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THE SPEAKER (Mr M~ichael Barnett) took the Chair at 11.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - DUCK SHOOTING
Prohibition Legislation Support

MRS WATKINS (Wanneroo) (11.04 am]: 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 undersigned petitioners of Western Australia and residents, urge you not to
declare Duck Shooting Seasons and to legislate for the prohibition of any future Duck
Shooting in this State because of the cruelty inflicted on our wildlife, the loss of
significant waterbird breeding habitat; the pollution of the wetlands from lead pellets,
cartridges and other rubbish, and community disapproval of recreational shooting of
wildlife.
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 810 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 161]

PETITION - DUCK SHOOTING
Prohibition Legislation Support

MRS WATKINS (Wanneroo) [11.06 am]: I present a second petition couched in slightly
different terms from the previous petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned petitioners, urge members of the Parliament of Western
Australia, to support as a matter of urgency legislation recently introduced by the
Government to ban recreational duck shooting in Western Australia.
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 7 487 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 17.]

PETITION - YAICABINDIE SACRED SITES PROTECTION
Prohibition of Further Mining Legislation

DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [11.07 aml: I present a petition in the following terms -
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia.
We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia urge you to declare Yakabindie
Sacred Sites as protected and to legislate for the prohibition of any further mining and
destruction of these sacred sites.
We want to prevent the consequent grief, loss and disintegration of the Aboriginal
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custodians who are still practising their tribal law and culture in this area which has
been compared to Ayers Rock in the Northern Territory in significance. The songline
extends from Ayers Rock through Yakabindie across Central Australia connecting
many Aboriginal peoples.
We also want to prevent further loss of important and, in some cases, rare flora and
fauna in the area adjacent to the Wanjarri A Class reserve which will be impacted by
toxic tailing dams from the nickel mine.
And your petitioners as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 147 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 18.]

PETITION - SWAN BREWERY SITE
Referendumn and Legislatdon

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [11.08 am]: I present a petition
couched in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly in
Parliament assembled.
The signatories to this petition request that -

(i) the Parliament adopt legislation for, and the Government facilitate, a
referendum on the question of whether the Old Swan Brewery should be
demolished and the area established as parkland;

(ii) such referendum be conducted in conjunction with the proposed referendum
on Daylight Saving.

Your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
The petition beats 112 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 19.]

COAL INDUSTRY TRIBUNAL OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Dr Gallop (Minister for Fuel and Energy), and read a first
time.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT (POLITICAL FINANCE) DILL
Second Reading

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform)
[l1.llam]: Imove-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Government has reintroduced this Bill rather than reinstate it. Amendments placed on
the Notice Paper in 1991 are now incorporated in the Bill because this alternative should
assist members to consider the entire proposal.
Whether or not there is any truth in allegations about the purchase of influence insa political
system, the existence of those allegations has the potential to undermine confidence and
threaten the integrity of the system. A combination of international and Australian examples
of problems related to political finance have led to reports and commentary which
consistently stress the importance of disclosure for public confidence.
In past years our attitude has been to do nothing in respect of the regulation of the financing
of politics. However, at the same dine, the role of Government in our society and economy
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has steadily increased and expenditure on elections has escalated dramatically. Parliament
now has the capacity - by adopting this Bill - to make this a turning point in the way our
political system functions and in the way our democracy is protected. We can change from
secrecy to openness. As a result, the potential for influence will be constr-ained by the
certainty of disclosure. We can then change from a system where Government policies
might be purchased to a system in which voters are confident that they select Government
policy in free and fair elections. The Government and the Australian Labor Parry believe
that the law has an important role to play in ensuring that money raised in the process of
political competition will promote and not detract from the democratic process. This Bill
will make a significant contribution to that objective.
A feature of electoral reform legislation passed in 1987 was to make our State electoral law
more uniform with that prevailing for Commonwealth elections. The Commonwealth
Parliament's Joint Select Committee on Electoral Reform was established in May 1983 out
of a concern to improve the quality of democracy in this country. Tat Joint Select
Committee conducted a most comprehensive inquiry into electoral policy matters, taking
submissions from political parties as well as large and small organisations, academics, local
government bodies and individuals. As a result of the Select Committee's report and
recommendations, the Commonwealth Electoral Act was considerably enhanced and
disclosure of election finances was introduced.
T1he starting point for drafting the provisions of this Bill was the Commonwealth legislation.
which had been tested in three Federal general elections. However, Commonwealth and
New South Wales laws regulating the disclosure of election finance had been shown to
contain deficiencies of two main types: Firstly, organsations could be created to receive
donations and pass them on, and in the process mask the identity of the original donors;
secondly, donations made for a purpose not related to an election did nor have to be
disclosed.
In 1989 the report by the Commonwealth Parliament's Joint Standing Committee on
Electoral Matters titled, "Who Pays the Piper Calls the Tune" reviewed the operation of the
disclosure law, and included in its recommendations a call for full disclosure of all income
and expenditure by political parties. In New South Wales in 1990 the "Report on
Investigation into North Coast Land Development" by Adrian Roden, QC. for the
independent Commission against Corruption found evidence of avoidance of disclosure. His
report recommended reforms to that State's Election Funding Act, including identification of
the true source of donations and the removal of the exemption from disclosure of donations
made for other than electoral purposes.
Disclosure of political donations was recommended in Queensland by Mr Ton:y Fitzgerald,
QC, in the report of the Royal Commission of Inquiry he headed. In Tasmania in 1991
Hon WiJ. Carter, QC, also recommended disclosure along the lines of Commonwealth
legislation. One loophole identified in the above reports can be closed by this Parliament,
and the Bill therefore proposes to require the disclosure of all gifts and income by political
parties regardless of the purpose for which they are given or used.
Under provisions similar to Commonwealth law, individual candidates and other persons will
be required to disclose election-related gifts, and non-party groups will be required to
disclose all gifts. The application of more stringent requirements to retuirns by political
parties is reasonable because contesting elections is their reason for existence, whereas this
may not be true of other participants in the election.
The use of foundations, trusts and out of Stare organisations through which to channel
donations in order to avoid disclosure of the original donor is harder to regulate. There are
two main reasons for this: Firstly, regulation of the activities of out of State organisations
requires complementary Commonwealth and other State legislation to ensure that no part of
the federation can be used as a haven for avoidance. Significant progress has been achieved
by the Commonwealth Political Broadcasts and Political Disclosures Act 1991, which now
requires an annual report of all income, debts and expenditure by each registered political
parry and State branch.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Dr GALLO)P: This means disclosure of interstate movement of funds within parties and of
contributions of an organisation or person to any State branch. Secondly, of the
organisations which make donations to political parties and candidates, many have minimal
involvement in politics although some exist solely for elections. Indeed, the only apparent
difference between some pressure groups and a political party is that the former do not
nominate candidates. In such a case virtually all donations could be for a political purpose in
relation to an election and would therefore be disclosed.
Under the proposal the name and address of an industry or trade organisation making a
donation would be disclosed as the source in the return by the political party receiving the
donation. After making a donation to a party for a political purpose, an organisation which
received a donation for that purpose would be required to disclose its receipt. However, it
seems unreasonable to require full disclosure of all sources of an organisation's income when
political donations could be a minor part of its finances. A balance is necessary between the
right of the public to know the extent of financial assistance in politics and the right to
privacy.
Western Austrlia should move to a system of disclosure of the sources of political finance
which improves on the established practices in the Commonwealth and New South Wales.
Mr House interjected.
Dr GALLOP: It has gone.
Many other countries in the democratic world have taken up this important area of electoral
reform, including Australia, West Germany, France, Finland, Denmark, Israel, Italy, Japan,
The Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Canada and the United States of America. The program
of reform in relation to political finance begins with this Bill which deals with the all
important income side of the ledger. At a later date the Government intends to complete the
disclosure picture by proposing a second Bill dealing with the disclosure and limitation of
political expenditure.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr GALLOP: I do not know why members opposite protest so much, Mr Speaker all they
have to do is support the legislation to provide a proper framework for political disclosure.
Methinks that nit picking reveals a little guilt!
Several members interjected.
Dr GALLOP: Political parties could match this parliamentary initiative by adopting and
adhering to a public code of ethics about fund raising, including donations received from
organisations.
It has been suggested that we should wait for the Royal Commission to report before moving
to reform our political system; this suggestion looks like a delaying tactic. The terms of
reference for the Royal Commission do not specifically include disclosure, and although a
general recommendation may be made it is unlikely to provide the detail of legislation. In
November 1991 the Royal Commission invited recommendations regarding whether
'.changes in the law of the State, or in administrative or decision making procedures, are
necessary or desirable in the public interest". In response the Government had no hesitation
in recommending the new law proposed by the political finance Bil. The Government
believes that the case for disclosure stands on its own and we should have legislation in place
now to ensure complete reporting of the sources of finance for the 1993 State election.
Election promises, major reports and clear public support for the concept require that we act
now.
I turn now to a summary of the provisions of the Bill for which Committee notes will be
provided for members. Enactent of this Bill will mean that participants in both
Commonwealth and State elections are likely to be required to lodge a return for each of
them. Income and donations that a political party has reported under the requirements of the
Commonwealth Electoral Act will not have to be reported under the proposed State law. For
candidates, non-party groups and other persons donations related to a Commonwealth
election will be reported wider Commonwealth law while donations related to a State
election will be reported under the proposed State law. The essence of the Bill is to propose
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the inclusion of a new part VI in the Electoral Act, that is, disclosure of gifts and other
incomes. The interpretation provisions include such important definitions as agents,
campaign committee, disposition of property, electoral matter, gift and political party.
Political parties will be required to appoint agents. An agent may also be appointed by a
candidate or non-parry group but if not, responsibility for compliance rests with them.
Requirements relating to the eligibility for appointment of agents, the notice of the
appointment to be given to the Electoral Commissioner, the registration by the commissioner
and the removal of their names from the register are included. Political parties, candidates,
groups and certain other persons will be required to lodge returns with the WA Electoral
Commissioner. An agent of a political party shall, by 30 September in each year. furnish a
return to the Electoral Commissioner setting out details of all gifts and other income received
by the party during the previous financial year. The part of a political party's return for each
financial year dealing with gifts will be set out in three categories -

(a) The total amount of valuable gifts;
(b) the number of persons who made gifts; and
(c) the relevant derails about gifts above the threshold.

Where thresholds are proposed these reflect an assessment of the level at which disclosure of
the details is required to safeguard our democratic system.
Mr Clarko: Who decides that?
Dr GALLOP: This Parliament will decide that. Relevant details of a gift include the amount
or value of the gift, the dare on which the gift was made and names and addresses of
associations, maust funds and the persons involved in making the gift. The agent of a political
parry will nor be required to set out the relevant derails of a gift if the amount or value of the
gift is less than $1 000. Where more than one gift is made by the same person to the political
parry in the financial year, disclosure of the relevant details of these gifts is required if their
sum is $1 000 or more. Candidates or their agents are required, within 15 weeks after polling
day, to send returns disclosing election related gifts to the Electoral Commissioner. The
same reporting obligation applies to groups or their agents who receive any gift. Other
persons not being a political party, a candidate or a group who during the disclosure period,
incur expenditure for a political purpose as defined, have a similar obligation to submit
returns of gifts that they have received for an electoral purpose in the period. Expenditure
for an electoral purpose includes expenditure on any election and making a donation to a
political party.
It will be unlawful for gifts above the relevant threshold to be received by a political parry, a
candidate, a group or a person acting on their behalf unless the name and address of the
donor are known to the recipient of the gift. Similarly, it will be unlawful for another person
to use money for a political purpose if the donor is unidentified. If a person receives such a
gift without knowing the donor, that person is liable to pay to the Stare an amount equal to
the amount or value of the gift and that amount may be recovered by the State in a court of
competent jurisdiction.
Provisions are made in the Bill for ancillary matters which include incomplete returns,
modifcation of returns, extension of time for returns by political parties, public access to
returns, substantial fines for offences, search warrants and the making of regulations which
could include approved forms for the returns. Non-compliance with any provision of Pan VI
in relation to an election does not invalidate that election or the election of any candidate. As
soon as practicable after the end of the periods when returns are required to be lodged it is
proposed that the Electoral Commissioner will provide the Minister with a report on the
operation of the disclosure provisions of the Act. This report will be tabled in Parliament by
the Minister. Under the transitional provisions, returns are required only in respect of an
election where polling day occurred after the commencement of the new law and disclosure
periods cannot commence after that date.
In order to make State law about disclosure of political donations as comprehensive as
possible and as consistent as possible with Commonwealth law, the Government has studied
the disclosure provisions of the reformn recently passed by the Commonwealth Parliament -
the Political Broadcasts and Political Disclosures Act 1991. The widely accepted disclosure
provisions of that Act were the subject of an inquiry by a Select Committee of the Senate and
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were improved by amendments. The Bill before the House incorporates those amendments.
Additional adjustments to maintain a high level of consistency between Commonwealth and
State disclosure reforms include -

Closing a loophole that could have allowed a person to avoid disclosure of
donations by spending the money on an election held outside the current
disclosure period.
Making it an offence to hinder a person from making a political donation or
exercising other political rights.

Consistency between Commonwealth and State requirements is worthwhile, particularly in
electoral law where every citizen and most parties must operate under both laws. This
objective, however, does not preclude beneficial reforms which go further than the
Commonwealth's Political Broadcasts and Political Disclosures Act. The Political Finance
Bill also clarifies an uncertainty in section 305 of the Commonwealth Electoral Act under
which a person does not have to disclose donations he has received if he passed the money
on to a political party for a non-election purpose. It should not be possible to avoid the need
for disclosure simply by saying the money given to a party is not for an election. This
maintains consistency with disclosure requirements applying to political parties throughout
the Bill. The Commonwealth has sought to bring about disclosure in this category by
amendments to expenditure provisions. The provision which makes it unlawful for a party,
candidate or group to accept any substantial gift from an unidentified donor has been
expanded. The Bill now proposes similar rules for everyone and would make it unlawful for
a person to use money for a political purpose if the donor is identified. The direction of a
person's vote is a private matter protected by the secrecy of the ballot - as it ought to be.
However, the wider purpose of politics involves Government policy making, which is a
matter for the public interest. It is essential for confidence in the political process that the
general public know who is supporting political parties and candidates and who might
therefore be able to exercise influence. Positive action by Parliament on this issue will
improve public confidence in politics.
To complete the picture, what is required is a complementary effort by all the States in the
Commonwealth. We need to ensure that the federal nature of Australia is not used as a way
of avoiding requirements for full disclosure made by any one State Parliament. The
Government will continue to promote this objective with other States and the
Commonwealth. Indeed, on 12 March 1992 1 wrote to all Ministers responsible for electoral
matters to suggest that we meet with the object of improving electoral provisions across the
country.
Mr CSJ. Barnett: Did they take you seriously?
Dr GALLOP: I am getting responses.
Adoption of the Political Finance Bill will give Western Australia the most comprehensive
law in Australia about disclosure of the sources of political finance.
Mr Lewis: Does that make it good?
Dr GALLOP: Indeed it is. The onus is on the Opposition.
Mr House: Will the Labor Party start to do this immediately?
Dr GALLOP: Indeed, a Royal Commission has been set up by this Government which is
doing that. Let us hope that Royal Commission deals with political finance also in relation to
Bunbury Foods.
The proposal should open an era in which die financing of politics is placed on a foundation
of public miust. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bradishaw.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - SIXTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 31 March.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [ 11.31 am]: It is worthwhile reviewing matters I have raised on
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the three previous occasions that I have spoken in Address-in-Reply speeches. On the first
occasion, in my maiden speech, I spoke generally on the Pilbara. One of the first points I
made was the need for some detailed and comprehensive social and economic planning for
the Pilbara. The second time I spoke during the Address-in-Reply I referred to the cost of
professionals, particularly lawyers, and the difficulty country people had in accessing their
services as a result of what I called the restrictive practices of their professional associations.
The third time, I spoke on Robe River Iron Associates and addressed each of die five points
which the owners and management said in 1986 its industrial disputes were about. I
illustrated how over five or six years Robe River had failed in four of its major objectives.
Today I will speak about the Pilbara generally, particularly Ashburton. That should not
come as a surprise to members opposite. As I said yesterday, I have been trying to get
members opposite to address publicly - in this debate or by way of a motion - matters
affecting the Pilbara. I have been unsuccessful in that aim for three years; that is, until the
prospect of a by-election in the seat of Ashburton. As a result of the by-election, two
amendments have been proposed to the Address-in-Reply both of which have enormous
political implications for the Ashburton by-election. I will deal with the Action for
Ashburton plan a little later.
Members opposite have been giving the impression that the Pilbara used to be a wonderful
place when the Liberal Party was in Government; they say that it was totally under control,
development abounded, people queued to spend money in the Pilbara and sweetness and
light had descended on the northern half of the State.' However, reality in the Pilbara under
the Liberal Government shows a totally different picture. Members opposite are at a
disadvantage, not only politically, but also because I used to live in the Pilbara when they
were running it. I still live there while the Labor Party is running it.
Mr Clarko: Running it down.
Mr GRAHAM: I am happy to take on members' comments. The industrial relations
question in the Pilbara has been well and truly thrashed out over the past couple of weeks.
The Liberal Party failed dismally with industrial relations in Western Australia, particularly
the Pilbara. The Pilbara 21 report shows clearly the marked improvement in industrial
relations in the Pilbara.
Mr Lewis: Who wrote that report?
Mr GRAHAM: It was written by a committee. Does the member for Applecross want to
dispute the figures? Does he want me to quote Department of Mines' figures, company
figures, Japanese steel mill figures, or international statistics? Does he want me to talk about
international forums that recognise the improvement on industrial relations in the Pilbara and
how ir is now a safe and secure place for investment? If opposition members do not want to
accept the Pilbara 21 argument, they should accept the irrefutable evidence. They cannot
damage or touch it. When Professor Dufty wrote a report about industrial relations in the
Pilbara in 1984 he showed that the average worker lost $30 a week in 1984 money as a result
of industrial disputes. That was what this Labor Government inherited. The costs to
industry were huge, as was the cost to our international reputation. It has taken nine years of
hard, dedicated work by a range of people to turn around that problem. Members opposite
insist on pursuing publicly the view that the Pilbara is still a strike torn area. They have
simply got it wrong.
I refer now to roads in the Pilbara. When the Liberal Party left Government in 1983 the only
bitumen road was from Perth to Port Hedland. There were no plans for any other roads in the
Pilbara; no money whatsoever was allocated in a budgetary sense by a Liberal Government
for any other roads. One road link is yet to have funds conmmitted; that is, the road from Tom
Price and Paraburdoo to Karratha. That will happen over the next four to five years. Every
other town of substance in the Pilbara is connected by a major bitumen road. Members
opposite should not talk to me about what a good place it used to be!
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You are saying towns were built under a Liberal Government and roads
were built under a Labor Government? Congratulations!
Mr GRAHAM: I will address comments by Liberal members.
Mr Clarko: I do nor think you are completely accurate. You said there was no bitumnen other
than to Port Hedland. Were you not driving on bitumen when you drove out of Derby?
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Mr GRAHAM: If the member for Marmion looks at a map he will see that Derby is not in
the Pilbara.
Mr Clarko: I thought you said in the north. There is bitumen on other roads there as well.
Mr GRAHAM: I am happy to address that.
Mr Clarko: I accept your comments about the Pilbara other than Derby.
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Marmion accepts my comments. Under the Liberal
Government, the Pilbara became the place to which bureaucrats were sent as punishment. It
was not an area on the promotional a-ail; it was not sought after. Very few Government
services existed in the Pilbara.
Mr Clarko: Nonsense!
Mr GRAHAM: I could be thoroughly boring and name all the services which existed there
when the Liberal Party was in Government and that would embarrass the Opposition
significantly.
The argument about the electricity supply system in the Pilbara, which some members have
turned into an art form, overlooks the improvements made in the Pilbara. I used to live in
Port Hedland when the power supply came from the Anderson Street power station, which
was built in the 1950s and which was provided with an extra unit in the 1960s to deliver
power to Port Hedland. Those of us who lived in the Pilbara in the 1970s and 1980s could
not use such simple things as digital alarm clocks because power surges and fluctuations
made electric clocks unreliable.
Mr Court interjected
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Nedlands should not get carried away. My comments are
factual, based on my living in the Pilbara, not from just visiting it now and then. Under a
Liberal Government the iron ore industry was going out of business. The customer
countries, Japan and Korea, were pouring money into Brazil and India to build up the
industries in those countries with a view to moving away from the Pilbara suppliers of iron
ore. They wanted to play no further role in the Pilbara because the industry was in decine.
That has turned around completely to the extent, as I said yesterday, where $4 billion worth
of projects are on the board and funds are committed to them. In the next two to three years
the iron ore industry will regain its position as the number one producer in the world. Under
the previous Liberal Government the Pilbara had no chance of replacing Brazil as the world's
number one producer of iron ore. However, the picture now is one of stability, good
industrial relations, committed funds for expansion and the region is looking forward to
developing and expanding further.
Mr Strickland: While a lot of people cannot find jobs.
Mr GRAHAM: Many people are out of work everywhere. One point made by the Leader of
the Opposition that I reject absolutely was that the Pilbara grew at a massive rate under the
Liberal Government and that it had stagnated under the Labor Government.
Mr Court: We said the population stagnated, not that production had stagnated.
Mr GRAHAM: The population in the area in which I live has increased. The census
statistics from Karratha show that when the Liberal Party left Government, 6 390 people
lived in Karratha. Thbat figure is now 8 500. The Opposition members must be the only
people in Austrlia who have developed a way of creating stagnation by growth. It is a novel
concepL
Mr C.J. Barnett: What about the statistics in the whole of the Pilbara?
Mr GRAHAM: The statistics in the town of Port Hedland show growth. The Liberal Party
wants to keep inventing arguments that do not work for two reasons: Firstly, the Opposition
never does its research properly and, secondly, it has never understood the Pilbara. The
Liberal Party's campaign for Ashburton has disappointed me. I expected more from the
Liberal Party.
Mr Court: Is that a compliment or not?
Mr GRAHAM: No. We must wait and see who wins. There is nothing that Parliament can
do at this late stage that will have any effect on that result. Let us consider how the

624 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 1 April 1992]62

campaign started. It was interesting to see how the individual players arrived in the Pilbara,
the different roles they have played and who has done what. The campaign has been
extraordinarily negative. I said in the corridor earlier that I would say some nice things about
the two candidates; however, as one of them has jumped on the standard of political
representation in the area over the last nine years I will not.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Was that the Labor candidate?
Mr GRAHAM: No; I wish it were! The Liberal Party aniveld in the Ashburton area with a
document entitled Action for Ashburton and tried to proclaim it as providing the way
forward. Since then a couple of things have happened and they have illustrated the political
side of campaigning which I have found interesting over the years. The Leader of the
Opposition turned up and he knew this was his big chance. If he wins the seat of Ashburton
he will hold onto the leadership of the Liberal Party. Immediately on arriving in the area, he
took a high profile in the campaign. The member for Nedlands, the would-be leader, saw the
deliberate risk of this and dived into the campaign as well. The member for Nedlands'
numbers man, Hon Norman Moore, was in Kenya and did not play a role in that.
Mr Court: You are fantasising.
Mr GRAHAM: No, I am not fantasising. When the member for Nedlands came out with his
rubbish, the Press quickly picked up the fact that the document had very little substance and
set about addressing the Ashburton package of proposals and decisions taken by the Labor
Government. The Liberal Party has received a terrible run in the Press because it has
produced rubbish. It does not look at what it is doing and when it realises it is wrong it still
does not get it right.
Then Barry Macinnon's Press secretary called every journalist in the north west,
complained that the Liberal Party was not receiving a fair run in the Press and asked them
what they would do about it. While the journalists were recovering from that, Hon Norman
Moore arrived in their offices and abused the hell out of them because they would not print
his Press releases. When the journalists pointed out that his Press releases were
fundamentally rubbish and without substance he spat the dummy, threw a tantrum and
stormed out into the street. We then had the clever game of politics about who will be the
leader after the by-election and the absentee member could not help himself when he spoke
to the business community, together with all the people he thought were Liberal supporters.
and told them not to worry about the by-election because after it was conducted Richard
would be the leader. He also said that the Liberal Party would go to the Pilbara and look
after them. That is what has been happening in Karraitha.
Mr Court: That is rubbish!
Mr GRAHAM: It is absolutely hilarious. Next came the goods and services tax and I do not
pretend to be an expert on the GST.
Mr Court: That is obvious.
Mr GRAHAM: All I know about the GST relates to what an operator from a freight
company said to me. He said that the decision to reduce the cost of fuel by about 30 per cent
is nonsense. He has run it through his business computers and has said that freight will
increase by seven per cent to eight per cent. I do not know if he is right, but he has said that
the Liberal Party's assumption that diesel contributes the only cost to a freight company is
flawed. If the cost of diesel is reduced by 30 per cent, that will not reduce his business costs
by 30 per cent.
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: The member should not attack me.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am agreeing with you. It is hard to argue that if fuel prices decrease the
freight costs will not decrease.
Mr GRAHAM: I am not competent to have that debate.
Mr Clarko: What about the fringe benefits tax?
Mr GRAHAM: I will talk about that later. However, I am competent to say on the question
of the 051', that the Leader of the Opposition is wrong when he says that people in the
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Pilbara have nothing to worry about if they earn more than $80 000 a year because they will
be better off.
Mr Bradshaw: He did not say that.
Mr GRAHAM: I will provide the member for Wellington with a copy of the tape recording
of that meeting. The Liberal Parry does not understand the Pilbara.
Mr Court: You must stop recording our meetings; we will give you the notes.
Mr GRAHAM: The trouble with Liberal Party meetings in the Pilbara is that I have more
people at them than the Liberal Party has.
I will not comment on the photo and the Liberal flag which appears on the cover of the
Action for Ashburton document. However, as I look through the index of that document I
note the glaring omission of industrial relations matters. This policy document by the
Liberal Party produced for the area of Ashburton does not include one sentence about
industrial relations. There is absolute silence on the matter.
Mr Bradshaw: We have made it clear what our industrial relations policy is.
Mr GRAHAM: It is not in the policy.
Mr Court: What do you mean? It is spelt out in derail in the Fightback package. Yesterday
you were. telling us what you did not like about it.
Mr GRAHAM: It is not mentioned in the Action for Ash burton plan.
Mr Court: Do you think it is appropriate for the Minister for Labour Relations to conduct
political campaigns in company time?
Mr GRAHAM: I do not think the member really wants to ask me that because I can
remember being herded by the Mt Newman Mining Company Pty Ltd into the loco
workshop in Port Hedland in 1977 to listen to the member's father campaigning and telling
me what the Liberal Party would do in the Pilbara. He should not come at me with that
nonsense; his dad used to do it. Members opposite do not live in the Pilbara and they do not
understand it.
Mr Court interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: She did not live in the Pilbara. I have said that members do not live in the
Pilbara and they do not understand it. If she had spoken to me before she held the Press
conference, it would have been different. in the foreword to the documnent, Barry
Macinnon puts forward a good piece of doggerel. At the bottom of the page he makes the
forward, visionary statement, "It's time for a change! " Gough Whitlamn used that slogan in
his 1972 campaign and it is now being recycled in 1992 by Barry Macinnon - and this is
the mob that calls me a socialist! Every one of the "economic keys" in this document is a
direct lift-out of the Pilbara 21 discussion papers. Even the words and word sets are the
same. The "quality-of-life outcomes" are interesting, including the line that the Liberal Party
of Western Australia will deliver "lower personal taxes". Apparently it is not going to talk to
the Federal Government about them; it will deliver lower personal taxes! That is a real
change in Federal-State relations. The other "quality-of-life. outcomes" in the document are
direct lift-outs of the Pilbara 21 discussion papers that have been released for months.
Mrs Watkins: They are an endorsement of our policy.
Mr GRAHAM: They are. When the Government adopts the report, those will be put in
place. The Government introduced the WA Advantage package which is about decisions
that have been made and each and every one of the things that the Opposition says will be
put in place in its industrial development package have been addressed and are in place or
under way. The Opposition will change nothing.
The Opposition says that it will do three major things for economic development in the
Pilbara. It says that it will give royalty rates for value adding. That is interesting. That is an
admission by the liberal Party of Western Australia that the agreement Acts processes for
secondary processing that it put in place have not worked because it now suggests the system
needs changing.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Rubbish! We got the projects up and rnning. They are there.
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Mr GRAHAM: No, they are not. Where are they? Where are the steel mills in the Pilbara
addressed by the agreement Acts?
Mr C.J. Barnett: The agreement Acts set up those processes.
Mr GRAHAM: No, that legislation included requirements for secondary processing. There
is none in place. The system put in place by the Opposition when in Government has failed
and this document is about overhauling that system and, because it has not worked, paying
corporations to do it.
The second paint raised refers to providing industrial waterfront sites. The document does
not say how or where. All it says is that industrial waterfront sites are needed. Not only does
the Pilbara 21 document point out where the three best sites am, but it also tell us about the
best process to be followed to get them developed. The Opposition's document then refers to
a new electricity and gas grid, both of which have been covered comprehensively in the
Pilbara 21 policy document. Those things are all catered for.
References to health in the Pilbara ame interesting. I said yesterday and I say again that this
document recognises the first class facilities in the Pilbara, but the Opposition has pumped it
up into an issue. I checked the statements made yesterday by the member for Collie about
the need for health care cards for the patients' assistance travel scheme. There is no
requirement for health care cards for PATS; there is no means testing for people on PATS
and members opposite propose to introduce a means test on the patients' assistance travel
scheme.
Mr Court: You have got one already.
Mr GRAHAM: We dealt with that yesterday and there is not one. This document says that
the occupational health and safety system "is already of a high standard and much credit
must go to the industries of the region." That is offensive. Occupational health and safety is
a two way street and the changes made to occupational health and safety by the Government
of this State have taken the iron ore industry from being a problem industry to one where it is
now safer to work in the iron ore industry than it is to work as a real estate salesman and the
Opposition gives no credit in its document to the participants in that scheme. The document
then states -

The Liberals will promote and support community-based Women's Health
Centrs...

