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the Yarloop community send in complaints on a weekly basis about the health impacts from the Wagerup Alumina
Refinery.  It is difficult to pin down the precise chemical, or the combination of chemicals, that cause their health
problems.  Commonsense would indicate that, as it is the only facility of its kind in the area - apart from a timber mill -
it is likely that the emissions from Alcoa World Alumina’s Wagerup refinery would be the cause.  However, a range of
agricultural chemicals is also used in the area.  In that instance, epidemiology studies could pin down the precise cause
of people’s health problems.  Very few epidemiology studies are conducted on the impact on the community of air
emissions, but we know it is a huge cost to Health Departments in all Australian States.  Research in New South Wales
shows that six times as many people are made ill and leave work from chemical inhalation as from physical injury.  It is
a massive cost to our community, and we must deal with it.  Western Australia is doing nothing to pin down the real
causes of these health problems.  People in the Health Department have put it to me that the cost of epidemiology
studies is too great.  I have never believed that, because I have seen the clever studies that have been conducted in other
countries, in which they use existing data to come up with a precise understanding of the impacts of different pollutants
on communities, without a huge expenditure.

We pay a fortune for health services, and health costs are rising all the time.  Recently more money was pumped into
our Health Department to keep it operating efficiently.  We constantly see more money being pumped into our hospital
system to cope with the rising level of community health costs.  I think that epidemiology studies are a cheap way to get
rid of the causes of many health costs.  We should treat the problem at the beginning rather than allow them to develop.
We have seen only the tip of the iceberg of chemical illness in the community.  Something like 10 000 new organic
chemicals come on the market every year.  Although each is given an individual test, and one assumes if used carefully
and according to the rules that, generally, they should be okay, very little research is conducted on the impacts of those
chemicals when combined with other chemical emissions.  We find that regulations in the workplace for people who
handle these types of chemical wastes do not take into account the effect of multiple chemical usage, only single
chemical usage.  The information I have been given by toxicologists is that sometimes the impact of the combination of
two chemicals on one’s health is 20 times greater than exposure to only one chemical.  This area has not been properly
researched.  We need a lot more research and epidemiological studies into this.  We need to have a good look at the
regulations that govern the use of these products, because the best way to prevent the problem of dangerous chemical
waste is to get those chemicals out of the waste stream in the first place by using other chemicals that are not as toxic.

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.

COMMUNITY DRUG SUMMIT

Statement by President

THE PRESIDENT (Hon J.A. Cowdell):  Members are no doubt aware that the Government has convened a
Community Drug Summit that will meet on Monday, 13 August and conclude on the following Friday, 17 August.  The
Presiding Officers have agreed to the use of Parliament House as the venue for the summit.  As a result, adjustments
will need to be made to the availability of members’ facilities to ensure that the summit is properly supported.
Members are advised that for the week of the summit, both the members and cabinet dining rooms will not be available;
however, members are invited to use, once again, the staff dining room.  The strangers bar will be closed.  About 50 per
cent of bays in the members car park will be allocated to summit use; the bays affected will be clearly marked.  Meeting
rooms have been allocated to the summit.  Members’ access to the Library and Parliament House and, of course, their
offices will not be affected.  Additional security will be in place to ensure that members’ privacy in the building is
maintained.  I am advised that ABC Radio will broadcast live from Parliament House throughout the summit between
8.30 am and 6.00 pm daily.  The Presiding Officers regret the curtailment of facilities, and we seek members’
cooperation in observing the summit arrangements.

Consideration of the statement made an order of the day for the next sitting.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY

Motion

Resumed from 27 June.

HON B.K. DONALDSON (Agricultural) [12.03 pm]:  I support the motion moved by Hon Ken Travers and also thank
His Excellency the Governor, Lieutenant General John Sanderson, for his address at the opening of the first session of
the thirty-sixth Parliament.  In the short time that the Governor has held office, he and Mrs Sanderson have endeared
themselves to many Western Australians.  We have been very fortunate over many years to have had Governors of great
calibre, who in their own individual ways have maintained the dignity of the office of Governor and, at the same time,
have had a good interaction with the wider community.  People have been able to warm to them as they have traversed
Western Australia.  Our Governors have always been courteous and friendly, and have shown that they are truly
representative of the Crown and of Western Australia.  Other States can probably say the same of their Governors, but
Western Australia certainly can be very proud of its Governors.

Mr President, I congratulate you on your ascension to the throne - the Presidency.  I have had the opportunity of
working with you on a number of committees, one of which was to do with the televising of the Parliament, to which I
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will return in a moment, and another of which was the Legislation Committee.  I have also had the opportunity of
working fairly closely with you on some of the changes to the procedures of the House in the past four or five years,
and I appreciate that.  I know you are committed to the Parliament, and that you will uphold the dignity of the
Parliament and fulfil your responsibilities as President in a very capable manner.

