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The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took the
Chair at 10.45 a.m., and read prayers.

ELECTORAL ENROLMENTS:
NORTH PROVINCE

Suspension of Standing Orders
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the

Opposition) 110.46 a.m.1: I move, without
notice-

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

This House expresses serious concern at
the discrepancy between the enrolment
figures held by the State Electoral Office
for North Province compared with new
census figures for the same area.

The Electoral Office enrolment is
21 464 whereas the census showed 44 659
people over the age of 18 to have been in
the area on census day.

In view of an impending by-election for
North Province this House calls on the
Government to order an electoral census as
provided for in Section 39 of the Electoral
Act so that an accurate roll can be
prepared for use in the by-election.

This House expresses concern at the
neglect of the electoral rolls and difficult
enrolment procedures which effectively
prevent many residents of the North from
exercising their democratic right to elect
the representative to State Parliament of
their choice.

The SPEAKER: The question is that the
motion be agreed to. Those of that opinion say
"Aye"; to the contrary "No".

Mr Old: No.

The SPEAKER: There being a dissenting voice
it will be necessary for me to divide the House.

Mr O'Connor: Could you call it again?

The SPEAKER: I will restate the question.
Those of that opinion say "Aye"; to the contrary
"No". There being no dissenting voice I have
satisfied myself that an absolute majority is
present and I declare the motion carried.

Motion thus passed.

Motion

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [10.48 a.m.J: I move-

This House expresses serious concern at
the discrepancy between the enrolment
figures held by the State Electoral Office for
North Province compared with new census
figures for t he same area.

The Electoral Office enrolment is 21 464
whereas the census showed 44 659 people
over the age of IS to have been in the area on
census day.

In view of an impending by-election for
North Province this House calls on the
Government to order an electoral census as
provided For in Section 39 of the Electoral
Act so that an accurate roll can be prepared
for use in the by-election.

This House expresses concern at the
neglect of the electoral rolls and difficult
enrolment procedures which effectively
prevent many residents of the North from
exercising their democratic right to elect the
representative to State Parliament of their
choice.

Even at this early stage it appears to us that our
arguments are proving to be very compelling,
because in one minute we were able to change the
mind of the Minister for Agriculture.

Mr Old: You haven't changed my mind, I can
assure you. You've got your private members'
day; use it up with the things you want to use it
for-foul tactics as usual.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot understand the
Leader of the National Country Party-

Mr Old: You can't understand anything.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -because I was about to

say to the Premier that the Opposition is grateful
for his agreement to suspend Standing Orders;
but now implicitly the Leader of the National
Country Party, at least, is disagreeing with what
the Premier decided to do.

Mr Old: I make up my own mind.
Mr Tonkin: It changes pretty rapidly.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Leader of the
National Country Party is emerging as a caged
lion.

Mr Old: It is better than an empty vessel of
your size.

Mr Sibson: The caged lion leaps at the Balcatta
cat.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to resume his seat. I think there would
be more progress if the Leader of the Opposition
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spoke to his motion rather than about the reasons
for its being allowed.

Mr Old: Hear, hear!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me just say the

Opposition is grateful to the Premier for agreeing
that the House should suspend Standing Orders
in order that this motion might be moved. It sets
out a serious matter which the Opposition wishes
to draw to the attention of the Parliament, and
that is the discrepancy between the number of
electors and the number of people found at a
census to be over the age of 18 living in the North
Province of the Legislative Council.

The difference is very marked; 21 138 people
were on the roll to vote in the North Province on
the day the census was taken, yet the census
found that 44 659 people over the age of IS were
resident in the Pilbara and Kimberley region.
Even allowing for those people over the age of I8
but not naturalised, and those Aboriginal people
over the age of IS and not compelled to enrol, the
discrepancy is alarming.

Mr O'Connor: How many did you say were
resident?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Australian Bureau
of Statistics recorded that there were 44659
people resident in the Pilbara and Kimberley
regions in the 1981 census. At that time there
were just 21 138 people registered with State
voting rights in North Province. Less than half of
the people over the age of 18 were registered to
vote on the day the census was recorded.
Concerning those over the age of 18 years
resident in North Province, the number represents
less than half the number who were entitled to
vote if all of those over the age of 18 who were so
entitled to vote were actually on the roll. I am
sure the Premier will agree with me that that is
not a satisfactory situation. The law requires that
people who are entitled to vote shall register as
electors.

Mr Clarko: Less than 41 000, including
Aborigines, who are not required to enrol?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The 41 000 referred to
by the member is 44 000, as I said earlier.

Mr Clarko: I didn't say 41 000; I said 44 000.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member said

41 000. Even excluding those people who are over
the age of IS. are not naturalised, and are not
citizens, or those Aboriginal people who are not
compelled to enrol, the discrepancy is alarming. I
said that previously.

Mr Clarko: I thought you might know the
figures.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I repeat for the
member's benefit, that as far as the Opposition is
concerned, in a situation where there is
compulsory voting and where the law requires
eligible people to be enrolled to vote, something is
seriously wrong with the State Electoral
Department's procedures or with the facilities
that are available in that remote area, if we have
an enrolment which is less than half that of the
number of people who are over the age of I8, and
certainly far less than the number who are eligible
to vote.

One of the main reasons for the discrepancy is
that the enrolment procedures are repressive. It is
required of people whose names do not appear on
an electoral roll that their signatures should be
witnessed by a policeman, a justice of the peace,
or an officer of the Electoral Department. That
militates against the enrolment of people who live
in remote areas. It militates against the ability
that those people have to comply with the law.

The Opposition simply is suggesting in this
motion that there should be an electoral census. It
is provided for in the Act that was sponsored by
the present Government. There should be an
electoral census to determine how many people
who are eligible to vote have broken the law by
not enrolling themselves as voters. The
Government provided for such a census in its
legislation.

The Opposition fails to see why, if the provision
was made, it should not be used. If the
Government adopts the motion moved by the
Opposition and certainly finds that the
contentions continually made by the Opposition in
relation to enrolments are untrue, it will have laid
to rest for all time the Opposition's position that
the enrolment in the North Province is far less
than it should be. We say it is far less than it
should be because of the unfair lengths to which
people are forced to go in order to put themselves
on the electoral roll.

Mr Crane: Do Aborigines have to vote?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: For the third time-
Mr O'Connor: No.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -1 said excluding

Aborigines who are not compelled to enrol, and
people over the age of 18 who are not citizens;
excluding those two categories.

Mr Crane: They don't vote?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right.
Mr Crane: That is all I wanted to know.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Some of them do vote.

Of course, many Aborigines are enrolled, but I
said that, excluding those two categories, the
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discrepancy is alarming. Do not take my word for
it; adopt the Opposition's motion and let us have a
census. Let us Find out. Perhaps the Opposition is
incorrect in its assertion that there are many
people who, for some reason or another, have not
put their names on the electoral roll. If that is the
case, the census will indicate that it is true; but if
it is not the case, the census will give the lie to the
Opposition's position. Al! we are saying to the
Government is that the Opposition accepts the
provision that the Government implanted in the
Act and seeks to use the Government's own
provision to prove, once and For all, whether or
not it is the case that in the North Province there
are many people eligible to vote who have not
bothered to enrol.

Mr O'Connor: How many are on the
Commonwealth roll? I did not hear you say that.
I don't know whether or not you did.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not got the figures
for the North Province area because it is
extremely difficult to co-ordinate the North
Province with a Federal electoral district which is
not contiguous.

Mr Laurance: They are subdivided into the
categories of Pilbara and Kimberley on the
Federal roll.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have not quite Finished.
I was saying that the Federal seat of Kalgoorlie
overlaps the North Province seat. The total
difference between the Federal register and the
State register is something in the region of 45 000
in this State. I do not have the figures for the
North Province, but I believe it would be
consistent with the discrepancy that is evident
throughout the State.

Mr Laura nce-. Then the enrolment procedures
are different for State and Commonwealth?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, I know, but I was
not asked that question.

Mr Laurance: If the discrepancies are the
same, the enrolment figures do not make any
difference.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I said the discrepancy
would be at least the same as it is in other parts of
the State. For those reasons, there is plenty of
evidence to suggest that a census would be
appropriate. As my deputy has told me, he will be
giving the details in a moment or two.

Mr O'Connor: It went from 12 to 10 to
nothing.

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Opposition
has unlimited time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not intend to use
unlimited time, but I need a moment or two to

complete my speech. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition will answer precisely the question
raised. I am not quite certain who raised the
question, but he has gone. It may have been the
Premier. My deputy will answer that question
more precisely in his speech.

Let me again make the point that in respect of
the enrolment in North Province there is every
reason to beieve that many people are not
enrolled as they are required by law to be. There
is plenty of reason to believe that that is a result
of the fact that this Government has made it so
difficult for people to enrol as first-time voters
once they are naturalised, or as electors once their
name for some reason or another fails to appear
on an electoral roll.

For the benefit of members I will just point out
the sort of situation that can occur. It is related in
this instance to the by-election that was held in
South Province at the same time as by-elections
were held in Swan and Nedlands. For the first
time in many years, apart from the situation in
the Kimberley where there was a Court of
Disputed Returns and a subsequent by-election,
less than 75 per cent of enrolled voters voted at
the by-elections held on 13 March.

The result is that in South Province 20 000
people are to be contacted by mail by the State
Electoral Department and if they fail to reply to
that letter, the State Electoral Department has no
alternative but to remove their names from the
roll. That will happen to 20000 people, I am
informed, who failed to vote at that by-election.
Those people who receive the letter from the
Electoral Department will understand that unless
they have a good reason for not having voted, they
are likely to be fined. Of course, there will be
some compulsion on them in those circumstances
not to reply. If they do not reply, then what will
happen is that they will be taken off the roll and
then will be subject to the same sort of repressive
procedures in so far as their enrolment is
concerned.

I had given the Premier an undertaking that
the Opposition would provide three speakers to
speak for approximately 10 minutes each, and so,
with the emphasis on the major discrepancy
between the census figures and the enrolment
figures, the repressive degrees to which people are
required to submit themselves in order to enrol,
and the dangers as outlined and exampled by the
experience in South Metropolitan Province, I
commend the motion to the House.

I say to the Government: Here is its chance to
prove that the Opposition's arguments are
fallacious. It has been proved that a census can he
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taken, under the Act, so the Government should
adopt the procedure we have suggested is proper
for a census and then if we are wrong, we will
stop saying that there are many people who are
not enrolled, but who should be.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the
Opposition) [11.06 am.]: I second the motion. I
would like to say at the outset that there can be
little doubt in the minds of members that the
condition of democracy in the north of our State
constitutes very fundamentally a blot on the
copybook of the Government, so far as electoral
affairs are concerned.

I would like to present to the Chamber the
three steps that demonstrate the clear iniquity
that has evolved because different methods and
procedures of enrolling electors in Western
Australia are practised by the State and the
Commonwealth Government.

The Leader of the Opposition has indicated to
the House that at the time of the last census there
were 44 659 adult citizens in that region, and we
are talking about the Assembly seats of
Kimberley and Pilbara. Logically we have to
exclude Aboriginal people who are not on the roll,
who do not wish to be on the roll, and who are not
required to be on the roll, but in fact who were
counted in the census. We must exclude migrants
who have not yet been naturallised and are
therefore not eligible to go on the roll, and we
must exclude tourists who happened to be in the
Kimberley and Pilbara at the time of the census.
We have to subtract that number of people from
the figure of 44 659.

The State Electoral Department enrolment
figures for this province, as the leader has said, is
a pitiful 21 138. The Premier and his Minister for
Lands logically interjected during the course of
the leader's remarks and raised the question of
the Commonwealth enrolment. It is very telling
indeed, because if we take the Pilbara subdivision
and the Kimberley subdivision within the
Kalgoorlie Federal division-and I am reliably
advised of the number of electors in that province
which is the contiguous province-we find that
the Commonwealth shows the figure is 26995. 1
received those figures this morning and they
relate to 28 March 1982.

That means there are effectively 6 000 electors
who are not on the State roll in North Province
but who are on the Commonwealth roll, which
will be an electoral region of this State where
people will vote to offer a replacement member in
this Parliament in the very near future.

Mr Laurance: Which subdivision?

Mr BRYCE: Kimberley and Pilbara Federal
subdivisions.

Mr Laurance: East arid West Pilbara?
Mr BRYCE: East and West Pilbara, plus

Kimberley. Combined, those areas show an
additional 6 000 electors. Because this province is
a small province numerically, that means there
are 26 per cent to 27 per cent more people
enrolled on the Commonwealth roll than happen
to be on the State Electoral Department roll.

That is the magnitude of the problem. That
happens to be the specific to which we ought to
direct our attention. It is not good government
simply to say that many Aborigines are not
interested to be on the roll and that many
migrants and some tourists cannot be on the roll
either.

In all seriousness I suggest that the figure is
probably close to 30 000 for the number of people
in the Pilbara and Kimberley who should be on
the North Province roll. In fact there are only
21 138 and that constitutes a shocking reflection,
on the one hand, upon the State Government and
its attitude to the electoral process and, on the
other hand, upon the Electoral Department itself.

This is not a question which has arisen as a
matter of accident. The situation has arisen
because this particular Government deliberately
and consciously introduced into this Parliament
an amendment to the Electoral Act which
changed the provisions laid down For the
enrolment of citizens in this State on the State
electoral rolls.

This Government, when it introduced those
provisions, was fully aware that the special
requirement that a justice of the peace, an
electoral officer, a policeman, or a clerk of courts
must be located by someone who wished to go
onto the electoral roll would create difficulties in
a geographical and sociological sense in that part
of the State.

It is highly unreasonable to argue that many of
these people readily will be able to locate that
type of person to witness their application for
enrolment. There are so many ways in which
someone's name can be removed from an electoral
roll and once that name is removed, a person must
go through the procedure of applying again, as
was required originally. That produces this
massive distortion of democracy in North
Province.

Let me draw to the attention of members of
this House what would be the state in Western
Australia if the condition of the rolls-which is
bad to say the least-was the same on a
proportional basis as that of the roll in the North
Province.
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There are 6 000 more electors on the roll for
the Commonwealth than there are on the State
electoral roll. If we extrapolate that figure to the.
extent of the entire State we would have a figure
of 120 000 to 130 000 people who would not be on
the State roll, but who are on the Commonwealth
roll. That situation is unconscionable.

Mr O'Connor: How many was that?
Mr BRYCE: I said if we were to extrapolate on

a population taking a portion of the 28 per cent
on the entire State roll-

Mr Laurance: This is for the North Province?
Mr BRYCE: I understand it is the actual figure

based on the estimates we all have for Western
Australians who are not on the State roll, but who
happen to be on Commonwealth electoral roll.

Mr O'Connor: How many are you suggesting in
that area are on the Commonwealth roll?

Mr BRYCE: Twenty seven thousand. The
actual figure is 26 995, which I received from the
Commonwealth Electoral Office this morning.
That figure is for the end of March 1982.

If this situation were reflected throughout the
State it would mean something like 120 000
Western Australians are not on our roll. If I can
use that phrase, "that are on the Commonwealth
roll", does not that make our roll look very funny
indeed? The rolls really have been manipulated to
produce a lesser number on the roll, and that is
the reason those changes to. the Electoral Act,
which relate to the enrolment procedures, were
introduced into this Parliament.

When those changes were brought forward, we
warned the Government and it shook off those
warnings that this form of distortion was
inevitable. Here we have, two or three years later,
on the eve of an election for this North Province,
a situation which will bring shame to ourselves as
legislators in a democratic parliamentary
institution in the 1980s. How can we go to the
people in that region and suggest they participate
in a democratic election to send a replacement
member to this Parliament for the North
Province?

The final point I make is that there i s a
provision in the Electoral Act which explains how
we can get around the situation and which will
enable us to hold our heads up once again. I refer
to section 39 which specifically gives the State
Chief Electoral Officer the power and authority
to conduct a general electoral census in that
district. It would not be the first time it had been
done. It should be done, before the election is held
in North Province.

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) [IL.16 a.m.J: I did
not know that the Opposition intended moving a
motion of this nature. Therefore, I have only some
scant notes to rebut some of the comments that
have been made by the Opposition. There are no
two ways about it-there are discrepancies
between the State and Federal electoral rolls; no-
one can argue about that.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!

Mr SODEMAN: Probahly, there are several
reasons for this. From what I have been given to
believe, it appears that the Federal office is far
more effective and active in the field than is the
State electoral office; perhaps the State electoral
office can be doing more in that regard.
However, it is something I have not had the time
to check out as I would have done had I known
that the motion was to be moved.

In the north, particularly the Pilbara, the
itinerant nature of the population is such that
when people arrive in the area they do not take
the trouble to enrol. People come fromt the
Eastern States, New Zealand and other places,
intending to reside in the area for a short period.
Invariably, they end up staying in the region for a
longer period; some of those who originally
intended staying in the area for six months or so
have been there for 10 years. Many of these
people have not enrolled because psychologically.
they're still attached to. their home towns or
States-albeit, that it is illegal for them not to be
enrolled-and think they will return home one
day.

I do not think the Opposition is genuine in what
it has been advocating in this House this morning.
Until now the Opposition has been interested only
in biased enrolments. It is not interested in
supporters of all parties being included on the roll.
It has not been interested in members of all
community groups being placed on the roll; Labor
Party statements in years gone by bear this out.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!

Mr SODEMAN: The member for Gosnells has
the habit of. opening his mouth and allowing
somebody else to put his foot in it, and he has
done it again. If, in fact, he had done his
homework on his party's strategy he would
appreciate the tactics it has, used in years
gone by.

Mr Pearce: An electoral census would answer
all the problems because it would not produce a
biased enrolment.

Mr SODEMAN: Do not let us just wash that
under the bridge.
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Mr Pearce: Why don't you talk about the
motion? If you were opposed to biased enrolments
you would support the census being carried out by
the Electoral Department.

Mr SODEMAN: I have only a few minutes to
talk on the motion and I would appreciate it if
members would hear out what I have to say.

I am prepared to back up my statement that
the Opposition is not genuine in what it has put
forward. If the member for Gosnells were aware
of what was going on in his own party he would
probably be ashamed of himself.

In The West Australian of 7 July 1981 an
article appeared headed, "ALP looks to
Aboriginal vote". It is common knowledge
throughout the north, particularly in the Pilbara,
that the ALP went out of its way to place
Aboriginal people on the roll. One might say,
"What is wrong with that?" However, the ALP
enrolled Aboriginal people and then made an
effort to coerce those people to vote for one
particular party. This happened not only in the
Pilbara but also throughout the north. The article
states-

The ALP was told last night that it had to
get Aborigines on the electoral roll in order
to win the seat of Murchison-Eyre.

Mr Tonkin: Let a census take place.

Mr SODEMAN: I am trying to make a speech
in a fairly short period of time-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You have 41 minutes
remaining.

Mr SODEMAN:-and I would appreciate
being able to do so without being interrupted by
members opposite. I listened to them in silence.

Would it not have been more moral if the
article had read, "The ALP looks to the
Aboriginal vote and intends gearing its policy
towards attracting the Aboriginal community to
support the Labor Party," rather than just saying
it will go out and put them on the roll and get
them to vote for the ALP? If the ALP wants to
imply it did not do that, members should listen to
the following interesting quote from the Labor
Voice of August 1979-

These are aimed at specific groups.
Mobilise a team of about 12-16 volunteers.
Try and make sure that they are
representative of the largest group in terms
of age, dress etc. They should also wear large
and distinctive badges clearly indicating that
they are members of the Australian Labor
Party. Organise the team into groups of
about four giving each group a particular
area.

Make sure that the groups have adequate
supplies of enrolment cards and some
knowledge of enrolment procedures. If
occupants react negatively, the groups,
working in pairs but close to each, simply
move on.

In other words, if the occupants react to the large
and distinctive badge and say, "We are ALP
supporters" they are worthwhile citizens to be on
the roll. This is the democracy members opposite
expect the Parliament of Western Australia to
support. I cannot see that the Opposition is being
genuine. Obviously, the Opposition believes that
if it is able to get the shortfall on the roll in an
area such as North Province it will be achieving
the same end result due to the makeup of the
group on which it is concentrating its attention. I
suppose that makes sense, strategically.

Mr Sibson: Is that the article from the Labor
Voice?

Mr Pearce: If we wanted a biased enrolment we
would not be asking the electoral office to conduct
a census.

Mr Tonkin: Let the Electoral Department do it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The House

will come to order.
Mr SODEMAN: To continue-

If the occupants react positively to the
mention of the ALP or the local candidate,
then ask if any of the occupants are not on
the roll. In the North-West there is little
doubt that many will not be.

Points of Order

Mr TONKIN: The motion clearly calls
certain action pursuant to a Statute and
alleged activities of any political party are
really relevant. I ask you. Sir, to direct
member to speak to the motion as moved.

for
the
not
the

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The subject the
House is discussing relates to the discrepancy.
between the enrolment figures held by the
electoral office for North Province and the census
figures for the area. I have listened intently to all
speakers on the motion, and certainly to the
member for Pilbara. It is my belief that the
member for Pilbara is expanding a point of view
on why he believes certain figures cannot be as
large as they ought to be. That being the case, I
rule there is no point of order; however, I ask the
member for Pilbara to relate his remarks to the
motion under discussion.

Mr EVANS: On a further point of order, I take
your paint that it is an elaboration of the
exposition of the member for Pilbara in
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connection with one political party. Would it not
be apposite to ensure he does it with other
political parties such as the Liberal Party, and its
connection with this matter.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of
order.

Debate (an motion) Resumed
Mr SODEMAN: I note the member's point of

order and I will point out I have been relating my
remarks to the motion. If he reads the last
paragraph of the motion which states-

This House expresses concern at the
neglect of the electoral rolls and difficult
enrolment procedures which effectively
prevent many residents of the North from
exercising their democratic right to elect the
representative to State Parliament of their
choice.

