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1Jjrgisluttur J\ssrmbly 
Tuesday, 26 March 1996 

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

PETITION - ANTI-THEFT SQUAD, VICTORIA PARK AREA, 
ESTABLISHMENT 

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.04 pm]: I present the following 
petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned petitioners calion the State Government to establish a permanent and 
properly resourced Anti-Theft Squad for Victoria Park, East Victoria Park, Bentley and 
surrounding suburbs. 

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 777 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 16.] 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON 
ESTABLISHMENT TO PROTECT MOORE RIVER AND DUNES 

MR McNEE (Moore - Parliamentary Secretary) [2.05 pm]: I present the following petition-

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned respectfully request that the Government establish a Regional Park 
immediately to the south of Guilderton in order to protect the mouth and lower reaches of the 
Moore River and the significant dunes and coastal heathland south of the mouth of the Moore 
River. 

We request that the Government take urgent action to acquire this land before it is further rezoned 
or developed. 

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 480 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 - EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ACT AMENDMENT TO INCLUDE 
SEXUALITY 

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.06 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, call on the Government to PROMPTLY amend the Equal Opportunity Act 
1984 to include sexuality as a ground for complaint, as recommended by the Equal Opportunity 
Commission in Discussion Paper Number 3 entitled Discrimination on the Basis of Sexuality, 
released in October 1994. 

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 152 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. 

A similar petition was presented by Ms Warnock (80 signatures). 

[See petitions Nos 18 and 19.] 
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PETITION - PAINTERS REGISTRATION BOARD, INQUIRY INTO 
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [2.07 pm]: I present the following petition-

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament asSembled. 
We the undersigned are concerned that the procedures adopted by the Painters Registration Board do not conform with the Painters Registration Act as laid down under section 24 of the Act and 7, 8, and 9 of the Board's Regulations pursuant to the Act. We believe that the applicants' lawful rights are being compromised and in some cases totally denied to them. 
We the undersigned therefore request that the Parliament of Western Australia call for a public inquiry into the activities of the Painters Registration Board. 
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 60 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 20.] 

PETITION - FIREARMS AND OTHER WEAPONS LEGISLATION 
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [2.08 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 
We the undersigned people of Western Australia request that legislation be enacted which: 

requires that ftrearms and other weapons be surrendered or conftscated by police when informed that the owner is violent, has a restraining order in force or has breached a restraining order; 
requires that ftrearms licenses will never be issued to anyone convicted of an assault charge. 

We urge the Government and Opposition to work towards gun free homes in the metropolitan area 

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 19 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 21.] 

STATEMENT - SPEAKER 
Anwyl. Megan. Member for Kalgoorlie. Maiden Speech to be Televised 

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): I understand that this afternoon, shortly after question time, the new mem~r for Kalgoorlie will give her maiden speech. Arrangements have been made for that speech to be teleVIsed. 

Message from 
resumed -

[Questions without notice taken.] 

LAPSED BILLS - RESTORATION TO NOTICE PAPER 
Council's Message - Consideration 

the Council now considered requesting that consideration of the following Bills be 

1. Consumer Credit (Western Australia) Bill 
2. Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission Amendment and Repeal BiII 

On motion by Mr C,]. Barnett (Leader of the House), resolved -
That as requested by the Council in message No 1 this House resume consideration of the Bills enumerated therein. 
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Debate resumed from 21 March. 

[ASSEMBLY] 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

MS ANWYL (Kalgoorlie) [2.41 pm]: It is with a great deal of honour and gratitude towards the people of 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder that I make my maiden speech. I said that it was a victory for the working people of 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder, and it is to them that lowe this day. I have lived a fortunate life. I began to acquire 
the ideals of equal opportunity and a fair go for all at a very young age. As a child in Mundingburra, 
Queensland, I saw my parents' commitment to social justice in action. With some other women, my 
mother started the first kindergarten for underprivileged children in Townsville, which was opened by 
Margaret Whitlarn who, with her husband Gough, has visited our home many times. Both have been a 
tremendous inspiration to me since my childhood. Mum was a teacher who always had a lot of time for 
other people. She now works in education policy. 

As children, my father would regale my brother and me with stories of his own childhood spent on the 
Victorian goldfields during the Depression years. Having left school at 14 to support his family when his 
father, a railway worker, died at a very young age, dad made his way gradually through various 
occupations until becoming a professor of education. He always told me that as long as one does one's 
best, one can do no more, but one must not squander opportunities. It is a philosophy that I embrace, but 
that philosophy works best when there is equal opportunity for all young people in Australia. I will turn to 
that later. 

I thank my parents and my brother with all my heart for the help and encouragement they have given me. I 
am especially grateful to Ian Taylor, a man respected by both sides of this House. I am grateful for his 
faith in me. It is almost 15 years since he made his maiden speech in this House. There is a lot of sadness 
in Kalgoorlie-Boulder about the end of Ian's political office. However, I commend him on the years of 
hard work, and his compassion and achievements in the goldfields and throughout the State. 

Members: Hear, hear! 

Ms ANWYL: In 1981, in his maiden speech, Ian said, "We must realise that we are here today not to make 
life more difficult for people but to lift the burden and allow all people equal opportunity so that no-one 
knows the yoke of poverty or needs to be afraid for the future of their sons and daughters." That concept is 
my pledge. 

I seek the indulgence of members while I thank some of the people who have assisted me. First, I thank 
the electorate officers - Marie, Carmel, Cheryl and Kelly, who have worked very hard; my campaign 
committee and the people who have put in the hard slog doorknocking and letterboxing during the hotter 
than usual summer. I thank the friends who have given me hope and support, as well as the branch 
members who have had faith in me. I pay special tribute to my campaign manager for his resilience and 
dedication and also those who made Kalgoorlie their home for several weeks to assist me. I am especially 
grateful to my employers and friends, Carmel and Bill McKenzie, for their continued support over many 
years. As locals, Carmel and Bill have shared with me what it is to have grown up in Gwalia and 
Kalgoorlie respectively, and given me an understanding of what it is to be proud to be goldfields. I also 
thank my new colleagues for their encouragement and assistance. 

I flCSt visited Kalgoorlie-Boulder about 10 years ago and was inspired by the tremendous sense of history it 
possesses. It is a city with a vibrant mix of cultures. It is more than multicultural; it is megacultural. 
Many Aboriginal people with a vast history live there and it continues to attract people from all over 
Australia and the world. They seek a better life. 

I am curious to know whether I will agree with the member for Nedlands very often. However, I agree 
with him that Kalgoorlie is an exciting electorate. It is known as a transient place but in the six years I 
have lived there I have detected a change of direction inspired by the realisation that Kalgoorlie-Boulder is 
much more than a mining town. It is here to stay. Many families live permanently in the electorate and in 
order to ensure its viability for the next 100 years we need to have some vision to ensure economic 
development and be careful not to neglect its social development. 

The main issue holding back the development of Kalgoorlie-Boulder in the next century will be water. The 
gas pipeline, which has largely been brought about by the efforts of industry, is a milestone. The next 
aspect must be the full exploration of the proposal to bring fresh water from the north. The goldfields uses 
about 46 million kilolitres per year, of which 10 million kL is obtained from the Mundaring supply and the 
balance from ground water. The ground water reserve is finite and the Roe Paleo channel may be depleted 
within 25 years or less. This exciting proposal is largely the work of my parliamentary colleague the 
member for Kimberley. 

The Kimberley pipeline offers a permanent solution to the perennial problem of water supply to the 
goldfields and has been embraced by local government, the Goldfields-Esperance Development 
Commission and the Chamber of Commerce, and it is broadly supported by my constituents. We urgently 
need to do a full feasibility and costing study, and I urge the Government to share my vision in this regard. 
Other short term proposals simply do not address the long term problems of the region. Solving the water 
problem will guarantee diversity of industry - a matter of huge importance to the goldfields. My father 
grew up in Ballarat. If one considers what happened in Ballarat at the close of the early gold rush, one 
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realises that the people in charge of the industry in those days had the vision to ensure the expansion of 
manufacturing industries so that Ballarat remains a large regional centre in Victoria today. That is what 
needs to occur with Kalgoorlie-Boulder. Anything I can do to expand that vision I certainly will do. 

Another beauty of solving the water problem will be that it will allow us to assist the mining industry in its 
efforts, which are unsurpassed historically. That will allow us to provide a better lifestyle for the people of 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder in the form of parks and gardens and address the other lifestyle issues which are so 
important. 

Another main need is a sealed highway to the Pilbara. This proposal should have bipartisan support 
because it will encourage the viability of the goldfields and relieve the current pressure on the Great 
Eastern Highway between Kalgoorlie and Perth. That is an area of road that needs some work. The Pilbara 
highway will promote further development in the goldfields and the Pilbara. 

I turn now to social development. The best part of Kalgoorlie-Boulder is the people. They are hard 
working and fairly up front about what is important to them. While doorknocking over summer I met 
thousands of people. Many of them want to stay on the goldfields but they have some concerns. In the six 
years that I have lived in the goldfields I have heard time and again people voicing their concerns which, 
they say, lead them to leave the region. It is the primary responsibility of government to ensure that all 
people have access to decent education and health services; yet, those two areas are being steadily eroded 
by this Government, and for what? For the sake of economic rationalism at the cost of people's jobs, 
health and futures! People come to the goldfields for a better life. My great grandfather travelled first to 
Balladonia and then to Coolgardie in the late 1890s. He then sought his fortune in South Africa. We all 
know that we are creating much of the wealth - an average gross domestic product per head per annum is 
$44 000 compared with a state average of $20 000. Per man, woman and child the Perth average is 
$22000. People in the goldfields are aware of those sorts of figures. However, we have the largest high 
school outside Perth with a promise of yet more transportables. We need amalgamation legislation to 
establish a university college, which was promised in 1994 by this Government. 

Another area of concern is the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Regional Hospital. Hospital staff are facing the sack, 
after up to 30 years of dedicated service in the laundry and kitchen areas. We have an increase in patient 
numbers, but a decrease in hospital funding, which is putting pressure on loyal and hard working nurses, 
administrators and staff. These should be the things that a Government has no trouble in getting right, so 
that it can then work on the more difficult social issues that require a creative approach, such as 
unemployment, law and order, mental health, drug use and domestic violence, to name but a few. 

The member for Nedlands has promised to appoint a task force to look at social problems. I understand 
that he has extended that commitment beyond the by-election. I can tell him what are the social problems. 
I will not do so now; however, anybody who has worked in the caring professions in Kalgoorlie-Boulder is 
in a position to identify those problems and to put forward some very real examples of constructive 
solutions. One example is a project that I have been working on which is funded by the Ministry of Justice, 
and so has received the support of the Government. The approach in that program is to deal with juvenile 
offenders. Law and order is a huge problem in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, as in most electorates. This program 
provides a new start for youths who may have a record of offending. Those youths enter a six month 
program which gives them training in automotive mechanical skills. The program has been successful and 
several youths who had minor criminal records are now working full time in the automotive industry as a 
result of the start they were given. The cost of a program like that is not much more than $100 000 per 
annum. When comparing the cost of keeping a youth incarcerated for one year at $50 000 to $60 000 with 
the 12 potential places in industry, surely it must make good economic sense. I am disappointed that I 
must spend energy fighting for basic needs like health and education. If those needs are addressed, the 
people of Kalgoorlie-Boulder will stay in the area, and our contribution as a region to the wealth of the 
State can only multiply. Basic services such as the Prospector and a new aquatic centre, so that the people 
of Kalgoorlie-Boulder can swim in winter - we presently have only a summer pool - are essential to our 
quality of life. 

My election has also meant some personal sadness as I must curtail my practice of law. I have been a 
lawyer now for 10 years working mainly in the field of personal injury. The most difficult part of being a 
lawyer is telling clients that they do not have a case when justice and good sense tells one that they should 
have a case. The job of all dedicated practitioners of personal injury law became much harder after 4.00 
pm on 29 June 1993. It is pretty hard to explain to a driller who has just lost two fingers in an accident 
caused by the negligence of his employer that he cannot claim for loss of wages or pain and suffering 
because his economic loss will be less than $100000, and that I cannot represent him in his dispute about 
wo~kers' compensation payments because he is not allowed to be represented by a lawyer. What an 
arbitrary, harsh and unjust piece of legislation that is. Its retrospectivity was condemned widely, and I have 
yet to see any evidence that workers are beller off. To add insult to injury, the State Government Insurance 
Commission $50 levy was imposed, yet motorists' rights to common law compensation for personal injury 
were cut. A whiplash injury wonh $15 000 in 1993 - that is, compensation for pain and suffering and loss 
of use of one's body - is worth less than one-third of that now. The premium increased, and the insurance 
~over decre~ed. Where is the justice in that? Workers need basic protection especially in the mining 
mdustry, which .can be dangerous and has long term hazards like silicosis. It is a matter of great concern to 
many people With whom I come into contact, given they work in such a risky industry, that their families 
may not be protected in certain cases, and specifically, where there is some concern about the effects of 
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dust in the industry, that they may have some difficulty accessing compensation partly because they are 
deprived of legal counsel. 

I have saved the best until last. I am especially proud to be the first woman elected to represent the 
goldfields. Many of the people who have inspired and helped me have been men; however, it is the women 
who have given me the greatest confidence and ambition. It is the women who are most excited by my 
election. When a prominent Labor man said to me at my first Kalgoorlie-Boulder Labor Party branch 
meeting in 1990, "Good to see you here. We need to see more lawyers in Parliament, even if you are a 
woman," I thought, "Right, you're on." Women like Lois Anderson, a quiet achiever of the Australian 
Labor Party, Elsie Edwards, who is a world leader in Aboriginal health research and in combating infant 
health problems in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, the pioneering women of the goldfields who struggled to look after 
their men and children in the harshest region of Australia, and all the women in this Parliament continue to 
give me hope that equality of opportunity will occur in my lifetime. John Curtin is on record as having 
said that there is no sex in brains. I think that is the case. However, I also think that women have a special 
contribution to make in the way places like this work because of their unique understanding of issues 
which relate to women and children. The women currently working in the mining industry are a testament 
to equal opportunity, and I will work hard to ensure that equal opportunity becomes a reality for all women 
and girls. I thank you. 

[Applause.] 

MR MARSHALL (Murray) [2.56 pm]: I support the motion, and I congratulate the new member for 
Kalgoorlie on an interesting address. 

One of the most asked questions about my electorate especially by people in the metropolitan area is 
whether the Dawesville Channel is working. The answer is that the Dawesville Channel is working 
magnificently. 

Mr Thomas: Will the member talk about football? 

Mr MARSHALL: The member for Cockburn should stick around. 

The DawesviIIe Channel is one of the largest environmental projects ever undertaken in Australia. It is 
truly one of the great maritime engineering feats in the history of Western Australia. It was constructed to 
improve the flushing of the Peel-Harvey estuaries with sea water and to control the toxic blooms of 
nodularia that were starving the waterways of oxygen and were capable of collapsing the biological 
systems of the estuary. 

The Dawesville Channel was opened on 23 May 1994 with the predictions that there would be increased 
tidal range, improVed water clarity, increased water salinity and increased flushing of nutrients. All these 
predictions have been proved correct. Higher and lower tides have certainly been experienced and 
although, at certain times, these have inconvenienced the boaters and recreational fishing people, the 
flushing has been superb in cleaning out the nodularia from the estuary. 

Mr Graham: It was a great Labor initiative. Go on, the member for Murray can say it; it will not hurt. He 
will not get struck by lightning. 

Mr MARSHALL: I do not think anyone would doubt the initiative; however, there was doubt about 
whether it would prove successful and I am speaking today to tell members of the success, whether fluked 
or otherwise by the former Labor Government, and that the scientists' predictions were correct. I can tell 
the member for Pilbara that the water clarity is simply wonderful. 

Dr Hames: The person who first had the idea was a Liberal Party member, a member of my local branch. 

Mr MARSHALL: It does not matter who came up with the idea - whether it was a dream like the water 
pipeline from the Kimberley, or a reality like the Dawesville Channel - it has proved to be successful. The 
water clarity is wonderful. The old timers say that the water clarity is as good as it was 30 years ago. If 
one goes crabbing in six feet of water one can look down from one's boat and see the crabs going into the 
nets. This has not been possible over the past 10 years. 

The estuary banks have changed from being soft, smelly, black mud, which the member for Peel will know 
something about, to fmn white sand - and that is a good thing for tourism. Boaters tell us that the water is 
saltier, and this is borne out by the Murdoch University monitoring group. Its data for March showed that 
salinity and temperatures in the water increased dramatically, as did the total phosphorus and nitrogen. 
Consistent monitoring has been done at the same six sites in the Peel River and Harvey River estuaries over 
the past 18 years. People ask this: If the water is good and there was no monitoring before, how can we 
tell whether there has been an improvement? That is not true. Monitoring has been in place for 18 years. 
Results show that the water quality has improved but several wet winters are needed before confident 
predictions can be made that the good water quality will continue. In short: The Dawesville Channel is 
working. The clarity in the Peel-Harvey estuary is better than ever and the flushing has stopped the 
dreaded nodularia bloom. 

It does not matter what we do in life, there will be always be knockers, people who are pessimistic. When 
the Dawesville Channel was opened, negative impacts were predicted, such as increased macro-algae; 
seaweed growth; continual nodularia blooms in the freshwater reaches of the Serpentine and Murray 
Rivers; and, possibly, an invasion of mosquitoes. 
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The surveys, carried out about four times a year by the Peel Inlet Management Authority at 25 sites in the Harvey and Peel Inlet, show that macro-algae became a nuisance in the spring, just as the DawesviIIe Channel opened, but it decreased in the summer and autumn months. This augurs well for the future. It is believed the dry winters and increased flushing have decreased the nutrient levels required for algae growth. The amount of sea grass was expected to increase, too. It has not increased as greatly as we thought. but it is very good feed for the fish. 
So far most of the pessimism has been unfounded; however, the mosquitoes do present a problem. Monitoring of the mosquito population is carried out by the University of Western Australia, the Health Department and local authorities. The data show an increase in mosquitoes in the Peel Inlet, particularly around the southern Harvey River and the lower reaches of the Serpentine River. Dr Tony Wright. who conducts the monitoring on behalf of the health authority, has indicated that the worst hit areas include Yunderup, Riverside, Coodanup, Erskine and Pleasant Grove. Mosquito control is most needed in these areas. The number of cases of Ross River virus and Bannah Forest virus in the area increased from 70 to 100. This is probably a result of increased tidal flow. 
The tide sweeps in through the DawesviIIe Channel at a higher level than before, reaching the back of the Serpentine and Murray Rivers. When the waters quickly recede, stagnant ponds are left in which the mosquitoes breed. During the past four years larvae spraying has been required five times a year; last year it was required on six occasions; and this year spraying has been administered 15 times - at a cost of $10 000 a time. Unfortunately, it has been negated by the tides. 
Spray is dropped by a helicopter in an attempt to kill the larvae and, in tum, stop the mosquitoes breeding. A high tide will come in and dilute the chemicals, weakening the full effect on the larvae, thus the mosquitoes continue to breed . 

. The local government authorities in the region have addressed this problem very well, and I praise the Mandurah City Council and the Murray Shire Council. They introduced fogging when it was needed, in addition to the larvae spraying. Allhough fogging has been criticised as being a waste of money, the residents who are plagued by mosquitoes believe it is a very important part of the solution to the problem. Some residential areas are near swamplands. The children who live near those areas cannot play outside when they come home after school because the number of mosquitoes is too great. The dogs are black because they are covered in so many mosquitoes. The horse trainers report that the horses are not sleeping at night because they are being bitten by so many mosquitoes. As a result of these complaints, the councils started fogging. Fogging is similar to using fly spray on a blowfly when it comes into the kitchen: We might get rid of the blowfly but if the window is left open, another will come in. It is only a temporary measure. Even though the fogging takes place, the next day the mosquitoes are back. 
Because fogging is taking place, members of the community feel that somebody is looking after them and taking an interest in their welfare. Larvae spraying is most important in our area, and once again I compliment our local government authorities. Although there are only between 70 and 100 cases of Ross River virus in our area, they represent about 15 per cent of the cases reported in the State. The majority of Ross River cases have been reported in the BusseIton-Margaret River, Bunbury area. I commend the local government authorities for keeping a constant check on this problem. I advise members that additional money will be needed in the Health budget to enable the control of mosquitoes in the Peel and surrounding areas to continue. 