I was somewhat amused the other day when the President gave a small commercial to inform members, quite rightly, of
the videotapes of members’ speeches that are available at a cost of $22.  My imagination started to run fairly wild, and I
wondered whether in years to come a pattern would emerge in this House with the President announcing the daily
specials from the dining room, the souvenir shop and possibly even from the bar in the form of packaged wines and
beers.  However, heaven forbid, my imagination went even wilder -

The PRESIDENT:  Steady, member, steady!

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I wondered whether we would see the day when the President would interrupt the debate at
the end of an hour and say, “This hour has been proudly supported by so and so”; and I thought of Joe Bloggs’ hot air
balloon safaris, for argument’s sake.  The mind really boggles at what we might see one day.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  I might order a videotape of this speech.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  It even goes further.  We might have a situation like the one with Australian Football
League teams and everyone else who goes onto a sporting ground these days, where we cannot see their uniforms
because of all the logos of the companies that sponsor them.  I guess it would never come to that, but it did give me
food for thought.

I also congratulate Hon George Cash, not only on his appointment as Chairman of Committees, but also for his role as
President over the past four years.  Mr President, I know that both Hon George Cash and you have worked together
closely in the past, and I see no reason that that cooperation and good working relationship cannot continue.  I know
also that you have a mutual respect for each other, and that is very good for this House, because I know both of you are
very committed to this Parliament.  Hon George Cash is a most interesting character.  I am one of the few persons who
can recall quite quickly the date on which he was first elected to the Parliament of Western Australia.  It was Saturday,
17 November 1984.  Hon George Cash was elected as the member for Mt Lawley in a by-election.  The reason I know
that is that I stood in a by-election that day for the seat of Central Province, and I lost to Hon Eric Charlton after the
quick marriage of the National Country Party and the National Party; and it is interesting that while they were warring,
we were able to win that seat.  That by-election was called when that seat became vacant due to the death of Gordon
Atkinson, who had collapsed suddenly while on the squash courts in Northam.  Therefore I have always had a close
affinity with Hon George Cash, and if he ever forgets the date on which he was elected, he can ask me, because that
date, on which he was elected and I was not, sticks in my mind.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Did you thank him for that?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  The reason I say Hon George Cash is most interesting is that he was a very effective shadow
minister in the other place until he came into this House as a member for North Metropolitan Region.  He went on to
become Leader of the House, and a minister; he then served a four-year stint as President of this House; and he is now
Chairman of Committees.  That gives some credibility to the old word “multiskilled”.  Hon George Cash is one of the
most multiskilled members of this Parliament.  In the four years that Hon George Cash occupied the Chair that you now
occupy, Mr President, he was fettered in making comments, and I noted the other day his excitement at the freedom that
he now enjoys.  Hon George Cash is an excellent debater and a very intelligent person, and his contribution to this
House will be of great value.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Did he write this speech?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  No.  I also congratulate the ministers: Hon Kim Chance, the Leader of the House; Hon Tom
Stephens; and my very good friend Hon Nick Griffiths.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You can now read the part that I wrote!

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I thank Hon Nick Griffiths for his contribution now that I have had another quick look at it.
I congratulate also the parliamentary secretaries - Hon Ken Travers, Hon Graham Giffard and Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich -
on their appointments.  It is a very good thing to see more parliamentary secretaries in this House - there should have
been more during our term - to take some of the workload off the ministers.  This term will prove a valuable learning
time for those members.  I congratulate them and wish them all the best because at the end of the day we will all work
towards the interests of Western Australia and the benefit of people generally.

I hope that the new members on both sides of the House have an enjoyable experience in this House.  They will learn
that there may be a division down the middle of the Chamber, but generally they will have a most enjoyable time in this
place, as most of us get on well together.  There has been some good debate in this House over time.  People often ask
me how we can have a worthwhile debate at three o’clock or four o’clock in the morning.

Hon N.F. Moore:  With some difficulty.
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Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  With great difficulty.  However, I remember some good debates at that time of the morning
when members got their second wind in this place.  I used to get annoyed when the House was wound up just before
6.00 am and we missed out on breakfast.  The worst aspect of that was that most members got sucked in to stay until
breakfast.  I remember the first time that we sat all night when Hon George Cash told us there would be no charge for
breakfast.  That was not the case and we got the bill.  I remember there being no marmalade for Hon Max Evans;
therefore, he brought his own jar of marmalade into the House because he loved marmalade on his toast.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You have spoken about Hon George Cash.  Do you remember the occasion when he commenced
the adjournment debate and then concluded it by saying, “I move that the House do not adjourn”?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Yes, these were very enjoyable times.  I hope the new members who came into this place
after the last election can enjoy the experiences that we have had.  There will be some unpleasant times but that is the
nature of the beast.  Generally, there is goodwill in the House.  Members might have different philosophies and
ideologies but, generally speaking, we are committed to making better legislation and I believe we have achieved that at
times.