I am questioning the genuineness of the motion.
Mr Hodge: You are trying to make a few cheap

political points.
Mr SODEMAN: The honourable member's

own party talks about biased enrolment. I would
say my remarks have a pretty direct relationship
to the motion. The Premier gave the Opposition
an undertaking that each speaker would speak for
a limited time, so I would like to just say that the
Labor Voice of March 1980 stated-

Probably the main reason for Labor's not
winning the seat was that despite our much
reported enrolment campaigns-

Remembering that in the August 1979 edition of
the Labor Voice there was "Biased enrolment
strategy". The article in March continues to
indicate that many workers did not get on the
rolls in the electorate of Pilbara.

I put it to the House that when the Opposition
expresses concern about a democratic right of the
people-in other words, about getting people on
the roll-the Opposition is grandstanding and it is
not genuine in the face of its own strategies,
tactics, and stated policy.

I acknowledge there is a shortfall in the State
roll as against the Federal roll-

Mr Hodge: What are you going to do about it?
Mr SODEMAN: -and all I can say is that

this motion is a political stunt.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawtey-Premier)

(11.26 a.m.]: I must say I am extremely
disappointed that the Opposition has brought this
matter forward as an urgency motion.

Mr Davies: I'll bet you are.
Mr O'CONNOR: I believe it is an abuse of

that privilege. If the Opposition were genuine
about this particular issue, it could have raised it
yesterday during private members' day. The
Opposition has the control of the House over
particular times, and surely if it considered the
matter to be of such importance, it would have
raised it yesterday.

Mr Pearce: We were trying to save the mining
industry yesterday.

Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Gosnells
spends all his time making interjections.

Mr Pearce: If there had not been a limit on the
number of speakers, at your request. I would-be
on my feet.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Gosnells will come to order!

Mr O'CONNOR: I am trying to be helpful in
regard to comments which have been made by the
Leader of the Opposition and other Opposition
speakers. It was said that there are approximately
44 000 residents in the north and approximately
22 000 on the State roll. The north-west is
different from the rest of the State in many ways.
A large percentage of the people living in the
north at this stage are not original Western
Australians.

Mr Davies: Some are very original!
Mr O'CONNOR: Many of the residents are

from the Eastern States.
Mr I. F. Taylor: A lot of original Australians.
Mr O'CONNOR: I do not deny that at all, but

the honourable member will not deny either that
many of them are still probably enrolled in their
own home States.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: I am talking about
Aborigines-the original Australians.

Mr O'CONNOR: Many of the people in the
north do not come from this State. These are
people who move around Australia and often their
base is in other States. Obviously, many of these
people are not on the roll.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition stated
earlier that he had received advice from the
Electoral Department that approximately 27 000
or 28 000 people are on the Commonwealth roll. I
had someone contact the Electoral Department
this morning and I was given different figures.
These were as follows-

Kimberley 5 994
West Pilbara 10051
East Pilbara 8 759
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Mr Bryce: The figure I got was 9 000 for East
Pilbara.

Mr O'CONNOR: The figure I was given this
morning was 8 759, making a total of 24 804. The
people living at Exmouth must be taken off that
total. So that is approximately 700 from 24 804
leaving 24 000 or 24 100 approximately.

As members are aware, Aborigines are not
required to vote. From the information I have,
there are approximately 10 000 Aborigines in that
area. So that is another substantial number to be
taken from that figure.

Let us turn now to consider the figures in the
metropolitan area. Let us consider the electorate
of Perth which is held by a member of the
Opposition. The quota for this seat is 16 224 and
yet there are 12 515 people on the roll. So it is not
abnormal for there to be a difference.

Mr Parker: The difference between the quota
and the number on the roll is a completely
different issue.

Mr O'CONNOR: The quota allows for a
variation one way or the other by the electoral
officers. I am making the point that it is not
abnormal to have some variation.

Mr Brian Burke: Excuse me Just a
minute-your figure for Kimberley is the State
enrolment. You do not have the . Federal
enrolment.

Mr O'CONNOR: That was the figure 1 was
given.

Mr Carr: What was your figure for Kimberley?
Mr O'CONNOR: Members must bear in mind

that this matter was raised after the House sat
this morning and I requested someone to obtain
the information for me. The figures I was given
were as follows-

Kimberley 5994
West Pilbara 10051
East Pilbara 8 759

Total 24 804
Less approximately 700 for Exmouth which is out
of the electorate, and the total comes down to
approximately 24 100.

Mr Brian Burke: I think that is the State Figure
for Kimberley.

Mr O'CONNOR: I asked for the
Commonwealth figures, and they are the figures 1
was given.

Mr Brian Burke: I do not think they would
both be the same, and they are within 10 of each
other.

Mr O'CONNOR: The figures I have are
24 000 and 6 000 for Kimberley.

Mr Brian Burke: No, you gave the figure of
5 994 for Kimberley and the figure we have is
5 984.

Mr O'CONNOR: Correct.
Mr Brian Burke: That is a discrepancy of 10, so

probably you are using the State figure.
Mr O'CONNOR: I asked for the

Commonwealth figures, but bear in mind I have
not had time to check them.

Mr Barnett: If there were a spare Minister on
the front bench listening to you, you could ask
him to get the information for you.

Mr O'CONNOR: I will have the figures
checked at a later date. There are large numbers
of Aborigines at such places as Fitzroy Crossing
and Halls Creek, and large numbers of Eastern
States and New Zealand people in many of the
northern towns. The people have a responsibility
to enrol themselves. I know that transient people
are less likely to fulfil their duty to ensure that
they are on the roll.

I would like to make a point about the rolls
which will be required in a few weeks' time. At
this stage we have not had a resignation from the
member for the province involved, and until that
time we do not know whether an election will be
required or when it will be required. I am aware
that the member has announced that he will
resign on a certain date, but until we actually
receive that resignation, we can take no action.

Mr Parker: Is it not a good idea to have a
census now?

Mr O'CONNOR: One could apply the same
reasoning to every seat in the State.

Mr Brian Burke: The problem is this: If the
member goes ahead with the plan and submits a
letter effecting his resignation from 22 May, the
rolls could close as early as 8 May.

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, but I very much doubt
that they would.

Mr Brian Burke: As long as we have that
assurance.

Mr O'CONNOR; It is not my intention to
hustle this matter along in the quickest possible
time.

As I have indicated, I do not believe this is a
matter of urgency. If so, it should have been dealt
with yesterday, or the Opposition could raise it
next week on private members' day. It is
disappointing to see Government time used up in
such a way.

When the resignation from Mr Withers is
handed in, we will take whatever steps are
necessary. I believe that under the circumstances
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the numbers on the roll are not unreasonable. I
oppose the motion.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) 111.34 a.m.): I was
very disappointed to hear from the Premier that
the Government will not agree to utilise section 39
of the State Electoral Act in order to ensure that
a census is taken of those people living in the
North Province and who are eligible to enrol.
Such a step would have ensured that most eligible
people are enrolled.

This provision has been in the Act since 1907,
and the people who drew up the provision knew
that on occasions such action would be required.
That is why section 39 is in the Act. I am advised
that section 39 has never been used; but we have a
situation in which it is well known that we have a
discrepancy in the electoral roll figures.

The member for Pilbara acknowledged that and
said he thought it could well be because the State
Electoral Department was not as active in the
district as was the Commonwealth Electoral
Office. He is probably right in saying that. It is
well known that there is a discrepancy between
the figures, and here we have an opportunity
presented by the Opposition to the Government,
made available in the legislation passed by this
Parliament, to rectify it. The indications are that
a grave need exists for section 39 to be
implemented.

I am very disappointed that the Premier is not
prepared to accept our motion because all it says
is that section 39 ought to be implemented. It will
not be the Opposition who will implement this
section if the Premier accepts the motion; it will
be the Governor. The Governor would cause the
Electoral Department to undertake a census so
that any problems which the member for Pilbara
might see in relation to biased enrolments would
not arise. The enrolment drive would be carried
out by the State Electoral Department.

Everything the member for Pilbara said in his
speech seems to be further justification for section
39 being implemented. I do not think that section
has been quoted during the debate. Let me read
the provisions of that section to the House, as
follows-

39. (1) New rolls for the whole or any
portion of the State shall, if the Governor so
orders, be prepared from the results obtained
by means of an electoral census to be taken
for that purpose.

(2) Such electoral census s hall be taken
under the direction and superintendence of
the Chief Electoral Officer, in the manner
prescribed by regulations, and at such time
or times as the Governor may direct.

(3) In such portion or portions of the State
for which an electoral census may be
ordered, the result of such census shall alone
be used for the purpose of preparing new
rolls.

A classic case of why it is important for the
census to be taken is to be found in the speeches
of the member for Pilbara and of the Premier who
could not even have his messenger boy, the
Minister for Lands, obtain the correct figures.
Since the Premier gave the figures to the House
we have had them checked with the Electoral
Office-and I have a better messenger than the
Premier and a more accurate one. The figures
provided by the Chief Electoral Officer for the
Commonwealth in Westera Australia are as
follows: In West Pilbara, the enrolment figure is
10 790; in East Pilbara, 9 605; and in Kimberley
6 53 1; a total of 26 926 people registered on the
Commonwealth roll as at 31 March 1982.

Mr O'Connor: That is nowhere near the 28 per
cent variation the . Deputy Leader of the
Opposition spoke about.

Mr PARKER: The figures given by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition were as at 26 or 28
March and were 26 995. The figure at 31 March
for some reason is 26 926, compared with the
State figure which has been quoted; and although
there is a discrepancy of 50 between the two
dates-

Mr O'Connor: That is negligible.
Mr PARKER: It is negligible, as the Premier

says. That means a difference of 6 000 people
between the Commonwealth and State rolls,
which is a discrepancy of 26 per cent.

Mr O'Connor: What is the total
Commonwealth figure you quoted?

Mr PARKER: It is 26 926.
Mr O'Connor: What is your State figure?
Mr PARKER: The State figures are contained

in the motion-21 464.
M r O'Con nor: The f igu re 1 q uoted was 24 000.
Mr PARKER: The Premier may have the State

Kimberley figure.
Mr O'Connor: I just asked for the State

figures, and I was given 21 000.
Mr PARKER: The Premier quoted the

Commonwealth figure as 24 000; and I have just
shown that the Commonwealth figure is nearly
27 000. The motion refers to 21 464. The Premier
can work out the percentage as well as I can. The
difference, I am told, is 26 or 27 per cent. I am
disappointed that the Premier has not seen fit to
accept our argument.
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Let us remember the reason this proposed by-
election is taking place. The member for North
Province (the Hon. Bill Withers), who is about to
resign, is resigning because, in his words, the
gerrymander which resulted from the
redistribution between Kimberley and Pilbara is
"the worst in the western world". 'The Opposition
did not make that statement; it was made by Mr
Withers, a member of the Liberal Party, who is
resigning his seat because the gerrymander is the
worst in the western world.

Mr Sodeman: Are you aware that a month
after he was elected, the same member stood in
the upper House and announced his retirement?

Mr PARKER: I am telling the House what the
member for North Province has said about the
gerrymander. He said he is going to resign earlier
than he would retire normally because of it.

I am now advised that the discrepancy between
the figures is 25.4 per cent-that is a discrepancy
of more than one-quarter.

That is the scene which has been set by the
member for North Province-in his words, a
gerrymander which is the worst in the western
world. We have revealed a situation where at least
25 per cent of the available electorate will not be
able to vote unless our motion is carried or section
39 is put into effect. At least 25 per cent of the
population who would vote in a full election will
not be able to vote in this by-election caused by
the Government's own gerrymander. If one takes
into account the Commonwealth's census figures
one realises that it is possible that in excess of 50
per cent of the people in the area who should be
able to vote will not vote. -It is an extraordinary
position when one considers tha t this is not a
raffle or an election for president of the local rifle
shooters' association. The person who is elected
will become a member of Parliament and will
represent the province in the Legislative Council.

Mr Sodeman: Your assertion about the upper
House member is incorrect. He is not resigning
because of the numbers on the roll.

Mr PARKER: He is resigning because of the
gerrymander which he described as the worst in
the western world.

Mr Sodeman: You are talking about numbers
on the roll.

Mr PARKER: I am talking about the scene set
by the member for North Province (the Hon. Bill
Withers).

Mr Clarko: Whose fault is it that a person
cannot vote?

Mr PARKER: It is largely the Government's
fault. We have already established a 25 per cent

discrepancy between the Commonwealth and
State rolls.

Mr Clarko: The point is, whose fault is it? It is
the fault of the person who has not bothered to
enrol.

Mr PARKER: I gave an undertaking to the
Premier as to how long I would speak, but if the
member for Karrinyup continues to interject I
will take a little longer.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I urge the member
for Fremantle to ignore interjections and address
the Chair.

Mr PARKER: The answer to the member for
Karrinyup is that the reason they are not on the
roll is two-fold. The first reason is that the State
Electoral Department, as the member for Pilbara
has said, is not as active in the field as the
Commonwealth Electoral Office.

Mr Sodeman: I said it was possibly not as
active; and I do not know. Be accurate.

Mr PARKER: The second reason is that this
Government deliberately has placed in the way of
people attempting to enrol significant and severe
obstacles, including the fact that they have to find
a justice of-the peace before they can sign their
names. It has been made extremely difficult for
these people to get on to the roll; and the
Government refuses to have either a joint
Commonwealth-State roll or even a joint
enrolment card such as exists in every other State.

Mr Clarko: Do not your supporters have the
ability to put them on the roll?

Mr PARKER: Those are the reasons that
people are not on the roll.

The member for Pilbara made one other point
that I should answer because it is false. In fact, it
has been tested in a court of law and found to be
so. The member for Pilbara said that the Labor
Party, during 1977-80 period, coerced the
Aboriginal people to vote for one party if they put
them on the roll. In fact, one of the previous
members for the North Province (the Hon. John
Tozer) and the owners of The West Australian
paid a significant price in money terms for
making such a statement that turned out to be
completely untrue.

Judgment was given against the Hon. John
Tozer for saying precisely that in The West
Australian. Now the member for Pilbara has said
it here in the House and he is not liable to be
dealt with in that way, but the courts have shown
that the Labor Party never coerced anyone into
doing anything.

Government members: Ha, ha!
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Mr PARKER: In one instance, the courts have
shown-

Mr Tonkin: The Supreme Court found you to
be crooked, not us.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PARKER: The courts have shown-
Mr Sodeman: In one instance.

Mr PARKER: -that the Liberal Party set out
on a campaign to deprive people of their votes and
to launder the electoral roll.

The member for Pilbara made certain
allegations about enrolment procedures adopted
by the Labor Party. The proposition we have put
forward to the House is that neither Liberal Party
nor Labor Party volunteers in the electorate
should be responsible for this procedure, but that
the State Chief Electoral Officer-an impartial
public servant-should be in charge of it. That is
what we are asking. We do not want to be
involved in it, nor do we want the Liberal Party to
be involved in it. We want the Chief Electoral
Officer to do it.

The Premier has refused to invoke section 39 of
his own legislation to allow the Chief Electoral
Officer to do that. That disappoints me, because
it is very important these people be allowed to
vote and be assured that they may vote whenever
the by-election takes place.

Unfortunately I am not the Governor and I am
not in a position to invoke section 39; nor am I the
Chief Electoral Officer. I am only a member of
this House, but I believe it is incumbent on me, in
that position, to do whatever I can to ensure
people are able to vote in any by-election which
takes place and that is a feeling which is shared
by my colleagues in the Opposition.

If. as the Premier indicated, he will not request
the Governor to invoke section 39 of the Electoral
Act and allow an electoral census to be
conducted, I indicate the Opposition intends to
ensure, as far as it can, that everybody in the
North Province who is eligible to vote, is enrolled.
We shall embark on a campaign to ensure that,
regardless of the number of people involved, all
those who reside in North Province and who are
not on the roll are, in fact, enrolled.

Mr Tonkin: Because you will not do your job.
Mr PARKER: I would prefer it if the Chief

Electoral Officer or the Government performed
that task, but the Government is not prepared to
do so; therefore, we will do it. One can only
wonder why the Government is so reluctant to

involve itself in this matter, but a number of
Opposition members will proceed to North
Province to ensure the people to whom I have
4321

referred are enrolled, because it seems to be the
only way in which we can attempt to remedy a
very bad system.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [ 11.48 am.]: Despite the Premier's
protestations, today's debate was of an urgent
nature by virtue of the public statements made by
the retiring member for North Province. As I
attempted to point out to the Premier, if that
member proceeds with his retirement plans as
announced, the rolls may close as early as 8 May.
I accept the Premier's assurance that he will not
ensure a hasty by-election takes place and I
assume from that assurance that the rolls will not
close on 8 May or within a week or two of that
date.

However, we did not have that assurance until
today's debate and, therefore, if the debate served
no other purpose, it served the purpose of gaining
from the Premier the assurance that adequate
time will be allowed for people to enrol.

The debate served a number of useful
functions, the first of which was to indicate the
contradiction between the comments made by the
Premier and those of the member for Pilbara. The
Premier said he did not see any discrepancy of
note between the electoral roll of North Province
and the electoral roll for the subdivisions of the
Federal seat of Kalgoorlie which comprise North
Province. The member for Pilbara said the
opposite. He indicated there was a significant
discrepancy and, of course, there is. The member
for Pilbara went on to tell us why that
discrepancy exists.

Such a contradiction should not be permitted to
persist. Either the Premier is right or the member
for Pilbara is right; they cannot both be right
when they are making contradictory statements.

The other aspect of note in the contribution of
the member for Pilbara was the very serious
criticism he levelled at the State Electoral
Department. He said that, by comparison with
the Commonwealth department, the State
department appeared to be ineffective.

Mr Sodernan: I said, "May be". I did not know.
Get it dead right! Check Hansard.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Regardless of the words
used by the member for Pilbara, he certainly
challenged seriously the effectiveness of the State
Electoral Department, especially in North
Province. I suggest to members that is a matter to
which the Premier should turn his attention
immediately, because it is certainly not seemly for
him to permit members of his
party-Government members-to criticise the
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State Electoral Department for a discrepancy in
enrolment figures in North Province.

Mr Sodeman: 1 was not criticising them at all. I
said, "it may be a reason." You are aware of that.
They well may claim they are as active and,
therefore, there is no criticism.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have now narrowed
it down to the point where the member says he
indicated that "may be a reason". If officers of
the department say it is not the reason, they are
right.

All I am saying is, the member raised serious
doubts about the effectiveness of the State
Electoral Department and that is a matter to
which the Premier should turn his immediate
attention..

The discrepancy which the Premier says does
not exist and which the member for Pilbara says
does, certainly does exist. It is a discrepancy
between the North Province and the Kalgoorlie
subdivisional figures of the Commonwealth
Electoral Office. As the Opposition has pointed
out, it is also a discrepancy between North
Province enrolments and the census statistics that
were taken at the time we gained the figures of
enrolments in North Province which appear in the
motion on the notice paper.

Therefore, the discrepancies exist and I suggest
to members the discrepancies are much greater
when compared with the number of people
entitled to vote, because no-one maintains
everyone entitled to vote is enrolled on the
Commonwealth roll. If 10 per cent of the people
entitled to vote are not on the Commonwealth
roll, members should compare the discrepancy
which results should they be counted into the
Commonwealth figures for the purposes of
comparison with State enrolmnents.

It is clear that we are not talking about a
prefect situation when we refer to Commonwealth
and State enrolments. We are talking about a
defective situation-and this has been
admitted-because not everybody who should be
on the roll to vote in Commonwealth elections is,
in fact, on it.

The member for Fremantle made the point very
succinctly when he indicated that, if the member
for Pilbara. thinks there is a discrepancy and the
Premier does not, the way to overcome the
difference of opinion is for the Chief Electoral
Officer to take a census as provided for in the
Act. If the member for Pilbara thinks the Labor
Party and its supporters cannot be trusted to enrol
people, and if it is thought the Liberal Party and
its supporters cannot be trusted to do so either,
the solution to the problem is to allow the

Electoral Department to fulfil the provisions of
the Act which refer to a census. That would solve
all the problems which have been raised.

Mr Sodeman: Do you condone a leader of the
Labor Party laundering the roll in North
Province? You are criticising the Liberal Party
here.

Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister for

Industrial Development and Commerce is the
least courageous of people in this place. He keeps
making funny, little interjections hoping they will
not be heard by speakers; on this side of the
House, but that they will be recorded byHansard.
He is a nasty little fellow-

Mr MacKinnon: You are short on originality.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -to whom might

appropriately be applied the Premier's previous
interjection to the effect that he speaks from his
seat and not from his feet.

Mr MacKinnon: You speak from your seat
when you are on your feet.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Nevertheless, I do not
intend to daily with the Minister, because he is a
nasty, little creature.

Mr Sodeman: Are you going to answer my
question?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not agree with or
condone the unfair removal of people from the
electoral roll and, if that means objecting on
specious bases to the enrolment of people, then I
do not condone it.

I do agree that if people who are known not to
be legally entitled to vote are enrolled in a
particular electoral province or district, it is a
legitimate matter to object to their enrolment. I
do not know how the member for Pilbara defines
'laundiring. the rolls", but I have squarely told
him my position.

Mr Sodeman: I appreciate your position, but
the Liberal Party in the Pilbara has not laundered
the roll in any way, whereas the ALP has.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have tried to say as
fairly as I can why a census is an equitable and
reasonable proposition, but it is clear 'the
Government will not accept the Opposition's
motion.

Therefore, I ask the Premier whether he is
prepared to accept a very reasonable proposition.
If we are not to have a census and if we are to
have some doubts about a discrepancy of the rolls
for State and Commonwealth districts, will the
Premier undertake at least to try to eliminate any
discrepancy that occurs-not to have a census if
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that is his way, but to attempt, as far as possible
and as far as practicable, to eliminate the
discrepancy?

Mr O'Connor: In what way?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am suggesting I will
write to the Chief Electoral Officer in the
following terms-

Dear Sir,
North Province Enrolment

You will no doubt be aware of the dispute
about the discrepancy between the State and
Commonwealth electoral rolls for North
Province. It would seem legitimate to me that
your department could easily rectify this
position simply by writing to all those people
who are enrolled to vote in Commonwealth
elections hut whose names do not appear on
the State's electoral roll.
I am informed that with modern technology
this proposition would not be very difficult to
implement.
I look forward to your advice in due course.

