to
the local garage and get what is needed. The Op-
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position never looked at that side of the operation
and the costs involved.

The Opposition members should not try to push
down my throat the loyalty and efficiency of the
architectural division. They should look at the cold
hard facts and the reality of the situation. There is
no doubt that some people will be hurt but in the
final analysis we shall have a very efficient depart-
ment.

In a couple of days I shall be announcing some
contracts that those people will be receiving to
prove the Government's sincerity. It will be tan-
gible evidence of our faith in the Public Works
Department.

I have now covered the items raised by the
member for Floreat. The member mentioned that
be had made many friends in the Public Works
Department and I assure him that he still has
many friends in that department. As a Minister he
showed a great deal of compassion to his staff and
he listened with interest on all occasions.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred
to contracts and to one in particular in relation to
apprentices. He referred to a contractor who
received a contract to paint the Perth Entertain-
ment Centre. I agree with some of the points he
made. However, rather than taking up the time of
the Chamber I will prepare a report for the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition so that he may judge
for himself the circumstances of this contract.
When this matter came to my notice I checked it
out very thoroughly- and I appreciate the reason
that he strongly emphasised that aspect. When I
spoke to Mr Walters, the president of the associ-
ation, he told me that he would not accept the
officer's reason for this and that he would cer-
tainly be making a political situation of it. There-
fore, it was no surprise when it came forward
tonight.

It is only fair that we should put a couple of
things in perspective. On becoming Minister I
made some changes in relation to the wonderful
comments in the document that the Leader of the
Opposition was kind enough to inform the com-
mittee about. I had received some praise from that
organisation.

I am conscious of the fact that apprentices must
be employed. One of the other principles is that
apprentices, on completion of their training,
should not be thrown on the scrap heap. We have
trained them.

When I say "we", I am referring to the Public
Works Department. We should be able to take the
cream and continue to employ them in the various
categories. Public Works apprentices have been to
the fore in many of the awards which have been

won recently, such as those allocated by the R & I
Bank and other commercial institutions. I take
this opportunity to congratulate them, as I did
when they received their awards.

We are very conscious of the contracts as far as
apprentices are concerned. We have representa-
tives of all the facets of the building industry on
the Jamieson committee.

The attitude of the previous Government was
different. The apprentices were employed painting
the boss's boat, cleaning the boss's car and
cleaning out the boss's garage. Nowhere did they
get on site to gain the experience in training to
which they should have been entitled. I can assure
this Chamber that has changed now and they are
on site. There is no more cleaning of boats and
cars; they are out there on the site learning.

That is what took place until this-Government
took office. I have plenty of evidence and I can
soon produce it.

Mr Mackinnon: Are you going to enforce those
apprenticeship clauses in the tender documents?

Mr McIVER: The clauses are there for a
specific reason. Although it is currently under re-
view, we do not intend to depart from the present
policy. As we go further along the track and look
at the apprentices, there could be changes. At the
present time I do not intend in any way to deviate
from the situation which currently exists, and I
have written letters to many contractors and mem-
bers of Parliament to explain why they must em-
ploy apprentices.,

Mr MacKinnon: Why deviate in the case of the
Entertainment Centre?

Mr MOIVER: That was a borderline case. It
was presented to me by the officers. It is a very
involved situation. The best way to answer the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is to give him a
full report and he can judge for himself. I am
satisfied that when he reads it he will see that the
decision I made was the correct one.

Mr MacKinnon: I appreciate that, but you did
deviate in that case.

Mr MOIVER: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition will be given the opportunity to be an arbi-
trator in that situation.

Mr MacKinnon: I appreciate that, but you did
deviate in that case from the normal clauses.

Mr McI VER: I do not think I did. I think it was
a case of interpretation and of saving $30 000.
That is what I looked at. I can assure the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that I am watching that
contractor as a cat watches a mouse. The moment
he steps out of line he will feel a ton of bricks
falling on him. The supervisors watch him, and
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they supervise more stringently than they did
when the former Government was in office. I
would like members to tell Mr Walters they have
done their best but they have been unsuccessful.

I want to conclude by answering the member
for Dale. He raised the question he raised the
other night when I was speaking to the amend-
ment to the Public Works Act. He was genuinely
concerned, as all members are and as all em-
ployees are. I do not quarrel with his using this
Division to raise it.

All jobs in the architectural division will be
advertised. Everybody in the division will have an
opportunity to prove himself. There are many oc-
casions, particularly among the younger archi-
tects, when they want to innovate new methods.
They do not want to stick to the stringent bureauc-
racy which existed; they want to do something
new, but they are not allowed to, because they
must follow steps one, two, three, four, and five.
These people are becoming browned-off. They
now have an opportunity to get out of the rut, to
improve themselves, and to show their ability.

Mr Rushton: You are saying you will win back
your clients. Your clients often have some contract
work done. You say Public Works does not have
them because they have other people.

Mr McIVER: We have to prove that, but I
cannot guarantee it. Perhaps I had better qualify
it in this way: I cannot guarantee we will win back
those clients, but I assure members we will try to
win them back by proving we are an efficient
department. No longer are we procrastinating and
increasing costs. When this restructuring is com-
plete, in every division we will have the cream of
the young personnel up there bursting at the
seams to show their enthusiasm and their skills.
That is why I am confident that we will win back
these contracts.

Mr Rushton: You can win Government business
at any time.

Mr McI VER: No, we cannot if they do not give
us the brief.

Mr Rushton: Who is not going to give you the
brief?

Mr McI VER: We have just lost Canning Vale
Prison. Technology Park we did not get-, that went
to private enterprise. These are Government proj -
ects.

Mr Rushton: You will have to direct the work
from Cabinet or you will lose it altogether.

Mr McI VER: The private sector will be very
heavily involved. There will be joint ventures in
the private sector. The view has been expressed
that because we have set up this organisation,
10Q)

little public works departments will be established,
not one department. I can assure the committee it
will be one department, and most certainly a very
efficient and effective department.

Division 70 put and passed.
Division 71: Lands and Surveys, $19 897 000-
Mr RUSHTON: I return to the bogey of the

allocation of pastoral stations and what has
happened in the north. Concern exists that we
shall be stripped of the normal population in the
north. Specifically my concern relates to what
took place in respect of Mt. Anderson Station. I
hope that sequence of events never happens again.
People were invited to tender for property, the
Government authorised the tender, and everything
took place according to commercial practice. The
Blair family won the tender, but it was then taken
away from that family and given to the Aboriginal
Development Corporation which put pressure on
the Government, because it lost the tender. I am
sure the Minister would agree that was not a very
happy state of affairs.

Would the Minister indicate what would occur
in respect of other stations in a like position? The
Blair family has been trying to obtain a property
in the north for some years. After its experience
with Mt. Anderson Station, it will probably back
off and try to enlarge its agricultural pursuits in
the area in which it operates currently. The Blairs
hoped that their family would grow up in the
north and that would have been very desirable for
the pastoral industry in the area generally.

It appears that the Wyndham meat works is
under threat, because the pastoral industry may
not be as well managed as it was in the past. I do
not want the Minister to dwell at length on the
Mt. Anderson Station affair, because I hope it will
not be repeated. However, would he spell out the
Government's policy in respect of allocating
stations?

It appears that at any time the ADC can in-
trude and pick off properties wherever it likes and
the Government has conceded to it in the past.
What policy does the Government have that the
white community can rely on for its fair treatment
in respect of tendering for properties in the north?

Mr H-ASSELL: In the last couple of weeks I
have asked the Minister a series of questions about
the amount of land which will be available for
claim under the Government's land rights pro-
posals. None of these questions has been
answered. In fact, if the Minister looks at the
questions and answers, he will see he has said that
they cannot be answered and it has not been poss-
ible to express the area of land or the percentage
involved.
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However, tbe Minister provided a map to my
colleague, Hon. Norman Moore, in another place,
showing some 12000 square kilometres of unoccu-
pied, unallocated Crown land in tbe south-west
land division which, under the formula as
expressed by the Government, would be available
for claim.

It is my belier that, if the Government had
wanted to obtain the details at any time, it could
have, because the Lands and Surveys Department
is capable of producing those figures. It could have
provided the information to me and the Parlia-
ment, yet it has not done so. It is not characteristic
of this Minister that he would deliberately ob-
struct the supply of information, unless the
Government was working to a wider plan in re-
lation to this whole issue. Only a few weeks ago
the Treasurer said that we were wrong in
indicating that up to 50 per cent of the State
would be available for claim, and the Treasurer
said only 30 per cent would be available.

Now, a few weeks later, the Treasurer is saying
that up to 40 per cent will be available for claim
and it is a completely different story. Yet only last
week, in response to a question I asked him, the
Minister said that our claims as to the amount of
land that would be made available were extrava-
gant and that the available land was nothing like
the amount that we said.

Yet miraculously, over the course of a weekend
and the meeting of the Cabinet in Albany, the
Treasurer is now able to define the situation as
being up to 40 per cent.

Will the Minister state clearly and simply to the
Chamber that it is true that all these things are
being examined by his department, that the infor-
mation is available, and that it can be spelt out at
any time? The department has the capacity to
define the areas of unoccupied, unallocated Crown
land and would be able to produce answers to
questions, if not overnight, at least within a couple
of days if that were the wish of the Government.

The Treasurer has also said that the land which
will be available for claim by Aborigines is-I
think the Treasurer has used both figures-95 per
cent desert and 98 per cent desert. However, the
interesting aspect of that is that all the freehold
land in Western Australia-that is, all the farm-
ing land and the towns, all the cities and every
block that is freehold-comprises only a little over
six per cent of the area of the State. So, if the
Treasurer says that 95 per cent of the land which
will be available for claim by Aborigines is desert
and that the other five per cent is the non-desert
land, really that other five per cent is a very

substantial area and it is almost equivalent to the
total area of freehold land in Western Australia.

A very important paint must be understood
about how far the Government is going, even if
one accepts what the Treasurer says-I do not
accept it as the last word on the subject-that it is
mostly desert, as he described it; places like the
Pilbara, the Kimberley, and the Kalgoorlie region,
according to the Treasurer, are within the descrip-
tion of "desert".

If we accept the Treasurer's definition, we still
have a massive amount of land which will be avail-
able for claim and, of course, if the Treasurer is
right when he says that up to 40 per cent of the
State will be available for claim, that 40 per cent
is larger by far than the State of South Australia
as a whole and almost as much of the combined
areas of the States of Victoria and New South
Wales.

I wonder what concern the Minister and his
department have about these massive inroads into
the traditional land-holdings of the State and the
availability of land, and whether the Minister
finds he has advisers in his department who are
alarmed about it.

During question time tonight the Premier came
in with an argument that was put to me by the
media this morning about the fact that a relatively
small number of people were holding a very large
area of the State under pastoral leases. Of course,
that is an invalid argument because the issue of
land rights is not the percentage of land that
people hold but the basis upon which they can
claim and hold land.

The fact is that I have the same right the Minis-
ter has, and Aborigines have the same right the
Minister has and the same right I have and every-
one else has to acquire and to hold a pastoral lease
or pastoral leases. The rights are equal.

But in the land rights legislation the Govern-
ment is busy putting together, the rights are not
equal and the people generally, other than those
who are Aboriginal people, will not be able to
make those claims. So that is quite a fallacious
argument, which carries no weight at all. It is
simply a red herring to try to divert attention from
the main issue, which is that we are seeing
proposed in relation to land in this State the cre-
ation of rights which are not to be equal.

One of the most insulting things the Treasurer
has said in this whole debate, insulting not only to
the Aborigines but also to those who are genuinely
concerned about the Aborigines, is the cast-off
statement he has made several times in the last
couple of days that no-one should worry about the
land being made available to the Aborigines for
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claim, because it is only desert. That shows up the
very false basis upon which we find ourselves so
quickly when we make land available on the basis
of race rather than on the basis of equality.

I return to the points on which I want to tax
the Minister: Why is it that his department has
not produced the figures? Why does it not produce
the figures? Why does it not respond to the ques-
tions asked about the availability of land and the
extent of that availability in percentages, and
make it quite clear just how far the Government is
going?

There is a total inconsistency in what the
Treasurer said last month, in what the Minister
said last week in answer to questions, and in what
the Treasurer said this week. We had -30 per
cent" from the Treasurer a month or so ago, we
had "Cannot answer" from the Minister and his
department last week, and we had "40 per cent"
from the Treasurer this week. It is very confusing.
I do not think it is in any way the fault of the
Minister or his department; I think they are per-
fectly capable of calculating the areas, of provid-
ing a precise map and of identifying just how
much land in the south-west is to be available for
claim. What is lacked is the Government's will to
let people know what is really going on in this
area.

Mr LAURANCE: I will take this opportunity
to compliment the Minister. He will recall that
earlier in the year I made an approach to him
about funding for a subdivision required at
Exmouth. He expedited that matter and saw that
funds were made available for that purpose in this
Budget. I thank him and his departmental officers
for acknowledging the need and for so quickly
agreeing to have the work undertaken. Warren
Johnson was the consultant appointed, and he has
given a lot of advice on subdivisions in the north of
the State. He was very quick to get to Exmnouth
and plan the subdivision. It is in the process of
being put together now, and that land will be a
very important addition to the land stocks at
Exmouth. I am sure that with the Commonwealth
and State Government departments which- have
indicated their need for land in the area, action
will be taken on that subdivision in very short
order, so I do thank the Minister- for all he has
done.

One other point I raise deals with a letter the
Minister wrote to me about the future of the town.
One paragraph was an indication by him that he
was reluctant to commit funds because of the
town's doubtful future. He will recall that I wrote
back explaining that I could not allow his com-
ment to go unchallenged because while there was
always conjecture about the North-West Cape

communications base and other American bases in
Australia, particularly with the present incumbent
Federal Government, I did not think it was right
for the State Government to say that the town was
under threat.

