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Hon J.M. Berinson: What does this have to do with the DPP Bill, the Criminal Law 
Amendment Bill, the Racecourse Development Amendment Bill, or any of the other Bills? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: If the Leader of the House allows me to continue I may be able to 
explain it to him. 

Hon J.M. Berinson; Are you going to deal with each Bill? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: The Leader of the House acknowledges, by way of interjection, that 
significant changes have occurred in the circumstances surrounding the Tobacco Bill. If we 
then move to the State Employment and Skills Development Authority Bill, it can also be 
said that since this House rose in December last year, there has been a significant shift within 
the community. 

[Pursuant to Standing Order No 197, debate adjourned.] 

ADORESS-IN-REPL V - SECOND OA Y 
Motion 

Debate resumed from 1 May. 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan- Leader of the Opposition) [3.31 pm): I say 
to the Leader of the House in respect of the discussions we had this afternoon that they will 
be subject to review. and I would like to talk to him later about those discussions. 

Hon J.M. Berinson: Do not speak in riddles. What is your problem? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I would like to talk later to the Leader of the House about the maners 
we discussed earlier this afternoon. There has obviously been a change in the plan which he 
put to me. 

I have pleasure in supporting the motion moved by Hon Tom Stephens, and make the 
following comments in respect of His Excellency's Speech, which was delivered in this 
House last Tuesday. Before so doing I congratulate, on behalf of the Opposition, and more 
panicularly on my behalf, His Excellency, Sir Francis Burt, on his appoinnnent as Governor 
of Western Australia. For many years he has acted in the capadty of Deputy or Lieutenant 
Governor in ttris State, and members will know from the contact they have had with both 
His Excellency and Mrs Burt the magnificent way in which they have acquitted themselves 
in the position of Lieutenant Governor of this State over many years. We are delighted to see 
his appointment as Govemor of Western Australia. 

I Connally congratulate the new Premier of Western Australia, Dr Cannen Lawrence, on her 
election to that imponant position. We all know that she is the first woman to be elected 
Premier of a State in Australia. We as Western Australians can be proud of her election in 
this State. 1 must say in passing that while I was pleased to see her elected as Premier, it was 
somewhat distressing to see the manner in which she was elected to that position. In fact, 
last night during debate on a censure motion [ made the point to Hon Kay Hallahan that she, 
along with other Ministers of the Crowri, cenairily had blood on her hands for the way in 
which the former Premier was so ably dispatched from that position. 

There have been other appointments to high office. I congratulate the member for 
Kalgoorlie. Hon Ian Taylor, on his appoinrrnent as Deputy Premier. If I might presume to 
offer some advice to the Premier, I say as a tip, having worked with both the Premier and the 
Deputy Premier in the Legislative Assembly -

The DEPliTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! The Leader of the Opposition is 
entitled to be heard in silence. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: • that she should not ever take her eyes off her deputy, Mr Taylor, 
because there is no question that he wants the job of Premier and will take that job at the first 
available opportunity. Ir could be said that Mt Taylor wanted that job all along, and 
throughout the machinations which obviously were carried out by members of the 
Government during December and January of this year, just before the appointment of 
Dr Lawrence as Premier, Mr Taylor believed he would end up with the job but was 
apparently discarded because he was not seen to be the alleged popular figwe that 
Dr Lawrence was seen to be. So he has been relegated to the position of Depury Premier for 



432 (COUNCIL] 

rhe time being, but I emphasise that it is only for w ti.rne being. I believe he will go right 
over the lop of the current Premier at the fust available opponunity. 

Hon Fn~d McKenzie: How long will Barry MacKinnon be there? 

Hon GEORGE. CASH: I am pleased that the member raised that point because it brings me 
back to the comments I made last night. Members will be aware that Hon Fred McKenzie is 
a member of the broad left. along with certain other members of this House. I pointed out 
last night that there was considerable division within the broad left about whether Mr Parker 
should be removed from Cabinet. 
Hon Fred McKenzie: There was no division as far as the Premier was concerned. We were 
very united on that. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I pay the member credit because he, along with Hon Jim Brown and 
others in this Council, was prepared to vote at the Caucus meeting to remove Mr Parker. 
Those more senior members of this Chamber on the Government side, those people whom 
many of us would r~gard as the tra<litionaJ stalwans of the Labor Party, those people who 
have been protecting the high principles of the Labor Party for a long time~ were prepared to 
make the difficult decision and to vote that Mr Parker go. It is a pity - and I am sure 
Hon Fred McKenzie would agree - that those other members of the broad left were not 
prepared to stand by the decision of the broad left and exercise their vote to see that 
Mr Parker wa.~ removed from Cabinet completely. before he decided to resign. 