If we are not to have a census, I am simply asking
that this should be done, and I am told that it is
easy to obtain the names which appear on one
roll, but not on the other, so that we can write to
those people.

Mr O'Connor: I will discuss this matter with
the Minister, who is in the Eastern States at the
moment, as you know. I believe there is a
responsibility on the people themselves to take
some action.

Mr BRIAN BURKE; If they do not enrol they
are breaking the law. It is not a monstrous
proposition to suggest that we drop a note to these
people and say that their names are on the
Commonwealth roll, but are not on the State roll.
We can inform them that they could be Fined and
we could inquire whether they want to participate
in the democratic proces. That would not take a
lot of money to do. It is not a monstrous
proposition that would put the Electoral
Department out. It is simply a request that the
Chief Electoral Officer drop a line to these people
who are not enrolled on the State roll to ask why
this should be so when they are enrolled on the
Commonwealth roll.

Mr O'Connor:. I have an idea that the Electoral
Department has been watching the two rolls and
contacting a number of people. I know there is
still a discrepancy and I Will refer the matter to
the Minister.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As long as I have the
assurance of the Premier that he will discuss the

matter and that he does not take objection to my
proposition, I will be satisfied to that extent

I urge members to support the motion and I say
to them that, whoever wins North Province, it
would be far more satisfying for the victor to
know the result of the election was the result of a
fair and democratic election at which all people
entitled to vote had the opportunity to do so.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes I
Mr Barnett Mr
Mr Bertram Mr
Mr Bridge Mr
Mr Bryce Mr
Mr Brian Burke Mr
Mr Terry Burke Mr
Mr Carr Mr
Mr Davies Mr
Mr Evans

Noes
MT Blaikie Mr
Mr Clarko Mr
Mr Court Mr
Mrs Craig Mr
Mr Crane Mr
Dr Dadour Mr
Mr Grayden Mr
Mr Hevfeld Mt
Mr Laurance Mr
Mr McPharlin Mt
Mr Mensaros Mr
Mr O'Connor

Pair
Ayes

MTrA. D.Taylor Mr
MTrJamieson Mr
Mr Harman Mr
Mr Melver Mr
Mr Bateman Mr
M rT. H. Jones Mr
Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

7
Grill
Gordon Hill
Hodge
Parker
Pearce
Tonkin
Wilson
1. F. Taylor

23
Old
Shalders
Sibson
Sodeman
Spriggs
Treihowan
Tubby
*Watt
*Williams
*Young
*Nanovich

Noes
Grewar
Coyne
*Rushton
*P. V. Jones
*MacKinnon
Hassell

(Teller)

(Teller)

HEALTH AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [ 12.02 p.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill proposes amendments to 15 sections of
the Act. These cover I I functions, and will
overcome anomalies and inadequacies that have
emerged with the change in community living
patterns since the provisions concerned were first
made law.

The first amendment is required to give full-
timne appointment for a deputy of the
Commissioner of Public Health. The provision
now allows for such a person to be appointed only
for specified periods of time. The commissioner's
absences sometimes occur without sufficient time
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being available to obtain the Governor's approval
to appoint a deputy. This provision should be
amended so the department can continue to
function legally during the commissioner's
approved absences.

Minor amendments are proposed to correct two
omissions which occurred when metric terms were
introduced into the Act.

A legal opinion has been received from Crown
Law Department advising that the present
description of "eating houses" cannot be
interpreted to include "take away food premises".
This type of business has assumed an important
role in our way of life in recent years. and it is
essential these premises be subject to the
provisions of the Health Act. An amendment is
proposed to rectify this.

Another amendment is proposed to grant the
pesticides advisory committee power to co-opt
trade representatives from time to time, as the
committee so requires, to advise on particular
trade practices. This is necessary because of
advances in manufacturing processes. It is felt
desirable that those representatives be given the
power to vote on those particul ar matters for
which they may be co-opted. The amendment
includes this provision.

Some doubt has been expressed by Crown Lw
as to whether the Act allows application fee to be
charged, by regulation, when applications are
being made for pesticide or poison registration.
Costs are incurred in the investigation and
analysis of a poison or pesticide before it is
registered. Therefore, the requirement of an
application fee is considered reasonable, but
requires an amendment to clearly allow it to be
requested.

Provisions concerning grounds for the dismissal
of a charge relating to an offence against pesticide
regulations were included in the Act when the
ingredients of a pesticide were not always made
known by a manufacturer- providing a user
could prove that he did not know, and could not
ascertain, the composition of the pesticide.
However, with modern labelling requirements, all
ingredients and strengths are clearly shown on
pesticide containers.

Those to whom these provisions apply now have
no excuse for not knowing the composition of the
pesticides and the danger in their usage. These
amendments propose to rescind this provision.

Another amendment proposes to give medical
officers and school health nurses authority to
examine and survey the medical conditions and
diets of pre-school children being cared for daily
at child care centres. These centres are registered

with the Department for Community Welfare.
That department has been using this service and
has requested it to be continued.

However, it was found that there is no provision
in the Health Act for the medical surveillance of
this class of children. It is proposed to amend
words in one provision which imply that school
dental therapists can be females only.

This provision which has been rectified in the
Dental Act, is causing discrimination against
males. Recently applications were received from
males to train as dental therapists, but they could
not be considered under the present provisions of
this Act.

The World Health Organisation has
recommended that provisions indicating
discrimination between the sexes be removed from
legislation, and this amendment supports the
concept.

A change of the name of an institution
empowered to nominate a member to each of
three committees constituted to investigate three
different types of mortality requires three minor
amendments to reflect this change in the Act.

The final amendment with respect to the
renumbering of a subsection is very minor, but is
required to rectify a small drafting anomaly
which occurred in a previous amendment.

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

CORONERS AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)

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

This Bill seeks to amend the Coroners Act to
authorise a coroner to report incidences of
possible professional or other misconduct to an
appropriate. body, where he considers that to be
desirable.

At present there is nothing in the Coroners Act,
or relevant law, to suggest that a coroner is
entitled to express an opinion as to matters
outside the scope of an inquest that may have
come under notice in the course of the inquest. It
is therefore difficult for the coroner to bring the
matter to the attention of the authority or body
having the responsibility of supervising the
particular profession or trade.

Attention has been drawn to the situation
which occurs where a coroner, who may be
entirely satisfied as to the cause of a person's
death, becomes aware of facts touching on the
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conduct of some other person in relation to that
other person's trade or profession.

Whilst there may have been no apparent
criminal negligence on the part of the person
involved, there could be occasions where the
unsatisfactory features of a case should be
referred to a statutory body responsible for
control of the profession or trade involved.

Section 43 of the Coroners Act provides that a
coroner shall not express any opinion on any
matter outside the scope of the inquest, except in
a "rider". The rider does not form part of the
decision or findings and it is considered not to be
an appropriate way to overcome the situation to
which I have referred.

A further difficulty may arise where a coroner
decides, as he may do, that an inquest is not
required, but there is some question relating to
the conduct of a person which ought to be
bro ught to the notice of' a statutory body
supervising or licensing a particular profession or
trade. It could be that while the questionable
conduct was not related directly to a person's
death, there were factors which warrant further
examination by the body responsible for that
particular profession such as the Medical Board
or the Pharmaceutical Council of Western
Australia. It would then be up to the professional
or other authority to investigate the matter in
accordance with its precepts and practices.

The power to refer the conduct of a person to a
professional or other appropriate body is intended
to be discretionary, having regard to the evidence
given or any other information received by the
Coroner in the course of his duties.

The Bill defines the body responsible for a
profession or trade as one empowered by Statute
to register, license, or approve a person to carry
on a trade or profession, and one which has the
power to impose punitive measures.

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

COMPANIES (CO-OPERATIVE)
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

*MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
112.10 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The main purpose of this Bill is to increase the
fees payable under the Companies (Co-operative)
Act 1943-1979.

The principal Act came into being upon the
enactment of the Companies Act 1961 which

repealed the Companies Act 1943, as amended,
with the exception of those provisions contained in
the repealed Act relating to co-operative
companies. Those remaining provisions were
renamed the Companies (Co-operative) Act.

The Bill increases the general level or fees
chargeable with respect to co-operative companies
and, in addition, eliminates all items contained in
the existing schedule relating to fees which now
have no application. The Bill also transfers to the
new schedule references to fees which appear in
the body of the Act. The result is a consolidated
and comprehensive table of all fees chargeable in
relation to co-operative companies under the Act.

To provide ease of future review the Bill
amends the principal Act so as to permit fees to
be increased by regulation. In this respect the Act
w ill now conform with other legislation dealing
with corporate Matters where fees may be
amended in this way.

When considering the new level of fees it
should be noted that this review is the first
undertaken since 1947. In raising the fees to the
level proposed, the Bill brings them into line with
the current level of fees charged for analogous
items under the Companies Act 1961-1980.

At present approximately 100 companies are
registered under the Act. Although consolidated
revenue will not be very greatly affected by the
increases, the review is nevertheless overdue and
necessary to maintain consistency with the fees
charged under the various other Acts relating to
corporate bodies.

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

PUBLIC TRUSTEE AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier)
[12.13 pm.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
In 1969 the Public Trustee purchased the lands
described in the sixth schedule to this Bill for the
purpose of providing office accommodation for
the Public Trustee's operation. This action is
authorised by section 40(2a) of the Public Trustee
Act, whkdh permits the Public Trustee, with the
prior approval of the Minister, to use a portion of
the moneys standing to the credit of the common
fund to acquire land and erect a building to
provide office accommodation.

Although the Public Trustee may lease portions
of the building, he has no power to lease any
vacant land which may have been acquired under
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this section. Part of the land described in the sixth
schedule to the Bill is vacant and is located on the
corner of Hay and Pier Streets. This is referred to
in the Bill as the "unused portion" and has been
held as open space to con form to the plot ratio for
the Public Trust building.

Pennant Holdings Pty. Ltd. and the Anglican
Church have agreed to the erection of a building
by Pennant Holdings Pty. Ltd. on the land owned
by the- Anglican Church in Pier Street adjacent to
this corner lot.

The Public Trustee has recommended and the
Government has agreed-subject to Parliament
passing the necessary amendment to the Public
Trustee Act-to a proposition that the corner lot
be leased to Pennant Holdings Ply. Ltd., on
terms and conditions to be approved by the
Minister.

Members are probably aware that the Anglican
Church owns the whole of the rest of the land in
the block, including Saint George's Cathedral,
Law Chambers, the Old Deanery, and the
Playhouse.

Mr Evans: Are they going to take all of what is
now public open space?

Mr O'CONNOR: Part of it will be left as
public open space, but part of it will be built on.

The proposed building development is intended
to be in three stages. The first stage would involve
a building on the land owned by the Public
Trustee and the Anglican Church and would
comprise a two-storeyed underground carpark
with an additional two storeys of building above
ground level.

Stage two of the development-on the Anglican
Church land only-is intended to comprise a 14-
storeyed office tower above the podium. Stage
three at some time in the future is intended to
extend the podium and an underground carpark
on The Playhouse site up to the Deanery. Hence,
the development of the corner lot owned by the
Public Trustee will be complete at the rnd of
stage one. There will then be two storeys below
and two above ground level on the Public
Trustee's corner lot.

The proposals by Pennant Holdings Pty.
Ltd. are generally in accordance with the
urban design recommendations for the cathedral
precinct which was jointly prepared by the Town
Planning Department and the planning
department of the Perth City Council. The Perth
City Council has given approval for the First and
second stages of the development and, although
the approval of the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority is not required, it does have the support
of that body.

So far as the terms and conditions of the lease
are concerned, these are presently being
negotiated with the developers by the Public
Trustee, the Valuer General, and the Treasury.
The proposed lease will need the approval of the
Minister before it comes into operation.

As the proposed development has received the
necessary approvals of all authorities involved, the
Government supports the Public Trustee's
recommendation that he be empowered to lease
the land on the basis I have outlined.

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

HEALTH AMENDMENT BILL

Message: Appropriations

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

GOVERNMENT RAILWAVS AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 21 April.

MR I. F. TAVLOR (Kalgoorlie) [ 12.17 p.m.j:
It is a great pity to have to speak on this debate
without having the benefit of seeing the Minister
sitting over there.

Mr Pearce: It is ridiculous.
Mr O'Connor: I am taking notes and will be

conferring with the Minister on the issue.
Mr Brian Burke: That is a bit tongue in cheek

because when he is here he does not do anything.
Nir 1. F. TAYLOR: This Governent is in the

process of selling out Westrail, Government
enterprises, and Government jobs, Westrail has
operated to the benefit of country people in this
State. Railways always have played an extremely
important role in the development of this State; in
fact, one could say the railways have opened up
this State. In keeping with its role, this
Government is in the process of closing down the
country areas of this State through the closure of
Westrail.

Since 1955, 22 railway lines have been closed in
Western Australia. Now the Government is in the
process of selling off the very basis of Westrail,
the haulage of freight. It has therefore gone even
a bit further than closing down the railway lines.
The Minister responsible for the legislation
apparently does not feel it is very important to be
here when this important legislation is being
debated.

Mr O'Connor: That's not'true.
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Mr Evans: It must be the bus strike. The
Minister for Transport-

Mr Pearce: Perhaps he closed the Armadale
line!

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The entire proposition
relates to the future of Westrail and the freight
transport cask in the south-west area of this State.
It concerns country people greatly and relates to
the Government's intentions to form this joint
venture company.

I remind the Government that when the
SWATS report was undertaken a series of what
were called public encounter meetings took place
between PA Consulting Services and people
throughout the south-west areas of the State. PA
Consulting Services stated in the SWATS report
that people regard a regular service for these
commodities-when I say "commodities", I mean
the commodities that will be carried in this joint
venture-as a basic right.

it said that people living in the country were
generally disinterested in the cost to the
community of transport operations, and what they
are interested in is the cost to themselves. They
feel that under the policies that this Government
is now implementing these costs will increase. PA
Consulting Services also said that the people were
quick to point out their basic mistrust of the
concept of cost to the community as a basic
criterion for SWATS since it would almost
certainly adversely affect country people.

There can be no doubt whatsoever that the
proposition we are now debating will affect
country people adversely. This Government and
Governments before it, in terms of a promotion of
the economic development of Western Australia,
always have given assurances that the
Government will make available the very basic
transport services that those developments
require. The "basic transport serices", apart
from road, of course, entailed an assurance that
rail would be made available to assist in the
development of various projects and the towns
that have been opened up in this State over recent
decades. The road network and the Westrail road
network have played a very important part in the
development of Western Australia, but it seems
that this Government is hell-bent on making sure
that Westrail's role in opening up Western
Australia will decrease very rapidly.

I believe the Minister is presiding over the
death of Westrail. The Minister is similar to Nero
in Rome, playing the fiddle while Rome burnt. He
has no concern whatsoever for the department
which is his basic responsibility. All he does is
produce glossy reports such as the latest Westrail

annual report containing many pretty
photographs and not much more. He produces
ridiculous little documents like this which he calls
"Delivering the Goods". The Minister for
Transport has never delivered the goods in his life,
let alone on this occasion.

Mr Evans: It's a pity you can't tell him that.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is a great pity I cannot

tell him that. I do hope that he reads it in
Hansard, but I am sure he will not get around ti
that, either.

Mr Evans: He wouldn't bother.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR:, While the Minister has

proceeded with the closure of Westrail in terms of
the services it produces at the community level,
what has happened in Westrail itself is that it has
established what is called a management services
bureau. Based on information I received in answer
to a question yesterday, the expenditure of the
management services bureau has grown from
1200 000 in 1973-74 to S 1.913 million in 1980-8]1.

I gather that is not the end of the story. In the
last couple of days 20 people working in the
management services bureau have been given
significant increases in their salaries. The cost
involved in providing that management service
bureau will increase once again. Since 1973-74 we
have seen nearly a tenfold increase in the cost of
the management services bureau to Westrail.

What does that management services bureau
achieve? It seems to me that its prime task is, in
fact, to close Westrail down bit by bit and sell it
off to the Government's private enterprise friends;
in fact, to almost give it away to the
Government's private enterprise friends. That has
been achieved and the service to the country has
been reduced. It has grown in no relationship
whatsoever to the task it has set itself.

I wish to refer to the subsidies involved in terms
of the. country areas versus the city. We are
always hearing from this Government that it
subsidises country living as far as the railway
networks and a wide range of other services are
concerned. It is high time the Government looked
at that matter from another viewpoint; that is,
where in fact the subsidies are going from the
country to the city.

I refer especially to the building of freeways,
bridges, and large public buildings in the
metropolitan area, all of which cost a substantial
amount of money, and all of which are paid for by
the taxpayer. If a study were undertaken, as was
suggested by the member for Albany, to ascertain
the cost of additional people living in the city,
compared with those people living in the country
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areas, it would be round that it costs far more to
provide Government services for the city people.

The matter of subsidies was raised in the
SWATS report by members of the PA Consulting
Services and those involved in the interactive
meetings between the public and the PA
Consulting Services.

The PA Consulting Services said-
At meetings conducted through the

interactive processes, country people
throughout the study area frequently drew
attention to' the large Government
contribution to the cost of urban commuter
transport and alleged that country people
were entitled to but did not receive equal
assistance.

I believe there is little doubt about that fact. I am
surprised that country members on the other side
of the House have not taken up the cudgel on
behalf of their electors and fought this Bill all the
way.

I refer now to the joint venture. The Minister
told us in his second reading speech that the joint
venture will have 780 fewer staff than Westrail
requires in its present operation. The joint venture
will require 400 staff with 250 from Westrail and
150 provided by Wayne Nickless Ltd.

We have been assured that no-one will lose his
job, but, through natural wastage, jobs will
disappear. However, some people will not be able
to work for the joint venturer and will be
relocated with Westrail.

In terms of economics, what will this mean to
Westrail operations? Westrail will have an
additional 600 or so employees, even though it no
longer has the joint venture traffic. Surely that in
itself miust mean that Westrail will lose efficiency.
I do not suggest for one minute that Westrail
should sack those 600 employees, but it has been
placed in a ridiculous position as a result of the
Government's establishing this joint venture.

No real saving will accrue to Westrail in the
First few years of the operations of the joint
venture. It is not possible for any real savings to
accrue to Westrail because it will be obliged to
hang on to at least 600 additional staff, and at the
same time its freight responsibilities have been
reduced to the extent that the joint venturer will
take over that freight responsibility. What will
600 or so workers do for Westrail?

In reply to a question asked of the Minister on
24 November last year he said the employees
would be given "meaningful maintenance tasks".
I gather that really means cleaning gutters,
pulling weeds, sweeping floors, and gang work.

The people I am speaking about have held
responsible jobs with Westrail and many of them
have done so For many years. Quite a number are
older people who will find it difficult to carry out
those tasks. Of course, a few will be given
responsible jobs, but the majority will be required
to do "meaningful maintenance tasks". Most of
these workers will be forced out or forced on. We
will have a compulsory natural wastage.

With the joint venture there will be a reduced
promotional opportunity in Westrail. If there are
no people to supervise there will be no supervisors
and I am quite sure this will have a disturbing
effect- on the morale of Westrail employees.

Another question arises and that is the matter
of light duties. I understand a number of people
are employed in the small freight section at the
moment because of disabilities and they are
required to do light duties.

Often people are in this position as a result of
their work within Westrail. Accidents occur with
shunting-, and with the railways an injury is not
just a crushed foot or hand-, an accident usually
results in the loss of an arm or leg. West rail has
always accepted its responsibility for such
employees and they have been retained in the
work force.

I know of one person in Kalgoorlie who lost a
leg in a shunting accident and will be required to
undertake other work within Westrail when the
joint venture operation takes place. He is a young
man with three young children and lives in a
railway house. I ask what will happen to him if he
finds he cannot take on "meaningful maintenance
tasks". He is not alone in that problem.

Another question arises from that and it is a
pity the Minister is not here to answer it. It
relates to the matter of t2 months' secondment of
the Westrail employees to the joint venture. Is
there any guarantee that after that 12 months'
second ment if the employee is unhappy or the
joint venture is not happy with his services, he will
be able to return to Westrail without fear or
favour of the fact that he agreed to take on that
secondment?

Mr O'Connor: You will be answered.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: In 1980 the Minister for

Transport told this House-
...that people living in country areas

make a big contribution to Westrail and they
are entitled to receive accurate information.

It was good to note that in 1980 the Minister
realised the people in country areas make a big
contribution to Westrail, but it is a pity he could
not carry through to l982 his assertion that they
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are entitled to receive correct information. They
have not received correct information about the
joint venture. In fact, the information they have
received has been quite misleading and far from
the truth of the matter.

One instance sticks in my mind; I refer to
something which occurred in Kalgoorlie. Very
soon after I was elected to Parliament a close
friend of mind told me that his nephew wanted to
buy a local carrier business. However, the nephew
had heard a rumnour that Mayne Nickless Ltd.
was to become involved in the carrier business and
he considered that he could be buying into what
can be described as a real furphy. I contacted a
very senior officer from Westrail-he was at the
highest level-about this matter and he assured,
me there was no truth in the rumour and that
Westrail would continue with its current
responsibility in terms of less than carriage load
freight. I was assured the person had no need to
worry and that he could go ahead with his plans
on the basis that Mayne Nickless Ltd. would have
no involvement in Westrail.

The Minister himself gave those assurances and
continued to make those bland statements. It was
not until the end of last year that the truth came
out and we found, in fact, that Mayne Nickless
Ltd. and Westrail had entered into a little deal to
sort out this freight matter.

Another problem that has occurred in
Kalgoorlie, as the Minister has already advised, is
that as a result of the operations of this joint
venture the parcels office-which is situated
almost in the centre of Kalgoorlie-is to be
closed. Last week I addressed a meeting of the
Kalgoorlie Chamber of Commerce Inc. and
informed them of this problem and the members
present were shocked, to say the least. After the
meeting a number of the members of the chamber
approached me and impressed upon me the
importance of the parcels office to their
operations; they considered that the office should
be kept open. However, there is no doubt that the
office will be closed and therefore the community
of Kalgoorlie-paticularly the business
community-will suffer a great loss.

