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Tuesday, 28 September 1993

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took die Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

PETITIONS - COMMON LAW AND WORKERS' COMPENSATION
RIGHTS, RETROSPECTIVE CHANGES

MRS HENDERSON (Thornie) [2.03 pm]:- I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned people of Western Australia on behalf of injured workers and
their families wish to express our opposition to and concern at the proposed unfair
and unjust retrospective changes to common law and workers' compensation
rights, with effect from 4.00 pmn on 30 June 1993 announced by the Minister for
Labour Relations at about 2.00 pm on 30 June 1993.
The planned removal of common law rights if a writ had not been issued before
4.00 pmn on 30 June 1993, unless an injured worker can establish a 30% tota body
impairment, is a draconian and unwarranted change to the law. It is estimated
that 90% of common law claims will be disentitled to compensation. It has not
been shown by die Minister that any extensions under the Workers Compensation
Act will adequately compensate injured workers.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 102 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
die Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
Similar petitions were presented by Mr Brown (45 signatures), and Dr Lawrence (1 063
signatures).
[See petitions N~os 166. 169 and 17 1.]

PETITION - MARINE AND HARBOURS, PORT WALCOTTr, MARINE
OFFICER MAINTENANCE

MR RIDEBELING (Ashburton) [2.04 pm]: I present a petition couched in the following
terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the people undersigned, oppose strongly to the reduction of staff at Marine &
Harbours, Port Walcott, namely the job of Marine Officer.

This job ensures the safe and smooth operation of the facilities at John's Creek
Fishing Boat Harbour, Point Samson. The current Marine Officer has been a
familiar and unbiased mediator for the past nine years.
We feel that this position is an essential part of the service we pay for.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 95 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 167.1
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PETITION - GEHA, KARRATHA ACCOMMODATION NEED
MR RIEBELING (Ashburton) [2.06 pm]: I have a further petition which reads -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled:
The Petition of the undersigned respectfully showeth:
I. That there is a lack of suitable GEHA accommodation within the townsite

of Karratha.
2. That this lack of suitable accommodation is having a detrimental effect on

same Government Departments' operations.
3. That this lack of suitable accommodation is having a detrimental effect on

Government employees private lives and is acting as a deterrent to
encourage Government employees to stay or apply for positions in
Karratha.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 91 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 168.]

PETITION - PERENJORI PREPRIMARY, TOILET FACILITY ERECTION

MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [2.08 pm]: The petition I
present reads -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, humbly request that support be given to the erection of a
toilet facility in the Peitnjori Pre Primary, in order to cease the disruption to the
learning program that currently occurs.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, Will ever pray.

The petition bears 64 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 170.]

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - BY THE MINISTER FOR LABOUR
RELATIONS

Building Management Authority, Collusive Tendering

MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [2.16 pm]: Members will
be aware that at the weekend I announced another phase of this Government's campaign
to improve productivity in the building industry. The investigation by the Building
Management Authority into collusive tendering complements several other initiatives
that I have announced, all of which are designed to purge the building industry of
unacceptable practices. I have already announced a stop to no ticket-no start activity.
which has in the past wreaked havoc on the State's building sites.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will resume his seat. It has been the practice since
the introduction of brief ministerial statements that, as is the case in the giving and
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answering of ministerial statements, the degree of interjection is extremely low. I ask
members to cooperate.
Mr KIERATHi: I am also consulting with representatives of the industry and
Government agencies to introduce a code of practice which will contribute to better
management practices, increase industry stability and enhance public confidence in
building industry ethics. The action will also rid the industry of collusive tendering.
The strongest possible action will be taken against those found to have engaged in this
activity which, apart from anything else, is illegal. This will involve excluding them
from future Government work and the recovery of losses arising from their practice. Mr
Speaker, it is unfortunate for the Opposition that it has shot off at the mouth over this
issue. The Opposition's works and services spokesman, the member for Nollamara, is
quoted in The West Australian newspaper -

Several members interjected.
Point of Order

Mr RIPPER: Mr Speaker, I seek further guidance on the ruling you gave about
interjections during brief ministerial statements. It is my view that if the Minister is to be
provocative, as he has just been, he invites interjections.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I mentioned last week that when a speaker is on his or hier feet,
it is not normal for there to be any interjections at all. What is happening now is quite the
opposite. I can understand that when a member has said something that is controversial it
would encourage members to interject. The member for Belmont said that I had made a
ruling. It was not a ruling; it was a call to the members of the House. I have widened the
practice of a lower level of interjections during a ministerial statement, to which there is a
response, to apply to brief ministerial statements to which there is no formal response, as
we all know. That is what I am calling for. I remind the Minister of all of that and ask
him to proceed.

Statement Resumed
Mr KIERATH: The member for Nollamara is quoted in The West Australian as saying
that if the Minister is going to take action in this area, he should be basing it on
something more substantial than the fact that it is alleged that these things happen in
other States.
Mr Graham interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Graham: He is taking no notice whatsoever.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am loath to formally call the member for Pilbara. to order, and
I ask him to cease interjections. The member's point has been made clearly.
Mr KIERATH: By way of ministerial statement to the House, I inform members that the
action on collusive tendering was not a decision made lightly; it was prompted by a letter
received from a concerned citizen. This letter highlighted the findings of the royal
commission into the building industry in New South Wales. I will provide members with
some examples of what that royal commission found. It identified that more than $7.8m
was paid by successful tenderers to the unsuccessful tenderers for the same project. One
outrageous example was a tender for the Commonwealth offices in Haymarket where
exhibit evidence was produced of payments to the three unsuccessful tenderers of
$750 000 each. With that sort of money changing hands it is nonsense to suggest that it
might not be happening in this State. The attitude of members opposite is an indication
that the head in the sand attitude which resulted in the shame of WA Inc is still alive and
kicking in the Labor Party.
Mrs Hallahan: Sit down; that is a disgusting statement.
The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Arniadale to order. I do not want to do it
twice and I ask the member for Armadale to cooperate with the Chair.
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Mr KIERATH: The author of that letter is none other than Mr Paul Keating, the Prime
Minister of Australia. He said that in future all contractors will be required to sign a
statutory declaration that collusive practices did not occur in the tender process. HeI went
on to say that the Commonwealth's adoption of these procedures makes an unambiguous
statement to the building industry that irnproper practices will not be tolerated. If
members opposite warnt to gripe, they should talk to Mr Keating in Canberra. This is the
only time I have received good advice from the Prime Minister, and he cannot take a
trick. He gets it right just once, and his own side bags him for it.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - BY THE MINISTER FOR FISHERIES
Rock Lobster Fisheries, Management Strategy

MR HOUSE (Stirling - Minister for Fisheries) [2.24 pm]: Western Australia's rock
lobster industry is Australia's single most valuable fishery. Payments to fishermen alone
last season totalled more than $210mn. The total value of sales after the value adding
process was $285m. Similar predictions are made for the coming season. Apart from
boat operators and their crews, the industry provides hundreds of jobs in processing and
related activities. The worth of the industry to Western Australia is emphasised by the
fact that it is one of the largest rock lobster fisheries of the world that has not beer'
damaged by overfishing. While maximising returns to the industry, we must continue to
ensure we do not make the same mistakes as other countries, which did not act decisively
enough when faced with a decline in breeding stocks.
Western Australian scientists and the rock lobster industry adv.sory committee are
concerned that the industry is in danger. Breeding stocks in the fishery have declined
below 20 per cent of the original levels, and may be as low as 15 per cent. The challenge
now is to rebuild building stock to 25 per cent of the original level. This is the level
scientists around the world agree is needed to maintain a fishery. An extensive
consultation process has been undertaken over the past two months. It included release
of RUIAC's discussion paper and a series of well attended public meetings at coastal
fishing centres. In response to industry suggestions, RLIAC has revised its
recommendations on management strategy, while maintaining its objectives. The
proposed measures provide an additional 650 tonnes of females into the breeding stock.
This will be achieved by reducing total catches by between 1 000 tonnes and 1 500
tonnes. The management strategy for 1993-94 and 1994-95 includes an 18 per cent pot
reduction for all zones; all setose and tar-spot females to be returned to the water; the
minimum gauge size to be increased from 76mm to 77mm from 15 November, the star
of the season, until the end of January. The gauge size will return to 76mm for the
remainder of the season; a maximum gauge size of 115mm for female rock lobsters
landed at anchorages from Wedge Island southwards and 105mm for anchorages north of
Wedge Island; and, boats nominating for the big bank season (February 10 - end of
February) must operate there and nowhere else during that period. The ban on setose
females and the new gauge sizes will also apply to recreational fishermen.
An advisory group on recreational rock lobster fishing will soon be making
recommendations on whether bag limits for amateurs should be changed. At present,
holders of seasonal recreational rock lobster licences can take up to eight lobsters a day.
After discussions and meetings with RLIAC, I have accepted this management strategy,
for which I am sure there will be majority support. Over the next two years, while this
strategy is in place, we will be giving full consideration to all other options for
management of the fishery. In the meantime, I am confident that technological
advancement will continue in the industry, and that this will impact positively on value
adding, processing and export market development in particular. These opportunities can
be realised only if the fishery's breeding stock is properly managed. It is my
responsibility - in consultation with the industry - to set the framework to ensure that this
happens. I believe the strategy outlined in this statement will achieve the objective of
maintaining a sensible, fair and effective management program for Australia's premium
fishery.
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LOTTERIES COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL
Assent

Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the Bill.
[Questions without notice taken.]

PERSONAL EXrLANATION - BUILDING INDUSTRY, COLLUSIVE
TENDERING

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [2.52 pm] - by leave: It is certainly very difficult for the
functioning of this Chamber when the forms of the House are not used in the way in
which they are meant to be used. When a Minister makes a full ministerial statement
there is an opportunity for Opposition members to respond, both to matters of substance,
particularly on controversial issues -

Point of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I would be very willing to hear the member for Nollamara's
argument, but my understanding of the standing orders is that personal explanations
should be used when a member feels he has been impugned or misrepresented. If the
point of this personal explanation is to discuss the use of ministerial statements, it is quite
inappropriate.
The SPEAKER: The Leader of the House has described the purpose of personal
explanations. However, the member for Nollamara has been speaking for only a short
time. I am quite convinced that if the member says he is to make a personal explanation,
he will do just that. I do not expect him to use this opportunity as a substitute for a reply
to the ministerial statement. I call on the member for Nollamara to continue his personal
explanation.

Personal Explanation Resumed
Mr KOBELKE: The point I make is that in the statement made earlier by the Minister
for Labour Relations he attacked me personally in a way which I assume is an abuse of
the procedures of this House- If short ministerial statements are to be abused in this way,
the forms of this House certainly will not work. The Minister said in his statement -

..it is unfortunate for the Opposition that it has shot off at the mouth over this
issue. The Opposition's works and services spokesman, the member for
Nollamara, is quoted in The West Australian as saying that if the Minister is going
to take action in this area, he should be basing it on something more substantial
than the fact that it is alleged that these things happen in other States.

To put the record straight, as a matter of personal explanation I wish to quote a small
section from that article in yesterday's The West Australian -

Opposition works and services spokesman John Kobelke said he was not aware of
collusive rendering in WA.
"if the Minister is going to take action in this area he should be basing it on
something more substantial than the fact that ir is alleged these things happen in
other states," Mr Kobelke said.
"Huff and puff is not the way to get reform in the building industry. There's a
need to take a more co-operative approach."

Mr McGinty interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: The article then goes on to say something which I think supports my
position and refutes the attack made on me by the Minister. It stares -

Acting MBA Director, Gavan Forster, said: "To our knowledge there are no
practices like that in Western Australia.
"All the MBA member builders that we have spoken to have been quite happy to
sign the declarations.

4766



[Tuesday, 28 September 1993]176

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the member for Nollamara. to resume his seat. The
member for Fremantle said, "He could not lie straight in bed.' That is outrageous. I call
on him to withdraw it.
Mr McGinty: I withdraw.

Personal Explanation Resumed
Mr KOBELKE: The article continues the quote from Mr Farster -

"From the industry point of view there is no problem. We keep ceiling the
Minister WA is different from ocher states."

What we saw in this personal attack on me was the Minister rising to speak on what we
assumed would be a presentation of the material in his press release at the weekend. That
is not what happened. He used a brief ministerial statement not to put before the House
the material in his press release but to attack me personally and very selectively. In order
to defend myself, I need to establish a couple of facts.

Points of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member has sought to make his personal explanation under
Standing Order No 117. 1 remind members that under that standing order a member may
explain matters of a personal nature. If the extent of the insult and the hurt has been that
the Minister for Labour Relations referred to a member opposite as shooting his mouth
off, we will not progress very far if members are so precious. That is a point of debate,
which we are all happy to entertain, but it is not a point of personal explanation.
Mr TAYLOR: I do not want to get bagged down in the intricacies of standing orders, but
Standing Order No 1 18A, which deals with brief ministerial statements, says that no
debate shall take place on the statement. It is clear that the reason for that part of the
standing order is that brief ministerial statements, in contrast to longer ministerial
statements, exist for Ministers to explain to the House matters with which Ministers may
have been dealing over the previous day or so. The Minister for Labour Relations quite
clearly used his ministerial statement as an opportunity to attack the member for
Nollamara. Given that under Standing Order No 118BA no debate is to take place on brief
ministerial statements, there is no other opportunity for the member for Nollamara to
answer the personal attack on him in that statement other than by using Standing Order
No 117.
The SPEAKER: There was a lot of logic in both those points of order. It is difficult to
determine in the House the question of the personal element. Speech on the matter has
been relatively brief and I assume that the member for Nollamnara will not speak for much
longer. What he has said so far fits the requirements for a personal explanation. There is
an element of greyness in the area, but I will allow the member for Nollamara to
continue.

Personal Explanation Resumed

Mr KOBELKE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I have already quoted to the House from the
Minister's statement, but I must emphasise the paint that the Minister has accused me of
making a statement without substance, In order to defend myself, I will make two clear
points to show that there is substance in what I said and a complete lack of substance in
the explanations made by the Minister. I will be as brief as I can in making those points.
The Minister said that he is acting on a letter from a concerned citizen. It is absolutely a
misuse of this Parliament to call the Prime Minister a concerned citizen with respect to a
matter within Western Austrlia. The letter from the Prime Minister from which the
Minister quoted says in the first sentence -

I am writing to inforim you about the Commonwealth Government's response to
the findings of the Royal Commission into Productivity in the Building Industry
in New South Wales.
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My statement to the press was that the Minister was using examples in other States to
implement policy in Western Australia without talking to people here. That was the
substance of what I said to the press, which was reported quite accurately in The West
Australian. The Minister said in the Chamber that I made that statement without any
substance when he clearly was simply using a source from another part of Australia and
not reflecting any evidence he has of the situation in Western Australia. He went on in
his statement to talk about Commonwealth buildings in Haymarket - again, there was no
reference to Western Australia. If that is the way in which the Minister is to use brief
ministerial statements, we will have complete disruption to the normal business of this
Chamber.
Ministers are provided with the opportunity of making short ministerial statements so that
they can inform the House of matters of policy, not so that they can attack other
members. The short ministerial statement made by the Minister today contained no new
policy and did not even reflect any of the substance that was in the press release, yet he
came in here and used his statement to attack me. People in the community have better
judgment than has the Minister for Labour Relations, and they will see right through this
Minister. The Minister has absolutely no concern for the building industry in this State.
He may have concern for what happens in Haymarket in New South Wales, but he is not
serving well the building industry in this State and he is certainly not sewving well the
procedures of this Chamber by using this method to make a personal attack on a member
of the Opposition.

BILLS (2) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Exotic Diseases of Animals Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr House (Minister for Primary Industry), and
read a first time.

2. Acts Amendment (Representation) Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Dr Gallop, and read a first time.

TAXATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 21 September.
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Leader of the Opposition) [3.03 pm]: This Bill is a
companion Bill to the Acts Amendment (Annual Valuations and Land Tax) Bill which
was presented to this Parliament recently. It amends the Land Tax Act, not only by
introdlucing a new scale of rates for land tax but also by introducing a new rate of
metropolitan region improvement tax. This Bill completes the work that was undertaken
when we were in Government. The Opposition has no objection to this Bill. I am sure
this Bill will be welcomed by industry. The building industry, the Real Estate Institute of
Western Australia and the Building Owners and Managers Association of Australia Ltd
have been involved in shaping these measures and I know they will welcome this change
to what has been a distorted system of land valuation and land tax in Western Austraia.
The reforms reflected in these two Bills will go a long way towards removing distortions
in the payment of land tax. Some people will have to pay slightly more under these
provisions and, no doubt, they will complain. However, there will be a net reduction in
taxation as a result of these measures. I understand from my examination of the Bill and
fromi the briefing that I have received that this is the fairest set of procedures that could
have been adopted and that it will have the least adverse effect on the greatest number of
people. When the Treasurer was in Japan and Korea earlier this year, a proposal came
floating back over the waters which would have resulted in higher rates being paid by
taxpayers outside the central business district. I am pleased that the response from
business to that proposition, however it may have been floated, was sufficient to change
the Government's mind, because it would have been anomalous to impose a differential
of that kind.
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I believe that we need to discuss this Bill in Committee because the Treasurer has an
amendment on the Notice Paper. That amendment arrived very late, but fortunately I was
able to obtain advice in that short period. This Bill is not in any way offensive; therefore,
the Opposition will not seek to delay its passage. I emphasise that when the Opposition
is in a position to take Bills through the party room, to discuss them carefully. and to
have full knowledge of their provisions, and when Bills are essentially simple and there
has been thorough consultation with all affected bodies, we will facilitate their progress
through the House. However, when there is an attempt by the Government tora
through complex legislation, or novel legislation which requires considerable discussion
and analysis by the Opposition, we will resist it.
Mr Court: We are seeking to amend not this Bill but the Business Franchise (Tobacco)
Amendment Bill.
Dr LAWRENCE: I am sorry. Therefore, there is no need to go into Committee on this
Bill. I underline the point that we will cooperate fully when we are as one. I do not think
the time of the Parliament is well spent in going over Bills with which we are in full
agreement, unless there is some matter additional to thte Bill that we want to draw to the
attention of the House and the people of Western Australia. The Opposition has been
involved in developing this legislation and, since it meets the criteria that we have set, we
are happy to support it.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [3.07 pmJ: I thank the Opposition for its support
of this legislation. It was not a particularly easy exercise to come up with a taxation scale
that would be as fair as we could possibly make it. The first proposals that were given to
us by the taxation people created some large anomalies and we had to ask them to work
through a number of different scenarios to try to arrive at the fairest possible system. I
appreciate the comment of the Leader of the Opposition that she believes we have come
as close as we can to arriving at a fair system. There will always be some anomalies
when we make big changes in valuations and when we move to an annual valuation
system, as we have done this year. We did not believe it would have been proper to have
large decreases in the central business district and huge increases outside. Therefore, we
have tried to change the rates to arrive at the fairest possible situation. The major
changes will occur in the first year because some people who have not had a revaluation
for about four years will be hurt.
Dr Lawrence: They were paying less than they should have.
Mr COURT: Yes. We believe we will then end up with a more level playing field, If
any anomalies show up, we will have to address them at the time. It is still not an ideal
situation, but the increasing sophistication in computer equipment is making it easier for
us to model what will be the effect of these changes on total land tax increases. I am sure
the Leader of the Opposition will know, as a former Treasurer, that the easy way out for
us would have been to change the system and whack in an increase in total collections.
We deliberately provided 'a discipline, and the Minister for Finance and I discussed this
matter and agreed that we would go the other way.
We will see a small reduction in total land tax collections. I know that has caused pain in
other parts of the Budget but we did not think it would be appropriate to use this
opportunity to increase taxes from other sources. Another area to make a larger cut was
payroll tax and it would have enabled us to take off $20mn to $30mn. The imposition of
land tax has hurt many small businesses, as it is passed on in the form of rent, or in other
areas; so we have deliberately gone for a small tax. I thank the Opposition for its support
of this legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Court (Treasurer), and transmitted to the Council.
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BUSINESS FRANCHISE (TOBACCO) AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 14 September.
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Leader of the Opposition) [3.12 pm]: All members
of the House will be aware of the purpose of this Bill. A second Bill is to follow which is
very important. It is a pity that we are not to debate them in sequence but nonetheless we
will not oppose this Bill because it is a tax Bill; it seeks to increase the levy that applies
to tobacco products. Although it is a very significant increase which should have been
phased in over a longer time, it is one of the intentions which we understand.
The Government made much of the fact that it was not increasing any taxes in this
Budget; I suppose that is technically true in that the announcements were made ahead of
the Budget. This is an example of a very significant increase in taxation which falls right
across the community on all those people who smoke. All of us in this House have a
view about the need to reduce the number of people in our community who smoke, and
there is a significant incentive for the Government to act to reduce the number of people
who smoke, and, particularly, young people taking it up, so that not only the ill effects on
their health and wellbeing but also the costs to the community of excessive demand on
health services can be avoided.
In preparing for this debate, I had occasion to look carefully at the debates that had taken
place when we moved, in Government, to ban advertising of tobacco products and to
provide alternative sponsorship and health promotional messages through the
establishment of Healthway - the Health Promotion Foundation. I was astounded that
there was so much opposition from the then Opposition to an extremely sound set of
proposals, one which is not now resisted by the parties in Government as it was when
they were in Opposition. It was clear from reading the speeches that there was a great
deal of resistance to the health promotion legislation; it was delayed for some time
because of the then Opposition's insistence that certain percentages be paid to various
funds, a certain percentage of the total take from the tobacco franchise be provided to the
Healthway fund and that arm's-length provisions be agreed to by the Government. That
debate took some months. I am sure the member for Arroadale well remembers that
debate because she handled the matter in the upper Hou .e of wi ch she was then a
member. It went on for hours and hours, days and di ys and weeks and weeks. It
reminded me that when the Government complains of dl.z time taken over Bills, it could
do well to look at that piece of legislation.
The reason I raise the question of the use to which these funds will be put is that it is
absolutely essential to an assessment of the Government's intentions in relation to this
substantial increase to remind members that the Bill is to implement an increase in the
tobacco franchise licence fee which was announced at the end of July. It brings it into
line with the fee applying in the other States. It increases the licence fee from 50 per cent
to 100 per cent, and the fixed fee of $20 is to be maintained. The effect is a very
substantial increase in the revenue to be provided to the State. It is a very handsome
windfall for the Government which said it would not increase any taxes. This is a tax and
certainly would, in the normal course of events, be described in that way. I was pleased
to hear the Treasurer, when introducing the legislation, say what everyone claimed at the
time; that is, it was basically a revenue raising measure, that it was not introduced
because of the significant effect it was hoped the increase in the price of tobacco might
have on the consumption patterns of young people in this State.
Mr Court: We meant both. If we had said it was not raising revenue -

Dr LAWRENCE: The Treasurer would not have been believed. Hon Max Evans said
the same thing in the upper House, so it would have been contradicting him, had the
Treasurer said anything else.
The Opposition's concern is not primarily about this Bill; it is about the associated
legislation. I want to make the point while debating this substantial increase that
simultaneous with the announcement of this substantial increase in the levy from 50 per
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cent to 100 per cent, the Government announced a significant real reduction in the
amount of funding that is to go to Healthway, the Health Promotion Foundation. It is not
simply that this is primarily intended as a revenue raising measure; it also will not
provide the proportion of the funds - and subsequent legislation will provide for this
change - insisted on by the previous Opposition, for the Health Promotion Foundation
which was set up to replace sponsorship, to promote sports and arts activities in the
community, to provide research in this area, and to provide direct health promotion
messages. To take members through the amounts of money that have been available for
that purpose since the inception of Healthway in the past three years and in the current
year - the Tobacco Control Amendment Bill on the Notice Paper Provides the 10 per cent
requirement insisted on by the Opposition. That means that in the 1991 financial year a
little over $Illm was paid, in 1991-92 $10.8m, and in 1992-93 $12.9m. When the
responsible Minister announced these changes, the increases in the franchise fee, and also
the restriction on the amount that was to go to Healthway, he included the observation
that the amount of funding in 1993-94 to be paid to Healthway was to be limited to
$12.9m - the same as last year - or seven per cent of the total, whichever was the smaller
amount. The effect is that in 1993-94 - and confirmed in the Budget papers - $12.9m will
be available to Healthway. If it had been, as it should be, maintained at 10 per cent there
would have been an additional $5.9m. But even if there had been some generosity in the
Government to take it to seven per cent, which is higher than $12.9m, that would have
been welcomed.
This is a move by the Government to increase the tobacco levy but also to reduce the
amount of money available for health promotion, sports and arts funding. It might have
been said that there were other increases in the Budget to take up the real reduction -
particularly in sports and arts funding - remembering that inflation is running at 3.75 per
cent. That is the Government's projection. Even if we use the OST implicit price inflater
we are still looking at 2.5 per cent, so there is a reduction in real terms of the funds to go
to Healthway and to the community. Members will appreciate that those funds are set by
the legislation in such a way that the proportion that goes to arts and spans is fixed.
Thirty per cent goes to sports funding, 15 per cent to arts, and the balance to health
promotion and research, advertising replacement and racing sponsorship. Arts and sports
funding will not receive 10 more than it received last year, yet, according to the Budget
figures, we have inflation running at 3.75 per cent. The effect is a reduction in funding,
added to the other reductions in arts and sports funding. Funding will be reduced to
community groups and organisations - not administration but to theatre companies; for
music that is played from the smallest organisation in the country through to the opera
company or the symphony orchestra; and to sporting organisations. The figures in this
regard are instructive. Regarding the arts funding assistance, the departmental allocation
coming straight from the consolidated fund has reduced in recurrent tenms from $5. 14m
last year to $5.046m this year. Therefore, the amount of money provided to the arts
organisations in Western Australia has decreased.
In addition, the Lotteries Commission funding has also declined. This funding is of
direct assistance to the organisations providing for the arts needs of the Western
Australian community. Last year the allocation was $5.868m, and this year the figure is
projected as $5.368m. When that is added to the Healthway position, the effect is a real
reduction even though the Budget allocation remains the same when compared with last
year. The combined allocation to the arts from the department, the Lotteries Commission
and Healthway - I am sure the arts community does not understand it yet as it takes a
while to get through the papers - has been decreased fromi $12.943m to $12.349m. It
does not take much effort to see that that is a nominal reduction of more than a half a
million dollars in total arts organisation funding in Western Australia.
Therefore, the effect of failing to pass on the additional funds raised by the tobacco
franchise levy to Healthway, when combined with the situation at the department and the
Lotteries Commission, will see a reduction in funding to arts organisations of a whopping
$500 000 when compared to the $12.9m allocation last year. That represents a nominal
reduction of 4.6 per cent in arts funding! These organisations will be asked to operate
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with that reduced funding, and this does not take into account inflation. Taking all
factors into account, the real reduction in arts funding throughout this State, from
amateurs to the professionals, will be 8.35 per cent. A simple adjustment to the
Healthway funding - namely, a more generous allocation - would have seen that position
improve considerably.
The same situation applies in the sponts area. Again, the sporting community relies on
departmental, Lotteries Commission and Healthway funding. The combined figure - the
best we are able to estimate as the sport budget contains some funny figuring - is a
reduction of $890 000 on the previous year's allocation. That is a substantial reduction
on a base of $13m. I urge the Treasurer to reconsider how much of this funding is to be
directed to He-althway.
Mr Court: Are you saying we have cut funding for sport?
Dr LAWRENCE: I am. I suggest that the Treasurer carefully go through '.ie figures. I
have not just pulled these numbers out of a hat. Funding is provided for departmental
administration of arts and sport. The Budget papers indicate - I am sure the shadow
Min~isters will go through these closely during the Estimates Committee - that the sports
centre trust and the Ministry of Sport and Recreation have received a reduced allocation
for administration; I do not take too much exception to chat. I refer to the fund transfer
rnayments and grants to the community organisations; namely, the professional theatres,
.tnd other art and sporting organisations. The allocation for departmental administration,
the Lotteries Commission and Healthway will see a reduction of 4.6 per cent in overall
funds available.
Mr Court: There is a 2.6 per cent increase in the sports area.
Dr LAWRENCE: I am happy to go through the figures with the Treasurer, as we will
during the Estimates Committee.
Mr Court: That is taking out the hypotheticated revenue of the lotteries.
Dr LAWRENCE: The Treasurer should include that figure. A certain allocation is
provided to run the department, and another amount is provided to the community arts
and sports organisations - that allocation has been reduced. The money that goes straight
to the Black Swan Theatre Company, the Perth Institute of Contemporary Art, the
Dec kchair Theatre or other organisations -

Mr Court: Your press release of yesterday was wrong.
Dr LAWRENCE: It was not; those figure were taken precisely from the Treasurer's
Budget papers. However, these are different figures, and I point clearly to the fact that
the combined effect of the grants to the spants and arts area is a reduction in real and
nominal terms. As a matter of fact, when those funds are distributed to the community
organisixtions, they will be hard pressed this year. In the Budget papers the Government
is making a comparison with the situation in 1992-93, but has not included the
hypotheticated funds for this year. When apples are compared with apples, the results I
have outlined are achieved- The l-ealchway funding is unchanged because the fixed
proportions on the fixed amounts are unchanged from last year, which results in a real
reduction - that is a reduction of 3.75 per cent, or whatever is the CSP implicit price
deflator.
The art organisations will receive $594 000 less in grants than was the case last year.
The situation is harder to estimate for sporting organisations because we do not know
what the Government has done with the funding for the WA Institute of Sport. However,
we will pursue that matter during the Estimates Committee. Allowing at the moment that
the Government does not pay out of the departmental allocation as it appears in the
consolidated fund, the allocation to those organisations is still reduced.
Mr Court: If your press release is wrong, will you apologise?
Dr LAWRENCE: The Treasurer is wrong. When his CEO and Treasury official sit with
him during the Estimates Committee, he will find that I amn right and he is wrong- The
presentation of the Government figures does not allow a comparison to be made.
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Departmental, Lotteries and Healthway allocations are the lifeblood of arts organisations,
and without receiving their expected allocation they will be in trouble, 1 will put the
figures before the community organisations for their assessment. Once they receive the
Government allocations, they will see that I am correct. The straight Department of Arts
allocation is reduced from $5.14m to $5.046m - by my reckoning, that is down. The
Lotteries Commission is in a similar position with a reduction from $5.868rn to
$5.368m - by any reckoning, that is a reduction.
The same figures apply with Healthway. In order to address that imbalance, and to bring
the funding at least up to the level of increased funding for departments, including
Treasury and the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet, some increase in the amount of
money available through the large increase in take from tobacco and the franchise fees
should be allocated to the sports, arts and health promotion areas. None of these things
has happened - none will according to the Budget.
I intend to make it clear to the community that an 8.3 per cent reduction has occurred in
arts funding. The reduction in sports funding, when considering the Lotteries
Commission and Healthway allocation, is 10.5 per cent. I am happy to sit down with a
calculator and computer with the Treasurer to point this out.
Mr Court: You're wrong.
Dr LAWRENCE: The figures are straight from the Budget papers.
We have seen an attempt by the Government in a number of areas within the Budget to
make claims about what is being spent this year and what was spent last year. In many
cases the figures are concoced in such a way that an apparent increase has occurred
when it is not the case at all. In this case, it is clear that the combined effect of the three
allocations is a severe reduction in arts and spants funding. I find the sports funding
reduction ironic. As soon as the Sydney bid for the Olympics was successful the Western
Australian Government said that it was very supportive of special events and the use of
facilities here in Western Australia. However, the sports budget has a reduction in the
FTits within the departments which manage such events, and a specific reduction in the
funding paid to sporting organ isations. I do not see how any increase in the efforts of the
Western Australian sporting community will occur as a result of those reductions.
Mr Tubby: Repeating yourself does not make it right.
Dr LAWRENCE: No, it makes my point firmly. These reductions in allocations need
not occur if the Government will make amendments to the necessary legislation to ensure
that organisations will not be left high and dry.
The intention of the Health Promotion Foundation legislation and of right thinking people
about taking these funds from smokers is that they will be used for community purposes
and not just put into the consolidated fund. The money will be used for arts and sports
funding to improve community health, for health promotion research, and for health
promotion. We are seeing a reduced effort by the Government in those areas, a reduction
that is consistent with its original opposition to the idea of Healthway and its very
existence. This will be resisted and resented very strongly by all in the community: The
health professionals - they are already very upset by these proposals because they see a
real reduction in the funds going to them; the sports community; and the arts community.
The combined effect is to put those areas in a far worse position than they were in 12
months ago and a far worse position than was envisaged by the legislation when it was
first passed.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [3.30 pm]: I thank the Opposition for its
comments. I want to make one point. It does not relate directly to this Bill, but to the
one that we will deal with next. The Leader of the Opposition said that the collections
last year amounted to $12.9m and that this amount was going into the health area.
Dr Lawrence: That is what your Budget papers say.
Mr COURT: That was well over the estimate of the previous Government's Budget
because of the profiteering that was taking place. With the lower rates of tax here there
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were very large sales of cigarettes for the interstate market. There was an increase of
$lm on top of what was estimated, In the discussions - I know we will have this debate
on another occasion - the Health Promotion Foundation people realised that we could not
zap from 50 per cent to 100 per cent and expect allI those funds to go to that area.
Dr Lawrence: I do not disagree with that; but you are not keeping it at the same level.
Mr COURT: We can argue about what the level should have been. It was a bonus
increase last year over what was estimated in the Budget. We have locked in the figure at
that level.
Dr Lawrence: But $750 000 of that was carried over this year. They did not spend it all.
Mr COURT: Last year was an exceptional year. With the increase from 50 per Cent to
100 per cent we will experience a considerable drop in those sales. Some of the States
still have a race of 75 per cent. It is still worth their while to chuck cigarettes between the
States with a 25 per cent differential. We miss out on that business. It will go to those
other Scares. We, along with some of the other States, have gone to the 100 per cent rate
and some of the other States are still at the lower level. I thank the Opposition for its
support of this legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Strickland) in the Chair; Mr Court (Treasurer) in
charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed.
New clause 4 -
Mr COURT: I move -

Page 3, after line 23 - To add the following clause -

Recovery or certain fees
4. (1) In this section 'licence' has the same meaning as it has in the
principal Act.

(2) This section applies where, before this Act received the Royal
Assent, a licence was issued or renewed to be in force for any period after
31 October 1993.

(3) Where the licence was issued or renewed on payment of a fee ("the
fee paid") that is less than the fee that would have been payable if this Act
had received the Royal Assent before the licence was issued or renewed
("the fee payable"), the amount by which the fee payable exceeds the fee
paid is to be regarded as an unpaid licence fee and section 128 of the
principal Act applies accordingly.

In moving this new clause I apologise to the Opposition for the short notice of it. It was
brought to our attention that if this Bill were not passed through both Houses by
30 September, we would run into a problem where the wholesalers had already collected
the increases from their customer, it would have left us in a bit of a difficult situation. I
apologise for the lateness of this amendment, It is to ensure that we collect the taxes that
have already been collected by the wholesalers.
Dr Lawrence: I draw the Treasurer's attention to the fact that we would have been happy
to facilitate the passage at any time, in about the same period as we have subsequently
done. You might not have needed this.
New clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported, with an amendment.
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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 1)
Second Reading - Budget Debate

Debate resumed from 23 September.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.40 pm]: 1 will
canvass a number of issues in the Budget, focusing on the H-ealth budget. Despite the
Treasurer saying in his Budget speech that we were looking at a significant increase in
health care funding, the truth is the opposite. Health care in Western Australia is facing a
number of great stresses and strains, and even in its first year the Court Government will
place our health care system under real threat. I say that as a former Health Minister of a
Government which over 10 years placed a focus on health care to the extent that this
Government inherited what is without doubt the best health care system in this nation,
and probably in any similar nation in the world,
Mr Bradshaw: That is rubbish, you destroyed it.
Mr TAYLOR: Perhaps the member for Wellington can give me an example.
Mr Bradshaw: You supported the complementary legislation in 1983-84 which brought
in Medicare in 1984. We now have waiting lists which number in the thousands.
Mr TAYLOR: The Government's own Budget papers show that waiting lists are going
down.
Mr Bradshaw: We did not have waiting lists before your time in Government.
Mr TAYLOR: I will deal with Medicare if that is what the member wants. In five
successive Federal elections Medicare has been an issue, in particular in the last election,
when the member's mates in Canberra were going to do away with the system as we
know it. In five successive elections the people of Australia have voted for a national
health care scheme. People in the United States of America would give not only their
right arm, but also both arms for our health care system.
This Budget's health care expenditure allocation is $l.389b, of which about Sib comes
under the heading of hospitals. It is difficult, even given the nature and thickness of these
Program Statements, to make any sense of the expenditure of that Si1b. Most of it goes
into the teaching hospital system and even major teaching hospitals such as Sir Charles
Gairdner and Royal Perth do not report separately under the Program Statements,
although that is a matter for the Committee stage of this debate. To add to that
confusion, the Budget shows that $89m will be spent on mental health; that is misleading
because it does not include a good part of the money spent at Sir Charles Gairdner, Royal
Penth and Fremantle hospitals on psychiatric care. That should be added into the mental
health budget in Western Australia, but it is not. Therefore, it is impossible to deal in any
real sense with the mental health budget.
The Budget papers make no mention at all of proposals by the Health Minister to
restructure the Health Department. At one stage it was to be split into three separate
organisations, and the latest proposal is for two separate organisations. No proposal has
gone to the Public Service Commission to implement that. As well as that, ver little has
been done - I say, thank God - to pursue in this Budget what is called the funder
purchaser provider model of health care that this Minister is so keen to pursue. I agree
with the criticism of that model in the McCarrey report that it will lead to a greater
expenditure on administration in health care rather than administration at the front end,
which is where it should be happening.
When one tries to analyse where the money has gone in any greater depth than is
provided in this Budget one sees that salaries will decrease by 0.09 per cent; on the other
hand operating costs will increase by 6.2 per cent. There does not seem to be a lot of
logic. In the corporate services area average salaries will fall by 4.3 per cent, yet in the
public health area average salaries will increase by 11.5 per cent. It seems this Budget
contains some funny paperwork when it comes to allocating this money. I wonder what
is going on in the allocation of money or what the Budget papers do not tell us about
what is happening in health care in Western Australia.
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This Government promised to devolve something like 150 staff from the Health
Department in East Perth to the regional areas. There is no indication that has happened
in this Budget. The head office of the Health Department has maintained a fairly steady
ship and numbers will stay the same, and the efforts in relation to regionalisation will
gradually fall by the wayside. If that is the case, thiat is another area where the Budget
falls in with the McCarrey report. The McCarrey report placed a big question mark on
regionalisation in Western Australia and regarded it as being an expensive exercise. I do
not agree with that recommendation.
The Program Statements refer to significant issues and trends in public health. One of
the comments is that refugees sometimes bring to this State new diseases and public
health problems, including malaria and tuberculosis which have been extremely rare but
which are now beginning to be seen in migrants. That is true, and Federal Government
figures show that TB is a problem among some elements of migrant population in
Australia especially in Western Australia. I asked the Health Minister a question on 18
August as to whether appropriate arrangements had been made with the Federal
Government for adequate follow-up examinations of migrants and longer stay visitors for
TB screening. Unfortunately, the Minister advised that although this was a
recommendation of a recent Health Ministers' conference nothing had been finalised.
That is a problem for Western Australia's health care system, because as some members
would be aware TB is a disease that can be easily passed from one person to another. We
now have a situation in Western Australia, of which the Health Department and the
Minister are well aware, and nothing has been done to follow up migrants or longer stay
visitors who may have contracted TB. That is an area that cannot be ignored. I suggest
that rather than saying nothing has been done the Minister should get off his backside to
make certain something is done.
Another comment under the heading of 'Significant Issues and Trends' is that the high
level of endemic hookworm infection, approaching 100 per cent of the population in the
Kulumburu community, illustrated the crucial need for household and municipal
sanitation facilities in remote communities. I do not blame the Minister for that, because
it has been around for a while. It is well known that the majority of people in the
Kuluniburu community in the Kimberley have been infected by hookworm, and that is
particularly related to the sanitary conditions chat have existed in that community.
Hookworm, like TB, cannot be ignored. Hookworm can lead to all sorts of problems
within the blood system, to anaemia, to a less than satisfactory supply of oxygen to the
brain so that young children who contract hookworm can be damaged for the rest of their
lives. This is a matter the Health Department is tackling and I give it credit for that. It is
trying to put some pressure on the local authority in that area to deal with the issues of
household waste and sanitary provision. The same applies in a number of other remote
Aboriginal communities, although I am not aware of any hookworm problems in those
communities. The incidence of 100 per cent infection of the population of the
Kaluniburu community with endemic hookworm, which can lead to all sorts of serious
problems, especially among young people, must be dealt with,
I give the Minister credit, once again under the public health area, where it is stated that
an expansion of the Aboriginal environmental health worker program is under way.
Members who have an interest in this area will be aware that some time ago the Minister
announced that 50 additional Aboriginal health workers would be employed as part of
that program. That is the way to tackle issues not only such as the endemic hookworm
problem at Kalumburu, but also those that I have raised in my own electorate relating to
the fringe dwelling population. I congratulate the Minister on the way he has tackled that
issue.
Another matter which is mentioned under the public health area is the breast and cervical
cancer screening programs which are being extended to women of higher risk. I will deal
briefly with that matter and cake up some points which have been made by my colleague
in the Legislative Council Hon Cheryl Davenport, who is a member of the Women's
Cancer Prevention Advisory Council which advises the Minister for Health on these
issues. Hon Cheryl Davenport said that members should be aware that on average six
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Australian women die every day from breast cancer; that is currently mare than die from
AIDS related illnesses throughout Australia. This cancer screening unit has been
established for five years. During diat time it has grown substantially, but it concentrates
primarily on breast cancer. Hon Cheryl Davenport further said that the target group of
women who were accessing the breast screening process were in the age group of 50 to
69 years. Originally the age group was 46 to 69 years, but over the past couple of years a
well understood decision has been made to make the target group 50 to 69 years; except
to say that those women under 40 years of age who have a family history of disease or
suspected early symptoms of a malignancy will continue to have access to diagnostic
mammography services. It is pleasing to see that over the past three years Western
Australia has experienced an acceleration of this program. There is a screening unit at
Cannington and there are now three mobile screening units, one of which operates in the
south west, one in the south eastern region and another in the northern region, excluding
the Kimberley. A new centre, was supposed to open in Mirrabooka in April this year;
however, at this stage that unit has still not opened and has some related problems.
Another issue which must be addressed, and which in some ways represents a failure of
this program at least in part, is that in the south west mobile unit 75 per cent of the target
group has been screened. That is a fairly reasonable result. However, in the northern
region mobile unit the performance is far from reasonable; 34 per cent of the target group
has been Screened. It is suggested that the reason for that figure in the Pilbara area is that
it has a fairly transient population and it is difficult to make certain that the unit is getting
in touch with the people who should be screened. The first reaction of many people to
that would be to say that perhaps the Aboriginal population was missing out on the
screening services; however, apparently that is not the case, and the Aboriginal health
workers in those areas and other people involved in that area of health care have made a
real effort to ensure that Aboriginal women are included. In the south eastern region the
Cannington service reached 63 per cent of the target group. The results of the screening
for the mobile Units range from 34 per cent to 75 per cent, but people must realise that the
effort must be greater.
The advisory committee was most concerned at its April 1993 meeting when statistics
were given indicating that 20 per cent of women who presented with an abnormality
diagnosed over the past year had not been referred to appropriate services able to offer
mammographic confirmation that their small cancers had been adequately removed. That
should be, and I think is, a real concern for the advisory council, and it is a real concern
to some of the women. One of the reasons for that has been the great differences of
opinion among the Australian Medical Association, the former State Government and the
Federal Government, and also women's groups about who should be carrying out those
examinations. I understand that the difficulty has now been resolved, and that should be
the end of that problem. The Minister must be made aware of the fact that those
problems cannot be allowed to continue, because they put people's lives at risk.
Since last September discussions have taken place about moving the central unit to new
premises. One and a half kilometres worth of X-ray photographs have been stored. Of
course, storing that quantity of X-ray photographs means that space must be at a
premium. It is essential that those photographs be retained so that as follow-up
examinations are done, and as people return for further X-rays or mammographies,
comparisons can be made with what the first or second X-ray showed. Some difficulties
have been experienced in negotiating leases for the clinics. That has led to the delay in
opening the Mirrabooka clinic to which I referred earlier. Until the central unit can be
moved there is no way that the records coming out of the Mirrabooka clinic can be
processed and stored. Despite the comment in the Program Statements that these matters
are being pursued, the issue of breast cancer screening programs must be addressed.
I also briefly refer to the comments in the Program Statements about makcing school
health systems more appropriate to the needs of Aboriginal students, and that the State
health system will work with the Ministry of Education to revise the K-10 health
education syllabus. I think that more than revision must take place on that matter. The
K-JO health education syllabus, which was originally put together under Bill Grayden
when he was Minister for Education, is probably now one of the best health education
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syllabuses to be found anywhere in Australia. It is very effective but is becoming less so,
not so much because of the nature of the syllabus, but because fewer schools are making
the most of it in the education program. The Minister for Education must make a point of
bringing to the attention of the school staff and teachers that that program is there to be
taught from kindergarten to year 10; it is not there to sit in the library cupboard as a good
program, and to be referred to as a good program. That is something which must be
addressed in the overall health system in Western Australia.
I turn now to the issues of women's health care in a wider sense. I have asked questions
of the Minister for Health about these issues, but I have not received answers; however, I
think I should mention them. It astonishes me in looking at the estimated receipts of
revenue for women's health care in the State that the Commonwealth Government funds
paid to Western Australia in 1992-93 have been significantly underspent. I give
members some examples. Of $346 000 that was made available for alternative birthing
services, only $82 000 was spent last financial year. In cervical cancer prevention and
management, of $533 000 of Commonwealth funds that were made available only
$96 000 was spent in the past financial year. Of $1 .468m that was made available under
the national program for the early detection of breast cancer, only $1.149m was spent in
the past financial year. In the area of national women's health programs, of $838 000
that was made available only $749 000 was spent. Real concern should be expressed that
in areas where Commonwealth funds are available, usually on a dollar-for dollar basis -
in particular in the area of women's health care - those funds have been underspent. The
State has an opportunity to make good use of those funds. I do not know the reason for
the underexpenditure.
I was hoping that before I made this speech I would have received a reply from the
Minister on the issue; however, I have not. I received a letter earlier in the year from the
Federal Minister for Health in which he said that as far as the Federal Government was
concerned the national women's health program, which it regarded as a success, would
receive a further $30m allocation nationally over the next four years for a new phase of
that program. Those funds are offered on a dollar for dollar basis. At the last Health
Ministers' meeting all the States and Territories expressed their commitment to a new
phase of the program. Western Australia must do a little better in expressing its
commitment to a new phase of the program if' it is significantly underspending
Comnmonwealt funds on women's health care, As I said, I do not know why Western
Australia has so significantly underspent in those areas, but it is a matter which must be
dealt with by the Minister.
I now turn to the issue of the two principal State funded nursing homes in Western
Australia - Mt Henry Hospital and Sunset Hospital. Earlier this month I asked the
Minister for Health, in a question without notice, what was the future of Mt Henry and
Sunset nursing homes. Members will be aware that the McCarrey report of the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances makes significant
recommendations in this area. The report states that these nursing homes are too
expensive to operate and that the beds should be sold off to private enterprise.
Mr Bradshaw: It is worse than that. The report says that Sunset is substandard.
Mr TAYLOR: I will deal with that later. Before the Government got into the mnode of
not answering questions about the McCarrey report, the Minister for Health replied to my
question as follows -

Proposals have been put to the Commonwealth Government which would see the
Health Department of Western Australia transfer State nursing home beds in the
metropolitan area to the non-government sector over the next three years. These
beds, which would include nursing home beds from Mt Henry Hospital and
Sunset, would be redistributed to areas in Perth that are currently "under-
bedded".
To the extent that the Commonwealth Government controls the funding of
nursing homes in the non-governiment sector and the allocation of nursing home
beds in the State, negotiations are being undertaken with the Commonwealth to
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secure its cooperation in achieving (he privatisation of State Government nursing
home beds in the metropolitan area.