Hon Tom Srephens: That is ancient history. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: We have seven years of history during which members opposite 
have governed this Stare. The people do nor regard the various activities of this Government 
as ancient history. That is why so many public meetings are being held around this State to 
demand that there be a Royal Commission into the affairs of W A Inc. 

I congratulate Hon John Halden, Hon Mark Nevill and Hon Tom Stephens on their 
appointment as ParJiamentary Secretaries. I understand that job will require them to assist 
the Ministers in this House. I have done some research about the position of Parliamentary 
Secretary. l had hoped that we would be able to ask questions without notice of those three 
members in their capacity as Parliamemary Secretaries, but it appears from the research I 
have done that that will not be possible because they do not have £he constitutional authority 
to act as Ministers of the Crown. In that regard I regret that we may not be able to ask them 
questions because, in rhe case of Hon Tom Stephens. we could catch him out nine times our 
of 10, although I accept that Hon Mark Nevill and Hon John Halden would probably be able 
to answer questions in a reasonably good way. 

Hon Fred McKenzie: When they are handling legislation you will get your opportunity. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: If, in due course, they handle Bills on behalf of Ministers and are 
invited to the Table of the House, it will be interesting to see whether they are capable of 
handling those Bills in the manner the Opposition expects. 

Hon Fred McKenzie: I am sure you will be unpleasantly surprised. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Some of my parliamentary colleagues suggested to ~e that while 
congraruJarions may be in order, it could be said that the Premier was giving a vote of no 
confidence in the Ministers in this House inasmuch as they clearly required props to keep 
them up. I for one suppon the idea of Parliamentary Secretaries, and it will be interesting to 
see which of the three performs the best. 

Hon Fred McKenzie: You have it lhe wrong way around; it is a vote of confidence in the 
three people. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Fred McKenzie is right. I said I would not be as uncharitable as 
some of my colleagues who suggested that the Parliamentary Secretaries would be used as 
proposed. I accept this as a vote of confidence in the three members. and I shall be interested 
to see how they perform. For the benefit of Hon Fred McKenzie, l suppon the concept of 
Parliamentary Secretaries in this House. It is a concept which should have been introduced 
into this. place a long time ago. It sometimes disappoints me - I should not go as far as to say 
it distresses rne - ro watch the Leader of the House having to cany aU the Government 
business of this House almost entirely on his own shoulders. That is clearly not in the long 
term interests either of the House or of the member himself. 
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Hon Graham Edwards: That is because you will not debate our legislation. 

Several members interjec(ed. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J .M. Brown): Order! 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I do not understand the Minister's interjection. 
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Hon Graham Edwards: It was an intelligent interjection; I would not expect you to 
understand it. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: In respect of the Speech which his Excellency was pleased to deliver 
to this House, there is no question that the introduction by the Govenunent of freedom of 
information legislation is long overdue. The Liberal Party has been advocating freedom of 
information legislation for a very long time, and we look forward with interest to seeing the 
contents of the Government's BW when it comes to pass- assuming it does come to pass. If 
one goes back over the various openings of Parliament in this State during the last seven 
years. one fmds there tends to have been a fair amount of repetition about what the 
Government will do. 

Hon P.G. Pendal: What it says it is going to do. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: What it says it will do and what it actually does. I have often said 
that the Government is really a Government of words rather than a Government of action, 
because time and again we hear suggestions that the Government will do certain things when 
it gets around to them. 

Hon Peter Foss: It costs $1 000 for every question. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: There is a need to amend the Supreme Court Act , and again we will 
be interested to see the legislation when it arrives in this House. The Governor also 
mentioned the Government ' s intention to legi.slate to require details of donations to political 
panies. That will be interesting legislation in so far as only recently in the Press I read of a 
$5 000 donation alleged to have been made by one of the credit societies in Penh to the 
Australian Labor Party. While I do not want to prejudice or interfere with any trial which 
may be under way at the moment, when that legislation is introduced I am sure the question 
of the propriety of that donation will again be aired in this place. 

As to the suggestion that the Government will again introduce a Bill to deal with the 
fmancial interests of members of Parliament, I was pleased to read recently in the newspaper 
that Ministers of the Govenunent have, l understand by way of a voluntary commitment or 
on a voluntary basis, decided to provide details of their fmancial positions to the Auditor 
General. It will be interesting to see whether, on a voluntary basis, thac could extend to 
officers of the Parliament. I do not make any commitment at this stage. but the proposition is 
an interesting one. 