Those centres are there, they are funded and they are up and running. Why is that paragraph
in the document? The document then states -

Management would be by local health providers and consumers.
What it is really all about is the Liberal Party's past divisional president - a general
practitioner, ringing up talkback programs in the last couple of days using the name "Cive"
on Tuesday and the name 'Humphrey" today when his real name is Alan - getting GPs'
hands back on WEL women's clinics. The Liberal Party will fail in that also. The document
refers also to programs being put in place for the prevention of breast cancer. Members
opposite do not know and their absentee member has not informed them that we have set up
a mobile breast cancer screening unit which travels the Pilbara and the Kimberley doing
exactly what the Liberal Party says it will do if it wins Ashburton. It has ignored also
programs such as time out for women. Those programs are currently up and running in the
Pilbara. The document refers to the Opposition's tackling food costs and, in a direct lift-out
from the Pilbara 21 draft document, the Opposition says that it will "encourage commercial
horticultural enterprises" and "identify suitable land and water resources", It says nothing
about landlords having monopolies in shopping centres, price monitoring, or supermarket
chains owning trucking companies which would be illegal in the United Kingdom and the
United States of America under antitrust legislation. The document says nothing about that
because the Liberal Party does not understand anything about the cost of living in the north
west.
The document then goes on to refer to education and teacher incentives. That is a direct lift-
out from the agreement between the State School Teachers' Union of WA and the Ministry
of Education. It is in place. This document "Action for Ashburton" was cooked up very
quickly overnight by the Liberal Party when the by-election was called. The Liberal Party
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will make all kinds of howls about that, but to prove my point let me come back to Fightback
junior, as it is known1 which is the Liberal Party's overall policy document.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It outweighs Advantage WA in every way.
Mr'GRAHAM: Thai is the opinion of the member for Cotte sloe and the Institute of Public
Affairs. The Fighiback package scares -

Our initiatives to promote development in the regions will, therefore, include:
the development and subsequent release of separate policies for each of the
major regional centres, including: Albany, the Great Southern; Bunbury, the
South-West;, Geraldion, the Mid West; Mandurah/Pinjarra, the Peel; the
Pilbara; and the Kimberley,

No mention is made of Ashburton.
[The member's time expired.]
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [12.01 pm]: In my contribution to the Address-in-
Reply I will speak, firstly, on an issue which impacts on many people within my electorate
and, secondly, I will concentrate on several issues which pertain to my electorate.
Recently the Prime Minister announced that he would provide a $317 million package in the
guise of some sort of social justice gesture to get the economy moving. He was reported in
the Press as saying char the package will provide a one-off payment to overcome short term
financial stress caused by the recession. From the Press articles I have read it appears that
1.9 million families will benefit from this package.
[Quorumn formed]
Mr STRICKLAND: The announcement of this family allowance caused me some concern,
and following my research on it I am able to inform members that the purpose of this
allowance is to assist parents with the cost of bringing up children under the age of 16 and
certain full time students under the age of 25. The one-off payment will be granted to people
who are eligible for the family allowance. Their eligibility will depend on three factors: The
residence of the child, the dependency of the child and an income means test.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Just because there is a quorum present in the Chamber it
does not mean that members can break into a series of mini debates. I would appreciate
those debates being kept to a minimum.
Mr STRICKLAND: My next question is how one can be eligible under the income means
test. The latest figures to hand show that a family with one child whose income is $64 167
and a family with two children whose income is $67 377 qualify for the family allowance. In
effect, the one-off payment is taking taxpayers' money out of the Government's coffers and
distributing it to 1.9 million families, but which families will receive it? Members of
Parliament who have two children and whose spouse does not work will qualify for the one-
off payment under these rules. Is it social justice that families earning $67 000 a year with
two children should be entitled to a one-off payment of $175?
A number of people in our society are experiencing financial difficulties, including
superannuants, pensioners, retired people and the like. In many cases their investments
previously earned interest of about 15 per cent, but that has decreased to something like
seven per cent and, therefore, they have suffered a decrease in their investment income.
These people will not be entitled to any relief from their financial burdens. Is this package a
social justice move or is it, as has been described in the Press, nothing more than an electoral
bribe which smacks of extraordinary tokenism?
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is worse than that because under the Keating package people on $20 000
or less will receive no income tax cut at all. it is the only group in the community which will
not receive one.
Mr STRICKLAND: is it not coincidental that the cheques will be sent out on 2 April which
is just before by-elections for the seats of Ashburton and Wills? It will relieve the financial
stress many people are encountering. However, this one-off payment will be received by
many people on high incomes who are not under any financial stress. The many Western
Australians and Australians who do not receive a cheque on 2 April should remember that
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they are paying for someone else's gift, which can be spent in any way he wishes. I wonder
how many members in this House will receive a cheque for $175. 1 do not believe that any
member deserves it because he is not under financial duress. So much for social justice!
I move now to some issues which are a burden on my electorate. On 26 November last year
this House debated an amendment to section 167A of the Transfer of Land Act. The
amendment to the Act was to alleviate the complicated process required to close laneways.
Many members received complaints from people who live adjacent to these public
accessways because they had been subjected to an excessive number of burglaries and noise,
foul language and rubbish, including syringes.

Point of Order
Mr COWAN: Mr Deputy Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not believe it is 15 minutes since I last called for a quorum.
Under the Standing Orders that is what is required.
Mr COWAN: It is close to it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It may be, but from my reading of the clock it is not 15 minutes
since I called for a quorum.

Debate Resumed
Mr STRICKLAND: At the time the legislation was debated in this House I said that the City
of Stirling had 14 outstanding applications for the closure of accessways. The two
accessways causing concern at that time in the electorate of Scarborough were between
Wylie Place and Panton Crescent and Panton Crescent and Karrinyup Road. The
Department of Land Administration became involved in die Wylie Place and Panton
Crescent accessway on 11 February 1991 and in the Panton Crescent and Karrinyup Road
accessway on 11 September 1991. This House debated the issue at some length and there
was a spirit of cooperation by all parties in support of the legislation. I was able to indicate
that goodwill had been restored because there had not been a bureaucratic impasse between
the officers of the local authority and DOLA and they were prepared to work together in a
very positive way. On 4 February the City of Stirling resolved to effect the closures in those
two places, and advised the Department of Land Administration by letter dated 10 February,
which in part stated -

in accordance with the agreed new procedures the City advertised the proposed
closure of the two footways shown pink on the enclosed plan.

The letter also detailed part of the decision making process and indicated some of the
submissions and considerations taken into account in that process, including the fact that the
subject footways did not form a vital pedestrian link, and an alternative adequate footway
was available at no greater distance. The city council considered the objections carefully
before making its decisions. The letter also states that the only service agency which had any
problems with the decision was the Water Authority, and that would necessitate the cutting
and capping of a reticulated water main at an estimated cost of $2 000. By 10 February the
City of Stirling had received no response from the Department of Planning and Urban
Development. The next correspondence on this matter was dated 24 February from DPUD to
the City of Stirling. It is a very interesting letter, bearing in mind that Parliament was trying
to solve the problems for these people and accelerate the process, as were officers at DOLA
and in local government. The letter is signed by Sarah Arthur, the secretary of the committee
for statutory procedures, and states -

The Committee requests that prior to the meeting Council prepare a plan to illustrate
pedestrian movement in the City of Stirling, to include existing public accessways.
those accessways Council wishes closure of, and those accessways to be visited
during the on-site inspection.

I ask members whether they consider it reasonable to expect a local government authority the
size of the City of Stirling to prepare a plan illustrating pedestrian movement in its area.
What a load of rubbish! It is a totally bureaucratic load of nonsense. It is unrealistic to
expect a council - even a small council - to draw plans to illustrate pedestrian movements
within its area. The letter came from the statutory procedures committee of UPUD, whose
officers were blamed in this Parliament as those who ane hindering the progress on the
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closure of access ways. The committee asked for this information before it met members of
the council and said it wanted that plan if it was to be part of the process. Itris a disgrace. I
hope the Minister is aware of this; I wrote to him on 25 February to make my feelings
known. I received a letter from the City of Stirling on 10 March confirming that the contents
of my submission to the Minister were accurate, and thanking me for my assistance.
The Minister for Planning, Minister for Local Government, and Minister for Lands - all the
same person - should note an article in die local government Update of March 1992 headed
"Closure of Pedestrian Accesaways" which states -

In response to increasing numbers of applications, the Department of Land
Administration (DOLA) has developed new procedures for closing pedestrian
accessways. ..
This means that it is no longer necessary for closures to be first referred to the
Department of Local Government and they can now be referred directly from
councils to DOLA.

The process is being improved but still this committee of unelected people - I do not know
who they are - has created a bureaucratic impasse. The Minister for Planning should explain
to this Parliament the role of the committee and what it is doing. If it does not have a
reasonable role in local government and local issues, it should be dispensed with.
The next point I make relates to the Reid Highway west. I am pleased that the Minister for
Transport is in the Chamber and I acknowledge her response to a group of people,
councillors and some members of Parliament, who want to meet her in a deputation in the
near future. The Reid Highway west has been a problem for some time. At one stage it was
called the 15 year road because it was originally classified as a controlled access highway in
the metropolitan region scheme in 1963, and it was given that name because people thought
it would take 15 years for the road to be constructed. It is close to becoming a 30 year road,
from the 1963 date when it was first classified. It is time that the problems associated with
this road were faced by the Government. It is designated as a red road, the implication of
which is that the funding and management of the road will become the responsibility of the
Main Roads Department. It has been verified that the land is publicly owned; most is owned
by DPUD and the Main Roads Department and it may also include some vacant Crown land.
However, it is always necessary to create and consolidate a road reserve when a road is built.
I made the point in 1987 to the then Minister that the procedure should be organised so that
the road reserve is created before the road is built. That means that paper debits and credits
must be entered into between the various departments as the land is exchanged. Obviously,
not much work has been done at this stage and that is one of the subjects for discussion by
the deputation to the Minister.
In October 1985 the City of Stirling carried out an impact study, and reached the conclusion
that the only viable and practical solution to the traffic flow and traffic problems was to
construct the Reid Highway west. A report appeared in the Stirling Times in May 1991 in
which Mr George Hackett; the strategic planning director from the Main Roads Department,
stated that the plans allowed for the future consideration of the road but no money was
available. The Minister indicated that funding would be considered in the capital works
program for t991-92, but no funds were allocated at that time. It is now 29 years since the
road was designated and I would love it to be funded. A deputation went to the Minister for
Transport in 1989, and the Minister undertook to examine those land requirements. Nothing
has come out of that undertaking. In February 1992 numerous reports went to the City of
Stirling. Information to hand indicates that since 1986 a 24 per cent increase in traffic
volume has occurred and an annual traffic growth of six per cent is being experienced. At
that growth rate the road will reach an unmanageable traffic level in three years. I support
the construction of Reid Highway west. We have heard today of roads being built in the
Pilbara. I urge the Government to support my suggestion because it will solve traffic
problems not only for people in my area but also I am sure in the area of the member for
Balcatta. No doubt be also will be making representations about this matter as construction
of this road will help to solve traffic problems in his electorate; that is, it will get the through
traffic out of the area, thereby allowing North Beach Road to become a local road, albeit with
a high usage rate. The Stirling Times this week reported that a traffic group deputation of
private citizens met with the Minister. How they got there before the deputation from the
council I am unsure.
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Mrs Beggs: I will tell the member for Scarborough how they got to me first. T'his group
requested some months ago that the City of Stirling organise a deputation to see me. That
deputation was to include that group. The City of Stirling took no action, so the group wrote
to me in angry terms saying it had asked for the meeting some time ago and asking whether I
would meet with it. I replied that I would. The City of Stirling's approach camne after that.
Mr STRICKLAND: As that date has been set, I san looking forward to chat opportunity to
speak to the Mlinister.
One of the issues about which every member of this House has people contacting them is
backyard swimming pools. I am sorry that the poor Ministr for Local Government is
copping it again. I am dismayed at the tardiness of Government in placing new regulations
before the Parliament to help resolve this problem. This matter has been under consideration
for two years. I have a report issued by a swimming pool working party which contains a
number of recommendations. I support the shadow Minister for Loae Government's quest
for recognition of child resistant, self closing and self latching doors which the working party
recommends for indoor but not for outdoor pools. Such doors are a commonsense way of
providing protection should the Government consider moving towards isolation fencing.
However, many pools are almost impossible to isolate using fencing. If ever I saw a
bureaucratic muck up it is what has happened in this area. The Parliament said that it wanted
two things; that is, a statement from pool owners chat their fences had remained unaltered
during the previous year, and secondly, that each gate was self closing and latching. The
Parliament's intention was that that simple annual statement would be made by pool owners,
I have here one page of gobbledegook showing the measurements for all sorts of distances,
contradiction of which is subject to a $5 000 fine or three years' imprisonment. It is a total
disaster! I anm concerned about the comments of the working party, which has attempted to
address the matter of legal liability.
Mr Clarko: One of your suggestions was taken up about reversing the direction of gates.
Mr STRICKLAND: Yes. However, it took us about two hours of debate with the Minister
at two in the morning before he acknowledged that suggestion. The committee says chat it is
of the view that the common law relating to duty, care and negligence would apply on such
occasions. If I were asking for a legal opinion it would be from somebody expert in giving
legal advice. I do not believe that this committee of well meaning people should come to a
conclusion about the law. The Crown Solicitor's office found that there were problems
related to liability with drownings in swimming poois. It states in a letter in a previous
report -

You also ask about liability of a Council for negligent inspection, where a child
subsequently drowns or is injured. I can only say that the issue depends upon the
facts of a particular case and the precise terms of the statutory duty of inspection.
However, there is a real possibility chat in some circumstances liability could find its
way to the Council. If that is unacceptable then you require an immunity provision.

I would be listening to those people and not to the committee about the legal situation. In a
previous report it was stated that 38.3 per cent of drownings occur when isolation fencing is
in place, yet only 41 per cent of pools have isolation fencing. One would have to query
whether chat constitutes a massive need to move towards isolation fencing.
Finally, I turn to the goal desire and vision of the Minister for Transport for a northern
suburbs railway. One Minister stood in this place this morning and said the Parliament
would decide on a particular matter. That is interesting, because I believe the Parliament
made a decision on this matter some time ago. An editorial in the Sunday Times talks about
the State Government having a blinikered attitude to this matter and says that it perceives this
as some sort of scheme to scrounge a few votes in the northern suburbs. It made a strong
point. A working party should have investigated this matter some months ago. The editorial
also makes the point that a better solution is to sink the tunnel.
Mrs Beggs: Not sink the tunnel; sink the railway line.
Mr STRICKLAND; Yes. The editorial makes the point in another article that the lord
mayor has indicated that Perth will remain a lifeless city surrounded by bridges if the State
Government's plan goes ahead. Mrs Beggs has rejected the tuninel suggestion.
Mr Pearce: In what way?

631



Mr STRICKLAND: The Government paid lip service to an Act of Parliament which deemed
that certain processes should be undergone.
Mr Pearce: That parliamentary decision has been honoured.
Mir STRICKLAND: A question was asked in this place the other day which made it obvious
that the Government is well aware that it is impossible to build the bridge proposed under the
master plan. The Minister stated that in answer to a question. The Minister is also aware
that trains would cross the proposed bridge every 90 seconds. She is also aware it will be
difficult for buses to access the proposed crossing.
Mrs Beggs: Absolutely.
Mr STRICKLAND: The City of Perth says the only solution is an extension of the tunnel.
That is also the view of this Parliament. We have beard that the Parliament will decide on
this matter, but we have a stubborn Minister who wants to get in a car in a nice little dress
and with a pair of scissors to cut the ribbon at the opening ceremony. That is what she is all
about. The Parliament should debate this matter.
Several members inteijec ted.

Amendment 10 Marion
Mr STRICKLAND: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

But regret to inform Your Excellency that this House has concluded that the
Government and the Minister for Transport have been incompetent,
irresponsible and are in dereliction of their duty in the matter of buses
crossing the railway at the southern extremity of Fitzgerald Street and that
their failure to act has -
(a) jeopardised alternative means of ameliorating existing and prospective

traffic congestion at the intersection of Fitzgerald and Roe Streets,
Northbridge, and

(b,) ignored the future serious threat to passenger safety and the disruption
of bus services that will be caused by the frequency of railway
operations restricting the ability of buses being able to continue to
cross the railway at grade using the bus only facility on the extension
of Fitzgerald Street.

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [12.31 pm]: The amendment to the motion is worded
appropriately because the Government is seen to be incompetent and in dereliction of its duty
to the people of Western Australia. This Government has been found absolutely wanting in
making any decision to resolve the impasse with the so-called Fitzgerald Street bus bridge.
This Government is not governing. It is incompetent in the extreme. Members opposite
have been sitting on their butts for six months and wondering what they will do about a
major traffic problem that is looming.
Mrs Beggs: How could it be six months? The Bill was only passed in the Parliament in
December.
Mr LEWIS: Can the Minister not count? I remind the Minister that the City of Perth
proposed in October 1990 that the railway tunnel be extended further to the east of Fitzgerald
Street so that buses could cross at grade. This Government has been blatantly untruthful
about the mess that it is in.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Deputy Speaker. "the Government" means clearly "the Ministers", and I
seek the withdrawal of the term "blatantly untruthful."
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Many things are said in this Chamber from time to time, and that
is certainly not one of the worst I have heard in the last few years, let alone months or days.
I ask the member for Applecoss to remember the guidelines in recent reports. I do not
believe that particular remark offends the Standing Orders, no matter how the objection is
framed.
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Debate Resumed
Mr Pearce: The member for Applecross is being blatantly untruthful in these comments.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Applecross has the floor.
Mr LEWIS: In order to appease the sensitivities of the Leader of the House, who is under
extreme pressure with all the problems that he has, and it is his shame that he ever comes in
here to show his face. I will suggest chat the Government has been extremely untruthful, and
Government members should be ashamed of their actions. The Government is preparing the
ground for absolute traffic chaos in the Fitzgerald Street area when 136 buses an hour from
the northern suburbs will not be able to leave the city. They will be trying to get across a
railway line that will carry 36 rail cars an hour. The Government has done nothing for over
18 months. Government members thought they could tough it out and ram it through
because the Government is the Government; and the Minister said, in her arrogance, "We are
the Government; we will do what we like." However, the Government has been snookered
because this Parliament expressed an opinion and now the Government has nowhere to go.
Mrs Beggs: You have just said it. You have given the bus users on the eastern side of
Wanneroc Road in the northern suburbs nowhere to go. You gave thenm that decision. You
voted for that Bill.
Mr LEWIS: I thought the Parliament made decisions.
Mrs Beggs: I did not vote for the Bill; you did. Ilopposed the Bill.
Mr LEWIS: So the Minister is in contempt of Parliament, is she? The Minister will not do
anything about it.