I asked the Minister that question on 8 September and I received his reply last week.
Today I received an answer to a question I asked the Minister for Health on
15 September about a similar issue. I was told that the people who worked at the
Mt Henry Hospital had not been told about the proposed changes to the staff levels, but
there had been an increase in the number of administrative staff. It is obvious that the
Minister for Health did not remember what he told me last week in his reply to my
question because in his reply today to my question on notice about the Mt Henry Hospital
he said -

Changes announced at Mt Henry health service for staff levels both current and
planned are in line with the intention to achieve the administration and
commercialisation productivity measures as outlined in the Labor Government's
Budget papers for the 1992-93 financial year ...

He went on to state those measures. That is fine because the Budget papers said that the
nursing homes had to achieve staffing levels which related to what the Commonwealth
Government was prepared to contribute to nursing homes. In other words, a way to save
money had to be found, but they did not suggest, as the Minister told mne last week, that
the State nursing home beds in the metropolitan area be privauised. The answer I
received from him today is interesting because he said that the Government's decision
would result in the necessity to reduce all categories of staff, including nursing and
administrative staff. He then went on to tell me why it was necessary to increase the
number of administrative staff at Mt Henry Hospital. The first reason was that that
hospital was trying to achieve an accreditation status with the Australian Council of
Health Care Standards. That is an approach I certainly endorse and I would say to him,
"Well done." His answer continues -

The hospital is in the process of installing patient care and management
information systems as part of the metropolitan hospitals information systems
project, approved by the previous Labor Government. To ensure the systems are
installed efficiently and that the hospital gains maximum benefit from this
investment it has been necessary to employ two staff on a temporary contract.

Why do I find myself in the situation where last week the Minister for Health told me in
answer to a question that it is necessary to effectively do away with the Mt Henry and
Sunset nursing homes and privatise those beds, yet this week in answer to another
question about what will happen at Mt Henry he did nor mention privatisationi, but said
that the hospital was trying to save money and was putting on more administrative staff
so it could get an accreditation to install a better patient and management information
system? The Government has made up its mind to get out of the State run nursing
homes, yet today the Minister has told me that the Government was trying to bring about
accreditation of the Mt Henry Hospital. Why would it be accredited if it is to be sold?
Why install new management systems when the hospital is going to be flogged off? It
does not make sense.
Mr Bradshaw: It might have been in the pipeline when you were in Government.
Mr TAYLOR: The previous Government's objective was to improve the operation of the
Mt Henry nursing home. However, it was never suggested, as the Minister for Health
told me, that the State nursing homes' beds in the metropolitan area be privatised. It is
interesting that the Minister's answer last week revealed this Government's motive to sell
off nursing home beds, but the staff at Mt Henry and Sunset had not been told anything.
It was only when The West Australian printed a story that the staff were brought together
and told the bitter truth. I have a letter which was sent by one of the staff members to the
Minister for Health and it concerns an issue which was addressed in the McCarrey report.
An outrageous statement in the McCarrey report was that the Government would be
better off putting the nursing home residents into a first class hotel rather than continuing
to pay the price of keeping them in nursing homes like Sunset and Mt Henry. Apart from
that being an insult to the staff who run those homes -
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Mr Bradshaw: I think the report was talking about the cost, not how they are run.
Mr TAYLOR: That may well be the case, but the average daily cost of keeping a person
in a nursing home is not $300 a day as the McCarrey report quoted; it is more likely to be
$200. Recently the ME Henry Hospital opened a unit for younger disabled persons and
chat unit was equipped and refurbished through the efforts of the nursing staff. A letter
from one of the nurses states -

It is doubtful that the Homes of Peace could accommodate these patients who are
extremely dependant on qualified nursing staff. Also, in the recent past dedicated
units have been opened to relieve the pressure on acute teaching hospitals, in
particular Royal Penth.

I will deal with that in a moment. To add more confusion to where the Government
stands on this issue, on 21 May the Minister for Health replied to a letter from the
member for Victoria Park about a concern he had relating to the Sunset Hospital. The
Minister said that the Government had no plans to close the hospital, yet last week he
told me that the Government was closing the hospital.
['he McCarrey report said chat Sunset and Mt Henry Hospitals were run down and on the
verge of being unacceptable. However, it is interesting, given the nature of this
Government, that the McCarrey report states -

The locations of Sunset (Dalkeith foreshore) and Mount Henry (Como) are not
suitable cacchment areas for nursing home clients.

That may wellI be the case -

Furthermore, Sunset's location is believed to be valued in excess of $20m. It is
important to note chat the Dalkeith land is zoned as an "A" class reserve.

That will not stop this Government -

This may preclude any plans to develop the site.
The Mt Henry and Sunset Hospitals are situated on two of the most valuable near
riverside sites in the metropolitan area. The objective of this Government is niot to get
out of nursing homes because they are supposedly too expensive to run; it is to flog off
the land currently occupied by the Mt Henry and Sunset Hospitals. I understand that the
Mt Henry Hospital started operating in 1951 with the assistance of a Lotteries grant.
Currently it has 344 beds, including 75 "A" class beds and 270 "C" class beds. It has a
bed avenage of 311 patients. Its nursing staff have developed quality of life skills and
have been able to develop an important model for extended care nursing to which people
involved in nursing home care thmoughout Western Australia can look. It shames with
other nursing homes its experience and knowledge in dealing with sometimes very
dependent patients. It plays an important research role and has a special graduate
progr~am for people who work in the nursing home area. It has developed physiotherapy,
podiatry and speech pathology services, all of which set a standard for nursing home care
in Western Australia. It has a restorative unit and a day hospital which run to capacity
and work in close liaison with Royal Perth Hospital and its geriatric medicine area. It has
an average cost per bed day of less than $200, and about 530 staff.
Not only were the staff not told about what the Government has in mind for their future,
but also the patients were not told. Nor all of the patients are in a position where they
cannot read or understand the newspaper or cannot see or understand television. Some of
them are well aware of what is going on around them. The patients had to read about
these proposals in The West Australian, and so too did their friends and relatives. The
Government did not consult with the patients, staff, friends or relatives. As a result, there
is a situation of utter confusion and a great deal of concern about what will happen to the
patients and staff at ME Henry and Sunset Hospitals. Those hospitals have been home to
many patients for many years, not all of whom are elderly people. The patients comprise
people of all age groups and with all sorts of problems. Those people can nor and should
not be treated in such an arrogant manner by this Government and this Minister. Sunset
Hospital has permanent respite and also hostel care beds. We usually think of Sunset
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Hospital as an old men's hospital. However, its patients range from being quite young to
being over 100 years of age, and they are there for a variety of reasons, some because of
head injuries from an accident, some because of alcohol-related behavioural problems -

Mr Blaikie: You are not creating a situation that does not exist?
Mr TAYLOR: I do not think the member for Vasse heard me a while ago read out the
answer that I received from the Minister, namely, that the Government will privatise
State nursing home beds in the metropolitan area. The first that the staff, patients, friends
and relatives knew about it was when I asked that question.
Mr Blaikie: I have no doubt that it is with a view to increasing the benefits to the staff
and the patients who are there.
Mr TAYLOR: I will deal with that issue. I have tried to point out the important role that
Mt Henry Hospital plays in our health care system, particularly in regard to nursing home
care. It provides a role model in regard to how some of the more difficult patients should
be dealt with, and that is an important process in which that hospital can take pan. The
patients at Sunset Hospital are there for a variety of reasons. Some of them axe isolated
totally from relatives and friends. Some of them are suffering from a multiple of
pathologies and are looked after only by the staff of that hospital. The most recent
annual report of Sunset Hospital states that despite the nature of the facility, residents in
the lodges and wards become physically frailer each year, although socially they are
thriving and there is a very high level of contentment. The buildings may be old, but a
spirit of peace and tranquillity pervades the place which reflects greatly on the caring
attitude of the staff at all levels. It makes the point that although the buildings may be
old, what is important is what happens in those buildings. That is the key at Sunset, and
that is what has been ignored totally by the Minister for Health when he states that he
will accept the recommendations of the McCarrey committee.
Sunset Hospital has a close and important link with Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. The
average bed cost per resident is less than $200 a day, and the bed average is nearly 160
people, 76 of whom ame in the nursing home and 83 of whom are in the hostels. It is an
important facility, which the Government is proposing to cast on the scrap heap. The
staff, patients, friends and relatives knew nothing about the Government's proposal until
they read about it in The West Australian. It is shameful that those people, who are so
reliant on those who care for them, have to learn about their future through the newspaper
or from the person in the bed next to them. It is not good enough for this Government to
engage in this process with no consultation whatsoever.
I turn now to another aspect of health care. Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital currently has
commissioned consultants Booz Allen & Hamilton Aust Ltd to look at options for
efficiency gains and cost cutting at that hospital. I can tell members that that company
has been looking at options and it will continue to look at options! It has been paid
$500 000 for a 12 week contract and its contract has been extended for six months, at a
cost of about $1 700 a day. It has recommended that Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital cut
the number of full time equivalents by between 200 and 350, that it privatise health
services and functions, and that it make a range of changes in the way in which nurses
perform their duties. Some of those recommendations have been accepted, and, as a
result, the overlap time for nurses has been reduced from two hours 30 minutes to 30
minutes. However, the price to be paid for that will be a reduction in patient care at that
hospital. The price to be paid for this report, which is costing such an enormous amount
of money, is that it will fit in with what the Minister for Health stated to me in answer to
my question of 8 September, when I asked him whether he intended to explore the
benefits of contracting out the so-called non-core services in public hospitals in Western
Australia. The answer to that was "Yes". The Minister for Health is in the process of
tearing apart the health system in Western Australia as we know it, at the same time that
the Treasurer is telling the people of Western Australia that the Government is putting
more money into health care. I can tell the people of Western Australia that the
Government is not putting more money into health care; it is in the process of
dismantling a system that is the best system in this nation.
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What the Government is doing is occurring not only in the metropolitan area but also in
country areas of Western Australia. The people at Dalwallirru and Boyup Brook, who
have found it acceptable, are either in the process of losing or have lost their hospitals
and had them changed to a multipurpose facility. The people of Northampton found out
by way of press release that they would lose their hospital, and they were, quite rightly,
furious that their hospital would disappear in front of their eyes. However, the Minister
has not learnt his lesson. I have found out that the list has been extended to include
Roebourne and Laverton. The people of Roebourne and Laverton were not told about
that. They found out because their local member, Fred Riebeling, the member for
Ashburton, announced that their hospital would be closed or downgraded. Roebourne
Hospital has 14 beds, 12 nurses, and an occupancy rate of nearly eight, and provides for
about 500. outpatient treatments every few months. It is a significant part of that
community. The Minister stated that those claims by the member for Ashburton should
be dismissed as groundless. I will tell members how groundless those claims are.
I received a letter from the Country Hospital Boards' Council of Western Australia which
had criticised me for daring to complain that these sorts of things would happen. The
letter reads -

Earlier plans to close Northampton Hospital met with objections from the
community. The Country Hospital Boards' Council was also very unhappy with
the manner in which proposed changes for Northampton were announced and
lobbied for greater community participation in decision making. Following
extensive community input -

It was far from extensive -

- it now appears the provision of multipurpose services may be a likely outcome
to ensure the community there continues to have appropriate health care.

The letter goes on to mention Boyup Brook. The Minister told the member for
Ashburton that his concerns about Roebourne were groundless, but the council last week
wrote -

As Laverton and Roebourne do not currently have hospital boards, they are not
members of our Council. It will be interesting to see how pilots in such locations
work out.

I repeat that the Minister told the member for Ashburton that his fears about Roebourne
were groundless, but the Minister's game was given away by the Country Hospital
Hoards' Council which said the changes would be made not only at Roebourne but also
at Laverton. It was the same at Mt Henry and Sunset. The Minister for Health lacked the
courage to announce his plans about these facilities until the matter was drawn to public
attention by a shadow Minister. The Minister for Health should face up to his
responsibilities in country areas generally, and in Northampton, Roebourne and Laverton
particularly. The same argument can be applied to Bunbury where the Government has
allocated a capital works budget of $2.5m to redevelop the hospital. The Minister's
negotiations with St John of God Hospital will come to nought. The member for
Bunbury should take note of that fact. Before the end of the year, St John of God
Hospital will pull out of the negotiations. The Minister for Health says that if St John of
God Hospital does pull out the matter will go to private interests; that is, the Government
will be interested in taking up any offer to run a private hospital in Bunbury.
Unfortunately for the member for Bunbury, it will lose him his seat. People in Bunbury
will not cop the privatisation of a public hospital. The Government has allocated $2.5m
in the Health budget, so it should get on with the job. If I were the member for Bunbury I
would be having a strong word in my ministerial colleague's ear - but he is locked into
that situation.

Mr Shave: The boundaries are to be redrawn. Perhaps that is it.

Mr TAYLOR: This is not an issue only for Bunbury. The people in surrounding areas
want a regional hospital. As well as those changes, the Minister for Health is looking to
privatise, corporatise or sell off health laboratories in Western Australia, particularly in
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Albany where the Western Pathology group is looking to move into the old nurses'
quarters to cake over that service. In August I asked the Minister for Health a question.
It did not specifically relate to Albany. I asked whether he had received a proposal from
Western Pathology to provide pathology services in Government hospitals. The answer
was yes, and he could say no more because it was a commercial and confidential matter.
The proposal is already made to privatise the State health laboratory in Albany and to
replace it with a private regional service.
The Government will face same problems as a result of the way it intends to run the
health care system in Western Australia. The Health budget is not what it seems. It is
not a generous budget. Hidden among all the words and figures are proposals to tear the
system apart, even though the system has worked very well. The Health budget will
bring about total confusion both for the people who work in that area and for those who
use the health care system. Services ame being withdrawn and the Health budget is an
absolute disgrace. It has all the makings of the American system of health care.
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [4.25 pm]: I wish to take this opportunity to make some
observations about the Government. I wish to refer specifically to the portfolio
responsibilities which I have acquired since the last election, namely science and
technology and water resources. I will refer also to a couple of matters which are
affected by the Budget and which affect my electorate and nearby areas.
It is timely that we have this debate now because the Government has been in power for
seven to eight months and the Ministers have had a chance to learn about their
responsibilities. Shadow Ministers who have different responsibilities from those they
held prior to the last election have had the opportunity to learn about their respective
fields, and the Government overall has had a chance to become familiar with what being
in Government is like. The Opposition now has some feeling about the operations of the
Court Government. The Budget, in some ways, is a reflection of those operations. Prior
to the election we made the point that awful things would happen if a Court Government
were elected to power. That is now the case. Some of the legislation brought before this
House is the most horrific legislation ever in this State. Our fears about industrial
relations and environmental legislation have proved to be well founded.
We were scared when the so-called "agenda for reform" - the McCarrey report - came
out. It foreshadowed all sorts of changes in the public sector that have been strongly
opposed by the Opposition. Hence we were in trepidation when the Budget was brought
down. Fortunately, anyone who regarded the McCarrey report as desirable would be
very disappointed because the Government has walked away, in many senses -
Mr Court: That is a contradictory statement.
Mr THOMAS: I did not say the report was good. I say that the Treasurer has betrayed
his own rhetoric. According to the rhetoric of the Court Government, and the speeches
of the Treasurer both inside and outside this place, the report is desirable. However,
there is a great difference between the Budget papers and the green book. In sonic ways,
the differences are good and I encourage them, but in other cases it is not necessarily so.
I am the Opposition spokesman for science and technology. It has been a very interesting
exercise to acquaint myself with that field.
Mr Kierath: We gave you a committee, which the Opposition did not do when in
Government.
Mr THOMAS: The Legislative Assembly appointed a select committee. I am pleased
that I was appointed to it.
Mr Kierath: We did that, but you never did that when in Government.
Mr THOMAS: I recall voting for a couple of select committees which included the
current Minister for Primary Industry.
Mr Court: Next you will be wanting travel entitlements!
Mr THOMAS: That Minister served on that committee both as a member and
subsequently as chairman.
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Mr Court: Do you want to extend the terms of reference to include the Olympic Games?
Mr THOMAS: I served on a select committee chaired by Hon Ian Thompson. However,
I do not want to talk about that now. I want to talk about science and technology and
what the Philistines responsible for the McCarrey report would have the State
Government do in that area. In contrast, I want to talk about what the State Government
is doing about it in the Budget. It is interesting to take the approach of the McCarrey
report to science and technology. No department of science and technology exists, and
the various State Government instrumentalities that have a role in these fields, are
scattered. The approach to science and technology is illustrated by the comments of the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances regarding the Department of
Minerals and Energy.
Two of the most important elements of science and technology conducted by the State
Government are within the Department of Minerals and Energy. One is Geological
Survey of Western Australia, which is responsible for maintaining a record of the
geological nature of Western Australia. This is an important database and very valuable
in both scientific and economic terms, because people who go exploring for minerals for
the most pant do not find anything in an economic sense, but there is a statutory
obligation to report any findings to the Department of Minerals and Energy. That data is
collated, and what today may be rocks of no particular economic interest, in years to
come may turn out to be economic resources. The fact the database exists is valuable to
the mining industry and means that it does not need to reinvent the wheel but information
is available to those who come later. The database is a great system and an economically
valuable asset, although it is expensive for the State to maintain and would be very
expensive for private industry to replicate. When the McCarrey committee spoke to the
private sector, as it was supposed to do, in relation to that particular instrumentality of
Government, the miners said that not enough was being done by the public sector in this
particular area. They said they would like to see more spent on geological surveys and
some of the work contracted out, so they could get some of it. They wanted to see the
State maintain a bigger and better database for them, because it is a valuable asset to their
industry, available for the most part without significant cost to that industry, and it would
cost a significant amount if they had to duplicate the work. The private sector, as one
would expect, says that the State should not just maintain this service but beef it up and
spend more of the taxpayers' money on this very valuable asset to their industry. One
can understand them doing that, and why farmers would like to see the Department of
Agriculture do more to service their industry. One can understand why miners, or
explorers in this case, would like to see Geological Survey do more to service their
industry.
A similar exercise in scientific research is conducted by the Chemistry Centre, another
wing of the Department of Minerals and Energy. The Chemistry Centre also does
forensic and chemical service work for other Government departments as well as its own
mineral chemistry programs. The private sector people, who talked to the McCarrey
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, said to get rid of the
Chemistry Centre and to put the work it undertakes out to private contract. There are any
number of private sector laboratories round the State, and they could undertake the work
of the Chemistry Centre. The McCarrey commission uncritically, as it did with every
other aspect of Government, accepted the prejudices of people from the private sector
who had dealings in those areas and made submissions to it.
The McCarrey commission has based its approach to the Chemistry Centre, as opposed to
its approach to the Geological Survey division of the Department of Minerals and
Energy, on the basis of 'close it down, put it out to tender and review the fact that you
have a building about to start which is going to create the Chemistry Centre as an
important part of an important scientific precinct in Bentley, including the Technology
Park and Curtin University'. I was concerned when I read this aspect of the McCarrey
report. I am very conscious of the important work that is done by Geological Survey,
which does not seem to be threatened by the McCarrey committee, but may well be if a
similar philosophy to that recommended for the Chemistry Centre is applied. The
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Chemistry Centre, because it does service work for the Government, has acquired
expertise which is valuable in other areas. It is a participant in the cooperative research
centre of hydrometallurgy at Murdoch University, one of the most important research
centres in this State and at the leading edge of technology in the world in that particular
field. This is a very important field for the economic development of this State. If the
Chemistr Centre were to be privatised. as McCanrey suggests, who would undertake that
work? Would it be able to be undertaken? I suspect it probably would not. It would
appear, and I give credit to the Government for this, that it has not accepted that
recommendation from the McCarrey report, because the Budget makes provision for the
continued operation of the Chemistry Centre and, indeed, the proposed building, as I
understand it, to be developed as a minerals information centre at Bentley.
Mr Court: This is a good speech. It is a pity you have only one colleague here listening
to you.
Mr THOMAS: No doubt they are all sitting in their offices glued to the speakers. It is
those who need to listen who axe here, and I am pleased to say that my colleagues do not
need to as they agree with me. I commend the Government for not accepting the
McCanrey report's recommendation in relation to the review of the new building for the
Chemistry Centre and by implication is to proceed with the building of the mineral
information centre.
I ask the Government to clarify the decision finally in relation to the Chemistry Centre. I
asked a question on notice of the Minister representing the Minister for Mines about the
Government's intention in relation to that recommendation. The answer was that a
Cabinet subcommittee had been formed and was looking at it. In due course we will be
told the outcome. I know the staff at the Chemistry Centre will be seeing a copy of this
speech, and they will want to know what the Government's long term intentions are for
them. They have seen the answers provided by the Minister representing the Minister for
Mines, and they will have a continuing interest in that subject.
This morning I was at one of the opening sessions of the ANZAAS conference, speaking
to some people involved with the cooperative research centre into hydrometailurgy, and
they are concerned about the cloud hanging over the Chemistry Centre since the
McCanvry report came down. The sooner the Government clarifies its position on that
recommendation in the McCarrey report the better it will be for everybody.
Part of the recommendations in the McCarrey report related to the Department of
Agriculture. It is interesting to see that those members of the coalition Government, who
represent rural electorates, are able to represent their own interests very well, and that the
Department of Agriculture has not fared as badly as McCarrey suggested it should. The
McCarrey report dismisses the functions of the Department of Agriculture. It says the
department mostly carries out research and that existing control systems are inadequate.
I do not know whether they are, but I know the research carried out by the Department of
Agriculture is some of the most important in the world in its field and of significant
economic benefit to the State. It is quite alarming to have it dismissed in the way it was
by McCaney. However, again it would seem that the concerns of those who were
horrified on reading the McCarrey report may not be as serious as at first seemed.
McCarney suggested the Government cut $16m to $20m a year from the Department of
Agriculture budget. The Budget is foreshadowing a decrease of only Slm which is a
substantial improvement. The Department of Agriculture is one of the major participants
in the cooperative research centre to study legumes in Mediterranean agriculture which is
based at the University of Western Australia. It is a very important research centre in
relation to advancement in those fields, not only for this State but also other parts of the
world. It is important for the State, particularly as a dry land agricultural region, to be
leading the world in research in these areas. The work being done in that centre at the
University of Western Australia in cooperation with the Department of Agriculture and
various private sector participants, such as Wesfarniers, is very valuable and worthwhile.
It is of concern to see it threatened by inquiries such as the McCarrey commission which
has only a very narrow accountant's approach to public sector finances rather than a
broad view of the very beneficial effects of many of those activities.
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I was also very pleased to see - I will refer to this lacer - that an allocation has been made
in the capital works section for the redevelopment of Coogee. That is not in my
electorate, but near it, and it is work in which I have been involved. That has quite
significant implications for the science and technology portfolio for which I have
responsibility. Another of my portfolios - I am glad the Minister is in the Chamber - is
Water Resources. The responsibility of water resources is much more focused on one
authority, not taking into consideration the Water Resources Council, namely the
Western Australian Water Authority. In the Budget there is not much to be seen on the
Water Authority because it is mainly documented elsewhere.
Mr Court: It is being well run.
Mr THOMAS: I am pleased the Treasurer thinks that. I think it is being well run too.
Unfortunately the Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances does not
share our view.
Mr Court: That does not mean it cannot be impmoved.
Mr THOMAS: That review suggested it is not just a matter of improvement but that
there are some very substantial areas in which it is not being well run. The Treasurer and
I might believe it is being well run, but our colleagues who conducted the review do not
share our view.
Mr Shave interjected:
Mr THOMAS: That is right, as somebody once said, "Let 100 flowers bloom."
Mr Court: Different views are healthy.
Mr THOMAS: That is right. Do members know who said "Let 100 flowers bloom. Let
100 schools of thought contend"? Chairman Mao said it.
Mr Court: You have been reading that Red Book again haven't you?
Mr THOMAS: Do members not think it is good philosophy?
Mr Court: You used to quote only Lenin; how come you are quoting Mao now?
Mr TH-OMAS: On the face of it, it is a good idea.
I am very interested to hear the views of the Minister for Water Resources about a series
of tax hikes that have occurred at the Water Authority over the past six or seven months,
under a Government which said essentially it would not increase taxes or introduce new
ones. Our views on that, which we made known before this debate, have proved in a
number of cases to be correct; that is, that the statutory contribution has been increased
from four per cent to five per cent - a 25 per cent increase.
Mr Omodei: Didn't you raise it on two occasions? Wasn't it proposed under the
previous Labor Government?
Mr THOMAS: We did not say we were not going to increase it; that is the difference.
The Government said it would not increase those taxes; now it says -

Mr Omodei: No, we didn't say anything of the sort.
Mr THOMAS: I want to be very precise about this. During his dialogue with me, as
questions on notice will indicate, the Minister has been a bit fuzzy about the dates on
which he said things.
Mr Omodei: I have never been fuzzy in my life.
Mr THOMAS: The Minister is a bit fuzzy as to when he said the Government would
abolish the last 75 kL of the so-called free allowance to metropolitan consumers covered
by the fixed charge. I will ask the Minister now on record: On what occasion did the
Minister announce he would do that? He answered a question on notice from me when
he said he announced it in June. He denied it when I put it to him in this place on 29
June. If he announced it in June or even in July, the Minister should give me a time and
place or a reference.
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Mir Omodei: I do not know the exact date or minute but it would have been at the time we
set the new water rates and charges.
Mr THOMAS: I have reread all of Mansard and could not see it. Yet when the Minister
was asked a question on notice all he could say was that be had announced it in June. I
have put it on notice again today, so the Minister will have another opportunity to give
me an answer.
Mr Omodei: We made it very clear we would phase out the 150 kilolitre free allowance.
Mr THIOMAS: The Government did not tell the people that in the same rating period it
would abolish the 75 kilolitre allowance. I will come to that in a moment. Mr Deputy
Speaker, you might be a little confused because that is a dialogue between people who
are concerned about Water Authority matters and other members of the House might not
be familiar with them. However, it is important to understand that a number of increases
have been made in water rates over the past three or four months, which I will enumerate.
There are more increases to come and I hope I can prevail on the Minister to request that
the authority forgo that last increase which has not yet been applied. I know thousands of
people who will join me in that because it is a very popular move.
Mr Bradshaw interjected.
Mr THOMAS: The member for Wellington would not know how to spell
".environment', so he should not talk to me about that.
Mr Shave: We are chasing the Green vote.
Mr THOMAS: That is right. I am not bragging about anything. By stealth, a number of
very significant tax increases have occurred through the Water Authority. On top of that
the Government proposes to place a 25 per cent increase in the take for the consolidated
fund. That is essentially a State Government consumption tax.
Mr Omodei: That is what has been happening for the past two years, is that not correct?
Mir THOMAS: That is a State Government consumption tax. Why does the Minister not
say what it is?
Mr Omodei: Don't mislead the Parliament. Wasn't it there last year?
Mr THOMAS: It was four per cent.
Mir Omodei: I thought it was four per cent.
Mr THOMAS: It has increased from four to five per cent.
Mr Omodei: You are not really sure; get your facts right.
Mr THOMAS: I have the facts exactly right.
Mr Omodei: What are they then?
Mr THOMAS: The Government is proposing an increase of 25 per cent, depending on
which way one wants to measure it. when no indication was given that it would be
implemented. According to my calculations, in total the people of Western Australia will
have to find at least another $50 or $60 for their water rates in addition to whatever else
they will have to find for their electricity consumption and so on.
Mr Bradshaw: Electricity has stayed the same.
Mr THOMAS: The point is it could have gone down that extra degree if it had not been
for the fact that the Government has increased the State Government's consumption tax.
Mr Bradshaw: Usually they have to find extra money, but they don't because charges
have not gone up.
Mr THOMAS: Those rates should be able to be reduced further. I am making an
illustration in relation to water rates. On 6 February water consumers in the metropolitan
area paid a fixed allowance of approximately $118 or $120 to cover the cost of
installation and 150 kL of water plus the cost, if members like, of being connected to the
system. Since then, retrospectively, that entitlement to the first free 75 kL has been
abolished.
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Mr Omodei: That is not true and you know it. You claim to have an understanding of
the Water Authority and its policies, so you must know ir is not retrospective.
Mr THOMAS: I am pleased the Minister says I do not know. I have in my hand a water
rating notice brought into me by one of my constituents.
Mr McNee: Is it yours; have you paid it?
Mr THOMAS: It is not mine and it has not been paid. As a matter of fact my constituent
reckons he is not going to pay it. I told him he might lose his water altogether or he
might end up inside. However, he was particularly angry and the Minister told me that I
do not understand. Perhaps the Minister will explain it to me because I admit I may be
confused. In February 1993 this fellow paid a fixed charge which bought 150 kL of
water.
Mr Omodei: That is not right and you know it is not right.
Mr THOMAS: When he paid it, he paid the fixed charge -
Mr Omodei interjected.
Mr THOMAS: If the Minister had come to my office he would have seen that this guy
was really angry. He blamed me because he thought I was with the Government.
Mr Court: I hope you did not disillusion him.
Mr THOMAS: I told him that I was not with the Government. Only yesterday, he sat in
my office and said he paid $118.45 and at that time it hooked him up to the system and it
was good for 150 kL of water. However, he received his first reading six months later
which says that the allowance is for 75 kL a year. He has consumed 153 kL and
therefore he has to pay for 78 kcL.
Mr Omodei: That is right.
Mr THOMAS: I guess he is stupid and I am stupid. If!I paid $118, it was good for 150
kL of water and for the system costs -

Mr Omodei: That is what you say.
Mr THOMAS: That is what the Water Authority says.
Mr Omodei: Let me ask you one question. What does the $118 fixed charge get for the
country consumer?
Mr THOMAS: I am not talking about country consumers; 1 am talking about a
metropolitan consumer.
Mr Omodei: There is no allowance for 150 kcL, so that stuffs your argument right up.
Mr THOMAS: No, it does nor. In February, this fellow paid $118 for his system costs
and 150 kL of water. In August, he got a letter from the Water Authority which said that
it used to give him 150 kL for $118 but it does not any more; it now gives him 75 kL and
he has to pay for 78 kL. He was pretty angry and I had further bad news for him. I told
him that it was going to get worse because as at I January, the Government will take
away the last 75 kL.
Mr Omodei: A fellow rang me last night on the radio and he said that he was very angry
that he had to cant water to supply his domestic situation. He said he had to pay for the
carting.
Mr THOMAS: My constituent is pretty angry because he has had to pay for the caning
and the water and so far he has got only the cartage and not the water. This is a very
significant tax increase over and above what it first appears to be. Many people look at it
and say, "The first charge on 150 kL is 19q! per kL. Therefore. 150 kL will cost only $30;
it is not a lot and I should not worry to much about it." However, that goes on the top of
the scale depending on how much a person consumes. If a person is consuming, say.
250 kL a year - that is the amount an average house might expect to consume - that
person will pay for 150 kL at the rate of 53.70 per kL. Therefore, that 150 kL will cost
him about $75 a year. That is a very significant impost. I do not know whether members
realise the extent to which that impost will affect the consumer.
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Mr Bradshaw: Just think of the environment with the cutting back of waxer.
Mr THOMAS: As I said, members opposite would not know how to spell the word
"environment".
Mr Bradshaw: You do. However, the facts are thac people have to be more conscious of
using too much water, and we need to start saving.
Mr THOMAS: Every textbook on utility charging and water charging for the last
20 years has said we should do that; that is, it has to be consumption related.
Mr Bradshaw. Well, don't complain about it when it happens.
Mr THOMAS: 1 am complaining about this. I will say it once again because I have
repeated myself already a couple of times. It should not be necessary for me to do that.
Mr Bradshaw: Well don't do it because I know what you are going to say.
Mr THOMAS: The amount of $118 paid for capital, installation, service charge and
150 kL of water. At that rate, the Water Authority was making $90m a year profit.
McCarrey said that it was significantly more profitable than that. However, that met all
of its costs, including cross-subsidising our friends in the country who do not get a free
allowance but get subsidies to the tune of $44m. If that $118.45 could pay for all those
things - the member says that the charge should be related to consumption so that one is
encouraged to save water and not waste the earth's finite resources - surely the
Government should reduce the fixed charge. It cannot have it both ways.
Mr Tubby: The fixed charge covers the water and everyone thought the water was free.
Mr THOMAS: I do not know how long my friend opposite has been around, but
everyone knows that there is no such thing as a free lunch. Everybody was paying for the
150 kL and the service costs. Now the Government has maintained the service cost, but
is going to charge the consumer $75 for that 150 kL of water.
Mr Omodei: The rate of 190 a kL does not make $75.
Mr THOMAS: This is the fraud because the Minister said the first 75 kL costs only 190
a kL. However, the average consumer will always consume more than 150 kL.
Therefore, the 150 kL goes on the top and most people will have to pay 53.70 a kL.
Mr Omodei: The next rate is 34 a kL.
Mr THOMAS: No, it is not. I am referring to the Water Authority table. It goes fre:
190 a kL to 53.70 a kL. The member is thinking of the country rate. However, mn :::
people still live in the metropolitan area and have paid their water bills.
Mr Omodei: And they have been getting 150 kL free for a long time.
Mr THOMAS: They have been subsidising their country cousins to the extent of $44ni a
year. Therefore, they are not doing too badly. An amount of $75 a year on top of that for
most households to pay for this 150 kL of water is ludicrous.
Mr Omodei: Talk about creative accounting!
Mr THOMAS: The Government then said that it was going to increase the fixed charge
by 25 per cent.
Mr Omodei: No, we had a 3.4 per cent increase on the fixed charge.
Mr THOMAS: Taxing all of this at five per cent, to be paid into the consolidated fund, is
nothing more than a tax hike. Is this necessary? The McCarrey report said that there was
over-engineering and excessive provision for depreciation and, as a consequence of that,
the Water Authority was understating its prof its. McCarrey did a calculation based on a
notional excess and provision for depreciation and said that perhaps $34m a year was
being -

Mr Omnodei: There will be another review of the assets of the Water Authority this year.
It will be an independent review. If McCarrey is correct, it will be borne out by that
review. 1, as Minister, will be interested to see the results.
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Mr THO0MAS: I am sure the Minister will be. However, the document said that the
Water Authority understated its profits by $34m a year.
Mr Ornodei: If it did it this year, it did it last year and the year before as well.
Mr THOMAS: Sure. However, the member opposite is the Minister -

Mr Omodei: And I am addressing the issue.
Mr THOMAS: Okay. However, while the Minister is addressing that issue - I do not
know whether that is true - why was it necessary to put up the rates? The fact of the
matter is that the organisation was very profitable.
Mr Oniodel: Do you mean the statutory levy?
Mr THOMAS: Both the rates and the increase in t statutory levy. That, of course,
compounds the increased rates.
Mr Omodei: If you are saying they are making $90m profit, surely it will not be an extr
charge to the consumer if it is to be absorbed in the profit?
Mr TH-OMAS: One would hope so, as it has already absorbed other costs. If that is
right, it should be possible to provide services to the community without increasing the
rates at all.
Mr Omodei: This may put your mind at ease. I am having a good look at the Water
Authority's methods of accounting. If it is running the business on a full accrual
accounting basis and assets are correctly valued, their methods are correct. If it is
established otherwise, I give a personal guarantee as Minister that I will do something
about it.
Mr TH-OMAS: Earlier this year this organisation, which is $90m profitable according to
its own accounts, made excess provision for depreciation of $35m a year, according to
the McCarrey report. Therefore, why is it necessary for the Minister to slug householders
in the order of $75 a year to pay for the 150 IcL a year water allowance?
Mr Omodei: You should not distort these things.
Mr THOMAS: It is the Government's table. Does the Minister agree that most
households consume at least 250 kL a year?
Mr Ornodei:- The avenage is 330 a year.
Mr THOMAS: A figure of 250 is a modest estimate. In the Government's table the price
paid after consumption of 150 kL is 53.70 a kL
Mr Oniodei: If you want to be fair, you should compare the rate in the city with the rate
in the country. Country people pay far more. The tariffs need to be looked at and I
intend to do that. You just choose your own set of figures and use them to make your
point.
Mr THOMAS: I shall be interested to see how the Minister does that.
Mr Omodei: I thought you might offer to give me a hand.
Mr THOMAS: If we are to be particularly dry about it and let people pay the cost of
meeting the services, I will be interested to go through the exercise with the inister.
However, the Minister must recognise that country consumers are subsidised to the
extent of $44m a year by metropolitan consumers. I learnt today that people in country
drainage areas will be subsidised by a further $lm, while my constituents have had a
charge slammed on them for the first time ever. All those matters must be addressed. It
will be an interesting exercise, but not one to go through at this stage.
Finally, I refer to the provision of $5m for the continuation of the agreement between the
State Government and the City of Cockbumn for the redevelopment of Coogee. I had
some responsibility for that prior to the last State election, and there was some doubt after
the election as to whether the Government would continue to pursue that project. It is not
in my electorate, but is in the electorate of my colleague, the member for Fremantle.
However, I had some responsibility for it and have taken a continuing interest in it,
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particularly as Opposition spokesman for science and technology. The basic notion of
the agreement was to redevelop South Coogee and relocate industry from there, paying
for the relocation by the sale of land, and to redevelop North Coogee as a biotechnology
park. That would attract a number of industries, in addition to those relocating from
South Coogee. Some doubt arose about the Government's intentions for this project,
particularly when it announced that the Robb Jetty abattoirs, which is an important part
of it, would be closed next year. I am pleased that money has been made available for
the relocation of industry from South Cooigee to North Coagee. I believe that park and
concept have enormous potential. Fremantle and Cockburn have been traditionally
thought of as port areas, but a substantial part of the employment in those areas is in the
further processing of food and agricultural produce. Major employers have been Robb
Jetty. Mills and Wares or Arnotts Biscuits Limited in recent times, Anchorage abattoirs
and others. Those industries which further process agricultural produce and manufacture
food have always been an important part of that sub-economy. In fact, for much of the
history of that area they have employed as many people as the port has. There is
obviously a need for restructuring in those industries, much of which is taking place.
Some industries of which I am aware, employing hundreds of people, are very interested
in relocating to the precinct, if it is established. As I indicated earlier, I am pleased the
Government will continue with that plan and has allocated money for it. I am sorry the
Deputy Premier and other National Party Ministers are not in the Chamber at present,
because it is very important for the development of rural industries in this State that we
develop new products. As far as possible we, as a State, should engage in further
processing rather than export largely unprocessed primary materials. If we processed
them further, perhaps to the final stage, that would be more beneficial to the State than
exporting raw materials. The biotechnology park has the scope to do that, because it will
be near the port and most of the produce from it would be for export. Other industries of
which I am aware which have expressed an interest in relocating to that area are marine
based. By being close to the sea and the work in the fishing boat harbours, it will be
possible for them to process the produce of the fishing industry in that area, as well as
that of the agricultural industries. I am very pleased that provision has been made in the
Budget for that project, and I hope we shall see it through to fruition.
The Budget will be a disappointment to most members of the Liberal Party, who would
have been expecting the McCarrey report to be implemented. There is a contradiction.
Does the Government support the McCarrey report? If so, why not implement it? If not,
how much money has been wasted? I have indicated in relation to the Department of
Minerals and Energy and the science and technology area that the report contains two
differently based recommendations, one in relation to Geological Survey and the other to
the Chemistry Centre. Both recommendations reflect the prejudices of the private sectors
in those industries, one case in favour and the other against those two instrumentalities.
Those prejudices were taken uncritically and incorporated in this report. They are
contradictory. Which will the Government implement - the Chemistry Centre model or
the Geological Survey model? The Government presumably paid for consultants to do
this work.
Mr McNee: I do not understand what you are talking about.
Mr THOMAS: If the member had listened he would understand, and if he had read the
McCarrey report he would know that it contains two contradictory recommendations in
relation to one department. The Government cannot implement both. Which should be
implemented? We need to know which recommendation will be adopted. The people
employed in those departments and industries are very concerned, and they want to know
which of those two models the Government will implement. We, as a Parliament, should
know what the consultants who formulated those recommendations were paid.
Presumably they were paid for their exercise and they have made most unhelpful
recommendations. They cannot both be right; one must necessarily be wrong, although
they could both be wrong. It is a waste of money. Fortunately, the Budget does not go
along with that recommendation because the Government has seemingly ignored
McCarrey in relation to this Budget.
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My final point - which I repeat for the benefit of the Minister for Water Resources - is
that there has been a very substantial tax increase, by surreptitious increases in water
rates that the Minister has introduced. Those increases are compounded when the
statutory levy is increased by 25 per cent to put into consolidated revenue an impost of
between $5m and $6m per annum on the water consumers of this State.
MR GRILL (Eyre.) [5.10 pm]: In my remarks on the Budget, I would like to talk
basically about the question of Robb Jetty and the fact that it is to be phased out. The
Budget contemplates the phasing out of the Robb Jetty abattoir by 30 June next year.
The announcement in respect of the abattoir was made in the way which has almost
become a hallmark of the Government - by a very short press release on 4 May this year.
The press release was not accompanied by any great explanation in respect of the
particular matter. Most importantly, the press release was not preceded -