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I have referred to the speech delivered by His ExceUency, rhe 
Governor, last Tuesday on the occasion of the opening of Parliament. I have corrunented on 
the number of Bills wttich the Government proposes to introduce in this place. I have also 
commented that, if one does some research into Governors' Speeches over the: last seven 
years, one will notice those Speeches tend to comprise the same general statements on what 
the Govenunent intends to do during the forthcoming session of Parliament. 

I note with interest that the Government intends to introduce legislation to repeal the Acts 
which originally established Exim Corporation and the Western Australian Development 
Corporation. All I can say is, "About time!" because that is a maner about which we have 
heard debate ad nauseam. Obviously we await that legislation with great eagerness co see 
that it does the things the Government has been promising for so long. 

The Government also intends to amend the Financial Administration and Audit Act. I 
understand that one of the reasons that has been suggested by the Government is its desire to 
ensure that any overriding secrecy provisions contained in future contracts involving the 
State Government will be brought to Parliament so that Parliament clearly understands what 
those secrecy provisions are all about. Again, we look forward with great eagerness to see 
what the Government has in mind. 
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While I do not wish to sound cynical, I am reminded of the Bill antroduced last year to 
provide for Government accounzabiliry. Allegedly, it was to carry forward into law the 
reconunendations of the Burt Commission on Accountability. · Of course, we now recognise 
that the Govenunent has been able to sidestep many of those recommendations when that has 
suited the Govenunent. Clearly. there is a need for tightening up Government accountability. 

Hon J.M. Berinson: Can you give any examples of that, Mr Cash? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Members will be aware that only a few weeks ago the Minister for 
Fisheries released for public comment a discussion paper on recreational fishing in Western 
Australia. That discussion paper is fairly Lengthy. It is a panicularly good paper, produced 
by the recreational fishing advisory convnittee, but I musr say one area causes concern. The 
proposal by the advisory cornminee is rhat the Government should impose a licence fee on 
recreational fisherpersons - as the Minister in the other place likes to say. 

Hon Gany Kelly: That is to be used exclusively for recreational fishing, as l understand it. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I want to refer to those people as fishermen, and in so doing I do not 
want to be considered sexist. 

Hon Garry Kelly: The fee is to be used for recreational fishing. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes. Hon Garry Kelly has mentioned the fee- if it is agreed to by 
Government. and that is subject to public submission - which fee is proposed to be used in 
sponsoring recreational fishing generally. 

I do not support the introduction of a fishermen's fee for recreational fishing. I wonder just 
how the Government intends to police that licensing proposition. It seems to me that if a 
person had a 10 year old or a 12 year old son who wanted to go to Fremantle Harbour, throw 
in a line and catch a blowfish - today that is all one would catch - it would be difficult ro 
accept that rhe Government was prepared to prosecute such a young person if he did not 
possess the required licence. The Government is taking licensing a bit too far when one 
considers that proposition. 

Is the day now past when a father or mother with children is no longer able to go down to the 
beaches or the lakes of Western Australia and throw in a line in the hope of catching a fish, 
knowing all the time he or she could be the subject of prosecution if an appropriate licence is 
not held? As some of my colleagues would say. thar is stretching a longbow a bit roo far and 
in the end the string will snap and the fmgers of the Govenunenr will be hurt. 

Hon Garry Ke11y: It is only a proposal. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I made that point. It is open for public comment, and I hope people 
will make comment because it would be an important change in recreational fiShing within 
Western Australia. 

I will not go through the remainder of the Governor's Speech. Clearly the Govenunent has a 
substantial legislative program that it wishes to introduce during this session. I remind 
members of the debate that occurred in this place yesterday aftemoon on Hon Tom Stephens' 
motion when the Opposition put its position very clearly. The Opposition wants a Royal 
Commission in Western Australia to inquire into the fmancial dealings of the Government 
over recent years. One need only tum to Hansard to look at five years of debate on that 
subject. There is linle need to go through that debate again, although I notice I have 
unlimited time and if Hon Garry Kelly wants me to run through it so that he clearly 
understands our position, I would be more than happy to do so. He shakes his head. I 
assume he understands the position we detailed yesterday. 