Mrs Beggs: I have honoured the wishes of the Parliament, and you know it.
Mr LEWIS: What will the Minister do about it?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I do not believe this interchange across the Chamber is
particularly edifying for anybody involved- I ask, first, that the member for Applecross
address his remarks through the Chair, as he was doing a few moments ago; and, second, that
the inteijections be kept to a reasonable level and number so that the debate does not
degenerate into this sort of cross-Chamber interchange.
Mr LEWIS: I suggest that the Minister has shown a somewhat childish attitude in this
matter. She has refused to accept the wishes of the Parliament, and in her wilful, childish
stubbornness -

An Opposition member: Petulance.
Mr LEWIS: It is not really petulance, although she was a bit petulant a moment ago, but it is
childishness in the extreme. She is not prepared to accept the will of the Parliament, so she
says, "We will not do anything about it and we will let the whole thing degenerate into the
shambles that it will be." However, in the meantime, the Government is preparing the
ground and saying, "We will blame the Opposition for the shambles and for the delay in the
opening of the railway." The railway is already four years late. I remind the Leader of the
House that he said in October and early November 1988, in reply to a question, that he
expected that the electrified service would be in operation on the northern suburbs railway by
1991. It is now expected that the railway will open in 1993 - two years later - yet the
Government is trying to blame the Opposition and this Parliament for its muck up! The
Leader of the House stated jokingly one day in this Parliament, when he was Minister for
Transport, that he would be collecting the fares in 12 months. It is my duty to debunk the
absolute lie that is being spread by the Government that the Opposition has in any way
delayed the construction of that railway. The Government's problems rest firmly on the
shoulders of the Minister for Transport, who has demonstrated her incompetence and
absolute disregard and contempt for the wishes of this Parliament and, thereby, for the people
of Western Australia.
The Government demonstrated its sneaky morality when it tried to have the Legislative
Council and the Legislative Assembly of this Parliament resolve that a motion had been
passed to comply with the Fitzgerald Street Bus Bridge Act 1991 by trying to suggest that a
tabled document was a motion. Indeed, it was ruled in this House that it was a motion, but
the Government camne a gutser when the President of the Legislative Council explained to the
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Parliament and to the public of Western Australia, in a thtree page ruling, that in his
estimation the tabling of a report does not mean that a motion has been passed by the House.
In char regard the Government has done nothing. Its responsibility should have been to move
a motion for debate in this Parliament of the pros and cons of building that bridge, but
Government members sat there and did absolutely nothing about it. The Government did no:
move a motion because members opposite knew that it would be defeated. That is the real
reason and that shows the Government's contempt of this Parliament.
No-one else will accept the blame and responsibility for the mess the Government has made
of this railway, which was promised as a pork barrel six weeks before the last general
election. Now, three or four years on, it will open late, the Government will break its
promise, and it wants to blame the Liberal Opposition. We will not accept that.
Mr Pearce: Where is the member for Kingsley while this debate is going on?
Mr LEWIS: She will be here; the Leader of the House should not worry about that.
I believe the Government has been patently stupid and incompetent in the extreme. It has
dallied for six months since October, when the Bill was fit introduced by you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, and ir has done nothing about it. When asked for solutions to get the traffic and
buses across Fitzgerald Street the Minister for Transport had no answer. She made no
response other than to tell me and the Parliament, 'When you become the Minister" - and
that was a Freudian slip - "the first thing you will do is build it." The Government's solution
is to form another committee. The Minister for Transport is getting like the Minister for
Agriculture!
Mr Court: Why not a feasibility study?
Mr Pearce: Why not a bridge?
Mr LEWIS: That shows the incompetence and irresponsibility of this Government. It has
jeopardilsed the options of getting buses and traffic across that railway track because, rather
than calling for the construction of the tunnel to cease or be suspended while the whole
matter was rethought, it charged full steam ahead, spent millions of dollars and completed
that tunnel. The tunnel now comes out west of Fitzgerald Street and I suggest it will take
millions of dollars to rectify the situation so that buses can pass at grade with the trains
running underneath through a tunnel that should have been extended by 100 metres. The
Government went ahead and built the tunnel as it was designed, well knowing that it would
jeopardise the options, and for it to be corn out now would indeed be an irresponsible act.
The political imperatives are the fundamental reason why the Minister for Transport has
acted. Indeed, I think she has a pecuniary interest in the whole matter, along with the
member for Wanneroo.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr PEARCE: That is a very improper slur on a member. The member for Applecross is
alleging that the Minister has a pecuniary interest in the matter, which is very
unparliamentary and a very improper slur to cast on a member, and I seek its withdrawal.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In this instance I think the member for Applecross has stepped
well across the bounds of the Standing Orders. I think that under Standing Order No 132,
which deals with an imputation of an improper motive, there is provision, if members want
to move by way of substantive motion on this sort of serious matter, for that to be done. I
would also point out that pecuniary interest, as understood by this forum anyway, refers to a
direct financial interest in a project rather than what I would see to be the line of argument of
the member for Applecoss; that is, an interest in common. Therefore, I ask him to withdraw
his remark.
Mr LEWIS: I will withdraw that remark, Mr Deputy Speaker.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I suggest to the Parliament that the Minister for Transport certainly has a
political interest in ensuring that this railway proceeds and opens, as has the member for
Wannemoo. They am petrified that if it does not open they will have broken Mnother promise
and they will have red faces. They do not give a damn about putting in jeopardy the options,
about the cost associated with trying to get buses across Fitzgerald Street, or about the traffic
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chaos that will ensue if no solution is found. They are just trying to get elected and run the
trains, and to hell with the responsibility of ensuring that traffic flows at that point in
North bridge. That is the truth of it, and the Minister knows it.
Mrs Beggs: No, I do not know that that is the ruth of it at all. The truth is that you have
bungled and now you are trying to put the blame somewhere else.
Mr LEWIS: We are not in Government. The Minister has been in Government for nine
years. H-ow can she turn around now and suggest it is our fault and our problem?
Let us look at the dereliction of duty involved here. T1he Government's sole purpose is to
serve the public of Western Australia, but with its non-decision it is serving its own interests
to get those railcars running. In the past few days the Government has distributed tens of
thousands of big, flashy, glossy brochures throughout all suburbs north of Perth. They
probably cost $3 or $4 each, and we will be asking how much they cost. This is all about
politics. It is all about trying to win the election, to grab a handful of votes deceitfully so that
Government members can get themselves re-elected at the next election. That is really what
it is all about and the Minister knows exactly what I am talking about.
Any thinking person with any understanding at all would accept that, for the future benefit of
the city of Perth and the future resolution of the traffic problems in Fitzgerald Street to the
satisfaction of the metropolitan region scheme vis a vis Stephenson's plan, there should be a
crossing at grade at the Fitzgerald Street intersection. This Parliament has suggested that,
and any thinking person knows that that is what should have happened. However, the
Government could not do that because it would have put in jeopardy its election plans and
therefore it has been self-serving in its actions.
It also should be known that a report to the City of Perth clearly states that if the Government
had made the proper decision back in October it would not have delayed the opening of the
railway, because the engineering design and construction and amendment to the grade of that
tunnel so that it would exit 100 metres further east would not have been delayed. However,
this Government, in its arrogance and contempt for the wishes of the people of Western
Australia, decided it knew best. In that regard it certainly has been irresponsible. As well, it
has jeopardised the options by building the tunnel where it is.
As I see it, there are three solutions. One is to tear up the tunnel, redesign it and have it exit
east of Fitzgerald Street. The second is to route those 136 buses an hour through the streets
of Northbridge to try to get around the problem, but that would cause utter chaos to the
traffic flows and congestion in the city of Perth. The third is to pursue, in absolute contempt
of an Act of this State, the construction of the bus bridge.
Mr Pearce: Which of the three do you prefer?
Mr LEWIS: I have always preferred the sinking and the extension of the tunnel.
Mr Pearce: You are prepared to rip it up and start again. Is that it?
Mr LEWIS: That is for the Government to decide. That is the point I made. The
Government is accepting that it is irresponsible. The fact is that the Government has been
irresponsible. The Government proceeded to build the tunnel and it knows that it should not
have done that.
Mr Pearce: What is your policy? What are you promising to do?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: The Government has been grappling with the problem since October 1990 but it
still does not know where it is going. The Government has been incompetent and
irresponsible in the extreme, and has been in gross dereliction of its duty to the public of
Western Australia. For the Minister to say that I will answer to hundreds of thousands of bus
commuters poses the question: Where is my responsibility?
Mr Pearce: You voted for it. Don't deny it!
Mr LEWIS: So, I will answer to hundreds of thousands of people; I suggest the Minister is
saying that this Parliament will answer to hundreds of thousands of people. Is that what the
Minister is saying? Will I answer to those people or will Parliament answer? I did not make
the decision; Parliament made the decision. The actions of the Government are in absolute
contempt of the wishes of the Parliament.
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Mr Pearce: It was in conformity with the Parliament's wishes.
Mr LEWIS: The Minister should not blame me.
Mr Pearce: We can blame you.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: The Government should blame its own incompetence.
Mrs Beggs: Thtis will not work for the member for Applecross, and he knows it. The
member is running scared.
Mr Pearce: He is squirming.
Mr LEWIS: I am not squirming. Neither the Opposition nor the public of Western Australia
will accept in any way that the delays to the railway and the chaos with traffic can be sheeted
home to the Liberal Party, to the Opposition as a whole, or to the Parliament. It should be
fairly placed on the shoulders of the Government which has failed to act and to do its duty.
We will not take the blame. For the Minister for Transport to insinuate that we should take
the blame for a railway which has not opened and which is expected to open in nine months
is nonsense. How can the Government blame someone for something which is not expected
to open for nine months? The fact is that in November 1988, as a pork-barrelling exercise,
the Government said that it would build a railway and that it would be collecting fares in
12 months' time; then it said the railway would be running in 1991; now it is to be 1993.
Now the Government realises it will fail and wants to blame the Opposition, but we will not
accept the blame.
MS BEGGS (Whitford - Minister for Transport) [l2.53 pm]: This amendment to the

Address-in-Reply is really more about the position of the Opposition parties as a result of the
numerous concerns being expressed throughout the community about the problem that was
caused by the passing of the Fitzgerald Street Bus Bridge Bill through this House and
through the upper House. It is absolutely incredible that the member for Applecross stands
in this place and insinuates that the traffic problems caused by an inability - stemming from
an Act of Parliament -to build a bridge will be the problems of the Government.
Mr Lewis: They are the Government's problems. They are not ours.
Mrs BEGGS: [ assure the member that in the discussions I have had with Transperth people,
with the drivers of the buses, and more recently with the Northbridge Business Association
representatives, they realise now that perhaps the actions that were taken by Parliament were
a little premature. It is okay to say we cannot do this, but before giving support to the
Independent member's Bill a sensible and responsible Opposition would have questioned the
alternatives and what would have been practical.
Mr Lewis: We spelt that out.
Mrs BEGGS: During debate on the Bill, I pointed out clearly that the construction of the
Roe Street tunnel had progressed to such an extent that even at the stage the Perth City
Council rejected the idea of the bus bridge, after having approved it in February 1991, it was
too late.
Mr Lewis: That is not true.
Ihe DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs B3EGGS: A large cost would have been associated with it because the grades of the
tunnel would be different from the grades chat would have been necessary to sink the railway
line further.
Mr Lewis: Do you know what a grade is? Is it something one gets at high school?
Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs BEGGS: I know what a grade is. It is something the member did not get at high school.
The fact that the Parliament made it impossible to proceed with a Bill has meant that we have
had to come back to consider the alternatives.
Mr Lewis: The Minister should have brought a motion to the Parliament. Why didn't she?
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Mrs BEGGS: The motion was already in the Parliament. I did bring a motion to the
Parliament.
Mr Lewis: That did not happen in the Legislative Council.
Mrs BEGGS: The terms of the Act required me to present a report to Parliament, which I did
on 3 December 1991. The proposal contained some recommendations. It suggested that
there was not really any other option at that time but to build the bridge.
Mr Lewis: You didn't bring a motion. The Bill required a motion.
Mrs BEOGS: According to the Speaker of this House, it was a motion. The member for
Applecross has suggested that the Minister for Transport has been incompetent and
irresponsible and chat I have been in dereliction of my duty in that I have not looked at all the
alternatives. There are few alternatives that will bring a satisfactory solution to the problems
which we now face. If we eliminate the extension of the Roe Street tunnel - which we have
done - on the basis of cost and priority for public tranisport infrastructure in this State, there
are -
Mr Strickland: Parliament wants the Minister to take the long term view and fix up the
problems.
Mrs BEGGS: The Bill did not say that we should proceed with the tunnel.
Mr Lewis: Parliament did that.
Mr Pearce: Why does the amendment not refer to the course of action which the Opposition
wants to follow?
Mr Strickland: It is clear.
Mr Pearce: No it is not. The member for Applecross will not say what is his preferred
position.
Mr Lewis: I said it was to build a tunnel. Are you deaf?
Mr Pearce: Parliament suggested it but the Opposition did not move a motion to say "build a
tunnel".
Mr Lewis- We are not the Government.
Mrs BEGGS: What is the Opposition's solution to this problem?
Mr Lewis: It is not our problem.
Mrs BEGGS: The member for Applecross has made it his problem; that is why he is
jumping around like a cat on hot bricks today. He is aware of the enormous opposition that
is building up to the Act that was passed by Parliament. That is why this amendment to the
motion has been moved. The Opposition thinks that it made a mistake last December,
because it did not consider the hundreds of thousands of commuters who will not benefit
from the northern suburbs railway line. Those people are not my constituents; they are the
constituents of other members of this House. They are the constituents who will face up to
15 minutes' delay every day because the buses will not have priority over the railway line via
a bridge.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm
Mrs BEGGS: The Opposition's tactic of moving this amendment will not work. it will not
convince hundreds of thousands of commuters in the northern suburbs, who will be
disadvantaged by the delaying of the northern suburbs railway, that the Opposition is not to
blame. The Government was prevented from building the bus bridge and the people in those
areas know very well that that action was a political stunt by the Opposition. However, this
has embarrassed the Opposition to such an extent -

Mr Lewis: What has? It was not our Bill!
Mrs BEGCS. The Opposition supported die Bill wholeheartedly, and took a great deal of
pleasure in doing so. The member for Applecross stated before lunch that I had a political
interest in this matter. However, the people I am trying to protect are not my constituents as
those who will be badly affected by this situation live east of Wanneroo Road in the northern
suburbs. Most of the bus services which would use Fitzgerald Swreet to gain access to the bus
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station service commuters from the areas of Dianefla, Morley and Bassendean. This matter
has nothing to do with my electorate.
I gave a commitment during debate on the relevant legislation that absolutely nothing would
slow down the progress of the introduction of the northern suburbs railway line. In February
1991 the Perth City Council accepted the Fitzgerald Street Bus Bridge.
Dr Alexander interjected.
Mrs BEGGS: It is true!
Mr Fred Tubby: He said it was under duress.
Mrs BEGGS: I thought the member said that it was untrue; I am sorry. The Perth City
Council accepted the bus bridge, subject to consultation on the landscaping and associated
works. The information was supplied to the council on 16 August, and on 23 August it
rejected the proposal. The Lord Mayor rejected the bus bridge at a media conference, and he
did so without consultation with me, the Premier or the urban rail project team which had
been handling the consultation with officers of the Perth City Council over a long period.
No-one would describe the Opposition's actions in this whole debate as balanced or
reasonable. It is not in the best interests of either the House or the people who live in the
eastern and north eastern suburbs to delay the project. In the past the Government has been
criticised for delaying major Government projects, but the Opposition - certainly no
members on this side of the House supported the Independent member's Bill - does not mind
delaying the northern suburbs rail project. The Opposition says that we should proceed with
extending the tunnel from Roe Swreet through to the Fitzgerald Street intersection.
Mr Lewis: Who made the decision?
Mrs BEGGS: The decision was made because it was essential for the integration of the bus
and rail system for the bus bridge to be built. It is not right for the residents of the northern
suburbs to have to wait a further nine months for this service. The member for Applecross
said that I had some kind of political interest in this matter.
Mr Lewis: Of course you do!
Mrs BEGGS: I question the member's motives for acting as he has without assessing the
ramifications of his actions. He jumped to his feet in this House and supported the
Independent member's Bill and the subsequent motion which prevented the bridge from
being built; if that is not political, I do not know what is. The member for Applecross said in
his speech that we were trying, or would try, to place the blame on the Liberal Opposition
when the chaos ensued as a result of the legislation and subsequent motion supported by the
Opposition. We will not try to do this; we will do it! We are telling people exactly what has
taken place in this Parliament.
Mr Lewis: You were going to put up billboards.
Dr Lawrence: That is right, and lots of them. We will also distribute pamphlets; don't you
worry!
Mrs BEGGS: We will be -able to provide a detaled, iternised account of who supported what
in this House.
Mr Lewis: Will the ALP pay for the billboard advertisements?
Mrs BEGGS: Yes, of course. The Government does not accept that it should spend
$16.5 million on extending the tunnel. As I said previously, sinking the railway line is a
completely separate issue from the northern suburbs railway system. Of course this
Parliament should have a say in that project, but if we consider extending the tunnel past the
Fitzgerald Street intersection, no extra land will be opened up. It would create a strip of land
about 50 metres long; that is all.
Mr Lewis: Would it solve the trafffic problem? Be honest.
Mrs BEGGS: Oh, yes, once it was completed it would do so; however, there are other ways
of solving that problem.
Mr Lewis: How are you going to solve it?
Mrs BEGGS: I should ask the member that question: What is he going to do?

638 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 1 April 1992] 3

Mr Lewis: You ame in Government; we are not the Government.
Mrs BEGGS: The member prevented the Government from -

Mr Lewis: I have a lot of power, don't I?
Mrs BEGJGS: The member did it. His party had an opportunity to vote against the
Independent member's Bill, but it made a mess of it. The member should admit that his
party made a mess of the situation and that is why he has moved this amendment to the
Address-in-Reply; he is running scared of the hundreds of thousands of people who will
place the blame fairly and squarely at his feet.
The Government wanted to proceed with the bus bridge, to ensure that there would not be a
conflict between the 114 buses and trains converging at that intersection when the northern
suburbs railway came on streamn in December. The amendment states that the Government
and the Minister for Transport have been incompetent, irresponsible and are in dereliction of
their duty. I suggest, particularly to the members for Applecross and Kingsley and to anyone
who has an interest in a proper public transport system as it affects traffic congestion in the
City of Perth, that that amendment should state that the incompetency is on the part of the
Opposition whose members did not bother to obtain a briefing on the project. The
Opposition did not even ask the urban rail project team to explain the difficulties to them.
Mr Lewis: Not true.
Mrs BEGGS: Not once did the member for Applecross ask for a briefing on the project.
Once the Lord Mayor of Perth made this statement, the Opposition saw an opportunity to
delay the opening of the northern suburbs railway. The Opposition knew that the decision on
the Fitzgerald Street bus bridge had been made after consultation not only with people in the
northern suburbs but also with people who saw the need for Government to continue to
provide an efficient public transport - not like this Opposition. When the Opposition was in
Government it closed the railway lines; it had no public transport policy and it still has no
policy.
Mr Lewis: Did the Minister for Transport read the editorial of the Sunday Times?
Mrs BEGGS: I have read the editorial. I will address that editorial in a different way. I
intend to write to the Editor of the Sunday Times and point out that he does not understand
the issue and that he is wrong. This is despite the Government's going to a great deal of
trouble to explain how the process had been determined right from the beginning.
Mr Strickland: Is sinking the railway not the best long term decision?
Mrs BEGCS: If sinking the railway were to advantage the integration of the central business
district in Northbridge it would be an admirable thing:, but that is a separate issue to the
integration of bus and rail transport in the central business district to allow commuters to get
to work without undue delay. A public transport system can be efficient only if the amount
of time that people, particularly commuters, spend travelling from point A to point B is as
short as possible.
Mr Thomas: I wonder where the member for Mandurah is?
Mrs BEGGS: I do not know but I am sure he will be vry upset. I cannot imagine that the
member for Mandurab wouid see the expenditure of $16.5 million to sink the railway line as
a priority when all the member is concerned about -

Dr Alexander inteijeced
Mrs BEGGS: It would cost $16.5 million to fast track the project. Did the member for Perth
read the report that was requested under the terms of his Bill? He did not read the report.
The member for Perth asked for the report, so he should have had the decency to read it.
Mr Lewis inteijected.
Mrs BEOGS: This is not expediency.
Mr Lewis: It is and everyone knows it.
Mrs BEGGS: It is the right decision at the right time in the interests of hundreds of
thousands of commuters who expect the Government to provide solutions to those problems.
This Parliament, through the votes of members opposite, has prevented the Government from
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doing that. I say to each and every member opposite that that message will go out loud and
clear to every person who uses a bus from the northern suburbs.
DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [2.14 pm]: I would like to enter this debate to try to clarify the
few points that have been made. Listening to the Minister for Transport defend the
Government's action over the four months since this matter was last debated in Parliament,
one could be forgiven for thinking that it was yesterday that we debated the matter, because
the fact is that since the resolution was passed in this House on 4 December last year the
Government has pushed ahead with the completion of the Roe Street tunnel regardless of the
consequences.
Mrs Beggs: The Roe Street tunnel had been dug and reinforced at the time the member for
Perth introduced his Bill.
Dr ALEXANDER: I introduced my Bill late in October, which is about six months ago.
Mrs Beggs: The works on the freeway side were not complete, but on the Fitzgerald Street
intersection side it was virtually complete.
Dr ALEXANDER: It depends what the Minister means by "virtually complete": it is a
matter of definition. The concrete had not been laid for the ramp and the chief engineer of
the project was of the opinion that if the construction work had been halted at that stage it
would have saved many millions of dollars in the event of the tunnel being extended towards
Perth across the Fitzgerald Swreet alignment.
Mrs Beggs: He said it would cost many millions of dollars.
Dr ALEXANDER: But it would save many millions of dollars from the situation we are
now faced with where the Government ultimately pursued the option of completing the
tunnel and going for the bridge. The Government seems to think that the Opposition is to
blame for the situation. I remind the Minister that it was the member for Perth who moved
the motion and it was certainly not my intention then, nor is it now - and I do not believe it is
the intention of the Opposition - to delay the completion of the northern suburbs railway.
The intention of the Bill was to have proper consultation within the community and for a full
and complete report to be debated in this Parliament. Because of timing last year there was
not sufficient time to consult the community as the Parliament had instructed under the terms
of the Bill. By the time the Bill passed through the upper House only five days remained in
which to consult. It was quite obvious that the report that came back to the Parliament in
December was incomplete in that respect. Rather than going over that ground, some people
in the community, certainly the electors with whom I am in touch in Northbridge and the city
area of Perth, hoped, and were of the opinion that after the matter had been dealt with by the
Legislative Assembly - and the Legislative Assembly clearly expressed its opinion that a
tunnel was preferable to the bus bridge - the Government would then take advantage of the
summer recess to consult with the community.
Mr Thomas: Which schools should be closed down to pay for it?
Dr ALEXANDER: Which schools should we dlose down to pay for WA Inc? That is an
absolute nonsense of a question! The Perth City Council remains committed to the
possibility of contributing to this project; that has been ignored. The Perth City Council has
not been consulted formally since chat time, as I understand it. No consultation has taken
place since the matter was last discussed in this Parliament and the Government has made it
clear in answer to repeated questions from me, the Opposition and the Press, that it has no
interest in giving the tunnel a high priority. The Minister for Transport is on record as saying
that.
Mrs Beggs: I said that when you introduced your Bill. There is no secret about that.
Dr ALEXANDER: If the Minister chooses to ignore the wishes of the Parliament, saying
that she has no interest -

Mrs Beggs: The member for Perth cannot direct the Government to expend funds and he
knows that; nor should he be able to.
Dr ALEXANDER: Exactly; that is the Minister's opinion and that is why the Bill was
framed as it was. It did not seek to direct the Government but it sought to have a genuine
process of consultation and debate. The report that came back was clearly a further argument
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for why the bridge had to be built rather than a evaluation of the alternatives. Now we find
late in the day, on 27 March 1992, that Transport Minister Pamn Beggs has convened a
working group comprising representatives of interested parties including Northbridge people
to discuss the Fitzgerald bus bridge and other options. The notice announces that a workshop
to outline the options will be held on Thursday, 9 April from 9.00 pm onwards at the office
of t Public Service Commission and it says, "You are invited to attend this workshop'.
This was sent not to me but to one of the people concerned with the project in Northbridge
who forwarded a copy to the member for Floreat this morning. Itris interesting that this
workshop has been convened at the death knock. Why was this meeting not convened in
December or January?
Mrs Beggs: Why didn't the lord mayor or the Northbridge Business Association try to
convene a meeting with me in October? The Opposition did not try to convene a meeting
either before it introduced the Bill.
Dr ALEXANDER: I knew about the bridge and I spoke to Westrail about it.
Mrs Beggs: The reason the Government did not is that the master plan was out and available
to the public and it had been accepted that a bridge would be built over the Fitzgerald Street
intersection.
Dr ALEXANDER: Accepted by whom? Accepted only by the Government.
Mrs Beggs: No objections were made.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is not the case.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr ALEXANDER: As I tied to explain during a previous inteijection, the Perth City
Council agreed reluctantly to that course of action before last year's mayoral election - which
may have had something to do with the attitude at the time - only under great duress. After
that election the newly elected council unanimously agreed, and still does, that the tunnel
option was preferable to the bridge. I do not know what went wrong with the
communication process between the council and the Government. Some meetings were held
and the council's opinion that the tunnel was preferable was certainly clear to the main actors
in the play, despite the fact that each side is blaming the other. At the last minute we find a
meeting has been belatedly convened and, despite what the Minister said, it has been
convened to discuss the bus bridge and other options. Roger Hill, a senior planner in the
Department of Planning and Urban Development - he is an ex student of mine, but we will
forgive him for that - has convened this meeting, apparently to consider the bus bridge and
"other options". That seems to suggest that the other options are still open. The Minister
said this afternoon that there were no other options.
Mrs Beggs: I have been to the Northbridge association and I went through the options with
its members. I asked what were the alternatives, given that the Government ruled out the
tunnel. I have said that from the beginning.
Dr ALEXANDER: When the Minister talks about other options, in the letter she must be
excluding the tunnel, but I cannot see that written here.
Mrs Beggs interjected.
Dr ALEXANDER: The Department of Planning and Urban Development did not make that
clear in this note.
Mrs Beggs: I did not sign that letter, it is not mine.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr ALEXANDER: The Department of Planning and Urban Development at least is giving
the impression that the options are still open. If they are not, the people who attend this
workshop will be sorely disappointed. Now we are told that it is far too expensive at this
stage to implement the tunnel option; that it is not practical. The only alternative is to go
ahead with the bus bridge about which we have already had the argument.
Mrs Beggs: We can divert the buses which would result in 15 minutes' delay for commuters.
I have explained that.
Dr ALEXANDER: The Minister is saying that in her view it is too difficult and too
06124-9
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expensive to construct the tunnel at this stage. However, if that decision had been made four
to six months ago when the matter was under active discussion here it would not have been
nearly so difficult or expensive. The Government's strategy seems to be to tough it out and
blame the Opposition; it is party politics at their worst.
Mrs Beggs: I told the Opposition the tunnel was not an option the day it brought the Bill into
Parliament;, I did not wait four months to do that.
Dr ALEXANDER: In moving this motion, the Opposition is, doing a service, not a
disservice, although I find some of the wording of the motion a little strong. I am not sure
that in this instance the Government has been incompetent. it may have been on other
occasions, but in the matter of the bus bridge it has been irresponsible. It has presented
design alternatives, but it has not undertaken proper consultation and it has not listened to the
Parliament. However, I do not regard that as incompetent.
Mrs Beggs: The Parliament did not ask me to build the bus bridge. I have honoured the
wishes of Parliament.
Dr ALEXANDER: In case the Minister has forgotten, the Parliament said that the railway
tunnel option was preferred and that the recommendations of the report were not acceptable.
Mrs Beggs: The Parliament expressed an opinion.
Dr ALEXANDER: Which the Mlinister ignored from the start. She would have ignored
whatever the Parliament said.
Mrs Beggs: It expressed an opinion, but it did not request me to build a tunnel.
Dr ALEXANDER: If the Parliament had requested the Minister to build a tunnel, would she
have taken that request seriously?
Mrs Beggs: You know I could not do that.
Dr ALEXANDER: No matter what the motion was, the outcome would have been the same.
It is a question of governing irrespective of what the people want.
Mrs Beggs: The Government pays the price.
Mr Thomas: It is a very narrow sectional group.
Dr ALEXANDER: It is not a sectional interest group at all; it represents very wide crass
section of interests. The Government has determined that the bridge is the fastest and most
efficient way of salving the problem. There are other ways -
Mr Thomas interjected.
Dr ALEXANDER: Do those people never visit the city? Would they not receive benefit if
the city were integrated with Northbridge by building a tunnel rather than a bridge?
Mr Thomas interjected.
Dr ALEXANDER: I would, but perhaps some other people would not. Certainly plenty of
other options are available. The fact is that dhe Government has found funds for tunnels in
other parts of the metropolitan region. Only the other day I received from one of my
constituents some glossy photographs of a tunnel being built at Joondalup. Fancy that! I
understand that this tunnel is to take the railway as it comes off the northern freeway
extension to Hodges Drive. There is another tunnel where the railway goes under Hodges
Drive.
Mr Pearce: In the same way that it is a tunnel where it goes under the freeway.
Dr ALEXANDER: Apparently three tunnels can be built at Joondalup. while it is not okay
to have a tunnel in the city.
Mrs Watkins: How could we build a bus bridge at Joondalup?
Dr ALEXANDER: Perhaps the railway could have been built over the moad, rather than
under it.
Mrs Watkins: You must look at what is happening at Joondalup and the design and structure
of the railway there.
Dr ALEXANDER: I have. My argument is precisely that the Joondalup railway has been
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planned from the beginning. I have seen the Hodges Drive tunnel several times - I do get out
that way occasionally.
Mrs Watkins: The whole thing has been planned.
Dr ALEXANDER: Is the member for Wanneroo trying to tell me that the bus bridge was
planned years ahead; that two years ago the Minister said in Parliament the Government
would build a bus bridge? That is nonsense. Somebody realised at the last minute that a
problem existed and it was decided to salve it in the cheapest and nastiest way. At the same
time I have found in my letterbox a pamphlet showing a nice electric train and a photograph
of the Minister inside.
Several members interjected.
Dr ALEXANDER: It says that the electric train is running this Saturday and one can take a
free ride anywhere one likes, with the Minister's blessing. When my children saw it they
said, "Dad, this is nice, how much did it cost?" I said that that was a good question. Ihe
pamphlet has apparently been distributed to all households within three kilometres of the
railway line and feeder bus moutes. I think it is great that people are receiving this
information, but does it need to be in this glossy cover? It is certainly a very nice picture of a
train; it will look good on my notice board.
Mrs Beggs: I cannot believe that you of all people do not consider the promotion of public
transport important. What hypocrisy!
Dr ALEXANDER: I do, but I question the Minister's priorities. I shall refer quickly to the
pamphlet. I am very much in favour of rail electrification.
The SPEAKER: Order! Before you quickly look at it, you might indicate to me how you
intend to fit it into this motion.