Mr Trenorden: Do you remember how you announced the sale of the Midland abattoirs?
Mr GRILL: It was not preceded by any consultation with the industry.
Mr Trenorden: It came as a total shock to us in Opposition.
Mr GRILL: It is distinctly different from the situation in Midland. There had been long
and intensive inquiries and negotiations in respect of the future of the Midland saleysids
and abattoirs. Those discussions had been focused on a particular report and that report-
Mr Trenorden: Robb Jetty, was discussed for 10 years.
Mr GRILL: That report was the Treloar report- The WA Farmers Federation, the PTA as
it then was -

Mr Trenorden: Didn't the Treloar report suggest closure of Robb Jetty as well?
Mr GRILL: It did; that is quite tight. All I am saying is that there were very extensive
investigations, negotiations and inquiries in respect of the Midland saleyards and
abattoirs before a decision was made in respect of them.
Mr Trenorden: You just admitted that the same thing happened with respect to Robb
Jetty as in the Treloar report - that was seven or eight years ago.
Mr GRILL: The announced closure of Robb Jetty came out of the blue, because although
the Treloar report and a second report, the Lindsay report, both recommended the closure
of Robb Jetty, there had not been any extensive discussion of the Lindsay report with
industry subsequent to its being brought down. Just as we have seen with the workers'
compensation legislation, the contemplated changes to third party insurance, and a
number of other matters, the changes are being brought down almost by Government
edict and without consultation.
Such peremptory and abrupt announcements are disruptive and have been proved to be
disruptive. In respect of the workers' compensation legislation, they are also
embarrassing. Third party insurance changes have been disruptive and embarrassing and
have caused division among members of the Government, as also have the changes in
relation to Robb Jetty. At present, there is a considerable rethink going on within
Government circles in respect of that peremptory announcement. The consultation that
should have taken place prior to the announcement is now taking place and that
contemplative process is leading to a situation where Government advisers, ministerial
staff and independent members of the meat industry task force are coming to the
conclusion that the announcement of the closure of Robb Jetty was probably premature,
to say the least, and possibly incorrect. It is also coming to the conclusion that questions
exist in respect of whether the closure is the best thing for the industry.
Given the disclosures of the last few days and the answers to questions put to the
Minister for Primary Industry in respect of the imminent purchase of Metro Meats Ltd by
a foreign undertaking, there is real doubt as to whether the closure of Robb Jetty is in the
best interests of Western Australia and, in particular, producers, wholesalers and
consumers. The Chinese International Trading and Investment Corporation - CITIC - has
indicated that it intends to purchase the whole of the operations of Metro Meats in
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Western Australia. I know that particular contemplated action is probably fairly close to
the heart of the Acting Speaker (Mr Prince) and that of his electorate. I know that he
would not have been particularly buoyed up by the response from the Minister for
Primary Induscry this afternoon in respect of the proposed actions by that Chinese
multinational firm.
It is a good thing that the Minister for Primary Industry has returned to the Chamber,
because the remarks -that I want to make about Robb Jetty are best directed to him.
Although you, Mr Acting Speaker, would have been most unhappy about the response
that the Minister made this afternoon, I suspect that the Minister was just as unhappy that
he had to make that sort of response. I may be wrong - and, if so, he can tell me - but I
suspect that there is an upwelling of feeling among his advisers, people well placed in the
industry, and people in Government that second thoughts about the closure of Robb Jetty
are needed and that the entry of the Chinese multinational into the market has added a
real sense of urgency to the round of discussions that has been going on in country areas
over the last few weeks in respect of the meat industry and Robb Jetty in particular.
It is particularly ironic - Iunderline the word "ironic" - that the Governiment should be
deciding to move out of any role in meat slaughtering in Western Australia at a time
when a major semi-government authority, in this case from China, is moving in. This is
a large company which operates within China and outside China. It has offices in Hong
Kong, It recently purchased abattoirs in Queensland and Malaysia and it has extensive
interests worldwide. I am told that it also has an interest in the Portland alumina smelter
with Alcoa. So it is a big company; it is a foreign company; and it has all the hallmarks
of a multinational. I presume that outside its national charter, it Will Operate with all the
hallmarks of a multinational company. In respect of Western Australia, it will not take
into account specific Western Australian interests, which will not be at the top of a list of
the concerns that it will have. That is emphasised by the fact that its purchase of the
Metro Meats operation in Western Australia does not include purchase of the Albany
operation. it currently sees the Albany operation as expensive in terms of the additional
money that would have to be spent on the facility in respect of environmental controls
and effluent and waste disposal methods. At the same time, if the information coming to
the Minister is correct, it wants to place an embargo upon any other company picking up
that facility and carrying on the work and the killing within that facility, as has happened
in the past. At one time or another, companies came to me wanting to purchase the
Albany meatworks and to set up an export facility and, in particular, a value adding
facility. Those approaches were rejected by Metro Meats parent company.
We have the same posture adopted now by the Chinese company which is moving into
the market. It is in the interests of Western Australia, particularly Albany, for that
meatworks to continue. As things stand, its prospects are particularly bleak. It is time
for the Minister to rethink the decision to close the Robb Jetty facility because the
concentration of export killing capacity will be in the hands of a foreign company. As I
said before, that company will not have Western Australia's interests at bean. The
culmination of these two factors present a new scenario.
Mr House: I share your concerns. In fairness although you are a little critical of what I
said during question time, I attempted to express that concern. I do not disregard what
you are saying, but two factors are involved: First, the meat industry in Western
Australia, since the early days, has been related to international and overseas companies;
that is nothing new. I am not saying it is right, but the emphasis you are putting on the
change of ownership should not be so great. Second, the differential in the equation is
that the Government will not be involved in Robb Jetty. In recent years that facility has
killed only lambs which were acquired at a cost which was above the killing price at
other abattoirs, In fairness, they have not played the game down there. Regarding
adding facilities, it is a facility only as a killing space and not in adding competition.
That competition was never really there when the internationals moved into the place.
The decision to remove acquisition put another player into the market and did not take
one away.
Mr GRILL: Which is the other player?



Mr House: It has created an opportunity for a domestic abattoir to trade in lamb.
Previously that opportunity did not exist without claiming a differential.
Mr GRILL: That is a slightly different question. The National Party strongly supported
acquisition until recently, as did most of the agriculture industry with the exception of the
Pastoralists and Graziers Association. Past policy on acquisition powers has been
adopted on a bipartisan basis. I refer not so much to a foreign company moving into the
market, as we have had this before, but to the cumulative effect of a Chinese company
moving into the market at the seine time as Robb Jetty is moving out of the market.
Mr House: Robb Jetty has not been in the market. It has been in the market only for
lambs which, under the legislation, were acquired so that it had no competition. Robb
Jetty was never in the mutton market.
Mr GRILL: The Meat Marketing Corporation acquired the lamb
Mr House: Robb Jetty was never a player in the mutton market, and there was never
competition. The member should not confuse the issue.
Mr GRILL: Robb Jetty killed mutton.
Mr House: Next to nothing.
Mr GRILL: I do not have the figures with me, but when I was Minister for Agriculture
the facility had a fairly big sheep kill. Also, beef was killed there then.
Mr House: Well, the chain burnt down.
Mr GRILL: As a result of these contemplated changes, we will have a concentration of
killing capacity in Western Australia in the hands of only one company, which happens
to be foreign. This is an undesirable situation, although this has some history.
Mr Bloffwitch: It will provide incentives. In my area the operators, along with a private
abattoirs, see great hope in that many sheep will not be lost to Robb Jetty.
Mr GRILL: The member is talking about acquisition powers again. I am not really
referring to that. I will come to that argument shortly. Over the last decade we have seen
in Western Australia a loss of killing capacity; this has been symptomatic across
Australia. The number of abattoir killings for the domestic and export markets has been
greatly reduced;, dowens of facilities have closed. Even since the Lindsay report was
recently released two abattoirs in Western Australia - one in Geraldton and one in
Bunbury - have gone out of business.
Mr House: Bunbury actually opened. Walsh's opened the abattoir.
Mr GRILL: Did Globe not close down?
Mr House: Walsh's recommissioned the abattoir; however, you are right about
(3eraldton.
Mr Bloffwitch: One of them in Geraldton has been recommissioned also.
Mr GRILL: I refer to the cumulative effect of the new foreign player coming into the
market, and this company not having the regional interests of Albany at heart, and Robb
Jetty going out of the market at the same time. Questions must be asked about killing
capacity and competition. If this Government stands for anything, it should be for
competition in the marketplace. A lack of competition will be inimical to the industry.
Mr House: With all honesty, you cannot keep saying that. The fact is that there is no
less competition in the market than there ever has been. Without acquisition, there is
more competition. If you keep saying something, it does not make it right. You are
wrong.

Mr GRILL: The Minister claims that doing away with acquisition powers has opened up
the competition in the market, and that would be the case if Robb Jetty were to stay open.
The truth is that by closing Robb Jetty the smaller operators will have the opportunity to
move in and take the lamb kills, and with the number of closures occurring, the Minister
is removing the competition and concentrating the control within the hands of a foreign-
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dominated corporation over which we have little, if any, control. The potential 60 000
kills a month from Robb Jetty is a significant part of the market; that has been the case
year in, year out; month in, month out; and week in, week out. It is always there, and
always has been. We will be left with a substantial killing facility at Katanning; a facility
at Linley Valley, which is a reasonable size; a facility in mothballs at Albany; and a small
killing facility with Clover Meats - although I am not sure whether that has an export
licence with the European Community - and very little else.
That results in a real concentration in the market. That will be inimical to Western
Australia. It will be inimical to growers because they will have only one outlet for their
export meat. The market in Western Australia will no longer be contestable. The
contestability economic theory is that where a market structure is highly concentrated,
where there is no potential competition obliging the market to operate efficiently, then
Government intervention is warranted. 1 have always been unashamredly an
interventionist. I have always believed the Government has a role in ironing out the
bumps in the market. I know that has not been a particularly attractive proposition to
most of the economists in Australia who are really hooked up on economic rationalism.
Economic rationalism has been very much the creed in the United Kingdom; in the
United States, certainly under Reagan; in New Zealand under a Labour and a
conservative Government; and in Australia under Keating, although probably not in such
an extreme form as we would have been facing under a Federal coalition Government.
Economic rationalism has not worked anywhere in the world. The coalition Government
is embracing economic rationalism when it makes the decision to pull out of the Robb
Jetty killing works at a very critical time.
It is interesting that for a long time economists generally have been critical of
intervention in the market around the world. Only yesterday an article appeared in the
business pages of The West Australian entitled "World Bank alters stand on policy
intervention". For 30 years the World Bank has been saying that intervention by
Government leads to inefficiency. For the first time - in the experience of what has
happened in North East Asia and South East Asia - the World Bank is now saying, "Hang
on;, we may have been wrong; our assumptions may have been incorrect." Why is it
changing its position?
Mr Bloffwitch:. It will probably tell you in the article.
Mr GRILL: It does. It states -

WASHINGTON: East Asia's eight fastest-growing economies have governments
promoting sound economic policies, manufactured exports and adaptability, says
the World Bank.
In some economies, government intervention contributed to growth where
markets were weak. World Bank researchers reported in a new study, "The East
Asian Miracle: Economic Growth and Public Policy".
The success, mostly in north-east Asia, broke ground with previous World Bank
studies that had described selective policy interventions as anti-gro)wth.

The article goes on -

"They are the only economics that have sustained high rates of growth while
simultaneously reducing the gap between rich and poor," said John Page, leader
of the research team that conducted the study.

That is an absolute turnaround by the World Bank in some of its economic tenets. They
are the sorts of policies which I have been questioning for a long time. As I said, I am
unashamedly an interventionist. I also believe in the market, in free enterprise. I believe
Government has a role and that the fad of economic rationalism that we have seen over
the past 10 or 15 years around the World has not paid off anywhere we look. By
continuing to embrace it in Australia and in Western Australia, we are not going down
the right road, the road that has seen those economists in Asia succeed in the ways they
have. We have all seen this success. All people who have been to South East Asia or
North East Asia have seen the huge advances that have been made in those countries.
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They have made advances not only in manufacturing but also in closing the gap between
rich and poor. In all other countries in the developed world today, even where
development is going on, die gap between the rich and poor is getting larger.
Mr Trenorden: You should be making this speech to Paul Keating, not to us.
Mr GRILL: I have endeavoured to do that, with limited success, as the member has
probably noticed. I put out an economic paper a couple of years ago in an endeavour to
change Paul Keating's mind.
Mr Trenorden: You have been consistent on the issue. Are you making these points
relative to Robb Jetty or to the State Budget?
Mr GRILL: I am making them relative to Robb Jetty.
Mr Trenorden: The Robb Jetty decision was not made on economic rationalist grounds.
There are the planning aspects and the pollution aspects and you have losing enterprises
that are sitting idle.
Mr GRILL: We will get on to those matters in a minute. I do not think the member is
right about those matters.
Mr Trenorden: They may not be right, but they are the reasons behind the closure.
Mr GRILL: In large measure an economics theory was behind the closures. The
predominant economic theme in universities in Australia today is economic rationalism.
Behind the Treloar report was a very strong strain of economic rationalism. Behind the
Lindsay report - it also recommended the closure of Robb Jetty - was a very strong swrain
of economic rationalism.
Mr Bloffwitch: As a standard it is a pretty fair start.
Mr GRILL: It has not worked.
Mr Trenorlen: For how long do we subsidise? You are taking an example of what Asia
is doing and using it to subsidise social programs. That is not what it is all about. It is
about promoting successful operations, not taxing them or burdening them with all the
costs to bring about this equalisation for productivity.
Mr GRILL: I think the member misunderstands what is happening in Asia. In this State
with the proposed demise of Robb Jetty we will see a concentration of killing capacity
and of economic clout in the hands of one company - an overseas company. For
instance, let us look at the ability in relation to the lamb kill. The capacity of Metro Meat
Ltd which is now 57 per cent will increase to 75 per cent after the demise of Robb Jetty.
I do not believe the growers in this State are in favour of that situation because they know
that - and I stress this - control of killing capacity equals control of the market.
In respect of a multinational we will have all of the tricks: The transfer pricing that we
see with multinational companies; domination of the marketplace - the Chinese in that
respect are no different from the Japanese, market domination is always their goal; and
manipulation of the market. How will the market be manipulated? Where there is a
manipulated market it will be manipulated in this way: Firstly, there will be lower prices
for growers because growers will basically be selling to one operator. That one operator
with its near monopoly powers will be able to dominate that market. We will see lower
prices for producers, perhaps not immediately but in the medium to long term. Secondly,
what about wholesalers once competition is moved out of the market? Wholesalers will
be charged more for entry into the abattoir, the slaughtering facilities, and will get less
for their product on the final market. They will certainly be charged more for entry
because their competitor will be the same company that is killing the beasts. Of course,
big international companies, like this one, will be able to transfer prices in this way.
They will be able to pick the eyes out of the available livestock. They will be able to kill
that livestock fairly cheaply, ship it offshore in a killed or semi-processed fashion and
then complete the processing offshore.
The profit will be made offshore. That will happen in the absence of any real
competition in the market. How will that affect the consumer? The consumer in Western
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Australia will be subject to higher, not lower prices. We will see a trasfer pricing
mechanism whereby consumers in Western Australia will subsidise value adding
offshore. I do not think that is a situation this Government wants to bring about The
Government indicated that by doing away with the -acquisition power it was
endeavouring to increase competition within the market, but at one stroke it will be
obliterating that by allowing one overseas company to dominate the market. We have
seen a number of contradictions.
Mr MeNee: Who sold the Midland saleyards? Who flogged them off dirt cheap?
Mr GRILL: That is a moot point. Even at the best price that we might have got for the
Midland saleyards, say $lm - I do not think anyone has ever gone over that figure - if we
take the difference between the $450 000 obtained by the former Government and the
$lm this Government believes it could have obtained if it had been in power, it is almost
nothing compared with the accumulated costs and debts for the Midland saleyards
abattoirs and which were run up by the Labor Government's predecessor. Those debts
were nearly $16m before the Labor Government called it a day. In fact, the debt
servicing costs in respect of the Midland saleyards and abattoirs were well over Slm per
annumn when the Midland facility was finally disposed of in 1986. Let no-one on that
side of the House be too critical of the sale of the Midland saleyards, because they were
responsible for losses of at least $15m and for accumulating losses of $Sim per annum. I
hope that puts that matter in some sort of perspective.
Let us look at the contradictions that we have seen in statements made by various
Ministers in relation to the sale of Robb Jetty. On the one hand the Premier said during a
television interview that the sale of the Robb Jetty abattoir was about cheaper meat. On
the same television program, at the same hour, the Minister for Primary Industry said that
the demise of Robb Jetty - its sale and closure - had nothing to do with cheaper meat.
Whom do we believe - the Minister with responsibility or the Premier of the day? The
Minister for Primary Industry is in grave danger of being charged at a later date with
having sold out his constituency because they have always believed very strongly in the
need for a service abattoir in this State, and that it should be Government owned. When
at the end of the day we find that producers, which are the Primary Industry Minister's
constituency, complain that prices have been reduced because of lack of competition in
the market he will have no-one to blame - that is, unless of course he blames his coalition
partner. I am not so sure that this Minister has not been forced into this situation in
respect of Robb Jetty against his better judgment, certainly against his best interests and
those of his constituency, because the position adopted by the WA Farmers Federation in
relation to the sale of Robb Jetty is not similar to the position that has been adopted by
this Minister. That is because farmers appreciate that they need competition and a year-
round service works. Can anyone guarantee, with the demise of Robb Jetty, that there
will be a year-round service works? I do not think anyone can give that guarantee. There
might be people who say they believe that a year-round service facility will be offered by
private enterprise, but that is yet to materialise.
Mr Bloffwvitch: Metro Meats Ltd in Geraldion closed down through lack of supply, lack
of product. You have told us we will get another 6 000 animals to that market, I am
saying it will make them a lot more viable.
Mr GRILL: That is the member's theory.
Mr Taylor: Do you think that Metro Meats in Albany will survive?
Mr Bloffwitch: Yes.
Mr Taylor: Of course it will not.
Mr Trenorden: That has nothing to do with the Minister; it has environmental problems.
If you were a company, would you take on those problems?
Mr GRILL: No, I would not, but I would not close down Robb Jetty or have a situation
where somebody else has an embargo on the sale of the Albany meatworks. Other
companies have wanted to buy the Albany meatworks, but Metro Meats has not wanted
to sell.
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Mr Trenorden: That is up to Metro Meats. The Minister is trying to intervene.
Mr GRILL: Strength to his arm, but he should not exacerbate the situation by closing
down Robb Jetty at the critical moment.
This question of capacity has not been tested; it is wishful thinking on the part of the
member for Geraldton in relation to capacity during peak time and times of high turn-off,
but most growers have the same sonts of doubts about capacity in the absence of Robb
Jetty that I have. Historically, farmers have been at the wrong end of manipulation and
domination of the market. They are at the wrong end of corruption of the market at
present - not just here in Western Australia, but overseas. They know that without proper
competition they will come out of it on the wrong end of the stick. That is why they
supported the acquisition powers in respect to lambs for so many years, and why most
still support acquisition powers. They know that for many years prior to those powers
coming into place that during periods of high turn-off they got nothing. They fear today
that during periods of high turn-off they will not get access to killing capacity, and during
periods of low turn-off they will have nowhere to put their sheep and lambs except at
exorbitant price. The member for Geraldton may be right, but I do not know. I can say
with some certainty that if they have year-round access to a slaughtering facility, it will
be more expensive. I do not think they are looking forward to that. Primary producers in
this State and Australia wide have been hammered over the past 10 years: Commodity
prices have gone down; they have put up with corrupted markets; they do not have access
to the big markets around the world today, including the European Community, and they
have been locked out of Japan for a variety of reasons. Only recently have they been able
to get reasonable quotas of meat into Japan.
Mr Trenorden: The quota has gone down dramatically for beef in Japan. We used to
supply the vast bulk of the Japanese market 20 years ago, now it is down by 50 per cent.
Mr GRILL: That is true, but in the interim it went down a small amount. There has been
an opening up of the market over the last year or so. That is why we have seen Japanese
companies in Western Australia doing similar sorts of operations and buy-ups that we are
now seeing with the Chinese. They want to control both ends of the market. The
Japanese have always been interested in market domination and the Chinese have learnt a
little from them. They want market domination in these matters. It might be said that
with the demise of Robb Jetty, entry into the market of other slaughtering facilities and
other companies will occur; however, that is probably unlikely owing to the high entry
cost.
Mr Trenorden: It is not unlike people in Northam who kill only beef, for example. They
would be happy to operate a mutton or a beef chain if the dollar were there for them.
Mr- GRILL: Yes, but the problem is that although they can increase their capacity
marginally without too much further capital investment, they cannot dramatically
increase their capacity by the amount that is needed by producers without a very large
capital investment. The entry costs are now high in this industry, and unfortunately the
returns overseas are not great. It is not a particularly attractive market. That lends
weight to the argument I am putting forward that this is not a good time to close down
capacity; it is not a good time to allow the market to be dominated by one slaughterer.
That is what we are faced with at present.
Mr Trenorden: The market has always been dominated by Metro Meats.
Mr GRILL: The market has always had Robb Jetty to fall back on to a degree.
Mr Trenorden: As I have already pointed out to you, Robb Jetty had some secondary
purposes, but its main purpose was slaughtering for the Western Australian Meat
Commission. It had nothing to do with competition.
Mr GRILL: I believe that what I am saying here today is largely reflective of the views
of the producers in the area in which the member for Avon lives; they are worried. Gino
Garbellini, members of the Minister's staff and people from the Department of
Agriculture have been promoting the concept of a seasonal opening of Robb Jetty to take
care of the peak period and to allow some competition during that critical period. That
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path could be followed by this Government. Given the events of the past few weeks that
is something about which all Government members should think seriously. It is certainly
something to which I think all members should give some consideration. The member
for Avon can reject that out of hand if he wants to; however, I do not think the Minister is
rejecting it out of hand. He must explain why he has allowed his ministerial staff,
ministerial advisers and a task force which is nominally under his jurisdiction to promote
the view that Robb Jetty will not close permanently and will probably be kept open as a
seasonal works. That is a view they put so convincingly that only two weeks ago the
Western Australia Farmers Federation put out its own press release announcing that Robb
Jetty would not close. I said at the time that that press release was rather bizarre if it
were correct. I took it at face value that it was correct. I welcomed the decision,
although I said it was bizarre that it was being announced by the Farmers Federation and
not by the Minister.
The Minister needs to answer a few questions. Why has the Minister allowed his own
representatives to make the sorts of statements they have made to farmers at public
forums around the country over the past few weeks? If they were not representing his
position, why did the Minister not ask his advisers and others to desist from those
statements and remarks? Why did the Minister allow that line to be promoted? How did
the Western Australian Farmers Federation get it wrong, if in fact it did get it wrong?
Why is the Minister now denying it? Why did the Minister seek meetings with the meat
workers union, ostensibly to talk about a seasonal opening of Robb Jetty and the work
conditions and practices that might apply with respect to reopening, if in fact he was not
contemplating a reopening? Why has the Minister not made some effort to explain the
bizarre events and announcements of the past few weeks? I think members deserve some
explanation. The Government certainly has the Western Australian Farmers Federation
and most producers perplexed about the situation. Were this Government to go down the
road it has outlined it would create a crisis in this industry in Western Australia. I know
that is something the Government does not want to occur. I suggest that every
Government member rethink the closure of Robb Jetty.
[The member's time expired.]

Sitting suspended from 5.56 to 730 pm
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [7.32 pm]: This Budget was described in a press release put
out by the Treasurer as a compassionate one that reflected a high priority for families and
the needy. I will deal with some of the figures in the Budget papers which give the lie to
the Treasurer's claim.
I ask the Minister for Community Development why, at this stage of the Budget process,
almost all the non-government agencies seem to be unclear as to the status of their
funding for this financial year. The non-government peak organisations understand that
they have to negotiate with the Minister to ascertain what their allocations will be while
other agencies will be required to negotiate at a divisional level to determine their
allocations for the 1993-94 financial year. This is a disturbing situation because we are
already three months into this financial year and these agencies must be able to plan on a
satisfactory basis for the rest of this financial year and the next financial year.
Mr Nicholls: Give us an example.
Mr RIPPER: In making that comment, I am acting on advice from a major peak
organisation which represents a considerable number of non-government agencies. That
organisation has still to discover what its allocation will be this financial year and it has
advised me that its member agencies are in the same position.
Mr Nicholls: Which agency are you talking about?
Mr RIPPER: I am talking about a major non-government peak organisation. Given that
that organisation has yet to negotiate with the Minister I will not name it because it, along
with other agencies, fears that if it criticises this Budget and takes a stand opposed to the
Government's stand such action will prejudice its negotiations for finances.
Several members interjected.
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Mr RIPPER: The member for Scarborough suggested that that is the way that I operated
when I was Minister for Community Development. I am surprised that I received this
advice from a major non-government agency because when the Opposition was in
Government agencies were aware of the funding they would receive at this stage of the
financial year. There is a meason that agencies might be concerned that they have to
negotiate with the Minister or the department. The Treasurer's claim in his press release
that there has been a 7.5 per cent increase in spending by the Department for Community
Development is most misleading. I will deal with some of the overall figures. The
Treasurer's claim is based on combining recurrent and capital works expenditure and
including capital works expenditure of $11.5m in the Budget figures. That compares
with the actual capital works expenditure in 1992-93 of $6.2m. Members might ask:
Where is the problem? The problem is that last year the Department for Community
Development's capital budget, excluding juvenile justice related items, was
approximately $13.2m, but only $6.2m was spent on all the projects.
When the Opposition was in Government the member for Scarborough would each year
make a speech about the underexpenditure of the capital works budget in the Community
Development portfolio. Each year he was given the same explanation; that is, when
dealing with projects like family and child care centres land must be found, negotiations
must be undertaken with community groups and other preparatory arrangements have to
be made and there is likely to be underspending in the capital works areas. Last year the
budget for the Department for Community Development was $13.2m and $6.2mn was
expended. What has the Government done in the Budget papers and in the Treasurer's
press release? It has compared the projected budget for this financial year with what was
actually spent last financial year. We know that as a result of those factors which will
continue to operate in the community development area it is highly likely there will be
underexpenditure. The comparison which suggests a 7.5 per cent increase in community
development expenditure is totally misleading because it compares the projected capital
works spending with the actual expenditure last year. We know that the factors which
led to underexpenditure in the capital works budget still apply. Had a comparison been
made on an equivalent basis, only a small percentage increase would have been recorded
in the press release and the Budget speech.
Mr Nicholls: What was the increase over the four year period that you were in
Government? Taking out capital works expenditure, was there an increase in
expenditure?
Mr RIPPER: The Minister would know there was a substantial increase in community
development expenditure in the last Budget by virtue of the Social Advantage package.
One of the things I will deal with in my remarks is what has happened to those very
important Social Advantage package initiatives under this Government's supervision.
The real issue which must be considered is the figures for recurrent expenditure.
Recurrent expenditure in the Department for Community Development's budget this
financial year has increased in nominal terms by 2.9 per cent. If one takes the Treasury's
forecast of a 3.75 per cent increase in the consumer price index, which is recorded in
other Budget papers, in real terms the recurrent budget for the department has suffered a
cut of 0.8 per cent. In real terms, using the consumer price index, which everyone uses
when making real terms comparisons, the Department for Community Development has
suffered a cut of 0.8 per cent. That is another broken promise of the coalition, because
prior to the last State election the member for Scarborough promised that the budget for
the Department for Community Development would be maintained in real terms should a
coalition Government be elected. The effect of that cut will be magnified because there
should have been real increases in the budget to provide for the full year effect of the
Social Advantage initiatives. A document which was given to me when I was Minister
for Community Development outlines the full year allocations that would be required for
18 Social Advantage initiatives and 23 family centres which were to come on stream.
Mr Nicholls: They were the ones promised just before the election.
Mr RIPPER: Not only were those initiatives promised before the election, but also they
were funded in the last Budget, and we gave a commitment that we would maintain those
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programs in succeeding Budgets. As evidence of our commitment. I rmad from that
document, which indicates that to provide for the full year allocation for those Social
Advantage initiatives and family centres would require an increase in the relevant
allocation from around $4.8m to around $6.8m. In other words, simply to provide for the
full year continuation of those Social Advantage initiatives would require an additional
$2m. When we look at the effect of this 0.8 per cent real cut, we should take into account
the fact that there should have been a real increase in order to continue with those Social
Advantage initiatives.
I remind the House that those initiatives which would have required that additional
expenditure of $2m were: The "Grow Together" campaign, programs far four year alds,
the early education program, a pilot local focus for community services, a child sexual
abuse program, the youth and community program, the Aboriginal family support
program, the parenting information referral service, a program to provide care for sick
children when their parents are required to be at work, programs to establish budget and
debt counselling services, programs to provide training for family support agencies,
improvements to family counselling in rural areas, an expanded role for community
houses, money for community advice bureaus, money for programs to mobilise
volunteers, money for the community link and network schemes, and subsidy increases
for foster carers. All of those programs, together with the increased funding that would
have been required for the full year effect of the coming into operation of the new family
centres, would have required an additional $2mi. Therefore, once the full effect of this
Budget is unravelled, it is likely to have a serious effect on non-government agencies.
Mr Nicholls: Are you suggesting that none of those services is now available?
Mr RIPPER: No. I am saying that to provide for the full year operation of those services
would have required an increase of $2m, which means that there must be a real increase
in the budget of the Department for Community Development. However, instead of a real
increase, we see a real decrease. Therefore, something will have to give. Either these
valuable Social Advantage initiatives will not be proceeded with in full, or there will be
cuts to other areas of operation, either within the Department for Community
Development or in the grants which it makes to non-government agencies. Because the
negotiations with those non-government agencies have not yet been concluded, because
the Minister and the department have not yet advised each non-government agency what
it will receive, the full extent of the effect of this Budget is yet to be known, but it is clear
from the figures which I have given that there is a danger for non-government
organisations in particular.
Mr Nicholls: You know as well as I do that most of the non-government organisatdons
are being funded under contracts or agreements that have been entered into by the
previous Government or that have been entered into in the last eight months. Most of
those agencies know exactly what they are getting. The only area which does not know
what it is getting is the area of new services, such as the funds that will go from the
poverty program to the financial counselling services program, and that is in the throes of
being negotiated. You are actually suggesting that all of those services are waiting for
funding, but we both know that those agencies are already being funded because the
agreements are already in place.
Mr RIPPER: If that is the case, why did a major non-government peak organisation
advise me of its deep concern that peak bodies still have to meet with the Minister and
that agencies still have to negotiate with the department at the local level and that
everyone is concerned about funding? It is clear from the raw figures that I have given
that there is a sound, rational basis for people to be concerned about their funding
because there has been a real cut in the funding of the Department for Community
Development and, at the same time, either the Minister will proceed with the Social
Advantage initiatives, thus putting pressure on existing programs and agencies, or he will
drop some of the Social Advantage initiatives. Either way, the community will lose out
on the level of service which is now being provided. I notice that the Minister is keen to
interject -
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Mr Nicholls: I want to get the facts right. You do not want the facts known.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister has as much right as I to speak in the debate, and if he wants
to hop up next and demolish my argument, to the extent that he is capable of that, which
is not a great deal, then he can do that.
Mr Tubby: That was your election policy, but you lost the election.
Mr RIPPER: That is interesting. The member for Roleystone interjected on me on a
similar occasion and made the same comment. What he is saying is that this Government
does not support the Social Advantage package. That is okay, so long as the community
knows that it does not support the initiatives which 1 read out and which constitute part of
the Social Advantage package. We already know, for example, that the Government will
not support a program to combat family violence and alcohol abuse in Aboriginal
communities. If I were the member. I would not boast about the Government's lack of
support for the Social Advantage package because that received a high degree of support
when it was released to the community.
I turn now to some areas where the figures in the Budget are very disturbing. The first
area is the youth program. In 1992-93, an amount of $7.43m was allocated to this area,
whereas in this Budget only $6.7'7m has been allocated. That is a 12.2 per cent cut in real
terms in funding for the youth program. I looked at the Budget figures to see where this
cut might take place. I thought it might have been in administration within the
department. However, the number of full time equivalent staff has been reduced by only
two, and that will not account for the massive cut in funding to the youth program. The
bulk of the cut will obviously come in contingency expenditures, including grants to non-
government agencies. The problem is worsened by the promise of two new family
mediation services within this program. We have a massive cut in real terms, which will
not affect staff within the department, and the establishment of two new services. The
irresistible conclusion is that the effect on existing agencies must be very negative.
Mr Nicholls: Are you suggesting we should cut the FTEs?
Mir RIPPER: I believe that when the agencies look at these figures they will come to the
conclusion that their future is indeed bleak.
Mr Nicholls: Are you looking only at the Department for Community Development
youth funding?
Mr RIPPER: I will be talking about youth funding in other areas shortly.
Mr Nicholls: They are under the juvenile justice area.
Mir RIPPER: If the Minister would like to make a speech later, he should. Presumably
the Minister made adjustments in the Program Statements when he put in the figures for
last year and this year - unless there is some trick in the figures which works to his
disadvantage. The youth programs funded through the Department for Community
Development have been cut in real terms by 12.2 per cent. Some may have been
tranisferred across to the Ministry of Justice but presumably the figures have been
adjusted for 1992-93 as well as 1993-94 to reflect those transfers.
Mir Nicholls: We did not want to falsify it.
The SPEAKER: Order! If the Opposition Leader of the House shows a disposition to
take interjections, I will not be too bothered, unless it is grossly excessive. But if he
shows that he does not want to take interjections I would ask the Minister to cease
because it frequently happens that Ministers and shadow Ministers have a great deal of
knowledge on various subjects and do not say a great deal when it is their turn to speak.
Mr RIPPER: I encourage you, Mr Speaker, to give the Minister the call following my
remarks because I would be delighted to subject him to the same treatment as he directs
to me. It could be most entertaining. The Minister should make a speech.
Mr Hill: I am interested to know how the new football team for Mandurah will be
introduced.
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Mr RIPPER: The Minister has canvassed the possibility of supporting out of this
program a submission for relocation of a Western Australian Football League team to
Mandurah. He has commented that this is a proposal of benefit to young people in the
Peel region. He is talking about it in positive terms when at the same time he has cut the
program from which the expenditure will come by 12.2 per cent. The member for
Helena has made a pertinent comment - much more pertinent than the interjecrions by the
Minister.
It is clear that youth programs will miss out as a result of the cut. The only question is
which ones will miss out. The youth sector is concerned about the Minister's rigid
ideology. They wonder whether the Minister will be funding only those agencies which
support his particularly conservative views on the family, and the rights of parents -

Mr Nicholls: Do you support that?
Mr RIPPER; I strongly support the family and the role of parents but 1 recognise that
there are some families which abuse young people, some which are not safe for young
people, and some where no matter how hard people try, the family simply breaks down.
Those young people should be advised about their rights and their needs; their care and
their safety must be ensured. Youth agencies do a lot of chat work. The agencies which
are particularly involved with helping young people from those families where they are
in danger, are concerned that the Minister might feel that they are not properly supporting
parental authority and, therefore, they might be the ones that suffer from the 12.2 per cent
cut.
Mr Nicholls: Give us an example.
Mr RIPPER: When the agencies are finished negotiating with the Minister, we might be
able to give an example.
Mr Nicholls: That is a furphy.
Mr RIPPER: It is not. A letter to the Minister from the Youth Affairs Council raises
some concern. The council has made the calculation in nominal rather than in real tenms.
The letter reads -

The Youth Affairs Council of WA is concerned over the loss of 8% of funding in
the Youth Programs area of DCD's Budget.

And further on -
This alarm is also reflected by community based youth services and urgent
clarification of your intent on this matter is requested.