More money will also be required for the control of our local beaches. The Dawesville Channel is great. but although the drift of the sand from south to north has been restricted by the two groynes, particularly the southern groyne of the Dawesville Channel, the sand has not been getting to the beaches, which are becoming eroded. Reefs are starting to show which present a danger to the swimmers at the beautiful beaches at Avalon and Falcon and to the boaters who frequent the area. 
In their wisdom the planners and engineers involved in the DawesviIle Channel anticipated this would happen and a bypass system was implemented. As the sand builds up to a specific quantity at the southern groyne, it is pumped under the Dawesville Channel and allowed to be picked up by the natural currents and continue northwards. Scientists believe all beaches north of the DawesviIIe Channel will be completely covered by sand by the winter, and I certainly hope this is the case. 
Although in 1994-95 there was a lack of resources for the study about what the DawesviIIe Channel would do for fishing, I am pleased to tell members that local and recreational fishermen say that fishing in that are~ ~as never been better. A wider variety of fish is coming from the ocean to the estuary, and they are thrl~Ing on the salinity. Where once only freshwater fish were caught in the estuary, salt water fish - tailor, hemng, sand whiting and King George whiting, gardies, salmon trout and flounder - are being caught; al~hough~ unfortunately, blowfish are also in abundance. As I say, the fishing is better than ever, and that WIll contInue. 

The fis~erfolk fish on the incoming tides. Fishing on an outgoing tide will not produce a very good result On an Incoming tide, 200 or 300 rod fishermen line both sides of the Dawesville Channel to catch their me~. They may use different rigs or different baits, but one thing is certain - they all carry a tidal chart in th~lr bac~ pocket so they know the best time to fish. The professional fishermen are still coming to grips WIth the tIdal changes. Although crabs have been in abundance during all of last year and this year -
Mr Marlborough: Tell me about the prawns; I want to know about the prawns. 
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Mr MARSHALL: The prawns have been running for the past four months. Obviously the member for 
Peel has not bothered to travel a meagre 8 kilometres to see for himself, but I will lend him some money to 
come down and look at God's own country! The member for Peel should not blush when I cause him 
embarrassment 

As I said, the prawns have been running in the channel for the past four months, although they are not the 
type we expected. Crabs are back, too, although they are harder to catch because they come in and out of 
the channel more quickly. Although school prawn catches have been good, the larger king prawns have 
been scarce. Cobbler and mullet have been harder to catch, too. At the start of this season the cobbler 
swarmed in; they were prolific. I wondered where they came from because they have not been in the 
estuary for the past few years. They appeared suddenly and the professional fishermen bunted them up in 
their nets and took them to market. It looked as though it would provide a bonanza for them; however, as 
quickly as they came, out through the Dawesville Channel they went. The two entrances are a problem for 
the professional fishermen because the fish and crustacea swim in and out. If people fish at the wrong 
time, they end up with nothing to take to the markets. 

I will tell members a story about Ken Dawe, one of our local fishermen from Dawesville. What heritage 
has this man and how historic is his name! He is one of the originals; someone from whom we can listen 
and learn. He has been there and done that, and had fishing history passed down to him. If members want 
to know something about fishing, they should consult Ken Dawe. In fishermen's language he said that the 
fish and crustacea have decided they now have a Luna Park in the estuary. He said that the fishermen used 
to stay in front of the crabs and when they got to the ocean entrance at Mandurah their bank accounts were 
filled for the year. Now the fish tippy toe down to the Dawesville Channel and say, "Whoopee, here is a 
big dipper," and they swim out on the tide at 100 miles an hour! As a result the fishermen are missing out. 
That nice little story made the member for Peel sit tight and listen. In short, fish, crabs and prawns move 
between the estuary and the sea more frequently now that there are two ocean entrances. 

Before telling members something about the development of land surrounding the Dawesville Channel, I 
remind them of the major projects this Government is funding which are associated with the Dawesville 
Channel. I refer to the ongoing funding of the estuarine water quality, macro-algae and seagrass 
monitoring, historical water quality reviews, river management, estuarine ecosystem studies and tidal 
monitoring. This year a study will be undertaken of the riverine settlement and the changes in the 
migratory patterns of fishing, especially crabs and prawns, and the variability of water quality. I am 
confident that the regular monitoring by Murdoch University and the Peel Inlet Management Authority will 
ensure that the Government's investment in the Dawesville Channel will not be wasted. 

The channel has provided not only a magnificent waterway connection between the ocean and the estuary 
as well as a wonderful bridge, but also a new land use. The Port Bouvard estate has developed three 
separate precincts - South Port, North Port and East Port. South Port will have the theme of a country club 
and sporting lifestyle. From next year it will have an 18 hole links golf course. It will be a links golf 
course because of its location on the coast. It will have deep bunkers so that sea breezes do not whip out 
the sand and make them bare. The fairways will have many contours sweeping away the sand to allow the 
grass to grow. It will be modelled on the Scottish golf courses built on the coast, which are difficult 
courses to play. I praise the late Brian Crafter for designing this course. Next year our WA golfing legend, 
Graham Marsh, will fine tune it with the finishing touches. This golf course will have magnificent greens 
and from the tees the views are breathtaking. Such a golf course will be an attribute to our area. As well as 
the club house, pro-room and driving range, the South Port location will have short-term motel 
accommodation of 28 units. At the other end will be a magnificent resort hotel. 

North Port is the largest precinct of Port Bouvard. Members should sit back, close their eyes and let their 
imagination drift for a moment. When they hear my next comments they will think they are in Hawaii. 
The theme for North Port will be a waterway frontage of private homes with boating facilities for ocean 
going yachts, power boats and deep sea fishing craft. There will be 806 lots. It will include a commercial 
centre, a supermarket, tavern, boutiques and shops, which will make a very attractive precinct. 

Dr Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kenwick will not interject out of her seat. She will certainly not 
repeatedly interject out of her seat. She knows the rules. 

Mr MARSHALL: Even though the member for Kenwick is not in her seat, I advise her that East Port is 
another precinct of this nature. It is just before the bridge on the southern side going towards Bunbury. It 
has magnificent views overlooking the estuary and towards the beautiful hills of Pinjarra and Dwellingup. 
It has 106 home lots, and will accommodate a marina resort with 92 unit accommodation, a food hall, and a 
boating marina for 100 vessels. It is important to realise that over the next 10 years the land created by the 
Dawesville Channel will provide homes to 5 000 people. The Dawesville Channel, as a remedy to the 
toxic blooms and nodularia in the estuary, has created a magnificent land use. The creation of Port 
Bouvard will result in new life for the inland waterways of Peel. The area will become a showcase for all 
the travellers touring to the south west. 

I mention this because the latest Electoral Commission numbers show that the electorate of Murray, with 
19927 constituents, is nearly double any other country electorate in Western Australia and has a growth 
rate of 116 per cent. The next highest are Mitchell with 41 per cent and Vasse with 36 per cent. That is 
why all the extra land use created by the Dawesville Channel is so important to us in Murray. When 
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history was made with the opening of the Dawesville Channel, people could not be blamed for thinking 
that it was pretty significant for one electorate. However, I hope that history will be made again in the 
middle of April when the Western Australian Football Commission announces that the new side in the 
Western Australian Football League will come from the Peel region. 

Members may recall that I spoke on this matter about 12 months ago in an effort to sow some seeds about 
what was needed for football in Western Australia. The WA Football Commission report said that by the 
year 2000 there should be a country side in the W AFL. However, because we in Peel are aggressive we 
thought that we would get ahead and that it should be earlier. Again we had to answer the same question of 
how we get an extra team into a league that has been so successful for so long. Should we amalgamate two 
clubs? At attempt was made to get Perth and East Perth to amalgamate. At the last minute one of those 
clubs pulled out. Another solution was to relocate a team. South Fremantle could have been asked to go 
down to Peel. It was premature because before long I believe the Dockers will take over Fremantle Oval 
and South Fremantle will move. At present this would not work. Another consideration was to drop a 
side. Swan Districts has not been travelling too well fmancially; therefore, perhaps that team should be 
dropped. The Football Commission gave it some money to regain stability, which was a good thing for the 
game. 

Mr Thomas interjected. 

Mr MARSHALL: What do we do, member for Cockburn? He knows a little about football. Should we 
add a side? 

Mr Marlborough interjected. 

Mr MARSHALL: We beat the member for Peel. It appeared that an extra team would not be created as a 
result of all the presidents voting, and lobbying by the Rockingham group to negate this move. However, 
for some strange reason, East Perth swung the vote the other way and it was decided that the W A Football 
Commission would have nine teams in 1997. The Peel and Kelmscott-Armadale areas were invited to 
make submissions for the extra team. I believe the Perth club will eventually be sent out to the Kelmscott 
area. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr MARSHALL: A new team will be in the Western Australian football league in 1997. Two sides were 
asked for submissions, one of which was Peel. They had to meet certain criteria, such as high quality 
leadership, management and marketing skills. No other side could equal our marketing and management 
skills in Harold Harper and Haydn Bunton jnr. Another criterion was regional support from spectators, 
football clubs and associations. We have a very good football association. Added to that, when Fitzroy 
played the Dockers at Mandurah only two weeks ago 7 500 people attended, indicating the level of interest 
in the area. We must demonstrate a commitment from local authorities. Mandurah City Council certainly 
is backing the idea that a Peel football club in the W AFL would be good for the area. We were able to 
meet all the criteria. Why should a town like Mandurah or an area like Peel want to have a football side in 
the W AFL? We want to harness our youth. At the moment all our football talent is leaving the area. The 
young people come up to Perth to university. They go back to see their parents, play Sunday League and 
then return to Perth for their studies. Country football talent is being lost in Western Australia. It is 
important that we harness that talent 

It also would be very good for promotion. I ask members to imagine the following scenario: Let us call 
the club the Peel Pirates. On Thursday the headlines read "Peel Pirates to play South Fremantle" and that 
so and so has been hurt at training. The following Saturday they read "Peel Pirates pull swifty: Billy 
Bloggs to play". Saturday's headlines read "Pccl Pirates place their side. Unusual selection at centre half 
back". Sunday's headlines read "Peel Pirates pull off huge upset: South Fremantle defeated by large 
margin". On Monday, written in a different way, as only journalists can do, the headlines read "Peel 
Pirates the discovery of the year" and "In defeating South Fremantle Peel Pirates reveal the strength of 
country football". In five days Mandurah is on the map. It will be good for the area. A W AFL side will 
bolster the Peel League, because among the 40-odd players, 25 will get a game and the rest will go out into 
the Peel area, and the good players will train the young ones. Peel will become the East Fremantle of 
W AFL. football in two years because the strength is there. It will also give our good players a sense of 
belongmg. With players going here and there in today's football league, there is no sense of belonging. 
East Fremantle players used to jog in preseason training along a predetermined route through the streets of 
East Fremantle. My father would wait on the balcony at 10 o'clock on Sunday mornings, and as they went 
past he would say, "Good on you, Peakey!" He did not know Brian Peake, but he was very proud of that 
~lue and white guernsey and of those players. To have a football side in a town builds a community. That 
IS what occurred at East Fremantle, and the same thing will happen at Mandurah if it is included in this 
wonderful competition. The Mandurah Football and Sporting Club has applied for the licence on behalf of 
th~ whole of Peel. For a country club its facilities are phenomenal. Having the licence will be a good 
thmg. 

It costs $450 000 a year to field a team in the W AFL. How does one get that kind of money? There is 
sponsorship, of course. In relocating West Perth Football Club to Joondalup it found that 70 per cent of the 
club's new. m.oney came from the new surrounds. The Pccl area is waiting to be tapped by sponsorship. 
The commission grants about $120 000 annually to the league sides. Members have seen the membership 
of the Fremantle Dockers explode. The member for Kalgoorlie told us about Kalgoorlie. I have told 
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members before that Kalgoorlie people moved to Fremantle and Fremantle people moved to Mandurah. 
Those three areas of God's own country believe in each other. The membership at Mandurah will explode, 
resulting in increased gate receipts, and social and other fundraising events. It will all happen. If one gets 
a lad from a club into the AFL the club receives $8 000 on signing, another $8 000 for one game, $6 000 
extra for 10 games, and another $6000 if they sign for the following year, which is $28000 to the club. 
James Clement from Mandurah plays for South Fremantle and has been listed by the Dockers. We trained 
him but South Fremantle is getting all the money from the Dockers. We will get the good players in 
Mandurah and we will keep them, and will therefore do some phenomenal things for football. 

Mr Catania: Will the member support the Osborne Park push for a club in the W AFL? 

Mr MARSHALL: Osborne Park will get there in about 1999. Peel will get there in about 1997. It will be 
different, because we will play football under lights. No other W AFL side in the metropolitan area can do 
that We have the best lights of any local football arena in Western Australia, and will therefore 
revolutionise the agenda for football. When West Perth plays the Peel team the game will be held at 
Pinjarra. People will come down by train and return by train, which has never been known before in the 
history of football. 

In just a short time, Mr Speaker, I have been able to tell you about two of the exciting projects that are 
happening in my electorate. Murray is the largest country electorate in Western Australia and, 
consequently, it needs more money for its infrastructure. I have not had time to tell you about Mandurah's 
cultural centre, the Pinjarra indoor sports centre and the TAFE college that are currently under 
construction; nor have I had time to tell you about the proposed new hospital, the proposed Mandurah 
ocean marina and the proposed Halls Head senior high school, but I will certainly bring you up to date with 
these projects at another time. 

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the silting, on motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader of the House). 

[Continued on page 412.] 

MOTION - STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION 

Human Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 

MR C..J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [3.27 pm]: I move, without notice -

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable consideration 
forthwith of a mOlion to introduce without notice and take to the stage that the second reading is 
moved a Bill for an Act to amend the Human Reproductive Tcchnology Act 1991 to provide for 
the extension of the storage period for embryos and eggs in the process of fertilisation and for 
other purposes. 

The Minister for Health has apprised opposilion and Independent members of the urgency attached to this 
amending legislation. This Bill is required to rcceive royal assent before 7 April this year. I also 
understand that the Minister for Health will later today arrange for briefings on this Bill for members. If 
agreement can be reached, I will move another motion this evening to allow for the Bill to be debated and 
sent to the Legislative Council. 

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.28 pm]: The Opposition agrees with the motion but would prefer that the 
resumption of the debate be tomorrow or Thursday rather than tonight. 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL 

Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Prince (Minister for Health), and read a first time. 

Second Reading 

MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Health) [3.29 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time. 

This Bill has two main purposes: To enable the Western Australian Human Reproductive Technology 
Council, after considering the circumstances of a particular case, to extend the permitted storage period of 
embryos or eggs in the process of fertilisation; and to remove the requirement that the names of bodies that 
make nominations for the purposes of appointing persons to be members to the council be prescribed in the 
regulations. 

Section 24(1) of the Human Reproductive Technology Act provides that the code, which is formulated 
under section 15 of the Act, may make provision as to what, in particular circumstances, constitutes an 
excessive time for the storage of eggs or sperm, an egg in process of fertilisation or an embryo, but that no 
egg in the process of fertilisation or embryo shall be stored for a period in excess of three years. 
Subsection (2) of that section makes provision for control and power over embryos to vest in the 
Commissioner of Health in certain circumstances such as the death of the persons on whose behalf the 
reproductive material is stored. Members who were in this House at the time may recall that when the Bill 



-
[Tuesday, 26 March 1996] 411 

was considered in Parliament there was considerable debate on the question of whether the storage of 
embryos and eggs in the process of fertilisation should be permitted at all and, if so, what should be the 
permitted stor~ge period. '!he fil.lal result was that Parliament ~eci.ded .on ~e. maximum period of three 
years and that IS stIpulated m sectIon 24(1). The comparable penod m Vlctona IS five years or longer with 
approval under the new Infertility Treatment Act 1995, and in South Australia it is 10 years. In other 
States there is no legislative limit but the practice is to store embryos for five to 10 years. 

The principal Act does not include transitional provisions to regulate the storage of embryos already 
developed at the time of the commencement of the Act. However, legal advice has been received to the 
effect that the permitted period of storage of those embryos may be reckoned from the time of the 
commencement of the Act Therefore, it is possible that there may now be embryos which have been in 
storage in excess of three years. Currently, approximately 3000 embryos are in storage in Western 
Australia. Of these, several hundred are likely to have been in storage before the commencement of the 
principal Act 

The three year limit to embryo storage was decided by this Parliament after considerable debate. The 
strong feeling in the Parliament was that embryo storage was not desirable, as it could lead to many 
complex legal and ethical dilemmas. Concern was also expressed that storage should be limited to 
minimise the build up of large numbers of unwanted embryos. These sentiments are specifically referred 
to in the preamble to the Act which was drafted during the passage of the Bill. However, safe storage of 
eggs is still not technically possible and the routine incorporation of embryo storage is an important 
element of in-vitro fertilisation practice around the world as it reduces the number of times a woman 
undergoing treatment must be subjected to the discomforts, risks and expense of ovarian stimulation and 
egg collection. 

Under the Act there are a number of requirements for licensees that seek to minimise the build up the 
number of embryos in storage, as no embryo may be stored unless it is likely to be used in future treatment, 
and a licensee may not carry out repeated egg coIlection for development of embryos when a couple has 
three or more of their embryos already in storage. Ample evidence is available to show that for many 
couples who achieved a pregnancy in an earlier treatment, the three year limit for storage may be too short 
to allow for a responsible family spacing. For a variety of reasons, including financial, they may pursue 
further treatment using their stored embryos earlier than is optimal, rather than have to dispose of embryos 
which they may wish to use later to complete their family. 

In the United Kingdom the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Act 1990 provides for a maximum 
storage period for embryos of five years. The United Kingdom Human Fertilisation and Embryology 
Authority advised the UK Government in July 1995 on the issues surrounding the statutory storage period 
for embryos. In SO far as it relates to the maximum permitted period, the Government does not necessarily 
agree with the views adopted by the UK authority, but it does agree that the council should be able to 
extend the permitted storage period in special cases. 

The Government prefers that each case be considered on its merits and that the council be allowed to 
consider the circumstances of each case. This is more in keeping with the original intentions of the 
Parliament as set out in the preamble to the Act. Therefore, the normal period will remain at three years, 
but in view of the circumstances of each case the council will be able to extend the period. Some of these 
circumstances could be medical or social and there should be a presumption against extended storage, but 
the presumption may be rebutted and the period extended in the case of special categories of patients, such 
as those who are ill. This approach would enable the council to extend the period in special, not 
exceptional, circumstances. In doing so, the council must consider the cases on a case by case basis. On 
giving an extension, the council is to report it to the Minister. The Minister will not be involved in the 
decision-making process - so that it would not be a political decision - but would be informed. This could 
activate the Minister's power to give instructions to the council under section 12 of the Act, but only within 
the limits specified in that section. 

As indicated earlier, the principal Act did not include transitional provisions for embryos formed prior to 
~e commencement of the Act and that problem must be dealt with in this amendment. The approach taken 
m the Bill is to group embryos into a category commenced before 7 October 1993 - that is, six months after 
the principal Act came into operation - and a category comprising those commenced after that date. Under 
c~ause 2(2) this provision is retrospective. The result of this approach is that the council will be able to 
give consideration to applications for extensions in relation to embryos whose permitted period of storage 
would, but for this amendment, have expired on 7 April 1996 and in the period of six months after that 
date. The amendment confers power on the council to impose conditions when an approval is given. 

I will. propose that a parliamentary select committee be established to inquire into and report on the whole 
qu~tIon of storage of embryos. It should be remembered that embryos will continue to be developed 
durmg the proceedings of the committee and some consideration should be given to the time allotted to the 
committee to make its inquiry. 

The .other a~endment is not a significant one and its purpose is to simplify the procedures that apply to 
m~mg n~mmations for appointment to the council. Currently, the Act requires that the names of the 
bodi~s With relevant interests be prescribed by regulation. The Minister, in making nominations for 
aPJ?Omtme~t, must, by virtue of section 9(2), bear in mind the need to ensure that the council has available 
to It from Its own membership persons who represent both the providers and the users of reproductive 
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technology, experience in public health matters and ethical guidance. Suitable bodies to make nominations 
to represent certain of the required interests on the council tend to be ephemeral, so prescribing their names 
in the regulations is inappropriate. Therefore, it is proposed that section 8(2)(a)(i)(D) of the Act be 
amended to delete the requirement to prescribe the names of nominating bodies in the regulations. I 
commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Ripper. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR CUNNINGHAM (Marangaroo) [3.37 pm]: I take this opportunity to congratulate the new member 
for Kalgoorlie and to pay tribute to the previous member for Kalgoorlie for the outstanding job he did in 
the 16 years he spent as a member of the Legislative Assembly. 