Amendment on the Amendment
Dr ALEXANDER: Perhaps I will come back to the train later, I was slightly diverted. I
move -

That the amendment be amended by deleting the words -

incompetent, irresponsible and are in dereliction of their duty
and the following words be inserted -

irresponsible and disdainful of Parliament
My amendment on the amendment provides a more balanced way of looting at the situation
than that which has been provided for in the Liberal Party's amendment. The Government
has not been incompetent but it has been absolutely irresponsible in ignoring the wishes of
the Parliament and a clear section of the population on the matter of the bridge.
The point I was addressing regarding the publicity far the train - welcome though it may be -
was priorities. The Government had the wrong priority in distributing glossy pamphlets ont
the excellence of the electric train system when all it needed to do was distribute timetables.
My children tell me that train hopping will be required to get from one station to another
during peak hours and that it will not work out if one is not a commuter. The system may
suit commuters but it does not suit everyone. Why are there trains every 20 minutes during
peak hour when there are trains every IS minutes during other times?
Mr Thomas: Would the $16 million have been better spent on improving the services?
Dr ALEXANDER: It would have been an improvement for the future planning of the City
of Perth and to the service if the $16 million, minus a contribution from the Perth City
Council, had been used to build tunnels in other parts of the system. As I have explained, it
would have been possible to incorporate several tunnels in the system. In this instance the
Government has regrettably been shortsighted and opted for the cheaper solution without
examining the long term implications for the planning of Perth. In the process we are left
with the unpalatable situation of thousands of bus commuters being ignored. The
Government on the one hand says that the tunnel is a high priority, but on the other hand says
that it will give in to what the public want as long as it is a bridge. That is the Governiment's
only way through the impasse.
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The Government is saying that the people will not be ignored if it is allowed to build the
bridge. This threat and counter threat situation for the commuters of the northern suburbs is
blackmail.
Mrs Beggs: You have egg on your face, and you know it.
Dr ALEXANDER: I have no egg on my face. I have no doubt that the next member for
Perth, whoever that may be, would support the construction of a bus bridge. I understand
that the prospective Labor Party candidate also has serious doubts about this matter, but that
is for her to say, not me. Anybody who listens to the electorate of Perth, the people in the
metropolitan are and those in the State who are concerned about the future planning of Perth
will realise that extra financial considerations, particularly when the Perth City Council is
willing to make a contribution, must be examined very closely. They should also realise that
this tunnel should be constructed, even at this late stage, before the people of Perth are made
to pay for the high cost of the Government's arrogance in ignoring the Parliament of Western
Australia.
MR DONOVAN (Morley) [2.33 pm]: Like the member for Perth, I share the thrust of the
amendment moved by the member for Applecross, but I do not support the words he uses,
particularly those in the introductory paragraph. It would serve all members well if they
moved away from the more extreme ways of describing disagreements.
Mr Graham interjected.
MW DONOVAN: I know that the member for Pilbara would not dream of owning up to that
label. Yesterday, he showed me the platform of the socialists and I could not read it either.
We must acknowledge the irresponsibility of the Government and the Minister for Transport
when dealing with this matter since it frst was raised in this place. In fact, one can argue
that they acted irresponsibly before it arose in this place. Certainly, one would have to admit
that the action of the Government represents disdain of this Parliament. Although the
member for Perth has already reminded the House of what the Government has done, I will
repeat that- There was in this place a Bill, which is now an Act of Parliament.
Mrs Beggs: Which has not been disregarded.
Mr DONOVAN: It has been disregarded.
Mrs Beggs: How?
Mr DONOVAN: When I make my contribution to the Address-in-Reply I will comment on
the question of ethics in politics and Government which are beginning to emerge in the world
as something worth talking about. A Bill can be ignored by omission, by cynical inaction or
by allowing the kinds of actions that make the intentions of the Bill impossible to pursue. A
Bill can also be ignored by aptly taking action to frustrate its provisions. There is more than
one way of treating this Parliament with disdain and I suggest that on this occasion the

inister has been responsible for doing precisely that-
It is true, as the Minister has said, that Parliament cannot direct the Minister or the
Government to go down a certain path; however, it does deserve consideration. When the
Parliament has expressed a clear preference for a tunnel, that should be acknowledged. This
is an example not only of a lobby group from the Fitzgerald Street area or the members for
Perth or Morley taking action -

Mr Thiomas: It is the member for Perth together with the political opportunists from the
other side.
Mr DONOVAN: The member for Cockburn should use his experience of examining
constitutional issues to be the first in this place to say that when the elected Parliament of this
State expresses a preference it should be taken seriously, if not necessarily agreed to. That
preference should have been taken on board, but it was not. Certain work on the railway has
commenced which is contrary, at least, to the spirit of section 3(l) of the Act. In fact, work
has commenced in a way which blunts or seriously reduces the effect of section 3(1) of the
Act. Certain works in connection with the railway have proceeded but they have, as the
member for Perth said, made the tunnel a vastly more expensive option. That is disdain and
cynical obstruction of the Parliament's will and would not be defined as anything else in any
other jurisdiction. Indeed, in some jurisdictions it would be regarded far more seriously than
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just disdain of the Parliament. It could be described as irresponsibility because, as I have
said, the Act of Parliament I am referring to required a level of consultation to consider
alternatives, and that was not done properly.
The Minister referred to a report, although I note that it had no specific author. She did make
it available to members in this place. However, I take die same view as the member for Perth
that it further defends the bridge and opposes the spirit and intent of the Act, That is an
irresponsible approach to this question.
Finally, on the question of responsibility and irresponsibility, it interests me that already so
many interjections have been made in this debate aimed at the member for Perth, saying that
members would rather spend the money on this, that or the other and asking whether it would
be better to allocate resources to schools and so on. They do not take into account the offer
from the Perth City Council to convert its present leasehold on the parking area adjacent to
the railway to freehold for a consideration between $5 million and $7 million. That is not an
insignificant contribution. We are not talking about the conversion of a total $16 million
budget, but rather about the Government's ignoring the offer of a substantial contribution to
that project. That is fairly irresponsible in the context of this debate. It is certainly
disdainful of Parliament. I am await that the cynicism with which this House operates of
late means I will probably do the case of the member for Perth a disservice in making the
point that none of this was to happen unless a resolution was passed by bath Houses of
Parliament. Certainly, it is true that once the resolution was passed other things would
follow, and in that sense I am doing the member for Perth a disservice by reminding the
House. This is an Act of Parliament that requires the Government to do certain things as a
minimum, but a proper interpretation of that Act also requires the Government to refrain
from doing certain things as a minimum. The Government did not refrain from doing those
things; it has frustrated the will of this Parliament and, in that sense, has shown a substantial
degree of disdain for the Parliament. I support the amendment and, therefore, the thrust of
the proposed amendment to the Address-in-Reply.
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley) 12.41 pm]: I support the amendment to the Address-in-
Reply. We are seeing in this House today, as we did in the Press after the Bill was passed in
the Parliament last year, a blatant political response to the wishes of this Parliament. The
response was aimed at blaming any delay on the Opposition, but instead any delay is a result
of the Government's incompetence in the past few years when it lost so much money that it
now looks for the cheapest, short term solutions rather than for the long termi solutions. The
Government decided it would be easier to blame the Opposition than to make the hard
decision of seeking a solution with some vision. I am sure that all members in this House
have visited other cities in Australia and overseas - including Sydney - and have seen how
aesthetically unattractive a bridge in the middle of a city can be. That is exactly what this
will lead to. It would be a very simple matter to sink the tunnel for the railway. If the same
grade were used it would alleviate the traffic problems and, after all, the object of the
exercise is to alleviate the problems caused by the conflict of rail and road at the same
junction. If the railway line were extended further down, buses could travel on die same
grade. The Minister does not want to take this on board. She does not want to take part in
proper consultation. Last October she was reported in the Press as follows -

'The Liberals are cowering behind an argument that they pretend promotes a vision
for the Perth central business district,"

The article also states -

She believes the Liberals' stand on the Fitzgerald Street bus access in Perth was
against the interests of their constituents.
The reality is their opposition to the bridge and support for sinking the railway lines
is not a vision but an all-out attempt to delay the opening of the northern line for as
long as possible.

Any delay in this project will be caused by the Minister. The former Minister made a
prediction in Parliament that the northern suburbs railway would be opened at the end of
1989. That completion date was amended to the end of 1992, and last year the Minister tried
to blackmail the people of Western Australia by saying that opposition to the bridge would
delay the construction of the northern suburbs railway. The Minister is now trying to
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blackmail bus commuters by telling them it will take an additional 15 minutes to commute.
She should have made the hard decision last October and recognised the best solution at that
time. Of course, it will cast more money but the Perth City Council has offered to contribute
towards the cast. Who will get the blame in the long term when the railway lines are sunk?
The Minister will. Any extra cost or any extra delay will be the responsibility of the
Minister.
Several members interjected.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Government is talking about the short term solution, but the Liberal
Party is looking into the future, to the year 2001 and beyond. The Liberal Party has a vision
of how it would like Perth to be in the future. It is not interested in the short term, cheap
solutions which the Government seems to prefer.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kingsley is renowned for having a rather loud
voice, and it is not appropriate for members of the Government to shout over the top of her.
It is not inappropriate to interject at certain times and members of the Government have been
in this place long enough to know when those times are. It is not while the member is
speaking.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Minister will be blamed not only for the unnecessary expenditure
and the delays, but also she will be personally liable for having created a precedent for
ignoring the wishes of Parliament. Members in this place should treat this matter very
seriously. I wish the Minister was in the Chamber at the moment because I would like her to
answer the following question: Would an extension of the tunnel solve the problem? The
Minister could only answer yes to that question. Would the crossing at grade solve all the
transport problems? The Minister could only answer yes to that question also. The best way
to do that is by sinking the railway line. The Minister has said that we all knew that.
However, at a briefing I attended with the Liberal Party on the northern suburbs railway line,
nobody mentioned a bus only bridge. I have been through documents and read a leaflet on
the Perth urban railway development, which refers to the Roe Street tunnel, the freeway
construction, railcars, the railway and the freeway bridge. In connection with the freeway
bridge no mention is made of the Fitzgerald Street, bus only bridge. Mention is made of
construction in the Joondalup area but nothing is said about the bus only bridge. No
consultation has taken place on this matter since the design for the bus only bridge was put in
place. The engineers had already recognised that a new grade, separated construction would
be required because of the obvious conflict between road and rail. That is when we should
have been advised of the Government's proposal. In 1988, 1989 and 1990 nobody
mentioned a bus only bridge.
The Minister is wont to talk about delays from time to time and to blame the Opposition for
them. However, the Opposition can point to the Budget papers which indicate that at 30 June
1990, $10.3 million was allocated to the northern suburbs rapid transit system. How much of
that was spent? An amount of $7.8 million was spent. What happened to the rest? Could
those additional funds have been used? No, because the Goverrnment wants to complete this
project as cheaply as it can. That is typical of this Government, and it should start thinking
about the futre of Western Australia and Perth and solving problems, rather than look at
short term solutions until it loses office, which hopefully will be this time next year.
Mr Strickland: Don't you think the Government has locked itself into the strong negative
mind set of the Minister?
Mrs EDWARDES: Absolutely. The Government's credibility is shot. It was a blatant
political response, and we on this side will not cop the blame for any of those delays because
we refuse to accept that response. The Minister for Transport has failed to accept the wishes
of this Parliament. She has set a much wider precedent than she expected to set; namely,
ignoring the wishes of the Parliament. The Minister will go down in history for that
response. The short term solution is not the best solution. It would have been far better had
this Minister decided in October last year to go to the public to ascertain what was the
public's response. If the Minister were so concerned about what the thousands of commuters
thought, why did she not ask them? Why did she not come to this Parliament and say, "I
have asked them, and this is what they have said"? The Minister took up her time not by
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discussing the alternatives or by trying to convince us about the validity of her solution but
by making a blatantly political response. The Minister stands condemned for her inaction
and for her failure to abide by the wishes of the Parliament in taking the short term, cheap,
easy solution.
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [2.51 pm]: I oppose the amendment to the Address-in-Reply
moved by the member for Scarborough and the further amendment moved by the member for
Perth and seconded by the member for Morley. There is obviously less of an objection to the
further amendment moved by the member for Perth, and I agree with and accept the
comment of the member for Morley that it would be desirable if fewer histrionics were
contained in motions considered by this House; his motion goes some way towards achieving
that end.
It is useful to put this debate in context. We are debating whether there should be a road or a
bridge on one part of our railway system where there is a conflict between moad and rail.
However, that is a small aspect of our total public tansport system.
Mr Lewis: How big is the conflict?
Mr THOMAS: I was going to say it is the tail wagging the dog. A better metaphor is that it
is a pimple on another part of the anatomy; but I will not worry about that. It is really quite a
small issue, and the fact that so much of the time of this Parliament has been taken up
debating whether we should use a bridge or a tunnel to solve a particular conflict in the
public transport system is a sad reflection on the way in which the Independents and the
Opposition are using their position in the Parliament. This debate illustrates the reason that
we should not have Independents in the Parliament and why the system that we have is more
desirable than systems elsewhere where the Government is not as closely related to the
legislature as is the case under our system.
When the Labor Party came to power in 1983. the railway system was in a parlous state. The
former Liberal Government had closed down the railway line from Perth to Fremantle, and
the rolling stock which was being used on the other two lines - the Armadale and Midland
lines - was in an aged and declining state. It is common knowledge that had not the then
Deputy Premier, Hon Cyril Rushton, a clear electoral interest in keeping open the Armadale
line, that line also would have been closed, and had the Labor Party not won the 1983
election, the suburban passenger rail system would have had a bleak future. There had been
no investment in rolling stock for quite some time, and there was then no prospect of any
investment in the foreseeable future. The first thing that happened when the Labor Party was
elected in 1983 was that the Fremantle line was reopened. That necessitated the acquisition
of new rolling stock. New, up to date diesel rolling stock was acquired in 1984 when the
member for Eyre was Minister for Transport. That meant that we were heading towards a
good quality rail component in the State's public trasport system, whereas previously we
were heading in the opposite direction. A major decision then had to be made about whether
the rail system should be extended to the northern suburbs, which was the corridor where
there had been most growth, and whether it should be electrified. Ultimately, it was decided
to electrify the suburban passenger rail system and to extend it to the northern suburbs.
Those were momentous decisions in respect of the railway component of our public transport
system. I would have thought that the Parliament would be discussing that and saying what a
great achievement the Labor Government has made since 1983 in reversing the direction in
which we had been heading until that time.
Mr Lewis: I will tell you what you have achieved.
Mr THOMAS: I will wait to hear the member for Applecross give credit where credit is due.
Mr Lewis: You have locked yourself into a three foot six inch gauge, which imits the speed
on the tracks to 150 kmn an hour, and there is now no opportunity, without a huge capital
infusion, to increase the speed of our metropolitan tranisport system. You made a terrible
blue.
Mr THOMAS: Be that as itmay. the rail carsecan nravel at 110kma an hour and they do exist.
whereas when members opposite were in Government the rails were being pulled up and the
question of gauge did not arise. If the member wants to talk about mistakes, does he think
the Court Government made a mistake in 1980, or whenever it was, when it decided to close
the Fremantle line?
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Mr Lewis: I was not here then. I do not know the reason for that decision.
Mr THOMAS: The member was around at that time. Did he not read the newspapers?
Mrs Edwardes: We know the arguments that exist now, and that is what we are talking
about, so get back to the debate.
Mvr THOMAS: I can tell the member for Kingsley what the argument was. The argument
was that it cost money, and the Court Liberal Government preferred to put money into roads
to encourage the use of private vehicles rather than public transport. Having now heard that
argument, do members opposite think the Court Government was right in 1983?
Mrs Edwardes: I amn sure that was not the meason and that there was more to it than that.
However, that is beside the point. Get on to the point that is before the House now. Do not
continually go back to the dark ages.
Mr THOMAS: I assure the member we do not intend to go back to the dark ages. We have
extended the suburban passenger rail service to the northern corridor and electrified it to the
corridors that were serviced previously. The Premier has announced that the missing link -
the south west corridor - will be made part of the suburban passenger rail service.
Tremendous improvements have been made over the last decade. It did not all happen
overnight.
Mr Lewis: When will that happen?
Mr THOMAS: The Premier announced in her economic statement that the line to the south
west corridor would be built. A committee, of which I am a member, is looking at the mode
that will be used, and an announcement will be made in June. The Premier will make that
announcement, but I hope that construction will commence when the northern suburbs
railway line is completed, which I understand will be early next year.
Mr Shave: When you extend the Fremantle line, will you put it through to Willagee?
Mr THOMAS: I do not think so.
Mr Shave: I will say some very nice things to some of your constituents if you do!
Mr THOMAS: All right.
Mr Lewis: Are you really afraid of losing your seat?
Mr THOMAS: No I am not.
The tremendous improvements which have been made to Perth's public transport
infrastructure have taken place over a period of almost 10 years. That has been a period of
almost inexorable progress and a period when we have been heading in the direction of
promoting public transport as an integral part of the transport system of our city, which is
quite different from the direction in which we were heading previously. In this process.
decisions had to be made. We could certainly have an excellent system of tunnels and the
latest in hardware and infrastructure and cover a short distance. On the other hand, we can
economise a bit and go for a standard which perhaps is not as desirable but nonetheless high
and extend the transport system over a greater distance. In this case, someone believes it is
more desirable to have a bridge than a tunnel, for what I understand are essentially aesthetic
reasons. As to the access and barriers, and so on, there is not a great deal of difference. I
accept that people have an aesthetic preference for a tunnel rather than a bridge but how does
that balance against the overall cost of the system?
On the border of my electorate and that of the Leader of the Opposition, is the extended
Kwinana Freeway to Forrest Road. That has made an enormous difference to the provision
of the transport infrastructure in both electorates. However, the freeway has gone through a
very valuable banksia woodland. The creation of a botanic park in that part of the
metropolitan area has been proposed to preserve the banksia woodlands which are grossly
under-represented in conservation reserves. Maybe we could have had another tunnel
instead of chopping down the banksia woodland so that the freeway could cross that area. I
could move an amendment at some stage, if I decided that I did not want to be a member of
the Australian Labor Party, and wished to become an Independent. We could get together
with the Opposition and have the numbers. We could introduce a Bill to have a tunnel
through the area instead of having the freeway bowling over the banksia woodlands.
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An Opposition member Keep that in mind. We might support you.
Mr THOMAS: The Opposition probably would, and that indicates the absurdity of the
position. That is, anyone who has a particular interest, either because of his or her electorate,
or an interest in a subject, is able together with the Opposition to achieve their aim.
A number of people have made an observation about the Opposition in this House; that they
are the "me too" people. The people who ame opposed to development, go to the Opposition
and say. "Me too! I am opposed to that." They are the people who might have a particular
point of view; they are the ones who run to the Opposition and invariably get support by
saying, "Me too." If they receive the support of the members for Perth and Morley, and the
other Independents perhaps, they may get a motion through Parliament and actually
influence the course of events. They should not be able to influence the course of events, If
Parliaments are able to make decisions which have direct Executive and budgetary effects.
we will end up with a situation which is undesirable and can lead to Budget blowouts. As an
example, in the United States of America there is no party discipline. Often the party that
controls the Executive does not necessarily control the Legislature. In order to get the
budgets through, the President - or the Governor in the case of the States - does deals with
congressmen. As a result it is virtually impossible to close down a defence installation,
although that is desirable for budgetary and strategic reasons, and it is difficult to get the
budgets trough. That is why the United States has such a huge budget deficit. It is also a
reason that the United States had such substantial economic problems in the late 1980s and
the early 1990s, which ultimately affected our economy. It is a dangerous situation to have a
Legislature which is able to make what are essentially Executive decisions.
Mr C.J. Barrnt: What was the State Government's Budget deficit last year?
Mr Catania: Zero.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It was in the order of $600 million to $700 million according to the
Australian Bureau of Statistics' accounting criteria, yet a Government member says that it
was zero.
Mr THOMAS: I am trying to make a serious point, If Parliament, under our system, were
able to make Executive decisions with budgetary implications, the situation would be much
worse. We must acknowledge that is the case. That is more likely to be the case, with due
respect to my friends and former colleagues, the members for Perth and Morley, with
Independents in the Parliament because we are less likely to have a disciplined approach -
people have individual dispositions or individual electoral interests which have severe
budgetary implications. Let us look at the budgetary implications;, we are talking about
$16 million for 60 metres of space. One member says it is most desirable and would be
aesthetically more pleasing. I accept that.
Dr Alexander: It would be much better in the long term.
Mr THOMAS: The member for Kingsley said that in the long term the railway will be sunk.
I have a ball park figure from people in the Transport portfolio which shows it will cost
$200 million to sink the railway.
Dr Alexander That is a start.
Mr THOMAS: It is a start which is going completely against the solution adopted to address
the railway barrier over the last few years. Of course, for historical reasons the railway has
been a baffler between the city and Northbridge and it would be desirable if that barrier were
not there. Sinking the railway would be expensive, and studies show that the real estate that
would be created would not equal the cost of doing it.
Dr Alexander It depends what it would be used for.
Mr THOMAS: In 1983 that was the case; it may have changed since. That is why the
decision was made to redevelop the station, to go over the top and link up the Art Gallery
with Forrest Place. A substantial amount of money was invested to break down that barrier.
A good job was done. The member for Kingsley would say, "Knock it over. We have a long
term vision, and we will blow $200 million on the sinking of the railway." What an absurd
proposition.
Dr Alexander We are talking about the area west of the Horseshoe Bridge.
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Mr THOMAS: I would have thought the other area had mome priority, If we had
$200 million to spend, I can think of much better ways to spend it. If members want to talk
about spending that money to enhance the environment I would say run the fr-eeway down a
tunnel and save the banksia. That would have a much more desirable environmental effect.
Mr Lewis: Why talk about a pipe dream? flat will not happen.
Mr THOMAS: That is the member's view; it is not the view of others. The question is
essentially one of aesthetics in a small aspect of the public transport system. Instead of
debating whether this solution or another is desirable we should be looking at the larger
picture. The public transport system in this State has been transformed. Without giving
credit for the great work that has been done, members opposite say that we should not be
doing that there, or that we should do it another way. We assume in all of this that the
aesthetic judgment they have made is of universal acceptance. It is not.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Our Fightback WA document paid a compliment in that regard.
Mr THOMAS: That has made my day. The member for Cottesloc wiUl be interested to know
that the aesthetic views held by people in Northbridge are opposed to the development and
the others, for whatever reasons, that line up with them are not universally held. I refer now
to a comment by Professor Gordon Stephenson, a noted town planner whose judgment
should have been looked at -

... there is the question of the appearance of the bridge. In every city in the world
there are road bridges crossing harbours, rivers, railways and highways. Some are
city symbols. Since the completion of the Narrows Bridge, many bridges have been
built in the Perth metropolitan region for pedestrians and cyclists as well as vehicles.
Some are well known internationally as well as in Australia, for example, the Mount
Henry and Redcliffe freeway bridges and the pedestrian bridge over the Kwinana
Freeway at Coode Street, South Perth. The proposed Fitzgerald Street - Milligan
Street bridge is in the tradition, and will be a more handsome landmark than the
majority of the buildings on Roe Street.

T7hat is a view, and it is a conclusion at least open to the people to arrive at. We should not
waste the time of the Parliament on debating a small aspect of the public transport system.
One aspect of the argument put by the member for Perth related to the glossy advertisements
for the new electrified rail system. That rail system ought to be promoted in a way which
makes it attractive - and that includes glossy pictures. Many millions of dollars are spent on
advertising motor cars, makting the use of motor cars glamorous and encouraging people to
use them. The public transport system should compete in the marketplace to encourage
people to use the public transport system, for the sake of the environment and for the sake of
the city overall. For that reason, we must produce glossy pictures and make the system look
attractive.
Mr Donovan interjected.
Mr THOMAS: Mr Speaker, I think the Independents might need a Whip.
Amendment on the amendment put and passed.