The conclusion of the letter stresses the need for the Minister to give the matter urgent
attention. Unfortunately, so far the council has received nothing other than an
acknowledgement.
Mr Nicholls: What is the date of the letter?
Mr RIPPER: It is 17 September. If everything were okay in this area, and I were the
Minister receiving such a letter, I would respond quickly because I would not want to see
unnecessary concern in the community. When a response is not made straight away it
only increases the concern.
Family and individual support is another area of concern in the Budget. The Program
Statements outline the aims of the program: The services are aimed at strengthening and
maintaining the family unit and assisting families and groups to develop social and
personal skills. It comprises parent support services, counselling services and family
crisis accommodation. What has happened to this program which does all those worhity
things? In real terms it has been cut by 9.9 per cent. Another set of agencies funded in
this family and individual support program will miss out, it seems. I give as an example
the Aboriginal groups that might have received funding had the Aboriginal family
violence program not been shelved and the agencies which receive money for domestic
violence counselling.
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I read now from an answer to a question on notice which the Minister provided on
20 August. 1 asked the Minister about funding through the Department for Community
Development for various agencies providing various domestic violence services. I asked
whether funding was recurrent or "one off'. He referred to the following agencies'
funding as one off: Centrecare received $37 000 for a counselling program for both
victims and perpetrators of domestic violence; the Bunbury Domestic Violence Action
Group received $4 500; the Waraxab Support Centre in Bunbury received a grant of
$22 500; th'e Starick House Women's Refuge received $7 500 for six months; Mania
Jirndu was granted $35 000 for six months to establis., a mobile family violence
counselling service; the Geraldton Sexual Assault Referral Centre received $25 000 for
six months -

Mr Bloffwitch: They will be pleased.
Mr RIPPER: Yes, it is a good agency to which to make a gram. I am alarmed that in this
answe-r to a question on notice the Minister described the funding to those agencies as a
"one off' grant. He has confirmed that understanding in a comment made to the annual
general meeting of the Domestic Violence Action Groups, later reported in The West
Australian. He said he could not guarantee that the agencies would receive any further
funding beyond the time when the grants expired. I was the Minister when the grants
were approved.
Mr Nicholls: Weeks before the election!
Mr RIPPER: My intention in approving those grants was that the funding would be
recurrent
Mr Nicholls: That was just prior to the election.
Mr RIPPER: There was no suggestion that those rants were in any way a one-off.
Mr Nicholls: Why didn't you fund them until the end of the financial year?
Mr RIPPER: According to the Minister's own answer, in most cases these agencies have
been funded until the end of this current year. The funding is described as "one-off', and
what is disturbing is that the Minister will not guarantee future funding for those
agencies, because I know that when approval was given it was for recurrent funding.
Mr Nicholls: That is not true.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister to cease the quantum of his interjections. He
is giving an alternate speech sitting down. He is not the first to do that, and many people
have done it before him this year. I know it is hard to resist because he obviously knows
a great deal about what is being said, but it is not his role to correct every comment that
the member makes and I ask him not to do so.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister is not able to correct every point I make, because his answers
do not reflect the real situation. I certainly thank you, Mr Speaker, for your ruling.
The SPEAKER: If you are happy to take him, you can encourage him, but it seemed to
me at times you were talking over each other.
Mr RIPPER: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I would not be thanked by the non-government
sector if I encouraged this Minister.
It is clear that in this family and individual support program area, because there is a
9.9 per cent cut in real terms in funding and because the Minister has described the
funding for those domestic violence agencies as being one-off and refused publicly to
state that they will continue to receive their funding, they will be among the agencies that
will lose out. There will be others which will only be revealed in the fullness of time
when agencies have had a chance to consult the various levels of the department.
One particularly unfortunate aspect of the Minister's handling of this portfolio is the
abolition of the Social Advantage grants. These were small grants of up to $5 000 made
available to hundreds of community groups with worthwhile projects to enhance
community life. They encouraged community spirit, initiative and commitment of
volunteers and provided a basis for the future growth of the non-government sector. it is
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a great shame that hundreds of those groups with worthwhile projects will miss out. It is
a great shame that hundreds have already missed out on the opportunity of a small
amount of financial assistance which would enable them to get their cherished projects
off the ground.
We put $3m into the Family Foundation trust fund last year to enable those Social
Advantage rants to proceed, and it was our intention to put $3m into the trust fund each
financial year. What has happened is that the Minister abolished the Social Advantage
grants before the end of the financial year, and thus at the end of the financial year there
was a credit in the Western Australian Family Foundation trust fund of $2.8m. If one
looks at the Budget figures, one sees the projected cash book balance for that trust at the
end of the next financial year is zero; in other words, the money that has been saved by
not paying the Social Advantage grants and accumulated in the trust fund will be run
down. There will be no money for Social Advantage grants, and the money will be put to
other purposes. Reading the Budget papers from Opposition, they are as clear as mud.
Mr Pendal: Now you know what we put up with for 10 years.
Mr Nicholls: The difference is we put up the real figures.
Mr RIPPER: The Government did not put up the real figures in the press release and in
the Treasurer's speech, as we have already discovered.
If one looks at the trust fund statement, one sees it shows there will be an expenditure of
$2.5m for community grants. This is something I would like the Minister to explain, not
by interjection but perhaps by speech. Certainly in the Estimates Committee I would like
him to explain what that $2.5m will be spent on and why the Family Foundation trust
fund nest egg is being run down from a credit of $2.8m at the end of the last financial
year to a projected cash book balance of zero at the end of this financial year. Is he using
this trusc fund money to plug the gaps in the funding of the other programs I have been
talking about?
Mr Pendal: Perhaps he is funding a footy team!
Mr RIPPER: He might be funding a football ream. We have already discussed that
matter, so I will not prolong the Minister's embarrassment. I thank the member for South
Perth for his assistance. If the Minister falls over they might yet give the member a
guernsey, but they have already passed up one opportunity to raise him to ministerial
status.
I wonder whether the Minister is postponing the crunch until next year and using the
Family Foundation trust fund nest egg to plug the gaps arising out of cuts to those
program areas I have been talking about. If he is, he is plugging those gaps at the
expense of hundreds of voluntary groups which perform a great service to the community
with very little support and which need a small amount of financial assistance to get their
cherished projects off the ground. Of cowrse, the Minister may hope they will not notice
the funding has been cut, because they do not receive it on a recurrent basis and they
have not thought about applying for it. However, when they sit down at their meetings
and say that it would be nice if they could run a particular project in their community,
such as a parent education project or a P & C wanting to do something creative for young
people at school, they will find that as a result of the Minister's action there is not the
support that they once might have expected from Governiment.
Emergency financial relief is nor well discussed in the Budget papers, but ftom other
discussions we have had we know there has been a cur in the amount of money given to
people on low incomes who are disadvantaged and may face an unforeseen financial
crisis. That is a cut of at least $lm, because in previous Budgets about $5.lm has been
distributed to people in those circumstances. This Budget provides $3.6m for the family
crisis program, which is $1.5m less than was provided under the previous emergency
financial relief scheme.
The Minister might wish to add the $579 000 for the child family support scheme to the
$3.6m in the family crisis program. I am not entirely sure how that money will be
expended, but I imagine the department will use the child family support scheme money
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to assist families where the welfare of children is at risk due to neglect or abuse. It
means that overall there is $l m less for disadvantaged families, but those people who are
on low incomes and look after their children properly but, nevertheless, experience a
financial crisis, will find there is $1.5m less for them in this Budget than in the last
Budget of the Labor Government. In my view that is a shameful cut, which gives the lie
to any claim that this is a compassionate Budget. We cannot say that this is a
compassionate Budget when the funding for direct assistance to people on low incomes
who face an unforeseen financial crisis is cut by $1.5m. I urge the Minister to think
again about this particular program, because he has got it wrong, and by establishing this
hurdle of the requirement for people to receive financial counselling before they can get
assistance, he will seriously disadvantage a lot of people.
Mr Nicholls: You don't support the move for financial counselling?
Mr RIPPER: We have had this debate before. Of course I support financial counselling.
It has a role to play, but one cannot make it compulsory; it will not be effective. It will
disadvantage and insult people who have probably managed for years on their low
income, but who nevertheless face a financial crisis. What they need is direct assistance
right at that time; they do not need a talking to, or to be patronised, sent to an agency or
told to get some advice on how to manage their finances before being given assistance to
feed their hungry children. They need some direct assistance. One cannot replace direct
assistance with some counselling, talking and budgeting. Sure there is a role for that;
people can be helped by financial counselling. However, one cannot make it compulsory
without seriously disadvantaging people. The Minister will find - perhaps this is his
intention - that people will be deterred from claiming financial assistance from the
Department for Community Development. Perhaps he will say next year that the demand
for this assistance has fallen away; therefore the budget will be cut even further. That of
course will place much More pressure on non-government agencies which must now
provide not only the financial counselling in many cases, but also the direct financial
assistance that people will no longer seek from the Department for Community
Development, or who will be refused when they go.
The Budget is silent on the Crow Together campaign. I put a question on notice to the
Minister and asked him whether television advertising time and newspaper advertising
space would be purchased for this campaign this year. I received the following really
informative answer - the Minister has been specialising in answers like this of late: He
said that a number of options will be considered to incorporate the International Year of
the Family and also any recommendations of the task force on families in WA.
If I were a Minister and were going to fund a program I would say so. With an answer
like that one can draw the conclusion only that this program is at risk and that it is
unlikely the Grow Together campaign will be continued in this financial year. I await the
Minister's interjection. He has been keen to interject so far.
Mr Nicholls: Your answer is right. There are a number of options, whether they are
under the Grow Together campaign or another campaign. The point is the options are
there regarding the International Year of the Family and we need to make sure the option
we choose is the most effective.
Mr RIPPER: Thai again is as clear as mud and does not seem to indicate any
commitment to the Crow Together campaign. Market research on that the campaign was
extremely favourable. Seventy five per cent of the target mass media audience reported
exposure to the campaign; more than 80 per cent of those exposed to it had a favourable
reaction. There was almost universal understanding of the advertising message.
Approximately one-third of those aware of the campaign said they spoke about the
message of the campaign with their children or their partner. Those are very good
figures; it was a successful campaign. It is disappointing to see no commitment to it in
the Budget, in the answer to my question on notice or by the Minister in his interjection.
I will leave the Minister alone for the present because I want to turn to some matters in
the juvenile justice area which are of concern. In the programs related to juvenile justice
the funding for custodial management has risen by 21 per cent, while the funding for
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community based juvenile justice services has fallen, in nominal terms by about seven
per cent. In real terms that will amount to a cut of about 10 per cent. I quote from the
Program Statements -

Services are provided through government and non-government agencies which
are aimed at preventing young people from unnecessary involvement in the
formal juvenile justice system and reducing the level of juvenile offending in the
community.

As I said, the programs which aim to do that have received a cut in real terms of about
10 per cent. Expenditure movement in the juvenile justice area under this Budget is
entirely in the wrong direction. OUr aim should be to reduce the extremely high
incarceration rate in Western Australia of young people and the associated expenditure
that goes with it. Why do we wait until there is a crime, a victim and a crisis before we
come up with the funding? We need to prevent juveniles from offending and from
becoming involved in criminal activity and from staying involved once they have begun.
Those community based programs are extremely important. It is a great disappointment
to see in this Budget entirely the wrong direction being taken. A 21 per cent increase is
proposed for the custodial management expenses and a 10 per cent cut in real terms in the
community based programs. When I was talking about the youth programs in the
Department for Community Development, the Minister made a bit of play about the
transfer of some programs and functions to the Ministry of Justice. Here is the answer to
those comments by the Minister: In his own Budget area, there is a 12.2 per cent cut in
funding in real terms for youth programs, and in the juvenile justice area a 10 per cent cut
in real terms for community based programs. What is going on? Real cuts have been
made in both the juvenile justice area specifically and in the Department for Community
Development - the very Programs which prevent young people from becoming involved
in offending and which help to overcome the disadvantage suffered by some young
people which contributes to their offending. I wonder why we see such a massive
increase in the expenditure on custodial management. Elsewhere in the Budget papers it
is stated that custodial sentences have decreased from 371 in 1991-92 to 330 in 1992-93.
The proportion Of Serious recidivist offenders decreased by about 0.6 per cent between
1991-92 and 1992-93. It seems to me that in the allocation of funding in this area the
Government has gone in entirely the wrong direction.
I began my remarks with a quote from a press statement by the Treasurer in which he
described the Budget as a compassionate one which reflected a high priority for families
and the needy. I believe that I have shown by my reference to the figures in the Budget
papers that that is a hollow claim.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) 18.18 pm]: By way of commencement and overview I
reiterate, in summary, some of the comments made by the Leader of the Opposition in
response to the Budget. The first thing one can say about this Budget is that it gives a lie
to much of the rhetoric the Government used in describing the State finances; that is, this
State is almost bankrupt and in a dire financial position, and unless there is extremely
good management and change, the State will not recover its financial position. It is
obvious from this Budget that there is very little need to change the State's financial
management. Our revenues and expenditure and the economy are in a very healthy
condition. That provides a strong revenue growth to the State which has been fully
expended in this Budget, rather than any concessions being given to consumers or to the
business communities through reduced charges or taxes.
Going from a broader view to a narrower view in areas of interest to me, the Budget is
confusing. As we know, a new Justice Ministry has been formed and, although the broad
structure of that new ministry has been announced, the detailed shape of it is not known.
However, instead of the Budget being broken down into the areas that we were told the
new ministry would be broken down into, we have a repeat of last year's Budget with the
various components of the new ministry being put under one division or under successive
divisions. As the Leader of the Opposition indicated in her reply to the Budget speech,
one of the outstanding things about the shape of the overall Justice budget is that, instead
of a reduction in FTFEs and other efficiencies in administration being included, there has
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been a very substantial increase in the number of Fits and, on the face of it, a very
substantial increase in the total amount of money being expended,
Although we were promised the new ministry would not be bloated with corporate
services, there has been a 10 per cent growth not only in the corporate services Of the
ministry but also across the range of corporate services chat are provided in the various
subprograms. Members will recall that, when the Attorney General announced the
formation of the new ministry, she said that 50 positions would be lost and that those
persons would be redeployed. However, the Budget reveals that, instead of the 50
positions being lost, the number of FTEs has grown from 3 318 to 3 426. 1 have not
heard the Attorney explain that; perhaps she will leave that for the detailed examination
of the Budget in the Estimates Committee.
I confess it is not easy, because the figures used to compare the proposed expenditure
with existing expenditure and Fit levels in this Budget are actual end of year figures.
They, in turn, do not seem to bear any relationship to the predicted outcomes in the
Budget last year. I will not go through the items to demonstrate that. However, I ask any
member who is interested to look at last year's Budget FTEs and expenditure figures in
the Justice area and try to compare them with the 1992-93 actual figures in the Justice
budget. It is impossible to reconcile them, That may be because there has been some
adjustment because of the shape of the new ministry or it may be because the outcomes
were different from the predicted outcomes. However, no explanation has been given.
We do know that the emphasis of the new Justice Ministry will be on crime and its
effects and that this will drive the new portfolio. The merger of the portfolios was done
on the basis that their was seen to be a need for a great complementary effort by the
various agencies in the Justice portfolio directed at achieving a reduction in crime.
Significant issues and trends in the Budget reveals that we must all address the crime
issue and its effect on the community. That section of the Program Statements reveals
some disturbing elements. The first is that, despite the efforts of everybody to try to
reduce the numbers in prison by providing alternatives to imprisonment, the daily
imprisonment muster has grown significantly since last year. My advice is that the
prison system is bursting at the seams currently and that prison officers are being asked
to double the number of prisoners that some cells were designed to take to provide for all
of the prison muster.
However, a more disturbing aspect is that, contrary to what we were supposed to be
achieving by a greater use of alternatives to imprisonment - that is, work and
development orders, probation, community service orders, parole and work release - so
that more people are in those programs than in prison, the number of offenders who are
currently serving work and development orders has fallen from 2 002 to 1 456 and the
number of offenders serving probation and community service orders, parole, work
release and home detention orders has remained fairly stable. In other words, especially
in view of the decline in the number of work and development orders, the daily muster
has continued to escalate so that we have by far the highest imprisonment rate in
Australia, apart from the Northern Territory, and the programs we designed to provide
alternatives to imprisonment are not being fully utilised. The Program Statements also
indicate that as from 30 April 1993, 81 prisoners were'serving sentences for fine default
which is almost four per cent of the muster on that day.
Even more disturbing, in this Year of Indigenous People, is the fact that the proportion of
Aboriginal prisoners is unacceptably high. The number of Aboriginals per 100 000 who
can expect to go to gaol in WA is 1 380 compared with a non-Aboriginal rate of 83. In
other words, last year an Aborigine was 16.6 times more likely to be in gaol than a non-
Aboriginal person. We should be ashamed of that. How can Aboriginal people in this
State have a 16.6 times greater chance of going to gaol than non-Aboriginal persons?
What is the community doing about that? Just as important is the fact that a higher
number of chose Aborigines are in gaol for periods of less than six months; that is. a
greater proportion of Aboriginal people are being sentenced to short terms of
imprisonment than are white people. That distorts the figures. Aboriginal prisoners are
in for shorter periods with the net effect being that there is in fact a higher than
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16.5 times greater chance of an Aborigine going to gaol in this State than there is for a
white person. Yet criminologists will tell us that shorter sentences are ineffective. The
Attorney has announced already, and I agree with her, that she will be legislating to try to
abolish terms of imprisonment of less than six months on the basis that the statistics
indicate that short terms of imprisonment do not serve any good purpose, they do not
protect the community and they do not act as a deterrent or as any form of rehabilitation.
M~r Bioffwitch: My community does not share your thoughts on that.
Mr DL. SMITH: The Attorney General has announced that she intends to take action in
that regard and I agree with her on that matter. It is only too true that the people we
should be targeting in our community are those guilty of violent and more serious crimes
and recidivists, rather than those who, because of their circumstance, may find
themselves in trouble with the police or the community at large.
Mr Bloffwitch: The background of the offenders is of no concern to the victims of crime.
MrT D.L. SMITH: I will come back to the victims of crime, because 1 think the Budget is
very deficient in that regard, despite the rhetoric of the Government. Nonetheless,
despite the comments of the member for Geraldtori, we, as a community, should be
ashamed that one group in our community - the most disadvantaged - is subject to
imprisonment at a rate 16.6 times greater than are white people in our community.
Nothing is revealed in this Budget which will address that problem. The Budget contains
nothing to indicate the development of special 'community programs for Aborigines, that
special work is being done with young Aborigines in the community, or that anything is
being done to address the real poverty and disadvantages of many of those Aborigines.
Certainly, no attempt is made to address the consequential misbehaviour that flows hrorn
the alienation of those people. The one significant new expenditure in this Budget for the
Aboriginal communities is the provision of $Im to prevent them from pursuing their
claim under the Mabo case for acknowledgment of some of the interests they have in
land throughout Western Australia.
Mr Prince: Do you think those sorts of programs will significantly address the
Aboriginal imprisonment rate?
Mr DtL SMITH: The Aboriginal imprisonment rate will not be affected until we make
an attempt at national reconciliation and, as a country, attempt to raise the self-esteem of
Aborigines. I believe it would be possible in this Year of Idigenous People to take the
High Court's decision in the Mabo case and use it - as the Prime Minister is trying to use
it - as a base for a national reconciliation program, in which Aborigines could start to
take some pride in the fact that they were the people in possession of all the assets of
Australia at one time and that we came to this country and dispossessed them. Now that
the Mabo decision has been made, what has been this State's response? This State is the
most vigorous in trying, firstly, to ignore that decision and, secondly, to defeat its
consequences wherever it can. We are doing that in a way which has very much raised
the profile of the Aborigines in our community in a very divisive way.
Mr Tubby: Which State has the most Aboriginal owned land?
Mr D.L. SMITH: It is not a State, it is the Northern Territory.
MrT Tubby: Which Stare or Territory has the highest Aboriginal imprisonment rate? The
Northern Territory. Your argument falls flat on its face.
MrT D.L. SMITH: It does not fall flat on its face, because the system of grant in the
Northern Territory is pursuant to a land rights type legislation, rather than an attempt to
analyse what the condition was when we as a people came to this country. It certainly is
not done on the basis of some recognition of the rights those people already have; it is
done on the basis of legislation geared to providing them with something in a very
paternalistic way, rather than recognising the rights they had in common law before we
began. I do not want to be unfair to the Treasurer but I think he has seized on the Mabo
issue in two ways: Firstly, to elevate his own political profile in trying to lose the wimp
image and, secondly, as a means of emphasising to the public at large the facc that we
need development in this State.
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Mr Blaikie: Of all members in this House, you would have to agree char the Treasurer is
very sensitive to Aboriginal people and their needs.
Mr D.L. SMITH: In the broader rhetorical sense he is, but I must say quite honestly to
him as a member of Parliament that in my view no person in Australia - including Hugh
Morgan - is doing more harm to the standing and future of Aborigines in this country
than the Treasurer.
Mr Bradshaw: Only a few Aborigines will benefit from Mabo and the majority will be
better off without it.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Mabo decision should be just one element of a national
reconciliation. It simply gives us a base upon which to build. All of us know, as
lawyers, how little Aborigines get out of the Mabo decision.
Mr Kierath: Not all of us are lawyers.
Mr D.L. SMITH: That is the Minister's problem and not mine. We all know how the
Minister for Labour Relations feels about lawyers.
Mr Kierath: I like lawyers. But some involved in personal injury cases are the problem.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I will have more to say about that in debate on the workers'
compensation legislation. Too much of our policy in this State is being driven by
rhetoric, the inducement of rear and the raising of false expectations. Those false
expectations relate to the effect of Mabo on the white community, and are raised in the
Aboriginal community because they do not understand exactly what the decision means,
as a result of misstatements by this Treasurer. It is a basis on which to build rather than
something which will change anything by itself. However much we try to hide it, and
whether we belong to what some members apposite might describe as do-gooders or
what members on this side might describe as rednecks, as a community we are racists
with regard to the Aboriginal community. Until we start to do something about that and
to recognise the rights and standing the Aboriginal community should have in this
society, we will not do anything about the over-representation of Aborigines in the prison
population.
Mr Bradshaw: It is a two way deal. Aborigines are accepted whene they live in a
community and keep up reasonable standards. I have found that in my community.
Mr D.L. SMITH: That is part of the half racist attitude. We do not expect any white
person to earn respect and equality for the white race in the community by living up to
our expectations. White people do not have to earn anything.
Mr Bradshaw: Yes they do.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Aborigines should have the rights and respect by virtue of the fact that
they are members of this community, and they do not have to earn anything. However,
we do owe them something because of what we have done to them historically and
because we have been involved over the years in dispossessing them of their rights to
land and use of that land. It is disgraceful that the Treasurer is espousing the dangers of
the Mabo decision, rather than welcoming it as a basis upon which to build. This Budget
is also a disgrace for the way in which it deals with Aboriginal people. The whole
emphasis and thrust is to oppose them through the development of the Mabo unit, and to
support people defending Mabo type claims. Very little is done in any practical way,
whether in the Justice, Community Development or the Aboriginal Affairs portfolios, to
provide them with the support and infrastructure they need in order to develop
independence from handouts.
Only tonight on "The 7.30 Report" was there an example of an Aboriginal community
living on a few square kilomerres of land surrounded by a pastoral station. The
pastoralist erected a fence around that area and by means of a shotgun is preventing the
Aborigines moving onto the pastoral station to fossick for food, visit sacred sites, conduct
themselves as traditional Aborigines or otherwise. We as a State should be ashamed of
that action. When examples like that are able to be cited, when the rhetoric that is used
by our Treasurer is able to be quoted, when the Aborigines go overseas and tell other
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indigenous people in the world that they should boycott the year 2000 Olympic Games
because our country has not recognised the rights and status of our own indigenous
people, we cannot be surprised when we start to suffer some harm.
All the religious leaders in their statements on the matter - whether the Social Justice
statement put out by the Catholic church over the weekend, the statements of the Uniting
Church or those of many of the Anglican church leadens - are urging us to evidence our
Christian spiritual values by acknowledging the rights of our indigenous people and
seeking to do something to advance their cause in this country.
The member for Belmont has already touched upon some other issues arnd trends in the
criminal justice area which I think are impontant. One relates to the issue of juvenile
justice and dhe impression that was given in the Government's advertising campaign
before the last election and on some local radio stations that this State and the President
of the Children's Court, His Honour Hal Jackson, in particular, has been soft on juvenile
crime. When one reads the significant issues and trends in the Budget in relation to
juvenile crime at page 503, what does one find? One finds that the proportion of serious
recidivist offenders decreased in 1991-92, for the first time reversing a trend in the
previous year.
While the number of custodial sentences has decreased from 371 to 330, their length has
gone up significantly. In 1989-90 the average length of a juvenile sentence in this State
was of the order of 61 or 62 days. In 1991-92 that had risen to 90.3 days and in 1992-93
it was 103 days. So over the space of about three years, the average length of gaol
sentence for juvenile offenders has gone up by in excess of 50 per cent, in fact, by nearly
75 per cent, yet we still have radio commentators and oilier media outlets giving the
impression that His Honour Hal Jackson is soft in terms of the sentences that he hands
out or that the serious and repeat offender legislation that was passed has been
ineffective.
That legislation had two parts to it. One was the attempt to deal with recidivist offenders
based on a number of court appearances and the other was to increase the range of
penalties in a number of areas in which juveniles were frequent offenders. That was, of
course, related to car theft, in particular, and the chases that eventuated when there was a
car theft and the further offences that occurred while the offenders were being chased by
the police. The increase in the average length of sentence from 60-odd days to 103 days
over the space of three years is a reflection that the Children's Court, contrary to all
reports, has actually been reacting in a quite marked way to the calls in the community
for harder sentences for truly recidivist offenders and that the serious and repeat offender
legislation has been having its effect.
The area of the Justice portfolio that has really dominated, as the member for Belmont
has already highlighted, becomes clear when we look at where the money is being spent
in relation to juvenile offenders. What do we find? Is extra money to be spent on
community programs aimed at preventing juveniles from entering the crime circuit at all,
and from going in the revolving door? The answer is no. Although there has been a
substantial increase in the number of corporate service staff in the new Justice portfolio,
when it comes to full time equivalents engaged in community programs and community
prevention programs, we find that the number of FTEs is reduced from 132 to 126 and
the amount of money being spent is being reduced from $9m to $8.4m.
How can a Government that went to the people on the basis of a revolving door
advertisement that spoke so eloquently about the problem of juvenile crime be simply
reducing the number of FTIEs in community programs aimed at preventing juveniles from
starting a life of crime while substantially increasing expenditure on the custodial care of
those prisoners? Indeed, we find that the number of staff involved in the custodial care
of juvenile offenders is going up from 250 to 259 and the recurrent expenditure on that
area is going up from $10,9m to $13.3m. As McCarrey has told us so eloquently, the
current cost of keeping prisoners in gaol is in excess of $50 000 a year in some cases, in
excess of $70 000 for the more serious offenders and in the case of juveniles it is of the
same order. When we develop community programs that prevent children from going
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into a life of crime we do not only a service to the community, but a double service,
because we save substantial amounts of money in terms of the care that is required of
them.
What of the victims? We have had a number of rhetorical statements by the Government
about victims and what the Government will do about them. In only the last month or so,
the Attorney General chose to make a short statement. If there is one thing that is
noticeable about the Attorney General's statements in general, it is that they are all about
what the Government will do - it is having this consultation; it is developing this
committee; and it is thinking about this and thinking about that - but there is very little in
concrete developments. Victims' services is one area in which that is only too true. At
first sight we could dress up the figures. We could say that the number of ETEs involved
in victims' services this year will go up from 13 to 14 and the amount of expenditure will
go up from $6.3m to $6.9m, but when we analyse that we ind that in victims' support
services the number of FEEs is being reduced from eight to seven. So that at a time
when the Government speaks rhetorically about how much it does to support victims, it is
reducing the number of EVEs involved from the very miserly eight to seven, and it is
barely increasing total expenditure - by about $120 000. It is obvious from the
Attorney's statements in this place regarding of victims' services that the Government
intends to rely on volunteers.
The first volunteer program will be at Joondalup. When we were in Government, we
clearly stated that the victim support unit we established within the Police Force was a
forerunner to and a pilot of what would follow. This pilot was to identify the strengths
and weaknesses of the unit, and we were then to replicate the model around the
metropolitan and country areas. Had we been in Government, we would have trebled the
number of people involved, including those providing professional services, in victim
support services. Instead, this Government will train volunteers at Joondalup as a further
pilot program. Also, it has reduced the number of professionals in this field from eight to
seven. If the victims' charter is adopted, who will have primary responsibility for its
implementation? Clearly, the Police Force will be asked to carry another load, but the
Government has failed to honour its promise regarding police numbers.
Staff numbers relating to victims have been increased in two other areas: First, the
number of EVEs involved with victim impact statements has increased from one to two.
That represents the total number of staff resources devoted to the preparation and
presentation of victim impact statements. Clearly, the major responsibility for the
preparation of those statements will fall on the police, and the responsibility to ensure
attendance of victims in court will fall on the police, the police prosecutor and the
Director of Public Prosecutions.
Second, the criminal injuries compensation area has an increase in staff from four to five.
1Tai area has been hard pressed for a long time in advising people of the procedures
required regarding claims for criminal injuries. This service also involves the receipt and
assessment of those claims and, where possible, the collection of the amount allocated
from the offender. Despite the rhetoric from the Government, this service has received
only a marginal increase of one staff member.
I now refer to regional development. I have always been a fan of the National Party. The
National Party, despite my objection to some of its redneck attitudes, has been bullwark
of much achieved for country Western Australia, especially in wheatbelt and rural
producing areas. The National Party has often been the true friend of country people.
Unfortunately, many country seats are held by Liberals and not Nationals, who are truly
concerned about country people. However, regarding regional development, the Deputy
Premier seems to have adopted the entirely wrong position. He seems to have two views
on this subject: First, it is only about economic development and, second, the regions
cannot be helped by spending money on programs.
Let us take the South West Development Authority as an example of this matter. This
authority has had a reduction in staff from 25 to 23 in this year's Budget, about which I
do not raise strong objection. However, when it comes to the grants and subsidies and to
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funding community programs - these are after Peel office adjustment figures, not the raw
figures from last year - a reduction has occurred from $1.27m to $439 000. The worrying
aspect is that most of that amount is directed at fulfilling commitments made on an
ongoing basis. Sometimes approved payments are made for one, two or three years, and
sometimes these are approved in advance. The amount allocated in this Budget for future
commitments is nil.
In the past such money has been used to examine not only the issues of economic
development but also to concentrate on ensuring the quality of life for country residents
is on a par with that of people in the metropolitan region. The previous Government
realised long ago that if people are to move from the city to the country, especially when
both spouses are working and are living full lives in the city, it is necessary to provide not
only the benefits of country life, hut also a quality in cultural life, children's education,
housing, law enforcement and community services equal to that available in Perth. Also,
it is necessary to ensure a warmth in a caring community which is as good as, if not much
better than, that in the metropolitan area. Long ago the previous Government decided to
concentrate on economic strengths with regional development.
Mr Tubby: We thought you concentrated on marginal seats.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Does the member want mue to outline what was done in areas not
involving marginal seats?
Mr Tubby: You had a development authority established quickly.
Mr D.L. SMITH: We had a Great Southern Development Authority for most of the time
that we were in Government, and we did not have a seat in the Albany region. Over
recent years we established the Wheatbelt Development Commission, and commissions
in various other parts of the State. This Government has rightly continued with
development and staffing support in those authorities and commissions; it seems to
accept the idea that staff are required to analyse the strengths of the region, to attract new
industry and residents, and to monitor the areas in which Commonwealth and State
money is spent. These bodies act as advocates to attract more money into the regians.
That aspect of the regional development portfolio seems to be accepted by the Deputy
Premier. However, suddenly the belief is that they are no longer about the development
of the community, the social infrastructure or the quality of life of country residents; they
are solely about economic issues. Some areas of the State still find it difficult to generate
new industries.

Mr Omodei: Who handles the social development issues in the city?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The city, my friend, receives an enormous amount of money which
country areas do not. Many centrally-funded agencies are based in Perth, be it the State
Library, the WA Art Gallery, the Entertainment Centre, the teaching hospitals or a range
of other services.
Mr Tubby: You have all of them in country towns.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am not saying that all of those can be in country towns. I am saying
that the city looks after itself because the decision makers for all those aspects are based
here in the city. City needs will always be identified and met because the decision
makers benefit from those developments and most of the interest groups that are
demanding new expenditures are based in the city. In the country areas we must work
from the grass roots up. We must find in the community those groups that are interested
in developing community services and facilities and new cultural or sporting pursuits and
give them the seed money to enable them to get started or to apply for matching funds
from elsewhere for that purpose. If we are to make these authorities economic
development authorities only, a degree of duplication will occur with the resources and
trade area. For instance, in Bunbury five people are attached to the previous Department
of Trade and Resources.
Mr Omodei: Are you saying that that should be scrapped?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am not saying that; but five people are doing that.
Mr Trenorden: You are saying we have duplication; you cannot have it both ways.
'sac'-
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MrT DL. SMITH: They are providing a Statewide service. If the member is having any
doubt about that, I will demonstrate it to him in private. Those people are working far
economic development in country Western Australia in general. They happen to be
based in Bunbury.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I will educate the member in private when I have mare of an
opportunity to do so. We also have the enterprise agencies. We have had the winding
back - and I predict the future closure - of the Small Business Development Corporation.
These enterprise agencies will be used to play the role that the small business
development Organisation did previously.

NIT Omodei: Is that not what they are doing now?
Mr D.L. SMITH: We have the enterprise agencies and the Department of Trade and
Commerce and those people will all be working on the development of trade and industry
in country areas. What is missing is a focus on the quality of life and that is where the
Deputy Premier, in my view, is getting it extremely wrong.
Mr Omodei: You had three full time people in your ministerial office running your
election campaign.
Mr D.L. SMITH: They were not running my election campaign. I do not resile from any
of the programs funded by the South West Development Authority. It was about
developing programs and a quality of life thai would attract people to the area. I predict
that if the Deputy Premier stays with only an economic development focus for the
regional development authorities and commissions, they will wither on the vine. The
people who will lose most from that are the people whom the country members are
supposed to represent. It seems to me that the National Party regional development
policy was written by a student who came to see me last year and the year before saying
that she was writing a thesis on how to do regional development. That thesis was almost
what the Deputy Premier is now adopting. He is using a student's thesis as the basis for
what he is proposing for regional development. I assure the National Party members
opposite that what the Deputy Premier is doing is wrong. It is destined to fail. The
sooner the Deputy Premier can be turnied around on this proposal, the better off we will
be as country residents.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [9.04 pm]: When we were in Government we used to be
proud to rise in the Budget debate and outline to the House, and go to our electorates to
talk about, the commitments the Government had made to various population groups -
women, seniors, Aboriginal people; commitments to capital works projects, funding and
programs to support community development. Sadly, in this Budget, despite the
rhetoric -

Mr Trenorden: Some members - like I - were never able to do that.
Dr WATSON: There is no commitment in this Budget to community development. I am
pleased to see a commitment in the electorate of Kenwick to projects that were started
under the Lawrence Labor Government. One of those is a $99 000 funding program to
upgrade the Cannington railway station. This was first committed as $100 000 under OUr
Budget last year. The commitment was retracted when this Government got into power.
As a result of my effective lobbying, my constituents have been able to see that the
Cannington railway station will be upgraded. It could have been done much earlier and I
am disappointed that it was treated as a political tool. There will not be any housing
upgrades this year in Queens Park. However, I am pleased to see that one-quarter of the
new houses that will be built in the State are committed to seniors. In the area of health
services, our commitment was to establish a psychiatric service in Bentley in lieu of the
Heathcote Hospital.

Mr Omodei: You may get some sewerage.
Dr WATSON: I am coming to that. A women's health care unit and Slm for the
Amaroo Retirement Village will at least make sure that the commitment to some
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programs will continue. As far as I can establish, nothing new is happening in my
electorate.
I am concerned that there is to be na upgrading of schools. Hanging over our collective
heads is a threat of the closure of four schools. Although the Minister has given me some
assurances, they relate only to the next two years. He will not, or cannot, give me an
unequivocal commitment that those schools will be able to stay open. The Minister for
Water Resources has just asked me about sewerage commitments. I would like to tell
him that the other day I met with Brian Howe, the Deputy Prime Minister and the
Minister for Local Government and Community Services. I followed up that meeting
with a letter. In my view the State simply cannot provide the funding that is needed for
the infrastructure programs for mains sewerage and reticulated sewerage.
Mr Omodei: I spent an hour with him and went through all those issues and have sent
him a comprehensive submission on the same issues.
Dr WATSON: He has made a commitment to have a serious look at this problem. Perth
is worse off than any other major metropolitan centre.
Mr Omodei: I have also lobbied Kim Beazicy and the Federal Treasurer.
Dr WATSON: I have also approached Kim Beazley. Not only the environmental and
public health implications need to be addressed but also the implications for the Canning
River are becoming more and more desperate because of the drainage into it from
Wilson, Queens Park, East Cannington and Cannington. Our shadow Minister for the
Environment has already raised concerns about the damage to the river ecology.
Mr Omodei: I noticed his comments and I think they are quite valid. We have a plan for
that.
Dr WATSON: The Minister should not forget that I have lobbied him to bring forward
the second stage of the Maida Vale main sewerage line. It seems a metaphorical drop in
the ocean to allocate $1.3m towards that second stage which needs $3.4m for the six
kilometre length, yet the time frame for completion is within 10 to 15 years. The damage
will have been done by then. We need a bipartisan way of going forward to the
Commonwealth and working out some means -

Mr Omodei: At the same time I remind you that it was your side of the House that made
loud noises about rates and charges.
Dr WATSON: I talked previously about the threats of closure over four schools in my
electorate. The electorate is ageing. The demography has changed even in the eight
years that I have been representing it. It is tre that we have empty classrooms. School
populations are declining. If we had sewerage, we would then be able to build on the
land that is vacant. We have a great deal of land in East Cannington and Cannington
that could be developed if we had sewerage. I think I am hearing the Minister say that
we can work together on this, and I would like to think that we could. We have both met
with Brian Howe. I have followed up that visit with a letter. Perhaps on the next
occasion we should jointly meet with him, and also with Kim Beazley, to impress on
each of them our needs in this regard.
I am talking about my own electorate but, of course, it goes beyond that into the
electorates of Helena, Belmont and Victoria Park. Although perhaps I have damned the
Government with some faint praise it is time to look at the commitments that have not
been made for women. A whole raft of pre-election commitments made by the then
Opposition spokesperson on women's interests have been sliced through in this Budget.
What other budget has lost one-third from last year's budget and one-seventh of its staff?
The budget of the Office of Women's Interests last year was $1.595m; for the coming
year it will be $1 .OS9m, with its FTEs reduced from 21 to 18. The only reason for that is
in the last six months there has been a gradual attenuation of its services and the
provision it has been making for developing policy right across Government. I am
terribly disappointed that the expectations that women have in Western Australia of the
services available to them through Government through the Women's Information
Service, the Office of Women's Interests and, indeed, the Women's Advisory Council
have now been dashed.
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I asked the Minister only last week what projects had been started or completed since
February. She advised that there were four projects. One was a poster for international
women's day - that was designed and ready to go when we left office. In May and
August a seminar was held, and an updated edition of the directory of women's interests
was printed. The former Government was implementing four projects a week. Since
February, under this Government. four measly projects have been produced by the Office
of Women's Interests. Although there is an FiT component of 17, only nine people
work in that office at the moment. That is no commitment to half the population of
Western Australia. That commitment is further attenuated when the Minister refuses to
answer questions about who is advising her on women's interests. The Opposition
knows that a man is advising her. She evaded questions by answering that she has a
range of public servants who advise her on these matters, but a ministerial adviser on
women's interests works between the Minister's office and community groups, and
discusses and listens to issues of concern to women such as violence, menopause, and
incest. Those women will not talk to a man about those issues. It is terribly important to
have somebody who gains the respect, confidence and trust of women in the community.
That is very disappointing. In fact, ir is so sad that we could say that the backlash has
arrived here in Western Australia.
A review which was conducted by the Minister when she took office was aimed at
establishing what functions she wanted the Office of Women's Interests to be involved in
and how it would be restructured. That is fair enough for a new Administration to
attempt to do. The fact is that nobody has ever seen that review, so we do not know what
the rationale for this Budget is. When I asked again only last week why the plans for
restructuring had not been implemented and why the position of director had not been
filled, I received the most amazing answer, which really is not correct English, but I want
it to be read into the Mansard. The Minister stated -

It was considered that the next 6-12 months should be viewed as a continuing
review period in effect, a post review examination of "the next stage" of re-
establishing OWl with a new direction. For this reason a decision was taken not
to make a permanent appointment to the position of Director.

It does not make sense, but neither does anything the Minister has done in relation to her
responsibilities as Minister for half the population of Western Australia. When we look
at what the Minister has identified as issues and trends in the Office of Women's
Interests one would presume these would be addressed as major planned achievements in
the forthcoming year, but there is no match between them. There is an acknowledgment
that with 52 per cent of women participating in the work force there is a need to ensure
their needs are considered in Government policy. That is laughable when we consider
the three industrial relations Bills that were introduced into this place and which are
currently being debated in the other House. We have a very punitive and backward
looking Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Amendment Bill that has been
second read and we have already seen the lifting of regulations in relation to manual
handling. All of these issues impact directly on women in the workplace. A number of
members in this place expressed our concerns about the impacts that the Workplace
Agreements Bill and the Minimum Conditions of Employment Bill would have on
women, particularly those who are casual workers - 32 per cent of women being in casual
work. This legislation is of course a national concern for women. People in every State
who are concerned about the advocacy function of trade unions, about occupational
health and safety, about the way in which women can participate in the work force have
all expressed tremendous concern about what this legislation will mean for women.
Other significant issues and trends that have been identified by the Minister are not
planned for in the Program Statements in either the Office of Women's Interests or in
fact, as far as I could ascertain, in any of the other programs. One of the issues and
trends identified is that with women being major caregivers in our society and at least
half or more being recipients of Government services, there is a need to ensure that
women's needs are considered in Government policies and programs in these areas.
I have looked at the sections on the Department for Community Development and the
Office of Women's Interests. No specific mention is made of or commitment given to
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the needs of women in those programs. The only special commitment that I have been
able to establish for women was $137 000 for closed circuit television and a unit for
disturbed women at Bandyup Prison. The Office of Women's Interests has a mandate to
work with all other Government agencies to ensure that women are considered in the way
in which they address their programs. Similarly, the Minister has a duty to take those
issues to Cabinet and to ensure that women are considered in legislation, in programs that
are implemented and in statements that are made. Women do not comprise half the
population: indeed, they comprise 51 per cent of the population, yet too often I see this as
a reversion to an assumption chat the world is made for men. The rules are made for men
because the Government is very much a Government of men and male attitudes. I am not
saying that to be insulting; I am saying that that is the fact and I do not see this Minister
having any commitment to feminism, to affirmative action or to in any way increasing
the status of women in a way that will be useful, and to ensuring that in the end gIs and
young women in four or eight years' time will not have to address the same issues as we
have been struggling with for past decades. I underline again that in this Budget for
women, the Office of Women's Interests sees a third of its budget and a seventh of its
staff go. In relation to the answers that have been given to questions on notice in this
place one must ask where the commitment is, and one must enumerate yet again another
catalogue of broken promises. The information service is redundant just now. Only two
outreach programs have been undertaken since February. No women's advisory council
has been established since 30 June this year, although apparently the Government has
made a commitment to have one formed by 30 September.
Before I turn to my next topic, I say to the one woman from the opposite side of the
House, the member for Swan Hills, that it is a great shame that the Liberal Party and
National Party women did not join with the Opposition in the formation of a bipartisan
pressure group to try to get more funds and more information to the community for
women with breast cancer. Members of the Labor Party and Elizabeth Constable, the
member for Floreat, met a professor at the Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre the other
day. He explained the kind of prognostic research being carried out at the cent. It is
very important to women. [ have had a tremendous professional and political interest in
womens' cancer and, in particular, breast cancer. My electorate office is next door to the
mammography unit in Cannington. I have listened to many women who have gone to the
clinic and have called in to see me afterwards. I know how important this issue is to
women. Even if it does not touch us directly as victims of breast cancer, it certainly
affects us because we know how many women fall victim to breast cancer. In Western
Australia each year 700 women are diagnosed with cancer and 210 die from it. That is
more than the number of people killed in motor vehicle accidents. Owing to the way in
which we were able to work together on the Bosnian issue and on the Amnesty issue it
would be appropriate for the Liberal women to reconsider their position because the
women in the community want us to be bipartisan on the kinds of issues that I have
touched on.
The next issue I will raise will find both favour and disfavour on each side of the House.
I refer to the need to improve conditions at Parliament House. I turn back in history
when in 1897 this site was selected by a parliamentary committee. The committee's first
preference was for the site in St George's Terrace where Council House now sits.
However, the Parliament as a whole determined that Parliament House would be built
here. In July 1902 the foundation stone was laid. Two years later in July 1904 the
parliamentary session was opened. It was exactly two years from the time the foundation
stone was laid until the first session. From that very first day it was always obvious that
there was a lack of space, resources and facilities. In 1964 the additions overlooking the
Barracks Arch, on the east side of Parliament House, were completed and in 1978 further
additions were completed.
For two years I sat on the Joint House Committee which looked at plans for renovating,
for additions and for building a new building. We wanted to make the best use of the
precinct. We considered a range of costs. It would be horrendously expensive to add on
to this place in a way that would be consistent with the heritage facade. All the time it
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seems we will be continuing the compromises that have always been made in relation to
this building and the space Lhat we do not have here. Frankly. I am convinced that the
House will never be expanded. I am not concerned so much for us as members, but more
for the people who work permanently here - the H-ansard staff, the library staff, the cooks,
dhe gardeners, the people who work in the dining room and the Clerks. The building is
the most non-functional, archaic, make-do set of working conditions that one could ever
expect to see.
Mr Trenorden: Why didn't you do something about that in the past few years?
Dr WATSON: This is a matter for the Joint House Committee.
Mr Trenorden: Brian Burke dropped it like a hot coal.
Dr WATSON: I am alarmed to see that another 12 full time equivalents are to be
appointed to Parliament in the coming year-, three to the Legislative Council, one to the
Legislative Assembly - I do not know why - three to parliamentary support services and
five to parliamentary reporting. That will be an extra 12 FTEs added to the 128 people
who already work here full time. That 128 does not include those who work in the
Leader of the Opposition's office nor the scores of people who come up here as
ministerial staff. Where are 12 more people going to fit?
Members have only to walk through the section of the building occupied by the H-ansard
staff to see that they are working in substandard conditions. The guidelines for Western
Australian Government accommodation published by the Building Management
Authority established that closed offices designed to accommodate one officer should be
I1I square metres and that die minimum work space area per officer in open areas should
be six square metres. Members will be aware that the conditions in which the Hansard
staff work are disgraceful. Those men and women are working in areas of approximately
two square metes which are better suited to battery chickens. The conditions in which
they work create a stressful environment.
Mr Bloffwitch: Why wasn't something done when you were in Government?
Dr WATSON: The member should wait to hear the solution I have.
Members in this House make the laws applying to occupational health and safety and
working environments and we should be tremendously concerned about the conditions in
which the Hansard staff work. Some of them work in what one could describe as cubby
holes or chicken coops which are about two square metres in area, not the 11 square
metres recommended for Government office accommodation. The size of the open areas
occupied by officers in this building do not meet the standards of six square metres per
person.
Before I became a member I was working with the then Minister for Industrial Relations,
Hon Des Dans, and an occupational health and survey study was done of the area
occupied by Hansard. The survey may have included other areas, but it showed that
several Hansard typists had developed repetitive strain injuries. At Hon Des Dans'
request I considered the study's report and I was shocked. I am even more shocked now
because the conditions have barely changed. That is one aspect of the working
conditions in Parliament House, but other problems compound it. For example, there is
the lack of air, let alone fresh air in some parts of the building. Very few offices and
open space areas are air-conditioned. Members will be aware that in the office of public
education there is no fresh air at all. The two officers work in an area which is
approximately nine square metres, but they do a fantastic job. They are unable to turn on
the exhaust fan in that area because of the noise that emanates from it. A glorified
curtain has been erected to separate their office from the foyer.
I do not know how the staff at Parliament House produce the standard of work they do
professionally and willingly. They are tremendously well adapted. On behalf of all
members I once again thank those people for the standard of work which they produce
and for the cheerful willingness with which they provide it. Despite the lack of air or
fresh air in Parliament House, consideration must be given to the existing power supply.
I know that $250 000 has been allocated in the capital works budget to upgrade the power
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supply. However, before that money is spent, we should consider some alternatives. The
library is subject to noise and members should give consideration to the conditions in
which the library staff work. They have absolutely no privacy and I understand that even
though the library is air-conditioned the conditions in the place in which documents are
stored does not contribute to their preservation. Some very old papers and copies of
Hansard need to be properly protected in appropriate air-conditioned areas with perhaps
the use of appropriate fungicide.
The fittings in offices are appalling and members and staff are always putting up with
makeshift facilities. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition reminded me that members of
Parliament cannot work properly in this building. Members cannot prepare notes in this
House in a comfortable position. The seats we occupy are old and well worn and they
are cold in winter and sticky in summer. This really is a hot House. Members'
conditions are one thing, but those of the staff are another.
Mr Blaikie: The conditions in Parliament House are appalling and I compliment you on
the comments you are making.
Dr WATSON: It is very difficult for Ministers who have to conduct meetings in the
corridors. Often they have very sensitive issues to discuss.
Several members interjected.
Dr WATSON: At the commencement of my speech I said there would be members on
both sides of the House who would either support or disagree with what I am saying.
Mr Blaikie: The comments you are making are valid.
Dr WATSON: Wait until members hear my solution.
Mit Blaikie: I was on the committee which investigated this matter last year and I believe
it should continue its work. The advice given by Reg Withers on this matter was that if
we wanted to get anywhere with Parliament House we should make sure that the
members on the committee had safe seats because they became statesmanlike when it
came to spending money on Parliament House. Members from marginal seats were not
like that.
Dr WATSON: Despite the conditions in this place we are surrounded by glorious
craftsmanship and members should look at the woodwork and the leadlight windows that
have been installed in this House. However, when the Public Gallery is full it is very
difficult for people to see what is happening. Another problem is that the seats in the
gallery make a great deal of noise. In addition, the Press Gallery is very uncomfortable
for the people working there. Their conditions are absolutely appalling.
At a basic level, there are insufficient lavatories and showers in this building.
Mr Blaikie: It was brought to my attention last week that there are no toilets in
Parliament House to cater for people with disabilities.
Dr WATSON: People with disabilities cannot get into the lavatories in this place, nor
into the Public Gallery. This building is not functional. The people who work here are
amazingly adaptable and they serve members in such a way that members should be
grateful and they should always acknowledge that. What should we do about it?
Mr Pendal: We should extend Parliament House and do what your Government did not
have the courage to do.
Dr WATSON: I will say what I think we should do and the member can then say what
he thinks we should do. I have heard that there is office space in the central business
district that the owners are thinking of mothballing. Indeed, last week it was reported
that only 47 per cent of the floor space in Central Park had been leased. That building
has been designed so that some floors are 900 square metres and others extend up to 1800
square metres. However, there are 28 empty floors in Central Park. The QV.2 building
also has empty floors. We need to adopt a creative approach to this problem. We will
never be able to extend Parliament House in such a way that we conserve its heritage
value. We will never be able to modemnise it in such a way that it will be functional to
take us not to next year, not to the year 2000, but at least to the year 2020.
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I believe that, with some lateral thinking, we could see the Parliament situated on 10
floors of one of the new central business district buildings. One floor could be for the
Legislative Assembly and its select committees. Another floor could be for the
Legislative Council and its select committees. We could have a floor for Hansard and
printing purposes, a floor for the Press, a floor for the party rooms - perhaps we would
need to have separate floors - a floor for the library and education service, a floor for the
dining rooms, and a floor for staff. We could find creative solution to the lack of space in
this building and provide a functional working area not only for members of Parliament
but also for those people who provide the services that keep this place going. The only
thing that we could not fit there would be a space where people could demonstrate. It is
very important that people can demonstrate outside the Parliament. There could even be
apartments in the same building which could be rented by country members.
People might then ask: What will we do with this building? How do we ensure that
Parliament House will be well utilised? There is, of course, the museum aspect of
Parliament House, and that could be very important. Parliament House could be returned
to its former glory. There could be a ballroom on the second floor. It could become a
Government function centre with an education component. It could be a place where
archives were stored properly. There could be some appropriate means of opening up
this place for the public, in the same way that we could open up a new Parliament House
in a modemn, functional building.
As I said earlier, in 1904 it was recognised that this building did not provide enough
space. It has never been a functional Workplace, and the situation will only get worse,
unless we as a Parliament bite the bullet. At first glance at this year's Budget, it looks as
though the Parliament has been allocated an additiona] 12 FTEs. The way the figures are
presented leads one to this incorrect conclusion. However, if it were correct, heaven
knows where Five additional people would fit into the Hansard area, and where we could
accommodate another seven people. How will the library be able to continue to provide
the fantastic service which it provides? How much further away from Parliament House
will we have to go for our select committee meetings or to fulfil our other functions as
members of Parliament?
MT Pendal: They are good points, but there are solutions in this place. We do not have
to move away.
Dr WATSON: Since 1904, people have been looking at those solutions. For some
reason, no Government -

