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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY — FOURTH DAY 
Motion 

MR LEWIS (East Melville) [9.20 p.m.]: In rising to make this contribution in reply to the Governor’s address, I do 
so with a feeling of great responsibility—a responsibility to represent as fairly as possible the opinions, attitudes, 
needs, desires and concerns, and above all to speak on behalf of the people of the East Melville electorate in order 
that they are heard and understood and that their observations and attitudes are taken cognisance of. I consider, of 
course, that as a junior member of the Opposition this responsibility as I see it, may not be accepted by this 
Parliament on all occasions, but members can be assured of my resilience and determination to endeavour to be 
an effective representative for my electorate. 

Before continuing, Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask you to convey to the Speaker of this House my congratulations on 
his election to the high office of Speaker. As it is for him a new experience, it is also for me with this my maiden 
speech. I wish him well for his future determinations over this Assembly and trust that wisdom and equanimity 
will imbue a sense of propriety and dignity which, alas, I feel was wanting by some members on the afternoon of 
the opening of this session. 

At this time also I extend my congratulations to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, on your appointment as Chairman of 
Committees and sincerely hope that the example which you will set will encourage decorum in this House of 
Assembly To be able to stand here tonight and address you, Mr Deputy Speaker, is a great privilege to me, not 
only as a member of Parliament and all that goes with it, but also having stood as a candidate for the Liberal Party 
and been elected by the people of East Melville as their third member of that electoral district. I am proud and 
honoured to be able to take my place to represent all those good people to whom I have pledged to serve full-time 
to the best of my ability. Notwithstanding anyone’s political persuasions, religion or ethnic origin, I have also 
made it well-known that my electorate office door will always be open to those who wish to attend. No-one’s 
politics will be inquired of and all that will be asked is, “How can I be of assistance and what is your opinion? 

I wish now to pay tribute to my predecessor, Mr Tony Trethowan. He is a great gentleman with natural courtesy 
and dignity who at all times acts with propriety and decorum. In the six years in which he represented East Melville 
he did so with diligence and a sense of responsibility to do his job properly; perhaps, on occasions, he did it too well. 

Tony Trethowan brought wise counsel to his colleagues and, I understand, well-prepared and profound debate to 
this forum. I trust, therefore, that this House will join with me in recognising the retired and well-respected 
Anthony Markham Trethowan and to record his contributions to his political party, his electorate of East Melville 
and, indeed, to the Parliament of Western Australia. 

I understand that it is not customary in this place to pay tribute to one’s family or other individuals for the fear of 
its being considered rather trite, but I happen to be one who recognises the family as the foundation of our society. 
Indeed, in some circles, particularly on the left of the political spectrum, it is fashionable to discredit the wholesomeness 
and goodness of the traditional family; to discount the obligations and rights of parents of a family to accept the 
responsibility of parenthood; to put down the parents’ desires to educate and imbue in their children what is right 
and proper and what is indeed wrong; to try to remove the natural rights of parents to bring up their children as they 
see fit and to inculcate in them fundamental understanding that one’s rights exist only as long as the responsibilities 
that go with them are accepted. 

We should not try to mutate the natural instincts of the family—to support, succour and teach. The welfare State 
does not know best. In fact, it endeavours to turn children into adults without their ever having the opportunity to 
be free and happy. Indeed, it stymies initiative and responsibility. Our heritage comes from people who went out 
with nothing to settle and establish themselves and to make their own way and enjoy the fruits of their labours. 
These people—our mothers and our fathers—accepted and expected the responsibilities for themselves and their 
family and were of common principle. In the main, they were too proud to accept assistance from their friends, 
let alone the Government. Unfortunately, the attitude in Australia today is to rely on the welfare State and to rip 
off as much as possible, without an awareness that someone else is contributing, or to have a conscience of mind 
that to continually take without any effort to give or contribute is wrong. 

Today we have an entire generation of people in this country who have been encouraged by welfare to rely on the 
State and who have grown up expecting the world to continue to provide for all their needs without having to 
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work or contribute towards them. Fortunately for me, I was brought up in a traditional family environment and 
I was taught respect, self-discipline, self-reliance and to have a conscience, and more importantly what was right 
and what was wrong. For these attributes I thank my parents, Ken and Marj Lewis. 

At this time I pay tribute to my immediate family—my wife, Helen, and my two children, Lachlan and Morgen, who 
have continually supported me to this, the threshold of my parliamentary career. While on this subject I acknowledge 
the help of the Dillon family and them any other friends, supporters, and party members who, by their efforts, 
have allowed me to take my place in this Assembly. 