I wish to comment on rhe proposed new Standing Committees for the Legislative Council. 
This afternoon debate took place on whether two cornrninees should be amalgamated -
which. I might say. was contrary to a decision made by this House last year. A vote has been 
taken and that maner has been sorted out. Tirree additional Standing Committees of this 
House will be formed, including the Estimates and Financial Operations Conunittee, another 
on legislation and another on constitutional affairs and Statutes revision. My point is that if 
this House is to be considered a proper House of Review-

Hon J.M. Berinson: h had bener not blockade since it thereby forfeits all rights of review. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I noticed one thing in particular this afternoon, and I did not think 
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that Hon Joe Berinson would slip up in this way. He was not expecting great debate on the 
proposed amalgamation of the two comminees, and he actually used the speech he intended 
to use tonight on the censure motion. I guess he now has to draft a new speech. Hon Joe 
Berinson is under some pressure when he still has to cany the Government's legislative 
program in this HQuse. 

Hon J.M. Berinson: Can the member not see that ooth panies Carutot review and blockade? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: l come back to the three committees. The point l make to the 
Govenunent is that it is necessary that the three comminees be resourced to enable this 
House to carry out its functions in the proper way. 

Hon Garry Kelly: You will blockade. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: It seems the Govenunent is claiming that it does not have adequate 
funding. This may have something to do with the huge financial losses that it has suffered 
over recent years. [f the Government expects its legislation to be considered in a proper 
manner. the com.ntinees rhat I referred to earlier will need to be properly resourced. In the 
end the Government will suffer if jt is not prepared to adequately resource committees. 

Hon J.M. Berinson: Another means of blockade. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Not at all Last year, Mr Berinson, as the Minister for Budget 
Management • before he was stripped of that portfolio - gave this House an undertaking that 
committees would be adequately resourced. 

Hon J .M. Berinson: The member is threatening that unless his view of adequacy is agreed to 
there will be further reason for blockade. Is that what the member is saying? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I am not saying that. 

Hon J .M. Berinson: It seems to be what you are saying. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: That is the Leader of the House's interpretation. However, decisions 
in this House are made by a majority vote. lbey are not made by me or by Mr Berinson; 
they are made by a vote of the House. If a majority of members believed that the 
Government is not resourcing committees adequately, I hope it would take the right action. 
Is rhat not reasonable? 

Hon J .M. Berinson: Is the member suggesting another strike? You can only strike once at a 
time. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: As the fonner Minister for Budget Management, Mr Berinson gave 
an undertaking to the Parliament that the committees would be adequately resourced. 
Although Budget Management is no longer his portfolio I trust that he, as Leader of the 
House and as someone who wants to see a flow of business, will ensure that the Govenunent 
adequately resources the committees. That is up to Mr Berinson. If he does not want to do 
that, by his own actions he will serve notice on the House to take whatever action it believes 
appropriate . 

Hon J.M. Berinson: More threats. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: They are not threats. 

Hon J.M. Berinson: We cannot spend two hours of our time without the Leader of the 
Opposition coming up with another threat. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: The Leader of th.e House can interpret what I say to be a threat. My 
comments are not intended to be tlu'ears; this debate is an opportunity for me co say that these 
corruninees will fail if they are not adequately resourced. I for one do not intend to see these 
conunittees fail. 

Hon Garry Kelly: Who decides what is adequate? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: That is entirely up to the Government. 

Hon J .M. Berinson: What will happen if the Opposition does not allow any Bills to be 
passed? 
Hon GEORGE CASH: If the Standing Conunittee on Legislation and Constitutional Affairs 
is not adequately resourced -
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Hon J .M. Berinson: How is that conunittee to spend its time, if it is adequately resourced, if 
the Opposition blockades the legislation? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Mr Berinson should come up with the resources and the Opposition 
will worry about what will happen to the legislation when it comes to that stage. 

The WA Inc losses were dealt with adequately tluough that debate yesterday. However. I 
raise a matter - which can probably be deaJt with by a substantive motion - namely, the 
continuing breakdown of law and order in Western Australia. The Opposition is concerned 
about this and, in panicular, with juvenile crime in Western Australia. Many juveniles fmd 
their way into rhe juvenile jusrice system and srill appear to thumb their noses ar the 
sentences being handed out by the coons. That is something both parties must overcome on 
a bipartisan basis. 