Mr Pendal:. We gave bipartisan support to Mr Dans when he brought in his plan, and five
minutes later Mr Burke pulled a smart trick and left us looking like the ones who were
proposing it, and that destroyed the bipartisanship that was given by the Opposition at
that time.
Dr WATSON: If that did happen, that was 10 years ago. Let us look at the situation
now. We must find solutions to take us into the next century. This building will not last
us until then. I believe it is appropriate to look for 10 floors of a new building in the
central business district that will provide a Parliament with appropriate working
conditions for Hansard, typists, librarians, catering staff and all who work in this place.
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [9.47 pm]: I will talk about three matters tonight: Sport,
housing, and some local education issues in my electorate. I refer first to sport. I predict
that the 1990s will be a decade where our view of sport will change. That change will
obviously be driven by the fact that in the year 2000 we will again have the Olympics in
Austrialia, in Sydney. However, at the moment in Western Australia 500 000 people are
registered participants in sport, and many people would not be registered participants.
Therefore, the participation rate in sport in our community is very high. That brings with
it some problems. It brings with it a need to balance the community demand for the
development of elite sports - which will increase with the Olympics - against the demand
for the provision of adequate resources and facilities to allow the current and new
participants to engage and indulge in sport.
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At the moment, the Government's policy document seems to support all of these
sentiments. The Government has made many laudable statements about participation,
facilities, and elite sports development. However, the problem is that at the same time
that we have this document, we have actions such as the signal from the Government
today that Healthway funding will be cut and, in the future, may fall away. A portion of
the revenue will be siphoned off directly to the consolidated fund rather than into
Healthway where it was designed to go. In addition, in Western Austalia we have had
decreasing lottery returns. That is bad news for sporting bodies, particularly for
voluntary community sporting bodies, because in the past few years they have relied
heavily on both the sports lottery fund and Healthway. I fear that the inevitable cuts in
those areas mean that opportunities and facilities will fall away.
The current Government promised increased participation and development but again in
this Budget that cannot be delivered because even though the spants budget is very
clever, indicating a $9m or 50 per cent increase in funding, on closer examination it is
really a cosmetic feature and an accounting exercise. If we add together funding for sport
in the two Divisions and cut off capital works - which occurs over both years - and cut
off the sports lottery fund, which has fallen this year, and cut out the Commonwealth
input, which has increased this year, we can see the State contribution has fallen from
$7.3m last year under a Labor Government to $6.7m this year under the Liberal-National
Party Government. This is the Government that promoted such laudable sentiments.
Compounding the 7.1 per cent cut is the fact chat inflation should be taken into account.
If that were done, and we wanted to keep up the dollar for dollar match, the budget
should have been increased by 10 per cent. Taking into account population growth, it
should have been increased by 12 per cent. It is a dramatic cut and it is compounded in
two ways: Gambling money is down, and the money for the sports lottery fund will be
down as a result from $5.8m last year to $4.9m this year.
One could ask about the community sporting and recreational facilities fund. That has
been increased, but again it is illusory because we are in the second of three years. We
are in the middle of the triennium, when $15m was promised over three years and that
breaks down to $5m a year. If we put in the $5m due this year, and the almost $2m
underspent last year, we arrive at a magic figure of $7m promised this year. When the
sports budget is placed under that son of scrutiny it falls in a different light. Ft reflects
broken promises.
The Budget also indicates the need for annual reports to be available earlier in the year so
that we can use them to examine the meaning of the Budget. Annual reports which are
IS months out of date are not a great help. It also highlights the need for the Estimates
Committees, and I look forward to them. We will try to sort out some of the enigmas and
questions in the area of sport.
I turn now to recreation camps and reserves. Many members have attended school camps
at some of these sites, as have their children. During Estimates Committees last year
members in this House and in the other place spoke fondly of the camps and supported
the retention of those services in the community. It is important to recognise that the
camps play a very important social justice role. Last week we heard the member for
Wanneroo talk about social justice.
Mr Trenorden: You should be ashamed! Your Government made a commitment for
three years, and now we are in Government we cannot make any paltry decision because
your Government did not look ahead.
Dr EDWARDS: The member's Government pretends it is putting $9m extra into sport
but in fact it has put in $500 000 less.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Dr EDWARDS: It is important to consider the social justice role that the camps play. I
assume that the Government is sympathetic to them, given that it has set up the social
justice task force, which is an excellent initiative.
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Mr Trenorden: The funds were committed three years ahead; it is a disgrace.
Dr EDWARDS: That is an inappropriate interjection, given that the Government is now
providing $7m, whereas last year we allocated only $5m. If the member wishes to make
such accusations he should keep track of the facts.
Returning to the social justice role of the camps, the people who are least well off and
least able to pay for the services are often those most in need of them. The number of
people who utilise the camps reflect that situation. I refer to the young, the unemployed,
the families that include the unemployed, the families with sickness, and the minority
groups who always have the lowest level of health and wellbeing - the least likely to
engage in exercise and recreation are the least likely to practise preventive health
mcaswres and healthy behaviour. In that context, the opportunity provided by the State
for people to participate in camp activities is invaluable and hard to measure in dollar
terms. It is nevertheless there. Unfortunately, this Budget cuts both the number of
people who staff the camps and the funds for them. Ominously, in response to a question
I asked recently, I was informed that a committee is looking at the future of the camps.
Within the context of the McCarrey report it may urge the Government to privatise or sell
the camps. Both actions would put the camps out of reach of ordinary Western
Australians who have benefited so much from them in the past.
I wish to identify the role that sport plays and to clarify some other items in the Budget. I
want to talk about a pilot project in my electorate which involves young people in sport.
The reason that I value the pilot project is because of the high teenage suicide rate in this
country. As late as last week, the United Nations Children's Fund released a report
which shows that Australia now has the highest teenage suicide rate in the world,
followed by Norway and Canada. Incredibly, our rate of teenage suicide is four or five
times higher than Italy or Spain. The report by the United Nations, which has looked at
the issue in depth, attributes our high suicide rate to a number of factors. It refers to the
high aspirations of young people, which is seen as driven by the media, a lack of
confidence in the future, and family disruption. The program in my electorate seeks to
identify children who have low self-esteem, and to teach them various skills and practices
that raise self-esteem, using basketball as a medium. It is a useful project in that it
demonstrates the true value of sport that is often not recognised.; that is, its role in raising
self-esteem. The project is funded by I-ealthway. It represents to me the value of
Healthway because it has the courage to initiate a new idea but it has been evaluated
carefully. It is working well.
Mr Trenorden: Healthway funds projects only in the metropolitan area. It is almost
impossible to get things done in country areas.
Mrs Hallahan: That is not true in the sporting area.
Mr Trenorden: We have not received anything from Healchway in my electorate.
Dr EDWARDS: The member should encourage organisations to put in proper
submissions. I have met sporting groups and they tell me about programs in regional
areas, such as baseball, netball, softball and other sports.
I turn now to other items in the sports budget under Division 53, the Western Australian
Sports Centre Trust, which is charged with looking after the Supeidrome. It is perhaps
bad political judgment, given that we have just got the Olympics in Sydney for the year
2000, that this trust is about to be hit with a decrease of nearly a third of its staff and a
decrease in monetary input. This is in the face of increased community expectations and
demand on the centre. One need only try to swim there at certain times of the day to see
that. There is also an increased demand by people to see international sport in our State.
The venue is internationally recognised as superior. It came of age with the world
swimming championships in 1991 and was highlighted again with the Masters Games,
but even in the last two months there has been the international netball series with the
Jamaican women, which started in Perth at the Supertirome, and international volleyball.
This is a centre used by people from all over the world and it is in great demand.
Importantly, it is the home of the Western Australian institute of Sport, and much
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attention will be paid to that now, because that is where many Of OUr young Olympic
hopefuls reside and the centre from which they will be rained and excel. I desperately
hope that the Government's election promise of maintaining funding in this area will be
fulfilled. When in Government we gave away $1.2m in the year before last and then
$1.5m last year, and this area could do with at least the same again. I have some teams
that the fall in dollars going into the sports lottery fund may well affect this outcome.
Other issues in this division include coaching, which is becoming increasingly important.
People need competent coaches to be able to play their games well. Are the results at the
national championships a reflection of the fact that the State netball coach is a volunteer?
It is a pity that some sports which are not as high profile as Olympic recognised sports
cannot get paid coaches. This ties in with trying to get women participants in sport
Netball has the greatest number of women participating but cannot always get the money
it deserves.
The Superdrome must continue to marker itself and increase its revenue. With all the
statements made in the Budget, it is disappointing that the number of marketing people is
cut and the projected revenue is also down. There is a window of opportunity there
which could be exploited. The facilities at the Superdrome must be maintained, and there
have been allocations for this in the last two Budgets. Unfortunately, this year that item
has been combined with two others, venue management and promotion and marketing. It
is hard to tease out whether there is money for maintenance. I certainly hope there is.
Turning to Division 52 and the issue of sports participation, I will comment on some of
the excellent initiatives that have occurred in recent years, some of which have involved
seniors. We have a seniors' recreation council, a have-a-go day for seniors and, in my
electorate, we have interactive games for people from nursing homes from all over the
metropolitan area. They come together to compete in teams with people with similar
disabilities, and to see the look on their faces as they participate is very heartening. The
women's sport foundation has been formed in the last few years, and a valuable exercise
it has done is to get migrant women to participate in recrtation. This is a group which
has traditionally missed out. However, in spite of all this, the rhetoric and fancy words,
the bottom line is the Ministry of Sport and Recreation is suffering a Budget cut which,
in my estimate, is around five per cent.
Unfortunately, with Budgets one is often in the position of comparing apples and oranges
rather than comparing like with like. This year this is compounded by the transfer of the
sports lottery fund into the main body of the Budget. Having looked carefully at the
Budget, I am not confident that moves to increase participation will flow through, but I
am hoping that, at least, the WA Sports Federation continues to get the funding it has
been receiving, because [ acknowledge the valuable job done by it.

For me some alarm bells are ringing because of answers to questions put in the upper
House last week. The Minister for Sport and Recreation was asked for a breakdown of
funding in Division 52. From that it is apparent that money to the WA Football
Commission will fall, and money to the Surf Lifesaving Association will fall
dramatically. These are valuable sporting organisations that should be supported rather
than have their funds cut. Although it has been dressed up to look like a huge increase,
the bottom line is that there is significantly less input by the State than previously. This
is a great shame.
The housing Budget is probably set by the statement in Budget Paper 5, where it is
acknowledged quite boldly there has been a $70m cut in the Homeswest building
program. First of all, this is serious for those 17 000 people on the waiting list for public
houses.
Mr Lewis:- You people put them there.
Dr EDWARDS: At least we had a really good construction budget that the Minister has
eaten away. If we look at the people on the waiting list, we see they represent half the
housing stock, and if we compare our stock with other States we have a lowish level.
South AustalAia, with a smaller population than ours, has 60 000 in its housing stock
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compared to our 35 000. It is a pity that the number of houses to be constructed in this
area this year is falling.
Mr Lewis: How many are going to be constructed?
Dr EDWARDS: According to the Minister the figures vary, but it is certainly less than
the number of starts for the last financial year.
Mr Lewis: It is 2 300 units, which is as good as you have ever done. Last year you
cranked it up because you had an election coming up.
Dr EDWARDS: That is not what the commentators say.
Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Dr EDWARDS: It is important to remember the people on the waiting list are
disadvantaged and in significant poverty. If one looks at the people in public housing
one sees there has also been a shift, with currently 81 per cent of tenants receiving
subsidised rent. Therefore, the fail in construction is a problem.
The second important point about the $70m cut from the building program concerns the
role that public housing plays in the economic sector. One can speculate on the role
played by the 2 327 starts in the last financial year. In his report McCarrey points to
Homeswest's significant role in the past three years, saying it has been of assistance to
housing and possibly the recovery in Western Australia. Importantly, he works out that
the value of this has been approximately $250ni as a minimum in contracts given to the
private sector. That is obviously very important money. Housing organisations I have
met have certainly expressed their appreciation of this and of Homeswest's strong
performance. The Treasurer's Budget papers refer to investment in dwellings that has
occurred in this State. The economy may not be exactly what has been predicted; for
instance, the latest R & I Bank comment on the Western Australian economy, in terms of
residential approvals, points out that the rate of growth actually appears to be
decelerating. It believes expenditure on residential commencements is set to fall and is
concerned about that. At the end of last year and at the end of the last financial year high
growth occurred, but the R & I Bank predicts that will fall. This is echoed also by the
1-ousing Industry Association in its media comment after the Budget was released. The
chief executive officer pointed out that the industry is forecasting a downturn of between
seven and eight per cent across the board in the next year. The association has welcomed
the fact that Homeswest continues to be involved in this area. I would like to see its
involvement continue the way it did previously.
Recently released Housing Industry Association figures indicate it is clear that people
who are new to this State are now less significant purchasers of homes than they used to
be. In 1990 approximately seven per cent of those people purchased homes. For most of
this year that figure has been as low as one per cent. More must be done to encourage
young people, who will be first home buyers, to settle and purchase homes in this State.
Figures for purchases by first home buyers indicate some problems are arising. For
instance, figures recorded by the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia show that 16
per cent of purchases are by first home buyers. However, in the past few months that
figure has decreased while purchases by investors have increased by six per cent on the
rate of a year ago to 36 per cent of the total. Although interest rates are at their lowest,
first home buyers are not flocking to buy homnes despite affordability. When they are
buying, they seek a greater loan and perhaps do not have the equity in their home they
might have otherwise. The situation is quite complex, but the Government must be
involved.
Mr Lewis: The loans are more affordable.
Dr EDWARDS: They are, but it can also be argued that as the cost of a loan is less these
days they should seek to have more equity in their homes sooner because of the
affordability.
Mr Lewis interjected:
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Dr EDWARDS: The bottom line is that not as many of those first home buyers are
purchasing homes as have done in the past. We must all work towards encouraging more
of those home buyers. The situation is well recogni sed; The West A ustralian wrote about
it at the weekend.
I refer now to Aboriginal housing, an issue in the Budget which 1 find disappointing in
view of comments made in this House in recent months, such as supporting the need for
better conditions and facilities for Aboriginal people in this State. This year, $ 16.6m will
be spent in the area compared with $19.7m last year.
Mr Lewis interjected.
Dr EDWARDS: I anm quoting the Minister's figures. We should take account of a recent
report launched in this State by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. He points out the
situation faced by Aboriginal people in acquiring their housing. About three-quarters of
the number of Aboriginal people in this State live in rented accommodation compared
with approximately one-quarter of the total population. Their numbers are over-
represented in rental accommodation and it is an indication that, as a group, it is making a
strong demand on public housing. Of the total population who rent, more than three-
quarters rent from private landlords. Even more disturbingly, an item called "Improvised
Homes" indicates that a large proportion of Aboriginal dwellings are improvised,
meaning they are lean-tos or sheds. The situation is compounded by the very high
unemployment rate among Aboriginal people which is three times the overall rate in the
country. Their very low income is another factor to be considered. Housing is such a
fundamental requirement that if easier access to housing were guaranteed, perhaps
improvements would show in some of the other figures. This area will need a great deal
of attention and treatment.
Mr Lewis: On a per capita basis they don't do too badly.
Dr EDWARDS: On a per capita basis they are likely to die 20 years before the Minister;
their children are three times more likely to die than the general population; and they are
prone to many other factors. I do not believe the Minister is making a fair comparison.
I refer now to cuts in expenditure to upgrade housing, where again disappointingly, but
surprisingly, reductions have been made on the previous year. In his report McCarrey
points out that 22 per cent of Homeswesr rental stock is more than 30 years of age and 50
per cent is over 21 years of age. He said that a significant liability may be accruing as a
result of a move away from the cyclical maintenance program. He said that the move
may also adversely affect the annual maintenance costs. I have been reassured by an
answer to one of my questions on notice that this program is being restored. I hope that
is the case because it is certainly needed. The quality of construction is another issue,
particularly the move away from the design of public housing by architects - a
detrimental move. It is amusing to see that in the Western Australian Treasury
Corporation report is a photograph of an architect-designed Homeswest development
which is an indication of the State's progress. Ironically, however, architects have been
banned from participating in the development of public housing.
Mr Lewis: That is not true.
Dr EDWARDS: The previous Minister for Housing certainly implemented that decision.
However, if the Minister has reversed that I would be very happy to hear about it. I heard
today of a situation in Palmyra where an excellent architect-planned development had its
clock turned back to the design of public housing we now all complain about. The
quality of construction and design of pubic housing must be addressed.
Mr Lewis: I wish someone would tell me about it.
Dr EDWARDS: I will have a long chat with the Minister.
I refer now to schools in my electorate and the problems perceived by the people
involved as a result of threats of their schools closing. Two schools in my electorate
which are fearful of this action are the Ashfield Primary School and the East Maylands
Primary School. Ashfield has the highest unemployment rate and second generation
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unemployment with many socially disadvantaged people. The school has been a priority
special program school for a number of years. Fortunately, this year the school was able
to implement a full time program for five year olds which is extremely successful and has
quite a long waiting list. It also has a special education support unit of 10 children at the
sire. In addition, every day of the week two satellite classes are run from a school for
profoundly intellectually handicapped children who have classes there and who integrate
with the other children during playtime. During approximately the past two years parents
have become much more involved in this school which has resulted in better feelings and
a better atmosphere. From walking around the suburb I notice that Homeswest has
played a major role in the redevelopment of the area. As the fibre and asbestos homes
are replaced by more substantial buildings people are taking a greater pride in their area
and in their school. This is reflected in the low truancy rate, which was previously very
high. It would be a tragedy for the community and for the children if the school were to
close, If the Homeswest development continues I predict that the number of school
children will increase as a result of families moving back into the area. A similar pattern
has occurred in a school in east Maylands although there are some differences. In
socioeconomic status, east Maylands has just become a PSP school due, I think, to a
change in boundaries which incorporated Kathleen Avenue. Unfortunately, Kathleen
Avenue is notorious for some of the things that go on there. Many of the children have
significant problems.
A lot of money has been spent on the east Maylands school in the last two and a half
years. Money has been poured in to do up the school. It is an old school built on an old
design that was desperately in need of refurbishment. As a result of much lobbying, a
new toilet block has been installed - that is something that I think all members lobby
about - the asbestos roof has been encapsulated, classroom roofs that were falling in have
been propped up, and the school has been painted and refurbished. This improvement
has meant that parents are now more keen to be involved in the school and, generally,
students are much happier. Therefore, it would be a tragedy for both of these
communities if these schools were closed. More than that, there would be practical
problems because it is extremely difficult to work out where the children would go. I
hope the Government is sensible about this issue and considers these factors very
carefully. Closing the schools without adequate consultation and without adequate
thought will be a disaster. In summary, there is a lot of hot air in the Budget.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [10.22 pm]: I am very sad to be addressing this House
on this very disappointing and terribly inept Budget. It has no vision whatsoever for
Western Australians and it is becoming more and more clear to the community that the
Government has no capacity to deliver. In my view, this is a Government of dinosaurs.
There will be chaos and destruction in the education and training portfolio akin to the
outcome of the Jurassic Park movie. Not all members will have had the opportunity to
see Jurassic Park. However, that is where we are heading with the education and
training portfolio in the hands of the dinosaurs opposite who are wreaking terrible havoc
on our education and training system.
Dr Lawrence: Education illiterates.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Yes, an l illiterate in Government also. This is a worrying time for
Western Australians. The lpfeline in Jurassic Park was a helicopter and in this case I
guess it is Commonwealth funding because there has been such a reduction in funding
under this Government, however, it has been presented as an increase.
Dr Lawrence: Totally dishonest.
Mrs HALLAH-AN: I have never seen such dishonesty from a Government but I have
never seen a coalition Government at such close quarters before. Members opposite have
a real problem with not being able to listen to anything that is a teensy bit critical of their
pathetic efforts. A terrible thing is befalling the education and training portfolio as it is
many other areas of public endeavour.
Mr Nndal: Tell us about the former Minister for Education.

4826 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 28 September 1993J182

Dr Tumnbull: It needs to place emphasis on the right things, not five-year-old education.
Mrs fIALLAHAN: A six year old told a very good joke to one of our members, the
member for Nollamnara, when he visited her school. She asked him whether he wanted to
hear a good joke and he said he would. She said "Norman Moore is the Minister for
Education." What a perceptive child she was! She stopped a good Labor member of
Parliament who is interested in education and told him that joke.
Mr Lewis: What point are you making?
Mrs HALLAHAN: Who is interjecting so rudely? Oh, it is Mr Lewis, the member for
Applecross.
Mr Lewis: What point are you making?
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Minister should keep up with the interjeczions. I know that is a
bit difficult for him. I had an interjection about the quality of leadership in education and
that brought to mind the joke cold by that six year old child.
There has been a 0.45 per cent increase in the Education budget when it is considered in
all its ugly entirety, bare of all the Treasurer's rhetoric. That does not take into account
the growth that has occurred in the sector. Therefore, the Education budget is well
behind that which is required. That is serious because we all know that Western
Australia's education enrolment is growing. Queensland has had a slightly increasing
enrolment. However, Western Australia's is increasing rapidly and will continue to do so
until the end of the decade. That is why it is important that this Government not indulge
in misleading rhetoric about its real efforts for education. The amount to be expended
has fallen and now the Government will have to make an enormous effort in the Budgets
to the turn of the century to cope with the increasing enrolments.
Mr Pendal: Tell us what you did about school maintenance?
Mrs HALLAHAN: We improved it.
Mr Pendal: The Leader of the Opposition started it and the member for Armadale
finished it.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Let me tell the member about school maintenance. A very active
program in the last two years of the Labor Government redressed many of the problems
in schools. Members opposite did not like hearing that. However, it was an effective
program. I think Hon Norman Moore, the Minister for Education, must be having
terrible trouble with his Cabinet colleagues because he said that $400m was needed to put
Western Australian schools right. Everybody knows that older schools must be
maintained and upgraded. However, everybody also knows that our new schools are
beyond compare with the other States and the quality of our education programs and
buildings is comparable with any of the other States. By any measure, it is a very good
system of education and we do not need the Court Government to run it into the ground
and wreck it as happened with dinosaurs in Jurassic Park. We could not believe what we
were hearing. The severest critics of the Lawrence Labor Government could not believe
the estimate of $400m by Hon Norman Moore. When he was asked by the media about
the $400m needed for maintenance, after the Budget had been released he said that $40m
was needed but that he had been able to get only $25m from the Budget. He admitted
that a lot more was needed and, although he did not say it, I guess he was pleading for
forgiveness by the community because he had negotiated the Education budget very
Poorly. Even though he is a numbers man for the Premier and Treasurer and watches his
back all the time, when it comes to the real negotiations on behalf of Western Australian
students and their schools, he could not deliver the goods because the Court Government
does not have a commitment to Western Australian education, its students, the parents,
the teachers, support staff or even the fabric of schools. There has been no commitment
by the Court Government in its first Budget to support education to the extent it should
be supported. The same claims were made about health. He will he seen forever as
being not able to deliver and as someone whose word cannot be relied on. The
Australian Financial Review, I think, reported the Treasurer as saying that education
always should be given a high priority. After reading chat, I thought that the Education
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budget would be a very good one. That was not the case. The allocation for outlays is
down by $120 for each student, and the allocation for maintenance is dawn compared
with last year's program by the Lawrence Labor Government. The allocation for new
capital works is 60 per cent less than last year. Every measure in this Education budget
represents a decrease on last year's allocation.
An extraordinary claim was made that spending would be increased on technical and
further education. I thought that was very pleasing but I could not imagine where the
sudden commitment to training and the TAFE budget came from. On further
investigation, all that can be found is that the increased funding will come from the
Commonwealth Keating Labor Government and an increase in fees paid by students.
Apparently $1 im will be taken from students in TAFE fees to make up the shortfall in
the Budget, because there is no allocation to account for the increased revenue for the
department of $1 in. As far as I am aware, the major portion of that increase will come
from fees. We have yet to hear the announcement from the Government that it intends to
hit students for another $11 Im, in addition to the administrative fees they already pay for
courses.
Mr Bradshaw: Who introduced university fees?
Mrs HALLAHAN: Is the member trying to justify this increase in fees?
Mr Bradshaw: No.
Mrs HALLAHAN: He is not justifying it but he is not walking away from the
proposition. Can he say that the Government will not increase TAFE fees to make up
this $11 im? I would like to hear him say that.
I refer to a couple of items which I thought were very revealing about this Government. I
quote from page 7 of the 1993-94 "Capital Works Program" booklet, as follows -

The key feature of the new arrangements is the establishment of a framework that
will enhance credibility and transparency of the Loan Council operations.

It then gives some underlying premises to that. One would think that the Government
would lay out more clearly than has been the case in the past, details of that income and
expenditure, the loans and the capital works component. But we have seen some very
strange things happen. Certainly mention is made, but it has never been included in that
area previously, of the $21.9m for the low interest loan scheme for the non-government
sector. It has been a very significant scheme which has made an enormous difference to
the non-government sector, particularly community based and parish schools, by giving
them access to loans at low interest rates, particularly important when interest rates were
very high. Even that allocation from the Government of $21.9m is a decrease from last
year's figure of $24.2m. The Government does not seem to feel obliged to explain the
reason for that decrease. That figure this year is included in the education capital works
budget.
Last year the Commonwealth Labor Government allocated $5.27m for the refurbishment
of older schools on the basis that the work could be carried out relatively quickly. That
money came directly from the Federal Government and was directed through the State
department for work on those schools. For some reason when this Government took
office it held on to the money and did not proceed with the work quickly enough. As a
result that refurbishment work will cost more. Also, it has claimed those capital works as
its capital works in this year's Budget. That is the most extraordinary misrepresentation
of the facts.
Another interesting case involves the principal at the Narrogin Agricultural College. The
member for Avon seems to think he can repay his mates all over the State, and this seems
to be another example. The principal referred to apparently has been inordinately
friendly and helpful to the Liberal Party. This matter rebounds very much on the Liberal
Party, and not on the National Party. Was the residence of this principal built under the
GERA budget? No, it is provided for in the capital works budget of the Ministry of
Education at a cost of $170 000. That is a most appalling paying back for favours, I am
told by people in the region. Irregularities have occurred in other areas but for tonight
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that will probably give members an idea of how the Treasurer ensures that Ministers are
accountable to the people and the Parliament and "that will enhance credibility and
transparency". That statement is made in the document, but the Budget does not adhere
to it.
In addition, following a fire at the Toodyay High School $3.5m will be spent under the
capital works program to replace the damaged building. In the past repairs and
replacement following fires were not dealt with in this way. I refer, for example, to fires
that occurred at the Clifton Hills Primary School and the gymnasium of the Gosnells
Senior High School that were very destructive. The ministry has a self-insurance policy,
and its expenditures and outlays for replacement have never appeared previously in the
capital works program. However, this y'ear the cost of replacing the Toodyay school is in
this program. This sleight of hand is apparent in the Education budget and the capital
works loan area. The Government when in Opposition last year said that maintenance of
school buildings was important, but it was not important enough to be included in the
loan area. There was great criticism of that last year. In fact, a portion of that
maintenance money came into that category, but the Government has done nothing
substantial about any of these matters. It has tried to move funds from other areas to
build up a very poor allocation to education. It does not need me to remind members of
other very devastating events in the Education portfolio in a very short time.
I refer, for example, to the preprimary program, a most important program giving
Western Australian children access to a sound developmental opportunity in preparation
for their compulsory years of schooling. This opportunity is available to most Austalian
children. This Government has denied additional children access to that program in
1994. As members know, the Lawrence Labor Government planned to phase in this-
program over three years, and in the lead-up to the Stare election promised to review the
program and implement it in two years. That meant by 1994 all children would have
access to the full time preprimary program on a voluntary basis to be determined by their
parents. We now have the situation in which some schools have full time programs, and
part time programs are available for the other two-thirds of children in that age group.
Given that no allocation is made for this program, a large number of children will not
have the opportunity to rake part in the full time or part time program in 1994. That is a
very serious matter because it is a most important opportunity for children to learn about
the school day and to interact with other children. The developmental tasks they are
given in this program are all steps which are important to their approach to their first
compulsory year at school. It has been proved that if the education system can pick up
any difficulties children experience in the early stages of their schooling, it is very likely
possible to overcome those difficulties. Their achievement rate can be improved and
they have a good experience of school. It has been demonstrated that some children who
have a miserable experience can be very low achievers, and face high school without the
basic skills needed.
That was a hugely important program put in place by the Lawrence Labor Government.
It is very sad indeed that the Government has not at least in some part continued to
expand the program. It is interesting that prior to the last election I signified that I
believed a Court Government would either axe the five-year-old program or put up taxes
and pharges to cover it. How was I to know that I would be right on both scores? The
Court Government has axed the five-year-old program and put up taxes and charges, a
double whammy for the community, whatever way it is looked at. It is a very serious
matter and the fact that the Government did not continue with the expansion of that
program and has not yet given any undertaking about its future expansion will be one of
the dark facets of the history of education in the State.
I have touched briefly on the new capital works program. As I pointed out in my earlier
comments, increasing enrolments in Western Australia will continue and it is very
important that accommodation is provided. It will be a big challenge to every Budget for
the rest of the decade and as a result of the Court Government's first Budget it will be an
even bigger charge on all succeeding Budgets.
I have touched briefly on maintenance, an area that is very important to communities and
one that is also underfunded. I wonder whether dinosaurs are addicted to reviews,
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because in the film Jurassic Park the point is made that the dinosaurs were problem
solvers. I found that quite interesting, because I had never had that point of view put to
me about dinosaurs. The dinosaurs sitting opposite are not problem solvers, but problem
creators. That, of course, is what caused the end of Jurassic Park. It fell in the most
spectacular, chaotic, destructive heap. I am sure that Western Australians will rally to the
call to protect their education system from a similar outcome.
To refresh the memory of members, I will enumerate the reviews we they have, because
in number it has been spectacular. We have had the Vickery review; I will return to its
outcome in a moment. We now have the Strickland committee. Everybody else in the
education industry uses the term "overseas education", but the Court Government uses
the term "international education". I do not know whether that is because the member for
Scarborough did not get into the ministry and his price is higher than most and he wants
to travel internationally, not just to our near neighbours. In addition to having under way
that committee on overseas education, we have the Scott committee on the voluntary full
time five-year-old program. Although its report has not yet been written, a decision has
already been made in the Budget. So it does not matter what the Scott committee says -
or does it? We will know in another couple of weeks, perhaps, or the Minister may know
in another couple of weeks. Many hundreds of submissions were put to the Scott
committee. Great interest and concern about the program were expressed. But all that
exercise was very much window dressing; it was not taken seriously because the Budget
came out before the Scott committee wrote its report. I understand that it still does not
have its report written. That is a bizarre circumstance.
We also have the Tomlinson committee on rural education. Mr Tomlinson on two
occasions has offered to brief me on the work of his committee, which I appreciate. I
will appreciate it even more when he actually gives me the briefing on the work of his
committee. His offer, at least, is more than can be said for any other committee that has
been run under the Education portfolio.
The Hoffman committee on devolution is another interesting committee, because it has
inherited a situation where parent groups have largely rejected the devolution document
"The Next Phase", and the parent body of the Western Australian Council of State School
Organisations at its recent conference rejected many of the tenets of the devolution
document. So it is not at all clear how the Hoffman committee will proceed to do its
work. Will it do it in secret? Is it looking at the employment of teachers by parents, a
proposition that parents will roundly reject? Just what is the Hoffman committee on
devolution looking at? I understand that the Minister for Education said, "I don't care if
that committee trundles along for 10 years", but there is a committee there. The Minister
is addicted to committees. He feels that it allows him to say something, that it looks like
he is doing something, that he is concerned. But all the time he is stalling and not doing
anything.
I understand that the House committee on physical education was the Minister's personal
passion. After 10 years in Opposition, the only thing the Minister was interested in was
physical education. Physical education is important, but given all the other changes and
the challenges that face education in Australia today, our Minister says physical
education is to have a priority. So the House committee has worked on that. There are
no doubt other committees beavering away trying to decipher the real intention with
respect to education of this Government and this Minister, especially in view of the false
statements that have been made about increasing funding, when in fact funding is being
decreased.
Another review to which [ will refer is the Vickery review. Last week a document called
"The Ministerial Statement on Education and Training in Western Australia September
1993" was launched as a result of that review. The document outlines a very complex
plan for streamlining, coordinating and simplifying the educational structures in Western
Australia. I have been in the privileged position of being a previous Minister for
Education and Training. As such, one would think that I would be able to understand the
diagram set out in this document. However, there are four boxes [ do not understand.
There is something called Training Council A, which is indirectly linked to Autonomous
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College A; there is another called Training Council B, which is indirectly linked to
Autonomous College B. I have no idea what that represents. Some people have rung me
and asked me what it means. I hope they have taken advantage of the opportunity to ring
the hotline and have been able to get a serious and sensible answer. It is very clear from
the diagram that we do not have streamlining of bureaucracy; we have a Moore
bureaucracy; we have higher costs; we have duplication; and we have very blurred lines
of accountability.
The documents in respnse to the Vickery report of two chief executive officers - chief
executive officer Black and chief executive officer Hill - were very ineptly tabled by the
Minister in the other place. The Minister then had to be persuaded, in a fairly undignified
way for a Minister for Education, to retable those documents when he tried to scoop them
up. However, those two senior bureaucrats indicated that they were concerned with the
blurred lines of accountability and the complexity of the proposed arrangements.
Although they have undoubtedly been able to simplify this to some extent, we still have a
very complex diagram which is supposed to represent a streamlined, more accountable
and less bureaucratic system; it has done none of those things.
The education policy and cooperation bureau was an office I instituted when I was
Minister. At that time the current Minister was rather critical of that initiative, but he
appears to have had a change of heart. Also, we now have the WA Schools' Council and
the State Training Board. However, neither of these bodies is to be representative as
positions are to be filled by people with expertise. Many people, many in substantial
positions in the community, are concerned about the Court Government's politicisation
of the education and training portfolios. There is disquiet that the people appointed to
these positions will be hand picked by the Minister, and will not be expert or
representative. That may spell a very dark period for education and training in Western
Australia; I hope it is not the outcome. I assure the Minister that many people are
watching closely to ensure that the new bodies are not appointed in such a way that the
quality of education and training in this State is reduced.
We also have an entirely new office which must be headed by another senior bureaucrat;
namely, the office of non-government education. The concept of providing for non-
government education is sound, and I had moved to create such an agency within the
office of education and training. However, we certainly did not intend for that body to be
headed by a senior bureaucrat, as this adds to the three new senior positions already
outlined in the Ministry of Education hierarchy, a matter on which I thought a case could
be made that the Minister misled the House in another place: A serious discrepancy
arose with what he told the House regarding the authorising and advertising of positions
which appeared in the Government Gazette. That issue reflects very poorly on the
Minister for Education, and is one for which he will be remembered during his time in
that portfolio.
We now have a general state of unrest within the education community. Although we
can expect certain unrest at a time of change, a great deal of indecision and worry has
arisen since the appointment of the Vickery committee. People want to know what new
structure will be imposed upon them so they can settle down and get on with their
important work. Importantly the Government could have continued with the work of
creating the important position of parent advocate. Admittedly, this work was done late
in my time as Minister - it was late 1992 - yet all the arrangements were well advanced
for the appointment to be made. This has not proceeded. Despite all the findings and
work of the Vickery report and the subsequent rearrangements, parents still have
nowhere to go for a hearing. Appropriate action must be taken to rectify wrongs which
occur. We have a large education system and not everyone within it is sufficiently
skilled to handle the difficult issues which arise. Given all the recent rearrangements, the
position of parent advocate should be given priority. This Government is not inclined to
give parents a place to go so that complaints may be heard in a professional and objective
way. This proposal did not constitute a witch hunt; it was about the quiet resolution of
problems. Schools can be intimidating places for many parents, and these people find it
difficult to advocate for themselves or their children. This intimidation can be intentional
or unintentional, and intentional intimidation is very powerful. I regret the failure to
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move ahead with the appointment of a parent advocate. who would have well sewved
many parents and saved much heartache and worry for parents who believe, for whatever
reason, that their children are not receiving a fair go with teachers or principals. When
compared with ocher outlays, this important position involved little cost and would have
brought the Government great credit. However, the Government has failed on this issue
too.
A most embarrassing situation has arisen with the Minister for Education acting on the
national scene. Apparently, along with the other dinosaur, the Victorian Minister for
Education, our Minister has held back a great deal of important work on curriculum
statements and profiles. This also involved key competencies and important
developments for the productivity and competitiveness of Australia. We can never
underestimate the importance of a sound education and training system. To achieve a
mobile work force at a professional and non-professionall level we must ensure mobility
af students and qualifications. However, the Minister, in Australia's most remote State,
has taken action which is seriously influencing our education and training system
nationally. The State is suffering regarding national and international perceptions and
other practical concerns. For many years we have been working towards international
competitiveness and mobility in our education system, and I hope that the Minister will
soon come to that realisauion.
Members opposite must insist that the Minister take an active interest in some of the
Federal Government programs. One such program is offering approximately $20m over
three years, and the Commonwealth is inviting submissions on the development of key
competencies. If Western Australia does not put in a submission, we will not receive any
funding. Other States will sensibly made submissions. Another program involves $20m
over three years for teacher professional development program. I understand that the
Minister for Education will receive, or already has received, an invitation to join a
committee comprising employers, the non-government sector, trade unions, parents and
representatives of professional bodies. Will Western Australia take part in this process,
and thereby influence the sort of projects which are funded? These two programs involve
$40m. From one program we may receive zilch, and from the there will be $20m over
which we will have no influence whatsoever. The interests of Western Australia will be
abrogated because of the pettiness of the approach of the Minister in this State. I can tell
members that apart from Victoria, Western Australia is seen as being absolutely back
with the dinosaurs.
I did want to address the technical and further education area; however, I will take time
on another occasion to do so. I have pointed out the alarming increases in fees which we
face. The Minister for Education said that they were before Cabinet which usually means
that they have been considered by Cabinet and either more work has to be done or an
announcement is imminent. Students will face $1 lIi more in fees in this State. That is
what I am reluctantly predicting.
Most unfair and inaccurate comments have been made about funding during the decade
under Labor in Western Australia. If one looks at the Australian Bureau of Statistics'
table of public sector outlays on education and training, one will see that total education
spending grew in the decade of Labor from 21.9 per cent of public sector outlays in
1983-84 to 24.1 per cent in our last Budget. That is a significant increase in Government
outlays over that period. It absolutely belies the erroneous claims that have been made.
We get to the point where we can discount immediately anything that the Treasurer says
about education and training, so unreliable is the information upon which he makes his
assertions, and any comment made by the Minister for Education in that regard we know
will be politically driven and not driven by an attempt to present the true picture. That is
a very extraordinary situation from members opposite who have seen the difficulty we
have been through in the past few years and who, I would have thought, would have a
strong commitment to integrity and decency in public life.
We have seen, disappointingly, and I have found it to be quite bewilderingly blatant,
persistent and ongoing - a misrepresentation of facts by a Minister who is in favour of
standing up and saying something that apparently makes a Minister feel very comfortable
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or that is convenient at the time. Whatever is the motivation - whether it is because
members in the Court Government have the numbers in both Houses and feel their
Ministers will never have to face up to motions of no-confidence in them and the conduct
of their ministerial roles - absolutely escapes me. It is a serious phenomenon in the very
first year of this new Government.
On another occasion I will refer to the reduction in arts funding. The Leader of the
Opposition referred to that in another debate today. flat certainly bodes very ill for
many of the creative artists in the community, the organisations that are part of our
cultural diversity and community. Many of them will be advised that under the Budget
they will suffer quite a serious decrease in funding. I guess that will become more clear
in the next few weeks. Again, from an early statement one would not have been led to
believe - and neither has the arts community - that the arts would suffer such decreases.
On closer scrutiny of the Budget that clearly seems to be the case.
I am told that if one looks for a progressive, evolving creature, it is bomo sapiens. I
submit that in this debate there are no homo sapiens on the Government side but they all
reside on this side; but they include the independent member for Florcat if she would like
to be included in a progressive group of people who want to work very bard for the good
of this community of Western Australia. It is a very great tragedy that dinosaurs have
been elected.
DR CONSTABLE (Floreat) [ 11.05 pm]: For most people this is a steady as she goes
Budget and I am disappointed that it was not particularly bard-hitting. Many people were
more interested in the Report of the Independent Commission to Review Public Sector
Finance, the McCarrey report, which I believe was a very worthwhile exercise to
examine public spending, even if we do not follow it to the letter. To examine public
spending in the way in which the Government has set out to do is a very good idea.
It is interesting that similar exercises have been carried out in other countries. In the
United States President Clinton has asked his Vice President, Al Gore, to undertake a
similar investigation to see how public spending can be cut. I have an article from the
New York Times on Sunday, 12 September this year which reported that a Democrat from
Texas, Mr John Sharp, who is the Texas Controller of Public Accounts, has been engaged
in the exercise of watching public spending for some time. The article states that Mr
Sharp conducted an exhaustive review of State Government funding in Texas to
streamline spending in that State. It continues -

When Mr Sharp found out that the Legislature had voted to insert the word
"Public" in the name of the State Department of Health, he ran down the street to
the Capitol in Austin and ranted about how much it would cost to reprint
stationery and business cards. The move was rescinded. Savings: $160 000.