I believe that no matter on which side of politics
we are, we should ensure the future of that town
and many other towns. It would be extremely dif-
ficult for that town to have a viable future without
the US Navy base, but its future would be
enhanced if we were able to provide more private
dwellings, more development and more tourism
investment, activity quite separate from the base
itself.

I make this point to the Minister because it is
important that we do not have official correspon-
dence throwing doubt on the future of such towns.
I think he understands that. I wrote back to him
on the day, but I wanted to make that point in the
Parliament as well. We should show confidence in
the town's future, and I anm sure that is his own
inclination; it is certainly mine. I am sure he does
not want to put the mockers on the town's future.

Exmouth is an important tourist town. It has a
tremendous future thanks to the Ningaloo Reef
and the game and commercial fishing industries.
It has a wonderful future. At the same time, it is
presently very reliant on the continuation of the
US base, which looks very secure. If at some far
distant time some change occurs to the base, 1 am
sure the town could continue with a tremendous
future in its own right because of these other ac-
tivities.

It is important that he as a Minister and his
colleagues in the State Government should not
subscribe to the view that we must be careful
about development at Exrmouth because its future
is in doubt as a result of actions which may involve
the US Navy base there.

Mr McIVER: I point out to the member for
Dale that I too am disappointed about the way the
Mt. Anderson Station issue has developed to the
point even where the solicitors were unable to ac-
cept tbie points laid down, necessitating having to
go to an arbitrator for a decision. It has been a
drawn out exercise.

But Mr Blair did not come out of this lily white.
He went up to the station without approval by the
Minister.

Mr Rushton: That is contrary to what I have
been told.

Mr McI VER: I am giving the member the facts.
He did not have the Minister's approval when he
went up there to carry out certain work and spend
certain money, although I am not saying he was
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not entitled to do that. Nevertheless he went up
there without official approval.

That is a dead issue. I do not want to embarrass
the member for Dale, but was he referring to the
Wyndham meatworks, the Emanuel stations, and
perhaps the Broome meatworks?

Mr Rushton: The whole pastoral industry. If we
do not get something very solid in the way of
policy we will obviously diminish the production of
cattle up there, won't we?

Mr McI VER: I have had no reports in relation
to the Wyndham meatworks. I am conscious of,
and I realise that, the disposal of the Emanuel
stations could have a big commercial effect on the
Broome meatworks; and that is why I raised that
point.

In relation to the allocations of pastoral leases,
the Pastoral Board is doing a fine job. The pastor-
alists and graziers are represented on that board,
as is the Primary Industry Association. The indus-
try representation is quite adequately catered for
along with a departmental officer. Irrespective of
who he is, whether he is Tim Emanuel or Buck
Jones, he still has to go through the Pastoral
Board, and that board makes the decision, of
course on approval from the Minister. 1 cannot see
the Government changing from that situation ir-
respective of the emotional issue which has arisen
in relation to land rights. I cannot see any
changes. I feel that the Pastoral Board is doing a
great job in looking at the pastoral industry as a
whole. It is concerned about its future, as I, the
Minister responsible for the industry, am also con-
cerned. The Government has a few ideas in the
pipeline which I am confident will do a lot for the
cattle industry in the Kimberley, especially in re-
gard to making pastoral leases more viable. I will
have a lot to say about that matter perhaps in the
next session of Parliament when things get further
down the track.

The Leader of the Opposition raised the ques-
tion of land rights. I have nothing to bide insofar
as not being able to obtain the information that he
is seeking in regard to the correct area of land
involved. All I can say to him, in all honesty, is
that in the initial stages departmental officers
informed me that this information would take
some time to collate because a lot of research was
involved. Irrespective of the area of land, whether
it be 50 or 80 per cent or whatever, it will not
change the situation as far as the Government is
concerned in regard to this legislation, which has
not yet been formulated. A committee-

Mr Hassell: What has not been formulated?
Mr McIVER: The final draft of the land rights

legislation. I heard the Leader of the Opposition

say at a Press conference tonight that a copy of
the Bill had been sent to the Commonwealth
Government, but this was denied by the Treasurer.

Mr Hassell: That is what the Treasurer said.
That is what he told the Press in Albany.

Mr McIVER: I stand corrected. I have not seen
the completed land rights legislation. The Leader
Of the Opposition has been emphasising the South-
West Land Division when the main thrust in re-
gard to land rights'will be felt in the Kimberley
region where the Aborigines want security of ten-
ure. That is all they are asking for. They want the
land on which to roam, to hunt, and to live. From
memory, there were 33 requests for excisions from
pastoral leases by the Opposition and that matter
is currently being handled to meet the Oppo-
sition's commitment.

Mr Old: That is a different situation.
Mr McIVER: It is not different. It is about land

rights which the Opposition is so much opposed to.
Mr Hassell: That is only one view.
Mr Old: It is purely by agreement.
Mr McI VER: But would not the member agree

with me that this is parallel to land rights?
Mr Hassell: Not really. That has been

recognised for a long time. We are talking about
40 per cent of the land.

Mr McIVER: Yes, but the member is mostly
referring to the South-West Land Division.

Mr Hassell: No, we are not. We are talking
about the land mass of Western Australia.

Mr McIVER: The Leader of the Opposition
keeps emphasising the South-West Land Division.
He has produced pamphlets. I received a personal
letter as an elector from the Leader of the Oppo-
sition dealing with the recent election for Central
Province.

Mr Hassell: It was a good letter, wasn't it?
Mr MeIVER: I did not answer it. I put it in the

bin.
Mr Hasseli: You did not send a donation.
Mr McIVER: I did not send a donation. I was a

little disturbed by it because it was a letter of fear.
That seems to be the mode that the Opposition
wants to use on this matter. The people of West-
ern Australia are becoming more educated in re-
lation to land rights. In the initial stages, 1 had to
give the Opposition full marks; it frightened hell
out of everybody with the situation it created
where people believed they were going to lose their
homes and their freehold land. Farmers in my
area were stopping me in the street asking if they
were going to lose their farms. The Opposition's

4708



[Tuesday, 27 November 1984]170

campaign did seem to have effect; in fact, the
thrust of the campaign was very effective.

Mr Old: You have a short memory about the
Victorian situation where a farmer lost his farm
because of Aboriginal land rights.

Mr McIVER: Does the member know the full
facts of that case? Is the member taking for gospel
what he has read in the Press?

Mr Old: I know the Cull facts of it.
Mr McIVER: Did the member go into them

thoroughly?
Mr Old: You tell us the story; you know all

about it. Tell us what happened.
Mr McIVER: I can assure the member that

what was reported was not correct.
Mr Old: What was correct?
Mr Parker: We specificially said those sorts of

things were not correct.
Mr Old: Tell us the situation.
Mr McIVER: I am answering the questions

raised by the Leader of the Opposition now. The
member has plenty of time in which to make a
speech.

Mr Old: You are answering him?
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr McIVER: The Opposition is trying to create

a campaign of fear in the people of Western
Australia that the Labor Government will support
land rights to the extent that people's homes will
be taken off them, and freehold land will be
allocated to the Aborigines, 'but it is a dead issue.

The Treasurer answered the Leader of the Op-
position through the electronic media this morn-
ing. I support what he said in relation to the land
rights issue.

Mr Hassell: But you haven't answered the ques-
tion of how it is the Treasurer could say last
month we will have 30 per cent land rights and 40
per cent this month?

Mr McI VER: I cannot speak for the Treasurer.
Mr H-assell: And you say your department can-

not give us the figures!
Mr McTVER: The Leader of the Opposition

will have to check that matter with the Treasurer,
and he will have ample opportunity to do so.

The fear campaign of the Opposition is like a
record which has run out-it is finished!

I thank the member for Gascoyne for his kind
words in relation to subdivisions. Being a former
Minister for Lands, he would know that the de-
partment must be careful when a decision is made.
We must make sure that the demand exists be-
cause of the cost involved and the services we must

provide. I take on board the points that he made.
He would know, from his experience as Minister
for Lands, that the department addresses itself
very closely in that direction.

Division 71 put and passed,
Division 72: Bush Fires Board, $1 356 000; Div-

ision 73: Kings Park Board, $2 048 000; Division
74: Zoological Gardens Board, $1 413 000-pat
and passed.

Division 75: Mines, $26 356 000-
Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances-
Mr MacKiNNON: The member for Narrogin

unfortunately could not be present, but asked me
to raise a couple of points on his behalf. He
indicated to me that the number of staff in the
department has increased from 621 last year to
664 this year. I would appreciate it if the Minister
could provide an explanation as to the reason for
that increase.

Secondly, the member for Narrogin requests an
indication as to how the administration of the
Mining Act is going. He advises me that the work
obligation requirements under the new Act are not
being enforced to the extent that they should be,
and some concern has been expressed within the
community about that fact.

As the Minister would be aware, the amend-
ments to the Mining Act were passed through the
Parliament to speed up the operation of the Act,
and to ensure that work was carried out on leases
which were taken out. The member for Narrogin
has had drawn to his attention the fact that the
work obligations are not being sufficiently
enforced in line with the Act, and would appreci-
ate some comment from the Minister in that re-
gard.

In addition, the Minister would appreciate the
concern of the Opposition-it has been expressed
for some time now by the Opposition parties, be-
cause I recall when I was the shadow Minister for
Mines, prior to February this year, I raised ques-
tions about the Hunt committee and what would
happen in that regard. It is now November and we
still have not seen anything of the Hunt committee
recommendations in the form of legislation.

It does appear to me, and I am sure to the
member for Narrogin, that that is an inordinate
delay and it is time that those amendments, which
Michael Hunt recommended-and with which I
understand by and large the Government did not
see any great difficulty-were brought into Parlia-
ment.

Finally, 1 have a personal question which relates
to exploration activity, which has been brought to
my attention by three different individuals in the
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last week. Those people have expressed their con-
cern about the severe and dramatic decline in oil
exploration in Western Australia, largely offshore
exploration. I spoke this morning to Lyal Dedman,
whom the Minister would know, from the
Australian offshore service company. He indicated
to me that at this time last year they had 19
service vessels operating offshore in Western
Australia, yet today they have only one.

The Minister would be well aware of the
tremendous amount of expenditure and industry
that is generated by the exploration industry. It is
of great concern to the Opposition that such a
dramatic decline has occurred.

We have seen in recent times the transfer out of
Western Australia of several head offices of explo-
ration companies. One that Springs to mind is
Hudbay Oil (Australia) Ltd. which transferred
from Perth to Queensland.

Mr Parker: That is the only one.
Mr MacKINNON: I understand there are

others.
While I am not very close to this area now, it

would seem to me that that decline must relate in
some way to the resources rental tax that has been
imposed upon the industry. We totally opposed the
imposition of that tax. Opposition to that tax has
been voiced to me by people in the industry also;
they have said that the tax has caused a great deal
of uncertainty in the industry and is one of the
main reasons for the decline in offshore activity.

The member for Narrogin apologises for being
unable to be present, for family reasons, but
wished me to raise those issues on his behalf.

Mr MENSAROS: It would not be proper if I
did not raise one matter-of course there are
many other matters which are dear to me and of
great interest, but I do not wish to trespass. The
matter I raise is also connected with the Attorney
General's portfolio which I represent as the Oppo-
sition shadow Minister. It is the matter of the long
saga of negotiations with Indonesia about the bor-
der to be set regarding offshore exploration be-
tween Australia and Indonesia. The Common-
wealth Government has of course participated in
those negotiations, as from time to time have
officers from the Commonwealth Crown Law De-
partment, the State Crown Law Department, and
the State Mines Department. Those negotiations
commenced six, seven, or eight years ago and slow
progress has been made.

Large companies are interested in these
potential offshore areas, but the fact that they are
interested might not mean a lot, because large
companies make mistakes, just the same as anyone
else. The fact that they are large companies does

not endow them with more knowledge in this
guessing game. However the area is full of pros-
pects and as has been pointed out, exploration is
economically very important, if nothing else, and
such activities benefit the State. Does the Minister
know to what extent these negotiations have ad-
vanced?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! [ inform the mem-
ber that we are on item 1. 1 wonder how this
relates to it.

Mr MENSAROS: Obviously the Minister can-
not carry out the negotiations himself. His
officers, who are paid under item 1, carry out the
negotiations. I am interested to know what the
situation is.

Mr PARKER: I think the Opposition will find
that, in terms of the number of approved staff
increases, there have been very small increases
over both years. Some staff increases have been
made in relation to special allocations for such
things as community employment programmes,
for example, and in relation to the tremendous and
very rapid moves that have been made over the
last 18 months in the computerisation of the
Mines Department, particularly in both the up-
take of registration of tenements and so on, and in
the geological survey area, in terms of making
sure that company reports are readily accessible.

Mr MacKinnon: The questions I asked pre-
viously in relation to other votes indicate that the
CEP employees are not included in the establish-
ment number.

Mr PARKER: No, they are not, that is true.
However, I am talking about the overall staffing
levels. We have had up to 40 people-principally
in areas such as data take-up-which has been a
great boon to the Mines Department and to the
industry because we have been able to take up
data at a much more rapid rate which has, in turn,
meant that the computer system and the ability to
retrieve information, and in the case of regis-
trations, the speeding up of applications, has really
improved dramatically in the last six to eight
months, and has been very helpful.

The Opposition will find most of the increases
were related to unfilled positions because there is
not a substantial number of staff intreases ap-
proved. In this year's Budget I managed to get a
total of about 10 additional people for the depart-
ment, and the vast bulk of those were in the State
mining engineer's division where there was a great
need for new staff, particularly in relation to the
noise abatement regulations, which have created a
need for additional inspectors, particularly be-
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cause of increasing concern about the coal indus-
try and safety aspects of that industry.