The other question concerning me in my capacity as Opposition spokesman on transport is 
the continuing deterioration of the road system i.n Westem Australia. The Govenunent is 
taking insufficient action to ensure that the Federal Govenunent returns to the States a 
reasonable amount of the fuel tax ir colkcts each year. Last year it collected about 
$6.5 billion in fuel tax. This year the amount will probably be in excess of $7 billion. Only 
about l5 to 18 per cent of that money is rerumed. to the States for road maintenance and 
construction. That must be reviewed. 

Another maner of concern to me as member for North Metropolitan Region is the lack of 
activity on the Joondalup railway line. Members will recall that la..~t year Parliament agreed 
to a Bill to enable the development of an electrified rail system from Perth to JoondaJup. ln 
the Legislative Assembly some time ago Mr Bob Pearce, the then Minister for Transport, 
promised that people could travel on a train along that line at the end of this year. At this 
stage, no r3i.lway line has been built and rhe Government will need to work particularly hard 
to have a railway line ro Joondalup completed before the end of this year. 

Hon Graham Edwards: You said we were going too quickly and we had to slow down. If 
you refer to Hansard you will see that quite dearly. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Perhaps Hon Graham Edwards did not listen carefully enough last 
year. The Opposition certainly agreed to the idea of a rapid transit system, but I said that the 
Govenunent had an opponunity to reconsider the options it had at that stage. 

Hon Graham Edwards: I suggest you go back and look at what you said - you might be 
surprised. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Perhaps the Minister will do the same. I was the one who suggested 
an opportunity arose for the Govenunent ro review the situation. It has not done that; it has 
proceeded on the basis of the earlier advice it was given. The Go\'emment does not appear 
to be progressing panicularly fast with the nonhem railway system. People in the 
Wanneroo, Whitford and Joondalup areas are asking where is the train that the Government 
promised would be operating at the end of this year. No line, no station and no trains are in 
evidence and the residents ace still waiting. While the promise of the Joondalup railway line 
was used as an election buying ticket during the last State elections, very little physical 
laying of a line will occur along the median of the freeway prior to or until the next State 
election. That is when this Government can be expected to produce its glossy brochures and 
probably dump some railway lines along the freeway median to try to convince the nonhem 
suburbs residents that it is doing something about the rapid transit system to Joondalup. 

Without wanting to run through the WA Inc debate again, rhe Premier was hypocritical the 
other day when she suggested that the Conunonwealth Government may announce, at the 
next Premiers ' Conference, a reduction in some grants ro the States. It was suggested in one 
repon that the State may receive approximately $ll million less than il received last year. It 
was interesting to hear the Premier comment that an $11 million reduction in a 
Commonwealth grant would have a significantly adverse impact on rhe economy of Western 
Australi~ and yet that same Premier, together wirh her ministerial colleagues, has told the 
taxpayers of Western Australia that the $800 million the Govenunent has lost as a result of 
its financial dealings will not impact on the economy at all. I carmot understand why che 
Premier should squeal about a possible reduction of $11 million if a loss of $800 million will 
not impact on the State. 

Hon J .M. Berinson: I am used to your misquoting me, but I do nor see why you should 
misquote the Premier also. 
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Hon GEORGE CASH: [n due course the Leader of the House will have an opportunity to 
put his side of the argument. 
I congratulate the members of the Pike committee on the repon tabled recently at the 
direction of the House, and (recognise the work of that committee to date. There is no doubt 
that some interesting responses were contained in that report and I am sure the committee 
intends to call many more witnesses in an attempt to get to the bottom of what appears to be 
a cobweb of intrigue with regard to matters currently under investigation. I hope that 
ultimately the Pike committee will be able to provide some answers to this Parliament and to 
give the taxpayers of Western Australia some idea of where their money has gone. It could 
be that the cobweb of intrigue is so extensive :lnd so complicated that even with the besr 
endeavours of that committee. it will be unable to get to the bottom of these matters, and a 
Royal Commission will be needed. 

A further matter which should be of interest to the House is the manner in which lhe 
Fremantle Pon Authority is currently managing the Port of Fremantle and the surrounding 
areas. for some time I have been concerned that the Fremande Port Authority has not 
recognised the economic worth of the assets under its control and that the authority, or 
indeed the Government if the authority needs direction, should give consideration to the 
freeing up of Victoria Quay in the inner harbour, and transferring the activities currently 
conducted on rhat quay to North Wharf. This wou1d allow the redevelopment of what is 
prime real estate in the Fremantle area. 

Hon John Halden: Whar would you do with it specifically? 
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am not a developer or a planner, but I believe that land would 
provide great opportunities for architects and other entrepreneurs in the business of 
redeveloping that type of land to present interesting proposals. 