Since the election of the Court Government the people of this State have been subjected to a Government 
that has consistently asked them to believe in its policies. However, the legislation it has introduced has 
been designed to achieve the exact opposite. There is no better example of how the Court Government has 
successfully introduced a policy whose reality does not match the Government's rhetoric than the 
legislation introduced by the Minister for Labour Relations, which can be described as a nightmare. 
Currently that legislation haunts a large number of Western Australians. 

In March 1995 an article under the name of the Minister for Labour Relations was published in the "Journal 
of Industrial Relations" and it espoused the virtue of workplace reform in this State. As far as pure fiction 
is concerned, the article was a masterpiece. It was warm, it had punch and, at times, it was so passionate 
that it even brought a tear to my eye. In fact, had I not known better, I would have believed the Minister 
had written the article himself. However, as far as having any industrial relations credibility or introducing 
anything of real substance was concerned, it was a dismal failure. It is typical of this Minister that this 
article contains the usual generalised oversimplifications that have been synonymous with every speech he 
has given on industrial relations in the past three years. If we believe the Minister's own propaganda, it 
would appear that he has single-handedly managed to solve industrial problems during the life of one 
Government that have not been able to be solved by any person in any Government in any country since 
the Industrial Revolution. The obvious question is how the Minister was able to achieve this great miracle 
when greater men than he have failed. The answer is quite simple: The Minister has managed to reinvent 
the wheel - he has made it square. He honestly believes that if the worker pushes hard enough this new 
wheel will go much faster than a round wheel. 

Mr Lewis interjected. 

Mr CUNNINGHAM: That is very unkind. Despite what the Minister would have us believe, there is 
nothing new about his approach to industrial relations. Any introductory industrial relations textbook tells 
us that the ideology the Minister espouses is known as unitarism. A unitarist perspective has been around 
for over 100 years; in fact, since Adam Smith. Adam Smith was rejected by all industrial scholars. 

Mr Trenorden: He was rejected by all industrial scholars? 

Mr CUNNINGHAM: Yes, because he was from the extreme right. The obvious problem we have today is 
that the Minister's perspective is narrow, naive and self-serving. It has no place in modem industrial 
society. 

Mr Trenorden: So, if you are not from the far left you should not exist. 

Mr CUNNINGHAM: I am not from the far left. The Minister would have us believe that a new era of 
industrial relations rests on five key words: Cooperation, efficiency, effectiveness, flexibility and choice. 
There can be no argument that these are the principles to which every industrial relations system must 
aspire. However, there are major problems with the Minister's misuse of these principles for political gain. 
Nobody could ever accuse the Minister of being specific about how his reforms will achieve those 
objectives. For the Minister, the mere mention of these buzzwords is all that the people of this State need. 
Nor could the Minister be accused of specifying what he means in his oversimplified generalisations. This 
Minister does not have very good reasons for doing what he is doing. 

However, knowing where the Minister's ideology rests, I am in no doubt that he espouses cooperation, 
efficiency, effectiveness, flexibility and choice in a substantially different way from how they are perceived 
by the majority of Western Australians. When the Minister talks about cooperation he means that workers 
should recognise management's right to manage above all else. According to the Minister's perspective, 
problems arising in the workplace are the product of troublemaking employees and not a result of problems 
with the employer. It is also crystal clear that when the Minister talks about effectiveness and efficiency 
under workplace agreements, he means that workplace agreements are an efficient and effective means of 
slashing the wages and conditions of workers and increasing the profits of business. 

Mr Trenorden: That is a left point of view. 

Mr CUNNINGHAM: No, it is the truth. When the Minister talks about flexibility, he really means the 
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flexibility to avoid providing basic award entitlements to employees. Most importantly, when the Minister 
talks about choice, he does not mean choice for employees; he is referring to the choice of employers to run 
their business any way that they may see fit. 

When the workplace agreement legislation was drafted, the Minister and his advisers could not help but be 
aware that in a five year period nearly 60 per cent of all workers will leave their current employment and 
seek new employment. This is why, when a person enters a new job, the employer is the only person who 
has real choice. The decision as to whether a prospective employee will be employed under a workplace 
agreement rests solely with the employer. If an employer successfully registers a workplace agreement as 
a condition of employment, the only choice for the employee is unemployment. When a person has a 
mortgage, children and bills, there is not a real choice. When an employee is told that he will be promoted 
only if he leaves the safety of the award system and signs a workplace agreement, there is no real choice. 
When an employee who has worked in an organisation for a number of years is told that his or her job is 
now redundant and that the only way he or she can stay with the organisation is to sign a workplace 
agreement, there is no real choice. These are the choices facing average Western Australians every day, 
courtesy of the Minister. 

There is no way that such legislation could have so many loopholes without design. What is worse is that 
the Court Government has been so successful in this deception. The Minimum Conditions of Employment 
Act is a good example of what has happened. I have been told that the Minister is very proud of this 
legislation, and we know that that is the case, but not for the reasons that he has given the people of this 
State. In late November or early December last year I was contacted by a constituent who raised concerns 
about her 18-year-old daughter's employment conditions. I was informed that the young lady had just left 
school and was employed by Modern Roof Restorations at Osborne Park. Her job was the door-to-door 
promotion of the goods supplied by Modem Roof Restorations. This young school leaver was employed 
full time and worked a minimum number of hours each week. During her employment this young lady was 
paid as little as $50 for a 40 hour week. My first question was: How could this happen? The sad fact is 
that hidden away in the fine print of the regulations relating to the Minimum Conditions of Employment 
Act it is stated that employees who are paid on a commission-only basis are excluded from the provisions 
of the legislation. These people have no minimum conditions of employment. It is by no means an 
isolated case. Unscrupulous employers in non-award covered sales and promotional areas seize on the 
loophole to avoid paying basic rates of pay. The worst affected areas are telemarketing, charity collection 
agencies, and door to door sales. It is possible that thousands of Western Australians do not receive basic 
protection. The problem is compounded by the fact that the most vulnerable sectors of the work force are 
likely to be affected. These areas of employment tend to be dominated by minorities - the long term 
unemployed re-entering the work force, and our youth. It is precisely these people who face exploitation 
and harsh working conditions. Despite this, the Minister has allowed this rort to exist unabated for almost 
three years. 

Another popular rort made possible by the minimum conditions of employment legislation relates to public 
holidays. The Minister would have Western Australians believe that they have a guaranteed right to 10 
public holidays each year as prescribed by the Act, but this is yet another deception by this Government. It 
is a fact that nothing in the Act prevents an employer from lawfully directing an employee to work on a 
prescribed public holiday. What does the employee receive in compensation for the iron clad guarantee of 
a basic entitlement? Under the Act he or she is not entitled to anything. The minimum conditions of 
employment legislation spccifically excludes employees who are directed to work on a prescribed public 
holiday from any form of extra payment; it does not provide for a day in lieu to be given to an employee at 
a later date. 

In effect, under the provisions of the Act the employee can be told by the employer that he or she must 
work any or all prescribed public holidays without any compensation. In reality, under this Act there is no 
right to public holidays; it can be taken away at the discretion of the employer. It is not uncommon for 
wo~kplace agreements to provide that employees will receive as few as five out of 10 prescribed public 
holIdays. 

Me Bloffwitch: Would you agree to sign a workplace agreement that allowed that condition? 

Me CU~NGHAM: No. This is blood money. This illustrates how the Minister has promised one thing 
and d.ehvered another. The many conditions of the Act upon which the Minister has rested his credibility 
are lIttle more than paper promises. No doubt history will describe the minimum conditions of 
empl~yment legislation as the smallest book of hollow promises. If these illustrations are not enough to 
c~nvmce one of the glaring discrepancies of the Court Government's industrial relations legislation, they 
wIll pale into insignificance compared with the shortcomings of the Workplace Agreements Act. 

!n the Minister's infamous March 1995 journal article he stated that it was necessary to take unwanted 
Influ~nc~ away from third parties such as unions, the Industrial Relations Commission and employer 
as
l
. sa<:IatI.on~, an.d empower people at the workplace to solve their own problems. I must admit it sounds 
ik~ IDlngumg mdustrial harmony at the stroke of a pen, but does the Minister really mean what he is 

tellIng us or ~s this just another sham? Even if we assume that the Minister means what he is telling the 
people of thIS State, the obvious problem with this assumption is that one need not go far into the 
Wtha0rkPlace Agreements Act before realising that the reality does not match the rhetoric. It is a requirement 

~ every. workplace agreement contain an arbitrator and a mechanism for choosing an alternative 
arbItrator m the event of the original arbitrator excluding himself or herself. If this is not third party 
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influence in a workplace I will never know what is. On the one hand the Minister talks about the 
empowerment of the people at the workplace and the need to remove unwanted third party influence by the 
commission, while on the other hand we have a different third party to arbitrate on the same issues. 

The obvious question that must be addressed is why, according to the Minister, is the Western Australian 
Industrial Relations Commission an unwanted third party, and an arbitrator under the Workplace 
Agreements Act a wanted third party? The answer is transparently clear: The Minister just forgot to tell 
the Western Australian people that it was he who did not want the commission to arbitrate in the 
workplace. It is evident that the Minister does not have any problems with the concept of third party 
influence so long as the third party can be influenced. 

Looking at it from the Minister's perspective I can understand why he considers the commission a threat to 
employers. The commission is unbiased, experienced and professional. It costs the parties only a $5 filing 
fee to gain access to it The commission has detailed knowledge of industrial matters. In addition, it is not 
bound by legal technicality and must take into account the principles of natural justice; while in direct 
contrast under the Minister's preferred system the arbitrator may be an agent of the employer such as an 
accountant or business adviser. At best this is a conflict of interest. Under the Act the arbitrator does not 
need any knowledge of or experience with industrial issues, and costs well in excess of a $5 filing fee 
which may be apportioned to employees, making it a much less attractive alternative. It is obvious that the 
Minister has given this a great deal of thought. 

To further demonstrate that the reality does not match the Minister's rhetoric I will quote from a workplace 
agreement provided by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia to a member 
employer in my electorate. This workplace agreement was given to an employee, a constituent of mine, as 
a condition of employment. It reads -

... in the event of a dispute arising between the parties, the parties shall be free to agree upon an 
arbitrator ... in the event of the parties being unable to agree the arbitrator shall be chosen by the 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. 

This is a case of double jeopardy for the Minister. It is a complete contradiction of his claim of excluding 
third party interference. We have a system where employers are free to choose the umpire, and where the 
employer associations, which the Minister has claimed have no role in the workplace, continue to play a 
significant role. This is by no means a limit to the Government's deception of the people of this State. 

Another baseless claim commonly bandied about by the Minister relates to protection of freedom of choice 
under the Workplace Agreements Act. Although the Minister has provided detailed protection in the Act, 
he simply forgot the most important aspect - that is, somebody who has the power to investigate breaches 
under the Act When the Minister is questioned on this issue, he proudly states that industrial inspectors 
have the right to instigate legal proceedings where they have evidence of an offence under the Act He 
would indeed be naive if he thought it was possible to prosecute a matter without carrying out an 
investigation. Can members imagine a situation where a police officer, seeing a car swerving allover the 
road, pulls the car over and instructs the driver to undertake a breath test, only to have the driver laugh in 
his face and drive off, swerving all over the road again? This is exactly the situation that the industrial 
inspectors face when dealing with complaints against employers under this Act. 

It is common knowledge that the Chamber of Commerce and Industry advises employers that inspectors 
have no right to investigate complaints under the Act It is equally well known that the CCI further advises 
employers to inform industrial inspectors that they are not to come into the workplace and to communicate 
with the employer only in writing. There can be no doubt whom the Minister is trying to protect when we 
currently have the ridiculous situation where an industrial inspector who enters the employer's premises for 
the purpose of investigating a breach under the Act may be arrested and charged with trespass. It is one 
thing for a person to have the courage of his or her political conviction and make decisions that are in the 
best interests of the community; however, it is another thing altogether to hide behind thinly veiled political 
misinformation. 

The Minister for Labour Relations has stood before the people of Western Australia for well over two years 
and promised them a better way of working. However, he has succeeded only in delivering a system that is 
designed to erode the most basic of workers' entitlements. The Minister is well aware that this is a hard 
line, right wing, unitarian ideology which will not be tolerated by people in any State of Australia. 
However, rather than settling for modest, productive reform that would benefit both employers and 
employees, the Minister set about achieving a policy by stealth alone. Both the Minimum Conditions of 
Employment Act and the Workplace Agreements Act contain loopholes which provide little or no comfort 
to the people and the employees of this State. The kindest thing that could be said about the Minister is 
that he was too incompetent to recognise the severe shortcomings of his own legislation. Beyond that it 
can be assumed only that it was a deliberate attempt to implement policy that is unacceptable to the people 
of Western Australia and which delivers the exact opposite of what they had been promised. 

I do not deny the need for a cooperative, efficient and effective workplace that has flexibility and choice. 
However, it is self-evident that the Court Government has a limited and somewhat elitist view of how these 
principles should apply. Every day that this legislation is in place more Western Australians will come to 
realise that they have not received what they had been promised by this Court Government That is why I 
am confident that the politically astute people of this State will not be caught twice by the hollow promises 
to which the Government has shown no commitment. 
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Amendment to Motion 

Mr CUNNINGHAM: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but we· regret to advise Your Excellency that the Minister for Family and Children's 
Service·s has ignored independent advice and allowed her Liberal Party factional crony 
ChiIla Porter to profit outrageously from the public's generous support of the fundraising 
efforts of charities. 

MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [4.07 pm]: I second the amendment to the 
Address~in-Reply for the simple reason that during the parliamentary break over summer a disturbing 
scandal was unravelling in the media. I pay tribute to the reporters from both the Sunday Times and The 
West Australian who ensured that this fairly alarming series of events was properly documented, to the 
extent that the Government was made accountable for its fairly shabby actions in this matter. What 
unravelled during this period was a story of ministerial impropriety in the Minister for Family and 
Children's Services doing favours for a factional friend within the Liberal Party which enormously 
fmancially advantaged that friend. Chilla Porter. Members on both sides of this House appreciate the 
tremendous amount of magnificent work done by charities in Western Australia. The Minister's action is a 
scandal because that good work done by a vast array of charities has been dramatically undermined in a 
sense that goes right to the heart of the capacity of these charities to continue to do their work, because they 
rely on the generosity of the public to continue to support them. The actions of this Minister have done 
much to make people shut their wallets, close their pockets and refuse to donate in the very generous way 
that has become typical of many Western Australians, all because this Minister has allowed this scandal 
involving Chilla Porter, the former director of the Liberal Party, who has exploited the generosity of the 
public to line his pockets in a way that is quite unconscionable. 

At the change of government in 1993 the incoming Attorney General, Hon Cheryl Edwardes, inherited the 
Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, which then consisted of people appointed by the former Labor 
Government At that stage, the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee had a reputation for probity 
and fair dealing. That committee no longer has that reputation. That is all due to the actions over three 
years of this Minister. On coming to office the then Attorney General, Cheryl Edwardes, inherited a draft 
charitable collections amendment Bill and regulations, which proposed a limit of 40 per cent on the costs 
and commissions that could be deducted from sums raised from charity by professional charity collections 
organisations. She should then have proceeded to implement that in the public interest. We are talking 
here about the question of grubby, private commercial gain by Liberal Party cronies on the one hand versus 
the broader public interest on the other. No action was taken to implement that draft legislation that would 
have avoided this scandal. 

Chilla Porter's company, Controlled Marketing, entered into an agreement with the Margaret and Shane 
Foundation whereby less than 10 per cent of the total proceeds raised on behalf of the foundation would go 
to that organisation. I have spoken to a number of ordinary, open-hearted citizens who are happy to 
contribute to a good cause. They were scandalised when they realised that less than 10¢ in the dollar of 
their donations to the charity found its way to that charity. The number of people who came forward and 
expressed revulsion that that should be allowed to occur was quite outstanding. I know that people have 
put the same views to the Government about the actions of this Minister. What have we seen? We have 
seen obfuscation, cover ups, and inactivity, and we have heard untruths told by the Minister. At all times 
the beneficiaries are the Minister's friends, who have handsomely lined their own pockets as a result of the 
negligence, if not the dereliction of duty, by this Minister. There is no doubt about the duty that the 
Minister owed in this matter. 

If there be any query about the role of the Minister, one need only go to the various newspaper articles, 
~uch as the one I have here that is headed "Raffles - Minister took no Action". The article, which appeared 
In the Sunday Times, is by Michael Southwell, who writes -

The State Government's charities watchdog tried to stop a company run by former WA Liberal 
Party chief Chilla Porter from running fundraising raffles because the charity was getting less than 
10 per cent. . 

The Minister received advice from her own committee saying, "Don't do it." The article continues -

But the then Attorney-General, Cheryl Edwardes, did not follow the May 1993 advice from the 
Charitable Collections Advisory Committee and the raffles continued. 

Mrs Edwardes is politically connected to Mr Porter through the Liberal Party faction which was 
controlled by Senator Noel Crichton-Browne. 

During the 1993/94 financial year, Mr Porter's company, Controlled Marketing, ran three 
telemarketing raffles for the Margaret and Shane Foundauon. 

Controlled Marketing took $997,000 of the $1.08 million raised in costs and commissions. 

Dcx:uments obtained this week under Freedom of Information reveal that in May 1993, the then 
chalfman of the CCAC, Mr Roy Claughton, advised Mrs Edwardes not to approve the fund raising 
agreement between Controlled Marketing and the Margaret and Shane Foundation. 
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So we have all the ingredients of what has now become a major scandal once again embroiling the 
embattled former Attorney General. We have a government body that is charged with making sure of 
propriety in the dealings of these bodies saying to the Minister, "Don't do it" The Minister, being 
prevailed upon in discussions with her friend Chilla Porter, said, "Yes, I will. It will put a lot of money in 
your pocket" The bottom line is that of every dollar that you, Mr Acting Speaker, gave to the Margaret 
and Shane Foundation through these raffles, more than 90¢ found its way not to the charity but into Chilla 
Porter's pockets. That is a scandal for which this Minister is responsible. As a Parliament we must convey 
our concern in the form of the amendment before us today. They are the essential elements of this very 
murky matter as it has unfolded in the media over the last several months. We all know that under the 
current legislation all fundraising arrangements or agreements for charities must be approved by the 
Charitable Collections Advisory Committee. 

The chairman of the committee went to the then Attorney General and said, "This agreement is bad. Do 
not approve it." The Minister overrode that advice. For that alone the Minister should be condemned. She 
refused to accept the advice of her experts and reject the deal between Chilla Porter and the Margaret and 
Shane Foundation. Then began a series of events which can only be described, and this Minister is an 
expert at it, as involving not telling the truth, twisting and turning, being proven to be false, backtracking 
and putting up another reason. It did an awful lot to further undermine any confidence that the public had 
in Hon Cheryl Edwardes as the Attorney General of this State. The first response from the Attorney 
General was adequately documented in another article in the Sunday Times under the heading "Edwardes 
changes story". For the sake of the record this matter should be properly documented from the article by 
Michael Southwell. It reads -

Former attorney general Cheryl Edwardes has changed her story on why she ignored offIcial 
advice to veto fund raising agreement which saw big profits going to W A Liberal Party power
broker Chilla Porter. 

The Sunday Times has revealed Mrs Edwardes did not act on the advice and later sacked the 
government committee which had asked her to intervene. 

Here we have yet a further step in the intrigue and impropriety of this Minister which underpins this whole 
matter. She was not content to reject the advice given to her by Mr Claughton of the Charitable Collections 
Advisory Committee. Because she did not like the committee's advice, she then sacked its members. It 
gets worse, because she put in place a new Charitable Collections Advisory Committee that includes a very 
close friend of Mr Porter; in fact, a close former working associate of his in the Liberal Party at the time 
when Mr Porter was director of the Liberal Party. The Attorney General appointed him and a policy 
adviser from the Premier's department, Russell Stranger, who advised her on these matters because she 
was not happy with the advice she was getting. I hope the Minister now has the sort of advice that she 
wants because it is showing up in a whole series of ways. The Minister is doing wrong here, and she will 
be called to account The article continues -

The Charitable Collections Advisory Committee had told Mrs Edwardes in 1993 that an 
agreement allowing Mr Porter's company, Controlled Marketing, to run telemarketing raffles for 
the Margaret and Shane Foundation was "totally unacceptable" because only 8 per cent of the 
money raised would go to the charity. 