That has resulted in the creation of a position
for a chief State coalmining engineer. The Public
Service Board approved an overall programme of
gradually increasing the service and facilities
which were available to the geological survey and
that has gradually been implemented. It approved
a total of 15 new positions but, SO far as budgetary
allocations have been concerned, I think we may
have got two or three.

The level of staff increases has been very slow
indeed. I have not got the figures for the division.
However, I will identify those for the member for
Narrogin and send them on to himn. There has
been no explosion in staff numbers. The reverse
has occurred under the Government's policies for
approval of staff replacements, although there
have been two or three areas in which I have either
not approved of staff replacements or I have
queried them over a period. Given that the depart-
ment has been very busy because of the tremen-
dous activity in exploration in all areas, there is no
doubt that we have needed to retain staff in almost
all areas of operation. I will give the details of that
information to the member for Narrogin or the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.'

By the way, one of the areas for which I was
able to obtain increased staff was the petroleum
division. Despite the comments made by the mem-
ber about oil exploration, that division has been
inundated with work and is badly understaffed. It
finds it difficult to keep up with changes in owner-
ship and farm-ins, quite apart from the broader
work that it dues in administering the Act and
administering the policy recommendations and de-
terminations.

In relation to the enforcement of obligations
under the Mining Act, the work obligations were
the subject of some debate before my time in this
Chamber, at the time that the member for Floreat
introduced the Act. Of course, I think that the
labour conditions which were in force under the
1904 Act have not been observed for many years. I
heard that the population of the State would have
to be greater than the population of Australia as a
whole before all the conditions were employed.

My impression is that, in general terms, the
work obligations, that is, the minimum require-
ments and the perm-its-I am talking about the
Mining Act rather than the Petroleum Act to
which I understand the deputy leader was refer-
ring-have been working quite well. Of course, in
a State the size of Western Australia, it is imposs-
ible to have a police force of one sort or

another-such as one of mines inspectors or the
regular Police Force-physically inspecting leases
to ensure that the obligations are being carried
out. To a considerable degree, the Minister's de-
partment has always relied on the jealous-neigh-
bour principle. If somebody working next to a
mineral tenement sees no work being done on that
tenement, he will quickly file a complaint in order
to have the tenement forfeited. In areas of great
mineral activity, such as the goldfields, that jeal-
ous-neighbour principle works extremely well be-
cause people are cheek-by-jowl with each other
and, as I can testify by the numbers of letters I get
from them, they are only too ready to complain in
order to lead to the forfeiture of a lease in cases
where they have some right or the prospects of
taking over that tenement.

In areas such as the Pilbara, outside the main
mining regions-such as in the eastern Pilbara or
in some parts of the Kimberley-it is not quite the
same because a lot of that area is sparsely
populated and has been sparsely explored and,
unless someone takes a particular liking to an area
and happens to go there, it is unlikely that we
would know whether tenement holders were fulfil-
ling their obligations under their tenements. How-
ever, there have been two or three occasions where
it has been drawn to our attention that obligations
are not being carried out and I have ordered in-
spections. as I have power to do under the Act,
because it has been suggested that people are
rorting the system because of the lack of inspec-
tions. I thought it was necessary to have an
auditing system whereby someone takes a sample
of tenements and inspects them to ensure that
work is being done.

I have noticed that a large number of tenements
have an amount of S I or two more or less spent on
them than is required to be expended under the
terms of their permits. That makes me rather sus-
picious. When one looks closely at the claims for
expenditure, one finds that, quite often, a lot of
the expenditure is actually attributed to head
office expenditure. I know that some of that ex-
penditure is quite legitimate. However, I think
that some is not so legitimate. if anything, I think
the Minister's department bends over backwards
to try to be fair to the people in the industry who
appear to be genuine rather than forfeiting their
tenements. Where people show that they have
tried or have got substantially close or have some
benefit of the doubt, a certain leniency is allowed.
Where people are known to be pegging claims for
trading purposes or things of that sort, and do not
fulfil their expenditure commitments, the depart-
ment is pretty tough in the recommendations it
makes to me concerning forfeiture. It tries to

4711



4712 [ASSEMBLY]

make sure that genuine people are treated fairly.
In a State of this size it is not possible to resolve
completely the many difficulties experienced and
people complain vociferously if they think some-
thing has not been done.

As I said, I have also instituted an independent
audit system to ensure that someone is watching
them periodically so that they know they cannot
get away with too much.

I believe that by and large the system is working
well. The idea is that the people who are con-
cerned about people who are not fulfilling their
expenditure obligations should take their com-
plaints to the Warden's Court which in turn
makes recommendations to me. That happens with
regularity and it works reasonably well.

I will tie the following in with the comments
made about the Hunt committee. The department
has had two and a half years of administering the
Act, and it has worked reasonably well. The Hunt
committee recommendations were presented to the
Government in January. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition referred to the fact that in
February he was talking about the need for its
implementation. I am pleased that the views of the
member for Narrogin and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition are basically in accord with mine
and the Government's concerning the implemen-
tation of those recommendations.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that
there has been an inordinate delay. That is not the
case. We have been working hard on the Hunt
committee recommendations and they result in
substantial amendments to the Act. The amend-
ments have now been fully drafted and we have
reached the stage where we have sent the amend-
ments to industry for comment. I undertook with
industry that I would consult with it; that is, in-
dlustry in the mining, farming, and pastoral fields.
The draft Bill has been sent to the various mining
industry bodies, the PIA, and the Pastoralists and
Graziers Association for comment. I have
indicated I will have further discussions with them
and that the Government's aim is to introduce the
legislation in the first session of Parliament next
year.

As well as that, the department has indicated
certain administrative arrangements that are
necessary to tidy up the Act; and they have been
incorporated in the draft Bill. We believe that
when we have finished this process We Will finish
with a very good Act.

I will deal briefly with the level of exploration
activity. In fact, the position is not as the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition expressed it. The level of
onshore and offshore exploration activities has

been at a greater level this year. Although the
final figures are not completed I expect that the
number of wells drilled, apart from developmental
wells, will exceed the previous record which was
set in 1982.

Next year a similar level of activity is expected.
The level of onshore activity is increasing slightly.
Although I cannot say what company it will be,
the Government expects a new oil explorer to
come to Western Australia and engage in a
substantial area of oil exploration. It should be
very interesting not only to them, but also to the
State if it is successful. There does not appear to
have been any impact from the RRT. It is
interesting to note that Senator Chancy, who is
the Federal Opposition spokesman on these mat-
ters, has not said that he would repeal or interfere
with the RRT if the Liberal Party became the
Government nationally. That reveals that the in-
dustry is reasonably satisfied with the Final result
of the RRT discussions during the year. There is a
fair degree of acceptance of them, and not a lot of
opposition.

Mr Mensaros: Have you read the Liberal
Party's policy?

Mr PARKER: I have read Senator Chaney's
comments on it and the views that he has
expressed. He has made absolutely no commit-
ment to review or repeal the RRT.

The other point that has been made concerns
the companies which are leaving or coming into
Western Australia. The only company I am aware
that has left, or is about to leave is Hudhay Oil
(Australia) Ltd., which is now known as Lasmo
energy or oil-I cannot remember which. Of
course, Hudbay is one of those companies which
has gone through a number of problematical
periods with its parent as well as. in Western
Australia. Its parent was caught up with the oil
policies of the Canadian Government. It was
either taken over by, or it took over, Dome, but in
essence, it was the old Hudson Bay Trading
Company which was one of the greatest strengths
of the Canadian economy, not only in oil, but in
other areas. It virtually went to the wall. Dome did
not go to the wall or it was about as close to it as
one can get and Hudbay suffered accordingly and
has been bought out by the Lasmo company. The
other point is that it has had a singular lack of
success in its activities in Western Australia in
terms of return. It was an investor in the Woodada
field which did not perform as expected, and the
advent of the North-West Shelf has meant it has
had difficulties. The other areas in which it has
been involved have been unsuccessful. The only
area in which it has struck commercial production
has been in Queensland and that is the reason it
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has moved, I think, with a great deal of regret,
because it will be its only producing field.
Interestingly enough, in the Harriet area gener-
ally, it had some success and it will be maintaining
a presence there. The other changes I am aware of
are the Getty Oil Development Co. Ltd. and Gulf
Oil Australia Pty. Ltd., changes which had
nothing to do with Western Australia. It involved
the takeover by Texaco and Chevron respectively.
It is a worldwide situation in which the compani.es
have been consolidated. I am aware of no other
change in oil exploration activity or the centering
of companies.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Can I help the Min-
ister. He should not be misled by some of the
things that have been said in previous speeches.
We are discussing item 1, and this is not a
generalised debate.

Mr PARKER: I am trying to respond to the
points that have been raised.

The CHAIRMAN: I understand that.

Mr PARKER: I am nearly finished, Mr Chair-
man.

I refer to the point made by the member for
Floreat about my staff helping with negotiations
with the Indonesians. He said that it has been a
slow process and I think that all matters of inter-
national law appear to be extraordinarily slow. In
the case of the Indonesian border dispute, we had
a situation where the main Indonesian border was
settled in 1972 and ever since that time the
Indonesian Government has felt that it had an
unfair deal. Rightly or wrongly that is its feeling.
The so-called "Timor gap" was left because at
that time it was not up to the Indonesians to
negotiate. At the time there was a huge hiatus
going on in Portugal, and it could not be
negotiated with the Portuguese.

We also had the position where the Australian
Government refused to recognise the Indonesian
incorporation of East Timor and it could not be
negotiated during that period. As soon as the for-
mer Federal Government did recognise it, formal
negotiations commenced. However, the
Indonesians have been taking a tough line in nego-
tiations. The Australian Government, with the as-
sistance of both the Northern Territory Govern-
ment and the Western Australian Government,
has been negotiating the matter and, in fact, there
were negotiations in Jakarta either last week or
the week before at which an official from the
Crown Law Department was present. He held dis-
cussions with my department before he left. I keep
a close eye on the matter because, apart from the
importance of the Indonesian border issue, it is a
prospective area for oil exploration and that is the

important thing. It is not a question of which
companies want to go there, it is a very prospective
area and if the issue was settled a lot of companies
would go there immediately.

I have not received a report about those nego-
tiations, but I know it has been a difficult issue. I
also believe that it is important that part of the
future of this State in a range of areas lies in
closer association with Indonesia.

The Government is taking an interest in this
matter. I am hopeful that the border issue dispute
will be resolved. The Australian Government, in
association with the Western Australian and
Northern Territory Governments, has been
reasonable in the propositions it has put to the
Indonesian Government. It has suggested, as an
interim measure, joint development zones in order
that the companies would have some security, but
that huis been knocked back by the Indonesian
Government. Of course, it is not a one-sided ques-
tion as to when it will be resolved. However, nego-
tiations are taking place and progress is being
made. I think there have been three sets of nego-
tiations since I have had this portfolio. It is one of
those things which will take time. It may
ultimately end up in the international court, but I
believe what has been proposed is for the benefit
Of everyone concerned.

I thank members for their comments on the Bill.
I will provide additional information to the mem-
ber for Narrogin.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again,

on motion by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the House).

SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNALS

Inquiry by Select Committee: Motion
Order of the day read for the resumption of the

debate from 21 November.
Question put and passed.

Appointment of Select Committee
MR D. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [10.52 p.m.]: I

move-

That the following members be appointed
to serve on the Select Committee-The mem-
ber for Balcatta (Mr Bertram), the member
for Pilbara (Mrs Buchanan), the member for
Clontarf (Mr Williams), the member for
Albany (Mr Watt), and the mover.

Question put and passed.
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MR D. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [10.53 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Committee have power to call for
persons and papers, to sit on days aver which
the House stands adjourned, to move from
place to place, and to report on 28 March
1985.

Question put and passed.

RESERVES DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 22 November.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [10.54 p.m.]: It

is traditional for the Reserves Bill to be introduced
and dealt with each year in the Parliament at the
end of the session. This item is dealt with on only
One Or two; occasions each year and local
authorities who wish to add to, or excise from,
their reserves want to make sure that they have an
opportunity to do so while the session is in prog-
ress, rather than' Finding that the Bill has been
passed and immediately afterwards putting for-
ward further requests for amendment.

The shadow Minister for Lands and Surveys is
currently ill and, therefore, at short notice I shall
be responding on behalf of the Opposition. How-
ever, before being taken ill the member for Vasse
had an opportunity to discuss these amendments
with various members of the Opposition and I
understand that none of the members has any
difficulty with the proposed amendments.

It is true that there are mare amendments be-
fore the Parliament this time. This is in line with
changes made to the Act a couple of years ago
which require additions as well as excisions. to
"A"-class reserves to come before the Parliament.
We referred to this last year and to the fact that it
had been felt, quite erroneously, perhaps for 50
years, that it was necessary for Parliament to ap-
prove excisions only from 'A"-class reserves. It
was considered that because parliamentary ap-
proval had been granted to the establishment of
"A"-class reserves, if they were to be reduced in
size members of Parliament, as the elected rep-
resentatives of the people, should have a say as to
whether these should be excised. Mainly as a re-
sult of the conservation through reserves com-
mittee's report in the 1970s, many recom-
mendations were made to increase the sizes of
"A"-class reserves. I pay tribute to the then Min-
ister for Lands, Hon. D. J. Wordsworth, for first
bringing this matter to the attention of the De-
partment of Lands and Surveys and seeking some
clarification of it.

When he was Minister he was faced with many
requests for additions to 'A"-class. reserves, and
he felt that these requests should be scrutinised by

Parliament as well as the requests for excisions; we
should ask whether the public of Western
Australia agreed to increasing the size of "A"-
class reserves as well as asking them to agree to
the various excisions. We have before us the result
of that work.