I take this opportunity to publicly thank our members and supporters in the Agricultural Region who not only man
polling booths but also are committed to the party.  At times they may have been disappointed that we have been unable
to deliver some of the matters we have discussed, but generally they have stuck with us.  It is not the best of days when
one has to man a polling booth - sometimes a very small polling booth - for a half or full day.  However, there would be
no party without our supporters and members.  I guess that occurs in most political parties; they rely heavily on their lay
members as a support base.

I thank also our preselection delegates who saw fit three times to give me an opportunity to be a member of this
Parliament.  I accept that responsibility and I hope I have fulfilled some of their expectations.  I have not achieved
everything I would have liked to achieve.  However, I will be happy if I leave this place with the same integrity that I
had when I came into it.  I thank those delegates sincerely for their support of me and of the party generally.

I do not like singling out people, but I especially thank Marcia Sullivan from the O’Connor division of the Liberal
Party.  She has acted as our agent for the Agricultural Region campaign team for the past three elections.  As members
know, agents are faced with a plethora of forms from the Electoral Commission.  Forms continually arrive at the
electoral office and we busily fill them in.  She took on all of that responsibility.  I appreciate that, as it takes the
workload away from members and enables both to concentrate on their campaigns and fulfil their parliamentary
responsibilities at that time.

I mourn the loss of my colleague Hon Murray Nixon.  He was a very dedicated and hard-working member of the
Agricultural Region.  It is a large electorate and we were able to share the workload.  We took the opportunity to fly
together to attend functions we were invited to in Geraldton or Esperance, which cut down the cost of charter aircraft.
At other times he would visit Geraldton or Esperance, and vice versa.  The electorate had a Liberal Party parliamentary
presence; however, the wider community also expected members of Parliament to attend such functions.  I know the
community appreciates that.  However, it is now more difficult for me to reach all the places I visited with Hon Murray
Nixon.  I guess Hon Kim Chance is in that situation and, as Leader of the House and a minister, it makes it more
difficult for him.

A culture remains in the community that is difficult to change because Legislative Council members are not local
members.  Let us say for argument’s sake that 90 000 people in the Agricultural Region have five Legislative Council
representatives.  That is a very scattered population, compared with other regions that have large urban populations.
Some people believe we should serve them across seven electorates, as it is in the case of the Agricultural Region, as
local members do.  That is not possible.  There is a distinct difference between the true positions of a local member and
a member of the Legislative Council.  We have committee roles and functions to perform.  The expectation on many
members of the Legislative Council is too great, yet people cannot see that difference.  It is like being a senator who has
a very difficult time representing Western Australia.  Where does one start?

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You have to take a global view.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Yes, I take a global view.  That culture must be changed in some way.  We must convince
people that members of the Legislative Council have a different role and function from that of local members.

I turn now to talk about the surplus in the budget.  It is funny to hear the Government of the day talking about a black
hole, yet it is able to fund a $20 million top-up to health and another $40 million to something else.  It announced that
those funds would come out of the surplus in the budget.  I was led to believe that the former Government left the State
in such a terrible shape that there was a $400 million blow-out in the budget.  Why is there suddenly a surplus to the end
of the financial year on 30 June in a budget that was set by the Court Government?  This Government has been able to
draw another $60 million from that surplus and still leave the budget in surplus.  That is an amazing situation.  I was
most interested to hear the Treasurer, Hon Eric Ripper.  Frankly, his credibility is lowered when he talks about Barnett
taxes.  I suppose that is a payback for the $50 levy imposed on the motor vehicle insurance licences in 1993.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Do you think there should be a Barnett levy?
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Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  No.  We called it WA Inc.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  What about the Barnett belltower levy?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  At least we did not mention that it was the Gallop levy.  The current Premier was the
minister responsible for the State Government Insurance Commission.

Hon Ken Travers:  What about the mates levy?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Representatives of the SGIC marched up the hill in 1993 and told the Premier that they were
broke and could not meet their claims.  To the former Premier’s credit, he did not call it the Gallop levy.  He could
have, but instead he called it the WA Inc levy.  I have a lot of time for Hon Eric Ripper.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  He has a lot of time for you.

Hon Ken Travers:  The minister should be careful, the Leader of the House will get jealous about the favours.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  He is now the Treasurer, and it is about time he stood on his own two feet and came clean.
He should cut out all the political rhetoric and stupidity.  The greatest thing we learn in life is that respect does not come
by right - it must be earnt.  Hon Eric Ripper has been Treasurer for five months and he should have realised by now that
the people are not gullible.  One can fool some of the people some of the time, but one cannot fool all of the people all
of the time.  The people of Western Australia are sick and tired of the rhetoric.  They want the Government to get on
and do the job.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  I could interject, but I will not.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Prior to being elected to Parliament I was able to see first-hand the electorate I now
represent.  I know what infrastructure existed prior to 1993 and I can compare that with what exists today.  I refer
members to the community sporting and recreation facility fund.