Two weeks ago, Mrs Edwardes said she had not followed the committee's advice to reject the deal 
because she did not have the power "under the Act" to approve or reject fund raising agreements 
between charities and fund raising organisations. 

As with the member for Wanneroo, we have become quite used to this Minister giving answers on the run 
that she thinks might get her out of a tight spot. Then, of course, she is subsequently found out. The article 
continues -

This week, in a letter to the Sunday Times, Mrs Edwardes shifted her position again. 

" ... the agreement concerned raffles which had already been approved (by the OffIce of Racing 
and Gaming) and over which it was my considered opinion that I did not have jurisdiction," she 
said in the letter. 

But the Charities Committee did not ask Mrs Edwardes to intervene in the running of the raffles. 

The memo acknowledges that a raffle ticket selling campaign was already under way with the 
necessary approvals from the Office of Racing and Gaming. 

What the committee wanted Mrs Edwardes to do was veto the ongoing agreement between 
Controlled Marketing and the foundation because of the poor return to the charity. 

We now have an extra dimension to this matter; that is, the Minister not telling the truth to the media when 
she is confronted about these matters. From that article one gets the impression that the Minister had a 
look at what powers she had and then came to the view that she did not have the power to deal with it. 
That was not what she said in the Sunday Times on 24 March this year. Yet another article, which is 
headed "Edwardes 'evading questions'" states -

When the Sunday Times revealed in January this year that Mrs Edwardes rejected the committee's 
advice to put a stop to this arrangement, she said she had been advised she did not have the power 
to approve or reject such agreements. 
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Some of these matters are only a question of a difference of wording; however, the honesty and integrity of 
this Minister is at stake. Once she is proved wrong with one thing she says, she pretends that that was 
never said and changes her tack and gives a completely different explanation of the matter. Very much at 
stake is the credibility and integrity of the Minister. The Minister claimed that she had legal advice and 
that her belief that she lacked jurisdiction was based on that advice. It now transpires that no such legal 
advice was given to the Minister. Six months after the Minister made that decision legal opinion was given 
by the Crown Law Department on another matter, but no legal advice was given at the time. If it were 
given, the Minister should table it However, the Minister knows as well as everyone else in this place that 
no such legal advice was given to her. She is making up stories on the run and she has now been caught 
out not telling the truth. 

It was not just the Margaret and Shane Foundation that was the victim of this Minister's neglect of her 
duty. A further article by Michael Southwell in the Sunday Times in February this year headed "Charity 
shocked by costs of $150,000" states-

Private fundraising fum Controlled Marketing last year collected $170,000 for the Motor Neurone 
Disease Association of WA, but only $20,000 went to the charity. 

The Minister presided over this enormous rip-off by her friend ChilJa Porter and did nothing about it 
despite advice that she should intervene. That was sufficient reason for her to be sacked from her job. If 
the Premier had sufficient courage and moral authority he would have done a lot more than sack her from 
the position of Attorney General; he would have sacked her from his Ministry altogether. The article 
continues -

The rest of the money raised through a telemarketing raffle was swallowed up in costs and fees 
deducted by Controlled Marketing. 

Association secretary Marie McDonald said the charity's board was shocked by the poor return -
about 12 per cent - and had checked the legality of Controlled Marketing's operation with the 
State Government's Charitable Collections Advisory Committee. 

Since 1993, when former attorney-general Cheryl Edwardes refused a CCAC recommendation to 
stop Controlled Marketing from fundraising on behalf of the Margaret and Shane Foundation, the 
company's charity work has gone on unchecked. 

This is not just one incident: It is far more widespread than that. The Minister will hear more from other 
speakers about the way her neglect of her duty has brought this whole matter into disrepute. 

I will now deal with the question of the legal advice that was given. The former Attorney General has 
claimed that Crown Law gave her advice that she did not have jurisdiction to deal with this maUer. That 
advice was given in December 1993; she made the decision in June 1993. The advice given in December 
related to a completely different matter. The Attorney General is quoting that advice out of context The 
Attorney General did not have the legal advice she said she had when she made the decision some six 
months earlier. It is typical of the serpentine path she weaves whenever she is caught out in her shonky 
dealings. It is obvious that this decision was made by the then Attorney General to advantage her friend 
Chilla Porter financially at the expense of the charities of Western Australia. She subsequently sought to 
justify that with legal advice provided after the decision was made. She has refused to table that advice and 
refused to detail who gave it to her. As I have already pointed out, the Minister then proceeded to sack the 
Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, which had a reputation for being tough and honest and telling 
the Minister what she should be doing and how to act with probity. She obviously did not like the advice 
she received from the committee. She not only rejected the committee's advice, but sacked it as well. The 
totality of the articles that have been prepared on these matters, the inactivity of the Minister, and the fact 
that there is such an enormous rip-off are causing great concern in the community, and this concern has 
been expressed in letters that have been written to the Premier. One of those letters, from Mr O'Brien, a 
chartered accountant, is dated 29 January and headed "The Hon C. Edwardes". It states -

Dear Premier, 

I'm quite disturbed at the electoral liability of your former Attorney General as reported in the 
Sunday Times (article attached) last Sunday. 

We are alarmingly advised that:-

a. She would not reject a lop-sided charity collection agreement (even though she had the 
power so to do). 

b. The advising committee were sacked, it appears because their combined views of a 92% 
gobbling of charity funds by a former Liberal party Secretary, didn't accord with hers. 

c. She replaced that committee with one which would agree to a 92% rip-off and two of the 
members of the new committee were associates of Mr Porter's. 

If these matters are indeed even half fact, then Mrs Edwardes does not deserve to be a voting 
liability to your Government and such lack of ethics deserves the maximum censure. 

The matters are drawn to your attention as my voice must be one of many feeling grave concern. 

I commend the amendment to the House. 
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MR BROWN (Morley) [4.26 pm]: I support the amendment because of the importance of this matter. 
One of the issues the subject of this debate is whether the Minister had the power to act As I understand it, 
one of the defences of the former Attorney General, now Minister for Family and Children's Services, is 
that her powers were limited. That mayor may not be correct However, let us assume for the purpose of 
this debate that that argument is correct; that the Minister had little power by which to act. That belies the 
question of whether the Minister should have sought the power to act. It belies the question of whether 
changes should have been introduced earlier to stop the rip-off. We are not talking about three months ago 
or six months ago; we are talking about two and a half years ago - a long time. Week after week in debate 
other than the Address-in-Reply the Leader of the House introduces the guillotine motion which he says 
relates to important Bills that the Government believes must go through the House. Without any 
compunction, and sometimes without any debate, the Government guillotines through this House Bills that 
it considers important and in the public interest. However, we have not seen a proposal or Bill to stop these 
rip-offs. Regardless of whether the Act allows the Minister to intervene, and regardless of whether at some 
time a legal opinion was obtained, the attempt by the Minister to justify her actions belies her ineptitude in 
taking action on this matter. Should the Government be concerned about and give priority to this matter, or 
is it a matter that is unimportant and can wait? Can this problem be attended to at some time in the future, 
or is it of such importance that it should be given priority? I am sure everyone would agree that it is 
important that the public is confident that groups which raise millions of dollars for charities are directing 
those moneys appropriately. Questions have been asked about this charity for the last two years. The 
reason that we have seen no action from the Government must be that that action would require the 
Minister to confront and perhaps get offside friends and financial backers of the Liberal Party. The reason 
cannot be that the matter is not important. 

I turn now to why this matter is important. In February this year the Minister for Fair Trading, Mrs 
Edwardes, issued a discussion paper prepared by the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, which 
states at page 3 -

It is essential that the public's confidence in the sector is not eroded by unscrupulous activities. 
The public has a right to be assured that the cause is genuine; that the money donated will be used 
for that cause; and that their privacy and right to quiet enjoyment will not be violated by the 
collection process. If the public is not confident on these points, the credibility of charitable 
collections will suffer and public donations will be adversely influenced. The community 
deserves rules which protect the people who give money, and the people who collect it, and the 
people who receive help from it. 

It has taken the Government two and a half years to write that statement. It should have been obvious two 
and a half years ago that this was a problem. One does not need to be Einstein to work that out. The report 
states that the funds are collected for deserving causes; therefore, it is important to protect their credibility. 
This Government has cut funding to destitute families in this State from $5.1m in 1992-93 to $2.6m in 
1995-96. You know, Mr Deputy Speaker (Mr Strickland), from your experience with the non-government 
sector that those cutbacks have meant that the non-government sector has had to bear the burden of trying 
to provide material support to families and individuals in dire need and that, as a result, the non
government sector now assists families to a lesser degree than it did four years ago. Some non-government 
organisations that used to provide families with food and other necessities that would tide them over for a 
week, now can assist them for only a few days because of the additional demand that has been placed upon 
their services. 

The non-government sector cannot meet that additional demand. It does not have available to it massive 
reserves from which it can assist destitute families and individuals. It has to rely on the charity and 
goodwill of people who are prepared to assist the less fortunate. However, that can occur only when 
people are confident that their contributions will be directed to those most in need. What did the 
Government do to instil confidence in those benevolent individuals, knowing that a great deal of pressure 
was being put on the non-government sector, knowing that the non-government sector would have to raise 
a greater amount of money through collections from benevolent individuals, and knowing that if it could 
not do that, the position of destitute families would become more desperate? It did nothing. Was that 
because the legislation was complex and would, like the Local Government Bill, require years of work to 
get it into a workable form? Was it that other pieces of legislation that have been rammed through this 
House were more important? I suggest that we are looking at the value that is placed upon having concern 
and compassion for those who are less fortunate. This legislation is very important in order to correct the 
shortcomings in this situation. Even if the whole review could not have been done, why was there not a 
very small change in the legislation, or a very small Bill to stop the rip-offs occurring? Why did that not 
happen? Was it because it was not important? No, it was not. Was it because too many other Bills were 
pressing? It was not, in my view. Was it for any other legitimate reason? In my view, it was not. The 
only reason this has gone ahead at a snail's pace, and why no priority has been given to this issue, is that 
~ere has been a determination to ignore it and to lean on technical legal advice. The Government has not 
gIVen this matter priority because this Minister has sought to protect and advance the interests of political 
colleagues. 

I support this amendment because we must ensure that contributions made by the community to the non
government sector, whether to support people in less fortunate circumstances overseas, people in the 
sporting world, or destitute families and individuals, are protected by legislation so that moneys so donated 
go to the organisations that the donors meant them to go to, and are not siphoned off by some marketing 
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agency which takes an enonnous amount of the funds for its own purposes. Frankly, I do not know how 
people who work in those agencies can look at themselves in the mirror in the morning and say they are 
doing good work. They talk to people and ring them and ask them to give to a charity. They ask them to 
be benevolent and reach into their hearts. Then having got the money, the organisation pockets 90 per cent 
of it. How do those people look at themselves in the mirror? I would be embarrassed. Yet this 
Government has said that it has legal advice that it cannot take action now. It says it has legal advice 
which indicates that it is all a bit difficult. That is no excuse. The people who have ripped off these 
charities are the lowest of the low and should be dealt with. I know the Government supports workplace 
agreements and is happy for workers to be ripped off. However, one thought there would be some moral 
fibre in the Government that would indicate some concern and compassion for the charities that are 
affected by this. 

This Government should have some compassion, if not for organisations like the Salvation Army, 
Anglicare and others that rely on the benevolence of the community, then at least for the people they 
support. All we have seen is inactivity, indecision and a determination not to address the issue, and for one 
reason: It is not because it is too complex, because it takes great political skill or because it involves 
complicated drafting - it is to protect friends and backers of the Liberal Party. That is the sole reason for 
this inaction. The Government stands condemned for this and other actions that have been taken in relation 
to the less powerful in our community. There seems to be a determination to ignore those in poverty and to 
have no regard for those who do not operate at the better end of St Georges Terrace. This issue has 
demonstrated that the Government has deliberately and detenninedly turned its back on those people and 
the organisations that seek to represent them. For those reasons, I strongly support this amendment. 

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [4.47 pm]: When the Opposition moved this amendment, I thought I heard some 
exclamation from the Minister for Family and Children's Services. I thought I heard her say that she 
thought the Opposition must be desperate. There is a good reason for the Opposition's moving this 
amendment. That reason is exemplified by a Sunday Times article of 4 February this year. The article 
states -

The Sunday Times has sent a list of 11 questions in writing to Mrs Edwardes, seeking clarification 
of her claim that she did not have the power to veto the agreement. 

That is the agreement which the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Morley have been talking 
about. The article continues -

Mrs Edwardes' media secretary, Diana Russell-Coote, said the minister would not answer 
questions on the issue. 

"Mrs Edwardes has no further comment to make on the matter," she said. 

If the Minister will not answer the media's questions, we will continue putting questions to her in the 
Parliament because this is a disgraceful episode which demands that she be accountable. It is not good 
enough for the Minister to tell the media that she will not talk about it. She said she would not answer 
questions or make any further comment. I repeat, it is a disgusting and disgraceful episode that is quickly 
demonstrated by the elements of it. What are the elements? Professional fundraisers rip off charities by 
taking 90 per cent of the moneys donated by a generous public. The Minister rejected independent advice 
to stop this rort. The Minister persuaded one of her colleagues to withdraw regulations that would have 
stopped the rort. The Minister sacked the independent committee which gave her that advice and replaced 
it with a committee stacked with Liberal Party friends and mates. Who has benefited from this rort and 
from the Minister's extraordinary actions? It is her long time Liberal Party and factional crony Chilla 
Porter. 

A further element of this issue is that the Minister backed and filled, and twisted and turned in trying to 
provide some justification for her decision. The only way the Minister can extricate herself from this 
~it~ation is to table all the advice she has received on this issue. The plain facts of what has occurred 
l~dIcate that no other action will allow the Minister to escape the accusation that she has acted 
dIsgracefully to further the interests of a party and factional colleague. 

Let us now look at the elements of this situation in some detail. In 1993-94, the firm Controlled Marketing, 
run. by Mr Chilla Porter, ran three raffles for the Margaret and Shane Foundation, which raises money to 
asSIst victims of crime. The raffles raised a total of $1.0Sm, of which $997 000 - an extraordinary amount 
?f money - was retained by Controlled Marketing. There were further administration costs, presumably 
m~ernal costs to the charity itself. I ask the Minister: How much of that $1.0Sm went to the victims of 
cr~m.e? How much did the victims of crime get from the sum raised by Controlled Marketing? Does the 
MIlllster know? 

Mrs Edwardes: I will give you all of the funds of that charity and all the other funds' resources, even those 
that have connections with the ALP. 

M! RIPPER: The victims of crime got no more in direct assistance than $40000 from the more than $lm 
rrused by Controlled Marketing - and that is a disgrace. That was not the only charity ripped off by 
Controlled Marketing. Again I refer to an article in the Sunday Times of 4 February 1996 that states -

PI:ivate fundraising fum Controlled Marketing last year collected $170 000 for the Motor Neurone 
DIsease Association of WA, but only $20 000 went to the charity. 
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Controlled Marketing took $150 000 of the $170 000 that was raised from a generous public that wanted to 
support victims of this medical condition. That is the first element of the situation with which we are 
dealing. 

The second is this: The Minister had a chance to stop this rort, in particular, as it applied to the Margaret 
and Shane Foundation. In May 1993 the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee advised her not to 
approve the fundraising agreement between Controlled Marketing and the Margaret and Shane Foundation. 
The Minister rejected that advice from her independent advisory committee. She argues that she did not 
have the legal power to make that decision. I will deal with that matter a little later. She could have 
warned the public that this operation would raise $lm or more but only $40000 would go to victims of 
crime. Although she might not have had the power legally - I dispute that - to stop it, she indisputably had 
the power to issue a public statement or to make a statement in this House warning of the extent of the rip
off that would occur. Would she do that when the man who was involved was Chilla Porter, her old 
Liberal Party factional mate? 

These rip-offs could have been stopped in another way: Her colleague the Minister for Racing and 
Gaming, to his credit, introduced regulations in 1993 to restrict to 60 per cent the maximum taken by 
professional fundraising organisations from these operations. I regret to say that those regulations lasted no 
more than eight weeks. Why? Because the Minister for Family and Children's Services, then the Attorney 
General, and Chilla Porter got hold of the Minister for Racing and Gaming and twisted his arm and he 
withdrew the regulations because it was argued that it would cut across a review of the Charitable 
Collections Act. We have only just now got the result of that review, but who knows when we will see 
legislation that will stop the rort? Chilla Porter can go on and on ripping off the public through these 
arrangements. 

The Minister then proceeded to take further action on this issue. She completely replaced the membership 
of the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee which had given her this independent advice. On 30 
June 1993 - they gave her this advice the previous month; only a month had gone by - she sacked all five 
members of the committee and appointed a new chairman, described in the Press as a Liberal, Mr Lloyd 
Stewart He was described as having served as an assistant to Mr Chilla Porter when he was the State 
Secretary of the Liberal Party in the late 1970s and early 1980s. He was not the only one from the Liberal 
Party who was put on that committee in the purge of June 1993. Mr Russell Stranger was also put on to the 
committee. He was described by the Press as a friend of Chilla Porter. He is certainly a political adviser to 
the Premier and was formerly part of the principals' federation that received state government assistance in 
an attempt to break the industrial action by the State School Teachers Union of Western Australia. Not 
only were the members of the committee replaced but the executive officer was also removed and replaced. 
Soon after providing this independent advice, which would have dealt a blow to Mr Chilla Porter, the total 
membership of the committee and the executive officer were replaced. 

From my reading of the newspaper articles, it appears there is a new chairman of the committee, Mr Mark 
Trowell, described in the Press as a former state vice president of the Liberal Party. It seems that a person 
needs to be a former office holder or prominent member of the Liberal Party to get a guernsey on the 
Charitable Collections Advisory Commitlee as constituted by this Minister. It is an extraordinary situation. 
What is the Minister's defence for her actions? She says, "I couldn't do anything about Mr Chilla Porter's 
fundraising agreements which saw him take 90 per cent of the funds donated by the public because the 
fundraising arrangements were raffles and the raffles had already been approved under racing and gaming 
law." 

Let us look at that response. She is arguing that they had been approved under racing and gaming law; 
therefore, there is no place for them to be approved, or not approved, under charitable collections law. 
Racing and gaming law is not about protecting charities or assuring the public that charities will get a fair 
go, or that the money has been collected for a good cause; racing and gaming legislation is about protecting 
gamblers, the people who buy the raffle tickets, and ensuring that the raffle will be properly conducted. 
That still leaves the question of what happens to the proceeds of the raffle and how much goes to the 
charity. I am saying that two approvals should be given for these activities: One under racing and gaming 
legislation to make sure the raffle is conducted properly and the second under charitable organisations 
legislation to ensure the money being raised is for a charitable purpose and a proper amount of money will 
go to the charity. 

Mrs Edwardes: Or you could bring them together under the one Act; the public collections Act, which was 
not the 1992 Bill. 

Mr RIPPER: Two interests need to be protected: The interests of the people who buy the raffle tickets and 
the interests of the charity. The fact that the approval was granted under the racing and gaming law does 
not mean the Minister did not have an obligation to examine the situation from the point of view of the 
charitable collections legislation. The racing and gaming legislation did not abolish the need for approval 
under the Charitable Collections Act. The Minister says that she has legal advice that she did not have the 
power to make the decision. This House and the public should be able to see that legal advice. 

Mrs Edwardes: When was the last time legal advice was tabled in this Parliament? 

Mr RIPPER: In the other Chamber, when Labor was in government, the Minister's party threatened a 
member with loss of his seat unless he tabled legal advice received by his Government. The facts of the 
situation are so disgraceful that the only way the Minister for Family and Children's Services can get out of 
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it is by tabling the legal advice. No other conclusion can be drawn from the facts as we now know them 
than that she has disgracefully assisted her party and factional crony to rip off charity groups. Section 6(1) 
of the Charitable Collections Act reads -

No person shall -

(b) obtain or attempt to obtain money by the sale of any disc, badge, token, flower or other 
device for any charitable purpose; 

unless he is -

(iii) authorised to do so by a person, society, body or association which holds a licence under 
this Act, 

Section 8 of the Act provides -

Any person, society, body or association being the holder of a licence under this Act may give any 
authority referred to in section six by any means approved by the Minister either generally or in 
any particular case. 

Here is the important sentence in section 8 -

Any such approval may be revoked by the Minister. 