We first saw the result of that amendment to
the Act last year in the increased number of ap-
provals for consideration. It is now a legitimate
way to proceed and it gives the members the op-
portunity to agree or disagree with the movements
in and out. 1 do not know of any amendments to
which members of the Opposition are opposed.
However, I will mention one or two in which I
have a specific interest.

Last year, when dealing with the Reserves Bill,
I indicated that it would be much easier for mem-
bers of Parliament if the department could indi-
cate on the supplementary notes prepared to ac-
company the printed Bill the electorate in which
amendments occurred. I compliment the Minister
and his Officers for providing that information. It
clearly sets out the electoral district and province
in which each amendment is proposed, so that
both lower and upper House members can see at a
glance whether they fall into their areas. For in-
stance, one amendment deals with the Melbourne
location. The member involved may know that this
location lies within his electorate, but sometimes
the members do not know because it is not clear
from the maps which electoral districts these lo-
cations are situated in. It has not been clear in the
past and it is a great improvement now that the
department has provided this information.

It is probably a little extra work for the officers
preparing this information, but it is important to
members of Parliament, particularly when we are
dealing with these things at the end of the session
and members are under pressure from late sittings
and they have a great deal of legislative work
before them. This simplifies the procedure.

I made the point last year when dealing with
this Bill that the schedule should be attached to
the front. That has not happened. In addition to
putting the electoral district on each amendment,
to have a schedule indicating the reserve number
and the electoral district or province would assist a
member. He could run his or her eye down the
schedule and pick out immediatley a number
which happened to be in his electorate. He can
then check with the local authority or any
interested parties to see if there is any reason to
raise this matter further in the Parliament.

I note the Minister and his officers have gone
part way towards meeting the request I made last
year. I would like them to go further in future and
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prepare a schedule to put in front of those ex-
planatory notes.

In the explantory notes there is an amendment
to Reserve No. 35918 in the Great Sandy Desert. I
cannot find that item in the printed Bill. The Min-
ister might be able to explain it to me when he
responds.

Mr Mclver: What page are you quoting from?
Mr LAURANCE: That is one of the difficult-

ies, because there is no schedule and no page num-
ber. I cannot tell the Minister. It is about a third
of the way through the explantory comments. This
is dealing with Reserve No. 35918 in the Great
Sandy Desert. That reserve contains 14 182 hec-
tares, so it is a very substantial reserve. It is set
apart for the conservation of fauna and flora, and
vested in the Western Australian Wildlife Auth-
ority. It will be amended by including a
substantial area, 3 547 hectares, comprising
Jamura location 2.

That lies in the Kimberley electorate, so the
member for Kimberley knows it better than most
of us. The point I want to make is that is is a very
substantial area.

People often say, "It is in the Great Sandy
Desert, who cares?" But exploration takes place in
those areas. When an area is set aside as a class
"A" reserve, it does not matter if it is on the Perth
foreshore or in the middle of the Great Sandy
Desert; it simply means one does not have the
same access to it. For the edification of members,
if we decide to lock up that area, nobody really
cares; it is a long way away. We think that is
perhaps not the best use of the land.

The reason it was not included as a class "A"
reserve is because there was a petroleum permit
over that particular piece of land. In the comments
provided by the Minister we are told that the
Department of Lands and Surveys has agreed to
withdraw its objection to the reservation of the
land-it must have completed exploration-and
now we are agreeing to add it to the class "A"
reserve.

I am not opposing it; I am saying we have more
land set aside in that way than any mainland State
in Australia. In future Governments and Parlia-
ments will have to be flexible in allocating some of
these areas out of "A"-class reserves and operni.ng
them up for exploration or for other purposes such
as tourism and so on.

With much of our land in the north of the State,
particularly in the Kimberley area, we have been
prone in the past to say we will set aside this vast
tract of land as an "A"-class reserve; we say, -It is
a wilderness area; it is this or that; there are not
many people there; we have no other use for it at

the moment so we will put it into an "A"-class
reserve. That is all right if we can just as easily
take it out again if we find some other purpose to
which the land can be put.

Some additions and subtractions are tiny, but
this is a huge one, 3 547 hectares. It is a very
substantial area, even though it is out in the Great
Sandy Desert.

I refer specifically to clause I I in the Bill. That
is Woody Island in the Recherche Archipelago. I
am pleased to see the amendment here. One of
these islands is being changed from its previous
classification and it is now intended to be set aside
for the conservation of flora and fauna and vested
in the Western Australian Wildlife Authority, but
there will be the power to lease. That is the im-
portant part.

I want to say that as a former Minister for
Conservation and the Environment I had an in-
volvement in that particular exercise. Often these
areas are locked up-and many of our offshore
islands are. The Minister for the Environment is
not here at the moment but he would know that
much the same situation exists in the Dampier
Archipelago, for instance; many of the islands are
not available for commercial purposes. Some are,
but most are not. Right around Western
Australia's coast are islands which could be used.
One is Kingfisher Island, near Cockatoo. It is
leased for tourist purposes. The member for
Kimberley would know it.

Mr Bridge: I am not sure. Is that north of
Cockatoo? You might be right, but I am not cer-
tain.

Mr LAURANCE: Some years ago one would
never have thought we would have tourist develop-
ment in a remote area such as that.

Mr Mclver: From memory I think you raised
this in the Reserves Bill in relation to Dampier,

Mr LAURANCE: I did, but I am now talking
about the Recherche Archipelago. The member
for Esperance-Dundas said there were a couple of
tourist operators who wanted to use these islands
for various purposes. The authority said, "You
cannot, they are all locked up; they are reserved
for wildlife as flora and fauna reserves or wildlife
reserves or conservation reserves. You cannot have
these islands for particular reasons".

When it was confronted with that response, the
Shire of Esperance then took the other tack and
said, "You tell us one that we can use". They put
the obligation on the State Government to give
them one they could use.

Full marks to the Department of Conservation
and Environment, because an investigation was
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made and Woody Island was chosen. There has
been tourist development on that island now.

Mr Court: Accommodation was built.

Mr LAURANCE: They were allowed to build
toilets and have barbecues. They wanted a jetty so
that people could offload onto the island and so
on.

It is a desirable development and it was necess-
ary to have an offshore island to do it. Previously
it could not be done. Not only is it important from
the point of view of the Department of Lands and
Surveys but also it is important from other points
of view. People often say, "Can we do this?" and
Government departments say, "No, no, a thou-
sand times no"- If local authorities or other people
then said, "Give us a reason that we cannot do
that or tell us how we can do it", something might
be done. tn this case the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment said, "Yes, now that you
have asked us, there is an island you can use for
this purpose". So the last chapter is being written
in the Reserve Bill when we give them the power
to lease the island for that purpose.

I shall comment briefly on clause 16. It is a very
good example of how the Reserves Bill and
amendments to "A"-class reserves can be of great
benefit not only to a local area, but also to
Government agencies which must deal with it.
This is a classic case of redefining boundaries as
between national parks and privately-owned land.
It has been decided to rationalise a boundary, so
that it is much easier for the National Parks Auth-
ority to organise fire protection and manage its
boundaries. Therefore, a land exchange has taken
place and we support the reason for that sort of
amendment being introduced.

The Opposition supports the measure.

MR CRANE (Moore) [1H.12 p.m.]: I add my
support to the Bill. As the Minister would be
aware, I am pleased to note that he has dealt with
one matter which concerns me. I refer to clause 9
wich relates to Reserve No. 12439 at Yanchep.
We asked that this small area be excised from the
"A"-class reserve to enable the Yanchep Surf Life
Saving Club to build its premises. Earlier in the
year we took a deputation to the Minister in re-
spect of this matter. The club is all ready to go and
needs this excision for the coming season. We all
know the important work that these clubs do. I
was told today that tenders have been called and
everything is ready to go as soon as this Bill is
passed through Parliament.

I thank the Minister for taking this action and I
convey to him the best wishes of the lire saving
club. I am the patron of this club, which began
operating a couple of years ago. We know the
importance of such clubs and, in its infancy, the

club is making every endeavour to be effective.
The excision of this land will help it considerably.

As a point of interest, I notice clauses 17 and 18
relate to my electorate. They refer to reserves at
Waddington which are being cancelled. I assume
this relates to the area around the hall which, for
some time, has been used for recreational pur-
poses. We used to have lots of fun in this area
some time ago. I remember on one occasion at
2.00 a.m. having a race for 100 yards with a bag
of super on my back and, if I remember correctly,
I won the race. Those are the sorts of things we
used to do in those days when we were young,
healthy, and strong.

I thank the Minister for bringing forward this
matter and it will be of great help to the people in
my electorate, particularly at Yanchep. I support
the Bill.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [11.15 p.m.]: I have
had discussions with the Minister about two
issues, but I shall place them on record in order
that something is done. Firstly, I refer to a reserve
which was supposed to be in the Bill this time. It is
for Vergone and Co. and relates to a transfer of
forestry and Crown land at Dwellingup. Would
the Minister indicate when the next reserves Bill
will be introduced?

The other matter related to a gravel reserve
which caused some consternation at Karragullen.
The Premier interceded and the gravel rights at
Karragullen were not granted. That needs to be
confirmed by an amendment to the reserve. I hope
the Minister will follow through those two items
and ensure they are rectified in the next reserves
Bill.

MR McIVER (Avon-Minister for Lands and
Surveys) [11. 16 p.m.]: I thank the members who
have contributed to the debate. The lead speaker,
a former Minister for Lands (the member for
Gascoyne) referred to the history of this Bill. I
understand the Oppnsitinn spokesman on lands
and surveys, the member for Vasse, was to speak
on this Bill, but I believe he is ill. I was with Mr
Blaikie in Augusta on Sunday and he was in very
high spirits. I was a little astounded to learn that
he was suddenly taken ill and is in hospital and I
wish him a speedy recovery.

The member for Gascoyne asked whether this
Bill could have a schedule. I have noted that point,
as I noted the point last year in respect of the
designation of electoral districts, and I shall raise
it with the department.

The member referred also to the fact that the
Great Sandy Desert appears in the explanatory
notes, but is not mentioned in the Bill. Several
members of Parliament requested further time to
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examine this aspect and asked me to consider
deleting the reference to the Great Sandy Desert
to enable them to review the matter. That has
been done and the Great Sandy Desert will be
inserted next year so that the position can be clani-
fled.

Mr Laurance: Is that the only one which ap-
pears in the explanatory notes, but not in the Bill?

Mr MeIVER: No, there is another one which
relates to Millstreamn, and the same situation
applies. I was requested to defer that this year so
that it can be examined further, and I agreed to
that. That is why it is not in the Bill. The Bill had
to be reprinted and that is the reason it has been
introduced so late in the session.

The member for Moore indicated general sup-
port for the Bill and mentioned the Yanchep Surf
Life Saving Club. I received a deputation from
him on behalf of the club and, as I indicated to
him verbally, as soon as the Bill is passed in the
other place, the club can proceed with its work.
We are all conscious of the tremendous job that
voluntary association does, and I wish it well in
the future.

The member for Dale mentioned Mr Vagoni in
relation to Karragullen. That information should

be supplied to the member tomorrow. I think he
might be a little unlucky with the gravel pit, but
he might be all right on Dwellingup. I thank mem-
bers for their support of the Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc,
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Mclver

(Minister for Lands and Surveys), and
transmitted to the Council.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) f I1.21 p.m.]: I move-
That the House at its rising adjourn until

10.45 a.m. tomorrow (Wednesday).
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 11 .22 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

TOURISM

Tourism Forum 83
1866. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Which resolutions stemming from the
Tourism Forum 83 has the Government
acted upon as stated in his answer to
question 1776 of November 14?

(2) Which resolutions will it not be
implementing, if any?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) Each of the 19 resolutions of the
Tourism Forum '83 has been addressed
with a number of issues being ongoing
because of their complexity. In many
cases the resolutions are interrelated and
have been further expanded by the in-
terim tourism consultative committee.

Conclusive action stemming from
resolutions of the forum has included
restructuring of the tourist industry with
the formation of the WA Tourism As-
sociation provision of increased funding
for the WA Tourism Industry Associ-
ation and the Country Tourism Com-
mission; the establishment of suitable
planning and research capacity within
the commission; the active promotion of
the intrastate tourist market by the com-
mission; the broadening of the Govern-
menit's capacity to provide tourism devel-
opment incentives through the com-
mission's increased powers and funding;
the preparation of options for the devel-
opment of Rottniest Island; and the de-
velopment by the commission of forward
marketing strategies.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES:
ACCOMMODATION

Dumas House
1885. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Works:

Which are the Government departments,
part of departments or instrumentalities
or other private bodies, which will take
up the physical off-ice space in Dumas
House created by the reported large-
scale retrenchments and transfers of
Public Works Department staff?

Mr McIVER replied:
No decision has been made on the future
occupancy of Dumas House.

AGRICULTURE
Rural Adjustment Authority

1892. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) With regard to the Rural Adjustment
Authority, what changes are proposed to
the operations and policies of the auth-
ority?

(2) When are any such changes to be
implemented?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) The Rural Adjustment Authority will be
renamed the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation of Western
Australia.

The Rural Adjustment and Finance Cor-
poration will be responsible for the
administration of the rural reconstruc-
tion fund, the rural adjustment fund and
the natural disasters drought relief fund.

Delegated agency drought relief loan
funding, currently administered by the
Rural and Industries Bank (Government
agency department), will be transferred
and consolidated with drought relief
loans administered by the Rural Ad-
justment and Finance Corporation.

Other delegated agency schemes of as-
sistance to rural industry administered
by the Rural and Industries Bank
(Government agency department) will
be transferred to the administration of
the corporation upon agreement of the
Rural and Industries Bank, the corpor-
ation and the Treasury.