Hon John Halden: Residential? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I am not a planner and (do not intend to make any proposals for the 
fm.ished product. A tremendous opponunity exists for the State to redevelop that land 
without detracting from the current port uses. I envisage a passenger terminal to accept ships 
of State, and that other passenger vessels would be incorporated into a redevelopment of the 
area. The railway line could be sunk, if necessary. to provide a larger area for development. 
The Government should give consideration to this opportunity. 

Hon John Halden: That is one of the options we are looking at. You got your advice from 
the same people that I did. 
Hon GEORGE CASH: From whom did Hon John Halden get his advice? 

Hon John Halden: From the Fremantle Pon Authority. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I did not get my advice from the Fremande Port Authority; in fact, I 
suggested that the authority was lacking in Wtiative. The authority could perhaps use the 
public tender system to seek eJtpressions of ~terest f~om those interested in the 
redevelopment of the area. I have not yet seen that happening. This opportunity is available 
and it would not disadvantage the workings of the current pon. This is a positive suggestion. 

Hon John Halden: Tile Fremantle Port Authority, which you started criticising, has mose 
sons of things in mind. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I am pleased that that is the case. I was not aware of it and perhaps 
the member will provide me with information on what is happening. He seems to have far 
greater knowledge of the Fremantle Port Authority than have other members in this House. 

I congratulate the new Cltainnan of lhe Fremantle Pon Authority, Mr John Taplin, a fonner 
Coordinator-General of Transport in Western Australia, on his recent appointment I hope 
that with rus distinguished, academic background in transport related matters, John Taplin 
will guide the Fremantle P·ort Authority into realising on some of its very valuable assets, 
thus giving the Govemmenl a positive fmancial return on those assets. If the Govenunent 
redeveloped Victoria Quay, it would be able to consider redevelopment in the inner harbour 
on the North Wharf side. I recognise mat such a redevelopment could not occur overnight, 
but a great opportunity e:xists for the Govenunent, with the suppon of the Opposition. to 
create a new pon for Western Australia just south of the existing pon. at Catherine Point. 
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The idea of shifting the current port to Catherine Point is not new; it was fllst discussed some 
50 years ago by people interested in relocating the port. This option has been considered by 
Govenunents of both colours. A great opportunity exists for positive action, following 
consideration of the relocation of the existing port, not tomorrow but over an e~tended 
period. I urge the Fremantle Port Authority and others involved in any studies being 
undertaken into pctential areas for a new port to give that matter consideration. 

I have received advice indicating that the Govenunent may be considering allowing a second 
container operator to be established on North Wharf, but that is somewhat premature. l make 
that comment following discussions I have had with National Terminals Australia Ltd which 
is interested in establishing a second terminal. They told me they would be prepared to 
spend about $13 million in the fust year to establish a second container facility on Nonll 
Wharf. conditional upon the Government's spending about $20 million in capital costs to 
develop the facility. It is my view, which l believe is shared by the shipping fraternity in 
Fremantle, that the current number of containers passing through Fremantle js in the order of 
130 000 a year; about 25 000 containers are in respect of coastal trade, and rhe other 105 000 
are in respect of overseas trade. There are not sufficient containers passing through the 
existing pon to allow a second terminal to operate in a viable way. There is no doubt in my 
mind rhat there are conrainer or tennmal operators in pons in Western Australia who are 
suffering because they have entered into ventures which are not viable. 

The Opposition suppons a shift of the existing pon to Catherine Point, which would enable 
the Government to say to a second operator, such as NT AL. that it could be accorrunodated 
at the new port of Catherine Point, rather than having NT AL spend huge amounts of money 
in upgrading North Wharl and not being able to amortise that cost over a reasonable period. 
I understand that NT AL comprises a partnership between Australian National Line and 
Patrick Stevedoring Co, and is at present a joint venturer with Stateships in work at No L 
benh in Fremantle. I invite the Govenunent to give consideration to that operation because it 
is my understanding that at the moment the operation is not profitable, and Stateships needs 
to urgently review its position in respect of that total operation. I expect, equally, that 
NT AL, as a private organisation, would want to also review its position. If the matter is not 
reviewed in the very short tenn there is every possibility that one or other of the partners will 
pull out of the existing arrangement. I do not know who would fill the void if that were to 
occur. 

There are some very good opponunities for the Government to consider in respect of the 
redevelopment of the existing Pon of Fremantle. The time has come for us to recognise that 
we have now reached a phase in che development of Western Ausualia where a new, 
economically efficient terminal could be built at Catherine Point. The existing land in the 
Pon of Fremande could be sold off in due course, which would rerum to the Government a 
substantial fmancial surplus. 