The next point to which I refer in relation to
the proposed joint venture is that of costs. The
Government has suggested there will be no
problem with costs and that costs may, in fact,
fall. That is absolute nonsense. Only yesterday the
member for Warren suggested that apples which
currently are carted for $2 a carton will cost $23
a carton to be carried under the joint venture. The
Minister, in answer to a question from the
Shadow Minister for Transport, said-

. .. as a result of competition will benefit the
community at large. It is not possible to
identify in advance the benefits which might
be realised in specific country areas.

Of course it is not possible to do this because
there will be no benefits to country areas. The
community at large might benefit, and the
community that would benefit the most are those
people who live in the metropolitan area. Westrail
has a responsibility to service people in country
areas and those are the people who will miss out
in terms of the cost increases associated with the
proposed joint venture.

Mr Pearce: Some of the metropolitan people
will also suffer because they intend to close the
parcels office at the Armadale Station.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: We need refer only to the
Government's decision in relation to the
deregulation of refrigerated transport. At that
time the Government assured us there would be
no increases in costs, but that the decision would
be of benefit to country people. What happened?
I give only one example. In Norseman and
Salmon Gums the cost of providing refrigerated
transport rose by 190 per cent overnight and since
then the costs have continued to rise.

The joint venture proposal was first mooted in
the SWATS report. The report contains the
following statement-

The Westfreight concept may be set up as
a self-contained identity within Westrail or
with one of varying degrees of autonomy up
to a completely separate body of company
status. The detail of organisational planning
is outside the scope of SWATS, and indeed
the initial form of the organisation need not
be the ultimate form.

That report was followed up by recommendations
of the co-directors of SWATS. The co-directors
had no doubt which form the joint venture should
take. They made the following comment-

The Commissioner of the Railways be
charged with establishing a new organisation
to serve as a distinct and separate vehicle for
the commercialisation of Westrail. The co-
Directors suggest it could be called
"Westfreight". Westfreight would be
controlled by Westrail and would compete
with road operators for any commodity group
opened to competition.

The co-directors were both very experienced men
in the transport field. One is the current Director
of Transport (Mr Dyson) and the other is the
former Commissioner for Westrail (Mr Pascoe).
It was their considered opinion that Westrail
should have control of the proposed Westfreight
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operation. However, what has been proposed? We
see a proposal to be operated on a 50/50 basis
with the chairman of the operation alternating
between representatives from Mayne Nickless
Ltd. and Westrail. Westrail wRil have no control. I
am quite certain that in the next few years, if this
Government remains in office, Westrail will be
out of the venture and Mayne Nickless Ltd. will
take over.

We might well ask the reason the Government
rejected the recommendation of the co-directors,
on this particular matter. I have no doubt, as the
Shadow Minister for ,Transport mentioned
yesterday, that the reason for the rejection was
that this Government was in the pocket of the
road traiisport people. It has made this decision
because the road transport company has made it
well known to this Government that "If you look
after us, we will look after you".

An alternative to the joint venture has already
been suggested; namely, the Westfreight
concept. That concept, as I have already
mentioned, was proposed by the SWATS
committee. It is not a concept that has been
pushed by the Opposition or by the unions. It was
a concept that originally arose in the minds of
independent people-people who knew the way
Westrail should operate.

There are many advantages in making sure that
Westfreight rather than this joint venture
should get off the ground. I hope, when we are in
Government next year. that we do our best to
destroy this joint venture and establish
Westfreight as a viable proposition which would
be within Westrail and controlled by the
Government. The first advantage is that Westrail
has handled this small freight task for many
years. It knows best how to run this sort of
operation efficiently and the people who are
capable of doing so already are employed within
Westrail. There is no need whatsoever to sell out
this operation to Mayne Nickless Ltd.

The second advantage is that Westrail has
access to finance. The Minister suggested that one
of the advantages of a joint venture was the access
to inance other than the finance Westrail
currently receive. If Westfreight were
established, with proper management, finance
could be readily available. It could have access to
commercial sources of finance currently not
available to Westrail.

In fact, the British and French railways have a
policy whereby they set up subsidiaries to handle
transport tasks within the overall Government
railway framework. One of the reasons these have

been es itablished is that they find they have ready
access to commercial finance.

The third reason for establishing the
Westfreight concept is staff development. The
situation now is that Westrail is being run down.
Staff development within Westrail is almost non-
existent except at the higher levels where those
people concerned make sure they look after their
jobs. Starr development is non-existent amongst
the lower classified persons concerned with the
operations of small freight. If the Westfreight
concept were implemented staff development
could take place in a very fruitful atmosphere.

Sitt ing suspended from 12.45 to 2.15 p.m.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I will return to the
-advantages of the Westfreight concept as against
the joint venture concept. The Westfreight
venture would be retained wholly within Westrail
rather than outside Westrail as is the case with
the proposal of the joint venture.

The fourth advantage is market co-ordination.
By that I mean, Westrail itself would be in a
position to concentrate on the "less than wagon
load" traffic, and gear itself to that market. At
the moment Westrail has a wide variety of freight
transportation tasks, the main one being bulk
freight. I consider that if Westfreight was set up
as a subsidiary of Westrail, Westfreight could
concentrate on the particular needs of the small
freight market. By concentrating on those
particular needs, Westfreight would be a much
more economic venture than the present joint
venture and, also, the Westfreight venture would
do much more in terms of meeting the public
requirements and providing services to -country
communities than the concept of the joint venture.

Another advantage of Westfreight would be
that Westrail itself would be able to provide a
much better operational back-up because the
relationship between Westfreight and Westrail
would be a much closer and more tightly knit
relationship than that which would exist between
the joint venture and Westrail. The operational
backup is vital in terms of the efficiency of this
so-called joint venture. The operational backup is
very important from the point of view of liaising
train schedules and the point of view of ensuring
that arrangements are made by the joint venture
to provide the services needed.

The last advantage, but certainty niot the least
advantage, is that Westfreight would receive
much greater support from Westrail than would
this joint venture proposal. Many of the people in
Westrail itself must he disillusioned considerably
with the proposal, and from that point of view
alone, there would not be the support forthcoming
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from Westrail to the joint venture in comparison
with the support which would be forthcoming to
the Westfreight concept from Westrail employees.

Westrail could provide support in the form of
design engineering, equipment maintenance, and
computer facilities. Westrail is well equipped to
supply these facilities, and it is designed to do so.
Westraill can operate on a large scale, and the
benefits of that large-scale operation within
Westrail could be passed on to the Westfreight.
venture.

I now turn to the Bill itself, as I was warned by
the shadow Minister for Transport, that is what
we should be really looking at. The second
reading speech of the Minister is more important
from the point of view of what it does not say and
what it does not explain than for what it contains.

Mr Tonkin: That is par for the course.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: That is indeed par for the

course with this Government. We are greatly
concerned about two important parts of the Bill.
The first one relates to clause 2 where it is stated
that the commissioner may, with the approval of
the Minister, dispose of any railway property. I
understand the present situation is Westrail
cannot dispose of its own property without putting
the property out to tender. Under the provisions
of this Bill, no tendering will be involved. In fact,
the Minister can go ahead and dispose of any of
the assets of Westrail, and those assets could
include even the Midland Workshop. If the
Minister chooses to give away the property of
Westrail to his. private enterprise friends, he will
be able to do so. He is proposing almost to give
away the property of Westrail in this joint
venture.

Mr Tonkin: Like the Government did at
Wundowie.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Exactly. The other aspect
of the matter is the following provision-

The Commission may guarantee to any
person the repayment of any moneys
advanced by that person to any person or
body corporate.

I am not quite sure what that means, but it seems
that it relates to the fact that there will be no risk
capital from Mayne Nickless Ltd. Supposedly
Mayne Nickless will go into this venture as a
private enterprise venture, but how can it be a
private enterprise venture when no risk capital is
involved?

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is all very well for

Mayne Nickless to say that it is taking a risk
entering into this joint venfture, that it is a private

enterprise operation, and that this will be almost a
private enterprise operation; it is far from being a
private enterprise operation when there is no risk
of funds whatever. From my reading of the Bill, it
appears that is exactly the case in this situation.

I believe the whole proposal boils down to a
matter of economics versus social costs. In this
vase the Government has put economics far above
the social costs involved. From the economic point
of view it may seem very sound to say, "We
should enter into a private enterprise concept",
but from the point of view of people in country
areas particularly, it is far from sound. I believe
Firmly that the social costs will be far greater than
the economic savings that will come to the
Government from this joint venture.

In conclusion I would like to say that I consider
it absolutely disgusting that the Minister for
Transport, the Minister responsible for this
legislation, has not seen fit to set foot in the
House today to listen to the debate.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: It is indicative of the way

this Government is going that the Minister is not
here. Under no circumstances would the previous
Premier have allowed that to happen.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: We see this Government

falling apart. The present Premier cannot even
ensure that the Minister responsible for this
legislation-a most important piece of transport
legisla tion-bot hers to come along today to listen
to the debate and to take part in it.

Mr Laurance: Just a moment-you changed
the order of the notice paper.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: We should agree to
adjourn the debate because there is little point in
our carrying on with it if the Minister cannot
bother to be here. What can be more important
than his taking part in this debate?

Several members interjected.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The Leader of the

Opposition is not responsible for the legislation
before the House.

Mr Young: He does not care.
Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: The Minister for Transport

is responsible for this legislation.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr Tonkin: Don't you know who your Minister

is?
Mr Pearce: I am not surprised he doesn't have

any idea.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I called the House to
order and immediately on my sitting down, there
were interjections from both sides of the House.
That disappoints me. I hope I am not
disappointed this time. The member for
Kalgoorlie.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
When I First commenced to speak, the Premier
indicated that he would be here to take notes to
pass on to the Minister for Transport. The
Premier has just now walked into the
House-eight minutes late. That shows how
important he considers this matter to be.

Mr Young: You have not said anything.
Mr O'Connor: I have been in the House.

Mr 1. F. TAYLOR: I hope that someone gets
up to move to adjourn the debate because it is a
waste of time our continuing the discussion if the
responsible Minister cannot bother to turn up.

Mr O'Connor: What a small man you are.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mt.

Marshall.
Mr O'Connor: Even his leader is not with him.

Where is your leader?
Mr Tonkin: He is not in charge of the Bill, and

you know it.
Mr Old: He did not want to listen to that

garbage.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mt.

Marshall.
MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [2.26 p.m.J:

One has heard a considerable amount of
criticism-

Mr Bryce: Where is your leader, mate?
Mr Pearce: Who is your leader? That is the

question.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McPHARLIN: -and members opposite

have made the claim that members on this side of
the House have shown no concern about what is
proposed in the legislation. That is quite untrue.
because a number of members on this side who
have been involved with Government railways for
many years as they have paid freights-

Mr Barnett: The only party you have been in in
the last week is a birthday party.

Mr McPHARLIN: -on the produce from
their farms are concerned about the proposed
changes. On reading through the second reading
speech notes-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: They are the last things you
want to read if you want the truth.

Mr McPHARLIN: --of the Minister, one finds
that he made the point in the first paragraph that
this legislation was aimed at providing freedom of
choice-something that has been talked about for
a considerable time-

Mr Bertram: And rarely acted upon.
Mr McPHARLIN: -and which has been

examined in great detail to find the best method.
The legislation before us is the result of some
pretty comprehensive studies; and it has been
recommended by the Commissioner for Railways.

In his second reading speech, the Minister said
that the legal and administrative details are not
finalised, so there is Some prejudging of the
administration of the project, because it has not
yet been worked out.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Never give them the benefit of
the doubt. You should have learned that by now.

Mr McPHARLIN: One should give something
a trial before condemning it.

Last night the member for Avon made a
comment about a provision under which farmers
will be allowed to cart their own wool, mohair,
and chaff in their own vehicles, from the date of
commencement of the new project. He opposed
that provision. This is something that farmers
have wanted for a long time. I can remember that
a number of years ago, when the present Premier
was the Minister for Railways, we made proposals
that wool be carted by farmers in their own
vehicles. We came close to having that
allowed-the Premier will recall that-but it was
not allowed; and only now is that proposal being
placed in the legislation. Yet the member for
Avon, who represents a section of the farming
community, is opposed to that Provision.

A further comment was made that this
legislation is an effort to keep down Westrail's
deficit. For many years we have all been
concerned about the problems facing Westrail
with its deficit. The amount of the deficit has
been accruing; and many suggestions have been
made as to how this can be overcome. I refer to
action taken by previous Governments; and I refer
to the Labor Government when Mr Hawke, the
predecessor of the member for Avon, was the
Premier.

In 1946, according to Hansard, a section of the
railway in the Hopetoun area was closed; and in
1948, other railways were closed. I can recall the
proposal to close a section of railway in my
electorate. A tremendous protest was raised when
a section of the railway between Burakin and
Bonnie Rock totalling 70 miles was to be closed.
It had served that area and opened it for
development, wJiich has been the role of the
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railways for many years: and all applaud that
role. Of course, we do not expect railways, when
they open up new areas like that, to show a profit.

Mr Bryce: Here is the bush socialist!

Mr Herzfeld: Mr Tonkcin also legislated to close
down the Perth-Fremantle railway.

Mr McPHARLIN: The proposal to close the
railway I mentioned was rejected eventually; but
it was closed on a seasonal basis, and it still
operates on a seasonal basis.

If the Government of the day had its way-and
I hope the member for Rockingham is listening,
because he rarely is-that railway would have
been closed. The member should note the purpose
for which the railway was intended to be removed.
That was at the hands of a Labor Government.
The Burakin and Bonnie Rock railway is still
there and operating.

Of course, in other areas of the State,
unprofitable lines have been removed when they
have become uneconomic. The lesson we have
learned is that, irrespective of which Government
is in power, these problems have continued and
the deficits have accrued year after year. We need
an examination to determine what better system
is available. This is a problem not only in Western
Australia, but also in other parts of the world, as
well as in other parts of Australia.

Another proposal is the removal of the nine-
tonne limit on the load of his own produce which
a farmer is allowed to cart. It is proposed that a
primary producer will be able to cart to the legal
limit-that is, the axle loading limits of his
vehicle, or as the Police Department allows him to
load. This is another matter that the farming
community welcomes, because many arguments
have been raised about this provision. This will be
acceptable.

A further part of the second reading speech
indicates that when the project starts to operate,
it will be monitored closely. In the areas which do
not show the sorts of returns that will be hoped
for, franchised arrangement will be made. The
proposal is not for Westrail to back out
completely from those areas which it has served
so well, to enable people to develop the parts of
the State which are contributing to its economy.

Something had to be done. We needed to find
some method of implementing a scheme that
could provide an efficient service, hopefully not at
increased charges. Westrail has been faced with
deficits over the years; and from time to time it
has been forced to increase freight rates. Every
time freight rates have been increased, the people
using the railways have been up in arms about it.

Like many other places, that occurred in my
electorate a couple of years ago when the
Government announced a freight increase for
grain hauling. At meetings attended by hundreds
of farmers as well as the Minister and his
Westrail officers, a suggestion was made that a
scheme be formulated by which a contractual
arrangement could be entered into with Westrail
for the cartage of grain,'on similar lines to those
which applied for the transport of iron ore.

The Minister agreed the matter would be worth
looking at and after several of these meetings, a
committee was appointed. The PTA, P & G,
CBH, and the Wheat Board were involved in
discussions and, as a result, contractual
arrangements were entered into and they have
been in operation for the first time during the last
grain cartage season.

There is a provision that if the tonnages exceed
a certain limit there will be a percentage rebate
on freights and that system is in operation. There
will be a rebate this year, because the tonnage
was exceeded and if normal seasons eventuate,
that tonnage should be exceeded in the next few
years. A sincere attempt was made by Westrail,
the Government, and those involved to arrive at a
system under which Westrail would not lose
revenue, because it must have a certain income to
operate.

It was agreed the farming community-the
producers-would not be unduly penalised and a
more equitable system would be devised which
would provide the necessary co-operation. That is
operating at present and, hopefully, it will
continue to do so to the satisfaction of all
concerned.

Some comments have been made about
refrigerated cargo which was taken from Westrail
and given to private enterprise. When that
happened. I took several deputations from various
areas to the Minister. Prior to Westrail's
discontinuing the service, the big freezer
companies-the Peters Group of Companies and
Diamond [ce-were distributing frozen goods by
road trucks in competition with Westrail. It took
a great deal of trade away from Westrail and
rendered its transport service uneconomic.
Nobody denies that it costs more now, but the
point is the goods are delivered to the door. Those
who were using the frozen goods delivery service
before Westrail discontinued it must have been
satisfied with it, because they used it.

As a result of the change, prices increased and
this was not popular. However, after the
deputations I made to the Minister, the position
Settled down and, as far as I am aware, no

1005



1006 [ASSEMBDLY]

complaints have been received, at least not from
my area.

In his speech the member for Mundaring
referred to a booklet titled, ARRDQ Rail in the
80s, and I shall quote some of the interesting
remarks made in it. They read as follows-

The conclusions and recommendations do
not have the unanimous support of the
Directors. Indeed Directors conclude from
the report that a great deal of additional
research is necessary to unravel further the
complexities of definitions, accounting and
forecasting in the rail sector of transport.

All the people involved are aware that more
research is needed before a solution can be arrived
at. To continue-

Notwithstanding the above, the Directors
do firmly support the need for improved rail
productivity, the need for a balanced cost
recovery approach to land transport and for
increased Commonwealth Government
assistance in mainline railway upgrading.

In the introduction, the following comments
appear-

The details of implementation of the
policies, and the time scale for their
introduction, would vary from system to
system, and are appropriately matters for
individual governments and their rail
systems. Some governments and their rail
systems have already taken steps in the
directions proposed in this report.

That was done before finalisation of the report.
Under the heading "Rail Financial Prospects" the
following statement is made-

The combined total deficit of Australian
government rail systems in 1979/80 was
$772 million. This was nearly a five-fold
increase in real terms since 1968/69, when
the combined deficit of all systems was $169
million (in 1979/80).

This is a difficult problem in all States of
A ustralia. Under the heading "Australian
Railways in an International Context" a
comparison is made between the position here and
that in Canada. It reads, in part, as follows-

In Canada, examination of rail transport.
including a Royal Commission, led to new
legislation in 1967. The result has been an
emphasis on railways operating as businesses,
in a generally competitive environment, and
with subsidies where governments wish
uneconomic services to continue.

That policy is explained in the legislation now
before the House. To continue-

In the United States, the rail situation has
been under scrutiny for some time. Poor
returns on investment, where industry
averages 4% have not been uncommon, have
led to several reappraisals of the situation.

Overall, the directions being pursued in
Europe and North America are similar.

So Australia is not alone in suffering these
difficulties. The aim has been to separate the
commercial and social functions of railways in
order to give railways greater freedom to operate
as commercial businesses.

Other countries are having similar problems
and are investigating ways to implement a more
equitable system in order to achieve an efficient
transport service.

Recommendation I in the report reads as
follows-

It is recommended that Australian
National, the State Rail Authority of NSW,
VicRail and Westrail reduce staff numbers
at rates greater than were achieved during
the 1970s.

Another section of the report refers to the rail
system deficits in 1989-90 and discusses the likely
deficits which will result from their policy
recommendations. The deficit of the State
Railways Authority in New South Wales for
1979-80 was $328 million. A further
recommendation reads as follows-

It is recommended that rail systems
exercise every effort to restrain the rate of
increase of real wages to less than the rate of
increase of rail systems' labour productivity,
or the rate of increase of Australian real
Gross Domestic Product per capita
(estimated at two per cent per year during
the 1980s), whichever is the lesser.

It is estimated that if these proposals were
applied. New South Wales' rail deficit of $328
million would be reduced to $60 million in 1989-
90. Victoria's rail deficit in 1979-80 was $189
million, and it is considered that if the
recommendations were followed, the deficit in
1989-90 would be reduced to $140 million.
Queensland's rail deficit of $131 million would be
improved and that State would, in fact, show a
profit of $50 million. Westrail's 1979-80 deficit
was $28 million and it is estimated that, if it were
to follow these recommendations, in 1989-90 it
would show a profit of $15 million. It would
remain to be seen whether this would occur
should these rail services follow the
recommendations, but the system being advocated
today in this legislation is along the lines of those
recommendations.

1006



IThursday, 22 April 1982] 00

We know that over the past few years Westrail
has been reducing its staff numbers, including
stationmasters. Where stationmasters have been
removed some dissatisfaction has been expressed
by the people in the areas affected. I have
presented several deputations to the Minister on
this matter.

Officers of Westrail have calculated that the
work load of certain stationmasters is such that it
is not an economic or business proposition to pay
a stationmaster's salary to someone with only a
small amount of work to do. Deputations I have
presented to the Minister have shown that where
stationmasters have been removed, the peo .ple
have protested loudly and clearly. None of us like
a family to be moved from an area or the
population of a centre fall. Nevertheless, by
various means Westrail has endeavoured to
provide a service to centres which have lost
stationmasters. In some instances it has appointed
a local person to look after the station and in one
case it arranged for an officer from a terminus
station, which had a staff of three, to move half-
daily to a centre which had lost its stationmaster.

Although many reservations are held about the
proposals being considered by the Government,
and although many details are still to be worked
out, we must accept that it is necessary to take
some action to lessen the deficit involved while
still providing a service which is equal to or better
than the present service.

A great deal of comment has been made about
the smalls traffic. From the Minister's second
reading speech we find that this area represents
something like 325 000 tonnes per annum or
about two per cent of Westrail's freight. A great
deal of suspicion exists in certain areas of the
community as to what the freight charges will be
for the cartage of smalls. It is something we will
have to watch very closely to ensure these charges
are not excessive and to establish whether a
subsidy is necessary. Had we just gone ahead with
the present system it was inevitable an increase
would occur in freight rates for smalls. This has
been the history in this area over the years.