(2) Legislation should be drafted for intro-
duction in the next parliamentary
session.

MINERALS

Todd CorporatLion

1893. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) With regard to license to treat tailings
38/75 (2915 H). has he agreed to renew
the licence?

(2) (a) Was this renewal recommended by
the Warden's Court:
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(b) if "No", for what reason was the
Warden's recommendation not fol-
lowed?

(3) Is the Todd Corporation the holder of
the above licence to treat tailings?

(4) Who are the equity participants in the
Todd Corporation?

(5) (a) Did the Todd Corporation com-
mence work on the tailings dump as
required by the condition of their
licence;

(b) if "No", why was the licence re-
newed?

(6) (a) Did the Todd Corporation enter into
an arrangement to sell the tailings
dump;

(b) if so, with whom?
(7) Is he prepared to review his decision in

this matter?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) (a) No.

(b) I was satisfied that the owners had
made such progress towards a treat-
ment of the tailings as to warrant a
renewal.

(3) No.
(4) The corporation is a public company and

further information may be obtained at
the Corporate Affairs office.

(5) (a) Treatment did not commence but
other work was done.

(b) See 2(b).

(6) (a) Yes.

(b) Michael Ruane.

(7) No.

1895 and 1899. Postponed.

HEALTH

Head Injured Society: Funds
1903. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) (a) Have any approaches been made to
him by the Head Injured Society of
Western Australia for assistance;

(b) if so, what assistance is he prepared
to give this society?

(2) If no assistance is to be offered, why not?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 refer the member to my re-
sponse to question 185 1.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER

Cost-benefit Analysis: Power Tariff
1914. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:

(1) With regard to the cost-benefit analysis
and study being undertaken to support
the establishment of the proposed alu-
minium smelter, does the study include
an analysis of the benefits of price sup-
port subsidy for the energy tariff?

(2) Are the effects upon other industrial cus-
tomers who will not receive the benefits
of much lower cost coal for generating
their electricity being included?

(3) What transport and road usage studies
are being included, especially in relation
to the effect upon Eaton and Australind?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) The Government has repeatedly
indicated that the development of the
aluminium smelter is being studied on
basis that the project would result in
benefits for Western Australians and
that other Energy Commission cus-
tomers would not pay more for their en-
ergy. The Government has engaged
national and international experts to ad-
vise and assist in completing a compre-
hensive review of benefits and costs of
the development of an aluminium
smelter.

(3) Studies associated with the project im-
pact on the confidential negotiations now
taking place and I am not prepared, at
this time, to divulge the nature of the
specific studies involved.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: POWER TARIFF

Coal Supply
1915.. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
With regard to the proposed energy tar-
iff and contractual arrangements for the
proposed alumninium smelter, when is it
anticipated detailed negotiations will be
undertaken with the coal companies to
discuss a long term coal supply contract
to the proposed power station?
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Mr PARKER replied:
Confluential negotiations on a range of
technical and commercial matters with
the coal mining companies have been
taking place for some time. These nego-
tiations are continuing. As the member
would be aware, the timing of particular
steps in such negotiations must be confi-
dential.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER

Government Land: "Buffer Zone"

1916. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:'

(1) With regard to the land which has been
purchased by the Government adjacent
to the proposed aluminium smelter site
at Kemerton (near Australind) in the
Shire of Harvey, what discussions have
been undertaken regarding the use of the
land?

(2) When is it anticipated any tree planting
programme on the land wilt commence?

(3) As the land to be used as a "buffer" zone
to the proposed smelter site is directly
adjacent to the South-West Highway, is
the major access road to the site going to
be from the South-West Highway?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) These questions are based on a
presumption that the smelter will be
built at Kemerton. Since no such pre-
sumption can be made, the questions
cannot be answered.

(3) If the smelter were to be located at
Kemerton, the access road could be from
either the South West Highway or the
Old Coast Road.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER

Feasibility Study

1917. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Adverting to his reply to a question with-
out notice on Tuesday, 20 November, in
which he advised the aluminium
smelter/power station feasibility study
has been completed, when was the feasi-
bility study received by the Government?

(2) Who prepared the feasibility study?

(3) What other studies are yet to be received
by the Government?

(4) When is it anticipated such other studies
as are being undertaken will be
completed?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) The feasibility study relating to
the consortium's analysis of its invest-
ment in the aluminium smelter is, as the
member for Narrogin is aware, a private
document. The study has been prepared
by Raymond Engineers for Kukje-ICC
Corporation, Reynolds Metals Company
and the Griffin Coal Mining Co Ltd.

(3) and (4) As the member for Narrogin was
recently advised in response to questions
1552 and 1724, a number of studies are
being undertaken into aspects of the
proposed aluminium smelter develop-
ment. The studies impact directly on
negotiations now in progress. I am not
prepared, at this time, to go into further
details which could prejudice these com-
mercial negotiations.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Albany Regional: Works

19 19. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Health:

(1) In respect of the Budget allocation of
$300 000 for the Albany Regional Hos-
pital, what works will be done in the
current financial year?

(2) How many extra beds will be provided in
stages one and two of the redevelopment
programme?

(3) What is the total amount expected to be
required for the completion of all stages
of the redevelopment programme?

(4) How many additional beds, and in what
categories, are proposed to be included in
the total redevelopment plan?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The $300 000 allocated for the current
financial year will be required for plan-
ning fees and for the commencement of
phase one of the project which involves
additions and alterations to the operating
theatres and the sterile supplies depart-
ment.

(2) 19.
(3) $6034000.
(4) The 19 additional beds will support a

new day hospital and will permit
inpatient assessment and restorative care
which is currently not available in
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Albany. The 136 existing beds will
undergo remodelling to provide:-

11II -General medical/surgical
beds.

15-Maternity beds.
l0-Paediatric beds.

1920. Postponed.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER: STAFF
Housing

1925. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to planning for permanent

housing for the workforce employed at
the proposed aluminium smelter, what
considerations, discussions and planning
have occurred to ensure adequate land is
available in the Eaton-Australind area
for housing and other community and
social developments?

(2) What is the estimated number of new
dwellings which will need to be
constructed to support the project?

(3) What statutory planning, approval and
public comment requirements are
involved in resolving this matter?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (3) Without the results of the consor-
tium feasibility study in these areas,
sufficiently precise information is not
presently available to allow specific
answers to be provided. However, these
matters will be addressed within the rati-
fied agreement and will be handled
through the mechanisms embodied in the
agreement.

HEALTH: WATER POLLUTION
Jackadder Lake

1929. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:

What are the results of the tests made
from water samples by the Health De-
partment reportedly taken from Lake
Jackadder at Woodlands?

Mr HODGE replied:

Results of the tests taken by the Health
Inspection Services Branch of the Health
Department on 18 and 20 November,
will be available in the near future.

MINERALS: WATER POLLUTION
Jackadder Lake

1930. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What are the results of the tests made
from water samples by the Government
Chemical Laboratories reportedly taken
from Lake Jackadder at Woodlands?

Mr PARKER replied:

The Government Chemical Laboratories
has not received any samples, from
Jackadder Lake.

WORKS: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Disa bled Staff

1933. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) How many physically handi-

capped/disabled people are employed
with what is or has been known as the
Public Works Department?

(2) Where and on what level is the future
employment of these people secured?

Mr MOIVER replied:

(1) 11.
(2) The Government will ensure the future

employment of these people within the
Public Service should they elect to con-
tinue their respective careers following
the implementation of the repiructuring
programmes in the Public Works De-
partment.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Carnarvon: Sessional Appointments

1944. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Health:

Is it intended that the system of sessional
appointments about to be introduced at
the Carnarvon Regional Hospital will
also include visiting specialists, or are the
new arrangements only to apply to the
two local private practitioners?

Mr HODGE replied:

It is currently intended to extend the
sessional remuneration only to the two
private practitioners resident in the
town.
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HEALTH: HOSPITALS

Hospital Districts

1945. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) What is the purpose of zoning the State
into hospital districts?

(2) When does he propose to make the pro-
posal known to the public?

(3) Is the zoning of districts related to Com-
monwealth funding of hospitals as
designated in Medicare legislation?

(4) Is it fact that a formula is to be adopted
on a ratio of 4.5 beds per 1 000 of popu-
lation?

(5) Will this achieve a rationalisation of
existing facilities?

(6) Is it proposed to close down any country
hospitals?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) A draft paper which collated a count of
all health services assets within a set of
geographical areas has been prepared by
the Health Department. The proposal is
not confined to hospitals.

(2) At this stage, this draft proposal is being
circulated to health agencies such as lo-
cal health and welfare advisory com-
mittees, hospital boards and health
centre advisory committees. When their
comments have been correlated, com-
ment from the general public, local auth-
ority and other Government agencies
will be sought.

(3) No.

(4) No, however, the Commonwealth Health
Department has recently made a pro-
posal that in granting approval-in-prin-
ciple of new private hospitals that a ratio
of 4.5 total beds per 1 000 population
should be used.

(5) The draft paper prepared by thc Health
Department is intended to seek how best
to achieve optimum use of existing facili-
ties in specified geographic areas.

(6) No. However where population numbers
alter, it will become necessary to review
thc services provided.

MOTOR VEHICLES: UTILITIES

Enclosure
1949. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Police and Emergency Services:
Is the Government considering legis-
lation which will require utility owners to
put canopies on or enclose the open sec-
tion of the utility?

Mr CARR replied:

No.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING

Community Employment Programme
1950. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

(1) Is the Government considering changing
the criteria under which Community
Employment Programme allocations are
made?

(2) If so, when is a decision likely in this
regard?

(3) Will the changes made to the criteria be
made known to the public?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) to (4) Not applicable.

1951 and 1952. Postponed.

WATER RESOURCES

Rural Water Supplies
1953. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Water

Resources:

(1) Is the Government policy document on
rural water supplies completed?

(2) If not, when will it be completed?

(3) If "Yes", when can we expect it to be
released?

MrTONKIN replied:

(1) No.

(2) and (3) The preparation of a draft docu-
ment is well advanced and I am hopeful
that it will be finalised and released
within the foreseeable future.

1946to 148. ostpned.1954 and 1955. Postponed.
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BUS I NESSES: COR PORATE AFFA IRS
OFFICE

Appointments: 1 984-8S
1956. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister

representing the Attorney General:
(1) Where and on what dates has the

position of head of the new Corporate
Affairs Department been advertised?

(2) Has it been factually reported that there
are only two candidates for the position
to head the department?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) The West Australian, 27 October 1984.
Public Service notices, 3I October 1984.

(2) Two applications were received prior to
the closing date.
A third application was received after
the closing date and will also be con-
sidered.

POLICE: CRIME

Costigan Report
1957. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister

representing the Attorney General:
Is the Attorney General or the Govern-
ment studying the recommendations of
the Costigan Report with the view of
possibly implementing those
recommendations which are relevant to
Western Australia?

Mr GRILL replied:

The report is currently under consider-
a tion.

CROWN LAW DEPARTMENT
Private Practitioners

1958. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

How frequently are the services of pri-
vate practitioners engaged to performn
duties of various officers (other than in-
dependent instrumentalities such as legal
aid services) of Crown Law Department
and what is the type of professional work
for which private practitioners are en-
gaged?

Mr GR ILL replied:

Whenever the occasion demands.

To date during 1984, private prac-
titioners have been used on
approximately 100 occasions for both

prosecution and civil actions: of these
over 80 were Local Court matters.

WATER RESOURCES: DAMS

Recreational A ctiviti es

1959. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Has he received yet recommendations
from the Western Australian Water Re-
sources Council about public usage of
surface dams and their catchment. areas?

(2) If so, what are these recommendations?

(3) In any case, are there any estimates
available at this advanced stage of the
study to the format and cost of the ad-
ditional chemical treatment of water
used from surface dams, which would be
necessary because of the recreational
and other usage, and if so, would he
please give information about the dams?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) and (2) Twelve recommendations have
been made, but these are not available
for public release until further data be-
comes available from a pilot study which
is currently in progress to develop a
catchment management plan for Can-
ning Dam.

(3) Activities that could adversely affect
water quality will not be approved.
Therefore no additional costs will be in-
curred for water treatment.

ENVIRONMENr: LESCHENAULT INLET
Trudgen Report

1960. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

in view of the reported recommendation
of the Prudgen Report commissioned by
his department that the disposal of the
Laporte acid waste on the sand dunes of
the western side of Lake Lesehenault
should stop as soon as possible, when is it
anticipated that the disposal will cease in
the sand dunes?

Mr DAVIES replied:

It is presumed that the member refers to
the Trudgen Report.
An ERMP on long term disposal options
is being prepared for the Government
and will address this matter.
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WORKS: BMA

Staff

1961. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:

(1) On what date has the Building Manage-
ment Authority of Western Australia
been established as a department accord-
ing to section 21 of the Public Service
Act, 1978?

(2) On what date was the Public Works De-
partment abolished according to section
21 (C) of the Public Service Act 1978?

(3) Where and when have the actions de-
scribed in (1) and (2) above, been
gazetted or advertised?

Mr Mel VER replied:

(1) 15 October 1984.

(2) The Public Works Department has not
been abolished.

(3) Public Service notices, Wednesday, 17
October 1984.

WORKS: BMA

Permanent Head

1962. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Works:
(I) Considering his statement in his reply to

(2)

(3)

(4)

question 1695 of 1984 that the Building
Management Authority of Western
Australia was established under section
21 of the Public Service Act 1978, has
the Building Management Authority of
Western Australia a permanent head ac-
cording to the statutory requirement of
section 26 of the Public Service Act
1978?
Who is the permanent head?

Has the position of the permanent head
been advertised, and if so. where and
when?

If (3) is "No", why not?