It is true that in recent times I have been critical of some of the actions taken by the 
Fremantle Port Authority, although I have now been told by Hon John Halden that the FP A 
has got some of these matters in hand. It is pleasing to hear that. I was interested the other 
day to receive a -comment from someone who identified himself as an FPA worker. He 
wanted to tell me. as the Opposition spokesman on transport. about a small problem which 
seems to exist at fremantle. In 1985 the FPA apparently agreed to build a new survey boat, 
which at that time was estimated to cost $150 000. Quotes in that general vicinity were 
received during 1986. It was asswned at the tirne that the survey boat would be built and be 
able to be launched in 1987. I understand from this person that the unions became involved 
in some discussions with the FPA about who should build the proposed survey boat, and in 
the end the FPA decided it would be able to build the boat. 

In 1988 what was described as a ''cockeyed deal" was done which involved (fte hull being 
built in a private yard, with the FPA fitting out the vessel as soon as the hull had been 
completed. In 1989 the unions rejected the hull, for reasons not yet apparent to my 
infonnant. We must remember that the concept of the new survey boat commenced in 1985. 
By this time we were four years down the uack. A lor of time was wasted in testing that hull. 
It is now 1990 and the fitting out by the FP A is still going on. It has been suggested that a 
vessel which was to cost $150 000 in 1985 will now cost over $500 000 before it is fmai.Jy 
completed. 1 have been told that the vessel was recently put into the water. It did not float 
level. if that makes sense to those who have some knowledge of boats and engineering 
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design. There was some talk about cutting the boat in half and making it longer so that it 
would be able to float level, or to put in more ballast to level it out in that way. As my 
infonnant said, "I guess the ovenime will be good for a few more years.'' In fact, he fmished 
off by saying, "By 1991, who knows? But then, what does it matter? Who is counting?" If 
that is an accurate description of the situation -

Hon Doug Wenn: You have not checked it out? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: No, because I am not sure whom I should speak to at the FPA. 

Hon Doug WeM: Why not try the chainnan of the board? 

Hon GEORGE CASH: This is something which I will be able to take up with Mr Taplin 
now that he is the new chairman. It is important that I raise rhis maner in the Parliament 
because if it is true, someone has not been doing his job. 

Hon Doug Werm: Find out who built the boat, and get them out of the industry. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: J dio not want to prejudge the issue. I am drawing it to the attention 
of the House. I carutot be sure that what I have heard is an accurate reflection of the real 
situation. 

Hon Doug W erm: We are used to that. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: That may be so. I do not know who the FPA is dealing with in this 
regard, but it is a matter to which the Government must give some consideration. 

Hon Doug Werm: You should check that out and bring it to the Government's attention, 
rather than say you are not sure. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: I will do my job as best I can, and I invite the member to do his job 
as best he can; and let the electors judge in due course just who is doing the better job. 

Hon Doug Werm: We have already done that. We did that last year. That is why we are on 
thls side and you are on that side. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Another serious matter that I bring to the anention of the House is 
the plight of cenain Jewish people in the USSR. As members are probably aware, rhe Soviet 
Union will. we hope, honGur its agreement to allow direct flights from the Soviet Union to 
Israel, and hence make it easier for Soviet Jews to inunigrate to their homeland. Last week: 
marked the 42nd anniversary of the creation of the free and independent State of Israel and 

. there could hardly be a more appropriate occasion for the Soviet Union to give the words that 
it claimed earlier some meaning by instigating those flights. It is said - and I must say that I 
rely on advice tendered to me by cenain members of the Jewish conununity in Penh - that 
some members of the Soviet Jewry have already been waiting for years to return to their 
homeland, but there is little evidence at the moment of any significant change in the Soviet 
attitude to speeding up the process of providing those direct flights between Moscow and the 
Ben Gurion Airport in Israel. 

As to the delays that are being suffered, I am told some Soviet Jews who want to migrate 
from the USSR have waited for more than 12 months. It seems to me that on the 42nd 
anniversary of the creation of the State of Israel the time has come for the Soviet Union to 
recognise and put in place the agreements that it wanted ro make public in order to enjoy the 
gratitude of the rest Gf the world when it made those statements some time ago. There is no 
doubt that, of the hundreds of thousands of Jewish people living in the Soviet Union, many 
of them would dearly Jove to leave that country and move to Israel. At this time we, as a 
group of members of Parliament representing ouc constituencies throughout this State, should 
suppon my urge to the Soviet Union to speed up the Jewish exit from the USSR. 