Hon N.D. Griffiths interjected.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  The minister can ask me a question during question time, and I will answer it.

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  I look forward to getting up in question time in the distant future -

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  In four years.

Hon N.D. Griffiths: - and asking the member a question.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Please do.  I always give credit where it is due.  The then Premier, Dr Carmen Lawrence,
found that the facility fund had fallen in a hole over the years and she reintroduced it.  That was probably a political
tactic.  She asked local authorities what they wanted and, after extensive investigation, we requested that she
reintroduce the fund.  Some country facilities were very run-down.  She announced the fund’s re-establishment at a
conference, and that announcement was greeted with generous applause.  When the coalition came to government a
year later, it continued to support the fund and enhanced its resources.

Hon Barry House:  We put more into it.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Yes, we did.  One of the great things about partnerships between Governments and the
people is that the costs are shared.  The Government provided only one-third of the required funding and the community
had to raise the other two-thirds.  However, the fund provided impetus for people to get behind new infrastructure
projects and to raise money.  Councils also provided some funding.  It has been a wonderful fund, it has been
appreciated and its success is evident in many areas.

We also had the Paul Omodei toilet program - or the POT program.  That program involved the allocation of $4 million
over four years for the construction of rest-room facilities in country towns.  If the Government wants to promote
tourism, it must ensure that country towns have adequate facilities to encourage tourists to stop, to go shopping and to
spend a penny.

The joint venture housing projects for low-income families have provided accommodation in country towns to attract
residents who will support businesses in those towns.  I understand from an answer to a question I asked of the Minister
for Housing that those projects will be maintained.  That is another example of a joint venture between the State
Government, local government and community organisations such as Lions Clubs International.

We are now witnessing a deteriorating situation in much of the wheatbelt.  The media has run with that story this
morning.  It would be more pleasant to talk about some of the great things that are happening in the Agricultural
Region, but I cannot because the dire situation it is facing must be addressed.  The Agricultural Region has a very
diverse economy.  It has a large rock lobster industry, but the catch has not been good this year and prices have been
high.  The industry has been reeling from an oversupply in world markets at the commencement of the season on
15 November 2000.  It took a long time for our export markets to quit the stock they were holding.  In addition, the
catch has decreased significantly in the past month or so, and many fishermen have pulled out their pots well before the
close of the season on 30 June.
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The potential for disaster in the Agricultural Region and the wheatbelt is huge.  We are facing one of the State’s worst
agricultural years.  Any downturn will affect not only individual farmers, but also many small businesses in country
towns.  It places enormous stress on families and has the potential to destroy many small communities.  Those who
have not been involved in farming probably cannot understand the ramifications of what is happening.  I have farmed in
a marginal area.  If my memory serves me correctly, 1976 was our worst year.  We had no stockfeed and our average
crop was four or five bushels from a few paddocks, and that provided our seed.  By July, the ground was as bare as this
carpet.  We bought a property at Mt Barker because it was too difficult to get agistment and, if it was available, it was
appallingly expensive.  At that stage, sheep were worth 20c a head.  If we took them to Midland, we were billed for
handling.  Farmers were slaughtering lambs because they did not have enough feed.  Ironically, it was a very good year
south of Wyalkatchem.  The lighter soil in that area is built up by legumes and clovers.  They had magnificent crops
because the rain stopped at Wyalkatchem.  It was a dream year.

When we travelled to Mt Barker to transport plant and equipment and to do fencing, we would leave Koorda at night.
When we returned, we would always ensure that we arrived home after dark so we did not have to see the paddocks.  Of
course, we would see them the next day, but seeing them as we arrived home was too depressing.  We had come from
an area that had fence-high crops and it was hard to take.

In 1991, when we had a bad downturn in farming and commodity prices were low, those involved in agriculture needed
the assistance of family and rural counsellors.  There is always a stigma attached to seeking that kind of assistance;
people do not like to make those approaches.  However, many people will need a great deal of emotional help.  I am
sure the minister is fully aware of some of those circumstances and can draw on some of the programs that have been
put in place over the years.  I would be disappointed if people within the political arena started point scoring, because
the seriousness of the situation is acknowledged across all political persuasions.  As the opposition spokesperson on
agriculture in the wheatbelt, I can assure the minister that I will cooperate in every way possible in the search for
solutions because of the deterioration of the situation.  I do not intend to politically point score, and I do not believe my
colleagues on this side of the House will either.  It is time for all of us to put on our thinking caps.  I have spoken to the
minister and given him that assurance, because it is not time to be fiddling around in that way.

A very sick joke has reared its head again.  The question is: what is the worst form of child abuse? The answer is:
leaving the farm to the son.

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Why don’t we leave it to the daughters?