I am not a lawyer and I may be contradicted by expert legal advice. However, on plain reading of those 
two sections of the Act, the Minister had the power to reject the fundraising agreement between the 
Margaret and Shane Foundation and Controlled Marketing; yet the Minister failed to exercise that power. 
She has tried to give the impression that her decision was backed by legal advice. I quote from a letter she 
sent to the Sunday Times on 21 January -

... it was my considered opinion I did not have jurisdiction. The view that I could not stop the 
agreement was confirmed br verbal advice obtained by the executive officer of the Charitable 
Collections Advisory Committee and subsequently by the Crown Solicitor. 

She is saying she heard verbal advice which backed her up and then she received written confirmation from 
the Crown Solicitor. There are some significant doubts about this matter because the Minister has not been 
straight in her dealings with the media and the public and some questions should be answered. I pose a few 
of those questions: Which executive officer obtained that verbal advice that the Minister relied on? Was it 
the executive officer who had been with the committee prior to June 1993? Was it the executive officer 
she sacked or the new one? 

Mrs Edwardes: Ministers don't sack people. 

Mr RIPPER: The Minister did. From whom did the executive officer get the verbal advice? When did the 
then Attorney General get the verbal advice? The Minister says she got verbal advice. Is there a file note 
anywhere which confirms receipt of this verbal advice? If so, she should produce it to the House to back 
up her story. It does not wash without that sort of documentation. Was the fact that the verbal advice had 
been received referred to the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee? I expect that if an independent 
committee made a recommendation which the Minister rejected on the basis of verbal legal advice, she 
might have communicated that to the CCAC and told the committee it got it wrong. Can the Minister 
produce minutes of the CCAC in which reference is made to the referral? It is beyond belief that she 
would not have referred that matter to the CCAC and, if it were, that it would not be referred to in the 
minutes. If the Minister says she received verbal advice to justify her decision, she should produce the file 
note and the reference to the CCAC and the reference in the minutes of the Charitable Collections Advisory 
Committee. 

The Minister also said she received written advice from the Crown Solicitor. The Leader of the Opposition 
has already pointed out that that advice came in December and she made the decision in May. It is 
therefore a bit difficult to argue that that written advice was the basis on which the Minister made the 
decision. She says that it confirms the verbal advice she received. I believe that given the facts of this 
case, which seem to me to be disgraceful, she should produce the legal advice. However, the Minister 
argues, as Ministers mostly do, that she should not table the legal advice in the House. Accepting that she 
does not have to do that, she should table the letter in which she requested the legal advice so that we can 
see when she requested it and what legal advice she sought. That will give us a further inkling about 
whether she behaved properly in this matter. 

Many questions relating to this issue are outstanding. A new Act on this issue was already in draft form in 
1992. Why do we still not have action on these reports which involve people such as Chilla Porter ripping 
Off. the,Public? Why has the review the member for Morley talked about and quoted from taken so long to 
ru:nve 10 public hands? Why will the Government not act on this disgraceful profiteering? Why has the 
Liberal dominated Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, stacked by this Minister, refused to 
recommend a specific maximum take for these professional fundraisers who are ripping off the public? 

[The member~s time expired.] 
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MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley· Minister for Family and Children's Services) [5.06 pm]: The statements 
from members opposite suggesting improper political motives by me on any decision are absolute 
nonsense. I oppose the amendment. I refer to the letter referred to by members opposite from the 
chairperson of the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, Mr Claughton. In that letter he indicated 
that he examined a letter of complaint concerning a raffle ticket selling campaign being conducted by 
Controlled Marketing on behalf of the Margaret and Shane Foundation. He says· 

As this complaint relates to a raffle ticket selling campaign· 

It was already under way· 

the CCAC recommended that the complaint be referred to the Office of Racing & Gaming. 

The advisory committee got a complaint in. It had nothing to do with that committee. It referred it to the 
Office of Racing and Gaming because the raffle was already under way and approval had been given. 

In response to the complaint the CCAC requested a copy of the fund raising agreement between 
the Foundation and the business and this Agreement highlights the poor return the charity can 
expect. Two thirds of 12% of the gross proceeds will go to the charity which is a totally 
unacceptable figure. 

I agree absolutely. 

Mrs Hallahan: How much was it? 

Mrs EDW ARDES: Two-thirds of 12 per cent. I will give members the dollar figure shortly. To continue-

It is recommended that you do not approve this fundraising agreement because of the poor return. 

I did not have the authority to approve or reject that fundraising agreement because it was for raffles for 
which a permit had already been given by the Office of Racing and Gaming under the Act. 

Mr Ripper interjected. 

Mrs EDW ARDES: The verbal advice I had at the time and which was confirmed in a written opinion from 
the Senior Assistant Crown Solicitor dated December 1993 and reflected in an extract in the January 1994 
minutes of the CCAC -

Mr Ripper: Will you table those minutes? 

Mrs EDW ARDES: I will not table the whole of the minutes because they deal with a range of matters. 
However, I will table an edited version of them. 

Mr Ripper: Why not? 

Mrs EDW ARDES: I could table them but, as a matter of protocol under freedom of information, I would 
have to seek approval from other charities and individuals whose complaints about charities or other 
matters are raised in those minutes. I would not table in this Parliament the names of individuals without 
having the courtesy to make them aware of that. The extract from the 1994 minutes states that the advice 
from the Senior Assistant Crown Solicitor was that raffles did not fall within the meaning of collecting 
money for charitable purposes as enumerated in section 6 of the Act Therefore, the decision I made in 
May was confirmed and is consistent with the advice I received. 

The concern was that the returns of a number of commercial fundraisers which were running raffles for 
various charitable organisations were pretty poor. In Western Australia there are only four commercial 
fundraisers involved in raffle fundraising and my advice is that they are AMC Consulting, Controlled 
Marlceting, East West Direct Marketing and Sheila Kay & Associates. The returns for AMC Consulting 
were 27 per cent and 14 per cent; Controlled Marketing, 14.7 per cent, 16.3 per cent and 11.5 per cent; East 
West Direct Marketing, which I understand has Labor Party connections, 13.8 per cent and 28.6 per cent; 
and Sheila Kay & Associates, 29.8 per cent and 31.7 per cent. 

When the Liberal Party came to Government in 1993, I learnt from the charitable organisations that the 
1992 draft Bill did not address raffles. In fact, it did not address a number of very serious issues which 
should have been addressed. Many people from charitable organisations came to me with serious concerns 
about the draft legislation. It was clear from the complaints that it was important for further consultation 
on the draft legislation to take place. One of the key difficulties is that the responsibility for fundraising 
activities is split between two ministerial portfolios. The Charitable Collections Act does not cover things 
such as raffles, cake stalls and fundraising for environmental purposes. The Minister for Racing and 
Gaming has responsibility for raffles under the Gaming Commission Act. It is obvious that the 1992 Bill 
was deficient because it did not rectify an obvious problem area. 

I did not sack the charitable collections advisory committee; its term expired in 1993. For members 
opposite to give the impression that I sacked them is a misnomer simply to impute improper political 
motives. 

The different charitable organisations are as diverse in nature as are retail shops. There are large and small 
ones, new and old ones; and they collect money in different ways. Some of them collect door to door, 
others on street comers, others through raffles and others are involved in selling goods over the telephone. 
Some organisations have a large donor base from which to tap and the new and inexperienced 
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organisations which do not have that base use paid collectors, including commercial fundraisers and 
telemarketing companies, who work on a commission basis. I am sure members will agree that charities 
can no longer rely on volunteers. This industry has become big business. Therefore, the Government must 
ensure that the guidelines and controls which are in place are of the highest standard. Charities must be 
accountable to the public. They must be far more accountable to the people they serve as well as to the 
members of the public who support the various charities. The donors have a right to know how much of 
their donations will go into administrative costs. A large amount of money is given in good faith by the 
people who are committed to the good cause of a particular charity. 

Some of the larger charitable organisations, in their flrst year of operation, used a commercial fundraiser to 
establish a database which gave them a small return. However, by accessing the database they received a 
greater return in the following years. The problem is how to ~eal with the ~iverse ra~ge of organ~sations 
which collect money. The Government has asked the Charltable Collecllons Advlsory Commlttee to 
prepare a report. I have repeatedly said that I am very disappointed that it has taken two and a half years to 
reach this point My ministerial colleague will point out that when I took over the responsibility for 
charitable organisations earlier this year, the report was not of a standard which could be released to the 
public. That is of considerable concern to me. 

In 1993 I indicated, as is evident from letters to charitable organisations, that I wanted the Bill available for 
community consultation and introduced into the Parliament in 1994. The new committee was given the 
task of preparing that report for public discussion. That did not happen. While the discussion paper was 
being prepared by the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee the Government established a reference 
group which comes under the control of the Ministry of Fair Trading. The group comprises people from 
the Perth City Mission, the Multiple Sclerosis Society of Western Australia, the Western Australian branch 
of the Scout Association of Australia, the National Heart Foundation of Australia (W A) Inc, Centrecare and 
the Western Australian Wheelchair Sports Association. The group will draft a voluntary code of conduct 
for consideration by the charitable organisations and it will include minimum returns from fundraising, 
public disclosure, reporting standards and accountability. The members of this House and the people in the 
community who donate money to charitable organisations want to know how much of their $2 donation 
will actually go to the charity. They also want to know whether the collector who knocks on their door is a 
paid collector or a volunteer. The new charitable organisations do not have the same level of expertise as 
the established, larger organisations; therefore, the larger organisations are at an advantage because they 
have in place an infrastructure that allows them to raise funds. 

Mr Ripper: Is it right for a firm like Controlled Marketing to take more than 90 per cent of the money 
collected for a charity? 

Mrs EDW ARDES: I do not know how anybody can justify that. That is one of the reasons the 
Government is not only introducing legislation which will include all fonns of public collections, including 
raffles which the 1992 Bill did not include, but also establishing a voluntary code of conduct. I have 
already given a public commitment that I will name in this Parliament any charitable organisation which 
does not abide by the voluntary code of conduct. The responsibility will remain with the charitable 
organisations. 

Mr Ripper: You could have named them three years ago. 

Mrs EDW ARDES: The charitable organisations have a responsibility to be accountable to the people who 
donate money to them as well as to the people who colIect on their behalf. 

The discussion paper has identified that the charities using commercial fundraising contractors must ensure 
that the specified minimum conditions are met and that paid collectors can be readily identifled. The 
regulations for street collections in Perth will be extended to cover the entire State. Perhaps that is 
something that country members would like to take up with their local authorities. The Government has 
received expressions of concern from members of the community that street collections in the COUIJ!:y are 
not being controlled under the current legislation. For example, in Port Hedland a number of people from 
different organisations were collecting on the same day. There was some indication that those regulations, 
instead of being controlIed by the Charitable ColIections Advisory Committee, should be controlled by the 
local council. 

Mr Ripper: When are you going to deal with the questions that the Opposition asked? 

Mrs EDW ARDES: Also included in the discussion paper are heavier penalties, including loss of licence 
for breaches of the legislation, new penalties for licensed charitable fundraising organisations that fail to 
submit audited financial statements within four months of the end of the financial year -

Mr Ripper: When is it going to happen? 

Mrs EDW ARDES: The submissions are supposed to be returned by 31 May and the voluntary code of 
~ond~ct by the end of April. Also included in the discussion paper is the proposal that clothing bins 
ldentlfy the recipient. Those are some of the issues addressed in this discussion paper. I hope that all 
mef!1bers opposite - because everyone has an interest in this matter - will undertake to look at it and seek 
adVice f~om the people in their area who would have a particular interest, and forward the infonnation to 
the Chantable Collections Advisory Committee. 

Mr Ripper: When wilI you stop the rorts? 
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Mrs EDW ARDES: The voluntary code of conduct, which will be established by the reference group 
comprising industry representatives, will ensure that the rorts are brought to the attention of the public in 
the event that any charitable organisation breaches the voluntary code of conduct. I have given an 
undertaking that I wiII name those charitable organisations in this place. That voluntary code of conduct is 
to be given to me by the end of April. 

Mr Leahy: You should have done it in 1993. 

Mrs EDW ARDES: I have said that it causes me great concern that it has taken two and a half years to get 
this discussion paper to this point. When I resumed responsibility for this portfolio at the beginning of this 
year my language was not particularly ladylike when I found that the discussion paper was still not in a 
format or at a standard that could go to the public. I made a public commitment in 1993, and stated that I 
wanted the legislation to be treated as a matter of priority and that I wanted it in this House as quickly as 
possible. 

Mr Ripper: So it is all Peter Foss' fault, is it? 

Mrs EDW ARDES: Not at all. The Charitable Collections Advisory Committee is voluntary and members 
meet on a monthly basis. The Opposition's 1992 legislation did not address the major concern - raffles. 

Mr Ripper: It was better than nothing. 

Mrs EDWARDES: No, it was not. It did not address the community's major concern, which is raffles, so 
it was deficient There is a great disparity between the cost of running various charitable organisations and 
the type of fundraising undertaken. For instance, the costs are different for those who undertake door to 
door collections compared with those who sell items such as pens, diaries and so on over the telephone; 
and there are differences for those who raise funds through raffles as against -

Mr Ripper: You have three minutes left and you still have not dealt with one of the questions. 

Mrs EDW ARDES: I have dealt with all of the member's questions. The continual complaint that the 
decision that I made in 1993 was improper and that I had a motive to protect one person is absolutely 
denied. There are many commercial fundraisers and all of the activities related to fundraising needed to be 
identified and dealt with - it was not just raffles and one commercial fundraiser. I have quoted the extract 
from the minutes of 1994 dealing with the legal advice from the Assistant Crown Solicitor; that is, that 
raffles do not fall within the definition in section 6 of the Act. I know that the member is not a solicitor and 
that he takes advice from legal people from time to time. I also know that if I tell him that it was the Senior 
Assistant Crown Solicitor who gave that advice in December 1993 - and I have quoted it - he will accept 
that the advice was that raffles do not fall within the Act 

MRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [5.27 pm]: The Liberal Party has quite a record when it comes to 
dealing with its friend and former director of the party, Mr Chilla Porter. 

Mrs Hallahan interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): The member for Armadale will come to order. 

Mrs ROBERTS: On 22 November 1994 I first asked the then Minister for Water Resources and member 
for Warren two questions: First, had the Water Authority of Western Australia engaged Controlled 
Marketing to do any phone polling and, secondly, if so, for what purpose and at what cost? The answer I 
received on 22 November 1994 was that that company had not been engaged and, accordingly, the second 
question was not applicable. I compared that with what I heard the Minister say on 8 June 1994 in this 
place and noted that he referred to two weeks of phone polling undertaken between 18 April and 2 May for 
the Western Australian Water Authority, which, according to the record, had commissioned "Control 
Marketing". The distinction is that the reference was to "Control Marketing" and not "Controlled 
Marketing". I wanted to find out whether the group that had been involved was in fact Chilla Porter's 
Controlled Marketing, which had already attracted publicity the year before when the Legislative Council 
member for East Metropolitan Region, Hon Alannah MacTieman, raised a matter in connection with 
charitable collections. There was significant publicity at that time about ChiIIa Porter's involvement with 
Controlled Marketing and it rang a bell with me so I asked the question. The Minister at that time denied 
that Controlled Marketing had done any phone polling. 

As we later discovered, and as the situation unravelled, it was established that Controlled Marketing was 
engaged to undertake telemarketing work associated with the infill sewerage program and that it later 
undertook work in relation to water restrictions. Despite the fact that the Premier had been asked for a 
breakdown of all costs associated with the implementation of and strategy for the infill sewerage program 
and although many private consultants and others had been listed in the breakdown of costs, there was in 
fact no mention of Controlled Marketing. However, it was subsequently established that Controlled 
Marketing had been engaged to do some telemarketing work in connection with the infill sewerage 
program. In fact, although the Minister's answer of 22 November contradicted the information, as the 
Minister suggested earlier, Controlled Marketing had done the telemarketing and he told Parliament that 
the polling showed that the in fill sewerage program was very popular - and indeed it is. 

However, what the Government failed to let us know, and where the whole issue fell down, was that Chilla 
Porter - the mate of the Liberal Party - and his company had been appointed to do work without that work 
ever having gone to tender. In fact, no expressions of interest were called for and no tender was advertised. 
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The Government got Godfrey Lowe of the Water Authority to announce publicly that the authority had 
been caught out It realised that it had to do some telemarketing, it needed to have it undertaken quickly as 
time was of the essence and he rang Telstra or Telecom for a recommendation. He claimed that that was 
the recommendation and it was accepted. It seemed more than passing strange that the Minister concerned 
would not have looked at the whole communications strategy for the infill program and for the water 
restrictions and noted who was doing what work and why. The Minister later said that the Government 
was caught out; that the former Water Authority handled $230m worth of contracts every year and he did 
not personally approve every contract; therefore he did not know about it He asked me questions as 
though I was suggesting that he should know that Chilla Porter was associated with Controlled Marketing. 
I said that everyone else knew, and I asked him why he would not be expected to know. The Minister said 
that he did not care whether the person who received the government contract was associated with the 
Liberal Party, the Labor Party, or even the Communist Party. That statement missed the point, because we 
do not care either who receives contracts, provided the people can do the job and the contracts are awarded 
fairly. The key criticism regarding the awarding of the contract to Controlled Marketing was that Chilla 
Porter had not been awarded the contract fairly because it did not go to tender. Advice from the Auditor 
General was that at least expressions of interest should have been called. Let us call it a mistake, if it was, 
but that supposed mistake recurred with the imposition of water restrictions. 

It is interesting that I had been alleging for some time that the Government was considering water 
restrictions. That was the information I had to hand. I was accused of being alarmist and of dreaming it 
up, because there had been no announcement. However, a short time later the water restrictions were 
announced. The Minister realised the authority was receiving many calls, and he had to get Controlled 
Marketing to do the job again. 

Mrs Hallahan: What did they do? 

Mrs ROBERTS: The company was called in to explain the water restrictions to people so that they would 
know when to water their gardens -

Mrs Hallahan: And there was no tender for that either! 

Mrs ROBERTS: That is right. The contract was given to Chilla Porter again without the tender process. 
The interesting point is that we were told that the authority was receiving between 400 and 700 calls a day 
and that, as it became an urgent matter, Chilla Porter was called in again. The staff at the former Water 
Authority told me that every year when the water biIls go out, more calls than that are received and they are 
handled in-house. I folIo wed up the issue with a question to the then Minister for Water Resources, the 
member for Warren, asking him how many inquiries were received when the water biIIs went out. The 
answer was about 90000 calls. I asked about the costs associated with the 90000 calls. Apparently staff 
worked overtime and other staff were asked to work additional hours. The extra cost of overtime was in 
the order of $100 000. It was the view of many staff of the Water Authority, and it became my view once I 
received the figures, that there was no reason why the existing staff could not have coped with the extra 
number of calls. They coped with at least that number of calls when bills went out every year. Staff could 
have been put on overtime, or additional staff could have been employed, obviating the need to put out the 
work to ControlIed Marketing. The financial reward for Chilla Porter was $59 000. This amount went to a 
company associated with the former Liberal Party State Director, Chilla Porter, with no tender process, and 
with the Minister claiming not to know that Chilla Porter was associated with ControIled Marketing. 

Mrs Hallahan: He didn't expect you to accept that statement? 

Mr Omodei: The member knows that the former Water Authority pays hundreds of millions of do lIars for 
consultancies, and that when the Labor Party was in power it undertook similar consultancies. Why do you 
question this? This is about the fourth time that you have vomited this rubbish. 

Mrs ROBERTS: There is a difference between hundreds of millions of doIlars spent on other consultancies 
and this case, because the others went out to tender. This was an exception. 

Mr Omodei: How many tenders were calIed when Terry Burke received $600 000 which was said to be 25 
per cent commission on the money raised? Did he go to tender? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 

M!s ROBERTS: The Minister tries to distract people from his responsibilities. The surprising point is that 
thiS matter was supervised by a Minister who had earlier undertaken that this kind of thing would not 
happen again. 

Mr Omodei: It was not supervised by the Minister. That is not true, and the member knows it. 

Mrs ROBERTS: The Minister has responsibility. The buck must stop somewhere. 

~r Omodei: I do not have responsibility for the day to day running of the Water Authority, and you know 
u! 