Of course, when considering a speech such as this one has the temptation to pour out all his frustrations on 
what he considers is not right with Government and society. However, I will curb my inclinations and draw to 
the attention of the House two matters in which I believe reform is well overdue. I use the word “reform” 
because it is a word which the Government understands and the Press likes to use. My reforms are targeted to 
that of land tenure, or ownership, and to the inequity of rating by statutory authorities, more particularly the 
Water Authority.  

First, I refer to land tenure. Most members are probably aware that ownership of land in Western Australia is held 
under the Torrens system of a fee simple title which relates back to feudal times when the barons or owners of the 
land granted or sold title to certain people. Such being the case, fee simple implied that the land was unencumbered, 
with no restrictions or covenants, thus allowing the owner to do as he or she wished with his or her land. 

The irony is that over the hundreds of years, but certainly more particularly over recent times, the fee simple or 
absolute ownership of one’s real estate has stealthily been removed by the socialism of land by Governments of 
various political persuasions. 

To illustrate this more clearly, 60 years ago the only way Government could affect or exercise rights over alienated 
land was by formal resumption which then required, and still does, Executive Council approval followed by 
a statutory notice of intention to resume and compensation for loss calculated by a method which was then, and 
I believe still is, inequitable. 

It is important to note that the certificate of title, the public document in itself, was required to be endorsed by the 
Registrar of Titles of any public intention to resume or to charge the land so that the public at large and, indeed, 
the fee simple owner was aware of the matter. 

Of course then came the Town Planning and Development Act of 1928 which gave the Government and local 
authorities further power to restrict the use of land—a fact which today is accepted out of course—but what did 
not happen with the legislation was a requirement for the authority that removed by zoning some of those fee 
simple rights to tell the owner and endorse on the certificate of title just how the land is affected. 

With the passing of time, the Local Government Act of 1960 was then proclaimed, which further eroded the 
“fee simple” status of land by allowing gazettal of intended road reservation widening—again without such 
intentions being required to be notified on title—and then further with the Metropolitan Region Town Planning 
Scheme Act of 1959 which gave wide-ranging powers to the MRPA and the Minister to further restrict and 
encumber fee simple land without such intentions by the Government to be notified on title. 

The virtually infallible Torrens system of title which used to and should tell the owner, the public, the Government 
or whoever, all of the charges, covenants, caveats, encumbrances, restrictions, intentions, zonings, and reservations 
on the parcel of land now virtually records only the commercial transactions such as mortgages, caveats, and the 
like. All other restrictions other than resumption notices peculiarly those which imply the Government’s will, are 
not—I repeat, are not—notified on the public certificate of land holding. 

Mr Deputy Speaker, I therefore with respect suggest that reforms and initiatives must be taken to again allow all 
matters affecting the fee simple holding of land to be recorded on the one public register and certificate of title of 
land—rather than allowing the perpetuation of the lax system which has been allowed to prevail which causes the 
public to have to check with four or five different agencies to ascertain just how their land is affected. 

The other matter to do with reform of land is the statutory manner in which many unfortunate people are dispossessed 
of their real estate by Government acquisition under the threat of resumption or otherwise by actual resumption 
itself. I believe the statutory machinery of resumption was written into law within the Public Works Act of 1902 
and has had very little amendment in the 80 years since that time. 

So I say again, reform is required in this area to ensure that people are not driven out of their homes on the basis 
of valuation plus 10 percent for disturbance. What must happen is that the Government and its agencies have to 
recognise that many people just cannot re-establish their homes to the same standards on the inequitable valuation 
plus 10 per cent formula. There must be taken into consideration other factors such as environment, convenience, 
family dislocation, nearness to workplace, and anxieties, and the plain simple peace of mind of those affected. 
These are true and real problems that exist, so I ask the House and the Government to take notice and reform. 
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I now direct members’ attention to rating inequities which, with the passing of time, become more manifest as 
inflation and values changed. I refer principally to the plight of those people who, by hard work, self-pride, and 
in the main by disciplined saving, have built, acquired, or improved their residence or home so that it presents 
better and is therefore valued more highly than others. 

These people, many of whom are in the twilight of their lives, are not wealthy, some are on age pensions and are 
virtually rated out of their homes when they are forced to pay up to 10 times the municipal rates which those on the 
minimum rate pay. I believe the rating system based entirely on property value, especially to do with one’s place 
of residence is badly in need of reform. The valuation methods may have been all right years ago when there was 
property-franchised voting in local government, but today with adult franchise voting, a Federal taxing system where 
people are taxed on their income, rather than their property, why should these people be penalised for their thrift 
and hard work by the inequitable property rating system? Why should they be further taxed over and above the 
norm on the basis of their homes which they have had the same opportunity to acquire as others and for which they 
have saved for many years, when others perhaps have not seen their responsibilities and priorities the same way? 