Hon Kim Chance:  Because no farmer is that cruel.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Let us look at some figures that indicate what agriculture means to this State.  In 1999-2000
agricultural contributions to this State amounted to $5.75 billion.  I have always believed the multiplying factor to be
approximately 2.78.  The University of Western Australia and Agriculture Western Australia conducted a research
paper which indicated that direct and indirect contributions amounted to approximately 4.78, but they admitted the
figure was a bit rubbery, because the multiplier effect becomes a lot less in the event that a lot of this State’s product is
exported.  Even a multiplier effect of two indicates something in the order of $12 billion of direct and indirect
contributions from agriculture.

Hon Kim Chance:  My latest advice is that the direct effect alone will reduce the State’s income by $2.5 billion.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I had come up with a figure of about $2 billion; I do not doubt that one little bit.  When we
look at the impact across the economy of this State, individual farmers and individual small businesses in country
communities will suffer dramatically.  I do not know the answers.  The answer is up there: the rain.  Murphy’s law
always rules supreme.  During a very good, high-yield year, the commodity price for wheat, wool and meat drops.
During a poor year, the commodity prices usually go up, but often the farmers do not have any product to sell, or very
little.  Often the crops desperately require an inch of rain - what we call the money rains - in September.  If they do not
get that rain in September, the crops start haying off, the heads of grain do not form and white tips become visible.
Invariably, when it is too late, there will be an inch and a half of rain.  That inch and a half of rain could literally mean
$1 billion to $1.5 billion to Western Australia.

As long as I can remember we have always had pockets in Western Australia where there has been a deficiency in
rainfall, but nothing like we see at the moment covering such a huge area.  This is occurring in areas around the coastal
fringe, such as Toodyay.  We do not expect to see it from right up east of Geraldton down to Ravensthorpe.  My heart
goes out to the people there, because I have been through that myself - “There, but for the grace of God go I.”  I
suppose from that point of view this is probably the most worrying thing I have seen for a long time.  I fear the long-
term effects on many small country towns.

Recently the National Farmers Federation put out some figures indicating that the average age of farmers in Australia is
between 57 and 58 years.  Its last research paper put the average age of farmers at 58 years.  Where will the next
generation of farmers come from?  Many young people have not gone back onto the farms.  Many young people who
went back onto the farms are now wanting to leave with their families.  People become despondent when there is no
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long-term future.  Costs have continued to rise, commodity prices have gone up and down, and there is not much on the
bottom line.  Farms have become very capital intensive with some of the plant that is needed for minimal tillage, and it
is not unusual for farmers to have three items of plant worth $1 million sitting in the shed.  Farmers who may be sowing
12 000 to 15 000 acres could be looking at a capital outlay of a couple of million dollars, and that equipment just sits
there not being used for long periods of time.  Without the use of that larger plant we would not have enjoyed the level
of production that has been enjoyed in this State over the past few years.  Farmers have been able to get a crop in very
quickly.  The downside of putting in a large area quickly is that it is exposed to damage by frosts for a 24-hour period.
Previously, when farmers were putting in only 300 acres a day, it spread their seeding program over 20 days, but
nowadays they can do that in a week.

I remember having a discussion in 1990 and trying to get Hon Ken Travers to remember when the Department of
Regional Development at that time or Curtin University had a professor in from the United States.  We had the
opportunity to meet with him at Local Government House and I remember him commenting on Australian Rules
football, which is a team sport, and saying that a worrying sign is when towns cannot field a football side.  This means
those areas are starting to lose their young people.  At the moment a lot of towns are having to amalgamate to provide a
football side.  Some of the reasons are social.  A lot of nurses used to go to country hospitals, and a lot of young
schoolteachers used to go to some of the primary schools and high schools, and they provided a very good avenue for
many young farmers to meet their future partners.  We do not see that now, because the nurses are saying there is not
enough activity in a lot of country hospitals; they lose their skill levels, they cannot hone their skills and they will just
not go there.  We are finding that some people have retrained for teaching in some of those country communities to
supplement farm income to assist the family farm.  Therefore, not as many schoolteachers are going out to the country.
The young guys have good roads and usually good motor cars and they go off to Perth to find a future partner.  As often
happens, they get to Perth and see the bright lights, they talk to their mates who have the same education level, and the
next thing is they become dissatisfied with the farm.

Last year I went to the Narrogin Agriculture Centre graduation day and handed out certificates to 60 students who were
graduating - 55 boys and five girls.  Only 30 per cent of graduates intended returning to the family farm.  The other 70
per cent are seeking to work in trades and some intend to travel overseas.  That is concerning because once, 70 per cent
of those graduates would have returned to work on the family farm.  I do not know where the next generation of farmers
in Australia will come from.  The present climate does not encourage young people to work on their farms.  Farmers
have no control over their income or expenditure.  I can understand the disillusionment of many young people, which
will increase unless someone up above turns on a tap and gives us some rain!