Amendment, as Amended
Division

Amendment, as amended, put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (23)
Dr Alexander Mr Donovan Mr MacKinnon Mr Fred Tubby
Mr CJ. Bamnett Mrs Edwanles Mr McNee Dr Thrbull
Mr Clarko Mr Grayden Mr Minson Mr wan
Dr Constable Mr House Mr Omnodei Mr Wiese
Mr Court Mr Kierath Mr Shave Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Strickland (Teller)
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Noes (21)
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Pearce Mr Troy
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Cunninghamn Dr Lawrence Mr D.L. Smith
Dr Edwards Mr Leahy Mr Taylor
Dr Gallop Mr Mc~inty Mr Thomas

Par
Mr Blaikie Mr Gordon HIll
Mr Nicholls Mr Wilson
Mrflloffwiwch Mr PJ. Smith
Mr Trenorden Mr Marlborough
Mr Ainsworth Mr Kobelke

Amendment, as amended, thus passed.
Motion, as Amended

DR TURNBULL (Collie) [3.15 pm]: I will take the opportunity of the Address-in-Reply
debate to inform the Parliament of progress in the electoral district of Collie. Collie is a very
wealthy electorate both in resources and people. During this last year and in the years I have
been representing Collie, the district has been working bard to produce products which
contribute to the economy of Western Australia. As with the rest of the community the value
of that production has been dropping. In order to maintain industries, efficiencies have had
to be introduced. People are working towards improving the efficiency of their industries.
For example, Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd has implemented an expansion process to improve
its efficiency and is now regarded as one of the most efficient refineries in the world.
There are other ways of improving productivity and efficiency and maintaining costs in these
difficult economic times we are facing in Australia. One method is rationalisation.
Whittakers Ltd, a timber company at Greenbushes, has rationalised its operations.
Unfortunately that has led to the closure of its operations in Welshpool but at the same time
has resulted in a planned new facility for Greenbushes which will be more efficient. This
relocation and rationalisation should manage to contain the escalating costs facing the timber
industry and Whittakers in particular. Unfortunately the situation at the Bunnings Forest
Products Pty Ltd timber mill in Collie is not as good and employee numbers have dropped
and dropped. They have been reduced from two shifts a day of 12 people to two shifts of
only four or six regular employees. This is a trying and difficult time for all companies.
Most companies in the Collie electorate are either just breaking even or operating at a loss.
This is shown very much in the other big contributor to the economy of Western Australia,
the agriculture component of my electorate. Sheep numbers have been dropping rapidly.
That has stopped at the moment but the changes in the sheep industry to accommodate the
fall in wool prices have been very gneat. One of the most tragic things that has occurred is
that the demand for shearers is low and the people who live in towns such as Eoyup Brook
and who make their livelihoods from shearing are not able to find work. Many of them must
receive social security payments and so the economy of the town has suffered. However,
there is one bright light for agriculture on the horizon; that is, the production of Pink Lady
apples. They are delicious apples and most members would have noticed them on sale in
shops. I recommend that members try them.
Mr Donovan interjected.
Dr TURNBULL: That was the first of the harvest.
Mr Shave: We would appreciate Mnother sample of them.
Dr TURNBULL: That may be possible in May when they are ready. In June the first
exports of Pink Lady apples will take place and one container load will be sent to Taiwan
and another to England.
Of course, another industry within my electorate is that of gold production at Boddington.
The production of gold is being maintained at its previous level, but the value of that
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production has fallen due to lower world prices for gold. The only remaining large industries
within Collie are the coal and power generation industries. However, they are facing
constraints in this economic climate. Why should the people of the electorate of Collie work
in industries which are not making profits or just breaking even? They do that, apart from
the fact that they are used to going to work, to work for the future. The people of the
electorate of Collie are working and planning for the future. Every member of the National,
Liberal and Labor parties admits that the future lies in value adding. On many occasions
National Party members have presented to this House the benefits of value adding for
agriculture and forestry products. Today I will present the benefits of value adding mining
products.
The major minerals mined in the electorate of Collie are alumina, tantalum and lithium.
Western Australia mines other minerals such as silica, nickel, zircon, and rare earths. All of
these minerals are absolutely vital to the future economy of Western Australia because they
can be value added. There is no point in value adding any product if a market does not exist
for it. Presently in Western Australia we have one of the greatest advantages of all; that is,
the forthcoming revitalisation of industry through technology. We have the minerals
necessary to build the machinery and products of a highly technological age and these are
products for which the world will pay. Greenbushes has the largest and richest deposit of
tantalum in the world; that is a valuable asset. However, value adding of these minerals
cannot take place without the supply of cost effective electricity.
As the member for Collie, I should send a warning to those members of the Government who
are not in the Chanber in fact, I draw attention to the state of the House.
[Quorum formed.]
Dr TURNBULL: It is appropriate for members of the Government to be present so they can
recognise the seriousness of the future cost of the supply of effective energy in Western
Australia. Members of the Government. employees of the State Energy Commission of
Western Australia and any other sectional interest group should be warned that the debate
which has re-emerged in the past few days on the option of gas versus coal as the fuel to be
used in the next base load power station in Western Australia is dangerous. Gas is not
competitive with coal for a base load power station. Yesterday, an article appeared in The
West Australian which stated -

The Australian Conservation Foundation has moved to capitalise on the financing
troubles of the new Collie coal-fired power station by calling for the project to be
scrapped in favour of alternative generation and greater efficiencies.
In a paper titled 'Reasons for reconsidering the Collie power station decision", the
ACF says that lower than expected power consumption forecasts by SECWA have
opened the way for a rethink on the Collie project.

The ACF is saying not only that theme are problems with financing but also that power
consumption forecasts have been lowered. The article further stated -

The call comes as SECWA and the Government reassess the viability of gas as the
fuel source for expanding the state's generating capacity.

The issue of the generating capacity at Muja power station to me, to all the people of the
Collie electorate and, particularly, to the coal companies should not arise. The raising of this
subject is very dangerous for the State at a time when it is trying to raise finance for this
project. The subject the ACF is raising - that is, the reduction of the projections and
forecasts for electricity consumption - have nothing to do with the need for a new coal fired
power station. Firstly, the new coal fired power station will generate 600 MW. In the next
five years 360 MW of coal fixed generation must be retired from base load activity. That
accounts for one of the generation units. The other generator which will produce about
340 MW will be needed for the 2.5 to three per cent projection in growth. There will be a
marginal excess of electricity produced by a new coal fired power station. That is the first
point.
The second point is that the people who are promoting and pushing the dangerous idea of
attracting very cheap gas prices for a gas generated base load power station are wrong.
There will not be any stability of gas prices. The Hadson and Tubridgi fields which will link
into in the North West Shelf pipeline very soon have only seven years' supply at the current
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rate of delivery. A low cost is being paid for that gas. Where do we get more gas from at the
end of seven years? The amount of gas coming from those fields is not sufficient for a gas
base load power station. Can we be sure we will get more cheap gas? It does not matter how
cheap the gas is that enters the North West Shelf pipeline, the trasport costs in the pipeline
make that product non-competitive by the time it reaches the south west. It would be Mnother
story if gas were discovered in the Perth basin. Therefore, the scenario for the gas proposal
is one of undetermined amounts and volumes of gas and undetermined prices. That
instability will last for 30 years compared with a coal fired power station which has a
determined tonnage of coal available for a length of time, and the price of the coal would
also be determined. On the pricing structures of a coal fired power station, the last 15 years
of electricity will be obtained at very low prices once the capital costs have been paid off.
It might be attractive for the supporters of the gas proposal to say, "Right, it would be very
nice to have a gas generated base load power station because we would not even have to pay
for it because it could be leased." However, ihe amortised price of gas leased turbines over
30 years has to include two sets of turbines and at the moment none of the calculations being
done by any of the proponents of the gas proposal takes into account the need for two sets of
turbines in that time.
T1here are many other issues relating to the cost of coal versus gas and reasons that a coal
fired power station is a far better long tenm option for the State of Western Australia. One of
the plus factors is that we will have spare capacity for electricity once the power station is
built. It could be argued that if the new station was not built that excess capacity would not
be lying idle. A gas generator could be brought in when it was needed if demand increased.
However, one of the great advantages of having a large base load supply would be that the
excess capacity for electricity production would be available for value adding. As I said
earlier this afternoon, the only thing that will save the Western Australian economy will be
our value added products of nickel, alumina, tantalum, silica, zircon and rare earths. They
will be turned into superconductors, special steel alloys and ceramics. All of those items will
need very large amounts of electricity. No investor will invest in Western Australia if he
does not have a secure, long term, cost effective electricity supply available to him. We
could even offer incentives for the development of this value adding by offering lower priced
electricity at the commencement of the development and then increasing the costs, flat
would be a very distinct advantage for Western Australia over many other places. We would
be able to say to investors, "Come to Western Australia and build your hi-tech ceramics
project and develop your special niche market steel alloys." We know that there are
proposals already for such projects to be developed here. However, these investors need
incentives in the form of low cost electricity and once they are set up and their capicalisation
costs have been recovered they will be able to afford an increase in electricity costs and a
sliding scale would be negotiated.
The gas proponents - those who are trying to undermine the Collie coal fired power station
project at this stage - are suggesting that the reduced forecasts for electricity consumption
justify our not going ahead with that project. The spurious suggestion that cogeneration
should be taken up is laughable. The amounts of cogeneration existing in WA are only
enough to save us from blackouts and brownouts when there is a hiccup at Muja or Kwinana.
Of course, there is a suggestion of future cogeneration projects, but they are reliant on the
variances of the international steel market and that is no surety at this time. I do nor chin~k
anyone can rely on a mini steel mill and cogeneration of electricity at this stage, although it
could be a significant force for the future of Western Australia's economy.
No-one, including the Government, its advisers, SECWA or other special interest groups
should believe that if the coal fired power station falls over we can use gas as a backup,
because agreements have been signed with the coal companies and the work force of Collie
and they are implementing those agreements. Neither the Government, SECWA nor
anybody else can break those agreements. I warn. everybody that they should not even
consider breaking the agreements. We all know that on Monday night there were blackouts
in Perth. Those blackouts were caused by three units at Muja not functioning. That situation
will arise daily with the very right power generation situation in Western Australia at the
moment until a new base load power station is brought on streamn. Muja has been running at
the very high efficiency race of 80 to 85 per cent. When it runs at such high production rates
it is very efficient. However, it means that there is very little scope for any error. I know
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that same people think gas can pick up the slack and be used to cape with the problem. Why
did that not happen on Monday night?
Dr Gallop: It did.
Dr TURNBULL: But not until the blackout had happened. That will continue until this
State has a secure and absolutely stable base load supply. I do not think city people realise
how vital are the Collie power station and the coal supplies. They switch on their air-
conditioners, faxes and the like and they do not give a thought to where the electricity comes
from or how much it costs. Anyone who tries to undermine the coal fired base load power
station is putting the whole of the State in jeopardy and ensuring that such things as
blackouts and brownouts will continue.
The people in Collie are very concerned about the delays in the project. There is a general
feeling of anger, and also a feeling that we must get on with the project with no further
delays. I acknowledge that the Minister for Fuel and Energy has spoken strongly against any
change in the current position on the coal fired base load power station. People in Collie
recognise that and are pleased at his support. However, they are not pleased that other
people are promulgating the gas alternative, and I call on the Government, its Ministers and
backbenchers - none of whom are in the Chamber except Phil Smith, the member for
Bunbury - to take note of this.
Mr P.J. Smith: We are competing with a very important event - afternoon tea is being
served.
Dr TURNBULL: I am sure that to me, the member for Bunbury. and the people of Western
Australia, this is the most vital debate being conducted in this State at the moment. Next
week representatives from the coal companies and the work force in the coalfields will meet
the Moinister to discuss the delay in the establishment of the power station. It is a very
serious issue, and not one I can address today. However, it must be faced within the next two
or three weeks.
There are many issues of concern in my electorate; for example schools. The Boyup Brook
District High School was recently renovated and an extension was built to the administration
section. However, just three months after completion it was falling apart; the cracks started
to appear soon after the work was done and they are getting bigger.
Mr Mnson: A bit like the Government.
Dr TURNBULL: I endorse that statement. Money is not available for the maintenance
required in our schools. Our capital investment in schools, hospitals, wads, and public
housing is disintegrating because we do not have sufficient revenue to expend on their
maintenance through the Building Management Authority. There are many opinions about
whether the BMA is the appropriate body through which to distribute maintenance and care
programs to all the capital structures under the control of the State Government. However,
whether the work is done by private contractors, local contractors or the BMA, we must have
the money to pay for it. There is no way this Government will ever have enough money in
its coffers to maintain those important capital structures without there being an improvement
in the economy. The only way for that improvement to the economy to occur is through
value added processing, and the only way value added processing will occur is by assuring
investors that this State has a base load power station which can produce electricity that will
be cost competitive in the longer term of 30 years. This is a vital subject, and it is the most
important issue facing Western Australia at the moment. Many people believe that gas is
lovely and clean, and a non-polluting material, and that coal is dirty and nasty, and a
polluting material. I hope that those people will get their facts straight. Coal produces
carbon dioxide and adds to the possible greenhouse effect, and gas produces carbon dioxide
and adds to the possible greenhouse effect.
Mr MIINSON: But not as much.
Dr TURNBULL: The amounts may not be quite the same but the net result is that it is more
effective to produce electricity in Western Australia using coal than using gas. Even if the
costing of a coal fired power station were exactly the same as that for gas, the Government
should still choose the coal option because it would generate jobs in Western Australia.
[The member's time expired.]
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MR MINSON (Greenough - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.46 pm]: I bring to the
attention of the House something that is near and dear to my heart; that is, the wreck of the
Batavia and the material recovered from that wreck. As a diver and someone who has lived
all his life in the Ceraldton mid west area, I have a great interest in this wreck. After reading
Hugh Edwards' book as a young man I have had a great interest not only in the Batavia, but
also in all the wrecks along that coast I have dived in the vicinity of a number of them and
close to the Batavia wreck itself. I am quite disturbed and upset at the chain of events which
has occurred since 1963 when some of these wrecks, the Batavia in particular, were
discovered. I want to read into Hansard a summary of the events which have taken place.
This summary was prepared a few months ago by Max Cramer, the man who discovered the
wreck. He wrote as follows -

EARLY 1963 WA Newspapers' Expedition to ZEEWUJK wrecksite in southern
Abrolbos - (after participating in this expedition and seeing all items recovered taken
to PerthI -

That is. Max Cramer -

was spurred on to search for the BATAVIA).
JUNE 1963 Together with fisherman David Johnson and fellow divers (my brother
Graham and our friend, the late Greg Allen) we discovered, and were the first to dive
on, BATAVIA shipwreck.

The summary also states -

AUGUST 1963 In the following weeks discussions were held by us with the Town
of Geraldton and WA Newspapers, as well as the Western Australian Museum. Each
organisation provided support for an expedition in August, which raised bronze
cannon and hundreds of relics, including coins.

For details of the way the expedition unfolded, I direct those members of the House present
in the Chamber, and the odd one who may read this speech, to the book "Islands of Angry
Ghosts" by Hugh Edwards. It is a most interesting account, and points out why dhe historical
value and interest of those items of memorabilia are appreciated by many Western
Australians. He continues that in the same month, August 1962 -

Geraldton Council agreed to make available storage space for the relics and made a
commitment to construct a museum ...
WA Newspapers put a team of journalists on the expedition.
The Australian Army provided logistic support.
The Western Australian Museum confirmed that David Johnston and I -

And once again the "I" refers to Max Cramer -

- had legal tidle to the wreck -

That is most significant -

- and gave an undertaking that if the title was transferred to the WA Museum, the
requirements of Geraldton to display any of the material would be fully met. ..

There is also a copy of a letter from the administrative officer dated 15 August 1963. The
article continues under the heading "September/October 1964" -

At the time that the Western Australian Museum became involved with the Dutch
Wrecks, it was with some reluctance as it saw itself as being a natural history
museum.

This is quite interesting as it is history in itself going back nearly 30 years -

In seeking my permission to borrow items I held, to use in a display with other
BATAVIA material recovered during 1963, a number of commitments were made to
me ...

I will refer to those letters as I continue -

The WA Museum gave commitments:
1. . .. to make available all BATAVIA material for display in Geradton as soon
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as they (Geraldton Council) have proper and secure accommodation in which
to display it ...

2. . .. we have no desire to favour Perth in advance of Cleraldton (in fact, we are
the Western Australian Museum and not the Perth Museum) ...

3. .. . the BATAVIA material will be displayed with a clear notice that it is the
Board's intention to have it on permanent display in Geraldton ...

In the years since, the BATAVIA and other wrecks have become the centre of major
excavation and research work by a team of archeologists and conservators at the WA
Museum. Timbers and arch stones which we were first aware of in 1963 have been
restored and reconstructed. Th~e momentum of their work has drawn attention away
from the original commitment to Geraldton which has still to be met.

I acknowledge that one of the reasons that that commitment has not been met is that no
suitable building is available in Geraldton to house that exhibition. A number of important
things came out of that note. First, a commitment was clearly given that all material taken
from the Batavia would be returned to (3eraldton. I want that clearly on the recordi.
Secondly, the discoverer of the wreck, who had legal title to it, forewent all financial gain on
the understanding that the material, when appropriate, would be returned to Geraldton. It is
interesting that that same person, Mr Max Cramer, not long ago distributed a document tided
"Now is the hour". I will not read out all of that document but will seek leave later for these
documents to lie on the Table for the rest of today's sitting. This document reiterates all that
has happened since 1963 and in particular the statement made by the WA Museum. It makes
the point that -

Geraldton, is the heart of the Batavia Coast, but it must be the most left out city in
Australia, when it comes to capitalising on its resources.

He makes the point that Albany triples Geraldton's take on whales and Kalgoorlie mops the
floor on gold. I suggest that the Batavia coast without the Batavia is not making the greatest
capital that it can from that name. It is time that the WA Museum and the people of Perth -
and on their behalf this Parliament - ensured that that material was returned to Geraldton and
that something was done about helping that town and the area known as the "Batavia coast"
to develop a facility to adequately house all the material from the Batavia.
This is not the firt time that this matter has been raised. I believe this is the first time it has
been raised in this Parliament, although I could be corrected on thatL I will briefly recap a
few of the occasions on which this matter has been raised in the public arena. I first became
aware of what was happening when an article appeared in the Sunday Times on 11I March
1984. That article was subsequently repeated in The West Australian of 15 September 1984.
I also have an article of unknown origin. I draw the attention of the House to an article from
the Sunday Times tidled "Give us back our old wreck" which is accompanied by a photograph
of the discoverer. I will ask later for these documents also to lie on the Table for the rest of
the day's sitting. A photograph of Mr Max Cramer appears alongside one of the cannons
from the Batavia wreck. An article appeared in The West Australian on Saturday
15 December 1984 tided "Spoils belong in Geraldton, says diver" which quotes some of the
letters to which I have referred- The importance of the recovery of the Batavia is further
outlined in another article of unknown origin. I do not know the source of this article, which
is tidled "Pant of WA history" and which indicates that it was the discovery of the wreck
which enabled those divers and early explorers and researchers to recognise the first
European building in Australia. It is situated on one of the very small islands in the Abrolhos
group and is dated 4 June 1629. That first hut measures a mere three metres by eight menrs
and is now simply a pile of stones. Nonetheless, it is the first European building in Australia.
I will ask for these papers to be tabled later.
The other occasion on which I noticed this matter being brought to the attention of the public
was in an article which once again comes huom an unknown source. However, I suspect it
came from the Geraldion Guardian. Under the heading "Midwest commerce and industry
report", a suggestion has been put forward that the Batavia wreck be relocated to Geraldton
because of its historical significance to the mid west region. It is said that opportunities exist
for an on-site business management and finance advisory service. The article suggests that a
facility should be built around the material taken from the Batavia. The final article I have
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on this subject I assume also came from the Geraldion Guardian and is titled "Geraldcon
Ahead - Return relics of the Batavia". This article is accompanied by a photograph of former
Premier Brian Burke releasing a mid west study recommending, among other things, support
for retrn of the Batavia wreck's artifacts to Geraldton to act as a tourism theme for the
Batavia coast. The article states -

A specific project for the building of a Batavia replica was outlined in the study with
the suggestion that the internal aspect of the replica be used for a museum, restaurant
or other tourist attraction.

I acknowledge such a project would involve considerable expense. It is interesting to note
that we now have a considerable amount of material from that museum including many of
the timbers from the wreck. I will refer to those timbers a little later on, but they are now
preserved in the Batavia gallery in the Maritime Museum at Fremantle, something about
which I amt not happy.
I turn now to tourism in the context of the Batavia. I want to make it clear that by locating
this object and memorabilia in Fremantle it is largely overlooked by many people who go to
Fremantle. There is already plenty of material of this type in the Fremantle area. I attended
a conference in one of the hotels in Fremantle not very far from, and certainly within
reasonable walking distance of, the display of the Batavia. I picked up some of the
promotional literature there, but nowhere in that literature could I find mention of the
Batavia. I was led to believe by looking at that literature and making some inquiries that the
Batavia material has largely become lost in a sea of material which is very interesting in
itself, solI do not think Fremantle needs that wreck.
It has been argued that the wreck of the Batavia is more appropriately placed in a capital city
where more people and more tourists have access to it, but if the material is not promoted
and advertised it is doubtful that people will visit it. I believe that by shifting this material to
the Batavia coast where it rightly belongs and where it was promised would give an
enormous boost to that city. People come from all over the world, particularly from Holland,
to view this material and it is sad that sometimes they book through flights, arrive in
Geraldton, ask where they can view this material and find they must go back to Perth to see
it. I have heard the argument that people will not go to Geraldton simply to see the wreck of
the Batavia, but I suggest that that is not so. I draw the attention of the House to some
figures I have seen recently with respect to people visiting Monkey Mia. I cannot remember
how many kilometres it is to Monkey Mia from Perth but I believe it is about 800. I have
been there many times, but only from Geraldton. However, of the people who visit Monkey
Mia to pat the dolphins, despite the isolation of Monkey Mia 80 per cent of them do not call
at the town of Denham. So people are prepared to fly around the world, sit in a hire car,
drive all the way to Monkey Mia, pat the dolphins, stay overnight, pat the dolphins again,
and drive back to Perth without calling at the historic town of Denhamn; yet people tell me
that tourists would not go to Gemaldton specifically to see the material of the Batavia if it
were returned there.
I have already said a number of times that the Western Australian Museum has promised the
return of the Batavia and associated memorabilia to Geraldion, and I wish also to lay on the
Table at the conclusion of my remarks a letter dated 12 October 1964 signed by the then
Director of the Western Australian Museum, a Mr W.D.L. Ride. In the letter he makes this
statement -

Unless I hear from you to the contrary, I will inform the Museum Board of your view
that the BATAVIA material should not be displayed until Geraldton is in a position to
display it there. As one of the principal finders of the collection, which is now
housed (temporarily) -

Members should note the use of the word "temporarily" -

- in this Museum, you may be sure that the Board will pay very serious attention to
your feelings in the matter. Of course, if the Board decides to go ahead, the
BATAVIA material will be displayed with a clear notice that it is die Hoard's
intention to have it on permanent display in Oeraldton - this assurance may do
something to modify your views in the matter.

I suggest that that letter is very important.
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The final letter from which I will read to confirm what I have been saying is one dated
29 August 1991 from Mr Max Cramer to the Chairman of the State Taskforce for Museums
Policy. It says -

As the person who had the original claim on the wreck, I only made shipwreck
material available to the Western Australian Museum when a commitment was made
that it would all eventually be displayed here -

That is, in Geraldton -

- when we had built a proper museum.
He encloses with that letter a number of supporting documents to prove his claim. I think the
House can understand my disappointment, anger and chagrin at the article which appeared in
the December-January edition of Your Musewn, bearing in mind that it was only some three
or four months after that letter from Mr Cramer. The article says -

At the impressive opening ceremony at the Western Australian Maritime Museum in
Cliff Street, Fremantle, the Minister for the Arts Kay Hallahan congratulated the
Museum's Department of Maritime Archaeology on the culmination of two decades
of work in excavating, treating and reconstructinig the hull of the vessel.

That is true, and fair and reasonable, and no one should take that to mean that I am having a
go at the Minister for The Arts. I am not. I will be asking for her help in this matter later on,
so I certainly do not want to upset her. The article continues -

She also predicted that the Museum's drive for sponsors to finance the next stage of
the project's development would attract both institutions and individuals who will
wish to be associated with a gallery destined to become an international showcase for
maritime archaeology and a major tourist attraction.
An attractive sponsorship document has been produced by the Museum's Marketing
Maager ... who will be approaching corporate sponsors. The document outlines the
project's aims - to eventually exhibit most of the artefacts retrieved from the wreck in
an innovative display; to create a scale model of the Batavia large enough for people
to see the internal workings of the ship; to feature life-size dioramas recreating both
shipboard life in the 17th century and the underwater world of wreck sites
encountered by the museum's maritime archaeologists.