Westrail's largest source of income derives
from the cartage of grain. No road transporter
can compete with Westrail for heavy haulage. We
must retain an efficient bulk traffic system, which
Westrail provides. I was surprised to hear some
farmers argue that they would accept the
regulation of grain to rail, something which does
not apply at present. If there is to be argument
about reducing freight rates, the regulation of
grain would contribute to that because of the
greater volume that would be placed on rail.
There are some farmers who would be quite

(10)

willing to take part in that proposal. Generally,
the regulation of grain would not be successful
because farmers usually do not like regulation and
regimentation.

I hope only that the increased charges various
speakers have said will eventuate do not eventuate
to the degree they have indicated. The Minister
would be aware that should this occur, many
strong and loud protestations would be made. I
hope that with efficient administration no
increased charges of the magnitude mentioned
will be made.

We must have an efficient and effective railway
system. We have a good commissioner, who
studied this whole project in detail before making
recommendations to the Minister to overcome the
problems faced by Westrail.

Many people involved with long hauls would be
wanting the retention of a system of subsidisation,
and that is fair enough. The Minister mentioned
that the Government will maintain this subsidy.
Hopefully the present service will be maintained
and railway lines will not be closed down. There
was a suggestion that some lines would be
extended in various areas. This could occur if
sufficient quantities of heavy haulage freight,
such as minerals and iron ore, were available. I
believe the proposal to extend some lines could
then be feasible.

I am as cautious as any member. I spoke to
several officers of Westrail, the Commissioner for
Railways, and the Minister. Like many other
members who represent country areas which
contribute a large amount of Westrail's income by
way of transporting freight, I am concerned at the
possibility of an excessive increase in freight
charges. Country people suffer enough as it is
from bad seasonal conditions, droughts,
fluctuating prices for their products, and
increasing costs generally. They do not need to
suffer excessive increases in freight charges that
could be applied by way of a project of the nature
described in the legislation.

This matter was discussed at a regional
development committee meeting in one of the
towns of my electorate. I heard the
representatives at that meeting say, "Well, let's
give it a go and see what happens. We will see
where the anomalies may be. If these anomalies
show themselves then we will have an opportunity
to do something about them." I think that is fair
comment whenever new or amending legislation
comes before this Parliament. None of us can
claim that new legislation will prove to be perfect,
but if it is monitored closely while being
administered, the imperfections, if any, will
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appear so that they can be considered and
appropriate action taken to rectify them. Of
course, that situation will apply to the measure we
passed last night.

Even though I have concern for the outcome of
the proposals, I believe we must accept that the
change is necessary in an attempt to provide the
efficient and equitable rail services we all seek for
this State; and in that light I support the
legislation.

Adjournment of Debate

MR GORDON HILL (Swan) [2.58 p.m.]: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and a division taken with the
following result-

My Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Grill
Mr Gordon Hill

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Hlassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laura nce
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MoPharlin

Ayes
Mr Mclver
M rT- H. Jones
Mr Evans
Mr Harnman
Mr Bryce

Ayes I8
Mr Hodge
Mr Janjieon
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 24
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
M r Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
M r Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Nanovich

Pairs
Noes

Mr Grewar
Mr Coyne
Mr Rushiton
Mr Wall
Mrs Craig

Motion thus negatived.

Debate Resumed

MR SIBSON (Bunbury) [3.01 p.m.]: I support
the matter before the House. I was disappointed
to learn that the member for Swan was not ready
to speak, and therefore moved to adjourn the
debate. Had he let me know that he was not ready
I could have avoided the division.

Mr Tonkin: Who wasn't ready? What are you
talking about?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The Minister wasn't here.

Mr Tonkin: Your Minister wasn't even in the
House.

Mr Bertram: You are a grubby little member.
Mr Davies: We want your Minister, not you, to

hear us.
Mr SIBSON: I assumed that, because the

member moved for the adjournment, be was not
ready to speak.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!.
Mr Young: That was a fair assumption.
The SPEAKER: The House will come to order!

The member for Bunbury.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: It is normal for the Minister to

be here.
Mr Carr: The Minister is on a PR study in

Esperance.
Mr Tonkin: You don't know how to manage the

business of the House.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SIBSON: l am allowed 45 minutes to speak

on this matter, but I need only 20 minutes; so I
am quite happy for members or the Opposition to
interject.

Mr Young: With the current ratio you'll get
Five minutes.

Mr SIBSON: I support the Bill. Since the
inception of the land freight policy, a number of
years ago I have followed it closely. I always have
supported Westrail, and previously the Western
Australian Government Railways. Right from the
very early days I was a user of the railways, and
according to my mother I have ridden on trains
since 1930.

Mr Davies: You probably carved your initials
on the wall.

Mr Brian Burke: What were they like in 1930?
Mr Davies: Just the same.
Mr SIBSON: Certainly from 1934 or 1935 1

remember clearly my experiences of riding on
trains as a passenger. Over the years I also have
had contact with the railways in regard to the
cartage of freight. In those days most freight and
passenger services were provided by the Western
Australian Government Railways. In the early
days of the beginning or government in this State
with Sir John Forrest, in conjunction with-

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The beginning of Government
was in 1829.

Mr SIBSON: -Mr C. Y. O'Connor, the then
engineer in charge-

Mr Tonkin: That wasn't the beginning of
government.
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Mr SIBSON: -our railways were established.
No question exists but that without rail services
Western Australia would not have progressed at
the rate it did.

Rail was to play a very important part in the
early development of this State in regard to
wheat, wool, dairying, timber, gold, coal, and
many other products. This State has relied heavily
on rail. There is no question in my mind but that
members of this House support the concept of rail
in this State and would continue to do so, despite
criticism that the Minister is not here. He has a
perfectly good reason for not being here. There
are other senior Ministers present who are able to
take account of any back-bench members'
problems or ideas that they may wish to put
forward.

Mr Davies: Don't talk nonsense!

Mr SIBSON: That is no reason to delay the
House.

Mr Davies: What about the standard gauge to
Bunbury that was promised at the last elections?

Mr SIBSON: As the member for Mt. Marshall
so ably pointed out, we have seen the various
changes over the years in regard to railways. I am
amazed at how the Opposition can come into this
House and so blatantly criticise what is happening
in regard to the joint venture because Labor
Governments, as with Liberal Governments, are
on record over the years as having had to make
some quite dramatic changes and severe cuts in
the operations of the railways in this State, due
not only to economic reasons, but also to the
effect of development. Some areas of this State
have developed to the stage where road, air, and
other forms of transport have become the major
and the most desired forms of transport. I do not
think Sir John Forrest or C. Y. O'Connor ever
envisaged that would happen. Even in those early
times, road transport and ships were becoming
fairly well-known and respected segments of our
transport system. Of course, later on, particularly
in the western and northern areas of Australia, it
became a very major part of the transport system.

I do not believe the Pilbara and the Kimberley
could have advanced to the stage they have
reached today if it had not been for the aeroplane.
We must remember that that development has
been achieved without any direct rail link from
this part of the State or any other part of the
nation. Of course, the reason for no rail link was
the enormous cost involved. Nevertheless, that
area has developed well. It has an internal rail
system which is responsible for shifting the bulk
of the ore and other products from those areas.

There is no doubt that railways are here and they
are here to stay for a long, long time.

What we seek to do now is to remove from
Westrail a loss segment of some $7 million which
has been picked up by the taxpayers of this State
at a time when users are demanding, requesting,
and requiring that other forms of deregulated
transport be available to them. There is nothing
wrong with that.

Iam convinced that if the joint venture were
given a go, and if Westrail itself met the
challenge in conjunction with the other partners
in the joint venture, there is no reason in the
world that the major part of the 325 000 tonnes of
small freight concerned in this matter should not
still travel by rail. I see no reason for that not
happening. It is essential because of the structure
and the way in which Westrail has operated to
remove from it some 700 employees. That is not
those people's fault. It is due to the problems that
Westrail has in operating under the Act and
regulations which date back to 1933.

Mr Davies: This fellow is amazing!
Mr SIBSON: The system has not been

modified to any great extent because of inhibiting
and restricting factors.

Mr Davies: So jou cut it in half, because the
regulations are not Working. I have never heard
such nonsense in my life!

Mr SIBSON: The people in the community will
have an option as to which form of transport to
Use. We must not get away from the fact that we
are talking about a $7 million loss which
represents only 2 per cent of Westrail's trade, and
we must keep that in perspective at all times
because, if we do not, we will reach a situation
such as that which we had last night with the
Opposition spokesman on this matter, the member
for Avon, saying that things would be in a
dreadful state; that it would be the sounding of
the death knell for Westrail and the loss of
millions of tonnes of freight. This is not factual
and I was disappointed in the member for Avon
because I hold him in very high regard and I
respect him as a friend. I was disappointed in him
last night when he spoke in this fashion, because
it is not becoming of a member of this House to
exaggerate to that extent. However, I do not think
that will make a lot of difference to what will
actually be done.

Mr Davies: Of course it won't; you have got the
numbers.

Mr SIBSON: There were a lot of interjections
at the time the member said this and I am sorry
the member for Kalgoorlie is not in the House
now. Apparently he has lost interest in the debate.
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Mr Davies: Rubbish! He has just lost interest in
this subject. He has gone to answer the telephone.
Will you wait until he gets back?

Several Opposition members interjected.
Mr Tonkin: The man in charge of the Bill has

not been in the House all day.
Mr O'Connor: I have been here.
Mr Tonkin: You have been here, but the

Minister has not.

Mr O'Connor: All the transcripts will be sent to
him, as you obviously know.

Mr Davies: Letters about what went on?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Trethowan):
Order!

Mr SIBSON: I ask the member for Kalgoorlie
to bear with me. I do not mind his, sharing some
of my 45 minutes with me, but I want to make
some comments in regard to what he said. There
were many interjections at the lime, which is not
unusual, but he said the proposal in the Bill would
be a detriment to the opening up of new areas.
Whoever heard of such nonsense!

I have just spoken about the opening up of the
Pilbara which was done without any rail contact
from this part of the State or any other part of
the Commonwealth. If new areas are to be opened
up and if Westrail has a purpose to serve in those
new areas, of course Westrail will move into
them. If it is in relation to the carting of grain,
minerals, coal, or whatever, naturally Westrail
will do this. When I listened to the member for
Kalgoorlie-

M r 1. F. Taylor: What about the essential
commodities and small things that Westrail will
not carry?

Mr SIBSON: The essential goods he is talking
about is a lot of rubbish. The member knows
many transport modes are available.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Not to remote areas. There is
no money in it, and that is the point. Westrail has
been subsidised in these country areas and for a
very good reason.

Mr O'Connor: And will continue to do so.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: How can it continue to serve
them now?

Mr O'Connor: The subsidies have been made
by the taxpayers of this State. and you know it!

Mr SIBSON: It will continue in areas that are
found to be deficient of transport services. Those
areas will be serviced. The member for Kalgoorlie
has a complete lack of understanding of the rail
transport system of this State.

Mr O'Connor: And of many other things!

Mr SIBSON: The road transport system in this
State ranks among one of the best in the world.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You ought to travel a bit north
or east of Kalgoorlie and find out how good it is,
my friend!

Mr O'Connor: If we got them to change their
member, it might be better.

Several members interjected.

Mr Brian Burke: One of the two will change,
Kalgoorlie or Bunbury. I would not give you a
guess at which one.

Mr SIBSON: The matter the member for
Kalgoorlie brought up is relevant because we have
air services, passenger and freight, road services,
passenger and freight, and we are also taking
account of the cost of shipping services.

Despite all that, and the deregulation situation
in the area, if the land freight transport area is
found to be lacking, the Government is committed
to ensure that that area has a service. What better
guarantee can we have? There is an opportunity
to have optional freight transport and at the same
time if a service is lacking then it will be provided
and the tab will be picked up by the taxpayers of
this State. It is not equitable that the total
transport system costs should be picked up by the
taxpayer.

We have heard debate on whether or not the
joint venture will have an unfair advantage over
other forms of transport. There is no guarantee
that the joint venture will obtain that freight
business. The only way the joint venture will
obtain that business is if it is efficient and
provides a good service.

I am sure the freight from Perth will be taken
to one point and Westrail will transport it to the
major country centres. I will use Bunbury as an
example. For many years the freight has been
forwarded overnight by Westrail to Bunbury and
has been distributed by a number of local carriers
who have established themselves over a long time.
Some of the families involved in these carrying
operations go back two and three generations so
there is no reason that if the joint venture is
competitive the majority of the freight will
continue to be shifted in that way. If the joint
venture's rates are not competitive there will be a
whole range of options open from other transport
operators in the State.

At the moment a great proportion of the freight
to Bunbury is transported by air each day. With
deregulation that freight may be shifted by road.
I hope it is not the case because I would be happy
to see the joint venture be successful and cart a
major portion of the freight to Bunbury because it
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would be a very good service. The freight is
collected at Kewdale, transported overnight by
train, and then by the local carriers in a quick and
efficient way. The reverse situation applies for
freight to be sent to the city. It is assembled in the
despatch area in Bunbury and sent from there.

With many country areas Westrail has
provided a truck service and perhaps we may take
this as another example of how well this will work
under deregulation.

The Tonkin Government in 1957, in its
wisdom-

Mr Davies: It was the Hawke Government.
Mr SIRSON: Well, 10 years out. He was the

Minister in the Government at that time.
Mr Brian Burke: He happened to be the

Premier. It is a long time since we have had a
Premier who was not a Minister. Most of the time
we double up.

Mr SIBSON: At that time Mr Hawke was the
Premier and Mr Tonkin was a Minister in that
Government-two very fine gentlemen.

Mr Brian Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr SIBSON: At that time the Government

decided to remove the rail link between Busselton
and Flinders Bay.

We have heard arguments from the Opposition
and certain sections of the community stating that
the smaller areas and the outlying areas were not
serviced. What a lot of rubbish! Despite the fact
that the Hawke Government closed that
line-and I agreed with it at the time; I will
admit I had a vested interest because I was in
road transport then; I thought 1 should get that in
because if the member for Collie were here he
would have reminded me of it-and the rail link
was moved, whilst transport was regulated, no
provision was made [or that area.

Under regulation, that area was not provided
for. Busselton was the railhead and it was
ludicrous because people had to load freight for a
five to 1 0-mile journey to put them on rail to send
them to Bunbury or the Midland saleyards.

Despise the fact that the area had been left
with the problem of no rail and a deregulation
situation, a very successful small business
operation developed. These businesses were
located in Augusta, Karridale, Witchcliffe,
Margaret River, Metricup, Yallingup, and other
areas. Those businesses 'grew in an area despite
many problems because of the railhead situation.

I have been reminded that I must mention
Jerramungup. The railway workers keep
reminding me about the area. It is in the same
boat as Margaret River was in those days I have
mentioned, and without deregulation I am sure

the small trucking operators in that area could
operate better than they do at the present time.
They are quite capable of dealing with the
situation and the business within that area will be
strengthened. They have an on-the-spot direct
personal service which is something that is needed
in country towns.

I would like to speak of the joint venture
operation as it relates to my own electorate. Here
again, we have a very complex rail system
operating out of Bunbury and the south-west. We
not only have the smalls, less than one carload
freight which comes down overnight, but also
have a rail passenger service in the form of the
Australind. This service was to have been axed in
1974, but 1, with local support, was able to get
that decision reversed.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Not for long my friend!
Mr SIBSON: If the member for Kalgoorlie will

bear with me I will tell him the story.
At the time, the passenger numbers on the

Australind were low, but since 1974 those figures
have increased to 100 000 passengers a year and
the number is still increasing.

With the advent of more people in the south-
west that service needs to be upgraded. I have
discussed this matter with Westrail and the
Minister over a long time, and it is accepted that
in the future upgrading will be necessary. I am
quite confident that will be done. It is another link
in the chain for Westrail. It is providing a service
and it will continue to provide this service.

I can see Westrail being used as a means of
shifting large numbers of people between the two
cities in the next 20 to 25 years. Rail travel is a
reasonably cheap form of transport in comparison
with air or even road travel. Driving a motor
vehicle today is a costly business and rail
passenger services will become popular in the
future.

In the south-west a unique situation exists in
relation to the one-product long haul
trains-hauling, for example, coal, alumina,
grain, wood chips and timber. It has been
indicated that the production of coal will increase
and hopefully the same will occur with grain.
Alumina production certainly will increase. With
the advent of other industries the one-product
long haul train services will increase.

I have not heard one member of the Opposition
say anything about this and 1 believe it is a new
era for Wstrail.

Mr Davies: It is the demise of Westrail. What
are you talking about? Use proper adjectives.

Mr SIBSON: We should look at the situation
as it is. The other day we saw the introduction of
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new engines into Westrail and one of them
came to Bunbury. This has put another link in
the chain towards the advancement of Westrail.

In spite of the noise that has come from the
Opposition, I have not heard one good comment
made about Westrail. One would think that
members opposite did not like Westrail. All they
are talking about is the demise of Westrail. I
disagree with the stupid comment of the member
for Victoria Park that this Bill represents the
demise of Westrail.

Mr Davies: You are too stupid to appreciate it;
you cannot see that far ahead.

Mr SIBSON: I saw what happened in 1957
when the Hawke Government took away the
railway line between Busselton and Flinders Bay.
The area has flourished since that time. Westrail
is still there, and will continue in the future.

I would have finished this speech earlier had it
not been for the interjections from members of
the Opposition. I re-emphasise a few points which
the Minister so ably emphasised. As a result of
the joint venture, Westrail employees will not be
dismissed. The passing of time and natural
wastage will take care of the required reduction of
staff within Westrail to the extent that in the
1984-85 Budget there will be a saving-in 1981
dollars-of $7 million. This Parliament has a
responsibility to ensure, wherever possible, that
the State's deficit is reduced.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: The Government's
rcsponsibility is to make sure, wherever possible,
that it adopts a responsible attitude towards the
needs of country people, which is not ignorant of
the needs of the railway people themselves.

Mr SIBSON: The member for Kalgoorlie could
not disagree that there has never been a
Government of Western Australia-even in the
early days of the gold boom-that has donje more
for Kalgoorlie than the Government which has
been in power since 1974.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: That is absolute nonsense.
Mr SIBSON: The member for Kalgoorlie

cannot deny it.

Mr Pearce: The Labor Government did a stack
more; I was living in Kalgoorlie at the time.
Schools were upgraded-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!

Mr Pearce interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for

Gosnells will come to order when I call for order.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: The member for Bunbury has

lost his marbles. He should go to Kalgoorlie and

make (bat statement and see what happens to
him.

Mr Grill: Absolute rubbish!
Mr SIBSON: Mr Acting Speaker. I do not

need the extra 18 minutes of my time, but if the
Opposition wants me to take up the time of the
House, I will be happy to do so.

Mr Tonkin: You would be delaying your own
Government's Bill.

Mr SIBSON: Another matter to which I wish
to refer is the possible upgrading of the line
between Kwinana and Bunbury. Members
opposite talk about the demise of Westrail;
however, Westrail and the Government currently
are examining a proposal to electrify the line
between Kwinana and Bunbury.

Mr I. F. Taylor: Before the last election, you
were going to electrify the line between Perth and
Kalgoorlie.

Mr ,Jamieson: We have not heard about that
proposal since then.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: We have not heard about it
since the election.

Mr SIBSON: At this very moment, Westrail
and the Government are considering a proposal to
electrify the line between Kwinana and Bunbury.
Recently, a proposal was put to the Federal
Government by our Premier/Treasurer, and
the Minister for Transport with a request for
Commonwealth financing for the project. It is
absolute political nonsense for anybody to say
that we are bringing about the demise of
Westrail.

An enormous amount of freight* is shifted
between Kwinana and Bunbury-not the 2 per
cent we are discussing here-but some 98 per cent
of it is heavy haulage. If the line between
Kwinana and Bunbury is electrified, it will
require more coal from Collie which, in turn, will
mean a greater capital investment in Collie both
by Government and private enterprise. That
should be sufficient to allay the fears of the
opposition.

Many initiatives are being examined by
Westrail. It is important to understand that the
staff of Westrail are enthusiastic about the future;
there is an air of expectancy as they look to the
future, knowing they will be part of a well
organised, properly run, economically sound, and
efficient transport system in Western Australia.

MR GORDON HILL (Swan) [3.33 p.mn.]: It
was a great disappointment earlier today not to be
allowed to adjourn the debate. The Opposition
felt that, because of the absence of the Minister
for Transport, the debate should not proceed.
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Various speakers from the Opposition have
pointed out that the Minister for Transport has
not been present during this important debate.
Exactly where is the Minister? On opening this
afternoon's Daily News we find that the Minister
has gone on a joy ride on the inaugural flight of anew plane to Esperance. He is not inspecting
railway lines.

Mr Sibson: He is the Minister for Transport.
after all.

Mr O'Connor: It is an important issue for the
people of Esperance. We will send them notes of
what you are saying.

Mr Carr: This Bill is important for people all
over the State.

Mr GORDON HILL: Perhaps the Minister for
Transport has gone to Esperance to try to gain
support for his party. On paper, the new
electorate of Esperance-Dundas may appear to be
marginal; however, in reality it will be strongly
won by the Labor candidate for the seat, the
present member for Yilgarn-Dundas (Mr Grill).
So, perhaps the joy ride to Esperance is to enable
the Minister for Transport to try to win back a
few votes.

Mr O'Connor: Why don't you speak about the
Bill, instead of going on with a lot of nonsense, as
usual?

Mr GORDON HILL: The members for
Bunbury and Mundaring took part in the debate
on this Bill. I believe that after the next election,
they will rue their decision to take part in this
debate.

Mr O'Connor: What a lot of nonsense you
speak. You haven't got to the Bill yet.

Mr Davies: He has not been going for a minute
yet. Give him a go.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
Mr GORDON HILL: We have yet to hear the

member for Murchison-Eyre speak on this Bill,
but, of course, he has not been in the Chamber.
He has been more sensible than to be here to
speak in support of the Bill.

Mr Clarko: He has a pair. That is why he has
not been in the Chamber.

Several members interjected.
Mr O'Connor: Your shadow Minister spoke

about this and then left the Chamber.
Mr GORDON HILL: The Minister handling

the Dill has transferred his responsibility to the
back-benchers.