We might well look at some of the moves of the new Government to change names and
engage in that son of cost for this State as well. The article continues -

He got the state maintenance department to stop taking care of plants on people's
desks, figuring it would be good therapy for people actually at the desks
themselves to care for the greenery themselves. Savings $630,000.

Perhaps we should be looking at those sorts of things as well. The article continues -

Mr Sharp may have injected some healthy fear into Government as well. One of
his tools for ferreting out waste or laziness is periodic awarding of a "Silver
Snout" award . .. for government workers or lobbyists found with "their noses
very deep in the public trough."
"The Silver Snout is a lot like nuclear weaponry." Mr Sharp explained. "You
don't even have to use it for it to Work. We've had a bunch of occasions where
we have seen something goofy going on in state government, or we get a
voucher ... And we call the agency and ... the problem disappears.

Where we have watchdogs in Government looking at spending, a great deal can be
achieved to cut down wastefulness in Government. Given the present condition of this
State's finances, that is a very important way to go.
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I would like to address an issue relating to welfare of and the education of young people.
All of us would recognise that law and order has been a major issue in the State elections
in this country in recent years. Many of us who doorknocked - all of us have I am sure -
earlier in the year and last year would have observed the extraordinary extent that many
people find they need to go to secure their homes. Many people, particularly older
people, fortress themselves in their homes because of their fear of perceived lack of law
and order in the community.
I can well remember knocking on the door of a woman in a small unit in Scarborough.
At first she would not open the door but preferred to speak through the door because of
her fear. When eventually I got to speak to her she told me how afraid she was to leave
her home even during daylight hours. It is not surprising that debate has raged in the
community in recent years about what should be done about the high level of crime,
particularly juvenile crime. We can quote many statistics, for example, about how motor
vehicle and breaking and entering offences have tripled in the community in recent years.
Various reports from Government departments have indicated a high level of offending
among young people. In 1991 the annual report of the Department for Community
Services reported that almost 10 000 young people came before the Children's Court or
panel and almost half of their offences were for breaking and entering, and one-quarter
for driving and motor vehicle offences. Three-quarters of young offenders are males and
one-quarter females. The average age of young offenders is about 15 years, so at an age
when we would hope they were at school they are not. Most leave school before school
leaving age and the vast majority of them have literacy problems at the time they leave
school and also have experienced learning problems. We must conclude that the school
system along the way has not been serving these young people well.
It is not surprising, Mr Deputy Speaker, that in the past two years the issue has been
debated many times in this community and has been a major issue on the parliamentary
agenda in terms of important legislation that has been passed. The 1991 annual report of
the Department for Community Services indicated an awareness of the factors which are
liely to put a child in a high risk category. Again it is not surprising to learn that these
risk factors include homelessness, poverty, unemployment, conflict with authority
figures. ethnic harassment for many, and substance abuse. When we look at those who
have offended we see there is a high rate of recidivism, particularly for male offenders.
Many of those young.people who re-offend are found to lack parental support or other
adult support. A number of studies have been conducted and research carried out in
recent years to try to isolate predictors of juvenile delinquency. I am not sure that any of
us would be surprised to learn that that research tells us that young people who enter into
a life of crime often have inadequate parental supervision and discipline. Parental
criminality is often a factor, as is their own antisocial behaviour, which is usually very
much evident at school, poor academic performance, early misconduct and a troubled
home environment. We can deduce a pattern of behaviour at a fairly young age for many
of these offenders. These distinguishing factors and predictors should lead us down a
path to devise educational programs to support those children who are at risk.
As members of Parliament, and as a Parliament, we have a number of responsibilities and
Government. of course, has those responsibilities as well. The first responsibility is to
ensure community safety; that is something we must spend quite a lot of time on. Those
of us who were here in 1992 will remember the special sitting of Parliament that
addressed that issue. All who were here in 1991 will remember the Rally for Justice that
typified community support in asking for harsher penalties and for community protection
from crime. However, it is not the only role that we have. We also have a responsibility
for victims and I am pleased to see that over $800 000 has been directed in the Budget
towards the needs of victims of crime. I am sume those programs will develop in the
years to come with some success. We have a responsibility to offenders in that we
should have a fair system of justice, and we also have a responsibility to make sure we
have rehabilitation programs that work. We must look also at the prevention of crime
long before an offender or potential offender gets to that point. We must look at the cost
of crime, and in the Budget $21m is allocated to juvenile justice and providing support
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systems and other rehabilitative programs. Unfortunately, most of the money will go to
those people who are already in the system rather than being spent on prevention. So we
have a range of responsibilities and the Budget addresses those responsibilities. To some
of them it dispenses only paltry amounts of money. We seem to be treading water or
going backwards by spending sa much on the detention system.
Mr Riebeling: The Government spends more on detention than on prevention.
Dr CONSTABLE: That was the case last year, and that is the issue I am coming to.
Although we have to spend money on detention we must look at some of the other
factors. There have been some excellent initiatives in recent years and the Budget
highlights those initiatives, especially in relation to rehabilitation, although when we look
at the crime rates we must conclude that we ar not getting too far with what we are
doing. What we are doing is good, but we are not doing enough. Let us take a look for a
moment at the notion of real prevention. We should be distinguishing between what we
might call primary prevention - that is, trying to identify at-risk young people at a very
early age and putting in place programs appropriate to their needs - and distinguishing
between that and secondary prevention, which is tackling the problems when young
people have already entered a life of crime. Primaiy prevention of juvenile crime should
look at measures to assist young people who are identified as being at risk. Such
measures should be employed through the community in education, family support and
social programs. A review of programs and procedures indicates very little attention has
been paid to identifying children at risk of becoming offenders, and establishing a
prevention program at an early point in their lives. Western Australia has had a lot of
activity in the area of secondary prevention with those activities and programs which
have been sponsored both by Government and other agencies. We are hrying with those
programs to nip in the bud criminal behaviour when it first surfaces. We are probably
most familiar with community policing, police cautioning and alcohol and drug
counselling programs and so on. At the same time there is an urgent need to address the
issue of primary prevention.
Our Education budget is something like $1.2b which is close to one-quarter of what the
State spends each year. We should be examining ways in which to direct some of that
budget to identifying at-risk children as early as we possibly can. A study was conducted
in Cambridge, England, in recent years that looked at delinquent development in over
400 males in London. The study followed them from the age of eight through to the age
of 32. This was an extensive study conducted over a number of years to try to look at the
offending pattern of these people. The main lesson learnt from that was that potential
offenders can be identified at an early age with a reasonable degree of accuracy. On the
basis of current research, the most helpful methods of reducing youthful offending is
through, not surprisingly, parent education programs, training and preschool intellectual
enrichment programs. This gives us a pointer to the direction we might be going.
'"Time' magazine recently quoted the director general of Queensland's Corrective
Services Department. He states -

'When I visit schools, teachers point out the children who will be my clients - the
ones who come to school without breakfast, with visible signs of abuse, who can't
cope in the classroom, who are sitting their being traumatised by the traditional
educational experience. Forty per cent of people in our prison population are
functionally illiterate.

That should also give us a degree of direction. The most recent figures 1 have been able
to find suggest that 60 per cent of juvenile offenders in this State have literacy problems.
Recent reviews have come out of the United States on longstanding preschool programs
which indicate that well constructed early education programs can lay the foundation for
minimising future antisocial and criminal behaviour. Over the past 30 years in the
United States a range of different programs has been conducted, many coming under the
umbrella of the head start program. Last year one of the last things that President Bush
did in his term was allocate another large sum of money for that program for future years
because of the positive outcomes that had been found. One example of those programs
was the Perry preschool program which began in 1962 in Michigan. Part of the research
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on that program compared children who attended one or two years of preschool with
those who did not attend preschool. The conclusion of that study, when people were
followed up later in life, was that preschool can reduce levels of delinquent behaviour,
and has other important lifetime outcomes for individuals from low income families. It is
important to look at the type of program that is producing those results in the long tern.
The programs have well trained staff who have continuing professional development
while they axe working. A validated curriculum model is also important and support
services are necessary to maintain the curriculum model so that there is close, regular and
daily planning for each child in the program. It is interesting to find in this retrospective
research that it is important to have a teaching staff to children ratio of about 1:8, and a
classroom group size of about 16. Much research on class sizes has not come up with
definitive results on what are the best class sizes. This again gives us direction for the
education of young children. Another important aspect of successful programs has been
parents and staff working together. Without parent involvement the follow-up does not
occur in the child's home and the results are not achieved that that sont of program
obtains. Overall it is important to have a well structured curriculum together with
specially trained teachers working in small classes.
Recent changes in Western Australia's preprimary education should be looked at in the
light of these results. Given that the development of the State's full time preprimary
program has been put on hold - one can see why, owing to the extraordinary cost and the
way it was introduced in a staggered fashion - we could now look at redirecting some of
those funds that are being spent on the full day program to better target disadvantaged, at-
risk children. I am glad to see some members in the Chamber nodding. At the moment if
people are lucky enough to have one of these programs in their local school, their child
may attend. There is no direction of who would most benefit from full day programs.
The Government has an ideal opportunity, now that the program has been put on hold
and will not be developed further, to spend the funds on the full day program, targeting
those children who really need intensive, intellectually based programs at this level.
We must look at curriculum development and the sort of curriculum that is being used. I
do not think the notion of more of the same of what we are doing in half day programs is
good enough for these children. We need teacher support and must consider the
teacher/student ratios as well. Preschool classes of over 25 are obviously far too big.
Ideally we want to see the classes with fewer than 20 students if we are going to target
special programs to these students. One of the problems with our system of government
is that Governments are elected for short periods of three or four years, and consequently
often take a short term view of the programs they put in place. They always have in
mind the next election. It is time for us to take a long term view with these children. We
have nothing to lose because what we are doing at the moment is not working as well as
it should. Given the high rate of school failure among juvenile offenders it is crucial that
programs are developed in our schools for these students, and that they are in place for
those students as early as possible in their lives. Spending money on the early
identification of at-risk children may save us money in the long run in this State. As I
said a moment ago, we have nothing to lose by trying this sort of approach.
I was pleased to note in the Budget allocations that funding has been put in place for
extensions to the Churchlands Primary School. Many of the parents of children from that
school feel that funding is overdue. I hope that the classrooms will be ready for the start
of next year as a result of the program under way at the moment. I was also delighted
that Churchlands Senior High School's music facilities have been upgraded in the past 12
months. That was completed just two or three months ago; however, the job has been
only half done. For that school to maintain its status as a school of excellence in music,
the promise of completing that development of that program will, I hope, occur in the
next year or two. One of the areas in education where parents have expressed a great
deal of concern is in possible school closures. When the Press gets hold of a story such
as this it is drama for the day, but what is left in the community, in the schools and for the
parents is much unease. It is essential in the present climate that the Government review
Government operations. If some areas do not warrant expenditure, closure of those
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facilities may be necessary. It is understandable that when we spend so much money on
education we want to spend it wisely, and want it to be efficiently spent. I am pleased to
know that a set of criteria has been developed to consider the operation of schools and
school size. I do not think it is enough to look only at efficiencies, cost and size: The
educational and social outcomes of education must also be considered, and the two
should be married together.
There seems to have been the notion in recent years that big is beautiful in schools. I
suspect that when a high school reaches numbers of over 700 students the efficiencies
and the quality of some of the programs that are offered may start to deteriorate,
particularly in the area of pastoral care. My experience of high schools with more than
700 or 800 students is that it becomes difficult to provide the sort of pastoral care that is
required for young people these days. City Beach Senior High School and two or three
of the primary schools in my electorate over the past few years have gone through the
bottom of the cycle of their numbers dropping because of the ageing population in the
area. I am sure that members all see that in their electorates from time to time. It is
interesting that now a large number of families with young children are moving into the
area. The school numbers in the past couple of years have begun to increase at a steady
pace. City Beach Senior High School is an interesting school at the moment. In the light
of the successful Olympic bid and the emphasis on sprt in the past week members may
be interested to know that City Beach offers a special program for many young athletes
who are attending programs at the Superdrorne, particularly in diving, swimming and
gymnastics. Those young people have been advantaged in the past few years by being
able to attend the high school closest to where they are involved in a great many hours of
training each day. One of the pluses of the downturn in the numbers of the school has
been that those students have had much tender loving care from the staff because they
have been able to devote a lot of time to their needs. If young people are encouraged to
be involved in sport at that high level consideration must be given to the education
programs which fit in with their training programs.
On several occasions I have spoken on and asked many questions about the support
services at schools. Itris a great disappointment to me that again this financial year there
has been no change to the psychology services in Government schools. The number of
school psychologists is to remain steady at 192 which means that there is one
psychologist to 1 300 students. This is not good enough given that this Government has
policies to encourage young people to stay at school. Career counselling in high schools
has become particularly complicated and we should look at the support services required
for this service. I hope that in the next few years there will be an increase in the number
of remedial and other support staff in schools.
1 will conclude by making a few comments about one other major area of interest to
many people living in my electorate; that is, the wretched Stephenson ighway. I advise
those members who are not aware of the Stephenson Highway plan that it is proposed
that the highway will run past the Newman junior school, across a golf course and
through Bold Park. Half of Bold Park is in my electorate and the other half is in the
member for Cottesloe's electorate.
Mr McGinty: The highway will continue to Fremantle.
Dr CONSTABLE: It will, but it is an extraordinary plan to run a highway through a golf
course which, I understand, is the only sporting facility in the City of Perth area which
actually makes a profit. The highway will also run through Bold Park. I urge the
Minister to honour the promise the Liberal Party made during the Floreat by-election to
remove the Stephenson Highway from the road reserve. I also urge those Ministers
involved in environment and planning to look at the future of Bold Park in terms of a
regional park not only for the benefit of the immediate area, but also for Western
Australia as a whole. A recent study commissioned by the Perth City Council is an
excellent study which draws attention to all aspects of Bold Park. It has a great deal to
offer the whole State and as part of our future heritage it should be maintained as a park,
untouched.
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MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [11.33 pm]: I was pleased to hear the member for Swoeat
devote some of her speech to crime and the effect it has On our society. I will refer to the
effect that the Budget will have on policing, and, therefore, on crime. In his second
reading speech the Treasurer said that one of the winners from the Budget is policing and
he said chat the recurrent spending in this area has increased by seven per cent. He also
said that the overall increase in capital and recurrent spending in this Budget is 5.3 per
cent. If one applies the inflationary and deflationary effects to this figure there will be a
very small increase, if any, and perhaps one could even say that there is a decrease in real
terms.
The Budget has not addressed the serious labour and financial deficiencies that exist in
the Police Force. It is labour intensive and machines do not react to calls to the police for
help. The member for Floreat referred to the issues which the police are called out to
resolve. There must be a police presence in the community. Prior to the election the
Government promised the community of Western Australia an increase in police
numbers of 200 per year, totalling 800 over a four-year period. This increase in the
Police Force was discounted in the McCarrey report and it certainly has not been
addressed in the Budget. However, the Budget provides for an increase in recurrent
spending in relation to the increase in the number of police officers, but it does not
provide a program to ensure a total increase of 800 policemen at the end of this
Government's term.
The Budget does not provide for an increase in capital expenditure in the Police Force.
An inspection of the subprograms shows that they do not explain the reason for there
being no increase in capital expenditure. A very small amount of money has been
allocated to technological advances for the Police Force. Although there is an increase in
recurrent expenditure, it has come about primarily because of the continuation of the
previous Labor Government programs in the police area. For example, in one area the
number of FIFEs has increased by 124 and in another area it has increased by 54.
The Treasurer's comment that policing is a winner in this Budget is deceiving because
the number of Fts in the Criminal Investigation Bureau has decreased from 1 096 last
financial year to 1 092 this financial year. The Program Statements state that there has
been an increase in crimes against people - for example, rain raiding and breaking and
entering - yet the number of Pts in the CIB will decrease this financial year. The
capital expenditure allocated to the CIB has decreased. In an area on which one would
expect there to be more emphasis, there has been a decrease in the number of personnel
and capital expenditure. I do not know what the Government has in mind for the Police
Force.
The McCarrey report referred to a number of deficiencies in the Police Force related
mainly to management and technological facilities. The report did not recommend that
the Government should increase the number of staff, but it did recommend an
improvement in technology. Unfortunately, very little consideration has been given to
the purchase of better equipment in this Budget. Nine full-time employees and four
vehicles have been taken from the victim support unit and transferred to the Ministry of
Justice.
Another area that will be lost is heavy haulage inspection, where the police will certainly
lose some resources to the Department of Transport, and also an operational tool in some
of their vehicles. It has been placed on record in the ocher House that the Minister for
Transport is considering transferring that function to his department. I would like to hear
that denied by the Minister for Police.
Another area which has not been as well served by this Budget as it should have been is
legislation for pawnbrokers and second-hand dealers. The Government has stated that it
will take at least until next year to introduce that legislation. The Government stated in
the Budget that S4.6m was confiscated from the proceeds of crime and placed in
consolidated revenue. That money should have been given to the police to purchase
better technological equipment. That area should have been addressed in the Budget.
The drug squad has not had an increase in this Budget in the staff and technology that it
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requires in this ever increasing area of activity. Prostitution has not been addressed in
this Budget. That is disappointing.
Dr Turn bull: I am pleased we are not addressing prostitution tonight!
Mr Bradshaw: Try to stop it!
Mr CATAN IA: It is not a matter of stopping it. I know it is very difficult to Stop it. It is
the oldest profession. as people say. However, we need to protect the people involved in
that industry, and that matter should have been addressed.
Mr Bradshaw: You need to look at policy in certain areas.
Mr CATANIA- Is the member happy with the existing containment policy?
Mr W. Smith: What would you do? There are many areas that could be tackled.
Mr CATANIA: We should protect the people in that industry.
Mr W. Smith: Are you saying it should be legalised and controlled?
Mr CATANIA: The present system of containment does not go far enough. It is too
open.
Mr Bradshaw: How will you control escort agencies?
Mr CATANIA: This is all part of it. I am sure chat if the member asked the member for
Wanneroo, who was previously in the Police Force, he would be able to give some
advice on this matter.
Another area that has not been addressed in this Budget is the system of merit-based
promotion. I believe from my short experience in talking to the police that this matter
must be looked at seriously not only in the metropolitan area but also in country areas.
We saw this Government reject some pay increases that the police had negotiated with
the previous Government. We saw the anticipation in country areas that a wages increase
for police would not come to pass and would not be addressed in this Budget. That will
have a great effect on morale. Another matter of concern for the police is the upper limit
of $100 000 and base of $15 000 that will be placed by the Minister for Finance on third
party insurance journey claims- The police travel to and from work as part of their
profession and use their vehicles constantly, and they are very concerned about this
proposal. It is sad that this matter has not been targeted by the Government.
Mr Bradshaw: You do not know what you are talking about.
Mr CATANIA: The member should ask the Minister for Police who sits next to him.
Mr Bradshaw: 1 just did.
Mr CATANIA: I have a letter from the Police Union that stares that there is great
concern about this matter1 and had I known the member would question me 1 would have
brought that letter and cabled it, but I will do that on another occasion.
The second area for which I am Opposition spokesman is multicultural and ethnic affairs.
Little is devoted in this Budget to multicultural and ethnic affairs, and that is not
surprising, because this Government understands very little about multicultural and
ethnic affairs. It goes through a lot of rhetoric about promoting the contiribution of
migrants in Western Australia through the coordination of Multicultural Week and the
organisation of specific events and other projects involving community participation, and
improving the participation of the ethnic community in policy development and
implementation through support to the Ethnic Communities Council of Western
Australia. These are airy fairy things, which ethnic communities have been hearing
about for many years. They want more concrete targets for which they can aim and
which the Government can help them achieve. Volume 2 of the Program Statements
devotes three pages to the Office of Multicultural Interests. That is not surprising,
because we saw in the debate on the industrial relations and workers' compensation
legislation that the Minister for Labour Relations, who is also the Minister for
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs, has not given any consideration to the effect that this
legislation may have on ethnic communities.
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Mr Kierath; The ethnic community grants are in the Program Statements as an item for
the first rime. You took them out and put them into the Social Advantage program. We
put them back.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister for Labour Relations and Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs
is not up to par as a Minister. H~e has issued only three press releases during his seven
months as a Minister.
Mr McGinty: And he is an embarrassment when he does.
Mr CATANIA: Yes. He gets the department to write patronising letters about how
wonderful people are, and what a contribution they make to Western Australia, but he
does nor say that he will address their needs or give them the access and equity they
require.
Mr Kierath: Some people say that they get more out of us than they got out of the Labor
Government in the last 10 years.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister does not know what he is talking about.
Mr McGinty: The Minister is a sick man having dreams like that.
Mr CATANIA: The person we should point to is the Treasurer who appointed this
incompetent to the Ministry of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs. The Minister has been a
source of embarrassment. The ethnic communities should talk to the Treasurer about the
sont of person that they think should be the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs.
The consideration and standing the Treasurer holds for ethnic communities in this State is
reflected in the Minister he has appointed to that portfolio. It is a bad choice, and the
quicker the Treasurer changes the situation the better.
I turn now to the economics of the Budget. We have seen the build up to and the release
of the Budget, in which the Government stated it had inherited an economy which was
mismanaged. It was stated that the Government inherited a large debt. The aim of the
Budget was to reduce debt and to show the people of Western Australia how the
Government would better manage the State. Yesterday, in The West Australian, Mike
Nahan of the Institute of Public Attains - one of the people who gave the Government a
lot of guidance in the past - gave the Government a good kick in the rear.
Mr Kierath: Did he ever kick the Labor Government in the rear?
Mr CATANIA: Not as comprehensively. The Minister should read the most recent
report of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee on State debt. Mike
Nahan made a submission to the committee. The Minister should read his comments
regarding State debt and compare them with the article in The West Australian yesterday
in which he referred to the Government's lack of intestinal fortitude.
Mr Kierath: The Budget is so good that you have nowhere to go.
Mr CATANIA: There are many places to go. We see no schedules for the 800 police.
We see no program for the abolition of payroll tax. Indeed, payroll tax has been
increased, and this is the way the Government will help small businesses. This is the free
enterprise ideology that has motivated the Government and which will, presumably, help
small business! The Government has increased rates and charges for small business and
it is considering opening up trading to 24 hours. That will be wonderful for the bigger
operations but small business will die. The Government has increased water and
sewerage charges.
Mr Bradshaw: That's not right!
Mr CATANIA: Every person who has come to me to complain has had to face increased
water and sewerage charges of about $200 more than last year.
Mr Omodei: How many of those were in the central business district?
Mr CATANIA: Of the 1 000 small businesses in my constituency, 150 contacted me and
stated they had increased charges. These people answered a questionnaire -

Mr Omnodei: What was the questionnaire?