I believe it is absolutely essential that any sponsors approached on this matter ame made fully
aware that the material they may be sponsoring for display is destined, or certainly should be
destined, to be taken back to Geraldton and displayed there. I hope the Museum and the
Government make it very clear in all the material they circulate in seeking sponsorship that
those sponsors may well be contributing, at great cost, to a display which will not remain in
their area.
I also draw to the attention of the House something which caused me great disappointment;
that is, when the Batavia gallery opened late last year nobody from Geraldton was invited
Even the discoverer of the wreck was not invited to attend the opening, despite the fact that
he had been in constant contact with the Museum and had forgone all financial gain to the
Museum. Furthermore, I understand - although I have not checked this - that not one plaque
in that gallery draws the public's attention to the great sacrifice that the people of Geraldton,
and Max Cramer and his associates, made. I believe that was a grave oversight and, at the
very least, the height of bad manners.
The question in people's minds is: What should happen? If ever I am in a position to
influence what happens with that material, I give an unequivocal undertaking to do
everything to see that the material is returned to the coast from which the Batavia was
excavated and, of course, to the people of Geraldton. This provides an ideal opportunity to
involve the community of Geraldton and the mid west in a local project which could see a
significant museum built to house this material. This would be a self-help project which
would pull the community together.
I note with interest that Mr Cramer, to whom I have referred on a number of occasions in this
address, has been a prominent builder in the area and is responsible for a fair percentage of
homes built in old Geraldton. Another company, and one of the biggest building companies
in Geraldton and in Western Austrlia, is also interested in this wreck. I understand that one
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of the principals of that company is still fervently of the opinion that a replica of the Batavia
should be built in Geraldton.
In speaking to Mr Cramer, the discoverer of the wreck, one finds that he has encouraged
contributions to such a project from other local companies. He has indicated that his son,
who runs one of the biggest air-conditioning firms in Geraldton, is more than interested in
doing the air-conditioning requirements of the material housing at a minimum cost. As
members may be aware, the material taken from the Batavia has involved the museum and
its researchers in developing new technologies for the preservation of timbers recovered from
the ocean floor after a number of centuries. The Batavia spent 360-odd years lying on the
bottom of the ocean and it is necessary to store its material in closely controlled climatic
conditions. Mr Cramer has made it clear that his son's firm is prepared to undertake such
work at minimum cost, and possibly with donated labour, to ensure that such a building has
properly controlled atmosphere.
Mr Cramer has also spoken to a number of other people, and I understand an earthworks and
brick making company is interested in helping; a number of tradesmen have been approached
and are interested in donating labour; and a transport company has expressed interest in
moving material, perhaps even the Batavia's material back to Geraldton to be housed in a
local museum. I suggest that we could place such a museum within the new marina
complex, and this would be an attraction for people all over the world, be they divers,
archaeologists or simply people who are interested in Australian history.
For the benefit of members who wish to further study this proposal, I will table the
information I have with me. In Geraldton I have two copies of a documentary, which is
about one hour long, about the discovery and excavation of the Batavia.
Mr Pearce: Did you say that you had copies of the documentary?
Mr MINSON: Yes.
Mr Pearce: I would like to look at one.
Mr MINSON: I cannot sell the member a copy of the documentary because of copyright
provisions! However, it is very interesting viewing. I seek leave to table these documents.
[The papers were tabled for the information of members.]
Mr MINSON: An important health matter is the need for changes to the Poisons Act mI will
pursue this matter with the Minister for Health. In particular, I refer to the provisions which
make it illegal to operate a needle exchange service. I have all kinds of reservations about
needle exchange programs, but I acknowledge the pragmatism of them, although I do not
condone the use of drugs. However, in the control of AIDS we must ensure that the people
using illegal drugs have access to syringes which will not facilitate the spread of the AID)S
virus. I am pleased to see that the needle exchange program is now revenue neutral, or
working in that direction, and will involve no cost to the taxpayer. However, it is of concern
that those working in the needle exchange are guilty of an offence, and it is only because the
police turn a blind eye that these people are not arrested and charged. T'herefore, the Poisons
Act must be amended; after all, it is not the people who are providing needles who are
committing the serious offence. I ask the Minister to pursue this matter because it is of grave
importance.
MR CLARKO (Marmion) (4.17 pm]: My contribution to the Address-in-Reply involves,
yet again, the safety of home swimming pools. If by some chance the Minister for Local
Government is listening in his office, perhaps he could come into the Chamber.
Mr Pearce: You may be a good electorate member, but you could be replaced in here by a
tape recorder.
Mr CLARKO: My speeches are all different, but my aims are mostly the same.
On 28 November 1991 I spoke on this subject, and I referred particularly to the proposal
announced by the Minister for Local Government in March 1991 that from 1 January 1992
all future swimming pools in Western Australia would require isolation fencing. It is already
the beginning of April and the Government has not introduced such a regulation. In addition,
in September 1991 the Minister established a working party to consider the problems which
had arisen with the initial pool inspections following the passage of the legislation in late
1990. Why has the Government been so dilatory on these matters?
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In November 1991 the working parry reported - I will refer to its recommendations later. To
understand this issue it is necessary to refer back to 1988 and 1989 when the Government
appointed a working committee - later revised - to look at private swimming pools. The
l9 9 report made two prime recommendations: Firstly, it recommended annual inspections
of pools by council officers;, and, secondly, that an appropriate fee be charged for such
inspections. In 1990 the Government introduced legislation which proposed an annual
inspection of swimming pools, and this legislation was criticised by me in this place, by the
WA Municipal Association and by others in the community.
That Bill was dropped and another Bill was introduced in the spring session of 1991. This
Bill proposed biennial inspections of swimming pools, but it was altered in its passage
through the Parliament on the Opposition's initiative. The amended requirement was four-
yearly inspections by council officers, and that annual inspections be conducted by pool
owners and occupiers of homes with swimming pools. Following the annual inspection the
owners or occupiers had to submit what became known as a form 8 to the council indicating
that they had checked that the pool was safe. This form had to be signed. This has come to
be known as self-assessment. The Government has made it clear in the Parliament and
outside that it does not agree with self-assessment. It seeks to knock it whenever it can and
encourage any local authority's doubts about self-assessment. The Government sought to
have annual inspections which would have meant that individual pool owners would be
required to dip into their pockets once a year to cover the cost of inspections. In the City of
Stirling the cost is $32 for such an inspection, but chat could rise to $50 a year under the
legislation. A self-closing and self-latching side gate could break down a day, a week or a
month after the annual or biennial inspection, If it were a month after the inspection, the gate
would not be safe for another I11 or 23 months. If a pool owner were required to conduct an
inspection every year by self-assessment, he or she must first learn the safety requirements.
From then on that person would keep a regular check on the safety features, not annually or
biennially, but virtually every day. If a pool owner adjusted his side gate so that it
automatically closed and latched to comply with form 8, probably every time he went
through the gate, unless he was in a devil of a hurry, he would subconsciously or consciously
check that it closed, if one's wife or children helped they would join that force which
regularly self-assessed. I ant sure, Mr Deputy Speaker, that in your reading you would have
noted that council inspectors tell their authority that gates are quite often faulty. I have heard
that up to two out of every three gates are inoperative and need adjustment when the council
inspector calls. That proves my case.
To digress for a moment; recently I had to replace my side gate. I have self-latching gates
because I used to own a German shepherd and under the provisions of the Dog Act dealing
with Alsatian dogs one's gates had to be self-closing and self-latching. My gate reached the
end of its life and my kind son-in-law helped me put up a new one. We tested it many times
and the gate operated perfectly. I live near the beach and that afternoon a sea breeze was
blowing. When I went to open the gate I noticed it did not close because the sea breeze blew
against it. However, if I had made it any tighter the gate would spring away from the latch.
It works on a delicate mechanism.
I argue very strongly that a permanent "policeman" - that is, the pool owner and family -
participating in self-assessment rather than the Government's program of inspection by a
council officer every one or two years, will leave council inspections for dead. The
inspection process is even more effective if self-assessment and council inspections are
combined. For instance, in a large municipality where a number of council inspectors
undertake safety inspections every one or two years - there are thousands of pools in that
municipality - if families are also checking gates, how many times will those pools have been
checked that year? They would be checked many more times than they would under an
official inspection system. Self-assessment is by far the superior method. it is also
recommended in many other areas. For example, it is preferable to encourage young people
away from certain activities by involving other people in the household rather tha their
being visited by apparatchiki every one or two years. No sensible person would recommend
an educational program which rejected self-assessment. That system of checking swimming
pools is even better combined with council inspections. When a pool is first built it is
inspected by the council; under the new regulations initial council inspections were carried
out last year and are being carried out this year, and regular inspections wil be carried out by
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inspectors every four years. Put together with self-assessment, surely that provides an
efficient system superior to that which the Government wishes to impose. As a bonus the
pool owner would not have to fork out every year a significant sum of money to have the
pool checked when in many cases it may be in good condition.
Last year I tried to amend a regulation under the Act providing that if a person does not fill in
his form 8 and return it by the due date he is liable for a fine of up to $500. The pool will
still not be inspected. I propose that the pool owner be given 90 days beyond the date for
returning form 8 after which an inspection would be automatically carried out and the owner
charged $30 or $40. The pool would therefore be inspected and the pool owner would be
liable only for $30 or $40 compared with $500. I intend to move ant amendment to that
regulation during this session.
I am concerned that a number of councils in Western Australia are not following the law
regarding form 8. 1 was told by a chief building surveyor that when his council was told that
only a very small number of people had completed form 8 the council deliberately chose to
take no action. I call on the Minister for Local Government to write to every local authority
in Western Australia asking them to detail what procedures they are following for form 8 and
telling them what action should be taken if they are not following the law. Irrespective of
whether the Government is enamoured of form 8, the Parliament's wishes must prevail.
When it passes a motion, whether it be on a subway or a tunnel, the Government should
follow that decision.
I refer briefly now to the working party report which was presented in November 1991. The
Minister has made no public response, although he said by way of intejection during my
speech on 28 November last year that he would make a statement about the report within a
week. Four months later we have had no comment from the Minister, nor do we know the
situation regarding the proposed requirement for pools built after 1 January to have isolation
fencing. The first recommendation of the working party report deals with outdoor and
indoor pools. Outdoor pools are described by a definition which is not very clear; one needs
the building code of Australia to understand what it says. An extremely wealthy person such
as you, Mr Deputy Speaker, who would no doubt have an indoor and an outdoor pool, can
take his back door off and his young children can wander out and go into the pool like three
little ducklings. However, the door in the house which leads to the indoor pool must be a
protected door. It is incredible that a group of intelligent people could get together and
decide that an outdoor pool requires no doors on entrances to the pool, but an indoor pool has
to have a child resistant door. Your dictionary, Mr Deputy Speaker, might supply me with a
suitable word to use for that incredible situation.
The second recommendation relates to all future pools having isolation fencing. Thte precise
definition of a suitable barrier is laid down in the building code. When will the Government
tell the public of Western Australia that all future pools will require isolation fencing? I have
adopted a quite different position to that adopted by the Government, as I said last year. I
advocate either isolation fencing or perimeter fencing with automatic self-closing doors
where a door opens directly to a pool. I prefer to call them protected doors; others call them
child-resistant doors. I believe it is vital that an education programn be directed at those
people who have pools which have the traditional form of protection, perimeter fencing.
There are 35 000 of those pools in Western Australia and very few of them would have
protected rear doors. If my suggestion were followed, the safety of backyard pools would be
improved dramatically.
It is difficult for me to comprehend the lack of logic of the Government in saying that all
future pools will have isolation fencing. Presumably it has come to the conclusion that
perimeter fencing is less safe or more dangerous. However, from the statements that I have
heard to date, it has no intention of requiring the existing 35 000 pool owners with perimeter
fencing to take any action to upgrade their safety features. As I said, the Government should
begin an education program when it introduces the new arrangement for isolation fencing,
hopefully with my modification to install a protected door. If it does not do that it is saying
that the system of perimeter fencing is not very safe but it will not do anything about it. It is
vital that we educate the people of Western Australia who have perimeter fencing with doors
that open onto pools to install protected doors.
I have given the following statistics to the House before, but they are useful statistics to help
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us to address the problem. In the 1980s in Western Australia, 36 drownings of young
children occurred in borne pools, 20 of which occurred in homes with perimeter fencing and
16 of which occurred in homes with isolation fencing. Of the 20 that occurred in homes with
perimeter fencing, 16 of the children passed through the back door. Surely those statistics
reveal that we must enforce protected doors which open onto pools. If we did that, that
figure of 20 would be reduced to four and the isolation fencing situation would be much
more dangerous than the protected door situation with Perimeter fencing.
I read an interesting article in The Bultetin in March this year by a social scientist who said
that isolation fencing was more dangerous than other systems of protecting pools. The
people who write in favour of isolation fencing say that there are no drownings if the gates
are used as they should be; that is, that the drownings occur only when people prop open the
gates. I do not think it makes sense for them to try to say that isolation fencing is 100 per
cent safe and thac accidents occur only when human error comes into the equation.
T'he third recommendation of the working party is in two parts. The first pant says that there
will be no self-assessment or self-certification vis-a-vis the form 8 and that council
inspections should be made every two years. I oppose that and I have said why I oppose that.
The second pat of the third recommendation suggests an improved wording of the form 8. 1
agree. Councils should be allowed to recoup their costs in running the form 8 system and I
thought the legislation we passed in late 1I9 would have allowed for such costs to be
recouped. The form 8 should be pant of the system of inspections and I am surprised that it is
not. I therefore invite the Government to indicate to me that that is not the case. Certainly, I
am not concerned if the cost of the form 8 is borne by the pool owners because it would not
be high once it is sorted out. The third pant of recommendation 3 states that a pool owner
should not have to fill in a form 8 if there has been a pool inspection by a council officer that
year. I do not agree with that because many of us do better when we do things regularly. it
would not be a great burden on people to fill in a form 8 each year, which they receive with
their rate notices, irrespective of when the pool inspection was done, because more of the
responsibility has to be transferred to the pool owner. It would encourage these people to
keep their eyes open all the time.
Recommendation 5 refers to the height of the dividing fences. It states that the measurement
should be taken on the inside of the fence. At present the height of the fence has to be no
less than 1.2 metres. However, one's neighbour could raise the level of the pround next to
the fence by half a metre and suddenly a fence that compied would no longer comply.
However, it is now recommended that the measurement be taken on the inside of the fence so
the responsibility will only be with the pool owner. T1hat is a sound recommendation.
Common sense must prevail if this recommendation is adopted.
Recommendation 6 states that the building regulations should be amended so that the gates
may open in or out. My colleague, the member for Scarborough, spoke about this in this
place very accurately last year and it is interesting that the committee agrees with his views.
His argument certainly made sense. Recommendation 7 states that the local authority will
have unambiguous power to prosecute where self-closing, self-latching devices on gates are
rendered inoperable; I presume they mean where these features are rendered deliberately
inoperable. I have some reservations about that. In broad terms pool owners should be given
the opportunity to comply with the law before the local authorities move to penalise them. I
would like to look at this recommendation more closely and I suggest that the Minister do the
same.
Recommendation 9 states that discretion should be exercised in respect of residents with
disabilities. Inquiries have been made about people being required to have an Australian
Council for Rehabilitation of Disabled sticker. I have given some consideration to it. Some
people who suffer from arthritis have considerable difficulty opening gates and the gates
need to be adusted. The aged in general should be given some scope in this regard and that
is the reason councils should be given much greater discretion, because they can make those
decisions more readily than anyone else. Recommendation 12 promotes the distribution of
pamphlets on pool safety to the public and recommendation 13 promotes an education
campaign. Recommendation 14 suggests that Statewide seminars be held for local
government officers and others. I hope that at those seminars consideration is given to what
happens in individual local authorities when there is a failure to return the required forms
within the prescribed time.
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I received from the Swimming Pool and Spa Association a very good paper which it
prepared subsequent to the release to it of the working party's paper. I sam not sure how
widely that paper has been distributed, but I am in agreement with the association's report.
The association states something I have said before; that is, if one looks at the 1970s and
1980s in the context of pool drownings one will see that the number of pools doubled in 1980
and the number of drownings halved. It is a dramatic turnaround and it is due to an increase
in safety fencing and to education. The local authorities should be given much greater
discretion in regard to their powers when it comes to variations from the standards relating to
pool inspections. It may be necessary for the working party to reconvene to consider what
those areas of discretion should be.
Everyone is looking for a home pool system which is safe. The Minister pmoposes isolation
fencing only because he believes perimeter fencing is unsafe. I find that incredible if the
35 000 perimeter fenced pools in this State ar allowed to remain without protected doors.
We should have an intensive education program for protected doors. Last year I attended a
function which was held close to my home. I asked why someone was not present and my
friend who was organising the function said that he was unable to be there because there had
been a family tragedy. It turned out that their grandchild had walked out of the house at
about 5.00 am and had drowned in the family's pool. When the parents woke up in the
morning they found the child in the pool. A protected door would have prevented that from
happening. A year and a half ago the Health Department was instrumental in runnin* a
successful television advertisement, which must have cost thousands of dollars, wich
showed a child walking out of the back door and it featured a simulated drowning.
What I have put forward is in no way party political. I am pleased that the Minister for
Health is in the House because he is interested in this subject and his officers have taken an
active role in it. I am disappointed that the Minister for 1.ocal Government is not present, 1
ask both Ministers to examine this situation promptly and present legislation to this
Parliament which will provide for protected doors.
MR WIESE (Wagin) [4A47 pm]: In my contribution to the Address -in- Reply debate I will
comment briefly on the content of the Governor's Speech which he delivered when he
opened this session of Parliament. The Government, through the Governor's Speech, made
statements which are important and pertinent to this State. It said that for some time now the
State has felt the effects of harsh economic conditions, both national and international. That
is absolutely correct. It also said that falls in world commodity prices have affected the
State's mainstay industries of mining and agriculture. Again, that is corct. The
Government's reply to this was the introduction of a comprehensive new plan to stimulate
and diversify the State's economy. We are told that pian is known as Advantage WA and
that it concentrates on decisions for the long town, decisions which can lead to secure jobs
and sustained economic growth.
The Governor went on to outline the measures which, I presume, it is intended will be
implemented to improve the economy of this State. The Governor said that the Governiment
is committed to reducing red tape and eliminating undue delays in approval processes for
major developments, and that will be reflected in measures to be brought before the
Parliament. One of the measures foreshadowed is the selling off of 49 per cent of the
R & I Bank. Quite frankly, that is a tragedy and a condemnation of this Government. Not
content with that, the Government intends to sell off the State Government Insurance Office.
Once again, it is a total condemnation of this Government because it allowed the SGIO to
reach a situation where it must be sold off. The Government tells us that the State Energy
Commission of Western Australia will be given a clearer commercial focus and its
performance will be improved by imaking it more competitive in a competitive energy
market. I will comment on that later.
Having foreshadowed those measures, the Government then foreshadowed all the other
things which would reinstate Western Australia as the thriving economy that it was several
years ago. One of the most pertinent statements that was made was that "T~he Government's
plan is based on the premise that the creation of wealth is the province of the private sector".
I agree totally with that sentiment because it is the private sector alone that will reinstate
Western Australia as a thriving economy. The Government's role in that process should be
to crate an atmosphere in which private enterprise can function and flourish.
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Mr Graham: You should be careful about that because that is exactly what the Pilbara 21
document states; and the member for Nedlands reckoned that was a lot of socialist claptrap.
Mr W1ESE: The member for Pilbama might have misinterpreted what the member for
Nedlands said. The role of any Government is to create an atmosphere and economic climate
in which private enterprise can function.
The Government proposes in the WA Advantage plan to provide funds out of the Lotteries
Commission to stimulate commercial film production. That is a blatant misuse of the
Lotteries Commission. The Government proposes also to introduce further legislation to
protect the environment. However, all the legislation to protect the environment that we
have seen at this stage has made it very difficult for private enterprise to perform the
economic role that the Government wants it to perform. Other measures that the
Government states will be of great importance in establishing the State's economy are: A
Bill to abolish the practice of duck shooting; legislation to give effect to the World Heritage
listing of Shark Bay; legislative changes in the area of health to improve service delivery and
accountability; the repeal of the Mental Health Act; the establishment of a mental health
review tribunal; an updating of adoption legislation; amendments to the Equal Opportunity
Act to include age as a ground of discrimination; the reform of legislation dealing with
pensioner rate rebates; changes to the criminal justice system, including a review of the
Criminal Code; legislation to implement the United Nations Convention against the illegal
trafficking of drugs; dhe reintroduction of the 0.05 per cent legal blood alcohol limit; and
significant changes to racing and gaming legislation. I could go on; there is another page of
measures that the Government has foreshadowed to crate an economy in which private
enterprise can operate and flourish. This Government admits that encouraging private
enterprise is the only way in which we will be able to get this State out of the mess that it is
in. However, even if the Government's intention is to address all the matters chat it has
foreshadowed, we will get nowhere in establishing in Western Australia a climate in which
private enterprise can function and perform its role in creating jobs, employment and wealth.
We will not make any progress in getting this State on the move again when all the measures
outlined are directed at social rather than economic problems.
Mr Donovan interjected.
Mr WIESE: It is an either/or situation, but it is a manoer of priorities. If the Government's
priority at this stage is to get the economy moving, then what is foreshadowed in the WA
Advantage plan does not have anything to do with that.
Mr Donovan: I thought what the Government announced in that document was that private
enterprise would do it and should do it.
Mr WIESE: Yes, and private enterprise has to operate in an environment and economy
which is created by Government. As the WA Advantage plan states, Government plays a
crucial supportive role in the operations of private enterprise, but the legislative program that
is foreshadowed by the Government does not address any of the problems faced by this State,
and that is a tragedy. I hope the Government will see the light in the next couple of weeks
and that the thrust of everything that we do in this Parliament over the next three months will
he directed at encouraging and helping private enterprise and small business to get up and
function, because that is the only way that we will get this State out of the mess that it is mn.
A matter that affects vitally the operations of private enterprise in rural areas is the
Government's regional purchasing policy and how it is implemented. Many members may
not be aware that the Government has a regional purchasing policy. That policy is detailed
in the Regional Purchasing Policy Manual that is produced by the State Supply Policy
Council, and is available from the State supply division of the Department of Services. That
manual spells out the Government's policy in respect of encouraging and helping regional
operators, contractors and small business people. It is a good policy, and if it were applied it
would provide encouragement to private contractors and small business operators in regional
aras. However, as I will demonstrate, it is not applied. The regional planning policy
addresses two areas: Firstly, a 10 per cent preference will be given to the use of regional
materials and services. Secondly, a substantial preference will be given to regional
contractors. The degree of preference varies according to the size of the contract: T'here is a
five per cent preference on contracts up to $50 000; a four per cent preference for contracts
between $50 000 and $200 000; and a three per cent preference for contricts between
$200 000 and $500 000.
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While I support totally that policy because it is of substantial assistance in directing work to
regional contractors, what happens in practice is another story. I will detail to the House
what happened in two instances to highlight how this policy is applied. I refer, firstly, to the
recent calling of tenders for the building of a women's refuge in the town of Narrogin. That
refuge is needed badly, and we have been fighting to get it for about four or five years. The
project was expected to be worth $300 000 and, as everyone would realise, building
contractors in rural areas are not flush with work at present, to put it mildly, so the local
contractors were looking to this project as a source of employment for the building industry
in the town. However, that tender was let to a metropolitan-based builder. That was an
absolute tragedy, and when we looked at the meason we found out that the difference in
tender prices was about $ 10 000. The local contractor had rendered $321 000 and the
metropolitan-based builder had rendered around $3 10 000. Only half of the regional
preference was applied. The preference for a regional contractor was not sufficient to enable
the local contractor to get the job. The regional materials and services policy of the
Government was not applied. If it had been, the local contractor would have bolted in the
contract, and the work would have gone to Narrogin. All that expenditure would have been
outlaid in the town.
When we contacted Homeswest, the person dealing with the application of the Government
render policy denied that such a policy of preference for materials and services existed He
said it could not be applied. When we pointed out that it was part of the Government's
policy document he was amazed. He did not realise it existed. To cut a long story short, we
were not able to reverse the result of the tender process. The building is being constructed
now by a builder from Perth, and very little of the work will go to local contractors. Had the
regional policy been applied to materials and services, virtually all the work relating to the
job would have been done in Narrogin. Narrogin has a local brickworks, but the tender
document specified that Metro bricks and payers were to be used. That specification totally
ignored the local contractor who is so close he could have delivered the bricks to the sire in a
utility. The windows could have been manufactured locally because such a business exists in
the town.
Mr House: Not one Minister is present in the Parliament listening to this debate which is
very important to country people- The member for Wagin has raised an important issue, yet
not one Minister of the Government is present.
Mr WIESE: I hope the message is delivered to the Ministers because the matter is crucial.
The bricks, which could have been made locally, were specified to come from the city. All
of the timber involved should have been supplied locally because a mill operates in the
region at Wandering. The owner operates and distributes from Narrogin so the timber could
have been consigned locally. We have a steel supplier in Narrogin so all the steel fabrication
work, the guttering, and the roofing steel could have been supplied locally. We also have
two local cabinet makers who supply top quality work throughout the State. The cabinet
work should have been specified to be supplied locally. All the work involved would have
supplied jobs for the local people had the local tender been successful; and if the
Government's policy of preference for regional services and materials had been applied, all
that money would have been spent in Narrogin.
I could go further because if the local builder had been constructing the women's refuge, all
the other items involved such as stoves, refrigerators, the nuts and bolts and cement would
have been bought from the local hardware suppliers. Instead, the majority of the supplies
will be supplied from Perth and transported by die Perth contractor. That is a tragedy for a
town like Narrogin; it is a tragedy for any rural town in the current economic circumstances.
All this came about because the Government did not apply its regional purchasing policy.
That policy does not deal with materials only; it also deals with services. The definition of
regional services states -

All those trade services such as plumbers, carpenters, bricklayers -

All those - according to the Government definition and policy - should have been included in
allocating the 10 per cent preference. I could go beyond that and talk about electricians,
plasterers and the other various suppliers who are involved in the construction of housing. if
the preference had been applied, that contract would have been let locally and all the money
would have remained in Narrogin. However, the majority of it now will go out of town.
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One might have thought that was an isolated example. The Minister has tried to give the
impression that it is.
I turn now to another event, which occurred within about one week of the previous incident,
again in my area. Goodness knows what is happening around the rest of the State.
Mr House: I can chink of four examples in Albany.
Mr WIESE: I refer to another contract called by the State Energy Commission for the
construction of a depot and amenities building in Kondinin. Tenders were called for the
building. Of course, all the local contractors went to the trouble of drawing up and
submitting tendons. When the results of the tender were announced, again the local
contractor missed out. However, this time the local contractor submitted the lowest tender of
$169 000 for the construction of the amenities building at Kondinin. In this case, the SEC's
own construction organisation was awarded the contract. Initially we were not able to
discover the tender prices because the SEC policy is not to open tenders publicly. The SEC
does not reveal the successful price, nor the identity of any of the tenderers. Indeed, the SEC
involves itself in negotiations with selected tenderers before awarding the contract. That is
another story, and that is an absolute disgrace. The SEC did not award the tender to the local
contractor who submitted the lowest bid. Again, in this case, if the Government's policy had
been adopted the local tender would have come in something lie $15 000 below the
successful tender. Once again, a $169 000 to $170 000 contract went to a metropolitan based
contractor. Again, the local people have lost that work. That is absolutely disgraceful.
As the member for Stirling intimated, this is not an isolated case; it is happening all over the
State. It is rime the Government, first of all, examined its regional supply policy and made
sure it is implemented. That policy should be implemented right from the start of the process
of calling tenders, because tender documents should stipulate that local materials and
services be used wherever possible. It is possible under the Government's policy to outline
specifically in the tender document that the contract will be let only to regional contractors.
It is within the power of the Government to do that. That is quite clearly stated in the policy
document because it may be desirable to stimulate local regional business using Government
purchasing power. I wish the Government would implement chat policy because, if it did, a
great amount of the work currently being sent out of the regions could be done by local
contractors and those people would remain in the area.
Mrt House: It is interesting that not one Government member is in the House listening to this
speech. I would have thought they would care enough to be present.
Mr WIESE: I hope the Minister responsible for the State Energy Commission is listening
and that other Government members will take note of what I am saying.
I will now outline the SEC's tendering process, how it operates and whether it lines up with
the Government's pledge on accountability. I oudlined very briefly some of these mactens
when the Kondinin contract was let. The SEC's tendering process is an absolute disgrace
and requires investigation. Firstly, when tenders close, they are not opened in public, so
nobody can check that the process is being conducted fairly. Secondly, the result of those
tenders is not made public or displayed publicly, so no-one can obtain information on the
tender prices. How does that line up with the Government's pledge on accountability? Even
Homeewest publicly opens its tenders and publicly displays those tenders on a notice board,
but nor the SEC. I have a letter from the Minister for Fuel and Energy freely admitting that
once tenders close the SEC carries out negotiations with individual tenderers to ascertain
derails of their tenders. This is all done behind closed doors; there is no accountability or
check on the process. That is, at worst, a very risky procedure for a Government entity. It
leaves the SEC open to questions about whether the render procedure is above board. The
only notification that results from an SEC tender is advice to tenderers about whether their
tenders have succeeded or failed. Tenderers are nor given any details of the tender price or
who was the successful tenderer, It is nor possible - not event for the Premier - to ascertain
whether the Government's regional preference policy has been applied if the tender prices
are not made public. The Government's regional preference policy applies to all
Government departments and instrwmnnalities, yet we cannot check whether that policy has
been applied. That is a total condemnation of the operation of the SEC tendering policy. It
is absolutely essential that the Premier, who is now present in the Chamber and whose
rendering policy it is, check on what is happening with the SEC and whether the same thing
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is happening with other Government instrumentalities such as the Water Authority of
Western Australia. The Premier must ascertain whether her Government's tendering policies
are being observed in a manner which is open to public scrutiny and which satisfies its
requirements for accountability.
I am glad the Premier is present in the Chamber for the final few minutes of my contribution
to the Address-in-Reply debate. I have a copy of a ministerial direction from the Premier to
all of her Ministers which exhorts those Ministers to do everything they can to ensure that the
Government's regional purchasing policy is applied. I believe it is an excellent letter and a
very realistic instruction from the Premier. However, I hope the Premier is aware of what is
happening in practice, because certainly that policy is not being applied by HomeswesL.
Housing and other construction projects that are put out to tender have an unambiguous
requirement that both the 10 per cent regional materials and services policy and the regional
contractors' policy will be applied. The Minister for Housing has an out because Homeswest
policy requires that a minimum of one in three contracts shall operate using this regional
policy, but it is quite clearly spelt out in the Premier's document that the Minister has the
power to go way beyond that minimum requirement of one in three. If the intent of the
Government's policy and the Premier's direction were applied, even in the cas of
Homeswest, all regional contracts let by Homeswest would have the Government's own
regional tendering policy applied to them. In that way we would ensure that the majority of
work that was let in rural areas went to regional contractors.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Lewis.