Mr Mel VER replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) Mr D. W. Norman is acting permanent
head, pursuant to Section 29(5) of the
Public Service Act.

(3) Yes, in the Public Service notices of
Wednesday, 21 November 1984 and the
media.

(4) Not applicable.

1963 to 1970. Postponed.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: SITES
Murray Shire

1971. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(I) Did the Western Australian Museum or

any other Government department use
the services of a Mr Oscar Little to point
out Aboriginal sites in the Murray
Shire?

(2) If so--
(a) how much was he paid;
(b) what qualifications did he have for

such a project?
Mr WILSON replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) (a) The Museum did not pay Mr Little

for his service.
(b) Mr Little is an Aboriginal person

with an appropriate knowledge of
the area.

1972. Postponed.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
WA Industrial Lands Development Authority

1973. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Has the Western Australian Industry
Lands Development Authority pur-
chased land as adverted to in question
1745 of 14 November 1984?

(2) If so, how much?
(3) Which Government department will con-

trol the use of the land?
(4) What will the land be used for?
(5) What will happen to the land if the

smelter is not built at Kemerton?

(6) Will the Government pay rates to the
Harvey Shire Council for this land?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) It would not be prudent to com-
ment on these matters while purchase
negotiations are proceeding.

(3) to (5) No final decisions have been made
on these matters at this time.

(6) The rates position is clearly dependent
on decisions to be taken on (3), (4) and
(5) and hence cannot be defined at this
time.
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LAND: URBAN LANDS COUNCIL
Accounts

1974. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:
(1) Are the accounts of the Urban Lands

Council audited?
(2) If so, by whom?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Auditor General.

1977. Postponed.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Skills West '85

1978. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) How much has been allocated to pro-

motion costs for the Skills West 85 cam-
paign?

(2) Will the Minister provide me with a
breakdown of these costs?

LAND: URBAN LANDS COUNCIL
Accounts

1975. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:
(1) Does the Urban Lands Council prepare a

profit and loss account on its operations
each year?

(2) Is this account published?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) Not applicable.

LAND: URBAN LANDS COUNCIL
Land Acquisition

1976. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Has the Urban Lands Council purchased

any land on behalf of other Government
agencies?

(2) If so, what land does it currently hold in
this regard and on behalf of which
agencies?

(3) Have any Government agencies pur-
chased any land on behalf of the Urban
Lands Council?

(4) If' so. what land do these agencies hold
on behalf of the Urban Lands Council?

M r WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) None.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.

(3) Which advertising
the work?

Mr PEARCE replied:

agency is handling

(1) The promotional budget figure has not
been finalised.

(2) At the completion of the campaign, I
shall be happy to provide the member
with a breakdown of the costs, if he so
requires.

(3) Presently, three advertising agencies are
contracted to handle the work.

STATE FINANCE: CRF
Police Department

1979. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

How many additional officers will be
employed in the Police Department from
the SI 115000 allocated for New Ap-
pointments in Division 41 in the 1984-85
Estimates?

Mr CARR replied:

One hundred.

WORKS: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
Day Labour

1980. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Works:

What is the Government's policy
towards the use of day labour on public
works, particularly public works of a
capital nature?

Mr McI VER replied:

The Government's policy is committed to
the principle that wherever it is practi-
cable and viable, Government works will
be undertaken by its day labour
workforce.
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A constant workl'orce is maintained
within the day labour group that can
carry out works of an essential or
specialised nature and provides and
trains skilled tradesmen to the building
and associated industries.

WORKS: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Architectural Division
198). Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for

Works:
(1) Will be please indicate the number of

persons employed by the Architectural
Division of the Public Works Depart-
ment (and now the Building Manage-
ment Authority) on its day labour force,
at-
(a) June, 1982;
(b) June, 1983;

(c) June, 1984;

(d) currently?
(2) How many of these persons were en-

gaged on capital works (as against main-
tenance) at each of the dates?

Mr McIVER replied:

(1) (a) 834

(b) 857
(c) 857
(d) 892

(2) (a) 396 capital works

438 maintenance
(b) 420 capital works

437 maintenance

(c) 443 capital works

414 maintenance
(d) 469 capital works

423 maintenance

WORKS: PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Architectural Division
982. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for

Wor

(1)

ks:
How many electrical tradesmen were
cmployed by the Architectural Division
of the Public Works Department (and
now the Building Management Auth-
ority) on its day labour force, at-
(a) June, 1982;
(b) June, 1983;

(c) June, 1984;
(d) currently?

(2) How many of these persons were en-
gaged on capital works (as against main-
tenance) at each of the dates?

Mr McIVER replied:

(I) (a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

(2)

145
155
144
149

(a) 54 capital works
91 maintenance

(b) 59 capital works
96 maintenance

(c) 56 capital works
88 maintenance

(d) 55 capital works
94 maintenance

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
WAIT: Squash Courts

1983. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) What is the source or funding for the

construction of squash courts at the
Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology?

(2) How many courts are available?
(3) What is the source or funding for the

operation and maintenance of these
courts?

(4) Is the Western Australian Institute of
Technology liable to-
(a) municipal rates;
(b) water and sewerage rates;
(c) land tax;
(d) company tax;
(e) pay-roll tax;
(f) financial institutions duty;
in its squash court operations?

(5) To what extent are the courts used by
non-students?

(6) Is he aware of a claim that students are
being denied the use of the facility, while
at the same time, members of the gen-
eral public are using the facility?

(7) Has he investigated these claims?
(8) Ifr "Yes", with what results?
(9) If "No", why not?

I
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Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The courts were constructed in three
stages with funding as follows:

Stage I-Internal borrowing from pri-
vate funds, being repaid at I per cent
below R & I commercial overdraft rate.
Stage 2-RED Scheme.

Stage 3-Further internal borrowing
from private funds being repaid at R & I
commercial overdraft rate, plus contri-
bution from Squash Rackets Associ-
ation.

(2) 1 3 (includes one international standard
court).

(3) Their operation is funded from income
from court hire and maintenance
(cleaning and building repairs) is met by
the Western Australian Institute of
Technology.

(4) (a) No.
(b) Yes.

(c) No.

(d) No.
(e) Yes.

(f) Yes.
(5) There is considerable court use by non-

students, e.g. Western Australian Insti-
tute of Technology staff, other Western
Australian Institute of Technology com-
munity, other wider community gener-
ally, including ex-students (Alumni).
The courts are the headquarters for the
Squash Rackets Association of Western
Australia, and substantial pennant com-
petition and training takes place.

(6) Yes. A complaint has been received from
Mr Bernard of the Squash Court
Owncrs' Association of WA. Neither the
Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology nor myself are aware of any
student complaints received on this issue.

(7) and (8) Yes. See questions 1985 and
1986.

(9) Not applicable.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY

WA IT: Squash Courts

1984. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Ed uca tion:

In regard to squash court facilities at the
Western Australian Institute of Tech-

nology, do the accounts for the facilities
bear the full cost of-
(a) power;
(b) water;
(c) building maintenance;
(d) staffing;
(e) management;
associated with the facility?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) No.
(b) No.
(c) No.
(d) Yes.
(e) Supervision costs are met by the squash

courts. No charge is made for mana-
gerial advice and input from the Western
Australian Institute of Technology.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
WAIT: Squash Courts

1985. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has he or his office refused persistent

requests for a meeting from representa-
tives of the Squash Court Owners' As-
sociation of Western Australia who
sought to discuss matters concerning the
hiring of the Western Australian Insti-
tute of Technology courts to the general
public?

(2) If"Yes", why?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 have corresponded at inordi-
nate length and in great detail with the
association.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY
WAIT: Squash Courts

1986. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is he aware of claims by the Squash

Cou rt Owners' Association that
authorities at the Western Australian In-
stitute of Technology are providing
squash facilities to the public at hire
rates considerably below those con-
sidered by private operators to be econ-
omically viable?

(2) Has he investigated these claims?
(3) If so, with what results?

(4) if not, why not?
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Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) and (4) Although the charges levied by
the Western Australian Institute of
Technology squash courts may be lower
than at nearby commeircially-operated
courts, I am not prepared to take action
to raise charges at the Western
Australian Institute of Technology
courts to the disadvantage of Western
Australian Institute of Technology
students. Nor am I convinced that the
Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nology courts are in commercial compe-
tition with surrounding courts.

1987. Postponed.

ENERGY: SEC

Bush fires: Rosa Brook

1988. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Will he undertake an investigation fol-
lowing a fire on Mr R. Fontana's prop-
erty at Rosa Brook caused by failure of
the State Energy Commission power
line?

(2) Has any decision been made by either
the State Government Insurance Office,
as insurers, or the State Energy Com-
mission to meet the cost of damage and
losses caused to Mr Fontana?

(3) Does the commission have the ability to
make an exgratia payment with or with-
out the discretion of the Minister?

(4) If "No" to (3), does he propose any
legislative changes?

(5) Is it Government policy not to accept
moral obligation for the payment of
damages where the responsibility for
compensation might not be covered by
legislation?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The State Energy Commission has
already undertaken an investigation on
the causes of the fire on Mr Fontana's
property. I am prepared to consider
another independent investigation by an
insurance assessor of standing.

(2) Yes. The State Government Insurance
Office has advised the commission to de-
cline the claim. The conductor failure
was not due to negligence on the part of
the commission.

(3) No.

(4)

(5)
No.
The commission is a statutory body and
must perform its duties within the
powers of its Act. It cannot act on moral
grounds alone.

DAIRYING: PRODUCTS
Ice Cream

1989. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many dairy manufacturers in

Western Australia produce for sale-
(a) full cream ice cream;
(b) ice cream;
(c) artificial ice cream;
(d) other ice confections?

(2) What is the total amount of ice cream
and ice confection sales in Western
Australia?

(3) What is the amount of products
imported into Western Australia as per
(1)?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Three dairy manufacturers produce ice
cream. Because all ice cream has to be
by regulation full cream ice cream, the
answers to (a) and (b) are three.
(c) and (d) All three manufacturers of

ice cream produce ice confections
which may be regarded as artificial
ice cream but are not defined as
such in regulations.

(2) and (3) Statistics are not available.

DAIRYING: CHEESE
Western Australian

1990. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) How many processors of cheese are there
in Western Australia?

(2) Would he table a list of types of varieties
produced by each manufacturer?
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Mr EVANS replied:

(1) There are nine manufacturers of cheese
in Western Australia.

(2) The following is a list of the varieties of
cheese each manufacturer is licensed to
produce-
MANUFACTURER

Peters Creamecries (WA) Ply Ltd.
BrunsiCk

Wesalk Ply Ltd, Capel
Watsons Foods (WA). M1 Barker

Orowanes Dairy Ply Ltd, North Perth

1. H., U. M.. P. H. & A. Hector.
hMuadijong

S. M. & V. BDorello Byfod

Romt Valley Che.s Co. Pty Lid,
Armda It

Tamelle Pty Ltd, Osborne Pork

Cats Cheese, Nedlads

VARIETY OF
CHEESE
cheddar cheese
colby
cheddar cheese
cheddar checse
Moby

collagcecheat

rictus

proolone
cream cheese
to. fat cheese
neuIt hotel

provoie
good.

rictta
rdotts

onozzarella
parmisimro

slratchilo
Parmesan

Provide
ricotta
fetta
riotata
quark

LAND: RELEASE
Manjimup

1991. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) When was the Land Release Study

Group advised of the Government's in-
tention to release 7 000 hectares of land
in the Manjimup region?

(2) Has the Government imposed any con-
ditions on the release of land?

(3) Would he table maps showing the lo-
cation and area of the land?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) and (2) The Government's intention to
release 7 000 hectares of land in the
Manjimup region was announced in
October 1984. That announcement
stated that the release would be con-
ditional on further technical assessments
and that it would be subject to all pro-
cedures and requirements of the Agricul-
tural Land Release Review Committee
which is currently considering public re-

sponse to a working party report before
submitting final recommendations.

(3) The maps identifying the land concerned
are not yet available.

LAND
Land Release Study Group

1992. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) When did the Government impose a

moratorium on new land release?
(2) (a) Did the Government appoint a land

release study group;
(b) if so, when;
(c) who were the members of the group;

and
(d) what interests did they represent?

(3) Has the group made anly
recommendations to the Government
and would he table them?

Mr Mc! VER replied:

(1) A moratorium on release of agricultural
land was imposed on I I April 1983.

(2) (a) and (b) A Cabinet Sub-Committee
titled "Agricultural Land Release
Review Committee" was formed in
April 1983.

(c) and (d) The members of the Agri-
cultural Land Release Review Com-
mittee are:-

Hon K. F. Mclver,
MLA-Minister for Lands and
Surveys (Chairman)

Hon H. D. Evans,
MLA-Minister for
Agriculture and Fisheries and
Wildlife

Hon R. Davies, MLA-Minister
for the Environment

Mr B. L. O'Halloran-Under
Secretary for Lands

Mr N. J. Halse-Director of
Agriculture

Mr C. F. Porter-Director of
Conservation and Environment

The committee appointed a working
party to assist in its deliberations.
The working party membership is:

Mr J. R. McFadden-Executive
Officer, Special Projects, De-
partment of Lands and Surveys
(Chairman)
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Dr A. A. Burbidge-Chief Re-
search Officer (Wildlife), De-
partment of Fisheries and
Wildlife

Mr N. Orr-Assistant Chief En-
vironmental Officer, Depart-
ment of Conservation and En-
vironment

Mr T. C. Stoneman-Principal
Soil Conservation Officer, De-
partment of Agriculture

Mr i. F. Thomas-Principal Re-
search Scientist (Economics)
CSIRO Division of
Groundwater Research.

(3) A report prepared by the working party
was made available for public comment
on 6 August 1984. Submissions closed on
15 October 1984. The review committee
is currently assessing the further sub-
missions before formulating its
recommendations to Government.