Mrs ROBERTS: It was not a matter of the day to day running of the Water Authority. The infill sewerage 
strategy. was a key government initiative, the telemarketing contract for which happened to go to the former 
S~te Director of the Liberal Party. We saw this favoured treatment under the Charitable ColIections Act. 
It IS worthwhile reminding the House that it is not only in the area of charitable coIlections that Chilla 
Porter has received favourable treatment from this Government 
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MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [5.38 pm]: I support the amendment. I am very sad that we are faced 
with such a debate, because it signifies a lack of confidence by the community in the fundraising efforts of 
many worthy people for many worthy causes. The Minister supplied an extraordinary quote from Hon Roy 
Claughton, a former member of the upper House who chaired the charitable collections committee, who 
said that the company controlled by Chilla Porter, a former State Director of the Liberal Party, was giving a 
very poor return on collections to the charity concerned. Something like two-thirds of 12 per cent was 
mentioned, and that is unsatisfactory. 

It was interesting that the Minister herself showed some embarrassment and anger that the matter had not 
been progressed more rapidly, and by implication she was very critical of her colleague, the former 
Minister for Fair Trading, the member for East Metropolitan Region. She had good reason to be -

Mrs Edwardes: The matter came to the Fair Trading ministry in January this year; so I was not attacking 
Hon Peter Foss as the former Minister. I do not want you to get it wrong. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: That interjection indicates that no-one is accepting responsibility. Did this matter drift 
in the ether for two or three years? 

Mrs Edwardes: Had you allowed my ministerial colleague to receive the call before you, you would have 
learnt that, as the Minister assisting, he had responsibility for those 12 months. You would have learnt 
what happened, but you jumped up first to receive the call. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: I see! I did not realise that members opposite were so organised and so worried about 
this amendment that a team was up and running to divert blame from the Court Liberal Government for 
playing fave-urites with Chilla Porter. We understand that the Government needs to do that, and it is 
amazing that the Minister for Family and Children's Services should illustrate that so clearly to the House. 

Members of the public have developed a serious lack of confidence in the many fundraising activities that 
occur in I!{;S State. That is understandable given the publicity that surrounded the Margaret and Shane 
Foundati,' through its unfortunate association with Chilla Porter. Following on from the interjections of 
the Mini~~er for Family and Children's Services, why did not the Government, if not the Minister, if she 
was responsible - or, if the blame is 10 be shifted, and we hear from the Minister for Disability Services that 
somehow he was responsible - put forward an amendment to overcome the rorts? I support the notion of 
presenting a comprehensive discussion paper and calling for public input to arrive at a full and considered 
position. However, I also support legislating to overcome a particular problem, or, as in this case, a rort. 
Why did the Minister for Family and Children's Services not do that in a circumstance, particularly, where 
she knew there would be a spotlight on the Liberal Party and her colleague, Chilla Porter? I have been 
disappointed with the Minister's response to the material that has been presented in the debate today. I 
hope that the Minister for Disability Services clarifies the situation, and puts a much better case to the 
House tonight than has the Minister for Family and Children's Services. 

I particularly wanted to speak on this amendment because of a taxi driver who recently was seriously 
injured. A number of attacks have been perpetrated on taxi drivers lately, as I am sure we are all aware. 
However, one taxi driver in particular was seriously injured and unconscious for some time. Luke Tonkin 
is still a patient at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. He was so badly bashed around the head with a brick that 
seven plates were placed in his head and wires were used to hold his facial bones together. He has now 
')Cen moved from the intensive care ward to a ward where he is receiving specialist nursing. He is in a 
stable and conscious condition and is improving slowly. His injuries were certainly life threatening, and 
the attack was a great shock to his family. Members of the taxi industry, in particular Mr Kevin Clarke, the 
President of the Western Australian Taxi Operators Association, put in place an appeal to assist Luke 
Tonkin and his wife, because the family was experiencing some acute financial problems as a result of this 
attack and Mr Tonkin's hospitalisation - although as members will appreciate they were more taken up by 
Mr Tonkin's condition and his health. However, as we all know, the material and financial matters march 
on, and there was a response by the industry to assist them and ease some of those pressures. 

The W A Taxi Operators Association discussed the matter with the Living Stone Foundation Inc, beeause 
the association was concerned about fundraising for a charitable cause and wanted it to be beyond 
reproach. The foundation agreed to manage the Luke Tonkin appeal with no associated charges or costs. 
An undertaking was given by the foundation that every dollar raised by the Luke Tonkin appeal would go 
to Luke Tonkin and his family. The Living Stone Foundation, like any other organisation, needs to meet its 
costs; however, it certainly is not a foundation that rips people off in the way that members in this House 
agree the Chilla Porter organisation certainly does. I bring this to members' attention because some taxi 
drivers and owners within the industry were heard to observe that they did not know whether the money 
they gave to assist Luke Tonkin would get to him and his family. The ability of that fund to draw in a lot 
of money quickly and to make it available via the Living Stone Foundation to the Tonkins was severely 
affected as a result of that perception. That is the serious, dark downside to the activities of people like 
Chilla Porter and he should not be allowed to continue to do that. 

This Government should not have failed to introduce interim legislation to control that situation. I feel 
very aggrieved about this matter, particularly when one considers that the Court Government has actively 
and consciously reduced the funding for people on low incomes who meet a crisis situation. That funding 
has been seriously decreased, and people have had to go through a demeaning process of waiting in a queue 
to be counselled prior to their being considered for any cash assistance. I hope that the Minister for Family 
and Children's Services will look at that question too. We have a Government that decreases funding for 
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people in crisis and then allows a situation to develop whereby the public loses confidence in charitable 
appeals which would help not only an individual case like the one that I have outlined, but also those 
outlined by the member for Morley. Many of the churches have had to gear up their fundraising appeals to 
the public in order to meet the extraordinary demands placed on them because the Court Government has a 
hard heart and will assist only its moneyed friends, its cronies from Dalkeith and other blue ribbon seats, at 
the expense of families in crisis and ordinary working men and women. 

I will table this flyer which was distributed in the taxi industry. It was directed at members of the taxi 
industry to assist Luke Tonkin, and was not a general appeal to the public. However, even within that 
industry it became clear that people were conscious that many fundraising dollars do not go to the cause for 
which they are donated. It is a serious matter and I was pleased to hear that the Minister for Family and 
Children's Services expressed expletives on seeing that the discussion paper was not in a satisfactory 
condition to be given out to the public to facilitate more comprehensive legislation. However, my criticism 
remains. The Minister should have brought in an amendment to deal with that matter and her Liberal Party 
colleague, and then moved on with the comprehensive approach to new legislation. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for Works) [5.48 pm]: I wish to make a brief contribution from a 
somewhat different point of view. I have looked at this amendment which uses the words "allowed her 
Liberal Party factional crony ChiIla Porter to profit outrageously from the public's generous support of the 
fundraising efforts of charities". That is emotional language, and a bit over the top. I am a little 
disappointed in it. I will speak against the amendment. 

Mrs Hallahan: Why? 

Mr MINSON: I am disappointed because the language is intemperate. It is over the top. If Chilla Porter's 
organisation was the only group that collected for charities for profit, perhaps one could entertain the 
amendment; or if there was evidence contrary to that which the Minister has put forward I could entertain 
the amendment; but clearly that is not the case. I was Minister with responsibility for this area for 
approximately nine months. I became the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice in January 1995. For 
various reasons this Act and a number of others were not transferred to me until some legal details were 
sorted out. From memory that was about March. From March to December last year I had this matter 
under my control. I found it a very difficult area. The member for Morley referred to the fact that if it 
were a difficult area like local government with a whole range of issues to be considered, he could 
understand why problems arose. Associated with this are many issues that make it extremely difficult I 
do not want to concentrate on the specifics raised in discussion on this amendment They have been very 
ably dealt with by the Minister. I could not answer them anyway because they relate to specific matters 
which occurred when she was Minister with responsibility for this area This matter has caused concern 
right across the continent and not just in Western Australia or Perth, and certainly not just with regard to 
this marketing operation. The problem has been widespread and on the table for a number of years. If 
members of the current Opposition look back and question the Ministers in their Government who had 
control of this area, they would find they were advised similarly. 

Mrs Hallahan: I have never heard of charities being ripped off in the way we have here. 

Mr MINSON: I am sorry, but the rules have not changed for many years. 

Mrs Hallahan: That is rubbish. 

Mr MINSON: What I am saying is absolutely true. If the member cares to go and dig out Joe Berinson 
and various other people, she will find that what I am saying is true. The problem is twofold: First, people 
~istakenly think that all the money goes to charity when they receive a telephone call asking, "Would you 
~ike to buy so-and-so? I am calling on behalf of such-and-such a charity." That is a worry and one of the 
ISSUes that I found difficult to deal with. 

Mrs Hallahan: They do not think that 90 per cent goes to administration. 

Mr MINSON: I will deal with that in due course. It is easy to say that only 10 per cent or in one case only 
8 per cent, which I find a bit of a worry, as does the Minister -

Mrs Hallahan: "A bit of a worry"! It is a big thing. 

Mr MI~S.ON: Do not think that this sort of thing did not occur when some members of the Opposition 
were MInisters. Do not think they did not know about it. They also had advisory committees. I suggest to 
th~ member that they well and truly knew. It is a difficult problem to overcome. I will tell members why. 
It IS surely a bit of a worry but do not forget the goods that are sold. There is a margin and a profit To say 
~t all. th~ money collected less a percentage goes to the people who organise it is not quite true. They 
IDCur Significant costs. Another big problem is that the minute one fiddles with this legislation it will not 
be

f 
the people from the marketing organisations who come through the doors. I am never contacted by one 

o the!ll. Flooding through the doors are people from charities. They say, "We would like three-fifths or 
~ve-elghths of something rather than lOOper cent of nothing." That is the problem one faces. One has this 

uge number of people saying, "Please be very careful when you play with this area because you will rob 
us fiOf $100 000 or $200 000. If you rob us of that, will you replace it?" The answer I had to give them 
un ortunately was no. I did not have that in my budget. I had to think again. 



428 [ASSEMBLY] 

Mrs Hallahan: You have been thinking again for three years. 

Mr MINSON: We have been grappling with the problem for three years and the Opposition grappled with 
it for many years before that 

Mrs Hallahan: That is easily said. 

Mr MINSON: Other States have been grappling with it. They have gone down a certain legislative route 
and found to their cost that they have mucked it up. The ways of handling this are not simple. A number 
of discussion papers have been put out. When I became Minister I was not happy with a discussion paper 
put in front of me. From memory it was incomplete and very small at about six or seven pages. It did not 
encompass the issues but was more like an executive summary of a larger document. I said that I was not 
happy to take it to Cabinet for endorsement and asked for it to be rewritten. I then received a veritable 
volume which I was not prepared to circulate either because the people who should read it would not have 
the puff to get through it. I asked for some neutral ground in the preparation of the document so that 
something would come to me which was readable and informative, and which covered the issues and made 
some clear recommendations. That document had not reached me by the time I left the portfolio. I 
understand it has now come to the Minister. The Ministe~ has had some problems with it which have had 
to be tidied up. I understand the document will be released shortly. 

Mrs Edwardes: It has been released. 

Mr MINSON: Last year I opened the national conference on charitable fundraising organisations in Perth. 
A common theme there was that it is a very difficult issue. A number of States have dealt with it in a 
number of ways. An outward, very shallow way of dealing with this is to say, "Okay, we will have a 
minimum percentage that will go to the charity." As soon as one does that, one runs into some problems. 
The costs very often are fixed for a company that is selling something; for example, if it is raffling a car the 
cost of purchasing the car is fixed. A company also has other fixed costs if it is to run a raffle. It may well 
be that it will make X thousand telephone calls to sell raffle tickets or goods and services. The percentage 
uptake may vary from 50 per cent to 80 per cent or perhaps be down to 30 per cent, but the cost of the 
telephone calls will remain the same. The company still must pay people to sit at the end of the phone. 
Therefore, whereas the costs are fixed, the amount of return is less. If one says that 25 per cent of the gross 
will be returned to the charity, one may well come, to put it in the vernacular, a "gutser", because it will 
cause these people to incur a loss. Then they are of no use to anybody. 

The second problem to which I have already alluded is that charities say that any percentage is better than 
nothing. I do not subscribe to that. We must get some confidence into this area, and that is what I was 
trying to do. I know that is what the Minister is currently trying to do and what she was trying to do prior 
to handing that responsibility to me. It has also been pointed out to me, particularly at the national 
conference, that with some organisations a very large percentage of the money raised goes to charity. They 
have found that where they have put a minimum percentage in place those organisations throttle back and 
return a lesser percentage to the charity. Because the Act says that that is the minimum they must return, 
they boost their profits. It is not a practical solution. The difficulty must be dealt with. Another question 
is, what is a reasonable profit? That is not an easy thing to decide. 

Mr Brown: It is like a fair wage, is it not? 

Mr MINSON: A fair wage is not a bad way of looking at it. However, with a fair wage, one must also put 
in place leave components, sick pay and many other things. One may well find that percentages in some 
cases do not provide that sort of return. 

Many people forget the value of the goods and provisions supplied when saying that 97 per cent or 
whatever the figure went to the company. That is not quite true. The company had all its overheads to pay. 
We have a difficult situation here, because we could make it all voluntary donations - in other words, that 
only volunteer collectors collect - but that would lead to a big decrease in the amount collected. 

Finally, we could disclose the approximate administrative cost when calling people on the telephone. The 
operators could say, "Weare collecting for so-and-so. This percentage will go to me and the rest will go to 
the charity." The amendment as it stands is silly, vindictive, inaccurate, vitriolic and very shallow and 
shows no understanding of the problems involved. I cannot support it. 

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

MsAnwyl 
MrBridge 
MrBrown 
MrCatania 
Dr Constable 
Mr Cunningham 
Dr Edwards 
Dr Gallop 

MrGraham 
MrGrill 

Ayes (23) 

Mrs Hallahan 
Mrs Henderson 
MrKobelke 
Mr Marlborough 
MrMcGinty 
MrPendal 

Mr Riebeling 
MrRipper 
Mrs Roberts 
MrThomas 
MsWarnock 
Dr Watson 
Mr Leahy (Teller) 



-

Mr C.J. Barnett 
Mr Blaikie 
MrBoard 
MrBradshaw 
MrCourt 
MrDay 
Mrs Edwardes 
Dr Hames 
MrHouse 
MrJohnson 

Amendment thus negatived. 
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Noes (28) 

Mr Kierath 
MrLewis 
MrMarshall 
MrMcNee 
MrMinson 
MrNicholls 
MrOmodei 
MrOsborne 
Mrs Parker 
MrPrince 

MrShave 
MrW.Smith 
Mr Trenorden 
MrTubby 
Dr Tumbull 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

Sitting suspended/rom 6.01 to 7.30 pm 

Debate (on motion) Resumed 
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MRS HALLAHAN (Acmadale) [7.32 pm]: I noted with great interest the speech delivered by the 
Governor setting out the position taken by the Government on a number of matters and its proposals for the 
future. I address my comments tonight to the question of privatisation and other areas of the portfolios for 
which I carry responsibility in the Parliament. The fIrst area I refer to is Westrail. The Court Government 
has developed Right Track which will slash 1 345 jobs over four years. The closure of the Midland 
Workshops was the fIrst signal, much to the embarrassment of the member for Swan Hills, of the 
Government's outrageously dishonest behaviour following the election campaign that saw it gain 
government. She probably campaigned honestly, but was faced with the Government behaving in a very 
dishonest way subsequently. She was faced with people going to her offIce, asking what was happening 
with the Midland Workshops. The Government went into the campaign period promising to update that 
facility, but the workers later heard it was to be closed. Their jobs were in jeopardy and their futures were 
a concern, and they felt betrayed. I think the member for Swan Hills felt that she was unwittingly 
complicit in betraying those voters in what became the electorate she represents in this Parliament 

It was an inglorious start to the member for Swan Hills' career in this Parliament because the Midland 
Workshops are signifIcant to that area. Historically they have played a great role in that region in heavy 
engineering work and in supporting the railways, which saw the opening up of this State in the early years. 
It was a place where many young people received apprenticeship training. It was the heart of that town and 
region for many years. It was not an insignifIcant institution to attack. To do it in suchan underhanded 
way is one of the hallmarks of the Court Government that will always colour the impression of many 
people as to the way it goes about its business. 

The simple message from that was that the Court Government could not be trusted: It was not an honest 
Government It was elected in a period when there was a need for greater confIdence in the institutions of 
this State. This Court Government failed to keep its implied promise to generate a greater confIdence in 
the public institutions of Western Australia. That was a very sad event. 

Mr Shave: How can you say that? You were a Minister in the last Government. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: I say it particularly as a member of the last Government, knowing that people wanted 
to be served well. 

Mr Shave: You should be ashamed of yourself. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: The member for Melville is surely coming from outer space. He always likes to throw 
negative comment upon people on this side of the House, but when a comment is made on sound grounds 
he is not gracious enough to accept that his team has made serious mistakes. Therein lies the problem for 
the Court Government throughout its term. It has not acknowledged where it has let people down and then 
moved on, trying to do a better job. That acknowledgement is all people ask. That is all I ask of my team 
and all I ask of the Government's team. 

Mr Omodei: The Government has closed down an archaic institution. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: The member for Warren is on shaky ground. If ever the real documentation that was 
put forward to close the Midland Workshops comes to light, it will be very embarrassing for the 
Government Members opposite can say what they like about the practices and equipment in the 
~orkshops and the need to modernise. They can rationalise whichever way they like. However, all the 
mformatIon that has come to me suggests that the decision to close the Midland Workshops was not made 
on the basis of sound fInancial management. I understand that it had achieved quality assurance standards. 

Mr Kierath: That is not what they tell me. 

Mrs. HALLAHAN: That is what I am told. I am giving members opposite great opportunities to provide 
the l~formation that refutes what I am saying. If they do not produce that information, it stands on the 
pubhc record that what I am saying is right. 

This Government was elected also on a platform of greater accountability and better management. In 
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relation to the railways of Western Australia, government members must concede that they have failed 
dismally and have let people down badly. The slashing of 1 345 jobs over four years at Westrail was a 
callous proposal and led to extraordinary levels of anxiety. It is true that under a Labor Government there 
had been restructuring and a reduction in the work force. 

Mr Lewis: That wasn't sacking? 

Mrs HALLAHAN: It had been handled as well as anybody can handle such change. It is an affront for the 
member for Applecross and the member for Riverton to interject when they are two of the most callous 
cowboys the Court Government has. They should not interject, because we know they are insensitive and 
incapable of doing a thorough and caring job. 

Mr Kierath interjected. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: The member for Riverton is seen as a community ogre. He is one of the icons of this 
Government that will go down in history as a very negative force. 

Mr Omodei interjected. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: The interjections are pretty stupid. 

Mr Omodei: You sacked more people when you were in government than you can poke a stick at, and you 
know it. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: The Labor Government was about modernising and restructuring, but we did it in a 
more competent way than the Court Government has ever done it. The problem is that members opposite 
do not care about people. There are real differences between members opposite in government and 
members on this side in government in trying to modernise organisations. We all know that people are 
rmding it increasingly difficult to cope with change and that it will be very difficult to slow down the rate 
of change, not the least of which involves advances in technology and their effect on work practices. 
However, those international trends are overlaid with a Government that just slashes and bums and has no 
commitment to an ethos of cooperation or labour organisation in the workplace. The Government has 
articulated, quite readily and proudly, its desire to destroy the union movement and labour organisations -

Mr Kierath: What a load of rubbish! 

Mrs HALLAHAN: We have not heard the Minister for Labour Relations deny my assertion that he would 
like to destroy the organised labour movement. Unfortunately, the actions of this Government have caused 
people to feel uncertain and anxious and that they are on the scrap heap. Significant organisations in this 
State, one of which is Wesfarmers, have posted a very much reduced half yearly profit. 

Mr Kierath: Michael Chaney said that our industrial relations system is the best in the country and that he 
is interested to see that the rest of Australia is following our lead. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: I am making the speech. I do not need the Minister's interjections. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Far too many interjections are taking place, overwhelmingly from my right. I do 
not believe that a member who has been given the call should have to struggle to make her speech above 
continuous interjections. There is a place for some interjections, particularly those that are responded to by 
the person on her feet, but there are now too many interjections. They are disrupting the speech, and I 
cannot allow that to happen. 

Mrs HALLAHAN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. That was very good advice to that unruly lot of insensitive 
and uncaring members opposite. 