STATEMENT - BY THE SPEAKER
Buchanan, Pamela, Former Member for Ashburnon - Death Advice

THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett): I take this opportunity to advise members that I
have been informed that Pam Buchanan, the former member for Ashburton, died last night at
I1I o'clock. As a consequence of that information, it will be my intention to provide the
opportunity at the earliest time avaable tomorrow for a condolence motion.

[Questions without notice taken.]
House adjourned at 5.38 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOUSING WOAN GUARANTEE ACT - HOME- LOANS, TERMINATING
BUILDING SOCIETIES

Number and Value, 198S -1992
27. Mr CSI. BARNEIT to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What have been the total number and value of home loans made by
Terminating Building Societies in Western Australia under the Housing Loan
Guarantee Act for each of the following years -

(a) 1985-86;
(b) 1986-87;
(c) 1987-88;
(d) 1988-89;
(e) 1989-90;
(f) 1990-91?

(2) What is the planned number and value of such loans for 1991-92?
Mr McGINTY replied:
(1) (a) 283 $11.2 million

(b) 330 $13.5 million
(c) 484 $23.4 million
(d) 448 $28.7 million
(e) 883 $53.5 million
(f) 1 288 committed $83.75 million committed

(2) A further $16 million carryover was guaranteed by the turnover in 1991-92
under the Act which will equate to another 264 loans. The terminating
building societies during 199 1-92 have been allocated $100 million of
Keystart funds to retail to borrowers who meet the eligibility criteria which is
the same as the Housing Loan Guarantee Acts under the general loan scheme;
this $100 million will eventuate in approximately 1 400 loans.

TREASURER'S ANNUAL STATEMENTS - TOTAL LOAN LIABILITY, 1990-1991
29. Mr C.J. BARNETIT to the Treasurer:

What was the total loan liability as defined in the Treasurer's Annual
Statement for 199 1-92, in both nominal and real terms, as of -
(a) 30 June 1990;
(b) 31 December 1990;
(c) 30 June 1991;
(d) 31 December 1991?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(a), (c)
The loan liability, net of sinking fund balances, at 30 June - as published in
table I of the analytical information in support of the Treasurer's annual
statements - was -

Actual Real*
$mn $mn

As at 30June 1990 9127 9325
As at30 June 1991 10171 10171

*converted to real terms using the June quarter Perth - all groups - consumer
price index.

668 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, I April 1992]16

(b), (d)
Treasury does not maintain figures on the total loan liability at December in
each year. The total loan liability includes borrowings raised by individual
State agencies prior to the establishment of the Western Australian Treasury
Corporation as the State's central borrowing authority and borrowings by
State agencies from the Commonwealth outside the financial agreement for
which the individual State agencies have responsibility for the debt repayment
programs. Details of the outstanding balances at 30 June for these debts are
provided to Treasury annually for inclusion in various papers tabled in
Parliament-

NORTHERN MINING CORPORATION (ACQUISITION) AaT - GUARANTEES
30. Mr BRADSHAW to the Treasurer:

(1) What guarantees were given under the Northern Mining Corporation
(Acquisition) Act 1983?

(2) Have any outlays been made in respect to these guarantees?
(3) If yes to (2), what are these costs?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Date Given AmountDeal

16.11.1984 $US 24 million Bank loan Retired
03.10.1988 $175 million Debentures Retired
23.01.1989 NA WAGE's obligations Retired
24.01.1989 $50 million Promissory notes Retired
18.04.1989 $25 million Promissory notes Refired
30.06.1989 $55 million Bill acceptance facility Retired
30.06.1989 $175 million Bill acceptance facility Currently in force

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - GUARANTEES, INDEMN ITIES AND SURETIES
31. Mr BRADSHAW to the Treasurer:

(1) What guarantees, indemnities or sureties provided by the Government or
Government agencies have been called upon in the last two years?

(2) How much money is involved in each situation?
(3) Are there currently any demands on the Government to honour any guarantee,

indemnity or surety?
(4) If so, what are they?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(4)

The dates on which individual guarantees, indemnities and securities have
been called are not centrally maintained. However, the foliowing payments
have been made under guarantees, indemnities and sureties during 1989-90,
1990-91 and from 1 July 1991 to 16 March 1992 -

1989-90 1990-91 1.7.91 to
16.3.92

Guarantees and Indemnte
Industry (Advances) Act 1947 4000 2 163 724 1 279 407
Small Business Guarantees Act 1984 188 000 70 000 352 924
Housing Loan Guarantee Act 1957 10 864 46657 220 282
Rural Housing Assistance Act 1976 - 60505 -

Wyndham Community Club 5057 *(1 000) N(3 500)
* Recoveries
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Further payments are anticipated during the balance of 1991-92 in relation to
guarantees and indemnities under the Small Business Guarantees Act and the
Housing Loan Guarantee Act. Payments representing legal costs, rather than
demands under sureties, have been made in the above periods with respect to
WA Teachers Financial Society Ltd, Swan Building Society and Rothwells
Ltd.

TOURISM - SOUTH COAST REGION
Monetary Value

47. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Tourism:
(1) In 1991, what was the monetary value of tourism to the south coast region

including -

(a) the shires of -
(i) Albany;
(ii) Denmark;
(iii) Plantagenet;
(iv) Cranbrook;
(v) Tambellup

(b) Town of Albany?
(2) Under the following categories, how many tourists visited the south coast

region in 1991 -

(a) international;
(b) interstate;
(c) Western Australia;
(d) local?

(3) Under the following categories, how much per head did each tourist spend in
the south coast region in 1991 -

(a) international;
(b) interstate;
(c) Western Australia;
(d) local?

(4) What is the estimate for 1992 of the monetary value of tourism to die south
coast region including -

(a) the shires of -
(i) -Albany;
(ii) Denmark;
(iii) Plantagenet;
(iv) Cranbrook;
(v) Tambellup

(h) Town of Albany?
(5) Under the following categories, how many tourists are expected to visit the

south coast region in 1992 -

(a) international;
(b) interstate;
(c) Western Australia;
(d) local?
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(6) Under the following categories, how much per head is each tourist projected
to spend in the south coast region in 1992 -

(a) international;
(b) interstate;
(c) Western Australia;
(d) local?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
The Western Australian Tourism Commission collects information based on
the financial year and is aligned to the regions of the State rather than
individual shires. The value of tourism is calculated on expenditure, rather
than monetary value as the question asks. The region which most closely
aligns itself to the question is te Great Southern, which encompasses not only
the shires requested but also the following -

Kojonup Katanning Jerrainungup Broomehill
Woodanilling Kent Onowangerup

(1) Tourism expenditure for Great Southern region for 1990-91 was
$34 million - source: Western Australian tourism morntor.

(2) Visits to the Great Southern region 1991-92 -

(a) International figures are not available in this category at the
present time. It is anticipated that the international visitor
survey from the Bureau of Tourism Research will be received
by May 1992.

(b) Interstate 15 000 visits - source: Domestic tourism monitor.
(c) Intrastate 383 000 visits - source: Domestic tourism monitor.
(d) Local, see intrastate.

(3) Average visitor expenditure per visitor night in the Great Southern
region for 1990-91 -

(a) International not available until May 1992.
(b) Interstate $97.30 - source: Statscard WATC.
(c) Intrastate $48.70 - source: Stntscard WATC.
(d) Local, see intrastate.

(4) No estimates have been undertaken for visitor expenditure for the
Great Southern region for 1991-92.

(5) No estimates have been undertaken for visitation for the Great
Southern region for 1991-92.

(6) No projections have been undertaken for tourist expenditure in the
Great Southern region for 1992.

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA BILL - PREMIER'S SECOND
READING SPEECH

Financial Independence from Governmemt - Joint Venure Proposal Negouiations
65. M COWAN to the Premier:

(1) Did the Premier, in her capacity as the then M~inister for Education, tell this
House in her second reading speech to the University of Nonr Dame
Australia Bill on 5 December 1989, that the purpose of the Bill was to "make
the University rmancially independent of the Government"?

(2) Was the Government, at the same time, proceeding with negotiations with the
University in relation to a joint venture proposal involving 1 473 hectares of
land at Alkimos, of which the Government was proposing that 100 hectares be
in the form of an endowment for the purposes of the campus?
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(3) At the time the Premier was tilling this House that the university was to be
financially independent of the Government, was the Government agreeing to
provide the university with a $80 million guarantee in relation to the
university's future profits from the joint venture development?

(4) If so, why did the Premier not inform the House of the joint venture proposal
and the Government guarantee, when she was inviting it to support the
University of Nonr Dame Australia Bill on die basis of the university being
financially independent of the Government?

(5) Did the Premier mislead the House on this matter?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) An examination of my second reading speech makes it clear that the ongoing

operating costs of UNDA will not be an impost on CRF or any Government
budget.

(2)-(3)
At the rime the legislation was introduced into Parliament no proposals of
support for the university had been resolved and certainly none that could
have contradicted the nature and intent of the proposed legislation.

(4) The Bill clearly provided that the operating costs of UNT)A were independent
of Government in that there could be no recourse to CRF or Government
budgets and I made that clear in my second reading speech.

(5) No; on the contrary my second reading speech explained and clarified the
precise way in which the Bill would, if enacted, require UNDA to operate on
a basis which was financially independent of Government funding. My
speech enlightened the House.

GOVERNMENT DEBT - REDUCTION POLICY
71. Mr COWAN to the Treasurer:

(1) Does the Government have a policy to eliminate or significantly reduce the
State debt?

(2) If yes, how will this be achieved and over what period?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

As advised in the 1989-90 Budget speech - page 12 - it is Government policy
to seek to contain the growth in our outlays, in taxation revenue and in public
debt to less than the growth in the State's economy over the life of the current
Government. The reference year for these purposes is 1988-89. Substantial
progress was made between 1986-87 and 1989-90 in reducing the net loan
liability as a percentage of GSP, the position at 30 June being -

1987 29.0%
1988 27.6%
1989 25.3%
1990 24.8%
1991 26.9%

There were two major factors which gave rise to a reversal in this pattern in
1990-9 1. They were a reduction in the rate of growth of GSP and the
restructuring of the R & I Bank as a company under Corporations Law, with
R & I Holdings borrowing $349.8 million for capital in the bank. The
Government will continue to seek to contain the growth in public debt to less
than the growth in the State's economy. This will be partly facilitated through
the sale of the SGIO and of part of the State's interest in the R & I Bank, and
through the provision of facilities and services by the private sector, as with
the Collie power station.
The current level of debt is largely a reflection of the need to provide
infrastructure to meet Western Australia's rapid population growth and the
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high levels of economic growth sustained over many years. A large
proportion of the debt is held by trading enterprises such as SECWA and the
Water Authority which met debt servicing costs trough user charges in
common with most business enterprises. The Government does not intend
that the Stare would reach the point of eliminating all debt. This would give
rise to major intergenerational inequities with today's taxpayers and users
paying the capital cost of facilities which would be largely used in future
years.

GOVERNMENT ADVERTISING - MASTER MEDIA SYSTEM
Savings - Advertising Expenditure, 1984-1992

107. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
(1) Referring to the Government's proposal of advertising media savings by using

the master media system on what basis are the claimed and estimated savings
referred to by the Premier?

(2) Has the Western Australian Advertising Association guaranteed the same
savings and service presently supplied, but with improved efficiency, by using
the master contract system?

(3) (a) Are all Government departments or agencies using the master media
system to purchase advertising space;

(b) if so, will the Premier list those agencies which use the system?
(4) Have all Government departments been consulted to ensure that the present

programme is working effectively?
(5) What amount did the Government spend on advertising during the years

ended 30 June -

(a) 1984
(b) 1985
(c) 1986
(d) 1987
(e) 1988
(f) 1989
(g) 1990
(h) 1991?

(6) What amount is it estimated will be spent on advertising by the Government
during the year ended 30 June 1992?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Savings in excess of $3 million per annum are calculated by establishing the

contract rates which each Government advertiser would be operating on
without the MMA system. The rare differences plus bonuses and concessions
are then calculated. In most other States, savings are calculated on the casual
contract rates.

(2) No.
(3) (a) No.

(b) Not applicable.
(4) Yes.
(5)-(6)

Expenditure on advertising by individual Government agencies varies. If the
Leader of the Opposition has any concerns about the advertising expenditure
of any Government department or agency and brings them to my attention, I
may have them investigated

0612&-IQ
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EXECUTIVE COUNCIL - REVIEW
Progress - Legislation Presentation Date

109. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier,
(1) Would the Premier please update me on what progress has been made with

the review of the role and function of the Executive Council as initiated by the
Government?-

(2) When is it likely that decisions will be made as a consequence of this review?
(3) If, as claimed int previous answers, legislation is to be forthcoming as a

consequence of that review, when is it likely that the legislation will be
presented to the Parliament?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Following Cabinet approval on 3 December 1990 instructions were issued to
the Parliamentary Counsel on 20 December 1990 to draft a Bill for an Acts
Amendment (Executive Council) Act to implement the bulk of the legislative
changes identified by the Executive Council review process. Departmental
officers conducting the review are continuing their consultations with
Ministers in respect of those Acts to which it has not been appropriate to
uniformly apply the approved rationale for submitting matters to Executive
Council. Once this stage has been completed it is proposed that Cabinet
approval be sought to consolidate the tvo sets of amendments.

TAXM CONTROL ACT - REVIEW
113. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister forransport-

(1) Has a review of the Taxi Control Act 1985 been carried out?
(2) Who carried out that review?
(3) Has the review report been made public?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) What decisions, if any, have been made as a consequence of the review?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) The review of the Taxi-Car Control (Perth) Act is curretdy being undertaken.
(2) The review is being wndertaken by a consulting consortium comprising

Nelson Parkhill BDO, Ove Amup and Donovan Research.
(3)-(5)

The review is currently under way.
TAXI CONTROL BOARD - FUNERAL DIRECTORS' MOURNING COACHES

Licensing Requirement Consideration
114. Mr MacKINNON 'to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Government now intending to licence funeral directors' mourning
coaches under the auspices of the Taxi Control Board?

(2) If so, why is this matter being given consideration?
(3) If this is to be considered, when is it to be implemented?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1)-(2)

A working party was established by the Taxi Control Board to examine and
make recommendations on the future of t private taxi industry. As part of
its deliberations, the working party examined those passenger 'carrying
services not currently licensed. Mourning coaches were considered to be one
of those services and it was recommended that these vehicles should be
subject to some form of Licensing.
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(3) The working party report is currently being considered by the Taxi Control
Board and I understand the board has not determined a position on the matter
at this time. I would expect to be consulted should any changes to licensing
requirements be introduced.

VICTIMS OF CRIME - PFEIFFER. CHRISTIAN
Revenue From Fines Special Account Consideration

137. Mr COWAN to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Government considered the proposal made in Western Australia last

year by visiting criminologist Dr Christian Pfeiffer that all revenue from fines
be paid into a special account for the victims of crime?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) If so, when will the Government be making a decision on the proposal?
Nr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(3)

All funding options including the proposal from Nr Christian Pfeiffer were
considered by Cabinet when approving the expansion of the victims of crime
service. Cabinet's decision was to initially fund this scheme from
Consolidated Revenue. Other sources of funding are being considered as part
of the further expansion of services being provided for victims. The
Government has also recently amended the Criminal Injuries Compensation
Act to provide for victims to claim up to $50 000 per claim after 8 February
1991.

DANS, DES MOND - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT
145. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Hon. Desmond Dans currently employed by the Department of
Transport or any otter Government agency in either a permanent, temporary
or part-time capacity or other contract agreement?

(2) If so, what are the detailed terms of such employment inclusive of salary,
other emoluments, employer, office answerable to, duties, hours of work,
leave entitlements, travelling, car and other allowances or entitlements made
available with the position?

(3) If yes to (1), what was the date of appointment and what is the total cost of
employment, inclusive of all items in (2) above, from that date to
31 December 1991?

(4) If yes to (1), does the position to which Mr Dans is appointed require support
staff and other consultancies?

(5) If yes to (4) what are the details of other staff, their categories of employment
or other existing consultancies as at 31 December 1991 ?

(6) (a) if yes to (4), what is the total cost of the administrative support unit to
Mr Dams' position, inclusive of all rents, motor vehicle cost etc. as
budgeted for 1991-92 financial year;

(b) from what vote is the appropriation made?
(7) If yes to (1), does the employment of Mr Dams require him to undertake

overseas travel?
(8) If yes to (7) -

(a) who authorised such travel;
(b) what are the itemised details of all such travel inclusive of the purpose,

persons accompanying paid for by Government, duration and cost of
each expedition from the date of Mr Dans appointment until
31 December 1991?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Hon DX Darn is Chairman of the Western Australian Port Operations Task

Force. In this capacity, he reports directly to me as Minister for Transport.
The termis of his employment are defined in a contract with my department.

(2) Mr Dens is remunerated on the basis of hours worked. The contrat states that
this shall not exceed 80 hours per month. The rate of remuneration end other
conditions are set by the Public Service Commission in accordance with
comparable entitlements in the public sector.

(3) Mr Dens took up his present position in July 1987 when he was still a member
of Parliament. He did not enter into a contractual arrang 'ement with the
Government until May 1989, when he left the Parliament. In the period
between then and December 1991, he was paid approximately $93 000.

(4)-(5)
Mr Dens is provided with appropriate support from the Department of
Transport.

(6) (a) The support provided by the department is from officers with a wide
range of other departmental responsibilities. They are not exclusive to
Mr Dens. Moreover, to allow it to complete its function effectively,
the task force occupies Department of Transport offices in Fremantle
at en approximate rental of $40 000 per annum.

(b) The task force's expenses are met from the Department of Transport's
vote.

(7) Mr Dens has travelled overseas on two occasions in his present position.
(8) (a) The Ministers for Transport and for Budget Management at the time

authorised the travel.
(b) Mr Dens travelled to South East Asia in June 1988 and in February

1990, each visit being of approximately 10 days' duration. The
purpose of these visits was to collect shipping, port and trade
intelligence on behalf of the Minister for Transport.
Mr Dens was accompanied on the visits by a senior officer of the
Department of Transport. He was also accompanies on the first of
these visits by a senior officer of the Events Liaison Office, whose
expenses are met by that agency's budget. The cost of this travel for
Mr Dens end the accompanying officer from my department was
approximately $32 800.

FREMANTLE PORT AUTHORITY - TOTAL DEBTS, 31 DECEMBER 1991
Borrowings

146. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the total indebtedness in dollar terms of the Fremantle Port Authority

as at 32 December 1991?
(2) Are the borrowings held in the form of inscribed stock, direct borrowings

from Treasury, superannuation provisions or other financial institutions?
(3) If yes to (2), what are the itemised categories and the respective amounts of

these borrowings?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) $64408333.
(2) Yes.
(3) Inscribed stock $7 679 321

WA Treasury Corporation $42 603 759
Treasury-General Loan Funds $14 125 253
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - MINISTERIAL STAFF
List and Fwuions

149. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier.
Would the Premier please supply a list of Ministers and their ministerial staff
and state their fujnction?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
Staff of Ministers' offices are employed in clerical administrative and policy
advisory roles covering the range of responsibilities acros thve Ministers'
portfolios. A list of Ministers and ministerial staff has been tabled.

OMEBUDSMAN - AGENCIES OUTSIDE HIS JIRISDICHION
150. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier

(1) Do the following agencies not fall within the jurisdiction of the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative Investigations (the Ombudsman) -

(a) Western Australian Building Authority;
(b) State Government Insurance Corporation;
(c) Eastern Goldflelds Transport Board-,
(d) Commission for Equal Opportunity;
(e) Director of Equal Opportunity in Public Employment;
(f) Industrial Lands Development Authority;
(g) Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation;
(h) South West Development Authority;
0) Western Australian Tourism Commission;
(j) Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs Commission:
(k Perth Theatre Trust;
(1) Betting Control Boatd
(in) Equal Opportunity Tribunal;
(n) Aboriginal Advisory Council;
(o) Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee;
(p) Charitable Collections Advisory Committee;
(q) Western Australian Water Resources Council;
(r) Western Australian Marine Manning Committee;
(s) Podiatrist Registration Board;
(t) Hedland College;
(u) Kalgoorlie College;
(vt) Karratha. College-,
(w) Industrial & Commercial Employees Housing Authority;
(x) Western Australian Arts Council?

(2) If so, will the Premier move as a matter or urgency to ensure that the list
which identifies agencies which do come within the jurisdiction of the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations is amended to
incorporate these agencies?

(3) If not. why not?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) 1 refer the member to the schedule to the Parliamentary Commissioner Act.
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(2)-(3)
Legislation is being prepared for the present parliamentary session to broaden
the Parliamentary Commissioner's jurisdiction.

'PROGRAMMED MANAGEMENT IN GOVERNMENT' - REVIEW
151. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:

(1) Has a review of 'Pmograsnmed Management in Government"' been
undertaken?

(2) If so, who conducted die review?

(3) Is the review documentation to be made public?
(4) If not, why not?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Not specifically, but in January 1992 Treasury released a discussion paper.
"Managing the Business of Government - A Strategic Approach". If the
member has an interest in this Matter, I Will arrange for a copy of the
document to be provided to him.
TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOAR]) - OVERSEAS TRIPS

157. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Racing and Gaming.
(1) What overseas trips have been undertaken by any board or staff member of

the Totalisator Agency Board since 1 July 199 1?
(2) What was the purpose of those trips and who undertook them?
(3) What were the costs involved with those trips?
(4) Did those TAB personnel accompany other private sector or public sector

individuals on that travel?
(5) If so, whom did they accompany and what was the purpose?
(6) Were any members of Parliamnent involved in die travel or in authorising the

travel?
(7) If so, who were those members of Parliament?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) No Totalisator Agency Board member or staff member has undertaken any

overseas trips for business purposes for the Totalisator Agency Board since 1
July 1991.

(2)-(7)
Not applicable.

LAND TAX - REVIEW
Commnittee - Completion Date

161. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:
(1) Who is conducting the land tax review being undertaken by the Government?
(2) Will there be any non-Government (ie private sector) involvement in the

review group?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) When is this review expected to be completed?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(3)

The land tax review is being undertaken by a committee comprising
representatives from Treasury, the State Taxation Department, the Valuer
General's Office and two industry representatives.

(4) While the review committee is yet to meet, the Government expects the
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exercise to be expedited with scope for a staged approach to the examination,
and a progressive reporting of findings on the issues.

MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS SOCIETY OF WA INC - GOVERNMENT FUNDING,
1989-1992

Permanemt Physiotherapist Refusal Reason
163. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:

(1) What funding has been made available to the Multiple Sclerosis Society of
Western Australia Inc during the year ended -
(a) 5 June, 1989;
(b) 5 June, 1990
(c) 5SJune, 1991?

(2) What funding is to be provided to the Multiple Sclerosis Society of Western
Australia Inc during the year ending 5 June, 19927

(3) What is the reason the Society's request for funding to support a permanent
physiotherapist position has been declined?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
The Health Department has advised as follows -

Non-Government Home & Community
Support Program Care Program Total

(1) (a) 1988-89 -$30 300 $30 300
(b) 1989-90 - $10600 $10600
(c) 1990-91 $15000 $48100 $63100

(2) 199 1-92 (ess) $85 000 $39 100 $124 100
(3) It was not declined - a permanent physiotherapist has been appointed.
NOTES:

Home and community care program provides assistance for client
transport - Bunbury.
1988-90 Health Department provided indirect support by way of
physio services and other suppont services. Costing not available.
1991-92 nursing and physio funding transferred to Multiple Sclerosis
Society.

STAMP ACT - AMENDMIENTS
168. Mr MacKIN4NON to the Premier:

(1) Will the Government be introducing any legislation during the current session
of Parliament to amend the Stamp Act 1921 in light of she review conducted
by the Government recently?

(2) If so, what will be the general nature of those amendments?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The Goverment has just received die final report on the reform of the Stamp
Act and its administration which incorporates consideration of public
comments on the earlier draft report. The report's recommendations are
currently being considered by Government.