GAMBLING: CASINO

Burs wood Island: Plans

1993. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Administrative
Services:

(1) What decisions have been made by the
Government in relation to planning for a
casino on Burswood Island?

(2) What planning decisions have been made
by the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority over proposals for a casino on
Burswood Island?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The Government has advised the
successful proposers that it is their re-
sponsibility to obtain the necessary ap-
provals from Government departments,
statutory authorities and local govern-
ment bodies.

ENVIRONMENT

South Coast Working Grou ps

1994. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for the
Environment:

Who are the members and what organis-
ations do they represent in each of the
following south coast working groups-

(a) Albany-Denmark Shires;

Mr

(a)

(b) Manjimup-Nannup-Augusta-
Margaret River Shire;

(c) Ravensthorpe Shire:

(d) Esperance Shire?

DAVIES replied:

Representation on the south coast work-
ing group for Albany-Denmark was as
follows:

Department of Conservation and En-
vironment-Mr W. Orr (Group
Leader); Mr D. Galloway; Mr R.
Sippe

Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife-Mr R. Powell

National Parks Authority-Dr J.
Watson

Botanical advisr-Mr K. Newby

Shire of Albany-Cr W. Hassell

Town of Albany-Cr W. Seymour

Shire of Denmark-Cr W. Greenham;
Cr F. Stewart

Local representative-Mr
Woodbury; Mr 1. Laing

J.

(b) Representation of the south coast work-
ing group for the Shires of Manjimup,
Nannup and Augusta-Margaret River
was as follows:

Department of Conservation and En-
vironment-Mr N. Orr (Group
Leader); Mr D. Galloway; Mr R
Sippe

Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife-Mr R. Powell

National Parks Authority-Dr J
Watson

Botanical adviser-Mr K. Newby

Shire of Manjimup-Cr C. Crombie

Shire of Nannup-Cr M. Camarri
Shire of Augusta- Margaret

River-Cr W. Cooper

Local representatives-Mr J. ipsen;
Mr R. Brookman; Mr E. Noakes

(c) Representation on the south coast work-
ing groupi for the Shire of Ravensthorpe
was as follows:

Department of Conservation and En-
vironment-Mr N. Orr (Group
Leader); Mr I Parker

Department of Fisheries
Wildlife-Mr R. Powell

and
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National Parks Authority-Mr ft.
May

Raveosthorpe Shire Council-Cr J.
Lawrence; Cr L. Edwards

LocalI representatives-Mr J.
McCulloch; Mr D. McDonald; Mr
A. Hewson

(d) Representation on the south coast work-
ing group for the Shire of Esperance was
as follows:

Department of Conservation and En-
vironmnt-Mr N. Orr (Group
Leader); Mr L. Parker; Mr D. Gal-
loway

Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife-Mr R. Powell

National Parks Authority-Mr R.
May

Shire of Esperance-Cr C. Hyland;,
Cr D, March

Local residents-Mr J. Jehu; Mr R.
Haymes

ENVIRONMENT
West Coast Working Group

1995. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Who are the members and which organ-

isations do they represent of the west
coast working group from the Shire of
Northampton?

(2) What other west coast working groups
have been established and from what
areas?

Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) Representation on the west coast work-
ing group for Kalbarri, Shire of
Northampton was as follows:

Department of Conservation and En-
vironment-Mr G. Whisson (Group
Leader); Mr N. Orr

Consultant to Murchison House
Station-Mr D. Jarvis

Department .of Lands and Sur-
veys-Mr P. McAdam

Department of Tourism (now Tourist
Commission)-Mr E. Watling

National Parks Autho'rity-Mr C.
Sanders

Northampton Shire Council-Cr R.
Allen; Cr ft. Burges

Local residents-Mr N. Brook; Mrs
A. Glass

(2) A further west coast working group has
since been established in the Shires of
Irwin, Carnamab and Coorow.

LAND: LANDS AND SURVEYS
Mapping and Inventory

1996. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) What basic mapping and inventory fa-

cilities does the Department of Lands
and Surveys provide?

(2) Are these services available to other
Government agencies from the depart-
ment?

(3) Does the Forests Department seek the
facilities of the department?

(4) What interagency land inventory facili-
ties are being developed by the State
Government?

(5) Which Government department or body
is co-ordinating this project?

(6) Which Government agencies
participating in the project?

Mr Mel VER replied:

(I) (i) Topographic mapping facility.
(ii) Cadastral mapping facility.
(iii) Geodetic survey framework.
(iv) Airphotography facility.
(v) Remote sensing facility.

(2) Yes.

are

(3) Yes.
(4) Land information system.
(5) The Land Information System Support

Centre, Department of Computing and
Information Technology.

(6) Most State Government departments
and local government authorities.

LAND: RESERVES
Prince Regent River Reserve-

1997. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Which Government agencies and insti-

tutions co-operated in the biological sur-
vey of the Prince Regent River Reserve
in 1974?

(2) Which agency co-ordinated this effort?
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Mr EVANS replied:
(1) Department of Fisheries and Wildlife

WA Museum
WA Herbarium
Agriculture Department, Entomology
Division
University of WA

(2) Department of Fisheries and Wildlife.

LAND: RESERVES

Biological Surveys
1998. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for

Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Which Government agencies and insti-

tutions co-operated in the biological sur-
vey of reserves, existing and proposed, in
System 12 during 1975?

(2) Which agency co-ordinated the effort?
(3) Were any additional funds allocated for

the project and would he indicate to
what agency?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Department of Fisheries and Wildlife
WA Museum
Yale University, USA
CSIRO, Wildlife Division

(2) Department of Fisheries and Wildlife

(3) No external funding or special grants.

DAIRYING: CREAM
Liquid Artificial

1999. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) In addition to Masters Devon artificial

cream, what other artificial dairy
products, other than margarine, are
produced in Western Australia?

(2) How many times per year would the arti-
ficial dairy products as per (1), be
assessed by his department?

(3) What are the assessments made by his
department?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Iced confections which are made by the
three ice cream manufacturers.

(2) (a) Devon artificial cream-

Examined six times in the past three
years.

(b) Iced confections-tested twice a
month at present.

(3) (a) Devon cream-
Fat test, standard plate count,
coliform and E. coli tests.

(b) Iced confections-
Standard plate count, coliform
and 2. coli tests and yeast and
mould count.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation

636. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

Why has the State Government sent to
the Commonwealth Government a draft
of its Aboriginal land rights legislation
which is not the final draft but only the
first consolidated draft?

Mr WILSON replied:
I do not know where the Leader of the
Opposition obtained that information.
My information is that no such draft has
been sent.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Foreign Ranks

637. Mr BURKETT, to the Premier:
Will the Premier outline the Govern-
ment's efforts to secure a foreign bank
licence for Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I am pleased to outline for the member
for Scarborough the efforts that this
Government has made and contrast
them with the talk and the political hum-
bug that our predecessors went on with
for so long.

Mr Rushton: You are being political.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying not to be.

In deference to the member for Dale, the
nature of my political comment must be
very blatant for him to have observed it
so quickly.
Mr John Horgan, the chairman of the
Western Australian Development Cor-
poration, was in Sydney yesterday to
meet the Federal Treasurer, Mr Keating,
on this matter.
Prior to my entering the Chamber, the
Chairman of the Western Australian
Development Corporation reported to
me that he had had very constructive
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and, in his words "convivial discussions",
with the Federal Treasurer on the matter
to which the questions refers. This meet-
ing was the latest in the Government's
efforts to secure at least one foreign bank
licence for Perth. Our proposition has
substance in that one of Japan's biggest
banks, the Industrial Bank of Japan, is
seeking 50 per cent equity in a new
Perth-based bank. The bank will be
called the IBJ Australia Bank (Ltd.).
The Town & Country WA Building So-
ciety is seeking a role in the new bank.
The WADC and the State Government
Insurance Office will have equity in the
project.
It has long been my aim to develop
Western Australia as an international
banking centre. This ambition has obvi-
ously attracted a prestigious Japanese
bank to Western Australia. The lesson in
this is that real and enthusiastic policies
and efforts are rewarded, and that is the
difference.
I take this opportunity to upbraid, very
gently, the member for Nedlands, and,
to a lesser extent, his venerable leader
who, on page 96 and in about a half-an-
inch column in the newspaper miaowed
about private equity. It needs to be
clearly understood that we made exten-
sive efforts to involve the private sector.
In fact, the SGIO stands in the partner-
ship as a result of the decision by another
private sector organisation to withdraw
from the proposed partnership.
The closest the previous Government
ever got to a foreign bank licence being
issued to a corporation prepared to
headquarter in Perth was to have a
foreign bank open a merchant banking
branch in this city. We are on the verge
of achieving something that all members
of this Parliament should welcome and
should be positive about. Instead, there is
this criticism of the sort levelled by the
member for Nedlands which is negative
and absolutely baseless, and, in fact,
deliberately choosing to ignore the
knowledge that the Government has pre-
viously stated that it will sell down its
equity to private interests as the bank is
established.
That is the situation. Instead of being as
negative and, I suppose, as politically
disappointed as the Opposition appears
to be, it is about time that it put its

shoulder to the wheel to achieve some-
thing that is good for the whole State.

GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES
Foreign Governments

638. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
Have recent changes been made in re-
lation to the visits to the State by rep-
resentatives of foreign Governments in
terms of their activities in the State?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
That question is absolutely
incomprehensible. It is incoherent. Has
there been any change in the activities-

Mr Hassell: That was not the question.
The SPEAKER: I do not understand the

question either.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Speaker cannot

understand it, how can the Premier begin
to understand it?

Mr Hassell: I do not know why the Premier is
being so touchy about it. I asked him
whether there was any change in the ar-
rangements that apply and are made
through the Department of Premier and
Cabinet in relation to activities of the
representatives of foreign Governments
when they come to Western Australia?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The only thing I can
think of is that we have instituted, as has
been previously outlined in this place, a
system of ministerial lunches instead of
Cabinet lunches, which are extended to
certain representatives of foreign
Governments. That is the only thing that
I can quickly draw from my memory
that might satisfy the Leader of the Op-
position's question. If he puts th6 ques-
tion on the Notice Paper I will refer it to
the director general of my department
and then to protocol to see whether
something different is being done. I do
not know of anything different. We are
continuing to appropriately pay tribute
to those people from other countries who
visit us.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Land Claims

639. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Premier:
Is the Premier able to advise of the type
and amount of land which will be avail-
able for claim by Aborigines in view of
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the inflammatory statements by the
Leader of the Opposition on this matter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
We have become used to the Leader of
the Opposition's sponsoring of anti-Ab-
original petitions and that sort of thing.
It is time that the Opposition Leader
substantiated his claim that up to half
this State will be available for claim by
Aborigines under the Government's
proposed land rights legislation.
The Government's position is clear. The
legislation has been drafted and will be
sent to the Federal Government to be
used as model legislation for other
Australian Governments if the Federal
Government sees fit to apply its pro-
visions in other parts of the country. The
legislation makes it clear that there will
be no veto over mining of Aboriginal
land and that only unoccupied Crown
land for which there is no planned use
will be available for claim by Aborigines.
That amounts to something less than
about 40 per cent of the State.

Mr Rushton: Well?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Does my friend, the
member for Dale. understand that 98 per
cent of that is desert and that 400 pastor-
alists control 38 per cent of the State?
Does he understand that his Federal
leader has all but endorsed this State
Government's position? Does he futher
understand that Senator Chaney has
endorsed the position? Does he under-
stand that the Primary Industry
Association, the Pastoralists and Graz-
iers Association, the Australian Mining
Industry Council, the Chamber of Mines
and APIA have also concurred with the
draft legislation as it is developed. If he
wants to go around Aboriginal and racial
baiting, that is up to him. His leader is a
past master at sending pamphlets to
people saying that not even their homes
will be safe.
Quite frankly-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is exactly what

the Leader of the Opposition is doing.
HeI is broadening the countryside.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The leader of the Op-
position is telling good people who make
inquiries of him, "Not even your home is

safe". That is what he is saying. How
can any party support a leader who
would do that to people who honestly
and sincerely seek information on which
to base their attitudes on a critically im-
portant matter?

I ask members to consider the situation
in which we Aind ourselves. The
Chamber of Mines, AMtIC, APIA, the
Pastoralists and Graziers Association,
PIA, Senator Chancy and Mr Peacock to
a greater or lesser degree say, "Thank
goodness someone is grappling with the
problem that has defied solutions applied
by people from all States at different
times". Yet the member for Dale con-
tinuecs his fear-mongering tactics by try-
ing to refer to less than 40 per cent of the
State, 98 per cent of which is desert, as
being something which is akin to giving
away one's family heritage. That is only
open to claim. It is not to say that people
will succeed in claiming that land; it is
open to claim on the basis we have
outlined previously and subject to there
being no veto on mining or exploration,
and that there be no damage to the pas-
toral and mining industries, as evidenced
by their concurrence with the plans we
are developing.

While that happens the Leader of the
Opposition can sit in this place with a good
conscience and know that he has sent out
to people letters and pamphlets saying,
"Not even your home is safe". Members
of the Opposition should be ashamed of
themselves. It will come home to roost, if
not through the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's colleagues in this place, then
through his colleagues in the Federal
Parliament, because the Federal Liberal
Party, desperate as it may be to gain
power, is not prepared to tell lies about
its attitude on land rights. The Federal
Liberal Party's leader, to the embarrass-
ment of the State branch of his party,
has already come to grips with the
Leader of the Opposition's vacillating in
support for that person's position and
then issues a hastily prepared Press re-
lease that does nothing but support the
things we are doing.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me conclude by
saying-
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Mr Hassell: You have to put these things on
the record.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have put them on the
record and I will put them on the record
in the coming months much to the dis-
comfort of the Leader of the Opposition,
The easiest thing in the world is to stir
up racial hatred. I can see it in my own
electorate with signs saying, "Jobs not
Asians" and "Asians go home". That is
the easiest political commodity in which
to trade. Hitler did it to perfection-

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition can
use racial hatred as the springboard that
it seeks to gain power, but the character
of the average Australian rejects
absoulutely the racial extremism in
which the Opposition trades so freely.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Geraldron

640. Mr TUBBY, to the Premier:
(1) Was he and/or the Minister for Health

corre ctly quoted as saying in Albany on
their recent visit that a boy who was
injured at Leeman earlier this year was
denied treatment at the Geraldton Re-
gional Hospital because he was not pri-
vately insured?