They are interesting times with the increased use of farming technology, exemplified by on-board computers in headers.
I do not think I could drive a header today.  Even in the mid-1990s, I found it difficult to handle sophisticated plant.
Being computer illiterate, my farm manager makes sure I stay away from the header.  He feels I am better employed
feeding sheep, checking troughs, loading trucks and often walking several kilometres to fuel trailers.

Hon Peter Foss:  It keeps you fit.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  It does keep me fit.  I wanted to help out one day so I climbed on board the header and after
about 20 minutes it broke down for no apparent reason.  That was the first time it had broken down since the harvest
commenced.  My farm manager then asked me when I was going back to Perth!  I took the hint and kept off the header.

With the closure of bank branches, the opportunity for employment among women has diminished.  My wife, whose
parents were farmers, was a bank teller in Koorda.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  Before the teller tells, could you do court reporting?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Between the 1930s and the 1960s the state wheat yield average barely changed from 15
bushels to the acre.  Production on some farms increased, but taking into account new land that had a lower production
yield, the gross yield had not increased much despite the many so-called improvements to farming practices.  Since the
acceleration in technology, the yield has improved.  That may be due to a stronger driving force to produce them and
increased use of chemicals to control the pre-emergence of weeds.

Another improvement is the rotational cropping practices for growing legumes.  The late Eric Smart of Mingenew was
one of the leaders in that field.  He recognised that the growing of lupins improved soil quality.  On my farm, the crop
yield improved from seven or eight bags an acre to 14 bags an acre after planting legumes such as lupins for a number
of years.

Lime sands have also made a difference to many soils.  I think Hon Murray Criddle referred to lime sand, which will be
used in greater proportions in the light of the significant increases in yields in which lime sands have been mixed with
the soil.  The use of gypsum in some of the more difficult clay countries has also provided an opportunity for better
yields on land that was subject to waterlogging.  It is a pity some areas were not waterlogged this winter.

In these difficult times, farmers have been able to keep their noses above water due to increased technology.  The
minimum till has made a big difference.  The Greens (WA) would be happy to see much less stubble burning and the
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stubble put back into the soil as humus.  Although in the first year yield expectations may not be met, as the years
progress, the soil will become more pliable.  Fortunately, the rate of technology has accelerated, otherwise costs would
have over-run the income stream of many farmers some years ago.

Hon W.N. Stretch:  There is much more efficient use of fuel.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  That is true.  I am surprised the Greens have not referred in some of their motions to that
and the way farmers have adapted to the times.  I congratulate many of our young farmers on the intense interest they
take in conservation.  They are all busy people, but they still find time to be involved in the land conservation district
committees that have been established across Australia.  The young farmers talk on different topics from those on which
the minister and I would have talked years ago.

Hon Kim Chance:  They show some great results from their work.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I congratulate them for the way they have taken up the conservation challenge.  I do not
hear the Greens giving credit to those young people, who are just as keen on having a sustainable environment as are
the Greens.  They should take that on board, look closely at what is happening and talk to some farmers, who may be
able to give them some indication of the level of their commitment to conservation.

In 1992, the Regional Forest Agreement was drawn up by the then Prime Minister, Paul Keating, and Dr Carmen
Lawrence.  It was heralded as a magnificent 10-year agreement aimed at creating a sustainable forest for many years.
The cubic metre allowance from that agreement was double the amount the millers have been taking from the forest in
the past few years.  They voluntarily reduced the take from the forest.  That debate was emotive, as no doubt it always
will be.  I understood as I grew up that Western Australia has one of the best-managed forests in the world.  Some very
talented people, who were very much part of that scenario, worked for the Department of Conservation and Land
Management.

I was driving in the country one day out of mobile phone range when a person who was behaving like an idiot
telephoned, I think, the ABC Drive program to say that he was against logging because the birds circle where the trees
have been cut down and drop down dead because they have nowhere to land.  I was surprised that the presenter did not
make light of his comments and say, “Pull the other leg.” It is an example of the rubbish spoken on radio programs.  It
disappointed me that an intelligent presenter did not pull the man into gear.

I have also heard doctors who live in the leafy suburbs of Perth -

Hon Peter Foss:  Doctors?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  Yes, doctors.  The doctor I heard speak on the air, who at least had the decency to say he did
not know much about the forests, said he thought logging should stop.  That doctor gave advice to people who rely on
the forests for their livelihoods.  If anyone is responsible for a sustainable cut from forests, it is those people.  They
wanted a long-term future and they felt comfortable with the RFA.  Grandfathers, fathers and sons have all been
involved in that industry.  Doctors, who know nothing about it, are telling foresters and millers what a terrible thing
they are doing desecrating the country.  I would like some of those timber workers to go into the operating theatres at
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital or Royal Perth Hospital and stand behind those doctors and say, “I don’t think you’re
doing it right; you made the wrong incision.  Just cut him right down the middle.  Here is the axe.”