I therefore suggest to members of this House that reform in this area must take place, especially within the metropolitan 
region and larger areas of population so that the services of water, sewerage, refuse collection, road maintenance, 
libraries, recreation facilities, etc., are treated like any other commodity, and that the user pays in equity without 
the antiquity of evaluation component. 

I know that over the years the unfairness of the rating system has been recognised and a few attempts have been 
made by inquiries and the like to find a solution. However, just because previous attempts have failed, this is no 
good reason to tuck it away and forget about it; perhaps it is all the more reason to do something about it, which 
is what I am asking the Government to do. 

In the short-term, relief must be given—and to achieve this I suggest to the Minister for Local Government that local 
authorities should be encouraged to recognise the inequalities and, if necessary, advised to increase the amount 
paid for the minimum municipal rate, which in some cases is only $120. By this means, the amount of revenue 
raised by what I refer to as the mean or nominal rate would be increased, with the effect of spreading the rate and 
reducing the amount of money needed to be raised by the valuation component, resulting in relief to higher-value 
property owners. 

Of course the glaring anomaly in rating is the difference between sewerage and water charges and municipal rating 
whereby the Statute permits a concessional rate on the latter on one’s place of residence while the Water Authority 
does not have the same statutory ability to do likewise. Why is it good for local government but not good for the 
Water Authority? 

At this point I want to turn my attention to the Governor’s address and amplify his words to the effect that members 
of Parliament carry heavy responsibilities, not only for their constituents but as elected representatives whose job 
it is to contribute to the well-being of the people of Western Australia. This charge the Governor has given us is 
so important, especially in these times of grave economic uncertainty, when at last the people of Australia are 
coming to their senses and realising that we cannot continue to live beyond our means on borrowed money. 

It is indeed unfortunate that the manifestation of the country’s ross overindulgences at this time will be seen in 
perpetuity, monumented by the new Parliament House in Canberra. The impetus to this money-gobbling monster 
was, of course, given by the Fraser Government, but no countenance has been demonstrated by the Hawke Government, 
which, either as a result of complete incompetence or ignorance, has allowed the monetary estimates to explode 
five and a half times from a handsome $180 million back in 1982 to an extravagantly exorbitant projected cost of 
$1 000 million in 1988 

I must say, as one with a little experience in professional disciplines and building construction, that either the initial 
estimates were grossly and incompetently wrong, or scant regard to quantities and financial control has been 
exercised by the present Government. To me this extravagance highlights the troubles of our country, where there 
is an encouraged fashion or syndrome for all to go out and borrow; live on tomorrow, which unfortunately, in the 
economic sense, may not want to come. I say to the Government and to this House that we all must exercise 
constraints on expenditure. Governments must be resolute and not fall to the easy option of picking on charges to 
raise more and more taxes, for the time is nigh when the people will say, “Enough is enough.” 

To conclude, I want to direct my observations to local government and its part in also carrying the burden and 
accepting the responsibilities of limiting borrowings and constraints in financial expenditure. As many members 
know, I have had the privilege of serving for many years as a local government councillor, and for this reason it 
grieves and disturbs me greatly that some of the cities and shires have not yet got the message on borrowing. 
Unfortunately they do not treat the financial responsibility of the council as they would their own money within 
their own circumstances. For this reason I suggest that the Government, through the Minister for Local Government, 
once again takes an overview of local government borrowing so as to counsel and if necessary restrict loan 
programmes which take no heed of current times. 
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At the present time it concerns me to know that the City of Melville, my own local authority, which has for many 
years set a magnificent example in local government by its strong leadership, wise government, and financial 
management, is considering a programme in excess of $3 million on the basis of a rate revenue of approximately 
$7.5 million. This proposed programme is for capital works and community services, some of which I believe can 
be put aside for a year or two until Australia’s economic circumstance changes. I believe that councillors must realise, 
as one realises in one’s own home, it is foolish to try to satisfy all one’s wants and wishes today. 
Before closing, and whilst on local government, I want to pay tribute to and record the services of Mr Harry Strickland, 
AM, who served the State of Western Australia, particularly in local government, and more particularly the citizens 
of Melville, as a councillor for 30 continuous years. During that period he served four terms as deputy mayor. He 
was President of the Local Government Association for five years, and he was connected with local government 
in many other capacities too numerous to mention. Suffice to say he has been awarded the distinction of being 
made a Member of the Order of Australia for his service to local government, and on 9 April, 1986 he was elevated 
to the status of Freeman of the City of Melville. 
Finally I say we must never forget that what we do in this Chamber affects the lives of our fellow Western Australians, 
and it is with humility that I pledge myself to their service. 
I thank members of the Assembly for their courtesy. 
[Applause.] 

__________ 
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