In raising that matter in che House today, one other article caught my eye in this week's The 
Maccabean, which is the newspaper or periodical of the Jewish community in Penh. The 
article appears under a headline on page 1 which reads "Gorbachev Condemns Anti
Semitism, in a Long-Awaited Public Statement". If I may read The Maccabean's account of 
that to me House, Mr Deputy President, it reads -

A15471· J 

Soviet President, Mikhail Gorbachev. addressing a meeting of the Communist Youth 
League in Moscow, has made what is believed to be his fust public statement 
condemning anti-semitism. 
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Gorbachev 's remark came qujetly, in response to a question posed llrh April in 
Moscow at the 21st annual congress of Komsomol, the Communist youth movement 
of the Soviet Uruon. 
Asked what measures he intended to take in response to "abnormal conditions of life 
and activities of Jews in the Soviet Union'' because of anti-semitism, Gorbachev 
replied, "I belie"Ve that we ought not to allow raging of nationalism, chauvinism, anti
Semitism or any other 'isms' to occur." 

"It is necessary to take the path of harmonizing interethnic relations, to set up legal . 
economic and social prerequisites for people of all ethnic groups," wherever they 
live, he said. "'There is no other way that I know of." 

Interestingly enough, just under that account of Gorbachev's statement is another item with 
the banner heading "Bush Signs Second BiJJ Enacring Legislation Againsr Hare Crimes". Ir 
is interesting mat account should be published in The .Maccabean of Friday, 11 May because 
the Goverrunenr, with the support of the Opposition, is keen to see properly framed 
legislation that would prevent racial discrimination in Western Australia. 

With those comments, r again welcome the opportunity to suppon the motion moved by the 
Government in reply to the Governor's Speech and look forward to the contributions of other 
members. 

HON B.L. JONES (lower West) {4.45 pm]: I support the motion, and r roo would like to 
register my congratulations to His Excellency, Sir Francis Bun, on his appointment as 
Governor. 

The subject of my speech today has been described as a major advance in the recognition and 
protection of a panicuJarly vulnerable group of people .in our society; namely, our children. I 
am. of course. referring to the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. As 
most members will be aware, the United Nations, with Australia's suppon, adopted the 
convention unanimously as a statement of general principles regarding the rights of children. 
I would like to emphasise that this has no effect on Australia's domestic law. The 
convention is now open to individual countries to sign, which in turn means that those 
nations are committed to its tenns and obligations and enables it to take funher steps towards 
ratification. This involves consulting with States, Territories and Federal Govenunents to 
ensure that their laws comply with the terms and obligations embodied in the convention. In 
Australia's case. following preliminary investigations our domestic laws appear to comply 
with the terms of the convention and no major changes to our laws are considered necessary. 
It is. however. imponant for people to understand that even upon ratification the terms of the 
convention do not. as has been claimed, become AusttaJian law: rather, we would be 
signifying our willingness to ensure that our laws continue to comply with the tenns 
embodied in the convention. Any changes to our laws, either State or Federal. will have to 
pass through the normal legislative process. 

In recent weeks I have been very concerned by the somewhat hysterical debate which has 
taken place through Press releases and ar public meetings. I have been appalled at some of 
the bizarre claims that have been made, I do not lknow if these are made out of sheer 
ignorance or a determination to misinterpret the articles that make up the convention, or 
whether they are just a deliberate attempt to cultivate misunderstandings by people to 
undermine the basic principles of the convention. I was funher motivated to make this the 
subject of my speech tonight because recently I had the most unpleasant experience of 
attending a public meeting in Collie. -It was presided over by two women and, much as [ 
dislike saying anything detrimental about my own se:x, I must admit that these two women 
displayed a most appalling ignorance. The claims they made were bizarre in lhe extreme and 
probably would have been quite laughable had it not been for the fact that young mothers 
were present who obviously were quire concerned about the allegations being made. What I 
would like to do this evening is to look at some of these claims that have been made. refer 
them to the anicles that they are presumably taken from, and chen refute them. 

The meeting l attended in Collie also said the United Nations Convention on the Rights of 
the Child will allow children to dob in parents. I have here a leaflet that was put out at the 
meeting claiming that if this convention is ratified children will be able to doh in a parent for 
the slightest thing. I will now address the particular claims. 