Hon Ken Travers:  Get out the chainsaw!

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I thought the after-five-o’clock expert was a great analogy.  During my lifetime I have seen
a lot of after-five experts - electricians, plumbers and so on.  We see them year in, year out.  I classify a lot of the
doctors involved in this debate in the same way.  It is a terrible situation.  The forest industry is confused; we have
confused people in the work force who do not know what will happen.  Some people have told me there is not much
forest in the Agricultural Region.  However, I have had the opportunity over the years to look at some of the forests in
the south west.  Two years ago I had a good look at that area.  I looked at some of these so-called 1 000-year-old trees.
Quite frankly, that is a load of rubbish.  There are not too many 1 000-year-old trees in our old-growth forests.  They
disappeared a long time ago.  Some of the regrowth forests that are 80 or 90 years old are magnificent.  They are better
forests than some of the old-growth forests.  The bleeding hearts in our society should drive to that area; most of them
drive only as far as the coast - to Augusta, Margaret River, Dunsborough and Yallingup.  They go into their nice jarrah
timber homes and that is as far as they get.  They see the coastline and the wineries, but they do not even look at the
forests.  It is a shame that they are so ill informed and can capture the debate; yet these stupid people and some silly
presenters in the media cannot even say that we should be a little realistic about it.  Pull the other leg, it rings a bell!
The issue was summed up for me when I heard about the birds which, after flying around all day, dropped from the sky
and had nowhere to land as night settled.  It makes me wonder sometimes.

One of the issues I will conclude on, because I note that my time is running out -

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Would you like an extension?

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  I could probably continue through the lunch break if members want me to.
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Members who have been in the House for a few years will know about the DNA issue.  The Legislation Committee
produced an excellent report; it certainly was a very large report.  I thank the House for supporting the motion of the
then Attorney General, Hon Peter Foss, and allowing the committee to look further into the issue after the Criminal
Investigation (Identifying People) Bill was introduced.  I was disappointed that the previous Government introduced the
Bill just as Parliament was finishing and that it had not been progressed much earlier.

One of the great things happening around the world is that a number of people have been released from jail as a result of
this technology.  Some had already served long sentences; and, luckily, the crime-scene samples were still available and
proved that those people could not have committed the offences for which they were imprisoned.  A lot of people in the
United States and the United Kingdom have been released on the basis of those results.  The results in the United
Kingdom were surprising, because it thought it was homing in on the more serious crimes.  However, the greatest
clearance rates are suddenly occurring for burglary offences.  The clearance rate in the United Kingdom is now more
than 40 per cent.  Recidivism is being reduced.  In fact, if the crime-scene samples and those taken from prisoners are
kept - that will be covered in a Bill that I believe the Government is to introduce - it will provide the opportunity to
solve those crimes.

A smudged fingerprint, as the police describe it, which is not very good as a fingerprint, provides DNA material.  Some
of the things from which DNA can be taken are quite amazing.  I was interested to learn that often a person breaking
into a house experiences an adrenalin rush, and, in that case, the chance of that person leaving behind a DNA sample is
even greater.  A number of burglars go to the fridge for a drink of water or milk, and some DNA samples can be
extracted from that.

I know a cost is attached to the program.  I do not know whether the PathCentre will get the contract eventually or what
will happen, but I understand that it will probably be centred at the Midland complex.  That does not faze me, because
the police and the laboratory will be separated.  If we go down the same path as the United Kingdom, in which that
separation is well documented, the police will still have control of the identification.  For a start, the people who test the
DNA will not know the person; and, secondly, the only information those people will have about the crime-scene
sample will be the type of offence committed.  Dummy tests will be conducted, so I reassure those who may be fearful
of the possible corruption of those samples that about 20 people would have to be bribed for that to ever happen.  The
first sample taken will not be used in court; another sample must be taken.  It will be of great assistance to the police, as
well as all Western Australians, if the burglary rate can be reduced.  It is too high.  It has not decreased; it has increased.
A lot of it is drug related.  By the same token, DNA sampling is a tool that we should have developed when we were in
government.  I certainly hope that the new Government will take that on board and implement it as quickly as possible.

There was one downside to the issue, however.  I cannot remember whether our legislation must have the approval of
the federal Senate.  I do not know whether my colleagues on the Legislation Committee can remember.  I do not agree
with that provision, if it is the case.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson:  That is part of the national agreement.

Hon B.K. DONALDSON:  For it to access CrimTrac.  I know that the hold-up was caused by not just the money
problem.  At times the police seemed to prefer that the Criminal Code be amended to provide for this.  Our investigation
in other States found that Victoria had done it that way and got into all sorts of trouble.  We strongly recommended that
it be a separate piece of legislation, because it will allow the police to access one Act and be clear about forensic
procedures right across the board, whether they be odontology, DNA collection or fingerprinting.  I understand that the
Government and the police reached agreement that there be a single piece of legislation.  It is important that we go
down that path.