This afternoon, an interesting question was asked: How people can plan for the future and how they can 
enter into long term financial arrangements, such as mortgages, when their employment is uncertain. It is 
no good for the Minister for Labour Relations to respond by saying that he does not know of any such 
cases. Other people do know of such cases. People on one or two month contracts cannot possibly arrange 
long term finance. That will have a serious effect on people's spending habits and, therefore, on the 
profitability of many of the private corporations that are the Liberal Party's friends and supporters. Some 
of these people will start to pressure the Government to provide people with some certainty of 
employment. Members opposite do not seem to understand that the wellbeing of wage and salary earners 
depends almost entirely on the financial reward which they receive for their employment. That is not the 
case for most of the people who support the Liberal Party. It is a reality of life that if we destroy people's 
economic wellbeing, we cause them the most extraordinary stress and difficulty and we impact upon the 
economic patterns of the community. 

Many Western Australians are feeling very uncertain and have opted to take severance packages because 
they believe that certainty is better than uncertainty. It is true that some of those people have established 
small businesses and have been contracted by the Government to carryon in the private sector the work 
which they were previously doing in the public sector. However, many other people feel that the expertise 
which they have built up over the years is valueless and that they cannot find a place where they can be 
constructive and contribute to the community. They are the direct victims of the actions of this Court 
Government They were not promised that their lifestyle would be destroyed, but destroyed it has been. If 
members opposite find that uncomfortable, then there is some hope for them. However, those members 
opposite who do not feel any discomfort about the anxiety and misery of those people have a serious 
problem. 
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Right Track was to take place over a four year period, but apparently that has been speeded up. In 
1995-96, the number of positions to be removed has trebled from the number that was envisaged a year or 
so ago. We were told that 300 jobs would go in 1995-96. That has now been revised, and the figure is just 
over 900 jobs in 1995-96. I understand that the Minister for Transport applied to the Cabinet Estimates 
Committee which met on 22 January to increase severance borrowings from $16.8m to $35m. That was a 
huge increase. A copy of a letter signed by the Chairman of the Cabinet Estimates Committee, addressed 
to the Minister for Transport, and dated 25 January 1996, arrived on my desk. That letter is indicative of 
the problems with this Government. The letter states -

WESTRAIL SEVERANCE COST (SUBMISSION DATED 14.12.95) 

As you know, the Cabinet Estimates Committee (CEC) considered your submission at its meeting 
on 22 January 1996 also having regard to a Treasury report on the subject 

This advice is to confirm that the Committee agreed to approve the request to increase severance 
borrowings for 1995196 from $16.8 million to $35.0 million subject to: ... 

It then outlines points (a), (b) and (c), and continues -

With regard to Point (b), the Committee noted from the Treasury report that Westrail previously 
gave an undertaking to repay 1993/94 severance borrowings of $55m within three years. 
However, no repayment has been made by Westrail to date due to higher outsourcing costs than 
originally anticipated. 

That is an interesting statement about the commitment of the Court Government's right wing politicians to 
privatise the public sector. We do not know what the full agenda is because the Government has had 
neither the honesty nor the courage to spell it out. Its desire to reduce the size of the public sector does not 
seem to be driven by efficiency or cost saving considerations. This document indicates that the higher 
outsourcing costs are preventing Westrail from undertaking its repayment on the 1993-94 severance 
borrowings of $55m. That is disturbing because that means that Westrail is borrowing money to sack 
people and it cannot repay the money because the cost of outsourcing is higher. This State finds itself in a 
very bizarre financial situation. We are lifting the State debt, contrary to what the Premier often says in 
this House, and we are lifting the amount that has to be repaid. Yet agencies do not have the ability to 
repay borrowings for the redundancies that arise in slashing these jobs because of higher outsourcing costs. 
We face a remarkable situation. It is extraordinary that a Government that says it is about efficiency is 
committing us to much higher debt, not to improve efficiency or quality of services, and at the same time is 
destroying many people's lifestyles. I find that unacceptable and appalling, for the want of stronger and 
more colourful language. It seems that the Government is sacking staff so quickly that it has spent the 
money with which it was supposed to repay the loans. 

The State is now paying much more for the services that are being brought into agencies like Westrall. 
When we talk about Westrail, we refer to big tenders and big contracts. I do not want to take away from 
the size of the amount that is expended. It is a huge increase in one year for an application to go from 
$16.8m to $35m in order to slash 900 jobs. I do not know whether members know about that program or 
whether they care about people at all, particularly when there is no efficiency about the way it is being 
undertaken. It is extraordinary that the Premier of Western Australia, as the chairman of the Cabinet 
estimates committee, could allow Westrail to borrow more to slash jobs when it could not make the 
repayments on the 1993-94 severance borrowings. He allowed that because, as he said, the cost of 
outsourcing is higher. That is an extraordinary situation. It then becomes a little more extraordinary. I 
have not taken this as an example of all contracts because, as I have said, Westrail contracts can be very 
large and I do not think they should be going out to the private sector and the friends of the Liberal Party in 
the way they are. Sadly that has become a daily occurrence. In my view the next royal commission will . 
probably be into the tendering practices of the Court Government. That will reveal procedures that are 
found to be wanting in the taxpayers' eyes, if not in the eyes of government members. 

I have an account from Price Waterhouse. Many people who depend on their jobs for their families are on 
very ordinary incomes. Their jobs are gone and triple the number of jobs is to go in 1995-96. However, on 
the other hand groups like Price Waterhouse are being paid $1 100 a day for work it does. I have another 
account for $1 050 per day. Both have been okayed for payment, I presume under the signature of the then 
acting Commissioner of Railways, Ross Drabble. On one account there is a figure of $15 580 for five days 
work at $1 100 a day, totalling $5 500, and 9.6 days at $1050 per day, totalling $10 080. That gives a total 
of $15580. Another account from Price Waterhouse has names appended to the two items of expenditure. 
Presumably, they did some work for this money, although it seems that the pickings were very easy. One 
of those people did 18.66 days at $1 100 per day, which totalled $20533.33. For less than 19 days work 
that company was paid that amount! Travelling expenses totalled $1 865, giving a total for the account of 
$22 398.33. If that practice is carried across government agencies, we can see how outsourcing has 
become a very expensive procedure, to the extent that Westrail could not enter into its repayment program 
established for its borrowings in 1993-94. 

I am not talking about historic debt, which we know is a problem for rail and is always a feature in the 
costs assessments when one gets into a debate about the I,ldvantages of road over rail. These figures are 
about recent borrowings. I have another account for a B. Henshaw, about whom there have been many 
questions on his association with A. Goninan and Co Ltd, one of the heavy engincering companies that gels 
many contracts from Westrail. His fee is for 110 hours at $110 per hour, totalling $12 100. Therefore, for 
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100 hours work, or two and a half weeks work, that person has been paid $12000. That is a very poor 
picture of a Government that professed greater accountability and better management In fact, it is found to 
be wanting very badly when information such as this becomes available. 

The other point that I think is interesting is that the staff in the supply branch who monitor the goods that 
are brought into Westrall has been slashed. Those people cannot do the same high quality job that they did 
in monitoring the purchases from the private sector. The private sector wins every way round. I am not 
suggesting that all private sector people hand over shoddy goods or rip off the taxpayers. However, there is 
an invitation from the Court Government to do that The stories are legendary. That is a great 
disappointment. I do not agree with the privatisation program. I believe in efficiency and that 
organisations must undergo change and restructuring. However, I do not believe in mindless privatisation 
as does the Court Government. I certainly do not agree with the way people are being paid very large sums 
to do a very small amount of work and at the same time people who have built up a lot of expertise are 
being driven out of their jobs. The results are quite interesting. For example, the Kaigoorlie Miner 
recently referred to the number of speed restrictions now placed on the railway line to Kalgoorlie. Some 
members opposite nod their heads in affirmation. The weekly notice for train drivers indicates the number 
of points at which they must come down to quite low speeds because of the condition of the track. That is 
because maintenance is not adequate, and because the maintenance crews are inexperienced. Many 
experienced people have gone. 

Mr Tubby: Is that where the wooden sleepers are? 

Mrs HALLAHAN: Sections east of Merredin must still be replaced with concrete sleepers. I travelled 
from Kalgoorlie to Perth recently; I think it was 10 March. In the carriage in which I was travelling there 
was no sign of any maintenance having been done. Water from the tap over the basin in the ladies' toilet -
in trains these areas are very small - sprayed allover the front of me. I guess I was lucky because I was 
headed for home, dressed casually. I thought how inconvenient it was. However, had I been going 
somewhere else and wanting to get off the train looking very suave for a formal occasion, I would have 
been very displeased. The person who sat beside me tried to put her seat in a reclining position, but that 
did not work. That is the level of maintenance those opposite laugh about. It is in that state because that 
lot opposite has slashed the work force. The private sector mates of the Government cannot do the job and 
when they do, they charge through the nose. The jobs are often awarded to people who were previously 
within Westrail - I mention the work that went to Henshaw and others - who are sending the work to 
companies with which they have very close associations. It is a very serious state of affairs. In particular, I 
refer again to the lack maintenance on the Prospector. 

Mr Blaikie: How many were on the train? Were very many people on it? 

Mrs HALLAHAN: That is the subject of another speech. The people of the Avon are being given priority 
over those going to the goldfields. When we left Perth the second carriage was full of people going to 
Toodyay and Northam. That is fine, but the people who wanted to travel to Kalgoorlie could not get on the 
train. I will speak about this matter again. It is a travesty, and a most unsatisfactory situation. 

Amendment to Motion 

Mrs HALLAHAN: In conclusion, I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but we regret to inform Your Excellency that the Government continues to conceal its 
plans and to negotiate in secret over privatisation of hospital services in Joondalup and 
Peel and calls on the Minister for Health not to sign any contracts before they are 
released for public scrutiny and debate. 

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [8.02 pm]: A major issue faced by this 
Government in the three years it has been in office is the provision of new hospital services in two of the 
most rapidly expanding areas of our state: To the south in the Peel district centred on Mandurah and in the 
northern suburbs centred on Joondalup. The Government has made a very important decision about those 
qew hospital facilities; that is, to invite the public sector to build, own and operate them. I will make one 
initial point The Government had no mandate to move to privatise health facilities in Western Australia. 
We will remind the constituents in those areas of that fact at the next state election and of the commitment 
given by the Liberal candidates in those areas at the last state election campaign. Since the election, Health 
Solutions (W A) PLy Ltd has been chosen to build, own and operate a 142-bed hospital in Mandurah, with 
110 beds to be public beds and 32 beds to be private. In Joondalup Healthcare Australia, probably better 
known to all of us here as Mayne Nickless Limited, has been chosen to build a 311-bed hospital, with 241 
public beds and 70 private. 

Enormous problems have been associated with the Government's decision to go down the path of 
privatisation to provide those hospital services. The whole process has been conducted in secrecy and also 
in the absence of any clear and publicly known guidelines for the assessment of those hospitals. In other 
words, the Government has not made clear to the public its objectives and why those objectives will be met 
only by private sector ownership and operation of those hospitals. 

The Government has given two arguments for its proposal: The first is that this is a quicker way to access 
capital funds than if it had gone down the normal route of government funding and government provision. 
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The second justification is that the hospitals thus created will be more cost effective than had they been 
normal public hospitals. Both those arguments are faulty. The way the process is going in both Mandurah 
and Joondalup, the fIrst argument is looking very shaky. It is now well over a year since the Government 
fIrst started on this process of privatisation and still we do not have a contract for those hospitals. A good 
deal of time and hard earned taxpayers' dollars have gone into that process without any results thus far. 

It is obvious that the money could have been spent a whole lot beuer when we look at what has happened 
in the health system, the scarcity of funds and the cost cutting that is going on. We have wasted over 12 
months with consultants, legal advisers, project directors and the Health Department looking at the 
privatisation process. What do we have? The timetable is already behind the schedule set by the 
Government when the announcement was made that the two private tenderers had been chosen and that 
work would commence early this year. We do not even have a contract yet, let alone work commencing 
early this year. 

Let us turn to the second argument that these hospitals will be more cost effective. The Opposition stands 
on its position that a public hospital approach would have created a more cost effective result for the 
Government As the evidence comes forward over the years about these privatisations, I believe I will be 
proved right and the Government wrong. 

Once again, I will provide a small piece of evidence about that matter; that is, the evidence of the 
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, the major body dealing with health research in Australia. In 
1991 and 1992 it performed a study of 1 079 public and private acute hospitals existing in Australia. It 
looked at the costs per occupied bed day, among other factors. It found that the public sector delivers 
hospital costs at $453 per occupied bed day compared with $475 in the private sector. The evidence that 
has come out in New South Wales - if only indirectly; the Minister for Health in New South Wales is not 
able to reveal to the Parliament the true cost - through advice leaked from the Health Department, is that 
the Port Macquarie hospital is 30 per cent more expensive than had it been a rock solid public hospital 
delivering services to the people of Port Macquarie. 

The Government has made this decision. Its fIrst argument is that we will get the capital quicker. It is over 
12 months and we still do not have the capital; we certainly do not have a contract or bricks and mortar. 
The second argument is that it is more cost effective. I simply put forward the fact that the Government 
has already spend millions of dollars trying to create these hospitals without any result and the evidence 
from the Institute of Health and Welfare indicates that public hospitals throughout Australia are very 
effIcient. 

Tonight's debate concerns a different matter: The way this Government is handling this issue and, in 
particular, the fact that the Government continues to negotiate over this issue in secret and to provide no 
basis to the public upon which it can feel that the Government is acting in its best interests, rather than in 
its own ideological interests or the interests of the public operators that have been chosen. The result is that 
we are on the verge of signing major contracts for a 20 year period that are probably worth more than $lb 
of taxpayers' money over that time. We do not know what is the fIgure. Under a freedom of information 
request I am seeking the Treasury analysis of that 20 year contract. A major commitment will be made but 
no statements, evidence or information have been presented to Parliament by the Government - just a 
couple of press releases. The Minister has only to read the reports of the Royal Commission into 
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters and the Commission on Government, where it is 
clear that that is not an acceptable use of taxpayers' money in 1996. 

I refer to three aspects of this privatisation: The fIrst is the tender process, which has been controversial. It 
has also been expensive. It is about time the Minister for Health told us how much money has been spent 
on project directors, legal and commercial advice and public relations. These privatisations are so 
unpopular throughout Australia that the Government has had to take on private consultants to produce a 
public relations strategy to make them work. They are doing that because when their Health Department 
bureaucrats returned from a study tour last year they said that in New South Wales privatisation of the 
health system was so unpopular the New South Wales Liberal Government did not intend to do any more. 
I have the document presented to the Government and that was the advice given. The Minister probably 
has not read it, but his predecessor did. What is more, it was suggested that if this Government were to go 
ahead with privatisation, the fIrst thing to do would be to put a public relations team in place to swamp the 
electorate with propaganda about the issue. The Government had no mandate for it and therefore it 
employed public relations consultants. 

I would like to know how much money is being spent on that. While our public hospitals are in crisis, 
mon7y is being spent on firms such as Parker and Parker, Arthur Andersen and private sector public 
relau~>ns people. They are all being paid their fair whack of money, while public hospitals are in crisis. 
That IS the way the former Health Minister and the current Minister manage our scarce health dollars. Not 
only that, we have had no information from the Government about the adequacy of the process it has set 
up. AlI we have received was a report from the State Supply Commission on the tender process, which was 
tabled by the Minister for Works. He gave a very narrow set of terms of reference to that committee. 

Mr Minson: I gave it no terms of reference. 

pr GALLOP: I do not dispute any of the findings of that committee, but it did not deal with a number of 
IHssues that are of major importance to the taxpayers of Western Australia. The first question is: When 

ealth Care of Australia was chosen as the contractor for the Joondalup Hospital, why were we told it 
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involved $41 million capital cost, and now we are told it is $SOm? What sort of tender process involves a 
bid for $41m where the contractor is allowed to negotiate again with, among others, the Australian Medical 
Association, and change the nature of its bid to make it more acceptable to the medical profession? I do 
not dispute that the medical profession must be involved; nonetheless, how can those changes be made 
after a bid has been submitted? I would like the Minister to explain why Health Care of Australia has been 
allowed to change the nature of its original bid. 

I move on to the second point concerning the substantial issues regarding privatisation: The Opposition 
stands by its argument that compared with what could have been built, owned and operated as a public 
hospital in the normal way, the community will have a more expensive operation. I stand by my position 
that the health services that will result will not be the type that should be in a modem public hospital. 
Community health for example will be disassociated and disconnected from the mainstream health 
operation. 

The third issue I want to address tonight is accountability. It is brought into focus by the Minister's 
revelation in question time today that the Government is now considering a licensed hospital as a private 
hospital. Does that apply to Peel as well as Joondalup? 

Mr Prince: That is still the subject of negotiation. 

Dr GALLOP: It is obviously being considered for Peel. This Government may give a private licence for a 
300 bed hospital in the north and a 142 bed hospital in the south rather than set them up under the terms of 
the Hospitals Act. If the Minister goes ahead with that, he will have the biggest fight on his hands from the 
community of Western Australia. The community of Western Australia does not accept privatisation 
anyway. If he thinks our public assets will be given over by a licensing arrangement to the private sector 
just as we license other private hospitals, he has another think coming. If he thinks all the requirements of 
the Hospitals Act which apply to our public hospitals will not apply to that private hospital, and the only 
thing that will stand between the Minister for Health in Western Australia and the delivery of health 
services in Joondalup and Peel will be that contract, he has another think coming. That Act makes it clear 
that in the State of Western Australia the public hospital system is part of the Westminster system of 
government and he is responsible. He has the power under this Act to conduct inquiries into that public 
hospital sy-stem if he deems it necessary. If he is going to disconnect the public hospital system from this 
Act, he wIll go down in history as one of the great sellout Ministers in our State. The State Opposition will 
fight that move every step of the way. Our public hospital system is specifically designed to be part of the 
Westminster system of accountability. We are even sceptical when private sector managers are employed 
in the health system. However, if they are put in under the terms and conditions which allow the Minister 
to direct a hospital, which is the fundamental requirement under the Burt Commission of Accountability, at 
least there will be some link with the public sector and Westminster requirements. If that is not done, it 
will be totally unacceptable. 

I hope that the member for Murray and the member for Wanneroo resist that within their electorates and 
make it clear that that is not acceptable. Why is this happening? Perhaps the member for Murray docs not 
know. The Minister for Energy and I know. The first rcason is that under section SlA(d) of the Income 
Tax Assessment Act -

Mr C.J. Barnett I do not know about that. 

Dr GALLOP: The Minister for Energy dropped that approach, but he does know the background. Unless 
all the risk in this process is transferred from the public sector to the private sector - risk is defined in terms 
of who controls the hospital - those private investors will not be able to claim tax deductions for their 
development costs and any losses incurred against the profits they may eam further down the track. Under 
the Hospitals Act, the Minister has the power to direct the hospital. While this Minister still has that power 
to direct, the people he supports - not the public of Western Australia, but the private investors of that 
hospital- cannot justify their investment. They are also saying that if this hospital is not fully controlled by 
the private operators, they will not put their money into it, not just because of the loss of tax concessions 
but because they cannot be guaranteed that the people to whom they are giving money - that is, Health Care 
of Australia or Health Solutions W A - will be in control of that hospital. Is that right? I ask the Minister 
whether they are the two arguments which the private sector is putting to the Minister to justify the 
licensing of this hospital as a private operation rather than a public hospital under the Hospitals Act? 

Mr Prince: I will tell you when you finish. 

Dr GALLOP: The Opposition believes that the public hospitals system belongs to the people of Western 
Australia which has always been accountable through the Westminster system. Westminster accountability 
in the health system is always better than contractual accountability. I know members opposite do not 
understand that They have been brought up in a world of contracts. The people of Western Australia 
know that when it comes to health a contract between the Government of Western Australia and a private 
operator to deliver health services will never be as good as a public hospital set up and gazetted under the 
Hospitals Act and accountable under the Westminster system of government. Members opposite know that 
it is true that we cannot beat the principles of Westminster accountability when it comes to health services. 
The Government believes the delivery of health services in Western Australia is simply subject to a 
contract which will be defined in the narrowest of terms by lawyers. Every time it is contested between the 
Government and the operator the lawyers will roll up in the Minister's office and say, "Sorry Minister, you 
signed this contract and we interpret it this way." The Government will claim that that does not allow it to 
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achieve its objectives. What will happen? More lawyers will come in. This Government wants this 
State's health system to be open to hijack by litigation. That is where the delivery of health services in this 
State will finish up. 