4840



(Tuesday, 28 September 1993] 84

Mr CATANJA. It asked people to put down their grievances to -

Mr Omodei: What about the year before? What about the last four years? The charges
have increased every year.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister is one of the people responsible for the Budget. During the
last seven months the Government has increased rates and charges for small business. It
has placed this impost on the very people the Government said it would help.
Mr Omodei: All commercial businesses received a 20 per cent reduction in water
charges.
Mr CATANIA: It will now hit them in the neck with the deregulation of wrading hours.
That will put the noose around their necks. The Government will hang the very industry
that employs about 52 per cent of people in Western Australia. That is the sort of
Government that people must look forward to, and the sort of Budget they can expect -
but they are not laughing.
Mr Kierath: It is 56 per cent.
Mr CATANIA: That is even better. I thought it was 52 per cent. It will cause even more
pain. However, the Government got the wobbles with the Budget because it may be
facing a by-election in the North Metropolitan Region. The Government thought it had
better produce a reasonable Budget, and should continue some of the programs started by
the Labor Government. In that way, the Budget would be more acceptable.
The deception in this Budget is incredible. In many instances it is misleading. For
instance, in my electorate, a month ago I attended the opening of the manual arts Centre at
the Balcatta Senior High School. The previous Labor Government had allocated $l.2m,
of which $600 000 was set aside to build the manual arts centr. The current Budget
includes an allocation of $106 000 to that centre, when the Centre has been opened
already. Why does the Government deceive the people of Balcatta?
Mr Omodei: What is the $106 000 for?
Mr CATANIA: I am reading from the Government's Program Statements. The Centre
was opened a month ago. I attended the opening when people applauded the previous
Labor Government's commitment of $600 000. However, the Budget papers state that
$106 000 is allocated for the manual arts Centre. How misleading is that? If this were a
business transaction, the Government would find itself in the courts on a charge of
misleading and deceptive conduct.
I turn now to transport. The Deputy Speaker will be sympathetic to this situation. In the
Stirling Times last week, the Deputy Speaker, the member for Scarborough, stated that he
had contacted the Minister for Transport who guaranteed that no buses would be taken
off the run in that constituency. Is that not correct? That is what I read in the Stirling
Times.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: You wrote the letter, member. It may not have been true.
Mr CATANIA: In my area they have cancelled four bus services which provided a
service to the school children of the Hamersley area and the old people of Stirling; this
was their only form of transport to the shopping areas. When 1 asked the Minister for
Transpont whether he would revisit the situation, because too many people had been
affected, I was told that bus services 254, 250 and 236 did not attract enough people to
warrant being reinstated. If they had been in a Liberal electorate they would not have
been cancelled, as I am sure that you, Mr Deputy Speaker, would advise is correct. One
must be sure of getting the right transport services and not the privatised services which
are costlier and less efficient We will get the privatised services in the Labor electorates,
and the Liberal electorates will get the better, less costly and more efficient Transperth
services.
No funds have been set aside for the Reid Highway. The Labor Government put funds
aside so that the Reid Highway would go across Wanneroo Road into Erindale along to
Marmion Avenue. I cannot see any moneys being allocated to this, The road will to stop
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at Erindale Road, after the previous Labor Government had given assurances that it
would go all the way to Marmion Avenue. The Government members affected by that
extension being stopped should see the Minister and ensure that the promises given to the
Balcatta, Nollamara and Scarborough electorates is honoured by this Government. I have
told the people concerned not to hold their breath, but we would hope that the Liberal and
Cabinet members could make this Government honour at least one promise and one
commitment the previous Labor Government was determined to uphold.
The Budget does not address the areas of concern, especially in transport where the
previous Government did so well. The Budget contains a lot of deceptive facts and
figures, and it is very difficult, because of the way it has been structured, to make a
complete and comprehensive examination of it and compare it with last year's Budget
figures. This is by design because it is a deceptive Budget and does not in fact give all
the realities of the Budget promises. Certainly in respect of services there are a number
of inefficiencies that the Budget does not address at all, especially in the areas of the
police, emergency services and fire brigade. In the capital expendiwure area the fire
brigade is deeply disappointed because its allocation has been reduced by 50 per cent.
The Budget offers no strategy in a number of areas, such as the reduction of debt, where
the Government promised so much; even its own backers have criticised it. It is a Budget
of convenience because this Government is fearful it may have to face a North
Metropolitan Province election and feels more comfort with such a Budget than the one it
had been advised to bring down.
MR LEAKY (Northern Rivers) [12.08 am]: I rise at a fairly late hour and for that and
one other reason I will keep my comments reasonably short. The second reason is that
this Budget contains very little for my electorate other than one capital works project for
Meekatharra. That is very disappointing because it is repeated right through the north
west of this State, one of the greatest wealth producing areas of Western Australia
especially in exports. Because of its lack of money for the Police Force or any increase
in numbers of the Police Force, the Budget has an impact on the town of Carnarvon
where I live. Over the last 18 months to two years we have experienced a problem with
juvenile crime, mostly antisocial behaviour, and we have developed a program of pro-
active policing. The previous Government put in place a community policing officer, a
school based police officer and, in the last 12 months, a Police and Citizens Youth Club
at east Carnarvon. In those areas there has been a large impact on crime, mostly because
the police officers concerned have been able to work with the kids and, to a certain
extent, change their behavioural patterns. The peer pressure to get into strife normally
works against good behaviour in places like Carnarvon, especially with Aboriginal kids.
The good work of police officers has managed to change that, and the kids are looking at
the rewards of going out to PCYC and having discussions and getting involved in sports
programs with those police officers. Unfortunately, because of the shortage of police
manpower, those officers are now required at the police station for an ever increasing
time to make up the rosters. I cannot criticise the officer in charge for that, because I
know the pressure the general Police Force is under. When they do not have the numbers
at the Carnarvon Police Station they must call on officers from other areas, and, of
course, the school based police officer and the community policing officer are the logical
ones to use. I would have been keen to receive some commitment from the Government
towards increasing the number of police officers in the State. The Government made a
pre-election promise of 800 policemen but has not started down that track, and this has
impacted straight away on the Town of Camnarvon, because the good work the
community based police officers have done is put in jeopardy.
One of the specific promises made at the last election was with regard to the Carnarvon
Fascine development, which is really the linchpin of the development of Carnarvon and
the extension of the tourist industry there. The previous Labor Government made a
commitment of $3.1m to develop the Fascine specifically, the uneconomical section of
the waterway from the ocean to the walkway bridge. The rest of the project will be
developed from the sale of residential blocks for private development. The first section
which would necessitate a Government input of at least $3.1 m was committed to by the
previous Lawrence Labor Government and that was welcomed by the town.
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Mr Qmoclei: And the Dowding Government?
Mr LEAHY: The Dowding Government never promised to dredge the Fascine at all.
Mr Omodei: Are you absolutely sure?
Mr LEAHY: I am certain, because I was the one who begged him to make a
commitment, but he refused. The only commitment we had was from Dr Lawrence at a
function in Carnarvon. The Dowding Government committed $150 000 for a study
which was completed during that period. The Liberal members for the area were
convinced chat $3. Im was not enough. In fact the member in another place, Hon Phil
Lockyer, commented that it would make only a gutter down the middle of a channel and
not do anything for the Fascine development and he said that the Liberals would provide
$9m. I do not know whether a monetary commitment was made - but we certainly got a
commitment from the Minister for Stare Development that the Fascine would be dredged.
Everybody hung on that commitment, but we now see that not one cent has been
allocated in this year's Budget for the Camnarvon Fascine development. That is a betrayal
of the people of Carnarvon and the Gascoyne region. Carnarvon is the gateway to the
Gascoyne and the tourism potential for that area is enormous.
The second area which received no allocation was the water supply. Promises have been
made in the past that something would be done.
Mr Omodel: Do you mean irrigation?
Mr LEAHY: There will be a bouquet for the Minister here; he should wait for it. I amn
talking about the water supply for the growers. I had a go at the Minister earlier about
the increase in charges and [ still say that was the wrong thing to do at this stage.
Mr- Qmodei: You increased it last year by the same amount.
Mr LEAHY: That was a different time; and restrictions did not apply as they have this
year. The bouquet I have for the Minister is for a $250 000 funding program for two
bores. I thank the Minister very much for that. A similar commitment was made last
year when Ernie Bridge was the Minister. That went a long way to allaying fears. As the
Minister will know from the meeting he had in that area, the growers always want more
than that. They would like to receive the full allocation of 72 000 KL or 6 000 KL per
month. If restrictions are not continued the water supply is put at risk. I think the
Minister made the right decision. There must be recognition from growers that what they
are paying now is too little. By saying that, I am not endorsing the Minister's increase
this year because it is at the wrong time. However, an assessment by the growers should
be done on what they can afford to pay given proper usage of water and a commitment
by the Government to increase funds to ensure security of water supply should this
follow.
Mr Omodei: We are working on that.
Mr LEAHY: I know, and as I said earlier I commend the Minister. We were lucky
enough last week to have the Federal Minister for Primary Industry, Simon Crean, in
Carnarvon. He made a similar commitment that if the growers recognised the need to
pay more for and to conserve water and if the State Government provided funds for a
secure water supply for Carnarvon he would undertake to see whether the Federal
Government could also contribute funding under the Landcare program. I shall chat to
the Minister about that later. Maybe we can arrange that tripartite agrement. The
growers should examine the situation and realise that the potential for that industry is
huge.
The horticultural industry in the past has supplied a niche market providing fruit and
vegetables to Perth. Only the entrepreneurial growers have looked at overseas exports.
Mangoes, ruby red grapefruit and of late table grapes are starting to reap rewards and are
generating much needed export income for this country. I hope the growers also realise
that relative to their operating expenses water is not the huge cost they think it is.
Although they cannot pick up a huge increase or a doubling of charges at one time they
must realise that moderate increases will occur for a few years to bring the charges up to
a reasonable scale.
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The other area in Carnarvon we rely on for tourism is the jetty. The Carnarvon one mile
jetty is die last in the North West to survive cyclones. Unfortunately the majority of the
jetties have gone out of commission because of road transport. Subsequently they have
not been maintained by past Governments and unfortunately in the short time the
Minister has been there we have not had the commitment one would have hoped for. I
hoped the jetty in Carnarvon, especially its historic value, would be recognised as a State
asset and the jetty maintained as a monument to how Stateships and shipping in general
opened up the north of this State. That commitment has not been made, The
commitment we have at the moment is simply for a minuscule amount of funds that
would have been used to demolish the jetty to be provided to the Shire of Carnarvon for
maintenance. Subsequently, most of the jetty will go and, as I said, it will in no way
represent a jetty needed at the turn of this century to service the north of We-stern
Australia. I am very disappointed about that. I cannot totally blame this Government for
it because in the past we have not been able to commit the resources for full restoration.
Although the previous Minister committed a much greater sum, a couple of hundred
thousand dollars, I understand the present commitment is now much less than that.
Maybe there will be a change of heart.
Further north in Exmouth an undertaking was made by the Government prior to the last
election to provide an unloading, loading and servicing facility for the prawning and wet
line fishing industries. Nothing is in the Budget for that and the people of Exmouth are
very disappointed. It is a very much needed facility. We got whipped around the head
because we tried to incorporate this facility in a marina, but could not get an overseas
backer to invest in that or the resort required to make it successful. The Liberal
Government promised that there would be an unloading facility. However, no allocation
is contained in the Budget; therefore, I do not know whether that commitment still stands,
Industry in that area is very disappointed that there has not been funding at least for a
study or something this year to ensure that it is in place in the next year or so.
Mr House: Is it a Department of Marine and Harbours matter? I think the Minister for
Transport is going to Exmouth in the next couple of weeks. You should have a talk to
him before he goes.
Mr LEAHY: That is a long awaited project. We fell down by trying to tie it Up with a
marina, which was too ambitious for the area at that stage. As a result of the economic
downturn it did not get off the ground.
The other issue which deserves a brickbat is the trust fund. I suppose everyone here
would realise that Exmouth has gone through a traumatic period in the past 18 months
with the withdrawal of the Americans from the base there and the Australian Government
taking over with civilian management. The town was shell shocked as a result of that
and the consequential loss of about 160 jobs. Fortunately, the number of lost jobs has
been reduced because about 100 have found positions on the base. To soften that blow, a
trust fund from the sale of the American houses was established. The Americans
forewent much of the money from the sale of those Houses and took 22 per cent, leaving
78 per cent committed by the then Government fund projects that would benefit the town.
The trust fund has been used to fix up the shire hail and build a facility for the charter
boats at Bundegi, and I know they are upgrading the school assembly area and even
considering improving some roads. They probably spent about $800 000 of what was
thought to be about $7m or $8m from the sale of the houses. Unfortunately the Budget
indicates that only $Ilm is now available; it does not say what happened to the other $5m
or $6m. I would be interested to find out what happened to that money. A strong
commitment was made by the previous Labor Government which was also maintained by
die Liberals when they made their statement at Exmouth that the trust fund would not be
touched. However, it has been robbed of at least $5m. As I said, I do not know where
that money has gone, and neither do the people of Exrnouth.
Funding has been provided to complete projects which were started by the previous
Labor Government in the small boat harbour at Carnarvon. The electricity service and
the road servicing the harbour have been upgraded. It involves a total funding of about
$700 000, most of which was spent over the past two financial years. However, I am
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pleased to see that a couple of hundred thousand dollars is set aside to complete that. As
I say, it is simply a completion of projects rather than new capital works. The other
project which has been completed is the air-conditioning of the Carnarvon schools. They
were the only schools in the North West not air-conditioned. The then Minister for
Education, Dr Lawrence, made a commitment to air-condition them and I think that will
be completed this year. I believe $50 000 to $80 000 of this year's Education budget will
go towards completion of that air-conditioning.
There is a great urgency for upgrading the schools of the air in my area. The schools in
Meekatharra and Carnarvon are strained because of an increase in staff numbers over the
last five or six years. Those buildings were constructed to house five or six people at the
maximum. Now there are 10 or 11 teachers at those schools. The buildings have well
and truly outlived their usefulness and need major upgrades or additional buildings to be
constructed. A commitment has been given by the Minister for Education, Hon Norman
Moore, who also represents that area. However, unbelievably, this relates to Meekatharra
only when the problem facing Meekarharra is exactly the same as that facing the school
at Carnarvon. I can only wonder about his reasons for agreeing to an upgrade at
Meekatharra and not at Carnarvon. I know there is some animosity between the two
Liberal upper House members. Maybe it is a matter of looking after the inland patch
which Hon Norman Moore tends to service and not looking after the coastal patch which
Mr Lockyer tends to service.
As I said at the beginning of my speech, a commitment to the north is absolutely lacking
in this Budget and there is so much potential in the north west for wealth citation
especially in export industries. That lack of commitment has been typified by the
Government's promise during the election campaign to establish a university of the north
west at Port Hedland or Karratha. Unfortunately it was not going south far enough to
Carnarvon to interest me but there was a squabble between two of my colleagues, the
members for Ashburton and Pilbara as to where it should go. The Minister for Education
solved the problem by relocating he university of the north west to Bunbury so that the
people of the north west will not have to suffer the heat of summer in gaining their
university education. They now wonder whether they will get a travel subsidy to attend
university at Bunbury.
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [12.23 am): As other members in this Chamber have
said, one of the most disappointing things about the Budget is what is not in it rather than
what is in it. I want to deal briefly with some matters that were raised over the last six
months and particularly in the lead-up to the election about what was likely to be
encompassed in the first Budget of the new Government. I know many people believe
that promises made during election campaigns do not count for much; no-one expects
those promises to be kept. I am concerned about that because whenever promises are not
kept, it reflects on every one of us. I am always concerned when I see surveys which
indicate that politicians rank somewhere between used car salesmen and real estate
agents and possibly lawyers. The general expectation is that they are not particularly
trustworthy, that their word is not really worth a great deal and that their election
promises are not worth considering because they are likely to be broken. One wonders
about Governments spending huge amounts of money on election campaigns to bring
their promises to the attention of the public when there is no intention of keeping them.
There has been no better demonstration of that than in the current Budget in the time that
has elapsed since the election campaign. Everybody should be concerned about some of
the slogans and promises made during that campaign. The Government's slogan for the
election was "More jobs and better management". Some people say that slogans do not
matter. In my view they do because they encapsulate what a party has at the forefront of
its campaign. This Government's slogan was that it would create more jobs. In her
speech in this debate, the Leader of the Opposition pointed out that, in the previous 12
months, 22 000 jobs were created in this State. That figure is based on figures supplied
by the Australian Bureau of Statistics. Over the last 12 months, 19 000 jobs have been
created. There is no great difference between the two figures and the current
Government can take no credit for them. In fact, the latest figure does not show an
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increase, ilowever, since it rook office, 800 jobs at Westrail have been abolished, 200
jobs at Robb Jetty have been abolished, 1 100 jobs have been signalled to go in the
cleaning and gardening areas of schools throughout the Stace, another 100 have been
signalled to go from the maintenance area at Homeswest, and an undefined number of
jobs will go at the Building Management Authority. In addition, we have been told that,
further down the track more jobs will disappear at Stare Print and from the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service. Therefore, in die six months since this Government took
office, a minimum of 2 000 jobs have been lost.
It is interesting that every time a Minister makes an announcement, that Minister is quick
to say that no-one will lose his job, that redundancies will be voluntary and that people
will be given the opportunity of taking a package and leaving the work force. That is
said in such a way as to nor make people concerned that these positions are being
abolished or that the opportunities for our school leavers and youngsters coming into the
work force will be diminished particularly where the jobs are skilled. Thle Government
has demonstrated a blind and naive faith in the belief that all of those jobs will suddenly
and miraculously reappear in the private sector. There has been no evidence of that. In
fact, where skilled jobs such as those in Westrail have been lost, the general view is that
those jobs have been lost to the State. I am worried that very little concern has been
shown for the intrinsic value of a job. I do nor believe that we are among the countries in
the world that are progressive in this matter. Many other countries are much more
concerned about the intrinsic value of the loss of a job and the opportunity of a person to
have the dignity of employment for himself and his family. Those sorts of things are not
just measured in dollar terms and that very narrow economic, rationalist view of the
world is not in favour in most western countries now.
The Government has made a deliberate decision that it is easier to get out of a particular
activity than it is to make the hard decision to manage an enterprise more effectively and
to do the work involved in making an enterprise more productive. It believes that it is
easier to abandon those responsibilities and shift the cost onto the Federal Government
by offering people redundancy payments which, in some cases might provide them with
sufficient funds for a few years. Ultimately, however, these people will end up either on
some form of social security benefit or taking early retirement if they have some form of
superannuation cover, in most cases they do not, This Government's actions are a means
of shifting the burden. The Federal Government has nor been slow to notice that the two
States that have been most active in this are Victoria and Western Australia. The Federal
Treasurer has foreshadowed that the Federal Government will not stand by and watch
State Governments; seek to shift the economic burden by wholesale redundancy programs
within their work force to move those people to social security benefits. They seek an
easy way to manage their State Budgets which does nor require the kind of stringency
and hard work needed to manage a Budget properly.
I hoped that the Government in its first year would have more confidence in its own
ability and more enthusiasm to tackle some of the areas in which it thought there was
lack of productivity. We have a very good example this week of the problems associated
with this short-sighted theme, of abandoning an enterprise and looking no further than
saying that the private sector will pick it up, in relation to the meat industry. The
Minister announced in this House that the Robb Jetty facility would be closed, and he
was confident the private sector would pick up the slack and take over that area of the
industry without any overall loss of jobs. He said it would be more efficient and
competitive. The most likely outcome now is nor only a total concentration in the hands
of one company of almost all the slaughtering facilities in the State, but also the likely
transfer of ownership of those slaughtering facilities to an overseas owned enterprise -
ironically, an enterprise set up by a Government of another country. What did the
Minister say, having put such enormous faith in the private sector system and having said
it would make for greater efficiency and competition? Tonight he said he wrings his
hands in despair and it is all the fault of the Federal Government which, through the
Foreign Investment Review Board, could refuse this Chinese consortium the opportunity
to purchase the local company. The Minister wrings his hands as he stands by and says
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there is nothing we can do. What was the Minister's response when Opposition members
repeatedly raised with him the short-sightedness of closing down a facility such as Robb
Jetty, which was one of only two facilities in Western Australia that had reached the
standards required by the European community to be accredited for the slaughtering of
livestock for export? It was a very high standard facility. Before he knew or had
contemplated that the private sector would be prepared to take over that segment of the
market - at the time the largest existing company in the market in Western Australia was
experiencing severe financial difficulties, which everyone knew about - he took the
ideological decision that the Government would get out of the meat industry. Will this
Government get out of the meat industry because the Liberal Party has an ideological
obsession about that, or because it is the best thing for the community? As the news has
come home today, the Minister is not quite so cock-a-hoop about the private sector being
the best solution for our problem. He is now very concerned, somewhat belatedly, about
an overseas consortium having control over the slaughtering facilities in this State.
Ultimately, he knows - as most people know - what could happen once it is under the
control of an overseas company. We could well lose that value adding industry and find
most of ouT meat is slaughtered overseas. We might experience an increase in the live
meat export industry, but the skills of slaughtering and the value adding - which the
Opposition lauds as often as we do - will be lost. The Government does not produce the
actions to show it is interested. It is not prepared to look further than one step ahead. We
have seen this same blind faith in every other area of Government in which it has talked
about handing things over to the private sector. There has been almost no detailed or
rigorous analysis of the areas the Government has earmarked in this way. For example.
no rigorous analysis has been carried out on State Print, other than to recognise the need
to retain facilities for the Government's confidential printing and the printing of
Mansard. No analysis of the impact on the market, but a blind faith and obsession that
the Government needs to get out of these areas because "the smaller a Government is, the
better'.
Since the election a number of Ministers have travelled overseas and I hoped that would
give them a slightly different view of the world. I refer in particular to economies such
as Japan, which values every single job in that country. In Japanese shops people are
employed who are totally unproductive, because their job is to do nothing but bow to
customers. If that were the case in Australia, those jobs would have been abolished long
ago because they would be considered unproductive. However, in Japan which has the
notion of jobs for life and where loyalty to companies rates very highly, the Japanese
Government is of the view that the greatest number of people in employment is valuable
in itself. If it means more people have jobs and the total economic picture is improved
because people get more than just the wages they take home, in terms of their capacity to
perform as citizens, their dignity, self-worth and mental health - research has shown that
all these indicators are affected by unemployment - that country has its priorities right in
a way that we do not yet have.
In the election campaign the then Opposition - now the Government - constantly talked
about how broke the State was. It used phrases such as "bank card mentality", "rising
debt", "the State is broke, bankrupt and can no longer sustain the levels of debt", "debt
was out of control" and so on. There was constant reiteration of that theme. Where in
the Budget is the evidence that those statements were true? It is not there. The Budget
includes no major program to reduce debt or Government spending. In fact, Government
spending is increased by 1.7 per cent minimum. In seeking to promote the Budget,
Ministers have constantly said that spending is up in education, health and other areas.
Since the McCarrey report was released, there has been a strange silence from the
Government benches about the need to reduce debt. So much for the rhetoric. The
people were duped during the election campaign by these quaint phrases which the
Treasurer used with such gay abandon to create a dishonest impression among the people
of this State that they should be concerned. He even talked about the debt borne by every
man, woman and child in this State. What a total misrepresentation. When the former
Premier, now Leader of the Opposition, talked about the responsible use of debt and
compared it with the average family that borrowed money to purchase a home, the then
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Opposition cried foul and said she should tell the people about the real level of debt in
this State. Where is the debt now? Why is it suddenly not such a major problem that
needs to be tackled in the first Budget of the newly elected Government? A lot of
commentators and friends of the Liberal Party have expressed concern about this Budget.
Mr W. Smith: Not to us.
Mrs HENDERSON: Perhaps the member for Wannerco does not read the daily Press or
listen to the news bulletins. If he took the time to read the Press and listen to the news,
he would know that most of the economic commentators, particularly the more
conservative of them, have bemoaned the fact that no attempt has been made to rein in
Government spending. In fact, the total revenue take of the Government has increased.
They actually believed some of the announcements made by those now in Government
about what it was going to do before the Budget was released. I do not express regret
about these things, because I believe the Government has a very strong and legitimate
role in a range of areas. The truth is that the debt was not of the proportion that the then
Opposition was trying to represent. It was not a major problem then and it is not a major
problem now. The fact that it is not a major problem now is evident in the current
Budget in which there are no special means, no special measures, to reduce the debt. It
was not the problem that the then Opposition tied to claim that it was.
The kind of debate that went on after the 1989 election is very illuminating. The constant
catchcry of the then Opposition was that we had somehow illegitimately won that
election, that we had somehow duped the people of this State. In the time since then,
when its dishonesty has been pointed out, this Government has constantly sought to say,
"We are no different." If that is so, what on earth was the point of having the royal
commission? No-one tried to take more credit for having the royal commission than
members opposite, yet what have they done since? They have totally disregarded the
recommendations of that royal commission. The first thing that happened after the
election is that the Government indicated it would not proceed to appoint the
Commission on Government towards which we were moving. It said it wanted to bring
in its own Bill and put in its own people. It said that it was an urgent task that would be
the first piece of legislation to be introduced by the new Government. Indeed, it was the
first piece of legislation to be foreshadowed. Where is it now? Where is that vital,
urgent. important legislation? It languishes on the Notice Paper. It sits on the Notice
Paper waiting, while we deal with all these other vital questions, such as the rural Bills
we dealt with the other day and the industrial relations legislation and workers'
compensation legislation introduced only a week ago. The Government is in a hurry to
discuss that, because it is a means of making sure that it does not get to the Commission
on Government Bill, because it is not a high priority with the Government. It is not
interested in implementing the recommendations of the royal commission. It was a
convenient political ploy.
What did the royal commission say? The first thing it said was that question time should
be an important time in which Ministers can be accountable to the Parliament to answer
questions by back benchers and others. The royal commission pointed to some of the
things which it considered detracted from question time, including the capacity of
Government back benchers to ask dorothy dix questions which caused recycled press
releases to be presented to the Parliament to take up time. What happened after the royal
commission? What happened to this new Government that was going to implement the
recommendations, that was going to be honest and do the right thing? Within a few days
of the Parliament being reconvened, the member for Whitford, who pops up almost every
day with his little dorothy dix question, did so with a recycled question addressed to the
Premier on wine taxes, a Federal Government issue and nothing that the State
Government could do anything about. Today, the Minister for Labour Relations hopped
up to answer a recycled question about statistics from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
on disputes and days lost as a result of industrial disputes. How is that any different from
what went on before the royal commission? What change has there been?
Mr Trenorden: We are on this side and you are on that one; that is a very important
change.
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Mrs HENDERSON: That is precisely the point of my speech. In other words, members
opposite duped the people of this State when they tried to tell them that what the royal
commission had pointed out would be different under them. Now they constantly do
exactly what the member just said. They say that despite the fact that the royal
commission said that question time should be different, they do not believe that it should
be. They say. 'We are doing what you did; we will continue to do it; we will continue to
ask dorothy dix questions and to make a mockery of this Parliament; we will continue to
occupy the time to prevent proper scrutiny of Ministers' actions by others; and we will
just respond to that by saying, 'That's what you did and that is what we are going to
do.'"
What else did the royal commission have to say? The royal commission said that there
should be a reduction in the number of Ministers in the upper House because the upper
House should be a House of Review. I have heard that phrase many times from the
opposite benches. What did members opposite do? The report of the royal commission
was still warm when they appointed the greatest number of Ministers the upper House
has ever seen. So much for their support for the recommendations of the royal
commission! It was a slap in the face for the commissioners, for the work they did and
for their recommendations abot the roles of the two Houses of Parliament in relation to
each other. There was no apology, no explanation by the Government as to why it should
so openly and blatantly disregard the recommendation of the royal commission.
The royal commission also said that questions on notice should not be an art of trying to
give the minimum amount of information to those people who ask questions. I have
asked the same question over the last two months, crying to elicit from my counterpart on
the Government benches, the salary that his chief adviser is receiving. Have I been able
to get that information? No; I constantly get a barrage of words. I am told to look it up
myself, effectively. I am told that he is a section one public servant. Even when I go to
the extent of saying, "What is the dollar value of the salary and entitlements of Dr Nick
Blaine working in your office?" do I get those dollar values? No. I get a smart are
answer that effectively says, "He is on this level of the salary scale; you can look it up."
What did the royal commission say about that? It said that answers should not be an art
form. They should not be deliberately designed to make it difficult for people to elicit
information- But this Government totally disregards this recommendation, as it does all
the others.
The royal commission also said that Parliament should have a stronger role in
scrutinising legislation, that Parliament is not the plaything of the Executive Government
of the day, and that Parliament should scrutinise every clause of every Bill. What are the
three most significant Bills that have come before the Parliament since the royal
commission, since this new Government came to power? They are the three industrial
Bills. What kind of scrutiny were they subjected to? The Minister was not prepared to
stand and defend his own legislation in the Parliament. He was not prepared to allow our
amendments to be scrutinised, to be debated. He was not even prepared to allow his own
60 amendments to be properly scrutinised. He was so unaccountable to this Parliament
that he was prepared to have the Leader of the House use appalling tactics through the
most restrictive sessional order ever introduced into this Parliament. This enabled 60 of
the Minister's important amendments to be moved en bloc allowing no debate on them
individually. The Parliament was treated with contempt.
This is not just a matter of the treatment of Parliament or the fact that the royal
commission recommendations have not been implemented, but also about the many
broken promises. Where are the promised 800 extra police officers about whom we
heard constantly during the election campaign? They are not within the Budget. The
Government makes no apology or gives no explanation to die electors. Government
members have not said, 'We're sorry; we cannot afford these matters and they are no
longer our priority." We simply have more broken promises. The preprimary education
for flve-year-olds is another example in which the ideological obsession of the
Government stands in the way of its capacity to listen to the community. When this
program was introduced, the public wanted it so much that participating schools had
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waiting lists. Instead of continuing the program and extending it on the announced
timetable, it cut it off. If parents are lucky enough to live in a district already providing
the facility, the program will be available; if not, they will miss out.
Interestingly, during the election campaign on same issues - particularly industrial
relations, the issue of most interest to me - the then Opposition sought to win the minds
and beants of the people by saying what it was not: Members opposite said, "We are not
Jeff Kennett and this is not Victoria. We will not do what happened in Victoria." Having
said that they would not promote individual contracts, not undermine awards and not
leave people unprotected in the bargaining process, members opposite did every one of
those things. This must be the most dishonest Government this State has ever had the
misfortune to be governed by! The Minister for Labour Relations was not. prepared to
allow his legislation to be scrutinised by Parliament. Also, he has now allocated $lm for
a propaganda campaign to inform the public about his legislation. If the Minister's
legislation cannot stand on its own two feet, and is not supported by the community as
worthwhile legislation, how dare he allocate Sini of taxpayers' funds to promote it.
What a shameful exercise!
Mr Johnson: You cannot stand there and talk about that.
Mrs HENDERSON: I do; the previous Government never spent that kind of money
promoting legislation.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: The community cannot accept this legislation because it does not
want it. Members opposite went into the election campaign saying what they would not
do, yet they now do those things and spend $1lm promoting them. That is a disgrace.
During the election campaign we often heard from the then Opposition about the size of
the media office under OUr Government. Having said that they would abolish ministerial
advisers and that they would never have a media propaganda machine, as they called it,
what have members opposite done? They have increased its size. No wonder the public
has a low regard for this Government! Right up to the time of the election members
opposite still claimed that the media office was a well-oiled propaganda machine. Is it no
longer a well-oiled propaganda machine?
Mr Johnson: It is slim.
Dr Lawrence: You should look carefully at the number of ministerial staff and the rates
of pay of principal private secretaries.
Mrs HENDERSON: I asked, but members Opposite would not tell me.
Dr Lawrence: Most of them are on level 8. The Premier's staff is growing by the day
and he is taking on a number fromt Victoria.
Mr House: They cannot be paid as much as the head of your department was paid. My
principal pnivate secretary certainly receives less.
Dr Lawrence: It is less than you are paying [an Fletcher.
Mr House: Do you know what the payout figure was for Marcelle Anderson? You
should have a look.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Government has staff working in its ministerial offices who are
paid more than the heads of departments were paid under the previous Government.
However, members opposite have the gall to claim that we dipped into taxpayers' coffers
to pay for our staff.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: I guess it is a vain hope that we would have a Government sitting
opposite which would demonstrate any semblance of honesty and integrity in office.
Already, in the eight months this Government has been in office, it has shown that it has
no honesty or integrity in every respect- The Budget is a prime example of how its
rhetoric and promises were false.
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MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [12.58 am]: I do not want to encourage too much
interjection tonight as I would like to get home reasonably early. Patrick normally wakes
at about 7.45 am and if I can get six hours' sleep before then, I will be happy. The debate
an this Budget over the last week, from both sides of the House, indicates that this
Budget lacks vision and purpose. It is a lazy Budget. It is based on a point of view held
by the Opposition of, "Here we are again, bays and girls. We are back in office, which is
our rightful place. We do not need to look at any factors which got us here or might keep
us here."
Ministers did not put a great deal of work into this Budget. If anything, the great input
was made by certain departmental heads. It is a Budget that changes very little from that
of last year. We are already aware of reports from the Department of Commerce and
Trade since the Budget was brought down that the Western Australian economy was
outperforming every other State in 1992-93. Earlier speakers have said - I am happy to
repeat this - that in the lead-up to this Budget we had all of this rhetoric from the
Government. The Government said that the State was in dire economic straits and we
needed to bring about dramatic savings, dramatic changes, in Budget direction to save the
State. In an attempt to bolster that argument we saw a constant attack on Government
departments. We saw it in a number of forms. The initial form of attack was traditional
on the part of government on which the Liberal Party has always concentrated - the
leopard never changes its spots. The form of attack of the Liberal Government of the
1970s and early 1980s on Government workers was the same as it is in 1992-93; that is,
to attack the blue collar sector. The Government tries to decimate it as much as it can.
The way in which the Government has decimated that sector is not based on any
economic argument; it is based purely on a philosophical position that the Government
holds. It has nothing whatsoever to do with economics. The Government's move in its
short time in office has indicated that the economics of closing down the Midland
Workshops and the Robb Jetty abattoir are yet to be determined. The benefits to this
Budget are yet to be determined. I predict in the Midland Workshops situation that,
although some small amount of work will go to some country areas, the vast bulk of that
work will go outside of Western Australia.

Mr Trenorden: What absolute, arrant nonsense.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Let us wait and see. We will ask this question next year when
we are faced with the Budget. The vast bulk of this work will go interstate. One of the
reasons it will happen has to do with the sort of manufacturing base which is required. A
lot of the work for this sort of heavy industry simply cannot be done in Western
Australia. One of the very few areas in which it did exist was at the Midland Workshops.
We had the equipment, the machinery and the skilled workers to do the work at the
Midland Workshops. This Government, driven not by economic zeal but by ideology,
has determined that the Midland Workshops will be the first cab off the rank. Having
determined that, where does the Government turn next? It does not go to any of the
white collar areas. I am yet to see a white collar area that has been attacked by this
Government prior to the Budget and even within this Budget process.
The Government supposedly represents the free enterprise system. Let me tell members
that the free enterprise system today is looking at all of those unproductive people who
are in the white collar sector. They are all getting out of the private sector because smart
management is recognising that if trained blue collar workers are on the shop floor,
dollars can be made. Those blue collar workers will tell management about better ways
to utilise machinery, safer ways of working, how to trm out a better product, and will cut
all of the costs far better than middle level management that has been dragging back
industry in Australia and Western Australia for many years. While industry is driving
those workers out, concentrating on the blue collar work force, the coalition has decided
that it will tackle the way forward for Government by undercutting the blue collar work
force and replacing it with an emphasis on white collar middle management. We know
that at the end of the day -

Mr Trenorden: At what school of economics did you learn all this theory?
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: It is nor theory. I am observing what the Government has done.
Can the member tell me a section of government where the number of white collar
workers has been cut back so far?
Mr Trenorden: Name one where we have done it in the blue collar sectors.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Government has done it everywhere - and there is more to
come. The Government has already announced its intention for cleaners in schools.
One-third of the cleaners in schools must go. The Government has announced that if
they do not go by voluntary redundancy, it will get rid of them. The Government has
already announced to the public of Western Australia that it will look at the Hospital
Laundry and Linen Service of WA. Again, if those workers do not accept a form of
voluntary redundancy, they will be forced out of the workplace. At the same time the
Government has made no attack whatsoever - I am not suggesting that it should - on the
white collar sector other than to build up that part of the Government sector. Quite
honestly, the value of putting people on at that level of the public sector in terms of their
return to the State is questionable.
The free enterprise system that the Government supports and the private marketplace -
those on the Government side who are in the marketplace as business people would know
this - are getting rid of middle management. Let me give an example of the needs
required by shipbuilding in my electorate. The light shipbuilding industry in Western
Australia is the most progressive in the world. It cannot be beaten in quality, costs and
delivery, and nearly all of its profits are earned from export dollars. Of the $280m earned
from exports in light ship building last year, $197m came from Henderson in my
electorate of Peel. What is the great problem in the shipbuilding industry in Henderson?
It is short of 400 qualified tradespeople. It has got rid of its middle management. It is
not interested in that level, Most of its blue collar workers perform at a standard, not
only in craftsmanship but also in work practices being put in place, which has made it the
leading light shipbuilding industry in the world.
If we talk to the John Rothwells of this world, they will tell us where the efficiencies are
made. The efficiencies these days for a nation come from having qualified, traditional
blue collar workers. That is why the Federal Government has put such a great deal of
emphasis into* the training of that sector of the work force. It knows, as does industry
which tells the Federal Government, that for this nation to progress we must put all of our
efforts into that level within the Workplace. Those efficiencies will not be gained at the
level on which the Government has demonstrated so far it is willing to concentrate in
creating job opportunities. We have seen this fairly lazy Budget, based upon public
servants dictating to Government how the dollar should be spent. The Government
should not take a great deal of comfort in the Budget. It is not a Budget that should give
Government members any comfort at all.
Members may well think, in the comfort of being in Government, that they have in front
of them another three years of their term which allows them the luxury of allowing this
Budget to slip through in the way it has. Members should look very closely at the seats
they hold because although they have a majority of eight seats the figures show that
across that eight seat margin is about 2 200 votes in the whole of this State. We will see
what happens at the next election. If a State election were held today members opposite
would be sitting on the Opposition benches.
Several members interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: In the six months members opposite have been in power - it
took a lot less time than that - the people of Western Australia have seen very quickly
that the spots on the leopard are still in place. They realised very quickly that it is not the
Premier who is running the State but his dad and a few of his mates. We have started to
see that the only people keeping the Liberal Party at least partly honest and from
absolutely wallowing in the mud of reverting to Charlie running the show, is the National
Party. It does not want to go back to Charlie running the show; it knows how bad it was
then. The National Party was created as a result of Charlie running the show. It does not
want to go back to the days when it was the Country Party and along came Charlie who
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rolled over the lot of them. The Deputy Premier had the courage and foresight to say,
"We are not copping this old cadger. We will survive." The Governmen's problems
today are because of what is happening by their stealth. The editorials and the cartoons
show that. When the cartoonists know it, the people of Western Australia know it. The
Premier is depicted as a puppet with his dad's hand up his back, waving his hand, and the
Premier is dancing around all over the State; all that comes out of the Premier's mouth
are dad's words and the rhetoric is the same. Unfortunately, Of Course, it is outdated as it
is the rhetoric of the I1970s.
A Government member interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Here is a man saying it is a winning formula. Thank God the
Deputy Leader of National Party sitting at the back of the Chamber with his hands folded
does not think it is a wining formula. That is why he is staying in the Cabinet room
seeing the tail wag the dog like it did over the Collie power station. Why go for a
600 MW to 300 MW station when with a bit more wagging of the tail the National Party
can get the Minister for Energy to change to 300 MW? We know the Minister for
Energy wanted to go completely to gas, but the National Parry had to look after the seat
of Collie. The National Party is the only thing keeping this lot from going absolutely
berserk in Government.
The Liberal Party has not changed its rhetoric or its approach to running a State. It wants
to go about a slash and burn policy. As a lead-up to the Budget it put in place the old pea
and thimble crick. My father was in the British Army and we travelled all over the world
by sea. I remember travelling through the Suez Canal on the Georgic and one of most
fascinating things was to see the gulli-gulli men from Egypt. They were the best
magicians in the world and great entertainers. Members opposite are the Poor cousins.
All they have are the implements, the pea and the thimble, but they have not quite learnt
how to use them. They have tried using the pea and thimble trick in this Budget, but
again people have seen through it because the real hurt of this Budget occurred before the
Budget announcement by the Treasurer. The hidden agenda of this Budget will be seen
continually in the next four years. We do not see a Budget that reflects in reality the
direction of this State. We see a sleight of hand approach to a Budget where all the
nasties that show the true direction of the Government were brought in by sleight of hand
some months before, by press release and subterfuge, and were not subject to debate.
We have already seen how this Leader of the House is determined to run this Parliament
regardless of the views of the royal commission. He will not allow debate on any of the
issues where he believes he will suffer political pain by having them viewed in this
House. He will use every known trick in the book to make sure that all of those nasties
that have a massive effect on the direction of this State, on the security of jobs in
Government, on the closing down of Government departments, and on increasing the cost
of water, sewerage, electricity will happen outside of the Budget process. I put the
Leader of the House on warning once again that if he treats the people of Western
Australia like fools it will be to his own detriment. He will get away with it once only.
Next year they will be awake up to him.
Mr Johnson: You got away with it more than once.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That may be the view of the member for Whitford, but
irrespective of whether we did that, this will be the last time for members opposite,
because it is not simply whether we got away with anything, it is an accumulation. What
is seen by the public is not whether it was our Govermecnt or this Government, the
reality is that members opposite are in Government. The Government's head is the only
head that the public are after. The people will be looking at the Government as
determining the future of this State. Collectively, the people of Western Australia will be
looking at the Government's next Budget, being fully aware of the pea and thimble trick.
The reality of this Budget, as the Leader of the Opposition indicated when she opened the
debate some week and a half ago, is that this Stare was in an extremely healthy state
when this Government took office. This Budget reflected that. The McCarrcy report was
a furphy. It is now hanging on the back of all the outside dunnies in Western Australia.
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People are not even using it there. In reality it was a vehicle to create a payback to the
boys for favours. It is an absolute nonsense of a document. I do not need to say it too
often because it is being said by members opposite more times than me. I heard the
Deputy Leader of the National Party on the day it was released giving it a debunking on
ABC regional radio. That was 24 hours after it had been released and so it has gone on.
Every Minister who has been affected by a statement in the McCarrey report that may
cause some political odium has distanced himself from it. I suggest that hardy anything
of significance in the McCarrey report will be implemented by this Government. In fact
this Government will trat the McCarrey report in the same way as it is treating the royal
commission report on standards in the Parliament.
Mr Omodei: You are a great example of standards in this Parliament!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I chink I am. I have no problems with the standards I set in this
Parliament, but members opposite are too silly to know if they think that we made
mistakes - the royal commission said we did, whether we accept chat or not - that they
should learn from them. That is what the royal commission is saying. Members opposite
should not laugh and pass it off, and believe that the only change necessary is that they
are in Government and that fixes it all. The royal commission makes it quite clear that
members opposite being elected to Government fixes nothing in terms of what should be
changed in this Parliament. This is the mistake that members opposite make. They
continue making those mistakes based on the assumption that they were born to rule, but
the public will judge accordingly. If we are to give The West Australian credit it should
be in terms of the royal commission and the decision it made. flat newspaper in
Western Australia pursued the Labor Party and pursued the outcomes of the royal
commission. In pursuing it its editorial staff had made up their own minds about where
the Parliament as a whole should head in the future. I say to all members, particularly the
new politicians, that if the old lags say differently, they are leading them down the wrong
path. The people of Western Australia will make that judgment. The committee which
has been set up in Parliament -

Mr Johnson: Are you saying we should follow you?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: No, I am not saying that at all. I am saying that new members
should take a great deal of notice of what the royal commission report states about the
changes that are needed in this Parliament. It worries me, and worries the public of
Western Australia how the Leader of the House has run the House in allowing debate of
those issues of public importance, such as the draconian changes to the Industrial
Relations Act and the Budget. He has brought down the guillotine in this place more
times in the [irst six months of the Parliament sitting than we did in 10 years of
Government; that is not what the royal commission is recommending. The royal
commission said that part of the problem of Government in Western Australia was that
there was no proper debate in the Parliament about the issues.
The present Government has learnt nothing from that. Not only is it taking no notice of
the decisions of the royal commission, but also the way it introduced the Budget indicates
clearly that it does not intend to debate at least two thirds of the changes that are taking
place. Before the Premier announced the Budget the Government had already put in
place major cuts to railways. It had already closed Robb Jetty and was proposing to do
the same with the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service. Earlier dramatic cuts had been
made in school cleaning services and we are aware that the Building Management
Authority is the next to be attacked, as well as Transperth. A meeting was attended by
1 000 drivers today who were concerned about their future within the delivery of
Transperth services. We all know where the Government intends to lead the State.
There may well be some argument on the Government's side that will see certain moutes
privatised. I guarantee that what will come out of the Government's line of approach will
be to go back to the rhetoric of 1970 again. Charlie will be out there in the background
with his loud hailer saying, "Close down the Fremantle railway line. It's losing money."
There will be a great rush to do it. [ hope that if we can keep the sheep ships at che end of
the railway line the National Party may see fit to make sure they wag the dog again and
keep it open, if for nothing else but the sheep.
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In outer suburban areas such as Kwinana a cutback in Transpenth services will occur. We
will see the same sort of approach in places such as Rockinghamn. It will be interesting to
see what happens in places such as Mandurah, which I think will also be affected. The
Minister for Finance in the upper House, the old Hendlry Rae and Court accountant, has
already said on radio char those areas will be attacked under the Liberal Parry's
Transperth policy. The Government will bring private routes into the hills, it will
consider privatising the outer metropolitan areas and ic will go on and on. The old call
will be for railways as well. Where it is deemed that they are not making a quid, an
argument will be put for closing them down. The accountant's mentality is that it is not
the role of Government to provide a service -
Dr Gallop: Is that the Minister for Finance who thinks that hip operations take 10 years
off your life?
Mr Kierath: For anyone who can't get one it does take 10 years off their life, My
mother-in-law couldn't get a hip replacement under your Governmnent.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: What is the Government going to do about it?
Mr Kierath: She took out private health insurance.
The SPEAKER. Order! The Minister for Labour Relations.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am quite happy to take the interjection. I am asking the
Minister what he intends doing about that, because the Budget this year does not contain
one added dollar to fix that problem. The Government will do nothing more about that
matter. The best the Government is looking at is how it can get its hands on Federal
home and community care program money to put senior citizen's beds into hospitals in
country areas. The Minister for Health is working out another pea and thimble trick to
turn country hospitals into age hospitals with permanent beds. It will not be funded by a
penny from the State Government, but by Federal MACC money. The Budget does not
contain one extra dollar that will help to cut down waiting lists. The Government's
approach to improve the health system will be how can it get contractors into the food
section of Royal Perth Hospital; how can it get contractors into cleaning Fremantle
Hospital, Sir Charles Gaiirdner Hospital, Princess Margaret Hospital and Royal Perth
Hospital; how can it get contractors into doing the grounds; how can it get contract
nurses involved; how can it, under the Minister's industrial relations policy, then reduce
the wages of all of those people; and how can it remove shift penalties from hard working
nurses who probably serviced the Minister's mother-in-law in hospital.
Mr Kierath: I thought they worked under Federal awards, or most of them.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Minister should get his facts right. That is how much the
Minister thinks about his mother-in-law. The nurses and hospital staff who worked with
his mother-in-law when she had her hip operation are the same people t Minister is
wanting to screw under his industrial relations policy. He wants to remove shift
penalties, privatise the whole system, and have the workers on slave wages under slave
conditions- Were the Minister to get his way that is what he would do with the health
system. His industrial relations system will do that, nothing else. It would not matter
what rhetoric he uses. Nobody believes him since he lost the matches after his office
caught on fire. Nobody believed him then and he is battling against that all the time. We
would forget about the office fire if it were not for the fact that on the eve of his running
for the seat of Riverton, Jo and behold what happened? His caravan that he was using for
campaigning caught on fire. Nobody knew who did it.
Mr Kierath: They tell me you were seen in the vicinity.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: One cannot change the spots on the leopard. Again in 1981 the
Minister blamed a union official in the Miscellaneous Workers Union for lighting the fire
in his office. He used the same tactics. He blames me tonight for lighting the fire in his
caravan and in 1981 he blamed the union official! I do not want to harp on the matter
because it is embarrassing to the Minister. The Minister is trying to build up an image
that he is afraid of no-one and afraid of nothing. He is like Gulliver in Gulliver's
Travels - he and his little people who he trudges all over, waiting for them to tie him
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down. "Tie me down and see if I can break away. See how tough and brave I am," he
says. I know thai it is embarrassing because every rime the Minister tries to build up this
big tough guy FBI image he must put up with, "What happened to the box of matches?"
It is a problem. He has never been able to answer that question. Far be it from me to say
anything, but the reality of it was that the office caught fire on the day before he was due
to go to the Magistrate's Court to be prosecuted for the underpayment of wages to his
workers.
Mr Kierath: 'You are totally wrong.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am nor totally wrong, my friend. I will table the documents
and then we will see how wrong I am.
Mr Kierath: When did I go to the Magistrate's Court?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Give me the date then.
Mr Kierath: It was the day I addressed the people at Parliament House when the
Miscellaneous Workers Union issued four summonses in the court and later they were all
dismissed.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: What date was that?
Mr Kierath: It was June 1983.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I was two years out. However, I was not out about the fire. His
office actually caught fare. This Minister demonstrates the problem this Government has
with its Budget because he is a pea and thimble Minister. He tries to disguise his
background with the rhetoric he espouses in this House. He forgets that we have
memories of his performances before he came into this House.
Mr Kierath interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Labour Relations' inrerjections are excessive
and I call on him to cease.
Mr MARLBOROUCGH: It is true that the Minister won a seat on the Kwinana council.
However, that reflects the problem addressed by the royal commission on the running of
Government. It does not apply only to this level of government. The main thrust of the
royal commission's argument about the running of government is that one of the greatest
problems in the State Parliament is the malapportionment in the upper House because it
is slanted towards the conservative party. However, the same rationale applies to local
government. The Minister has not told us that the rural seat which he won had about 800
voters in it.
Mr Kierath: No, it was not. I stood in the town ward, not in the rural area at all. I stood
in the heart of your heartland. You campaigned against me and you could not stop me
from winning.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: So the Minister did; I apologise for that. I am glad that the
Minister has brought this to my attention because one of the problems is in local
government. Some of the rural wards have 800 voters and the town wards have 7 000
voters. The royal commission, in raising concerns about the upper House, referred in
principle to local government. If local government wants the support of the community,
that issue has to be looked atL
Mrs van de Klashorst: Equity for country people.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: What a load of rubbish. Councillors do not represent people on
the basis of whether they live in the country areas of their shir..
Mrs van de Klashorsr: They do.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Not at all.
Mr Day: If the current system is so bad, why did we have all of these problems under
your Government and this improper electoral system?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I do not think Brian Burke ever hid the fact that he had a healthy
disregard for the upper House. The question has been asked and I am happy to answer it.
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Mr Kierach: Only because you are a mate of Burkie's.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Of course I am a mate of Burkie's.
Mr Kierath: You willed a good long rime Labor stalwart.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Who was that?
Mr Kierath: You know who it was. He stood as an Independent against you.
The SPEAKER: Order? I have called the Minister for Labour Relations to order already.
If he continues I will rake action.
Mr Kierath: Your mare Laurie.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Laurie was busy with other things - losing mainly. Brian Burke
had a healthy disrespect for the upper House. I suggest it was the same sort of disregard
for the upper House as the royal commission indicated in its report. Why did he have
that disrespect? Why should he not have it? The Labor Government has been in
government for about half of the time since Federation. When we came to power in
1983, we had a majority of seven seats in the lower House with 54 per cent of the
population voting for us and we did not have a majority in the upper House. The royal
commission pointed out that anomaly as did the royal commission in Queensland. In the
three years of the John Tonkin Government when the Labor Party had a similar position
in the upper House, over 100 pieces of legislation were either stopped or changed so
dramatically that they did not represent the original Bill that left this House and that was
done by a so-called House of Review. In the following nine years of Charlie Court's
Government, the upper House changed three pieces of legislation. Why should he not
have a healthy disregard for the upper House? It is the same healthy disregard expressed
in different words by the royal commission when it suggested that this Parliament should
look at that problem. It said that if both sides of politics were not willing to look at that
unhealthy situation in the upper House -
Mr Pendal: It said nothing of the kind.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: - the people of Western Australia would never have a true
democracy.
Mr Pendal: It said nothing of the kind.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Pendal: That is untrue and you know it.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: What is an untruth?
Mr Pendal: The royal commission did nor say anything of the kind about the upper
House.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I know the member for South Perth has been in a state of shock
since he did not get a Ministry. I also know that he relies on his old skills of being the
old punch drunk boxer newspaper reporter. However, like the punch drunk boxer, he
should give it away. He is moving that fast these days that I am actually punching his
shadow. It is a real problem. He ought to give it away.
Mr Kierath: Tell us how Burkie told the Kwinana council to put its money into
Rothwells.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am happy to tell that story any time. It never happened, my
friend.
Mr Kierath: What happened to the money?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: It went back to the Kwinana council. It invested it.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Many other councils including the Stirling council, the
Wanneroc council and the Cockburn council invested money in Rothwells. Why should
they not? I wish the Minister for Labour Relations would not intervene because every
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time he does he jogs my memory. It is 1.40 am. He asked me about the Kwinana council
and Laurie Connell. What happened to the business deal that his mate in the upper
House had with Connell in the islands off the Philippines? Hie is still in the upper House.
Mr Kierath: With Burkie.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: No, with your mate Connell. He is still in the upper House.
Connell was also a mate of members in the Liberal Party. He was everybody's mate. I
remind members and the younger reporters in the Press Gallery that Laurie was
everyone's friend. Members only have to read today's The West Australian to learn that
Malcolm Brown kept company with Laurie. A bloke in the upper House was in a
business deal with Laurie in the 1980s. In fact, when Laurie was first under the pump by
everybody because he was going broke -

The SPEAKER: Order! I am sure that the member is aware of the standing order which
prevents members from reflecting on a member in another place.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Thank you for reminding me about that, Mr Speaker. It was not
my intention to bring this issue to the attention of the House in a derogatory manner. I
was trying to make the point that in those days Laurie had friends everywhere and these
people were not restricted to one side of politics.
Mr Kierath: He was Burke's best mate.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I think the Liberal Party's member in the upper House was his
best mate.
Mr Kierath: Who did he give his money to?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: He gave it to his Liberal Party's mate in the upper House. He
never gave any money to me, but I would have been more than happy if he had.

Point of Order

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Speaker, you may wish to caution the member because of certain
matters that are currently before the courts. He may be referring to matters which are sub
judice.
The SPEAKER: Order! In the time I have been in this Parliament I have found it
difficult to determine which matters are sub judice. It is beyond me how matters are
determined to be sub judice. At various times it has been stated that issues were sub
judice, but then it was found that they were not. The member will conclude his remarks
shortly and I ask members to cease their interiections.

Debate Resumed
Mr MARLBOROUGH: In the time remaining to me I will refer to the pea and thimble
trick Budget which is before the House. It is best demonstrated by the fact that about six
weeks ago I lost my father-in-law, who was 89 years of age. In the last 14 months of his
life he was very ill. Hie was looked after at home mainly through the efforts of his
daughter, my wife Ros, who visited her parents every day at 12 Foss Street, Palmyra, In
the last 14 months of his illness he was incontinent. He had Parkinson's disease but prior
to contracting that disease he had had a good life. He was looked after at home so that he
was not a burden on the rest of the community. He was not put into a C class hospital at
a cost to the taxpayer of approximately $67 000 per annum. In looking after her father,
who was a pensioner, Ros had to go weekly to the Freman tle Hospital to obtain
incontinence pads free of charge for him. Within eight days of this Government being in
power instructions were issued by the Minister for Health to all hospitals to look at their
costs structure. One of the things that happened is that that 89 year old man was not able
to get free pads for his incontinence. Ros had to go to the Fremantle Hospital every week
for the rest of his life and pay $14 a time for incontinence pads. This is the sort of thing
that occurred before this Government's Budget was brought down. It brings home to me
and to other people in the community that this is a hurtful Budget - a pea and thimble
Budget - and its hidden agenda is that the people of Western Australia who can ill afford
the additional costs will carry the burden.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader Of the House).
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BILLS (2) - RETURNED
I. Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation Bill

Bill returned from the Council without amendment.
2. Horticultural Produce Commission Amendment Bill

Bill returned from the Council with an amendment.

House adjourned at 1.46 amn (Wednesday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOMESWEST - OFFICERS WORKING IN MINISTER'S ELECTORATE OFFICE
371. Dr EDWARDS torthe Minister for Housing:

(1) On what dares have Homeswesr officers worked in the Minister's
electorate office?

(2) For what period of time were they present on these dates?
(3) What are the names of the Homeswest officers who have worked in the

Minister's electorate office?
(4) What is their occupation description and level?
(5) How many people were assisted either in person or by telephone on these

occasions?
The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 359.1
TREASURY, DEPARTMENT OF - ECONOMIC GROWTH FORECAST

637. Dr GALLOP to the Treasurer:
What rate of economic growth for 1993-94 is used by State Treasury in its
financial planning?

Mr COURT replied:
The economic growth forecast included in the Budget papers is four per
cent for 1993-94.

McCARREY REPORT - REWRITING
655. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:

(1) Why has the Government found it necessary for public servants to rewrite
aspects of the second report of the McCarrey Commission?

(2) What are the names of the public servants involved in the rewrite?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) Neither the Government nor any public servants have been involved in

rewriting the McCarrey report.
(2) Not applicable.

DRIVER TRAINING CENTRE - BUILDING PLANS
822. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

Does the Government intend building a driver training centre?
Mr WIESE replied:

The Government is currently considering a feasibility study to be
undertaken to examine the suitability of the proposed site, funding,
construction and establishment of a driver education centre for Western
Australia. The Government has not yet agreed to proceed with the
feasibility study.

HOSPITALS - PUBLIC
Appliances and Aids A vailable to Patients

878. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Could the Minister provide a list of the appliances and aids available to

patients on a loan or permanent basis through our public hospitals?
(2) What are the existing costs to patients of these various aids and

appliances?

4860



[Tuesday, 28 September 1993J 86

(3) What would be the cost to patients for aids and appliances if full cost
recovery was implemented?