We saw the sophistication of these procedures when we visited the United States.  We had the privilege of going to the
Federal Bureau of Investigation to see the technology it had in place.  It was quite fantastic.  We were told that, on a
number of occasions, samples from our more notorious cases - the Claremont serial killer and the Gerrard Ross
murder - had been taken from Western Australia to the FBI in Washington for further analysis on its very expensive,
high-tech equipment.

I sum up by saying that, although normally it would have been very enjoyable for me to speak on the Address-in-Reply,
today my contribution is very much subdued.  As I said earlier, at a stage when the media is running stories about the
serious or potentially serious situations developing in the wheatbelt, I cannot help but feel a great deal of empathy for
those people.  I know they will undergo a lot of stress.  Those people always blame themselves, and they feel that they
have let down their family, especially when their children are being educated at either high school or university.  When
their income is reduced, some situations must be addressed.

We, as a Parliament, should be prepared to support and have input into some of the situations that will need to be
addressed as the year goes on.  I hope there will be heavy rainfall during July and August, and some late spring rains.
As the minister has rightly identified, some areas will recover; but for others it is too late.  We should keep that in mind.
I am sure the minister will be more than pleased to hear from any member of this House about ways and means of
assisting the rural communities.  There is not a big bucket of funds.  However, I hope the federal Government
recognises the seriousness of the situation.  I hope that it will take on EC3.  I have always said that I do not believe
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boundaries should have been drawn.  It simply does not matter.  The two key words are “eligibility criteria”.  A person
who is not eligible will not get assistance - end of story.  Setting those boundaries means, for example, that the owner of
a property that abuts a road may be eligible, but the farmer on the property behind that may not be eligible; even though
that farmer could be in a worse situation, because of frost damage.  I urge the federal Minister for Agriculture and the
federal Government to give some very serious thought to not only the EC3, but also the chain of events in Western
Australia.  These people will need help.  I do not believe it is within the State’s capacity to fund the sort of help that will
be needed.  However, we must maintain in some way those small rural communities and the populations within those
towns.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon George Cash.

Sitting suspended from 1.02 to 2.00 pm

PLANT DISEASES AMENDMENT BILL 2001

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Hon Kim Chance (Minister for Agriculture), and read a first time.

Second Reading

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Minister for Agriculture) [2.01 pm]:   I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This is a Bill to amend the Plant Diseases Act 1914 in relation to the functions of inspectors involved in preventing the
introduction of plant diseases into Western Australia.  It is a very short Bill, which amends only one section of the Act -
section 23.  That section confers powers on inspectors in relation to the inspection and detention of consignments of
goods or things of any kind that may contain a potential carrier of a plant disease.  The amendment will make it clear
that inspectors acting under that section may remove something from the control of the person apparently in charge of it
in order to carry out their functions.  The new provisions will apply generally whenever an inspector needs to make use
of the powers conferred, but the amendment was precipitated by a particular difficulty encountered in relation to articles
being carried by Australia Post.

Australia Post is a major carrier of postal items into Western Australia from other States and Territories in Australia.
Until recently, the Western Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service has carried out inspections of postal articles
for quarantine risk material at Australia Post facilities at Welshpool and the domestic airport.  Typical items of
quarantine concern are plants, seeds, bulbs and plant cuttings.  Australia Post has challenged WAQIS powers to inspect
articles at these facilities, and has refused to allow the inspections to take place.  As a result, interstate quarantine
operations at Australia Post have been impeded to such an extent that WAQIS can rely only on an addressee to declare
the material upon receipt of the postal article.  This seriously increases the risk of quarantine risk material entering the
State.

Australia Post was able to prevent inspections because of a provision of the commonwealth Australian Postal
Corporation Act 1989.  That provision prohibits the opening and examination of an article unless the opening and
examination is permitted by one of the specified sections of the Act.  The specified sections do not cover quarantine
inspections under state legislation.  The prohibition on opening and examination applies to an article while it is in the
course of post, unless it is -

. . . out of the control (whether temporarily or otherwise) of Australia Post.

With the insertion of a specific power to allow inspectors to take something out of the control of the person in charge of
it, this problem will be overcome.

The amendment is consistent with the Government’s commitment to the protection of the State’s agricultural industries
and their reputation of being disease free.  The Bill will come into operation when it receives royal assent.  I commend
the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon B.K. Donaldson.

STATUTES (REPEALS AND MINOR AMENDMENTS) BILL 2001

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Hon Kim Chance (Minister for Agriculture), and read a first time.

Second Reading

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Minister for Agriculture) [2.05 pm]:  I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This is the fifth Statutes (Repeals and Minor Amendments) Bill, more commonly known as an omnibus Bill, to be
introduced into Parliament.  In essence, an omnibus Bill is an avenue for making general housekeeping amendments to