Mr Clarko: When you talk about winning the
next election, you know you have lost seven out of
the last eight.

Mr Tonkin: Only because you are crooked and
cheat. You know you do.

Mr O'Connor: Don't talk about being crooked
and cheating.

Mr Tonkin: I will so. Your electoral laws are
crooked-absolutely hopeless.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
Order! The House will come to order!

Mr Jamieson: It must be Thursday afternoon.
The ACTING SPEAKER: If the member for

Swan will address his remarks to the Chair, he
will certainly receive my protection. I ask him to
do just that.

Mr GORDON HILL: Clearly the Minister has
abrogated his responsibility and he has allowed
back-benchers to take over the Bill-

Mr Clarko: The same thing has happened with
the Opposition.

Mr GORDON HILL: -in his absence. 1 am
wondering whether those people are making a run
for the Ministry, or more particularly, the shadow
Ministry after the next election.

Mr O'Connor: Is that what you are doing?
Mr Sibson: Can I have a bit of information?
Mr Pearce: Go back to sleep.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
Mr Sibson: There are over 500 truck drivers in

Bunbury.
Mr Bateman: What has that to do with the

Bill?
Mr O'Connor: The member does not even know

that truck'drivers are interested in this.
Mr Wilson: Did you sell them the trucks?
Mr Sibson: Yes I did.
Mr Wilson: That is the vested interest coming

in.
Mr GORDON HILL: Perhaps at some later

time the member for Bunbury may like to
undertake some research to discover how many
railway employees are in Bunbury.

Mr Sibson: Less than 300.
Mr GORDON KILL: This piece of legislation

indicates the Government's inflexibility,
insensitivity, and ideological rigidity.

Mr Old: How delightful!
Mr GORDON HILL: It indicates that the

Government is obsessed with the notion of
balancing all Budgets, and it is not worried about
providing any services unless those services are
paid for by their users. In this case it will be the
consumers who will pay for these services. The
Government is obsessed with that notion, and it is
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not prepared to meet the costs of any services.
Quite clearly the Government is doing away with
a service to country areas, and it will pay for that
action at the next election.

As I said before, the Minister has abrogated his
responsibility not only in terms of his not being
here today, but also in terms of his not
understanding the whole issue.

Mr O'Connor: He would be battling to
understand what you are saying because you
haven't said anything yet.

Mr Tonkin: He is not here. You have not taken
a note all day. You just sit there fiddling with a
pent.

Mr Carr: The Premier is looking for his notes.
Mr Tonkin: They are right at the bottom.
Mr O'Connor: That is another one of your

miscalculations.
Mr Pearce: That pad was buried under at least

75 documents on the table.
Mr O'Connor: We have not heard much here

today on the subject from one side of the House.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Tubby): Order!
Mr GORDON HILL: Perhaps I might have a

chance to Finish my remaining 40 minutes.
Mr O'Connor: Good heavens-I hope not!
Mr Clarko: When are you coming back to the

original sidetrack?
Mr Pearce: We have heard that three times in

the last two years.
Mr Clarko: I have not said it for a long time,

and I thought it was appropriate.
Mr Pearce: It was good in 1972, but it has

become worn out with time.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order?
Mr GORDON KILL: In his speech the

Minister said that Westrail is not able to compete
by using the existing methods. He said also that
that has been proved by Westrail's own
experience. That again illustrates the way the
Minister has abrogated his responsibility. He is
not able to turn the handling of freight from a
deficit to a profit situation.

Mr Herzfeld: Are you able to see the people of
Western Australia continue to bear the huge
deficit as they have in the past?

Mr O'Connor: Of course he is.
Mr CORDON H ILL: What I am saying-
Mr Herzfeld: Answer the question.
Mr CORDON HILL: I will if I am given half

a chance, and if the member is able to
comprehend it.

Mr O'Connor: It will-probably take you a while
to say it-about a week.

Mr GORDON HILL: The Minister is not able
to turn this business into a profitable situation.
He has given us a public declaration of his
ineptitude. He is saying, "We have a $7 million
deficit in this particular business, so we are going
to hand it over to private enterprise". Rest
assured that private enterprise will make a profit.
This joint venture does not intend to run the
business at a loss. So private enterprise will make
a profit, and it will cost the community
considerably. This subject has been expanded
upon earlier by our spokesman for transport, and
I will expand on it further in a little while.

Mr H-erzfeld: Do you support a continued
deficit?

Mr GORDON HILL: The member for
Kalgoorlie explained the concept of Westfreight
at some length. He proved that it is a worthwhile
concept.

Mr O'Connor: Why don't you lift your notes so
you can read the lot?

Mr GORDON HILL: Probably the member
for Muridaring was not in the House at the time,
or he was not listening to the debate.

Mr O'Connor: Lift your notes up so you are
able to read them.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: You should talk.
Mr O'Connor: You are not supposed to read

your speech, as you know.
Mr Pearce: You are the last one to say that.
Mr 1. F. Taylor: Do what I say-not what I do!
Mr O'Connor: The Treasury leak k!
Mr GORDON HILL: The Southern Western

Australian Transport Study was completed in
1978. It recommended a viable proposition in
which the Government could become involved.
The Government decided not to accept the
recommendations of SWATS and of the then
Commissioner for Railways (Mr Pascoe). The
Government decided to ignore those
recommendations because of the transport
lobby-a body of which the member for Bunbury
was a part, no doubt. The Government decided to
take note of what the West Australian Road
Transport Association had to say on this matter,
and it completely ignored Mr Pascoe's
recommendations and the recommendations of a
very costly report.

The Bill before us was rushed through the party
room-the Liberal Party room-I am sure.

M r H erzfeld: Thait shows how it tle you know.
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Mr GORDON HILL: The members of the
Liberal Party did not have an opportunity to
consider what they would say.

The legislation imposes enormous costs on
people in country areas. All these costs are not
measurable, and some of them have been
expanded upon in a report which the shadow
Minister for Transport spoke about. This was the
report commissioned by the Australian Railways
Union and conducted by a senior Victorian
economist. This report indicated that the costs to
country centres would be enormous, and it
specified what some of these costs will be. Of
course, other considerable costs can be calculated,
and in that are included such things as road
construction and maintenance, the cost of road
accidents-although to some extent this cost can
be calculated-oil depletion, and unemployment.

This joint venture will cause a marked increase
in unemployment in country centres. I would like
to reflect for a moment on the words of the Shire
Clerk of Cue when he was referring to the closure
of the Mullewa-Meekatharra railway line and the
impact of this closure on his town.

He said-
The removal of railway personnel from the

Town had an effect on the size, and
community mix of occupations, therefore the
social interaction and also a focal point of
community attention. This followed through
to a drop in business for the merchants in
town.

The school suffered in a drop of Teachers
from the staff. This may not have been
entirely due to the closure, but it must be
considered a contributing factor.

Those comments by the Shire Clerk of Cue were
supported by other people in the Mullewa-
Meekatharra area. Business people in the
community also reported problems in the town
because of the closure of that line. In some cases
it meant haif a dozen people leaving the town; and
that has an enormous impact on a small town.
That impact multiplies throughout the
community.

Because people are buying fewer products, an
impact on the small businesses is felt. Therefore,
their pay-roll tax drops. If the townspeople are
out of work, they are no longer paying. taxes. If
they move to the city, they create additional
problems in the metropolitan area. Not only are
the people not paying taxes, but also they are
being paid unemployment benefits, and the
problem multiplies. This has an enormous impact
right throughout the country.

In addition to that, in same parts of the
metropolitan area-it is not just the country that
is being affected by this-where the parcel depots
and railway stations have closed down, businesses
do not have easy access to parcels deliveries, and
they are not in a position to benefit from the
services provided by Westrail. Of course, that
means many small businesses will feel the pinch.
It will not affect large businesses to the same
extent, because they are able to purchase in bulk
and receive the benefit of reduced prices on the
purchase of such quantities. However, the small
busi nesses will not be a ble to do so.

One area that will be affected is my own
electorate in which the Midland parcels office is
to be closed. This will have an effect on the small
businesses in the area, which is rapidly developing
and which will develop further. I am sure that
after the 1983 elections, it will develop at a faster
race. It is one of the major subregional centres in
the metropolitan area; and it ought to have
improved services.

In Guildford, further up the road, according to
the Minister in a reply I received from him today,
the joint venture company will lease the parcels
office from Westrail and carry out freight
handling services at that location. My
understanding is chat that is for only a limited
period anyway. Tn the next 12 months, the joint
venturers will examine the situation and decide
whether that parcels office will remain open or be
moved to Kewdale. Then the problems that the
business people in the Midland area face will be
compounded further.

It is a pity that the member for Mundaring is
not here, because it will have some effect on the
Mundaring community as well when that facility
is no longer available.

I would like to refer briefly to a couple of
questions asked of the Minister for Transport in
the last week-

Mr Herzfeld: Do you realise we haven't had a
train in the Mundaring electorate for 30 years?

Mr GORDON HILL: The silent knight has
returned.

Mr Bertram: You don't deserve one.
Mr Herzfeld: How is the parcel traffic up there

going to be affected? If anything, it will be
improved.

Mr GORDON HILL: We will remove the
member at the next election. That is %%.at we will
do about it.

Mr O'Connor: You talk a lot of nonsense all of
the time.
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Mr GORDON HILL: Perhaps we ought to
give the member for Mundaring the opportunity
to have his say, because he will not be here much
longer. He will not have many opportunities to
speak. Let him talk a bit longer now.

Mr O'Connor: You are certain, are you?
Mr Young: In all the time I have been here, I

have never heard that sort of forecast come true.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr GORDON HILL: The comments of the

member for Mundaring will further cement the
view of the ALP supporters in his area.

Mr Herzfeld: I assure you that my electors will
be delighted to have some of their pretty valuable
tax money saved in this way.

Mr Bertram: There is no evidence of any being
saved. Somebody has to pay for it. It is just a
question of who it is.

Mr Laurance: One of the people in this House
in my time here who said the kind of thing you
just said about a member not returning to this
Chamber was the former member for Mundaring
(Mr Jim Moiler). He used to say that frequently.
He used to tell me I wouldn't be here much
longer. He does not tell me now!

Mr GORDON HILL: The Labor member for
Mundaring suffered because of the Liberal
Government's redistribution.

Mr Herzfeld: The only way he stayed in there
as long as he did was by going around pretending
that he was a Liberal. That is how he stayed there
for six years.

Mr Wilson: What do you go around pretending
to be?

Mr Laurance: It might be best if you did not
make that sort of statement, because it did not do
him any good.

Mr GORDON HILL: I will refer briefly to a
couple of questions asked of the Minister for
Transport by the member for Avon recently. The
Minister for Transport referred at one stage to
the fact that the country people would benefit
enormously from the joint venture and that they
would, in due course, realise the benefits. He said
that, at that stage, he was not able to identify the
benefits they would realise. I am wondering
whether the Minister for Transport if, in fact, he
does have the Hansard record given to him, would
outline for me the possible answers to problems.
We have outlined many of them in the last two
days.

Mention has been made also of the fact that we
may 410t necessarily see any price changes as a

result of the proposed joint venture. Yesterday the
member for Warren went to great lengths to
indicate possible cost increases in freights as a
'result of the joint venture. I will not spend any
time on that aspect, because it has been covered
adequately.

I conclude by saying that Westrail can operate
the same Sort of service that is to be provided by
the joint venturers, but it has been constrained by
the Minister for Transport by his ineptitude and
by his public declaration that he has not been able
to turn a $7 million deficit into a profit. That is a
public declaration of his inability to handle the
portfolio.

The people of Western Australia and the people
in the country seats will cry out loudly at the next
election. They will not tolerate, the lack of concern
and the lack of interest in decenitralisation on the
part of the Government. Although the
Government has a stated commitment to
decentralisation, that is clearly not the case.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Crane.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

House adjourned at 4.32 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

AGED PERSONS

Home Care Services

594. Mr CARR, to the Treasurer:

(1) Has he seen the article in The West
Australian of 8 April headed: "Expert:
$I M for W.A. aged is idle"?

(2) Is it a fact that funds available for
home-care services for the aged in
Western Australia are not being used?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), will he please provide
details and explain how the Western
Australian Government has allowed this
situation to occur?

(4) If "No" to (2), what is the true
position?

(5) What are the "rules governing the
provision of funds for such services in
W.A.", to which Mrs Anne Wright
refers to?

(6) Is Western Australia the only State
without such municipal services as
claimed, and if so, why?

(7) Is it a fact that a medical certificate is
needed for most home-care services now
provided for the aged in Western
Australia?

1016



[Thursday, 22 April l982J101

(8) Will he please detail the extent of
services provided in Western Australia
to assist frail-aged, as distinct from ill-
aged, people with domestic chores such
as cleaning, cooking, and common
handyman needs?

(9) What steps should a district home help
service-private enterprise or
community based-take to apply for an
allocation of the Federal funds reported
to be available?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No. Some additional funds, which
recently became available because of the
recognition by the Commonwealth of
the home care service provided by the
Silver Chain Nursing Association as an
approved home care service under the
States Grants (Home Care) Act, have
been committed to a programme of
expanding both the range and the
availability of home care services. This
programme is being progressively
expanded according to the ability to
recruit and train the necessary staff.

(3) and (4) Answered by (2)

(5) The States Grants (Home Care) Act
1969-1973 provides for grants to be
made for certain purposes including the
provision of home care services which
are defined as being "a service in the
nature of housekeeping or other
domestic assistance to persons in their
homes". The service must be either
wholly or mainly for aged persons and
must be provided by the State, a local
governing body, a community welfare
organisation, or a joint body.

If the State Government decides that a
service is to be funded by the State, it
then must make a recommendation to
the Commonwealth; and if approved, the
Commonwealth then contributes one
half of the amount expended by the
State on the service.

(6) It is not known whether Western
Australia is the only State in which
home care services are not provided
under the States Grants (Home Care)
Act by municipal authorities. However,
there are no local government
authorities in this State for whom
subsidy is obtained under the States
Grants (Home Care) Act, nor are there
any applications from local government
authorities currently under
consideration.

(7) Yes. However, the fact that the service
is provided mainly for the aged means
that most persons seeking assistance are
able to comply with this requirement.

(8) Home care services are provided, by the
Silver Chain Nursing Association, Perth
Emergency Housekeeper Service,
League of Home Kelp for Sick and
Aged, Geraldton Home Help, Volunteer
Task Force, and by a number of country
hospitals. In the main these are in the
nature of housekeeping or domestic
assistance.
A recent innovation is the establishment
of a "care aide" service by the Silver
Chain Nursing Association in
association with the Extended Care
Service of the Department of Hospital
and Allied Services. This new activity is
designed to extend the range of services
into such areas as caring for the
personal needs of individuals, shopping,
laundry, and preparation of meals.

(9) Eligible organisations should apply to
the Commissioner of Public Health.

621. This question was again postponed.

HORTICULTURISTS: SWAN VALLEY

Holding Taxes

630. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Premier:

Will the Government take steps to
reduce the incidence of holding taxes on
horticulturists in the Swan Valley to the
extent that the taxes are not felt to be of
significant economic importance?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I am not sure what the Member would
define as holding taxes but clearly a
Government cannot give any sweeping
general commitment on tax ation-
particularly a commitment which might
unfairly favour one particular section of
the community at the expense of
another.
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in respect of land tax, horticultural
properties and other properties used for
primary production are not liable for
assessment where the owners are
genuinely involved in that business and
provided they meet the income test that
one-third of their net income from all
sources is derived from that business.
Local government rates are, of course,
the responsibility or the local authority.

ROADS

Stirling Crescent

631. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Transport:

Is it a fact that the section of Stirling
Crescent in Hazelmere which is
currently unbituminised has been
surveyed with the view to its upgrading?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

The Main Roads Department has no
plans to upgrade Stirling Crescent nor,
as far as I am aware, does the Swan
Shire Council. I am not aware of any
surveying being undertaken in this
vicinity.

HOSPITAL: SWAN DISTRICT

Speech Pathologist
632. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister For

Health:

(1) Is it a fact that the part-time speech
pathologist (or speech therapist)
employed at Swan Districts Hospital has
resigned?

(2) (a) If "Yes", is it intended that a
replacement will be made;,

(b) if so, when?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) (a) Yes;
(b) her replacement commenced duty

on April 14, 1982.

LIQUOR: DISTILLERY
Swan Valley

633. Mr GORDON HAILL, to the Minister for
Industrial Development and Commerce:

(1) Is it a fact that a study has been
conducted for the Department of

Industrial Development and Commerce
into the feasibility of a distillery in the
Swan Valley?

(2) If "Yes", will the report be released to
the public?

(3) If so, when?
(4) What assistance can be expected by the

Swan Valley grapegrowers in the
establishment of a distillery?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) Yes
(2) Not at this stage
(3) See (4) below
(4) A submission from the Grape Growers'

Association of WA seeking unspecified
assistance from the Government for the
establishment of a distillery is presently
being studied by the Department of
Industrial Development.
I cannot predict the outcome of these
studies at this time.

LIQUOR: WINE

Leg islatLion

634. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister
representing the Chief Secretary:.

(1) Is the Chief Secretary aware oF
Victorian legislation which requires wine
retailers to sell a certain percentage of
local wine?

(2) Will he examine this legislation with a
view to the introduction of similar
legislation in Western Australia?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) No.
(2) There has been no demand For

legislation of this nature in Western
Australia.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Fairhome

635. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it a fact that the property known as

"Fairhome" in Market Street Guildford.
which is used to accommodate
intellectually handicapped persons, is
being expanded?

(2) (a) If "Yes", how many intellectually.
handicapped persons will be
accommodated at "Fairhome" after
the changes have taken place;
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(b) how many intellectually
handicapped persons are currently
accommodated at "Fair-home'?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) (a) Forty-eight;
(b) capacity 24, currently in residence

.23.

RAILWAYS: MIDLAND AND
GUILD FORD

Parcels Office
636. Mr GORDON HILL. to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) How many persons are employed at the
Midland parcels office?

(2) Why will the office be of no further use
if the proposed joint venture company is
established?

(3) What alternative, if any, will be
provided for current users of the parcels
offlice?

(4) What is the future of the Ouildford
parcels office?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) One.
(2) The office will be of no further use

because Westrail will not be accepting
freight or parcels in less-than-wagon-
load consignments.

(3) With deregulation of the general
- freight market current users of

Westrail's Midland parcels office will be
free to select from the services offered
by the joint venture or any other
transport operator who accept the type
of traffic involved.

(4) It is anticipated that the joint venture
company will lease the Guildford parcels
office from Westrail and carry out
freight handling services at that
location.

HOSPITAL: ROYAL PERTH

Employees: Payment
637. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is he aware that employees of Royal
Perth Hospital have recently been
advised that they are required to open
accounts at the National Bank in order
that they may be paid under a system of
bank transfer?

(2) (a) Was any consideration given to
using the Rural and Industries
Bank; or

(b) was any consideration given to
allowing employees a choice of
bank as occurs in many similar
situations?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) There has been no change to the current
system of allowing employees the right
to have their salary or wages paid by
direct transfer into a bank or other
financial institution of their choice.
However, staff who wish to receive cash
or a cheque on pay day have been
requested to open a savings card account
with the National Bank, which has an
agency at Royal Perth Hospital. No
charge will be made for this service and
cash can be dra wn on or after pay day
during normal banking hours at any
branch of the bank.

(2) (a) A number of banks, including the
Rural and Industries Bank, were
given the opportunity to establish
agencies on site;

(b) see answer to (1).

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

"Enterprise" Articles

638. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minist er for
Industrial Development and Commerce:

With reference to the regular Daily
News articles prepared by his
department and entitled Enterprise, how
many of the articles published over the
past two years have concerned country
business enterprises?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
1 5 country business enterprises.

639. This question was postponed.

HEALTH: RADIATION

Laporte Titanium Plant: Employees

640. Mr H-ODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is he aware that the Australian
radiation laboratories have found high
levels of radioactivity in some sections of
Laporte titanium plant at Bunbury?

(2) Are workers at the plant monitored for
radiation doses?

(3) If "No" to (2), why not?
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(4) If "Yes" to (2), would he provide details
of the radiation doses received by such
workers over the past ten years?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) No.
(2) No (except for some persons specifically

employed in X-ray analysis work).
(3) The levels generally in the plant are too

low to warrant monitoring.
(4) Not applicable.

STATE FINANCE
Loan

641. Mr HARMAN, to the Treasurer:

Will he provide this House with details
of a loan which "was signed about a
week ago and it was for 100 million
dollars Australian. The interest rate was
about 8.5 per cent-certainly it was
under 9 per cent" (Hansard 7/4/82,
page 653)?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
On 2 March 1982 the State Energy
Commission of Western Australia
executed a Loan Agreement for Yen 27
billion (approximately $A10O0000 000)
with The Hank o[ Tokyo Ltd.
The fa~ility classified as a Trade Credit
was arranged to fund the purchase of
large steel pipes for use in connection
with the Dampier to Perth Natural Gas
Pipeline Project.
The terms and conditions of the loan are
as follows:

Funding Type-Domestic Japanese
Yen Loan
Amount-Yen 27.0 billion
Term-Fi fteen ( 15) years
Grace Period-Eight years from 2
March 1982
Interest Rate-The Japanese Long-
Term Prime Rate (currently 8.4 per
cent p.a.) at the date of each
drawdown plus a margin of 0.2 per
cent per annum.
Repayment-In fifteen semi-annual
instalments the first commencing
on the eighth anniversary of the
signing of the loan agreement.
Guarantor-The State of Western
Australia.

HEALTH
Fight for Fitnes

642. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Will be provide details of the progress
made to date in adding a new dimension
to the fight against illness in the
eighties-the fight for fitness, as
promised in the 1980 Liberal Party
Election policy?

Mr YOUNG replied:
A document summarising the
Government's performance against its
1980 election policy is now being
finalised and will be released by the
Premier as soon as possible.