MDhflNG ACT - SURVEY OF LEASES FUNDS
Outstanding Balance

170. Mr MacK[NNON to she Minister for Mines:
(1) What is the balance outstanding to the credit of the survey of leases under

Mining Act 1978 trust account?
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(2) For what purpose were these funds collected?
(3) What does the Government now plan to do with these funds?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) $4 234 000.42.
(2) Prior to 1 July 1992, the Mining Act regulations required the applicant for a

lease to deposit a prescribed amount for the future survey of that lease.
(3) These funds will either be progressively expended under a program to survey

those remaining pre 1 July 1992 unsurveyed leases, or refunded to the lease
applicant/holder upon the withdrawal/surrender of the lease.

FREMANTLE PORT AUTHORITY - EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
Redundancy Package

176. Mr LEWIS to the Moinister for Transport:
(1) What was the total number of employees, inclusive of all categories of the

Frenmantle Port Authority, as at -
(a) 1 January 1991;
(b) 30 June 199 1;
(c) 29 February 1992?

(2) How many people were planned to be shed from the employment of the
Fremantle Port Authority via the redundancy plan announced by the
Government in 1991?

(3) What was the cost of the redundancy plan as referred to in (2)?
(4) What is the current total work force for the Fremantle Port Authority.

inclusive of all categories, as at 29 February 1992?
(5) How many people have accepted redundancy under the current scheme of

arrangements as at 29 February 1992?
(6) What is the total amount of the moneys expended to 29 February 1992 on the

current redundancy plan?
(7) How is the redundancy plan being financed viz. loan borrowings, grant ftom

Consolidated Revenue Fund or other facilities?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) (a) 739

(b) 618
(c) 522.

(2) Up to 250.
(3) $6.74 million.
(4) 528. This figure includes six contractors currently performing work for the

Fremantle Port Authority.
(5) 74.
(6) $2 133 559.
(7) As part of the business cashflow requirements being funded through

operations and loan borrowings.
CHAMARETrE, SENATOR CHRISTABEL - APPOINTMNENT DELAYS

Senate's Condemnation Resolution
179. Mr THOMAS to the Premier:

Did the Senate of the Commonwealth Parliament pass a resolution
condemning the Western Australian Government for delays in the
appointment of Senator Christabel Chamarette to fill the vacancy created by
the resignation of Senator Vallentine and alleging that this displayed
disrespect for the Senate?
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Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I wish to state unequivocally chat the State Government believes that
replacements for casual Senate vacancies should be prompt and of the same
political affiliation as the senator who resigns or dies. However the
Commonwealth Constitution does not facilitate this in all circumstances.
When the State Government was informed of the vacancy and we had no
capacity to act before that, our Parliament was formally in session and it was
not open to us to recommend to the Governor that Ms Chamarette be
appointed. In addition it was not possible to call a joint sitting of this
Parliament during the February sitting at such short notice for reasons of bath
the procedures required and the schedules of members which are planned
some time in advance.
When the Parliament was prorogued on 6 March it was not possible to have
the Governor appoint Ms Chamarette as we had been in session when the
President of the Senate informed him of the vacancy. Tle gratuitous
resolution of the Senate alleging disrespect is misplaced. It is the
Commonwealth Constitution that uses the phrase "in session" rather than
"sitting" and a simple amendment could remedy that. It is within the power of
the Senate to initiate such an amendment.
I understand that the Senate resolution was carried with the support of Liberal
senators including Senators Campbell and Knowles and I would like the
Leader of the Opposition to tell the House whether he would act contrary to
the explicit, unequivocal and uncontradicted advice of the Solicitor General in
such a matter. At the same time I understand that this situation is contrary to
the intent of the Constitution. I believe Senator Chaniarette and her staff were
disadvantaged whilst acting in good faith on reasonable expectations. I have
written to her suggesting that she seek an ex gratia payment to cover her costs
during the interregnum and to the Treasurer Hon J. Dawkins urging him to
authorise such a payment.
I wish Senator Chamarette well in her new position and also wish former
Senator Vallentine well in her retirement.

MOUNTS BAY ROAD BUS TERMINAL - PASSENGER STATISTICS
182. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:

What is the current estimate of the number of persons per day who actually
alight and use the Mounts Bay Road bus port to transfer to other buses?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
Approximately 900 people transfer to other bus services via the concourse of
the Busport on a daily basis. The number of bus passengers transferring to
another service on the same platform is not known at this time.

MINING INDUSTRY -COOROW SHIRE MINING LEASE 70-690
Approval Delarys -WA Advantage Package Commniement

183. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Mines:
(1) In view of the Premier's WA Advantage package and the commitment to fast-

track mining projects, was mining lease 70/690 in the Coorow Shire pegged a
year ago on 22 March 1991 and has not gone ahead because of numerous
approval delays?

(2) Will the Premier stand by the commitment given in WA Advantage and speed
approval for this application?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Mining lease 70/690 is located in an environmentally sensitive area in close

proximity to Mt Lesueur National Park. The lease was granted on 31 October
1991 subject to a number of conditions, one of which required the lessee to
submit to and obtain the State Mining Engineer's approval to a Notice of
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Intent detailing a mining plan and rehabilitation program. A Notice of Intent
detailing a sand mining proposal was submitted to the State Mining Engineer
by the lessee on 8 November 1991 and referred to the Environmental
Protection Authority - EPA - on 27 November 1991. The EPA assessed the
proposal and publicly advertised it on 7 December 1991 at the level of
"Ifrmaln Assessment with Advice Given". An appeal lodged against the
EPA's level of assessment was dismissed by the Minister for the Environment
on 16 March 1992. Conditions to allow mining to proceed are currently being
formulated by the State Mining Engineer.

(2) Approval of the mining proposal is imminent.
CREDIT ACT - SECTION 115 REVIEW

191. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is the Government reviewing section 115 of the Credit Act 1984?
(2) If not, is section 115 of the Credit Act under review or part of the negotiations

relating to the move towards uniform credit laws around Australia?
(3) If yes to (2), will the Minister undertake to refer to the Western Australian

Parliament any proposed change to the 12 month moratorium on finance
companies repossessing farm machinery, before making any commitment on
the Government's behalf to delete or amend section 115?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) There is no separate review of section 115 of the Credit Act 1984 being

undertaken by the Government.
(2) Section 115 is one of the hardship provisions of the Credit Act. It is under

review as part of the Standing Committee of Consumer Affairs Ministers -
SCOCAM - development of uniform credit laws Australia wide.

(3) Current proposals under consideration are based on recognition of the need to
extend the protection of hardship provisions to all borrowers whose credit
contracts would be covered by the proposed uniform Credit Act.

TRANSPORT - PRIVATE COMPANIES
Freight Cartage Comracts - Coraignemt Condition

210. Mr MacKIhJNON to the Minister for Transport:
(1) In almost every case does the following clause appear on pnivate companies'

"terms and conditions" which applies to contracts of carriage:
"Every Special instruction to the effect that charges shall be paid by
the Consignee shall be deemed to include a stipulation that if the
Consignee does not pay the said charges within seven (7) days of the
date set for payment or, if no date is set for payment, within seven
days of delivery of the goods, then the Consignor shall pay the said
charges."?

(2) On what basis can private transport operators impose such conditions?
(3) Does the Government support the imposition of such a condition?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) It is understood that the stated condition is not standard throughout the

transport industry. A number of the major transport companies involved in
general line haul operations have a similar condition on their consignment
notes.

(2) The consignment note, specifying the terms and conditions of cartage. forms
the basis of a contract between the carrier and consignor.

(3) This is considered to be a matter for the parties involved in the cartage of the
freight.
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ABATT'OIRS - ALBANY STUDY
212. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister assisting the Minister for State Development:

(1) What funds has the Government provided for a study into the abattoir industry
in Albany?

(2) What is the purpose of the study?
(3) Who will conduct the study?
(4) What are the terms of reference of the study?
(5) What is the time frame of the study?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) $50000.
(2) To examine the feasibility of establishing a new abattoir on a green fields site

in the Albany subregion.
(3) No appointment has been made as yet.
(4) General terms of reference are as follows -

* provide an overview of the sheep and cattle processing industry in
Western Australia and Australia generally;

* provide a brief overview of the great southern's sheep and cattle
processing industry;

* evaluate the Metropo Meat abattoir's strategic importance to the
industry and economic benefits to the region;

* determine the optimum throughput of a new large export abattoir in
the region;

* carry out site evaluation, including environmental impacts; and
* determine establishment costs and provide a detailed analysis of the

benefits of an export abattoir in employment and economic tenms.
(5) The study should be completed by September 1992.

RUDALL RIVER TASK FORCE - MEMBERSHIP
Report Date

213. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
(1) Who are the members of the Rudall River Task Force?
(2) What are the terms of reference of the task force?
(3) When is the task force expecting to report?
(4) Will its report be made public?
(5) If not, why not?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) The Rudall River task force comprises one representative from each of the

following departments -

Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet;
Department of Mines;
Department of Conservation and Land Management; and
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority

(2) The task force was established to negotiate with the Western Desert
Puntukurnupania Aboriginal Corporation and, separately, with the mineral
industry on a form of secure land tenure for the Martu people of the Western
Desert, with provision for existing and ongoing mineral access and protection
of conservation values in the Rudall River National Park and proposed Red
Book Conservation Reserves outside the national park. Thbe task force is to
report to Cabinet on the completion of negotiations.
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(3) A Preliminary position paper is currently being considered by WDPAC and
the mineral industry. The task force will report to Cabinet following
consultation with relevant parties.

(4) No.
(5) The report to Cabinet will not be a public document-
DEVELOPMENT POLICY MSTERIAL COUNCIL - MEMBERSHIP

214. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier.
(1) Who are members of the Development Policy Ministerial Council?
(2) What is the purpose of this council?
(3) How often has it met since its establishment?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:-
(1) Hon Premier,

Minister for Scare Development;
Minister for die Environment;
Minister for Mines;
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs-,
and other Ministers as required.

(2) To resolve conflicts which impede economic development in Western
Australia, to designate strategic State projects and set development policy
guidelines.

(3) Since its establishment on 18 June 1991 Ministerial Council has met on 11
occasions.

PAYROLL TAX - COMPANY REMISSIONS
215, Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer

(1) Do any companies in Western Australia still enjoy the privilege of payroll tax
remission from Government?

(2) (a) If so, what are those companies;
(b) what is the extent of the remission granted?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) No. The Payroil Tax Assessment Act 1971 confers no power to allow payroll

tax remission.
(2) (a)-(b)

Not applicable. However, a recoupment arrangement is in place for
the Press/Clough Joint Venture which effectively provides relief from
paroil tax' As previously announced, the cost of this arrangement is

$2.4 million over two years.
LAND TAX - ARMADALE VALUATION DISTRICT' ASSESSMENTS

Valuation Roll I July 1985
259. Mr LEWIS to the Treasurer:

(1) Was the valuation district of the City of Armadale taxed for land in the
1985-86 financial year on values notified on the valuation roil as being
effective on 1 July 1985?

(2) If not, on what valuation roll was the valuation district taxed and what was the
effective daze as certified on that roil by the Valuer General?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(0-42)

Land tax assessments for the valuation district of the City of Armadale were
based on valuations included in a valuation roil which originally indicated that
the values became effective on 1 July 1985 but which was subsequently
corrected by the Valuer General as being effective from 30OJune 1985.
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LAND TAX - SOUTH PERTH VALUATION DISTRICT ASSESSMENTS
Valuation Roll 1 July 1985

260. Mr LEWIS to the Treasurer:
(1) Was the valuation district of the City of South Perth taxed for land in the

1985-86 fmnancial year on values notified on the valuation roll as being
effective on 1 July 1985?

(2) If not, on what valuation roll was the valuation district taxed and what was the
effective date as certified on that roll by the Valuer General?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(2)

Land tax assessments for the valuation district of the City of South Perth were
based on valuations included in a valuation roll which originally indicated that
the values became effective on 1 July 1985 but which was subsequently
corrected by the Valuer General as being effective from 30 June 1985.

LAND) TAX - FREMANTL-E VALUATION DISTRICT ASSESSMENTS
Valuation Roll 1 July 198S

261. Mr LEWIS to the Treasurer,
(1) Was the valuation district of the City of Fremantle taxed for land in the

1985-86 financial year on values notified on the valuation roil as being
effective on, I July 1985?

(2) If not, on what valuation roll was the valuation district taxed and what was the
effective daze as certified on that roll by the Valuer General?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Land tax assessments for the valuation district of the City of Fremantle were
based on valuations included in a valuation roll which originally indicated that
the values became effective on 1 July 1985 but which was subsequently
corrected by the Valuer General as being effective from 30 June 1985.

LAND TAX - SLIBIACO VALUATION DISTRICT ASSESSMENTS
Valuation Roll 1 July 1985

262. Mr LEWIS to the Treasurer:
(1) Was the valuation district of the City of Subiaco taxed for land in the 1985-86

financial year on values notified on the valuation roll as being effective on
1 July 1985?

(2) If rnot, on what valuation roll was the valuation district taxed and what was the
effective date as certified on that roil by the Valuer General?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Land tax assessments for the valuation district of the City of Subiaco were
based on valuations included in a valuation roll which originally indicated that
the values became effective ont 1 July 1985 but which was subsequently
corrected by the Valuer General as being effective from 30 June 1985.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ROYAL COMMISSION INTO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES OF GOVERNMENT
AND OTHER MATMERS - CABINET-BOND CONSPIRACY APRIL 1988

Joint Control of Bell Resources
36. Mr LEWIS to the Premier:

Is it a fact that the Royal Commission has formally asked the Premier and 10
of her existing Cabinet colleagues why the commission should not find there
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was a Cabinet conspiracy in April 1988 to work with Alan Bond to jointly
control the then cash rich Bell Resources?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
Has the member stopped beating his wife?
I amt aware that at least one newspaper bulletin this evening has run a story
with similar lines to that. I can indeed confirm that is not the case, but for the
interest of the member for Applecross, since he seems to preoccupy himself
with matters that are the Royal Commission's, it is the case that Ministers
have been asked a range of questions about a range of matters before the
Royal Commission. We have taken the proper course of action of not
discussing those questions with one another.

Mr Macnnon: You included?
Dr LAWRENCE: Me included; so I am not aware whether any individual has been

asked or not asked. I am aware that some Ministers have been asked
questions. This is not surprising. I know the Leader of the Opposition has
been asked questions by the Royal Commission and has indeed appeared.
There is nothing sinister in questions being asked of members of the
Government past and present or members of the Opposition currently in
Parliament or previously in Parliament. To suggest that there are questions
about conspiracy is to misrepresent what has occurred, but I would expect
nothing less of the member for Applecross.

GOODS ANT) SERVICES TAX - EFFECTS ON WESTERN AUSTRALIA
37. Dr EDWARDS to the Premier

What are the effects on the State of Dr Hewson 's rabid ideological
commitment to a goods and services tax as the mainstay of the economic
theory he wants to impose on Austaia?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I thank the member for the question. It is far more pertinent than worrying
about who has asked questions and who has not. People in Australia should
be very concerned indeed about Dr Hewson and his rabid ideological
commitment to the goods and services tax. It is the one thing on which he
seems to have a clear idea. In fact, he is so determined on his course of action
that he has made it blatantly obvious to anyone who will listen that he will not
tolerate any dissension in the community and his own party. He has also
made it very clear that that lack of tolerance for dissension extends to
potential Premiers - Leaders of the Opposition - and Premiers - in the case of
Nick Greiner. The clear message he has given is if they do not toe the line
with Dr Hewson's package they are out. Therefore, it is no surprise to anyone
when the Leader of the Opposition, in his much vaunted economic package
for Western Australia, not only adopted the same policies but also gave it the
same title. How original! He followed in the footsteps of Dr Hewson not
because he particularly welcomes the idea that people should pay 15 per cent
on everything they own and do but because the Leader of the Opposition is as
frightened as was the person in South Australia.
I draw members' attention, particularly that of the Leader of the Opposition,
to the fate of Mr Dale Baker in South Australia whose recent fortunes have
taken a bit of a dive. The most extraordinary circumstances have seen his
resignation in favour of a current member of the Senate and former Leader of
the Opposition in South Australia, not because there was necessarily some
contest about their adequacy for the job, but because Mr Olsen was clearly in
a position to do Dr Hewson's bidding. -Members would do well to examine
the analyses that others have made on this course of events. In an editorial in
The Australian under the heading "Libs occupy States of disarray", a
reference is made to the Leader of the Opposition. It states -

In Western Australia . .. Like Mr Baker, the Liberal Leader, Mr Barry
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Macinnon, has been ineffective and has a prominent rival in
Mr Richard Court, son of Sir Charles. But more of a liability than
Mr Macinnon is the factionalism of the party and the taint of
corruption.

Mr Clarko: Who wrote dhat, was it Noddy?
Dr LAWRENCE: The editorial writer of The Australia. The editorial further

states -
The faction opposed to Mr Macinnon has been accused of "brancb
stacking". And the spectre of past Liberal corruption conjured up by
the royal commission in its final stages may not be exorcised by the
time Premier Lawrence calls an election.

However, the important point for the people of Western Australia is that
because of Dr Hewson's treats and his insistence that his party toe the line on
the CST, the Leader of the Opposition and his cronies on the Opposition
benches are saying, "Yes, Dr Hewson. No, Dr Hewson. Fightback junior,
Dr Hewson" even if it means a five per cent reduction in the States' revenues
and 15 per cent on everything chat people buy and do. Thank you very much1
Leader of the Opposition! That is what the people of Western Australia are
saying. They love the Leader of the Opposition for being Dr Hewion's friend.
That is a sad day for Western Australia.

COMMONWEALTH EMPLOYMENT SERVICE - MOBIUITY ASSISTANCE
SCHEME

38. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the Commonwealth Government's mobility

assistance scheme operated by the Commonwealth Employment Service?
(2) Is the Minister aware of a recent case where a person, resident in New South

Wales could receive the following relocation assistance to shift to Perth -

(a) fares assistance including a return trip for the person and spouse to
visit Perth prior to commencing work; a further return trip for the
person after he moved to Perth; and, asinglertrip forbhe family to
move to Perth - travel worth $4 700;

(b) a re-establishment allowance of $650;
(c) removal expenses of $5 000;
(d) legal and agents' fees of $5 000 for the. purchase of a residence - total

assistance of $15 350?
(3) If the Minister regards this as an abuse of the scheme, will she make

representation to the appropriate Federal Minister?
Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(M-(0)
I thank the member for the question. I am aware of the scheme. However, I
am not aware of the individual case. I am surprised that a member
representing the rural party in the State would raise objections to that scheme
because it is of great benefit and enables people to take up positions in
country area where travel costs and relocation costs may otherwvise be
prohibitive. That scheme promotes regionalisation and assists people to take
up positions in cowuny areas. The member did not indicate what job tha
person was doing or whether this person has some outstanding skills chat were
not available in this State.

Mr House: It was a tool-maker who went to work for MJC Industries.
Mrs HENDERSON: Although the question does not come under the responsibilities

of the State Government, I will be happy to investigate the ma=n. I am
, happy to get back to him when I have checked the situation. It is an important
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scheme, and is of great benefit to people in the country, especially to those
employers seeking people with particular skills.

MANUFACTURING - INVESTMENT ACTON
39. Mr LEAHY to the Minister for State Development:

What is the State Government doing to attract manufacturing investment to
Western Australia?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
I am pleased the member has asked that question because I want to focus my
answer on some comments made recntly by the member for Nedlands, when
he said that the manufacturing sector in Western Australia had undergone a
considerable decline in recent years. Manufacturing exports in Western
Australia between 1988-89 and 1990-91 rose to $900 Million.

Mr Watt interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: I am responding to comments made by a member the other day. It is

an appropriate occasion to respond to wrong comments made by the member
for Nedlands and comments that ignore that Western Australia has witnessed
a 140 per cent increase in exports in that time. I suggest to the members for
Nedlands and Albany that they should take the trouble to talk to those people
in those industries and instead of putting them down give them
encouragement to get on with the job, because they are doing good jobs.
I will single out one industry that relates to part of the member for Albany's
electorate; for example, the shipbuilding industry. Although Albany has no
shipbuilding industry the occasional ship does pull in there. In fact, Western
Australia is leading the country in its ability to build not only small but also
large ships, which are exported throughout the world. The manufacturing
sector in this State is developing and it is about time the Opposition supported
industry in Western Australia instead of knocking it.

The SPEAKER: Order! I seek the attitude of the House about what I should do
about question time. I am in conflict. The answer which we have just heard
would normally fit into a brief ministerial statement. However, I do not want
to ask Ministers to fit those kinds of statements into brief ministerial
statements when there is no other opportunity for response.

MN& Cowan: There is no opportunity for a response now.
Mr Minson: The ministerial statements should be used for that Sort of thing.

Yesterday, we had to approach you, Mr Speaker, because we were about
20 minutes into question time and only one question was asked by the official
Opposition. I suggest that either question time be extended, that the official
Opposition be given more calls for questions or that Ministers refrain from
making statements like the one we have just beard during question time.

The SPEAKER: All those things have merit and if members can give consideration
to what should be in ministerial statements and in questions I would
appreciate it. I would like to have a minimum of 12 or 15 questions during
question rime. It would be close to what we used to have.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY - UNION MOVEMENT DISAFFILIATION
40. Mr KIERATH to the Premier:

I refer to the decision of approximately 8 000 members of the Construction,
Mining and Energy Workers Union to disaffiliate from the Australian Labor
Party on the grounds that the Government -

(a) has become increasingly irrelevant; and
(b) was costing jobs.
Will the Premier accept responsibility for -
(a) this haemorrhaging of support from the union movement; and
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(b) the additional 36 000 Western Australians who have lost their jobs
since her coup when she overthrew Premier Dowding?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I do notsee howhishas anything todo with my role as Premier or with any
of my portfolios. I am a member of the Australian Labor Party and the leader
of the parliamentary Labor Party and, as such, I will not be defensive about it.
If the member had bothered to find out what is the case with ALP affiliations
he would know that the number of people affiliated to the ALP through the
union movement is steadily increasing. That must get right up the
Opposition's nose because it means that far from the union movement
believing we are irrelevant and are not doing anything about jobs, they are
affiliating in increasing numbers, especially as they become aware of the very
sharp distinction between the Labor Party and what is on offer from the
Opposition benches. They have had a good hard look at Dr Hewson's policies
and they have had a look at John Howard's industrial relations promises.
They have seen the slavish following of those promises at Liberal Opposition
level in this State and at Liberal Government level in New South Wales and
they are beginning to understand precisely what members opposite stand for.
It is in sharp contrast with the Labor Government's emphasis on industrial
relations based on consultation; industrial relations based on lack of conflict;
and, industrial relations which lead to greater productivity. It also supports the
position of workers, decent wages and conditions and no standover tactics.
That is what the union members understand. The union which has
disaffiliated has exercised its right and, given the political leadership of that
union, I am not surprised by its decision.
I draw the attention of members to the fact that the Government has a clear
endorsement by the labour movement, the industrial wing of the Labor Party,
and not the same can be said about the Opposition's alleged traditional
constituents, the business community. It is deathly silent about the
Opposition's record. The Victorian Liberal Opposition has taken to berating
the business community for not being sufficiently supportive of the Liberal
Opposition. I notice that the Opposition in this State has not done that
publicly, but I know that privately a whinge goes up from time to time
because the business community has the temerity, in the Opposition's view, to
see the conspicuous benefits in a Labor Government, committed as it is to
decent industrial relations, investment, diversity and optimism for Western
Australia. They know we stand for the future and the Opposition lives in the
past.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ACT - AMENDMENTS
Preselection of Political Candidates by Political Parties

41. Mr PJ. SMITH to the Prenmier:
Does the Government's legislative program include amendments to the Equal
Opportunity Act to extend its jurisdiction to include the preselection of
political candidates by political parties?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
Well might the Leader of the Opposition laugh: It is an embarrassed laugh if
ever I heard one.

Mir Macinnon: Does it include the preselection of Rhodes scholars?
Dr LAWRENCE: At this stage, no. I hope that if the preselection of the Rhodes

scholar, selected by the Liberal Party, is confirmed that person does not suffer
the same fate of the Opposition's criticisms and its disgusting observations of
Rhodes scholars on this side of the House. We do not have any such intention
at this stage, but having looked at the performance of the Liberal Party in this
State recently it might be a sensible thing for us to do.
I guess we assumed, in framing that legislation, that as community leaders it

689



690 ASSEMBLY]

would not need to be said that when people from the community go up for
preselection for a political party they should not be treated differently because
of their sex or racial background. That appears not to have got through to the
Liberal Party. It is quite clear if one looks at the number of women in the
Liberal Party in this House and in the other place that there might have been a
period around 1989 when it looked as though the fogies, young and old, had
finally seen the light of day. However, if one looks at the current performance
of the liberal Party the only conclusion one can reach is that it is appalling in
terms of its selection of candidates, its ability to get them into this House and
its treatment of them.

Several members inteijected.
Dr LAWRENCE: If the Leader of the National Party is endorsing the behaviour of

the Liberal Party I am sure the member for Collie will have something to say
about that.
One, Ms Terry Bolden, who put herself up for a blue ribbon seat might have
expected to be treated fairly and to have the same questions asked of her as
were asked of the other candidates who appeared for preselection. Sadly, she
was disappointed and she has complained publicly. I might say I was not
surprised when I heard via a report in the Subiaco Post that the now member
for Floreat had been treated in exactly the same way. If we went to all the
women who stood at various times for preselection in the Liberal Party I am
sure we would find that they had been asked questions about preparing their
husband's lunch or dinner, whether they had the stamina to look after their
family as well as have a parliamentary career and whether they were fit as
women to hold a position in this place. Members opposite should look at the
lay wing of their party and their performance in this House and ask whether
they are community leaders on the question of discrimination. They should
prevent members of their party frm discriminating against women and
discriminating against people on the basis of where they were born.

Point of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I believe the Premier has reflected adversely on me and the

preselection for the seat of Cottesloe. I ask that she apologise.
The SPEAKER: The member is expressing a point of view.

Questdons without Notice Resumed
Dr LAWRENCE: It is not to suggest, I do not think members in this House would,

that members in this House have not reached their position without hard work,
but when one knows, as we know now fromt two examples, that women are
subjected -

Point of Order
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, if we are to get through 15 questions in question

time we will not make it if we talk about this sort of nonsense.
Questions withrout Notice Resumed

Dr LAWRENCE: I hope Hansard has a record of the Leader of the Opposition's
observation that the position of women and the lack of discrimination is
nonsense. The Liberal Party needs to lift its game. It is not a nonsense; it is
very important and there is not a single member in this community who does
not see the Opposition's failure in that respect.
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