(2) Is he aware that the Silver Chain Nurs-
ing Sister from Leeman telephoned the
Geraldton Regional Hospital and spoke
to the sister-in-charge, who in turn
consulted with a doctor who agreed that
if the boy came to Geraldton he would be
treated?

(3) Is he further aware that in that tele-
phone conversation no mention was
made of whether the patient was a pri-
vate or public patient?

(4) Is he also aware that it was suggested
that because Leeman is roughly equidis-
tant from Perth and Geraldton and be-
cause the boy had serious fractures, it
was considered in the boy's best interests
that he be sent to Perth where an ortho-
paedic surgeon was available, while there
is no resident orthopaedic surgeon in
Geraldton?

(5) Will the Premier confer with the admin-
istrator of the Geraldton Regional Hos-
pital and the Director of Nursing and
confirm that they conducted an indepen-

dent inquiry into the matter and came to
the same conclusions?

(6) Most importantly, as he has publicly
misrepresented the case and cast a slur
against the doctor's integrity, will he now
publicly apologise?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(t) to (6) What an absurd situation to have

a member ask a question about whether
or not something is correct and in the
final part of the question to ask whether
the Premier or the Minister to whom the
question is addressed will apologise, as-
suming that the information given in the
answer would require an apology.
I will tell members what I said in
Albany. I said that we have had a string
of incidents involving doctors in the
Geraldton area that have not been re-
peated in respect of patients being
treated in the Albany region. I asked the
doctors at Albany why it would be that
there would be such a difference in the
way in which complaints were being
received from Geraldton and its sur-
rounding areas, compared with the num-
ber of complaints and the way in which
they were received from the Albany re-
gion.

Do members know what the doctors
said? They said that the doctors in
Geraldton had adopted a different
attidude towards Medicare and it was an
attidudle which they, the doctors in
Albany rejected.

Mr Tubby: Medicare was not the question.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am telling the mem-

ber what I had to say in Albany.
Mr MacKinnon: What did you say about the

boy in Leeman?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will get onto the boy
in a moment, but with due respect I will
answer the question in the way I want to
answer it. I told them that we had com-
plete confidence in the way in which the
doctors in Albany were conducting their
business and we had not received any
complaints about their refusal to treat
public patients and that we had not
received any complaints of the sort we
had received from Geraldton regarding a
string of incidents that had been
reported to us.
I want to underline and emphasise the
point that there is a difference in the way
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that some doctors view their
responsibilities. There are small cliques
of doctors-not too many of them, but
small numbers-who are determinated
to undermine and destroy the Medicare
system.

Mr Clarko: There is nothing wrong with that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Nothing wrong with

that!
Mr Clarko: It is the worst system we have

ever had.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Federal Liberal

Party has said that it will amend, but
retain the scheme.

Mr Clarko: I do not mind if they destroy it
and cut the heart right out of it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for
Karrinyup says that he does not mind if
they destroy it and cut the heart right
out of it. If the member for Karrinyup is
saying that, disregarding his stature or
lack of it in things important, can you,
Mr Speaker, deny that it is likely that
there are these small cells of doctors, not
the majority-the majority by Car are
like those doctors I met with the Minis-
ter for Health in Albany? They are
dedicated to the delivery of quality
health care and are absolutely prepared
to accept that the Medicare system is in
place and whether they like it or not at
the moment it is something they need to
be able to work under to advantage their
patients.
in reply to the member for Greenough
specifically, I refer to a case reported to
me about an 11I-year old boy with two
fractured arms, and indicated to the doc-
tors that information had been given to
us that that boy had been sent to Perth in
circumstances that indicated that it was
another of the incidents that supported
the view that was developing about the
doctors and their practice in Geraldcon.
If that is wrong, and it is certainly a view
that has been conveyed to the Minister
for Health, then in respect of that inci-
dent I am perfectly prepared to apologise
to the doctors in Geraldton, but to ask
them why it should be that doctors in
Albany say, "Do not compare us or liken
us to doctors in Geraldton. We do not
behave in that way".
I am apologising if what the member is
saying is true. Let the doctors explain
and/or apologise in respect of their

attidude to other incidents which cannot
be explained away as easily as the mem-
ber wants to explain this one way.

ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Local Participation

641. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

In view of the very high percentages of
local content which have been estab-
lished by his department in various
aluminium smelters recently constructed
in Australia-the highest 90 per cent
and the lowest 80 per cent-why does
the department state in its publication of,
September 1984 that it does not consider
local participation in Western Australia
will be higher than 70 per cent?

Mr BRYCE replied:

I will not trade arguments with the.
member for Narrogin about a specific
figure versus another specific figure
without having the publication in front
of me.

Mr Peter Jones: It is your publication; don't
you read it?

Mr BRYCE: I do not proof read every last
statistic in that publication, but I have
done a great deal of work with the people
on the production of the publication
designed to secure the highest possible
local participation in the actual smelter.
We have looked at Figures as high as 75
or 80 per cent. Would members believe
that the figures vary over time as argu-
ments take place about whether certain
important components for the smelter
can be built in Western Australia as
opposed to Australia? Do members want
me to explain the difference between the
75 per cent and 80 per vent participation
and also somebody's estimate of 90 per
cent?

Mr Peter Jones: Your summary figure is no
higher than 70 per cent.

Mr BRYCE: If the member puts the question
on the Notice Paper I will answer it
tomorrow.

Mr Peter Jones: You know we can't do that.

Mr BRYCE: It can be done without any
trouble if it is put in before the end of
question time.
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EDUCATION: SCHOOL BUILDINGS
Fire Risk

642. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Education:

It is reported that an inquiry is under
way into certain named schools which
have been said to be potentially hazard-
ous due to a lack of maintenance of the
schools' electrical wiring.
I ask the Minister-

Has he received confirmation or
otherwise to support this most
serious allegation?

Mr PEARCE replied:
I have not yet had a report on the schools
named by the unions concerned, after
Press publicity, as being potentially haz-
ardous. Once the schools were named
officers of the buildings branch went to
look at the schools, but I have not yet
had a report. If the member seeks
further information I will be happy to
provide it to him privately tomorrow.

NUCLEAR PROTESTS
Rockinghami

643. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Youth and
Community Services:
(1) Has the Government given permission

for the peace protesters, the Women's
Action for Nuclear Disarmament, to
camp on Crown land at Point Peron next
week?

(2) If "yes", what land is involved?
(3) Why has the Government continually

refused to answer previous questions
about the camp site location when it is of
vital interest to Rockingham residents?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The questions that the member has

asked have often been badly phrased and
it has been very difficult to provide sen-
sible answers to them.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Junior Sport

644. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for Sport
and Recreation:
(1) Is it correct that the Minister recently

made statements which referred to-
(149)

(a) negative comments made by Mr
Tom McNeil regarding junior sport;
and

(b) Mr McNeil denigrating people who
gave time assisting with junior
sport.

(2) If "Yes", when and where was Mr
McNeil supposed to have made these
comments, and in what context?

Mr WILSON replied:
(I) and (2) In response to the question asked

last week by the member for
Rockingham, I sought to make the fol-
lowing points: I raised concerns about
critical comments regarding junior sport,
which were reported by the media and
attributed to the Select Committee on
Sport and Recreation Activities chaired
by Mr McNeil.
I highlighted my support for the many
positive contributions being made by a
number of sporting bodies and individ-
uals that benefit young people involved
in junior sport. Any direct reference to
Mr McNeil was only in his capacity as
chairman of the committee.

POLICE: PATROLS
Heavy Haulage

645. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Has the Government appointed ad-

ditional personnel to the heavy haulage
section this year?

(2) If so, are the additional staff members in
country areas?

(3) If "Yes", in which country areas are
they stationed?

(4) Are extra patrols of heavy haulage sec-
tion personnel being mounted at present
in country areas?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Answered by (1).
(4) No.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Carnarvon: Sessional Appointments

646. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Health:

My question is supplementary to ques-
tion 1944, in which I asked the Minister
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whether the new system of sessional ap-
pointments about to be introduced at the
Carnarvon Regional Hospital was to be
extended to include not only the two lo-
cal private practitioners but also visiting
specialists. The Minister answered that
the visiting specialists would not be
covered by the new arrangements, which
would apply only to the two private prac-
titioners who reside in the town. I ask-

What possible reasons does the
Minister have for treating the local
doctors in such a discriminatory
way, ensuring that they will be the
only people subject to these new ar-
rangements, while visiting private
specialists will not be covered by
them?

Mr HODGE replied:
I advise the member that the Govern-
ment has not seen the need to alter its
present policy and to take the further
step that the member for Gascoyne ap-
pears to be advocating; that is, offering
salaried or sessional appointments to
visiting specialists at the Carnarvon Re-
gional Hospital. I have not given that
matter consideration but, if the member
is urging me to. or advocating it, I will be
.prepared to give it some thought.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS
"Enterprise Western Australia "

647. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Is it correct that the September 1984

issue of Enterprise Western Australia is
the last of these publications?

(2) Does the Government intend to phase
out the publications?

(3) If so, why?
(4) If it is to be phased out, will it be

replaced by some other form of publi-
cation?

(5) If so, what?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (5) The whole question of departmen-

tal publications has been a facet of the
activities of the Department of Industrial
Development, which has been under re-
view. We have not made a final decision
yet about any of these publications. If
the publication referred to is
discontinued-and we have adopted a

fairly flexible approach-it will be
replaced by something fairly similar. I
have no firm view about whether it
should be discontinued, and nobody has
recommended to me that it be
discontinued.

FISHERIES: TUNA
Quotas

648. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

I refer to yesterday's announcement that
tenders are to be called for tuna
fishermen to purchase quotas from the
State Government.
I ask-
(1) Are the tenders for purchase or

lease of the quota?
(2) If for sale, are conditions to be

imposed to prevent their resale to
the Eastern States?

(3) How much quota has been pur-
chased by the Government?

(4) What was the total quota allocated
to the Western 'Australian tuna
fishermen?

(5) What is the latest estimate of the
amount already sold to the Eastern
States?

(6) How much of the $700 000 set aside
to help the tuna industry has been
used?

Mr EVANS replied:
The member for Albany is a little foolish
in asking questions which require
specific statistical information without
giving me the opportunity to check and
ascertain the precise figures. I am pre-
pared to answer, but on the understand-
ing I may not be able to provide the
absolute, factual detail that he is
seeking. [ can provide the member with a
copy of a Press release which may be a
satisfactory reply.
(1) As far as calling for tenders is con-

cerned, 100 tonnes of quota has
been offered to fishing for lease by
tender, and the operation will in-
volve contacting every tuna fisher-
man and inviting him to lodge a ten-
der in units of 10 tonnes. In this way
it is expected that a base to the mar-
ket and a value for quotas will be
established.
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(2) There will be an attachment by way
of condition that there will be no
opportunity for anybody not re-
maining in the industry to partici-
pate, and certainly if it comes to a
question of sale, that will be one of
the essential criteria.

(3) The amount of quota purchased by
the Government is in the order of
140 tonnes. Regrettably there was a
sale by Western Australian
fishermen to South Australia, and
that occurred immediately after the
quotas were announced. It is regret-
table because it did not give the
Government the opportunity to en-
ter into purchasing at that stage.

(4) The total quota allocated to WA
fishermen was in the order of 2 600
tonues, which was, as you would be
aware, Mr Speaker, a considerable
drop on the 4 000 tonnes set last
year.

(5) The latest estimates of the amounts
already sold to the Eastern States
would be in the order of 800 tonnes.
I am unable to give the exact figure
at this stage, but if the member is
sufficiently interested I can obtain it
for him.

(6) Once again, this is the balance
which remains after the purchase of
the quota which I have indicated,
and I am unable to give the exact
figure. If the member wants the fig-
ures precisely and exactly and he

-puts the question on notice I will be
only to happy to take them out for
him.

WORKS: PWD
Apprentices

649. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) Has the committee working under the

chairmanship of the member for

Welshpool examining the apprenticeship
hours of the Public Works Department
on contracts yet completed its report and
presented it to the Minister?

(2) If so, when is it likely decisions will be
made in respect of that report?

Mr McOVER replied:

(1) and (2) The report the Member is refer-
ring to is in relation to the committee's
activities during the year. It has been
received in my office and it is currently
being examined.

HEALTH: HOSPITALS
Carnarvon: Sessional Appointments

650. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) In view of the Minster's facetious answer
to my earlier question indicating I was
supporting the introduction of sessional
appointments, I ask him whether he is
prepared to be consistent and offer em-
ployment on a sessional basis for all
people-that is visiting specialists, as
well as local GPs-who visit the
Carnarvon Hospital?

If he intends to do that, he knows very
well he will get no specialists at all, and
he will have to cop the flak for that.

(2) If he is not prepared to do that, will he
be consistent and offer employment to all
people using the hospital, or is he pre-
pared to abandon this crazy scheme?

The SPEAKER: Order! The member is not
entitled to use such emotional words in
asking a question.

Mr HODGE replied;

(I) and (2) I have nothing to add to my
previous answer.
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