Mr MINSON replied:
fle Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) A full list of appliances and aids available through public hospitals
is difficult to obtain within the rime frame provided. The items
available vary from hospital to hospital and range from bandages
to electric wheelchairs and may also include some domiciliary
services and home modifications. Many items may require
manufacture, modification or adjustment to meet patients' clinical
needs. For instance. Royal Perth Hospital has a list of aids and
appliances which consists of over 440 items and last year alone
supplied over 21 000 of these items. Hereunder, as an example, is
a list of items commonly provided on loan or permanent to patients
by public hospitals in Western Australia -

Elbow crutches Quad sticks
Walking sticks Axillary crutches
Zimmer frames Lumbosacral corsets
Wrist splints Tubi grip
Lumbar rolls Collars
Plaster boots Knee braces
Forearm supports Thermoplastic resting splints for
Orbati obVabdominal brace upper/lower limbs
Trans epidermal nrime Dennis Bmown boots
Stimulator Units Wedges

Insoles Wobble boards/swivel boards for
Slings, springs, pulleys patient transfer
Arm trough Back support
Bar stool Bath rails
Bed cradles Bed rest pillow
Charger Commode
Dosette Doughnut ring
Foot heel Heel ring
Home care bed Hospital bed
Kitchen stool Kitchen trolley
Lambswool boots Leura chair
Long shoe horn Mattress
Maxi mist Over bed/hair table
Over toilet frame Ring cushion
Sheep skin Shower chair
Shower hose Shower stool
Single bed hoist Slipper pan
Spenko bed pan Urinal
Urinary drainage bag Wedge cushion
Wheel chair Wheel chair liner
Wheeled commode Woollen underlay
Incontinent aids Shower hose and handpiwces
Wigs Oxygen
Electric wheel chair Electrolarynx

(2) Generally patients are not charged for the loan or permanent use of
appliances and aids, though in some hospitals a hire fee is charged
and recouped by the patient when the appliance is returned to the
hospital. Where there is a charge it would avenage approximately
$10 per month.

(3) It is difficult to estimate the cost to the patient if full cover
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recovery were introduced, given the array of equipment provided.
The cost of equipment varies from a few dollars to in excess of
$5 000 for a customised electric wheelchair.

CONCRETE BATCHING PLANT - NEFERABUP NATIONAL PARK
$1SO Home Cost Savings

901. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Given that the Minister, in both his media statement of 19 August 1993

and in answering a question without notice said that a batching plant sited
in the Necrabup National Park would reduce the cost of an average home
in the area by more than $150.00, could the Minister advise what was the

source of that information?
(2) Who was the person who gave the figure of $150 savings to the Minister?
(3) What costs and calculations can be given to support the Minister's

statements?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) Town planning appeal committee investigation.
(2) The appellant.
(3) The appellant advised that a concrete batching plant at the site now

proposed would reduce both haulage distance and cost of home
construction by between $150 and $400.

POLICE OFFICERS - NUMBERS
Albany, Bunbury, Carnaj'von, Port Hediond, Karratha, Broome, Derby,

Kununurra, Merredin, Northanm, Harvey, Geradvon

913. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
(1) How many Police Officers are stationed in the towns of -

(a) Albany;
(b) Bunbury;
(c) Carnarvon;
(d) Port Hedland;
(e) Karratha;
(0) Broome;
(g) Derby;
(hi) Kununurra;
(i) Merredin;
(j) Northam;
(k) Harvey;
(1) Geraldton?

(2) Are there plans to increase the numbers in the near future?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) (a) 58

(b) 79
(c) 27
(d) 8
(e) 44
(1) 40
(g) 15
(h) 14
(i) 19
(j) 49
(k) 7
(1) 85
The above figures do not include police aides.
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(2) Police numbers in individual country towns are constantly monitored by
the Commissioner of Police. As additional officers become available, the
relative needs of each area will be assessed.

KARIflNI NATIONAL PARK - MANAGEMENT PLAN
941. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) What is the current status of the management plan for the Karijini national
park?

(2) Does the Government favour joint management of the park with the
Karijini Aboriginal Corporation?

(3) Has the KAC produced a plan for economic development entitled
Karijint's Vision?

(4) What steps are being taken to coordinate the various agencies of State
Government to assist in any response to the above mentioned plan?

(5) Will the Govenment fund -
(a) the enterprise project office;
(b) the heritage officer;
for the KAC, as agreed by the previous Government, for three years?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1) A draft management plan is in preparation and close to completion.
(2) The Government is considering proposals for the involvement of the

Aboriginal community in the management of the park.
(3) Yes.
(4) The relevant State Government agencies liaise as required on this matter.
(5) The Government is reviewing all funding commitments as part of its

budget management. No final decision has yet been made on whether
funding will be provided or, if it is, to what level.

HOSPITALS - PORT HEDLAND REGIONAL, SIR CHARLES GAIRONER
X-Rays, Waiting Period

944. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Is there a waiting period at the Port Hedland Regional Hospital for

appointments to undergo X-rays?
(2) If so, what is that waiting period?
(3) What is the waiting time for a similar procedure at Sir Charles Gairdner

Hospital?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Waiting periods for X-ray examinations at Sir Charles Gairdner

Hospital can occasionally be measured in hours when there is an
excessive workload. Clinical need is paramount in assessing the
need for these investigations.

HOSPITALS - PORT HEDLANI) REGIONAL. SIR CHARLES GAIRDNER
Ultra Scans, Waiting Period

945. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Is there a waiting period at the Port Hedland Regional Hospital for

appointments to undergo ultra scans?
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(2) If so, what is that waiting period?
(3) What is the waiting time for a similar procedure at Sir Charles Gairdner

Hospital?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Waiting periods for ultrasound examinations at Sir Charles

Gairdner Hospital can occasionally be measured in hours when
there is an excessive workload. Clinical need is paramount in
assessing the need for these investigations.

MOTOR VEHICLES, GOVERNMENT - MISSING VEHICLES
949. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Services:

(1) As the McCarrey Report identified that sonic 1 200 vehicles are unable to
be accounted for, what actions has the Minister taken to find those
vehicles?

(2) Were all the missing vehicles located?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) What was the cost of locating the vehicles?
(5) Where were the missing vehicles located?
(6) Prior to the vehicles going missing, who was directly responsible for those

vehicles?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) The vehicles in question result from a discrepancy between police

licensing records and agency records. At any given time there will be a
discrepancy in records due to a time lag between when vehicles are
disposed of - and struck off the agency records - and when they are
subsequently struck off the police licensing records. In the interim,
agencies will have registered their replacement vehicles and dual counting
results.

(2)-(3)
In order to reconcile agency records and police licensing records a whole
of Government survey will be conducted in the near future.

(4)-(5)
There will be some administrative costs involved in conducting the survey
to reconcile the records. It is expected that this will cost between $I1200
and $1 500.

(6) Accountable officers are directly responsible for their agency's vehicle
fleet and managing vehicle numbers.

HOSPITALS - PORT HEDLAND REGIONAL
Karratha Laundry and Dry Cleaners, Discussions

956. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Has any member of the Health Department had discussions with Karratha

Laundry and Dry Cleaners regarding the cleaning and/or laundry of the
Port Hedland Regional Hospital being carried out by that company?

(2) Ifsoa-
(a) what was the nature of those discussions;
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(b) who authorised the discussions to take place;
(c) were any undertakings given by either party regarding work from

the hospital;
(d) what other companies have been approached;
(e) what discussions have taken place on this matter between the

appropriate union and the Department?
(3) If not, when will such discussions take place?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided thne following reply -
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No discussions are planned to take place.

HOSPITALS - PORT HEDLAND REGIONAL
Karratha Laundry and Dry Cleaners, Discussions

957. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Has any member of the Port Hedland Regional Hospital had discussions

with Karratha Laundry and Dry Cleaners regarding the cleaning and/or
laundry of the Port Hedland Regional Hospital being carried out by that
company?

(2) If so -
(a) what was the nature of those discussions;
(b) who authorised the discussions to take place;
(c) were any undertakings given by either party regarding work from

the hospital;
(d) what other companies have been approached;
(e) what discussions have taken place on this matter between the

appropriate union and the Hospital?
(3) If not, when will such discussions take place?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) No discussions are planned to take place.

MT HENRY NURSING HOME - STAFF LEVELS, CHANCES
972. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) What changes, if any, have been announced at Mt Henry Nursing Home
regarding staff levels both current and planned?

(2) While nursing staff levels are decreasing or are to be reduced are
administration staff numbers increasing?

(3) If yes, what are the details of these changes?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) Changes announced at Mt Henry Health Service for staff level.

both current and planned are in line with the intention to achieve
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the administration and commercialisation productivity measures as
outlined by the Labor Government's Budget papers for the
1992-93 financial year in which it was stated -

Metropolitan Regions are required to bring their nursing
home casts into line with those of the non-government and
private nursing homes within the next two years. This is
expected to yield recurrent cost savings of at least
$10 million over the next two years.
The Minister for Health will establish a steering committee
under the chairmanship of an independent person with
extensive experience of the nursing home industry to
progress this initiative.

The result of an independent survey commissioned by the previous
Covemment to establish nursing and personal care hours at
Mt Henry compared to the private sector, under the
Commonwealth CAM/SAM funding arrangements, showed that
coverage at Mt Henry was 50 per cent above the CAM allowance
for these patients, with a significant increase in levels of non-
nursing labour and other goods and services. Since April 1993,
efficiency measures within patient support services have
significantly reduced the staffing levels, and a continuous review
program has been instituted to monitor efficiency and instigate
approved practice. Simnilar measures are now being undertaken to
address the overstaffing and apparent inefficiencies within the
nursing division in order to achieve the stated target.

As mentioned in (1) above it will be necessary to reduce all
categories of staff including nursing and administrative staff. In
the short term it has been necessary to increase the number of
administrative staff for the following reasons -

(a) The hospital is committed to achieving the accreditation
status with the Australian Council of Healthcare Standards.
It is a commitment of all hospitals in the East Metropolitan
Health Service to achieve this status. The achievement of
this status is a demonstration to the public of Western
Australia that the service delivery is of the highest
standard. In order to achieve this one member of the
nursing administration has been assigned to this task, which
is under the direct control of the manager, and one member
has been employed on a temporary basis.

(b) The hospital is in the process of installing patient care and
management information systems as part of the
metropolitan hospitals information systems project,
approved by the previous Labor Government. To ensure
the systems are installed efficiently and that the hospital
gains maximum benefit from this investnent it has been
necessary to employ two staff on a temporary contract.

Once the above objectives have been achieved it is the intention to
reduce the number of administrative staff.

POLICE DEPARTMENT - RESOURCES TRANSFERRED TO) MINISTRY OF
JUSTICE

977. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
(1) What resources, human, financial and other, have been tranisferred from

the Police Department to the new Ministry of Justice?
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(2) Was the Commissioner of Police consulted in this process?
(3) Did the Commissioner of Police question the desirability of the transfer?
(4) What was the end advantage of the transfer?
Mr WIESE replied:

The only resources transferred from the Police Departm ent to the new
Ministry of Justice are those associated with the victim support service,
which total -

(1) Nine ETEs; $707 000; four motor vehicles; general office
equipment, computing equipment and furniture.

(2) Yes.
(3) No. The Commissioner of Police agreed with the transfer and

gave a commitment to continue to provide the services of a police
liaison officer.

(4) Greater coordination of services to victims of crime and better
treatment in all aspects of the criminal justice system.

DISABILITY SERVICES - McCARREY REPORT
Accommnodation Plans

984. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:
Will the Minister state the Minister's plans in relation to -
(a) maintaining a presence in the accommodation area by

Government;
(b) speed of devolution to the private sector;
(c) development of new accommodation services;
(d) returning current residential clients to the homes and care of their

families or foster homes?
Mr MINSON replied:

A Cabinet subcommittee has been set up to review and consider the
recommendations of the McCarrey report. This matter will be considered
in due course by the Cabinet subcommittee.

DISABILITY SERVICES - McCARREY REPORT
Contracting Out Service Delivery Functions

988. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:
(1) Does the Minister intend to contract out service delivery functions from

Government to non-government agencies?
(2) If so, which such services would be a priority?
Mr MINSON replied:

A Cabinet subcommittee has been set up to review and consider the
recommendations of the MeCarrey report. This matter will be considered
in due course by the Cabinet subcommittee.

DISABILITY SERVICES - McCARREY REPORT
Contracting Out Mechanical Services, Maintenance and Catering

989. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:
Does the Minister intend to contract out mechanical services, maintenance
and catering from the Government to the non-government sector?

Mr MINSON replied:
A Cabinet subcommittee has been set up to review and consider the
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recommendations of the McCaxrey report. This matter will be considered
in due course by the Cabinet subcommittee.

DISABILITY SERVICES - McCARREY REPORT
Ad~ninisrragion of Intellectual Disability Services Halved

990. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:
(1) Will the administration of intellectual disability services be halved as

suggested by the McCarrey commission report?
(2) Has the Minister a plan to reduce the number of managers and

administrators?
(3) Will the Minister engage a suitably qualified management consulting firm

to review opportunities for streamlining administration costs?
Mr MINSON replied:

A Cabinet subcommittee has been set up to review and consider the
recommendations of the MeCarrey report. This matter will be considered
in due course by the Cabinet subcommittee.

DISABILITY SERVICES - McCARREY REPORT
Review by Independent Agency

991. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:
How will the Minister respond to the McCarrey report proposal that if
Government is to provide services then a review should be done by an
independent agency which should conduct it without concern for pre-
existing allegiances to people and structures already in place?

Mr MINSON replied:
A Cabinet subcommittee has been set up to review and consider the
recommendations of the McCarrey report. This matter will be considered
in due course by the Cabinet subcommnittee.

HERITAGE - PILBARA, NORTH POLE AREA, VESTED IN MINISTER FOR
MINES

1015. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Why are the areas of heritage value in the North Pole area of the Pilbara to

be vested in the Minister for Mines?
(2) What other areas of heritage value are vested in the Minister for Mines?
(3) What is the plan referred to in the Minister's answer to question on notice

724 of 1993?
(4) At what stage of implementation is the plan?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) The Geological Survey of WA is responsible for geoscience in Western

Australia and because it reports to the Minister for Mines it is appropriate
that sites of geological significance, such as that at North Pole, are vested
in the Minister for Mines.

(2) At present the Veevers and Dalgaranga meteorite craters are vested in the
Minister for Mines.

(3) A total of 150 sites are currently under consideration for vesting as sites of
geological significance.

(4) A program to progressively vest these sites is currently under way. This
program is being coordinated by the Geological Survey of WA and the
National Trust of WA, with funding from the Federal Government's
national estates grants program.
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HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - GYNA ECOLOGIST,
PILBARA, CONTRACT

1019. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Is the gynaccologist based in the Pilbara on contract?
(2) If so, when does the con tract expire?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

WITTENOOM - NO HEALTH RISK, MIINISTERIAL STATEMENT
1022. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Will the Minister issue an unqualified statement to the effect that residents
of, and visitors to, the town of Wittenoom face no threat to their health as
a consequence of living in, or visiting the town?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) 1 know of no place in the world where people face no threats to

their health.
TOURISM - PILBARA TOURISM DEVELOPMENT PLAN

1026. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Tourism:
Further to question on notice 796 of 1993, will the Minister provide a
copy of the tourism development plan for the Pilbara?

Mr C.J BARNET replied:
Copies of the following documents are available in the Library at
Parliament House -

Tourism Development Plan, Pilbara Region. Executive Summary.
Tourism Development Plan, Pilbara Region.
Pilbara Region. Tourism Development Implementation Strategy
1991-1995.

TRANSPERTh - BUS SERVICES, CHANGES
Carlisle, East Victoria Park, Kensington, Lothlain, St James, Victoria Park, Wilson

1036. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What changes have been made since February 1993 to bus services in the

suburbs of-
(a) Kensington
(b) Victoria Park
(c) East Victoria Park
(d) Lathlain
(e) Carlisle
(1) St James
(g) Wilson?

(2) Does Transperth have any plans to change any of the services to these
suburbs?
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(3) Does the Government intend to privatise any of the bus services to these
suburbs?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response-
(1) The only change has been one minor route alteration in the

St James area for the 1801 and 182 services due to road works.
(2) No.
(3) No. Transperth will be corporatised, and competitive tendering

will be progressively introduced from 1994.
INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS LEGISLATION - ADVER7ISING CAMPAIGN

Darcy Farrell & Associates, Payments
1037. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) What is the budget for the impending campaign to promote the
Government's workers compensation and industrial relations changes?

(2) Which advertising Firm has been retained to promote the changes?
(3) (a) Were three quotes/submissions sought;

(b) if so, from which firms?
(4) Which department will pay for the campaign?
(5) What is the total amount paid to Darcy Farrell and Associates to date?
(6) ]For what services have these payments been made?
(7) (a) Have any other payments been made in association with the Darcy

Farrell and Associates promotion campaign to date;
(b) if so, to whom and for what reason?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) $500 000 has been allocated to undertake an information and education

program for each of the proposed industrial relations and the workers'
compensation changes.

(2) No advertising agent has been retained to promote the changes; the
information and education programs will be coordinated by the respective
departments with the assistance of Mr Darcy Farrell. However, different
advertising agents will be engaged from time to time to undertake specific
assignments.

(3) Not applicable. However, the contracting of advertising work for the
Department of Productivity and Labour Relations will be done in
accordance with Supply Commission policies. The Workers'
Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission is not covered by the
requirements of the Supply Commission; however, it will use its own
policy to select an advertising agency when required.

(4) The Department of Productivity and Labour Relations and Workers'
Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission.

(5) Nil.
(6) Not applicable.
(7) (a) See (2) above.

(b) See (a) above. However, for the member's information the
following payments have been made by the departments for
advertising as a part of the infornation and education program -

Markerforce - placement of advertisements - $28 673.85.
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Stratagem - preparation and design of advertisements - $4 876.05.
Benchmark Advertising Pty Ltd - preparation and design of
advertisements - $3 602.
Government Media office - placement of advertisements -
$8 613.90.

MINISTERIAL STAFF - BLAIN, NICK, SALARY AND ALLOWANCES
1038. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:

With reference to the answer to question on notice 464 of 1993. what is
the dollar value of the salary entitlements and allowances of the Minister's
Chief Policy Adviser, Dr Nick Blain?

Mr KIERATH replied:
Dr Blain's salary package is equivalent to the S1 salary level in
accordance with Public Service Commission determination. Inclusive
within that package is an allowance for the use of his private vehicle on
official business. This allowance is for the first 6 340 kmn in any year.
Any kilomietres travelled in excess of the 6 340 km are to be recouped in
accordance with the rates prescribed from time to time in schedule E of
the Public Service Award 1992. Other allowances include rents] of a
home telephone with facsimile line together with all business calls, and
the provision of a parking bay.

REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS AGENTS ACT - AMENDMENTS
I-Iomebayers Association Fund

1043. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
When does the Minister intend to amend the Real Estate and Business
Agents Act 1978 to allow the Homebuyers Association fund to be
reactivated?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The Minister for Consumer Affairs has provided the following reply -

Subject to other parliamentary business, this session of Parliament.
CONSUMER AFFAIRS, MINISTRY OF - COMPLAINTS AGAINST ANREPS

1044. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) How many complaints have been lodged with the Ministry of Consumer

Affairs about Australian National Real Estate Private Sales?
(2) How can those complaints be categorised?
(3) Has the ministry taken any action against any person operating with

ANREPS?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

The Minister for Consumer Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1) Two.
(2) Allegations that the organisation is operating as an unlicensed real

estate agent.
(3) No. Legal advice indicated there was no breach of the Real Estate

and Business Agents Act.
REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS AGENTS ACT - AMENDMENTS

Penalties for Breaches
1045. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) Will the Minister indicate whether the Minister intends to amend the
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provisions for penalties for breaches of the Real Estate and Business
Agents Act 1978?

(2) If amendments are to be made will the Minister consider a more realistic
maximum fine of between $10 000 and $15 000 rather than the current
$1 000?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The Minister for Consumer Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) This has already been considered.

HOMESWEST - BRANCH OFFICE CLOSURES
1049. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is Homeswesz intending to close any of its branch offices?
(2) What savings are envisaged in this?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

HOMESWEST - SALES TO TENANTS INITIATIVES
1050. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:

What initiatives to boost Homeswest tenant purchases have been made in
1993?

Mr LEWIS replied:
Continuation of the Right Move scheme has seen 101 sales to tenants from
1 July 1993 to 31 August 1993 with another 135 cont-acts signed for sales
in process. This compares to 512 sales in 1992-93. The new right to buy
scheme based on Government policy will be introduced by December
1993.

HOMESWEST - TURNOVER OF TENANTS
1052. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:

(I) What was the turnover of Horneswest tenants in 1992?
(2) What proportion of these have been -

(a) relocated with Homeswest,
(b) upgraded within Homeswest;
(c) left Homeswest accommodation?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) 8692.
(2) Homeswest does not keep records of this information.

METROPOLITAN REGION IMPROVEMENT FUND - BUDGET 1993-94,
ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE

1057. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
What are the 1993-94 estimates of revenue and expenditure which
constitute the metropolitan regional improvement tax trust fund budget?

Mr LEWIS replied:
There is a metropolitan region improvement fund with estimated revenue
for 1993-94 of $25 450 000 and estimated expenditure of $30 644 000.
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EAST PERTH DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - BUDGET 1993-94,
ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 1993-94

1058. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
What are the 1993-94 estimates for revenue and expenditure which
constitute the East Perth Redevelopment Authority budget?

Mr LEWIS replied:
Total expenditure for the East Perth Redevelopment Authority for the
financial year 1993-94 is estimated at $31.2m. This is balanced by
revenue from various sources to the same figure.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LAND AUTHORITY - BUDGET 1993-94,
ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE

1059. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:
What are the 1993-94 estimates for revenue and expenditure which
constitute the Western Australian Land Authority budget?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

The Western Australian Land Authority 1993-94 budget contains the
following estimates for revenue and expenditure -

Revenue Land sales $83.5m
Rents and royalties $5.5m
Estimates total $9

Expenditure Marketing and administration expenses $1O.4m
1993-94 capital works program $978m
Estimates total$182

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SHOP RESIDENTIAL,
WATER CONSUMPTION ALLOWANCE; REVENUE

1063. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) Does the Water Authority of Western Australia give any waler

cons umption allowance for properties deemed to be shop residential?
(2) What water consumption allowance did the WAWA provide last financial

year for properties deemed to be shop residential?
(3) What is the WAWA estimated revenue from metropolitan properties

deemed to be shop residential for each of the financial years 1992-93 and
1993-94?

(4) What is the Water Authority's estimated revenue from country properties
deemed to be shop residential for each of the financial years 1992-93 and
1993-94?

Mr OMODET replied:
(1 )-(2)

Where a metropolitan commercial property includes a residential unit the
property is classified as "commrercial/residential" and rated under the
commercial tariffs. For the 1992-93 rating year and associated
consumption year - and for prior years - such properties were entitled to a
10 per cent pro rata water allowance in respect of the amount payable for
the annual service charge for the water service. Where this water
allowance was less than 150 kL, such properties were given the normal
150 kL residential water allowance in recognition of the residential
component. The commercial/residential classification was specifically
created for this purpose.
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For the 1993-94 rating year and associated consumption year the
remaining pro rata water allowance for commercial properties was
abolished with a corresponding reduction being applied to the annual
service charge for water. Concurrently, the residential water allowance
was reduced from 150 kL to 75 kL. Therefore, for 193-94 all
commercial/residential properties will receive an allowance of 75 kL.

(3) Separate revenue estimates for commercial/residential properties is not
man tained.

(4) There is not a similar classification for country properties.
WOMEN'S INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - PROJECTS OR INITIATIVES

1064. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Women's Interests:
What initiatives or projects of the Office of Women's Interests have been
started or completed since 6 February 1993?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
March - International Women's Day poster produced and launched.
May - Women and Justice Seminar.
August - Women and Justice Seminar, 1993 edition of Directory of
Women's Incerests produced and launched.

WOMEN'S INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - NORTH WEST WOMEN'S
ASSOCIATION

Full Time Equivalent Funding
1065, Dr WATSON to the Minister for Women's Interests:

(1) Further to question on notice 520 of 1993 and its answer, can the Minister
assure the Parliament that funding for the position of a full time equivalent
seconded to the North West Women's Association will continue for the
coming four years as committed by the previous Government?

(2) If not, on what rounds?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The Office of Women's Interests is currently allocating its budget for

1993-94 and no specific allocations to particular projects have yet been
made.

(2) Not applicable.
RACECOURSE DEVELOPMENT TRUST - FUNDS ALLOCATED TO NON-

METROPOLITAN RACE CLUBS
1079. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and

Gaming:
Can the Minister supply details of all funds allocated from the racecourse
development trust to non-metropolitan race clubs over the past five years?

The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 360.]

ROBE RIVER IRON ASSOCIATES - EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE, PILBARA
SITES

1090. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines:
(1) What actions are being taken to ensure that the equipment on the Robe

River Iron Associates sites throughout the Pilbara are being correctly
maintained?

(2) When was the last inspection by mines inspectors of the reclaimer that
caused the fatal accident on I September 1993?
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(3) When wilt the remaining reclaimers currently operating be tested for
cracks and faults?

(4) Will the department prosecute Robe for not complying with the State
agreements Act?

(5) Has the Minister instructed his inspectors to carry out inspection of
equipment to ensure all equipment is properly maintained?

(6) If not, why not?
Mr C.. BARNETT replied:

The Minister for Mines has provided the following reply -

(1) Safety inspections are cardied out on operations and equipment at
all mine sites by the district inspectors, special inspectors of mines
(machinery), special inspectors of mines (electrical) and special
inspectors of mines (rail).

(2) 20 January 1993.
(3) The reclaimers are at present being critically reviewed by

specialist consultants engaged for the purpose.
(4) Investigations by departmental inspectors are still being carried

out. Any decision relative to the outcome of the investigations
cannot be taken until the investigations are completed.

(5)-(6)
Such inspections are routinely carried out as required by the Mines
Regulation Act. The current investigations include a detailed
assessment of the maintenance program.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - FREE WATER
ALLOWANCE, ABOLITION

1118. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
Further to question on notice 995 of 1993, can the Minister specify a
particular statement or occasion where it was stated that the remaining
75 kilolitre allowance for metropolitan consumers, covered by the fixed
charge, would be abolished from the beginning of 1994?

Mr OMODET replied:.
The member is referred to question 995. A copy of my latest press release
on the issue is tabled. (See paper No 361.-]

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - DRAINAGE RATES
ABOLITION

Revenue; Costs Avoidance
1120. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) How much revenue will the Water Authority of Western Australia forgo
due to the abolition of drainage rates in rural areas?

(2) What costs would WAWA avoid if responsibility for rural drainage
schemes were transferred to the local land owner?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) $1.25m,
(2) The savings to the Water Authority would depend on what arrangements

were made to manage the assets. The expenditure on country drainage in
1992-93 was -

Operating expenses $1.670rn
Depreciation $1 .486m
Interest $1 .906m
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES - MINISTER FOR COMMERCE AND TRADE
Staff Names, Positions, Salary Levels, Allowances, Benefits: Motor Vehicle Allocation

1129. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:
(1) What are the names, positions, salary levels and other allowances and

benefits for each person working in the Minister's office as at
21 September 1993?

(2) How many and which of these have a Government motor vehicle allocated
for their use?

Mr COWAN replied:
(1) G. Wiltshire Principal private secretary L8

B. Calderbank Principal policy officer L8
P. Jackson Media secretary L7
S. Krupa Policy officer (regions) 16
1. Shadbolt Executive officer L5
C. Bolt Appointments secretary L4
1. Mackin Parliamentary liaison officer L4
P. Maughan Policy/research officer L4
D. Craig Administrative assistant 13
H. Norris Personal assistant/appointments L2
C. Dipetta Personal secretary L2
S. Barbaro Records officer/receptionist LI
S. Thompson Receptionist Li
T. Ryan Receptionist Li

(2) Three - G. Wiltshire; B. Calderbank; P. Jackson.
AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT BANK - FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION, STUDY

1154. Mr HILL to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:
(1) Is there a study conducted by the Australian Federal Government into the

appropriateness of the Federal Government to contribute to the African
Development Bank?

(2) Should Australia join the ADB?
(3) What action, if any, does the Minister intend undertaking to support this

proposition?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) In view of the joint considerations of the cost of membership of AfDB for

Australia, estimated at S41m per annum - more than the total Australian
aid budget for Africa - and the current primary focus for aid being directed
towards the Asia-Pacific region, the Federal Government decided in
January 1992 not to proceed with an application for membership.

(3) On 30 June 1993, 1 wrote to Senator Peter Cook, Federal Minister for
Trade, Senator Gareth Evans, Minister for Foreign Affairs, and to Senator
Gordon Bilney, Minister for Development Cooperation and Pacific Island
Affairs recommending that Australia join the AfDB. A copy of my letter
to Senator Bilney, and his reply. is tabled. [See paper No 362.1

GENE VIEVE 500 - 1993 CAR RACE, GOVERNMENT CONTRIBUTION
1158. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Will the Genevieve 1000 car race be staged this year?
(2) Will the Government make a financial contribution to staging the race?
(3) What is the extent of this contribution?
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:
(1) 1 assume that the member is referring to the Genevieve 500 car race. I

understand that private interests are considering restaging the race in the
future.

(2) The Government has made no financial or other form of commitment to
Mnother race and currently has no request for support or involvement on
hand.

(3) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

POLICE - TRAFFIC ACCIDENT, CIB CAR
299. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

I refer to the Minister's claims last week of cracking down on police for
serious breaches of regulations by suspending officers under investigation
and establishing a police board.
(1) Have the four Criminal Investigation Branch detectives involved in

the 6 September car crash been suspended, and if not, why not?
(2) Why has there been such an extraordinary delay in appointing a

permanent police board, given that it was recommended by the
interim police board, of which the Commissioner for Police is a
member, established last year by the previous Labor Government?

Mr WIESE replied:

(1)-(2)
I have already indicated in this Parliament and in the public arena that the
police board which is pan of this Government's policy will be put in place
some time within the next 12 months. I am happy to confirm again that it
is one of the matters at which the Government has looked. Immediately
following the statement that I made in the Parliament during the debate on
the matter of public importance on Thursday I discussed the matter with
the Acting Commissioner of Police and assistant commissioners. Already
several of the things that I gave an explanation of in this Parliament have
been put in place. During the MPI debate I indicated it would not be
possible overnight to put in place the suspension procedures as that will
require discussion, and that is being undertaken now. The officers have
not been suspended as the member for Balcatta well knows. The member
also well knows - and I have indicated this to this Parliament several times
already - that the procedures within the Police Department have always
been that an officer is not suspended unless it is considered that criminal
charges will be laid. This procedure has been followed in this case.

SCHOOL CLEANERS - EFFICIENCY POLICY, TIDY ROOMS DIRECTIVE
300. Dr TURNBULL to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
With reference to the negotiation with cleaners within schools concerning
the developmental strategies to gain efficiency of up to 30 per cent, what
policies does the Minister have concerning students leaving classrooms
and toilet areas free of litter and with furniture suitably arranged -

Several members inteijected.
Dr TURNBULL: This is a very important matter. This Government is

determined to develop some responsibility in people.
Several members interjected.

4877



4878 [AS SEM BLY]

The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr TUJRNBULL: What policies will enable the cleaners to maintain and increase

their efficiency?
MrT TUJBBY replied:

I commend the member, who met the cleaners in the Collie area
concerning the changes to the cleaning structure within schools. The
ministry will seek continuing cooperation from school principals and
teaching staff to ensure that rooms are left tidy and ready for efficient
cleaning. This already occurs in most schools in the State. The ministry
will consider the member's suggestion that a directive be sent to remind
principals and schools that rooms must be kept tidy prior to cleaning.

McCARREY COMMISSION - COMMITTEE MEMBERS' INFORMATION
301. Dr CONSTABLE to the Treasurer:

I refer the Treasurer to his responses to questions on notice 832, 833, 834,
837 and 838 in which I asked for information about members of
committees appointed by the McCarrey commission regarding
Government accommodation, the Building Management Authority,
education, public sector cleaning services and housing. I specifically
asked for the names of committee members, how much each member was
paid and the involvement of each committee member in the private sector.
(1) Why has he refused to supply this information?
(2) Since the commission was paid for by the State, does the Treasurer

agree the people of Western Australia have a right to know this
information?

(3) In the spirit of Government accountability, will the Treasurer
undertake to make this information available?

Mr COURT replied:
The McCarrey commission was an independent commission given a
budget of $500 000.

Mr D.L. Smith: Your reply is outrageous.
Mr COURT: The commission has submitted to me the total expenses it incurred

during its investigations. Thec figure totalled under $500 000, but is being
checked. When it is available, I will make it public.

Mr Hill interjected.
Mr COURT: Hang on! The report spelt out clearly who was involved in the

inquiry and what were their positions.
Several members interjected.

POLICE - TRAFFIC ACCIDENT, CIB CAR
302. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) Has the assistant Commissioner of Police, Les Ayton, taken charge of
investigations into the 6 September police car crash?

(2) If so, does that reflect a lack of confidence in the internal investigations
branch?

Mr WIESE replied:
(1 )-(2)

The assistant Commissioner, Les Ayron, has taken charge of the inquiry.
It does not indicate any lack of confidence in the internal investigation
branch.
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INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES - AUSTRALIAN BUREAU OF STATISTICS
FIGURES; REASONS

303. Mr JOHNSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Has the Minister seen the Australian Bureau of Statistics figures on

industrial disputes in Western Australia?
(2) Will the Minister inform the House of the main reasons for industrial

disputes in Western Australia? Members opposite should listen carefully
to the answer.

Mr KIERATH replied:

I thank the member for the question. The latest figures indicate seven
classifications of reasons for 55 000 working days lost. The wages item
indicates that 7 300 days were lost and the area of managerial policy
indicates that 18 000 days were lost. It is even worse that under the item
on trade unionism, 17 700 days were lost. The biggest single factor was
managerial policy, which covers such things as terms and conditions of
employment, work practices, promotion and redeployment. Those issues
are directly under the control of management. However, the figures
relating to trade unionism include disputes involving non-unionists; in
other words, closed shop or no ticket-no start, and inter-union and intra-
union disputes. The inter-union or intra-union disputes have nothing to do
with the employer or with the working conditions of employees in any
manner, shape or form.
All the management decisions account for 33 per cent of time lost.
However, the union related matters, which are not the fault of the
employers, account for only one per cent less - 32 per cent of all time lost.
It is fair to say that some unionists, and obviously some members on the
other side of the House, have forgotten what they are there for that is, to
protect workers from exploitation. Instead, they have been more
interested in various sorts of power plays, against employers and against
their so-called brothers. Instead of being pan of the solution they are part
of the problem, and the State simply cannot afford it.

Mr Graham interjected.
Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I think I heard the member for Pilbara saying something
about telling lies. If that is correct I ask him to withdraw that.

Mr GRAHAM: I said that the figures from which the Minister is quoting prove
that he is telling lies.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member to withdraw that; it is not parliamentary.
Mr GRAHAM: As you. Mr Speaker, are asking me, I will withdraw it.

Questions without Notice Resumed
SWIMMING POOL FENCING REGULATIONS - ISOLATION FENCING,

REPEAL PLANS
304. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Local Government:

I refer to the Minister's statement yesterday that families with young
children should install isolation fencing around their pools, despite the
Minister's decision to repeal the relevant regulations.
(1) If the Minister now recognises that the safety risks to children

posed by swimming pools axe greatly reduced by isolation fencing,
on what basis is the Minister proceeding with plans to repeal
fencing regulations introduced by the previous Government?
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(2) Given that the Minister's statement is an acknowledgment that
repealing the regulations will put children at risk, has the Minister
sought Crown Law Department advice about whether he has
exposed the Government and local authorities to legal liability for
any child drowning where there is an absence of isolation fencing.

Mr OMODEI replied:

The member for Mitchell, as the previous Minister for Local Government.
well knows that concern has been expressed about the regulations
controlling swimming pool fences.

Mr D.L. Smith inteijected.
Mr OMODEI: Yes, and I acknowledge that children who live in premises which

have unfenced pools are at risk. I have no doubt about that and I have
made it plain that I believe that people with young children should have
some form of isolation fencing. Figures indicate that approximately one
per cent of infants in Western Australia live on premises with pools. A
large number of people in the community have no requirement for a
swimming pool fence; that is, people who have no children, have grown
up children or children who can swim. As the Minister for Local
Government I have tried to adopt the comnmonsense approach to what is a
very emotional issue. The pool fences which have been proposed under
the new regulations will be in accordance with Australian standards 1926
and 2818. The member for Mitchell will be aware of those standards. I
am aware that this is a contentious issue. However, I am aware also that a
large number of public water bodies ame not perimeter fenced. The
member for Mitchell knows all of those arguments. He is seeking to cast
aspersions on me when I am trying hard to do my duty. I will undertake to
obtain that Crown Law Department advice and advise the member
accordingly.

METRO MEAT LTD - SALE; ALBANY ABAlTOIR
305. Mir PRINCE to the Minister for Primary Industry:

This matter is of vital importance to the people of the Albany region as
well as elsewhere in Western Australia. I ask -

(1) Is the Minister aware of the reported sale of the Metro Meat Ltd
abattoirs?

(2) If yes, will the Minister confirm or deny that the Albany abattoir is
not included?

(3) If the Albany abattoir is not included in the sale, will the Minister -

(a) tell the House why; and
(b) advise what action, if any, the Government can take to

ensure the continued operation of the Albany abattoir?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(3)

Like the member for Albany and other members of the Government, I am
very concerned about this issue. Having heard a rumour that Metro Meat
Ltd was about to finalise a deal that has been in the market place for some
time, I had a meeting yesterday with some of the principals of that
company. I was informed at the meeting that, while the deal has not been
finalised, theme had been a move towards finalisation and that the deal
would include the sale of the current assets of Metro Meat Ltd, which is
owned by the Adelaide Steamship Company group, which is in
receivership, to a Chinese company. I was informed also that that deal
would not include the Albany facility. Of course, that leaves Linley
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Valley and Katanning. I am concerned about that. However, I stress that
the deal has not been finalised; nothing has been signed. 1 understand
further from my discussions that, if the rest of the dea proceeds, the
purchasing company will write into the agreement that the Albany facility
cannot be on-sold to any other operator,

Mr Taylor. That will be the end of the Albany meatworks.
Mr HOUSE: It certainly will be, if that deal goes through. However, the

Government has no control over that and chat concerns me. I wish it did,
but it is a private deal. The Foreign Investment Review Board should look
at this deal to see what it can do about an overseas company buying two
facilities in Western Australia and not the chird. In the 24 hours since that
mneeting, I have had discussions and meetings with people in the meat
industry. I am trying to address this situation as quickly as possible
because it is of concern not only to the Government but to all meat
producers in Western Australia.

MEAT INDUSTRY - PROTECTION OF LIVESTOCK PRODUCERS'
INTERESTS

306. Mr GRILL to the Minister for Primary Industry:
My question actually touches on Robb Jetry again and on the imminent
sale referred to in the previous question. Given that imminent sale of
Metro Meat Ltd to overseas interests and the consequent effect of
concentrating the majority of export meat processing in this State in the
hands of a foreign Government agency because of the Government's ill-
conceived decision to close Robb Jetty meatworks, what action has the
Minister taken to pmncecc the interests of Western Australian livestock
producers?

Dr Lawrence: None.
Mr HOUSE replied:

Mr Speakcer -
Dr Lawrence: You expressed your concern; that is the action you took. Very

powerful and vital action!
Mr HOUSE: Of course I anm concerned. Is the Leader of the Opposition not

concerned?
Dr Lawrence: Action is required.
Mr HOUSE: The Leader Of the Opposition sits and prattles; away and does

nothing. She has no concern at all. She sits and talks.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HOUSE: While I have some very serious concern about the meat facilities in

Western Australia being owned by an overseas company. I amn sure the
member for Eyre realises, with regard to a monopoly situation, that the
current situation is no different from what it was under his administration
when he was Minister for Agriculture. That does not mean I do not have
concerns about overseas ownership; I certainly do. [ said in answer to the
previous question that I am addressing this issue at the moment and I will
continue to address it. I have every concern about it and we will be
looking at the options.

WINE TAX - GOVERNMENT ACIOQN
307. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Premier:

Having regard for the future of wine producers in Western Australia,
especially in the Swan Valley area, can the Premier outline to the House
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what action the Western Australian Government is taking in relation to the
Federal Government's proposed significant increase on the sales tax on
wine, which will impact severely on the Swan Valley?

Mr COURT replied:
I said in this House previously that the Government would prepare a
submission to send to the Federal Government. In conjunction with the
wine producers that submission has been finalised and has been sent -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mir COURT: Members opposite may want to make a joke about the wine

industry's concerns. Last week they were supporting the Governiment's
moves to assist the industry.
The submission spells out quite clearly that the Western Australian
producers, being small producers, will be detrimentally affected by the
increase in the sales tax on wine. The Government's submission clearly
spells out the current status of the wine industry in this State. I am sure
the members opposite who have an interest in this industry will read the
submission. I have a copy of it here. The submission shows that the small
producers in Western Australia are dependent on the domestic market to
provide the financial assistance for them to break into the export market.

Mr Taylor: Just sit down. This is embarrassing.
Mir COURT: Itris interesting that on the one hand members opposite talk about

supporting the local industry -

Mr Taylor: This is nothing different from what you told us a few weeks ago. Sit
down and let us get on with question time. Just sit down. This is boring.

The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the Deputy Leader of the Opposition not to
interject at that great length and volume. It is not possible for Ministers to
answer questions when the level of interjections. not only from the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition but also from other members, is as great as it is.
I ask members to allow question time to be conducted in a manner which
allows Ministers to answer the questions which have been properly asked.

Mr COURT: The interjections highlight the hypocrisy of members opposite. The
submission has only just been finalised and the Opposition is not the
slightest bit interested in what is happening to the wine industry in this
State. I advise the member for Swan Hills that the submission has been
sent to the Federal Government. I hope the Federal Government will
reverse its decision and that members opposite will support that
proposition.

VAN SCHOUBROECK, LESLEY - MINISTRY OF JUSTICE APPLICANT
Ministerial Interference Complaint

308. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) IHas the Attorney General or anyone from her ministerial office at any

time identified Ministry of Education officer Ms Lesley van Schoubroeck
as a strong applicant for a position in the Ministry of Justice?

(2) Is she aware that the officer who was responsible for that appointment
made a complaint about that interference to the director general?

(3) Can she inform the House of the director general's response to that
complaint?

(4) What is the Attorney General's view about ministerial interference in
appointments of this kind?
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Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(l)-(4)

1 do not know about the matter to which the member is referring, but I will
be pleased to receive that question on notice and to provide a proper
answer.

KOOMBANA PENINSULA - FREEHOLD AND LEASEHOLD SImES
ADVERTISING

309. Mr OSBORNE to the Deputy Premier:
Because of the great interest in this matter which has arisen among thte
people of Bunbury, will the Minister advise of the progress on the
advertising of freehold and leasehold sites on the Koomnbana resort
peninsula for expressions of interests from the private sector?

Mr COWAN replied:
I am sure the member for Mitchell will be interested in this matter because
he had some involvement in it. The Koombana peninsula site is almost
ready for development. The area about which we are talking is 10
hectares, of which 2.9 ha is being made available for a freehold site for a
resort lodge, and 5.4 ha for a leasehold site for chalets, caravans and
cam ping sites. I understand some processes are yet to be completed
before the title is finally sorted out and Crown grant is issued.
Nevertheless, it is anticipated that the freehold and leasehold sites will be
advertised in The West Australian tomorrow, and in The Weekend
Australian and the South Western Times in due course. Also, a hoarding
will be erected on the site advertising the sale of these two parcels of land.
The area of land available as public open space on the peninsula, which
includes all the waterfront area, has been increased and there will be
public access to the waterfront area. In addition, the Bunbury and
Districts Power Boat Club will remain on its site for some time yet.
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