BRIDGE

Blackwood River

643. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is it intended to rebuild the bridge
across the Blackwood River between
Bridgetown and Nannup which was
destroyed in the floods earlier this year?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) when is it expected that work on
this rebuilding will commence;

(b) will the bridge be completed before
winter commences and access to
farmers across the river becomes
'impossible?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) and (2) Work is expected to commence
on Maidments Bridge early in May
1982, and it is anticipated that it will be
completed in August.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT

Joint Venture: Donated Goods
644. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) Has he received a letter dated 2 March
1982, from the Kurrawang Aboriginal
Christian Centre expressing its
concern that the merging of Westrail
smalls section with a private company
will lead to no further donated goods
being sent freight free?-

(2) If so, has he replied?
(3) What is the nature of his reply?
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(4) Has he also investigated the problem
created by the lack of distribution of gift
free citrus fruits to disadvantaged
children and frail aged dependent people
if the Westrail smalls section merges
with a private company?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) My reply indicated satisfactory

arrangements may be possible but that
the matter needs to be considered after
the joint venture company commences
operations.

(4) Yes, I will advise the Leader of the
Opposition of the result.

WATER RESOURCES: SALINITY

Desalination Plant

645. Mr McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Is the Department of Agriculture closely
monitoring the performance of the
desalination plant installed on Mr
H. King's property north of Mollerin?

(2) If so-

(a) what running costs have been
revealed;

(b) what is the salt content of the
borehole water being used;

(c) what is the percentage yield of fresh
water per hour from the unit?

(3) Can it be estimated what maintenance
costs would be over a ten year period?

(4) What are the costs involved in replacing
the filters, including the main
diaphragm?

(5) What is the installation cost of the unit,
excluding a farmer's own probable
extensions for supply purposes?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Yes, via the agency of Mr King who

maintains detailed records.

(2) (a) $2.50 per 4 500 litres:
(b) 10 000 mg/I1;
(c) 35 per cent.

(3) Estimated $6 000 to $7 000.
(4) $1 800 on this unit.
(5) $10500.

646. This question was postponed.

MINING

Tenements: Survey Costs

647. Mr McPIIARLIN, to the Minister For
Mines:

(I) What has been the loss incurred on the
costs of surveys of mining tenements
over the last three financial years?

(2) With the introduction of the new scale
of fees under the Mining Act 1978, what
percentage of the actual cost of surveys
will the fees cover?

(3) Is it anticipated that survey fees will
ever cover the costs involved?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) 1978-79-$470 858

1979-8&--$502 601
1980-81-$517 135
1981l-82-$506 000 (estimated)
(Survey fees collected under the Mining
Act 1904 represented approximately
one-sixth of the actual cost of surveys).

(2) It is anticipated that the new scale of
survey fees under the Mining Act 1978
will cover approximately half the cost of
surveys.

(3) As surveys are of benefit to the State, it
is considered that part of the costs
should always be met from departmental
funds. However, survey fees, along with
all other fees under the Act, will be
reviewed from time to time.

648. This question was postponed.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC
Safety Programme

649. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

Referring him to an eye
programme currently
implemented by the State
Commission I ask-

safety
being

Energy

(a) why is Optical Prescription
Spectacle Makers Pty. Ltd. the only
optician being used;

(b) was consideration given to using
any other optical dispenser;

(c) if "Yes" to (b), what were the
reasons for deciding not to use
them;

(d) if "No" to (b), wilil he or the State
Energy Commission give the matter
their consideration?
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Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(a) The eye protection programme proposed
involves prior sight screening of
employees before issue of safety
spectacles, and the necessity to
personally size and fit the spectacles for
comfort and security, together with
prescription lenses if found necessary.
I am advised that the principal
Organisation involved is OPSM
Industries. This Organisation, through its
subsidiary, OPSM Spectacle Makers
Pty, Ltd., is the only safety house
operating an optical laboratory in the
State.
A further subsidiary is Sureguard Safety
Pty. Ltd., which is a supplier of a wide
range of safety products, including
safety spectacles.
The Organisation is the only one in
Australia to provide both product and
service for vision screening and testing,
and furthermore has facilities in all
major cities in Western Australia.

(b)
(c)

This combination was selected as being
the most effective and efficient method
of achieving the proposed programme.
Yes.
As described in (a).

(d) Not applicable.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
MTT:- Conduct resses

650. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for
Transport:

With reference to his answer to my
question 535 of 1982, will he now
outline what the position is with regard
to potential enforced transfers of
conductresses from the Fremantle Depot
to--

(a) similar position in other depots; or
(b) different positions elsewhere in the

MIT?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(a) and (b) As indicated in answer to
Question 535 continuity of employment
is assured for all MTT conducting staff
at Fremantle Depot. The Trust does not
intend to transfer conductresses from
Fremantle to similar or different
positions in the MIT.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: MINISTER
FOR IMMIGRATION

Royal Commissions and Committees
of Inquiry

651. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Immigration:

(1) What is the number of committees of
inquiry, Royal Commissions and other
forms of major public inquiry conducted
into matters and affairs within the
Minister's administrative responsibi lities
in each of the following years:-
(a) 1974;
(b) 1975;
(c) 1976;
(d) 1977;
(e) 1978;
(f) 1979;
(g) 1980;
(h) 1981?

(2) What 'is the subject and name of each
inquiry identified in (a) to (h) above?

(3) On what date was the report of each
inquiry identified in (2) released to the
public?

(4) What are the names of the reports of the
inquiries, if any, that the Minister or the
Government has not released to the
public?

(5) Why has the Minister withheld each
report, if any, identified in (4)?

(6) When does the Minister expect that the
reports identified in (4), if any, will be
released to the public?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) to (6) The identical question to this has
previously been asked of a number of
Ministers.
The Premier will respond to the member
in due course.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN:
MINISTER FOR REGIONAL

ADMINISTRATION
AND THE NORTH WEST

Royal Commissions and Committees
of Inquiry

652. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Regional Administration and the North
West:
(1) What is the number Of Committees Of

inquiry, Royal Commissions and other
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forms of major public inquiry conducted
into matters and affairs within the
Minister's administrative responsibilities
in each of the following years-
(a)
(V)
(c)
(d)

(h)

£974;
1975;
1976;
1977.
1978;
1979;
1980;
1981 ?

(2) What is the subject and name of each
inquiry identified in (a) to (h) above?

(3) On what date was the report of each
inquiry identified in (2) released to the
public?

(4) What are the names of the reports of the
inquiries, if any, that the Minister or the
Government has not released to the
public?

(5) Why has the Minister withheld each
report, if any, identified in (4)?

(6) When does the Minister expect that the
reports identified in (4), if any, will be
released to the public?

Mr MacKENNON replied:
(1) to (6) An identical question to this has

been asked of a number of Ministers.
The Premier will respond to the member
in due course.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN:
MINISTER FOR TOURISM

Royal Commissions and Committees
of Inquiry

653. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Tourism:

(1) What is the number of committees of
inquiry, Royal Commissions and other
forms of major publj' c inquiry conducted
into matters and affairs within the
Minister's administrative responsibilities
in each of the following years-
(a) 1974;
(b) 1975;
(c) 1976;
(d) 1977;
(e). 1978;
(0) 1979;
(S) 1980;
(h) 1981 ?

654.

(2) What is ihe subject and name of each
inquiry identified in (a) to (h) above?

(3) On what date was the report of each
inquiry identified in (2) released to the
public?

(4) What are the names of the reports of the
inquiries, if any, that the Minister or the
Government has not released to the
public?

(5) Why has the Minister withheld each
report, i f a ny, iden ti fied i n (4) ?

(6) When does the Minister expect that the
reports identified in (4), if any, will be
released to the public?

Mr MacKIN NON replied:
(I) to (6) An identical question to this has

been asked of a number of Ministers.
The Premier will respond to the member
in due course.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN:
MINISTER FOR FORESTS

Royal Commissions and Commit tees
of Inquiry

Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Forests:

(1) What is the number of committees of
inquiry, Royal Commissions and other
forms of major public inquiry conducted
into matters and affairs within the
Minister's administrative responsibilities
in each of the foliowing years-

(a) £974;
(b) £975;
(c) 1976;,
(d) £977;
(e) £978;
(f') 1979;
(g) 1990;,
(h) 1981?)

(2) What is the subject and name of each
inquiry identified in (a) to (h) above?

(3) On what date was the report of each
inquiry identified in (2) released to the
public?

(4) What are the names of the reports of the
inquiries, if any, that the Minister or the
Government has not released to the
public? '

(5) Why has the Minister withheld eachi
report, if any. identified in (4)?

(6) When does the Minister expect that the
reports identified in (4), if any, will be
released to the public?
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Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) to (6) An identical question to this has

been asked of a number of Ministers.

The Premier will respond to the member
in due course.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN:
MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Royal Commissions and Committees of Inquiry

655. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister foir
Local Government:

(I) What is the number of committees of
inquiry, Royal Commissions and other
forms of major public inquiry conducted
into matters and affairs within the
Minister's administrative responsibilities
in each of the following years-

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(a)

(g)
(h)

1974;
1975;
1976;
1977;
1978;
1979;
1980;
1981?

(2) What is the subject and name of each
inquiry identified in (a).to (h) above?

(3) On what date was the report of each
inquiry identified in (2) released to the
public?

(4) What are the names of the reports of the
inquiries, if any, that the Minister or the
Government has not released to the
public?

(5) Why has the Minister withheld each
report, if any, identified in (4)?

(6) When does the Minister expect that the
reports identified in (4), if any, will be
released to the public?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) to (6) An identical question to this has
been asked of a number of Ministers.
The Premier will respond to the member
in due course.

FORREST PLACE

Transfer to Western Australian
Government

656. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) Have arrangemets now been linalised
with the Commonwealth Government
regarding the transfer of Forrest Place
to the Western Australian Government?

(2) Ifr so, under what conditions?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The State Government agreed that in
exchange for Padbury Building-
Commonwealth la nd-in Forrest Place,
it would contribute $535 000 towards
the $ 820 000 cost Of the Telecom site in
Stirling Street. The Perth City Council
agreed to meet the balance of the cost
by providing land for the site. Since the
valuation for Padhury Building was set
at $1 375 000, the State Government
established a credit in favour of the
Commonwealth Government for the
$555 000 difference between $1 375 000
and $820 000 to be used towards
funding future Commonwealth land
requirements.

SOIL: EROSION AND SALINITY

Research Co-ordinating Committee

657. Mr EVANS, to ihe Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Who are the members of the research
co-ordinating committee into salinity
and erosion?

(2) From what department, Organisation or
background does each come?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) and (2) The members of the research co-
ordinating committee are-

Mr B. Beggs (Chairman), Conservator
of Forests.
Mr C. Porter, Director, Department of
Conservation and Environment.
Dr G. Robertson, Commissioner of Soil
Conservation, Department of
Agriculture.
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Mr K. Kelsall, Chief Engineer,
Metropolitan Water Board.
Mr J. Abbott, Asst. Director of
Engineering, Public Works Department.
Dr D. Kelly, Under-Secretary for
Mines.
Mr W. D. Benson, Chairman, Darling
Range study group.
Dr M. J. Mulcahy, Chairman, research
steering committee.
Mr G. White, Manager, Mines and
Environment, Alcoa of Australia Ltd.
Mr E. Sprengel. Millars (WA) Ltd.
Mr W. Hoetcher, Primary Industry
Association of WA,
Mr M. Cameron, President, Pastoralists
& Graziers Association.
Mr F. Batini, Executive, Darling Range
study group.

LAND
Dcg radation: Research

658. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

What amount of funds has been spent
on research into land degradation in
each of the past five years?

Mr OLD replied:
Exact information under such a heading
is not available. However, the Division
of Resource Management of the
Department of Agriculture is the body
mainly concerned with research into
land degradation in Western Australia.
Expenditure by that division in each of
the last five years has been-

1977-78-$545 000
I1978-79-$658 000
1979-80-$682 000
1980-81-SI 135 000
1981-82-SI 260 000 (Est.)

in addition, other divisions of the
Department of Agriculture, and other
Government departments, conduct some
research into aspects of land
degradation.

PASTORAL LEASES
Gascoyne

659. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Lands:
(I) How many pastoral properties are

located in the Gascoyne region?
(33)

(2) Of these properties, how many are
classified as suffering-
(a) live per cent or less degradation;
(b) five per cent to 20 per cent

degradation;
(c) in excess of

degradation?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

20 per cent

(1) 97.
(2) (a) to (c) This information is not
available.

PASTORAL LEASES

Murchison

660. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Lands:
(I) How many pastoral properties are

located in the Murchison region?
(2) Of these properties, how many are

classified as suffering-
(a) five per cent or less degradation;
(b) live per cent to 20 per cent

degradation;
(c) in excess of 20 per cent

degradation?
Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) There are 80 pastoral leases in the

Gascoyne region (1979).
(2) (a) to (c) Information is not available

which would permit the
classification of all leases in the
Gascoyne region into the categories
of degradation requested

Figures are available for the Gascoyne
catch ment. There are 31 properties
partly or wholly on the catcfiment. Of
these-

I1I show live per cent or less
degradation;
13 show between five per cent and
20 per cent degradation;
seven show greater than 20 per cent
degradation.

FARMING PROPERTIES

£sperance-Jerramungup

661. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Primary
Industry:
(1) How many farming properties are

located in the Jerramungup-Esperance
region?

1025



1026 [ASSEMBLY)

(2) Of these properties, how many have
been affected in the past ten years by
wind erosion to a perceptible degree?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) In the region comprised of the four

shires Onowangerup, Ravensthorpe,
Esperance and Dundas there are 1 215
farnis-1979-80 statistics-of which
889 are estimated to be in the
Jerramuagup-Esperance southern
sandplains.

(2) This information is not available.

COMMUNITY WELFARE: SOCIAL WORK
Coolbellup, Hamilton Hill,

and Southwell
662. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister

Assisting the Minister for Community
Welfare:,

(1) Further to my question 540 of 8 April
1981 and the concern he expressed in
parts (I) and (2) of his answer about the
withdrawal of the social work service in
the Cockburn area, is he prepared to
make a special approach to the Federal
Minister for Social Security for
additional funding to allow this service
to continue?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr SKALDERS replied:
(1) No.
(2) As the Commonwealth Midiister for

Social Security has already advised that
no further funds would be available for
this programme, I believe it would be
pointless to pursue this matter further
with him.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
West Morley

663. Mr WILSON, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Education:

(1) How many classrooms are to be used by
the relocated north east metropolitan
regional education office at the West
Morley Primary School?

(2) How many transportable rooms are to
be relocated at the school for use by the
regional office?

(3) What work is to be carried out on
existing classrooms to fit them for use
by the regional office?

(4) What upgrading is to be undertaken on
classrooms in continuing use by the
school and when will this work be
carried out?

(5) How many staff will be based in the
relocated regional office?

(6) What additional car parking facilities
w ill be provided and when will these be
available for use?

(7) When will the regional office begin to
operate from its new premises?

(8) What plans exist for the future
extension of this regional office?

(9) Is it proposed to use any other existing
classrooms in the school which may
become vacant next year or in future
years?

(10) Why was this school chosen as the site
for relocating the regional office when
there have been equally and even more
marked declines in enrolments at the
Morley Primary School, which is more
central and has greater ease of access?

(1 1) What would be the optimum number of
en rolmentis at the school below which its
continuing existence would be at stake?

(12) Can he guarantee that no decision has
been made to close the school?

(13) Will he guarantee that the school will
not be closed within the next seven
years?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) Eighl.
(2) Five.
(3) A verandah is to be enclosed along part

of the regional office and access to it
improved from the existing clasrooms.
The walls between two pairs of rooms
are to be taken out.

(4) These works are under consideration for
co-ordination with the modifications for
the regional office.

(5) Approximately 20, and substantial
numbers of visiting teachers have to be
accommodated at various times.

(6) Forty bays.
(7) During third term 1982.
(8) None at present.
(9) When rooms not required by the school

are available an opportunity will be
taken to transfer activities from the
transportables.
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(10) A planning analysis identified this
school as conveniently located and with
an increasing underuse of its facilities.
Population projections show that this
trend will continue.

(11) to (13) Continuation of the school is not
in doubt and its future operation is a
matter for decision by parents in
negotiation with the Education
Department.

RECREATION: REGIONAL CENTRE
Mirrabooka

664. Mr WILSON, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Recreation:

(1) Has the Minister's department received
a submission from the City of Stirling
for a grant towards a regional recreation
centre at Mirrabooka?

(2) If "Yes", when does he expect to be able
to advise the council of a decision on the
requested grant?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) By mid-May 1982.

ROADS
Dianella Drive-Morley Drive Junction

665. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has the Main Roads Department given
any consideration to possible traffic
congestion problems at the junction of
Morley Drive and Dianella Drive when
this new district distributor road comes
into operation later this year?

(2) If "Yes", what proposals were there for
lessening or overcoming such potential
problems and when would they be
implemented?

(3) If "No" to (1), why not?

MrT RUSKTON replied:
(1) to (3) These roads are under the

control of the Stirling City Council and
some discussions have been held between
council and Main Roads Department
staff on the concepts of council's
proposal
I am advised that it is unlikely undue
congestion will occur, however the
situation will be monitored.

ABORGIN ES: DECEASED
Estates

666. Mr WILSON, to the Minister representing
the Attorney General:

Referring to the situation in which,
when an Aboriginal person who has not
been legally married, dies, the only
persons entitled to claim on the estate
are the deceased's wife-tribal
marriage-the deceased's children or
the deceased's parents, I ask-
(a) will he give consideration to the

need to extend this entitlement to
other relatives who can be left to
bear funeral costs of at least $500
as next of kin, without being able to
claim on the estate to cover such
costs;

(b) if not, why not?
Mr RUSHTON replied:
(a) and (b) The Public Trustee advises that

funeral expenses are a first charge on a
deceased's assets, and are payable prior
to any entitlement of any of the next of
kin.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT:
PECUNIARY INTERESTS

Liberal Party Caommitee
667. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister

representing the Attorney General:
Further to question 534 of 1982
concerning the Attorney General's
involvement with a committee on the
subject of pecuniary interests of
Members of Parliament, will he outline
when the committee will complete its
study?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
This committee is a Joint Party
Committee and will report back to the
parties. When the study of this question
is complete will be a matter for the
committee to decide.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT:

WATERWAYS COMMISSION
Annual Report: Original Copies

668. MrT BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(I) On what date were original copies of the

Waterways Commission annual report
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distributed to the Leader of the
Opposition's office?

(2) Where else were they distributed?
(3) When were they recalled?
(4) Were they all recalled?
(5) Who ordered, that the copies be

recalled?
(6) Were all of the distributed copies picked

up by officers of the Waterways
Commission?

(7) How many copies of the original report
were printed?

(8) By whom were they printed?
(9) Did-

(a) the Peel Inlet management
authority;

(b) the Waterways Commission,
approve the content of the Peel Inlet
management authority's contribution to
the report?

(10) When did his predecessor first receive
the original report?

(11) When was the section which he objected
to drawn to his attention?

(12) When did he refer the matter to the
Waterways Commission?

(13) Did he phone anyone from the
Waterways Commission or the Peel
Inlet management authority prior to
referring the matter to them?

(14) If "Yes" to (13), when did he phone?
(I5) Will he table the correspondence

between his predecessor and the
Waterways Commission on this matter?

(16) When did the Waterways Commission
meet to consider the Minister's letter to
them on the subject of the reference to a
Cabinet briefing and other matters in
the Peel Inlet management authority
report?

(17) Did the Waterways Commission consult
with the Peel Inlet management
authority on the matter?

(18) When was the report altered to remove
the section to which his predecessor had
referred?

(19) How many revised copies of the report
were printed?

(20) What was the final cost of printing and
production for the revised report?

(21) What were the costs of printing and
production for the original report?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) 10 December 1981.
(2) Parliament House, some

government authorities,
Government departments.

local
and

(3)
(4)
(5)

I I December 198 1.
Yes.
Waterways Commission.

(6) No.
(7) 300 copies.
(8) Confidential Copy Centre.
(9) (a) Originally, yes;

(b) originally, yes.
(10) 9 December 1981.
(11) The Minister noticed the

he read the report.
section when

(12) 11 December 1981.
(13) No.
(14) Not applicable.
(I5) There is none.
(16) The commissioner telephoned each

commission member and a unanimous
decision was reached to delete the
reference to a confidential Cabinet
briefing.

(17) Yes, a telephone consultation. It was a
commission decision to make and
included the PIMA Chairman, the
author of the document.

(18) Immediately, in keeping with physical
time required to recollate.

(19) No further copies were printed. The
originals were recollated.

(20) Nil cost. Correction made in Waterways
Commission office by recollation.

(21) $3575.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PARLIAMENT

Four-year-term

162. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:
My question concerns the "life of the
Parliament" as we traditionally refer to
it and is as follows-

What is the Government's view
on extending the life of the
Parliament from three to four years
and can we anticipate a referendum
of the people of Western Australia
will be conducted in conjunction
with the next State general election
in relation to that matter?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

If the honourable member would like to
move that the life of this Parliament be
extended to four years, I will support
him.
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M r Barnett: We are not going to give you
another 12 months!

Mr O'CONNOR: It remains to be seen,
because that has been said for the last
six years. 1 do not want to enter into
that controversy, because it is not part of
the question. The Liberal Party is
considering this matter at the moment.
Many people think a three year term is
too short and consideration has been
given to four or ive year Parliaments.
Throughout Australia the extension of
parliamentary terms is under
examination. We are considering the
matter at the moment, but no final
decision has been made.

HOUSING
Granny Flats

163. Mr BRIAN BURKE. to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

Can the Minister confirm information
provided to us today by the State
Housing Commission that 30 inquiries
have been received from people seeking
to take advantage of the Government's
scheme to facilitate the building of
pensioner accommodation, or granny
flats attached to homes, and that, of the
30 applications or inquiries, not one has
been granted?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
I will be happy to make inquiries to
confirm whether or not the situation is
as the Leader of the Opposition says.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Small Claims Tribunal

164. Mr TONKIN, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) Is it the policy of the Bureau of
Consumer Affairs to refer all matters to
the Small Claims Tribunal?

(2) What are the criteria by which such
references are made?

(3) Is the Minister aware of the article on
page 40 of today's Daily News which
refers to such a reference?

(4) Why was such a reference made in that
particular case?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) to (4) The member for Morley has given

absolutely no notice of the question. I
am not aware of the article in the Daily
News. If he places the question on notice
he will get a considered reply.

GAMBLING
Poker Machines

165. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

I refer to a letter which appeared in The
West Australian of 21 April under the
heading "Poker machines and StLate
polls". My question is as follows-

(1) Can the Minister confirm that a
Sydney poker machine consultant,
Mr Edward Vibert-the person
who wrote the letter to which I
referred-is currently facing a
criminal charge in New South
Wa les? I rso w hat is the cha rge?

(2) ts he the same Mr Vibert, the
Executive Director of the
Australian Club Development
Association, a New South Wales
based poker machine lobby group
which has indicated that it is ready
to transfer its campaign to Western
Australia in an all-out campaign to
get poker machines in this State
legalised?

(3) Has the Minister any information
on where and when Mr Vibert is
likely to open his office in WA in
his bid to influence voting in the
next State election?

(4) Can he confirm reports that Mr
Vibert and the pro-poker machine
Lobby spent $150 000 during the
Queensland election campaign and
that the Victorian Labor Party
received $100 000 from that same
lobby towards its election expenses
in return for favourable
consideration of the lobby's
objectives?

(5) What is the Government's attitude
to the legalisation of poker
machines in WA?

Mr Tonkin: Most of that question is
inadmissible.
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Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) My information is that Mr Edward

Vibert has appeared in court in New
South Wales charged with having
obtained $1 17 050 by deception from
the Ettalong Beach War Memorial Club
in May 1980. He is presently on
remand. It has been reported that the
charge was laid by the special New
South Wales police task force
investigating organised crime in that
State. I will table a copy of two
newspaper reports relating to the alleged
offence.

(2) Yes. Statements by Mr Vibert reported
in an article in The West Australian
newspaper of 5 March 1982 and a letter
in that newspaper of 21 April 1982
indicate that Mr Vibert is a key figure
in a well financed commercially based
pressure group which makes no secret of
its intention to use whatever tactics are
necessary to achieve its aims.

Mr Hodge: It sounds like the Festival of
Light!

Mr HASSELL: It will be the "festival of
darkness"; make no mistake about that.

Mr O'Connor: Are you supporting that sort
of person?

Mr Pearce: Of course not, but the whole
thing is a typical political stunt.

Mr Bryce: He is an agent of darkness!
Mr Pearce: The suggestion that he has given

money to the Labor Party is absolute
nonsense and it is not within the
Minister's competence to answer the
question anyway.

Mr O'Connor: He has not answered it yet.
Mr Davies:. The Minister looks a bit Nile

green.
Mr HASSELL: To coninue-
(3) Mr Vibert has been reported in the

Press that he is Prepared to come to this
State to help in a campaign for
legalisation of these machines. It has
also been reported that his next
campaign will start in South Australia
in October in the lead up to that State's
election. His association maintains a
permanent staff of five in Queensland to
lobby in that State. I have no
information on where and when he
intends transferring his activities to
Western Australia.

(4) Mr Vibert has been quoted as saying
that some $150000 was spent by his
lobby group in the lead up to the
Q ueensland election . A sum of $ 100 000
was reportedly spent by the same group
during the Victorian election campaign
against the Victorian Liberal Party's
opposition to those machines, It is not
known how much, if any, of that money
went to the Victorian Labor Pary.

Mr Davies: You get more than that by
letting them operate illegally.

Mr HASSELL: To continue-

(5) The State Government remains firmly
opposed to the legalisation of poker
machines.

Mr Tonkin: So does the Opposition!

Mr HASSELL: To continue-

The Government is pleased that the
Opposition shares the same opinion and
that as late as this week one of its
members said in public that the ALP
would oppose any attempt to legalise
them.

EDUCATION
Spastic Children

166. Mr PEARCE, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Education:

I refer to the education provisions for
spastic children, and ask-

(1) Is the Minister aware that on 12
January this year the Education
Department, through the Director
General of Education, gave an
indication to the Spastic Welfare
Association of WA Inc. that its
school building at the Sir David
Brand facilities would be completed
and ready for occupation by the
first week of third term?

(2) Is it a fact that building has not
started and tenders have not been
called?

(3) Can the Minister explain why the
building has not yet been
commenced?

(4) What has been the cause of this
delay?
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(5) What action does the Government
intend to take to overcome the
considerable difficulties which these
unbelievable delays will cause to
spastic children who will not only
have to work in demountable
classrooms which have
unsatisfactory entrances, but who
will also have to use demountable
toilets which in fact cannot be used
by spastic children?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) to (5) The member is referring to
the position at Mt. Lawley, is he?

Mr Pearce: Yes.
Mr CLARKO: I presume the member is

referring to the previous Director
General of Education, because he
mentioned 12 January as being the date
on which the then Director General
promised the building would be
operative by the first week of third term.
However, I have had no notice of this
question.
The member is asserting that tenders
have not yet been let and that the
project has been put back. I am not
aware of this, but if the member will
supply me with clearer details I will look
properly at the matter he has raised.

STATE FINANCE:
EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE

Savings
167. Mr WILSON. to the Premier:

I refer to his claims that the activities of
the Cabinet expenditure review
committee have saved the State amounts
he has put variously at $32 million and
$40 million. Will these savings permit
the State to devote more resources to
relieve the burden of home owners?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The work undertaken by the committee
was in the interests of all the taxpayers
of this State in an effort to make sure
that money was spent wisely so that we
could restrict as much as possible any
additional taxes being incurred by the
community. This is a duty of all
Governments. I strongly believe that not
only will home owners and all taxpayers
of the State benefit from the
committee's work now, but also by
acting on a continuing basis every

taxpayer in this State must benefit in
the long term.

Members will notice that in the last few
days further action has been taken with
respect to vehicles in an effort to cut
something like £4 million from the
Government bill. This Government has
taken very firm action to initiate savings
in all areas for the benefit of the
taxpayers of this State.

Although we have already taken action
to save money, this will not be the end of
the line, because we will continue in this
way for the benefit not only of
homeowners but also of everyone in this
State.

WAGES
Interest Ra tes on InvestMents

168. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

Consistent with its known persistent
efforts to keep wages down, what action
has the Government taken to d iscourage
the advertising campaign currently
urging people to insist on higher rates of
interest on their investments?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

One of the most important problems in
this State at the moment involves union
control so that wages are kept within
reason. It is pretty obvious at the
moment that many members of various
unions are browned off with their union
bosses who push them around to an
extent they should not be pushed
around. People are starting to believe
that permanent jobs are more important
than wage increases; they believe there
should be stability in this regard. In
recent times we have seen a number of
union members taking action against the
unions because of their concern with
some union activity which they see as
being to their disadvantage in the long
term. For instance, this applies to people
in the North-West Shelf area and those
involved with driving buses. The stage
has been reached where individuals in
unions are taking the necessary action to
overcome these problems.
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STATE FINANCE:
EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE

Savings
169. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Treasurer:

I preface my question by pointing out
that we in the Opposition are becoming
alarmed at the way in which the truth is
treated by some Ministers and the
Premier in answer to questions.

Mr O'Connor: You ought to be careful about
the truth, because you handle it
carelessly.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have just heard
the member for Dianella ask a question
of the Premier that presupposed two
statements by the Premier that savings
of $32 million and $40 million have been
made by the Cabinet expenditure review
committee. Those two statements were
made by the Premier publicly and in
answer to questions in this House, yet
dated 19 April we have the Premier
writing to the Manager of the Western
Australian Housing Research
Information Centre saying that the cuts
amount to $12 million in 1981-82-not
$32 million and not $40 million, but $12
million-and in 1982-83 the sum will be
SI17 million. I ask the Premier which is
the correct figure-$40 million, $32
million, $17 million, or $12 million?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
If anyone knows about handling the
truth carelessly it is the Leader of the
Opposition, because he does it regularly
in this House.

The SPEAKER: Order! I submit to the
Premier that it is inappropriate to use
that type of language. I say to the
Leader of the Opposition that he also
ought to try to set a standard in this
place by not using language which gets
very close to being unparliamentary.

Mr O'CONNOR: The previous Premier
released details of the amounts that
were to be saved in a financial year
following the work carried out by the
Cabinet expenditure review committee.
There were different amounts in
different areas. If the Leader of the
Opposition cares to refer back to those
Press releases, he will find out what
were the amounts.

WATER RESOURCES: RESERVE

Piggery
170. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Water

Resources:

I did give the Minister some notice of

this question, which is as follows-

()Is it the case that the Government
is proposing to allow D'Orsogna
Bros Pty. Ltd. to build a piggery on
Crown water reserve 3020 in
Cooper Road, Bullsbrook?

(2) Did the Government previously
refuse permission to D'Orsogna
Bros to build a similar piggery on
land owned by the firm to the west
of the Onangara mound which
immediately abuts reserve 3020?

(3) What is the difference between the
two proposals and will the
Government reconsider this matter?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

I am appreciative of the member giving

some short notice of this question which,

unfortunately, did not enable me

personally to talk with officers of the

Water Board. Nevertheless I remember

the case fairly well and can answer him

from my memory of the facts involved,

without being sure that the reserve

number quoted by the member is the

land I have in mind. The answer is as

follows-

(I) Yes. An excised portion of the
reserve which was vested in the
Minister for Works and is an area
of approximately 25 hectares has
been set aside for the purpose of an
abattoir. As far as I know,
negotiations are continuing with
D'Orsogna Bros so that the firm
might purchase this land through
the Industrial Lands Development
Authority.
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(2) To the best of my knowledge
D'Orsogna Bros did not actually
apply for permission to have an
abattoir on its property, which I
suppose is the land referred to and
which D'Orsogna Bros owns. The
firm was told by the Water Board
that it would not recommend, and
in fact would very much oppose, an
application for such a permit
because the land is on a ground
water resource and the pollution
danger from an abattoir would be
fairly high.

(3) The difference between the two
proposals is that the usage of the
excised land mentioned in (1) for
use as an abattoir does not
constitute any pollution hazards.
This was established about a year
ago by an interdepartmental
committee set up for the purpose of
making a recommendation. It said
there would be no environmental
hazards created by pollution if the
land were used as an abattoir,
whereas the usage of the land
mentioned in (2) which is the
property of D'Orsogna Bros, or is
presently the property of that firm
and hopefully is to be purchased by
the Water Board, lies on a ground
water resource which is to be used
in future and which would be
subject to pollution. Hence, the
Government is not likely to
reconsider this matter. I would not
recommend that the Government
reconsider it. Should my answer in
any way need further
clarification-because I have relied
on memory-I would be happy to
obtain further information for the
member.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Wall Cladding

Ill. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) Has the Bureau of Consumer Affairs
received complaints in respect of a wall
cladding Firm called Modern Style
Home Improvements?

(2) If so, what is the nature of the
complaints received?

(3)

(4)

In what way does the firm attract
business?
Is the bureau aware that-
(a) the seven day cooling off period on

such transactions is circumvented
when the firm commences work the
day after the transaction has been
entered into;

(b) the contract farm contains a
statement that the agreement is
"non-cancellable"; and

(c) some of the transactions involve
sums of several thousand dollars
and that some pensioners and
others on low incomes are incurring
debts which will plague them for
the remainder of their lives?

(5) What redress is available to people who
have been financially embarrassed by
activities of the type referred to above?

(6) What effect has the Door to Door
(Sales) Act on such transactions?

(7) Is the bureau investigating complaints
against the firm in question?

(8) Has the firm co-operated with the
bureau and other Government
authorities in such investigations?

(9) Are any charges pending in respect of'
the firm?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) Yes. Twenty two complaints have been

received against Modern Style Home
Improvements since 1980.

(2) Consumers have complained that the
company has failed to comply with the
provisions of the Door to Door (Sales)
Act; made allegations of referral selling,
and failure of sales people to identify
themselves.

(3) The company employs attractive young
women to canvass suburban areas under
the pretence of carrying out housing
research. They produce a business card
in the name of "Home Research" and
are non-specific as to the exact purpose
of the call. Members of the public are
usually told that their home has been
specially selected for display in a
particular area and that the resident
would be pleasantly surprised with the
outcome of another meeting with a
person styled "Research Officer". The
girl then seeks an appointment for this
purpose when husband and wife are
home, without disclosing that the real
purpose of this meeting is to sell wall or
roof cladding or tiling.
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(4) (a) The Bureau of Consumer Affairs
takes the view that if work is
commenced within the seven day
cooling off period, the consumer is
still entitled to cancel the contract
and pay only the raw or actual cost
of any work done without any profit
margin.

(b) Yes. In cases where the Door to
Door (Sales) Act applies this clause
is void and in fact its inclusion in
such a contract is an offence under
that legislation. Investigations
currently are being undertaken in
relation to this matter.

(c) Yes. The nature of the transaction
is such as to call on older style
residences and suburbs and upon
elderly persons on low incomes,
Such persons are subjected to
extremely high pressure sales
techniques which involve lengthy
periods of time spent by the
salesman at the consumer's
residence and in some instances has
involved continued visiting aver a
lengthy period by a salesman until
the consumer succumbs to this
pressure and signs a contract.

(5) If the provisions of the Door To Door
(Sales) Act have been breached, by
failing to provide a customer with notice
of his right to terminate the Contract, if
the contract has been signed outside the
prescribed hours, the contract is
unenforceable and the firm cannot
pursue payment where work has not
been done. Where work has been
completed the Door to Door (Sales) Act
provides that only a reasonable sum is
payable. That in the bureau's view is the
actual cost without a profit margin. In
many instances brought to the attention
of the bureau, the firm has ignored these
provisions and attempts to recover under
the contract. Consumers who are
experiencing difficulties with this firm
should approach the bureau for
assistance.

(6) Contracts entered into in contravention
of the Door to Door (Sales) Act are
unenforceable and give rights to the
consumer to cancel the contract and
recover any deposit or to pay only the
reasonable cost when work is completed.
Offences may have also been committed
as a result of failure to comply with the
Act.

(7) Yes.
(8) No. The bureau and the Small Claims

Tribunal have received scant co-
operation in the handling of complaints.
A director of the company, Norman Ian
Cheetham-a fairly appropriate name,
it would seem-has on two occasions
refused to discuss complaints with a
bureau officer. The company would
apppear intent upon ignoring its
obligations at law.

(9) Currently charges under the Door to
Door (Sales) Act are pending against
Thibe Pty. Limited, which trades as
Modern Style Home Improvements, and
Norman [an Cheetham. A number of
other matters currently are being
investigated with a view to prosecution.

HEALTH

Vaccines

172. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Further to the question asked yesterday
of the Minister concerning the storage of
vaccines, can the Minister advise the
length of time the vaccines can be kept
at temperatures outside the 2* to SOC
range before potency is put at risk?

Mr YOUNG replied:

Different types of vaccines have varying
storage and transport requirements.
However live viral vaccines such as
measles, mumps, rhubella and polio-
myelitis have more stringent
requirements than inactivated vaccines
such as diphtheria, whooping cough and
tetanus. Information received from Dr
McCarthy, Director of Commonwealth
Serum Laboratories in Australia, is as
follows-

He is unaware of specific
investigations carried out by
individual manufacturers of the live
vaccines currently available in
Australia as to the viability of these
vaccines at temperatures higher
than those recommended in the
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product brochures. However he
considers that it would be unwise to
contravene these recommendations
which in the case of mumps vaccine
states that "during shipment to
ensure that there is no loss of
potency, the vaccine must be
maintained at a temperature of
I OC or less. Prior to reconstitution
store the vaccine in a refrigerator at
20-86c".

All live vaccines issued by my
department are transported in a
continuation of the cold chain in
-eskies" with accompanying frozen
bricks.
It must be assumed therefore that
potency Calls off rapidly as the vaccine
warms up,

FORREST PLACE
Transfer to Western Australian Government

173. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

I am grateful to the Minister for telling
me in answer to a question today what
the previous Premier and the present
Premier were unable to tell me in regard
to Forrest Place. Unfortunately the
answer is obscure.

Mr O'Connor: Do you mean we gave you an
answer that wasn't obscure?

Mr DAVIES: No, the two Premiers gave me
no answer, so the answer from the
Minister for Urban Development and
Town Planning was a slight
improvement. Is the Perth City Council
a participant in the redevelopment of
Forrest Place, and if so. to what extent
financially, in particular?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
I thought the original question related
specifically to whether the State was in
ownership of the land. The member now
asks a further question in relation to the
redevelopment.

Mr Davies: No, whether the deal had been
concluded and under what conditions.

Mrs CRAIG: I indicated to the member that
the deal had been concluded, and I
assumed the property about which he
inquired was the Padbury Building.

Mr Davies: No.

Mrs CRAIG: The Padbury Building was
owned by the Commonwealth, but it is
now owned by the State.

Mr Davies: Your sums didn't add up though.
Mrs CRAIG: I think the member's query is

answered in the previous reply. I could
quickly turn it up to ind out. The
situation is that a certain amount of
money was paid, and the remaining
money to be paid has been foregone by
the Commonwealth against any future
time at which it may wish the State to
provide it with more land to the value
established, However, on the figures
given to the member there is a
difference of $550 000.

Mr Davies: You mentioned the Perth City
Council and I was wondering just what
is its role.

Mrs CRAIG: Of course, the Perth City
Council has an important part to play in
the planning and development of the
area, but I would not say it has had a
role in the acquisition of the Padbury
Building. I understand the council
presently is negotiating with the
Commonwealth for the purchase of the
building on the corner of Wellington
Street and Forrest Place, a building
which as the member would know is in a
fairly derelict state.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Industry: Impending Closure

174. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

In the light of his efforts and the efforts
of his colleague the Minister for
Resources Development, to attract
industry to Western Australia from New
South Wales I ask-
(1) Has he or his department received

information concerning the current
scaling-down and impending
closure of Metters Building
Products (WA) Pty. Ltd.-trading
as MBP-which has employed as
many as 500 people, and operated
in Western Australia since the turn
of the century?

(2) What reasons have been advanced
by the company to explain the
closure?
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(3) What initiatives have been taken by
the State Government to encourage
this firm to remain in business in
Western Australia?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) No.

(2) See answer to (I).

(3) With respect to this mission to the
Eastern States we, as a Government, are
offering all incentives to companies
located both in Western Australia and
in other States I will ask my
department to undertake an immediate
inquiry with respect to the position or
the proposed position as outlined by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to
establish exactly what is the position and
whether the case is as he alleges and
whether there is any need for the
Government to become involved.

MINING: GOLD
Industry: Assistance

175. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Mines:

The Minister has indicated in respect of
a previous question that the Government
is not prepared to support or foster a
gold price stabilisation scheme on the
ground that it would be uneconomic. I
ask-

(1) Has the Minister simply made that
assessment off the top of his head,
or has an assessment been made of
the proposed scheme?

(2) Could the Minister advise when
that assessment was made, if it was
made, and by whom it was made?

(13) Would the Minister be prepared to
make available a copy of any
relevant papers on the matter?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) There is nothing new in the

scheme that was suggested. In other
words, the principles of the scheme-not
the detail, because I have not seen any
details that the Opposition, or the
member in particular, might have
regarding a gold price stabilisation
scheme. But it relates to some form of
fixing of the gold price market in terms
of having some kind Of stabilisation
scheme-is nothing new. I am going
back to the years since the $US35 an
ounce Limit was removed. So far as we
are concerned, the advice that I gave to
the member was quite clear. We are not
interested in becoming involved in such

a scheme at present unless
someone-and no doubt there will be
someone-can demonstrate where the
overall advantage will be. By "overall",
I do not just mean the advantage in,
terms of some stability, but so far as the
producer is concerned. Where is the
advantage to the taxpayer, to the whole
of the economy of the country and in
other respects? No-one has been able to
demonstrate or show that. It is all very
well to say that for the sake of the
companies involved in gold mining some
stability of price or other mechanism
will assist in that regard.

Mr Grill: If we put up our specific scheme,
will you examine it?

Mr P. V. JONES: Yes. However I would be
misleading the member if I suggested to
him that it would be embraced with any
enthusiasm.

PUBLIC SERVANTS
Retirement: Age 55

176. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

Can he tell me whether the Government
has finalised plans for the retirement of
civil servants at age 55?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The Government has clearly indicated
that it supports the voluntary retirement
of people at that age. The Public Service
Board is working out the finer details. It
has not been finalised at this stage.

Mr Davies: You must tell your Minister in
the other place.
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GAMBLING
Poker Machines and

Beer Ticket Machines
177. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for Police

and Prisons:

(1) In view of his statement today in answer
to the member for Mundaring in regard
to the Government's policy on poker
machines, could he explain to the House
the fundamental moral difference
between them and the beer ticket
machines that are now proliferated
throughout licensed clubs in Western
Australia?

(2) Is this another case of containment and
toleration being exploited by these
people at the expense of the Government
carrying out the law?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am not certain that the

question does not simply call for an
opinion; however, I am quite prepared to
express it. I do not know that we could
say there was a vast difference between
the two, but there is certainly a
difference in the whole system by which
they operate and the impact which they
have on people.

Mr Jamieson: They put money in and take
money out.

Mr HASSELL: The beer ticket machines
which are available in d limited number
of places do not have the same impact
on people's behaviour as do poker
machines.

Mr Carr: It is pretty close.
Mr Grill: Go to a few clubs and see them

operating.
Mr HASSELL: The member for Welshpool

will know that his spokesman has made
it clear on behalf of the ALP that they
are opposed to the introduction of poker
machines in this State.

Mr Parker: Not only have I done that; the
Leader of the Opposition also issued a
statement last year about it.

Mr HASSELL: I have no argument with
that. I am delighted to know the
Opposition maintain that policy because
I believe-indeed the majority of people
in this State believe-that poker
machines are highly undesirable. I do
not know whether the member for
Wclshpool is going on to suggest from
that that beer machines are equally
undesirable and that some action should
be taken against them.
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