It is frightening that the arguments I have put forward tonight will not be contested by the Government. I 
have submitted freedom of information requests because I could not get the information I wanted from the 
Government For example, I wanted to know how much a private hospital would cost over 20 years and 
how it would compare with a public hospital over the same period. That information should have been 
included in the press statement which the Government released in December when it announced the private 
bidder, but it was not. The Government should have told the Opposition whether community health would 
be part of this proposal, but it could not do that because it is still subject to negotiation. The Government 
cannot tell the Opposition how psychiatric services will be delivered. 

The end result is that when it comes to extra health services in Wanneroo and Mandurah the Government 
of Western Australia will not be in a position to respond when the population has increased and it must 
expand the number of beds. It will require the agreement of the private operator to do it. 

MR MARSHALL (Murray) [8.23 pm]: I have been listening to the member for Victoria Parle, the 
shadow Minister for Health, and wondering how he can justify the fact that he is the shadow Minister for 
Health. He is a former Rhodes Scholar but I advise him that there is a distinct difference between 
education and wisdom. Not one member in this House would doubt the member for Victoria Park's 
education prowess, but tonight he spoke as a young person without the wisdom of life. As an academic he 
can read all the books in the world, but he must be compassionate, meet sick people and know how the 
elderly people feel instead of getting up in this House and spruiking on a political issue. 

Twelve months ago the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that the privatisation of the Mandurah 
District Hospital would cost me and the member for Mandurah our seats. He was not compassionate about 
the health system in my area; he was being political. He was prepared to turn a service which means 
something to the people in the Mandurah community into a political issue. He does not care about the 
health system. 

Dr Gallop interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I had to interrupt the debate when the member for Armadale was speaking. The 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition will agree with me that there is a tendency for a member who has given a 
speech on a subject about which he believes he knows a great deal to continue his speech after he has 
resumed his seat. I direct the Deputy Leader of the Opposition not to do that. 

Dr Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot understand the member for Kenwick. Last week she did exactly the 
same thing. When I give a direction and call on members not to interject, I will not tolerate a member 
interjecting immediately I sit down. If the member docs that again I will take the severest action I can. 
She is obviously ignoring an attempt by me to call the House to order - I did that when the member for 
Armadale was speaking and I do so again when the member for Murray is speaking - so that the member 
on his feet can deliver his speech without interruption. 

Mr MARSHALL: Throughout the 20 minute contribution of the member for Victoria Park he referred to 
money, costs and lawyers' contracts. Not once did I hear him refer to the health of people and the facilities 
that a hospital can offer. He did not talk about the things that count. If he lived in Mandurah he would 
know there is a 32 bed hospital in the town. It was established by the previous Government as an election 
vote catching gimmick. The community has been stuck with it. This Government is now trying to work 
out, having inherited a bankrupt State, from where it can find the money to service the fastest growing area 
south of the Swan River. 

Members know that the electorate of Murray is the largest country electorate in Western Australia and 
there are 21 000 constituents in that electorate who rely on a hospital if they become sick. Most country 
electorates have 11 500 constituents. The Electoral Commission recently indicated that the growth rate in 
the seat of Murray was 116 per cent, while in Vasse it was 42 per cent and Mitchell 32 per cent. Where is 
the growth coming from in the Peel region? It used to be a retirement area for elderly people and they are 
the people who get sick. On top of that, the only two of the four primary schools built in this State last year 
were the Riverside and Halls Head Primary Schools, and next year a new high school will be built in the 
~ea. The people coming into the area are young. The member for Victoria Park is not streetwise because 
If he knew as much about health as he did about education, he would know that the people who get sick are 
the young and old. If the member for Victoria Park took the opportunity to visit Mandurah to have a good 
look at the town, he would become aware that the doctors are completely overworked. He would also 
know that it is impossible to get doctors to live in Mandurah because there are no facilities. The member 
knows th.at if facilities arc available, champions are produced. I suggest to the member that he consider the 
sport w~~c.h he knows something about from his Rhodes Scholarship. This State has a good cricket ground 
and facIlll.les in the W ACA and for that reason it has a good Sheffield Shield cricket team. It has two of 
the ~s.t foot~all.teams in the Australian Football League. In addition, it now has a tennis stadium complex 
and 11 IS begmnmg to produce good tennis players. Mandurah does not have a hospital and it cannot get 
doctors because the member for Victoria Park and his colleagues are trying to prevent it. 

Dr Gallop: No, because your Government has been in office for three years. 
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Mr MARSHALL: The member for Victoria Park is attacking this from a political point of view and he is 
speaking like an academic. He is talking through his pocket. He is not at all compassionate. I ask the 
member whether he has been on the brink of death. Of course he has not. He would not have a clue what 
it is like and I advise him that a large proportion of the people in my electorate do not want to die from a 
heart attack in an ambulance on the way to the Fremantle Hospital. They want a hospital with top services 
in Mandurah. 

Dr Gallop interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. I also again calion 
him not to interject in this way as it is taking over the speech. 

Mr MARSHALL: I will not speak for much longer because I get emotional about the issue of young 
people who do not understand sickness and about the fear of people if they get sick and do not have a 
hospital available to them. We need a hospital and we need the 100 extra beds. We need all these facilities 
for people if they have a stroke, cancer or a heart attack. Currently if people are sick it is hard to fmd 
doctors because they are so busy. If one attends for needles before going overseas and the appointment is 
10.00 am, the wait will be 20 minutes. We need more doctors and we will get them when we have proper 
facilities. If the member for Victoria Park were to stop all his negatives, if he were to get out of his books 
and seek a bit of wisdom to see the big picture, he would support this Government and me in our aim to get 
a hospital for Mandurah. The one thing I want and intend to get is the commencement of a top class 
hospital for my people in Mandurah before the next election. 

DR EDWARDS (May lands) [8.32 pm]: One of the issues in this amendment tonight is the whole notion 
of whether private health care is necessarily better. We have heard the member for Murray arguing that it 
is better. 

Mr Bloffwitch interjected. 

Dr EDWARDS: I will come to that in a minute. 

Mr Bloffwitch interjected. 

Dr EDWARDS: I would not prefer that because I worked as a doctor in private practice longer than in any 
other area. What the member must realise is that Medicare is a universal system of health insurance that 
underwrites every cent the doctor receives. The member cannot say that it is a totally public system. 

Mr Bloffwitch interjected. 

Dr EDWARDS: And then the member claims it from Medicare. 

Mr Bloffwitch interjected. 

Dr EDWARDS: The member is lucky; some of them are paying the doctor a lot more than that. The 
member obviously has a good doctor. 

Mr Bloffwitch interjected. 

Dr EDWARDS: I always bulk billed and I made a very good income. I will briefly discuss some recent 
experiences I have had with Hollywood Private Hospital. I had a relative admitted there about a month ago 
and, given the comments made about that hospital in this House, I went there with an open mind - curious 
to see it, given what the member for Riverton said about it last year. In one word, I was disappointed. I am 
not complaining about the level of care given to my relative, but I will make observations about some of 
the other factors. For instance, on at least one day my relative was not allowed out of his bed because it 
was claimed that there were not enough staff to get him out of his bed and into the wheelchair. What sort 
of care is that? It is certainly not health and life enhancing care. 

There were also other issues. In the room in which my relative was receiving therapy through a central 
venous line - a line going directly into the large veins ncar his heart - on more than one occasion there were 
dirty swabs lying on the floor. The level of cleanliness was not satisfactory, particularly considering that 
he was undergoing injections into his system very ncar his heart. Obviously to be having those sorts of 
injections he was very sick and one would have expected a basic higher level of cleanliness. The hotel 
services at the hospital also caused difficulties. For some reason, after a few days my relative was put on a 
diabetic diet No-one knew why and there was obviously some sort of mistake, which was fairly quickly 
rectified once the other relatives found out. There were other small areas of concern, such as the fact that 
we had to ask more than once to get a phone installed and when it was finally provided my relative could 
not make an outside call. 

I challenge the former Minister for Health's statements that Hollywood Private Hospital is a top class 
institution. It is certainly an adequate institution and I am not complaining about the level of care provided. 
However, my experience opened my eyes to some of his arguments and made me realise where the cuts 
were happening - obviously to staffing levels. On one night the staff complained to us that they were run 
off their feet, that they could not cope with the workload and that they did not know how they would get 
through the night When people argue that private health care is necessarily better, they should do so with 
their eyes open; they should look around the State and see exactly what is happening. Although the costs 
might be low, there are some situations where the level of service is much lower than that anticipated. 

One of the insulting things to my relative was the fact that the anaesthetist added a 50 per cent surcharge 
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because he had to attend at 8.00 pm. I do not think that my relative would have minded paying that 
surcharge, but it was never mentioned to him and I was there when the anaesthetist was present. This 
surcharge is not claimable from Medicare and it was bunged on unexpectedly without much reason. 

I now wish to make some brief comments comparing the situations in the United States and Canada. As 
members will probably be aware, the United States' system is oriented almost totally towards the private 
provision of services while the Canadian system has no significant private sector component - it is almost 
totally public; in fact, in Ontario there are no private hospitals. In looking at the outcomes in these two 
systems, one sees that life expectancy in the United States is 71 years but in Canada it is 74 years - as it is 
in Australia. Neonatal mortality in the United States is 6.8 per cent and in Canada and Australia it is 5.1 
per cent. One can also consider the percentage of gross domestic product committed to health care 
expenditure and in the United States it is 13.4 per cent, in Canada it is 10 per cent, but in Australia it is 8.2 
per cent. My argument is that a totally private system is much more expensive. There is enough health 
economics and other literature to show that the American system is extremely expensive and that it is not 
delivering good outcomes. By the same token, criticism can probably be made of the Canadian experience 
~iven that that country is probably spending more of its gross domestic product on health than we are but it 
IS getting roughly the same outcomes. That suggests to me that in Australia, with our mix of private and 
public hospitals, we probably have the system pretty well balanced, but we must be very careful when we 
tinker at the edges. 

In the United States there are at least 40 million people who are either under insured or who have no health 
insurance at all. Medicare provides everyone with some level of health insurance. One of the so-called 
truths that has been spread in the past few years is that health is some sort of commodity and that the 
market acts like a normal market. It does not and there are three reasons why it does not. First, health 
consumers do not have the free information that is available in the general marketplace. Therefore, they do 
not necessarily have all the knowledge on which to make the cheapest and wisest decisions. Secondly, no 
matter how one looks at it, health care consumers do not have the ability to shop around. Most members 
will have been to the doctor and asked him or her to recommend a specialist. Very often the consumer 
does not have an idea of who he or she thinks would be the best specialist for them. The third reason it 
does not work in this way is that health care is demand inelastic. If one is sick the tendency is to demand 
more and more of the system and to demand more and more of the system for one's relatives. We all want 
to get better when we are sick. That is a normal human trait. If one has a sick relative, particularly a sick 
child, one wants the system to provide as much as it can so that one receives the best treatment and the best 
possible outcome. In that sense, health is not acting like a normal market commodity; so when we say that 
we can make health into a commodity, there are some fundamental flaws which mean it will not work in 
that way. 

I want to comment about an observation in The Lancet, a prestigious British medical journal, about the 
problems that doctors in that country have seen in the market style reforms of the national health scheme. 
In an unprecedented move in 1994 The Lancet published two editorials which were critical of government 
reforms. In 1995 it published a major article again criticising the whole process. One of the features 
mentioned in the 1995 article was the private finance initiative that was set up to encourage the private 
sector to become involved in the provision of health care. One gets a sense of deja vu when reading the 
article. The private sector was invited first to be involved in running such things as car parks and other 
services on the user-pays philosophy. Over time, through the private finance initiative the scene changed: 
The private sector moved into waste management, cleaning, and the provision of equipment. All those 
things were innocuous, one could say, but as time went by the private sector moved into the provision of 
clinical services. The last item in the article identified a real problem. It predicted that the policy would 
prove to be much more costly than the previous public funding through the national health system. I guess 
of more concern was the article's prediction that some of the values we hold close to our hearts about 
health services - such as equity, the comprehensiveness of the service available, and about public 
accountability - would fall down. Tonight the member for Victoria Park told us about how that is 
happening already. In particular he referred to how public accountability seems to be falling off. That is of 
grave concern. Like most other members, I am being contacted by constituents who are very concerned 
about this matter. People are fearful of what might happen to our health services. As people get older they 
have at the back of their minds that they will get sick. They want to know that they can have a service that 
they believe is their right, not something they necessarily must compete for with other people to gain 
access. 

A couple of months ago a constituent sent me an article from The Observer, a British newspaper, dated 3 
September 1995. It was an interesting article about privatisation in Britain. It referred to a survey done by 
the newspaper. The heading was "Revealed - Tory £8b giveaway". What alarmed me about the article 
were comments by John Redwood, a former Welsh Secretary, who is regarded in many ways as being one 
of the pioneers of privatisation. He admitted in the article that more should have been done to do it right; 
that it was much more expensive than predicted, and that institutions had been sold off for much less 
money than could have been obtaincd. He was calling into question the whole process. I am concerned 
about what is happening here because from my reading of it we seem to be going down a path that other 
people have tried and have run into big problems. We do not seem to be learning from that experience. 
We seem to be grabbing the ideological side and following that for the sake of the ideology rather than for 
the sake of public health outcomes. Nowhere that the reforms have been brought in have we had evidence 
of beuer health outcomes. 
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Other items in the article concerned me. For instance, when some of the utilities were privatised the main 
winners were the executive directors who were appointed. In some instances the directors became 
millionaires very quickly, and their shares increased markedly every time there was a change in the market 
At the same time as the directors became beuer off the consumers became less well off. The article goes 
on to describe what happened in the electricity arena, which is of concern. 

Exactly what is going on in the health sector of Western Australia? For example, in 1992 we had the then 
coalition with a health policy. We had a shadow Minister who was perceived by people in the health sector 
to have a health background and some understanding of the problem; but he did not become Minister. The 
appointed Minister then embraced the funder-owner-purchaser-provider model. However, as people in the 
Health Department fondly say, "FOPP flopped". Some time ago the whole notion of FOPP was at best 
modified. That Minister moved on about a year ago, and a new Minister was sent in with a mission to get 
out the big scalpel and take it to the Health Department. I guess he was successful because when the 
member for Albany was appointed we heard promises about a large flow of money to the Health 
Department - and some of the fat was put back on again. 

I was amused when I arrived home last night to read "Health View", the magazine of the Health 
Department At page 5 appears yet another restructure. We see yet another organisational chart and 
comments by the current CEO that the restructure is not the end of the process but it represents a 
significant milestone. He comments that the structure is not set in concrete; it is still evolving. I am aware 
from talking to people in the Health Department that morale is low. For three years they have had 
restructure after restructure. With every new Minister there is some new change in direction. The real 
concerns about the outcomes for sick people are lost in that whole process. We have become very focused 
on providing services to the customer and all sorts of other new jargon with which, incidentally, The 
Lancet editorial takes umbrage. 

Perhaps most telling in "Health View" is an article mentioning change fatigue. After speaking to people 
who work in the Health Department I am not surprised that they suffer change fatigue. One criticism that 
can be made of the Government is that it has instituted a lot of change but it has not managed the people 
well throughout that change, and that is where the stress comes in. A lot of middle management has gone 
from the health system. In that process we have lost a lot of the cultural and corporate history of the 
organisation. In years to come that will be a significant problem. There will be a real gap in the service 
that will not be readily filled. 

As you will be aware, Mr Acting Speaker (Dr Hames), health care is unavoidably political. Health is 
intrinsically linked to the way resources are allocated in society. The member for Murray indicated that if 
one is not well off or if one is poor, one is much more likely to be sick. It is no accident that the people 
who suffer the most ill health in society are the old and the very low paid; yet they are the very people for 
whom we should provide services to ensure that society takes care of them when they are sick. We are 
moving away from that system. It worries me that those people will not have access to those types of 
services. 

One of the most eye-opening duties I had as a member of Parliament was as a member of the select 
committee inquiring into small country hospitals. That committee went around the countryside and visited 
many small country hospitalS. From a unique vantage point. it got a feel for the way the health system 
operates. There is nothmg quite like going into a small country town and having the whole population 
argue about the role that the hospital plays within that community. It worries me that we are going down a 
path where we are outsourcing services - hiving it off to the private sector - when all that spells for the 
small country hospitals is a lack of government commitment to keep them going. We are going down the 
wrong path with health care. The community knows that and is starting to buck. As I said earlier, when 
one compares the percentage of the gross domestic product Australia spends on health, one sees that our 
private-public mix is pretty well sorted out and we should not be interfering with it just for the sake of 
change. 

I conclude by referring to a cartoon that I came across recently that depicts a male doctor standing at the 
bedside of a very sick male patient. All sorts of tubes are attached to the patient. The doctor is saying to 
his patient, "You need a vitamin, mineral and income supplement." I hope to God we never go down that 
route, and this cartoon never becomes true. 

MR MARLBOROUGH (peel) [8.50 pm]: What a cynical, deceitful, uncaring Government we have 
administering the Health portfolio. Let us look at this Government's track record. Members opposite put 
forward a new Minister whose track record in this House of telling the truth was questionable from day 
one. This Minister for Health, while he was the member for Albany, was in his party room when the 
member for Riverton, the Minister for Labour Relations announced he was about to bring down the most 
draconian legislation to apply to workers' health. This Minister for Health had enough commonsense at 
that time to telephone his legal partners in Albany and tell them to take down immediately to the law courts 
the 16 cases that were on their books before four o'clock the following afternoon when this legislation of 
the Minister for Labour Relations would be implemented. Why did he do this? It was not necessarily 
because of a vested interest in workers, because as we saw later, he voted for the legislation. This Minister 
for Health voted for legislation which took away from injured workers and their families the right to 
receive money for work caused injuries at a time when workers most need money in their pockets and in 
their bank accounts to sustain their families while they are unable to work. 
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This Minister for Health, the then member for Albany, a backbencher, voted for that legislation. However, 
in a cynical, deceitful and corrupt manner, on the day that the Minister for Labour Relations made a blanket 
statement about legislation to reduce workers' compensation rights across this State regardless of age or 
background, this Minister for Health saw that he had a vested interest to protect the clients that he was still 
looking after in his legal practice in Albany. We know this because it is on the record in this House that he 
went out of the party room meeting to telephone his business partners. He told them to rush around to file 
the appropriate papers so they could bypass the four o'clock deadline that was about to be implemented by 
the Minister for Labour Relations. 

The Premier believes he has fixed the problem in the Health portfolio by putting the member for Albany in 
charge. This Minister for Health has no different a track record in his dealings with and caring for people 
from the previous Minister for Health, the member for Riverton. He is as deceitful, uncaring and unkind in 
his consideration of people's health as the member for Riverton. If members of the Government cared for 
people's health, they would never have allowed themselves to be pulled along by the rings in their noses by 
the deceitful then Minister for Health for the past 12 months in this House. To be precise, the member for 
Riverton was the shortest serving Health Minister in Western Australia for some 30 years. He lasted for 
only 10 months, thankfully. Members of the Government sat in silence, bewildered by his arrogance, and 
allowed him to tell the people of Western Australia that under his management of the Health ministry there 
was nothing wrong with the health system. During these 10 months members opposite demonstrated 
clearly to the people of Western Australia that they were more than happy to play politics with people's 
health. It is not my rhetoric that is the evidence of that, it is the track record of the former Minister for 
Health. 

The changes were not made for health reasons, but as a result of the cynical internal politics of the Liberal 
Party. When the moderates in the Liberal Party, led by the member for Cottesloe, along with the Leader of 
the National Party, saw that the time was coming when they could have greater influence than the 
Crichton-Brownes, the Chilla Porters and the Richard, Ken and Sir Charles Courts of this world, they were 
able to go to Richard Court and say, "Look, we've nearly got the numbers to topple you. The only thing 
that will stop US moving at this point is if you do a number of things. One is that you remove the member 
for Riverton from the Health portfolio, because he is damaging us among our traditional votes in the 
electorate and too many doctors, nurses, and health workers, and most of all too many patients, can no 
longer rely on their health services under the member for Riverton's management." Those people were 
under the protection of the Government, and I make no bones about saying that the members opposite sat 
in this place for 10 months and allowed this man to destroy the health service. 

I said earlier the measure is not my rhetoric; it is when the Leader of the House and the Deputy Premier, 
cynically, persuaded the Premier to agree to make that change. Mysteriously, a short time after the federal 
election, the Government was able to find the $80m that had been missing from the Health portfolio all that 
time; the $80m that the Government never told the public of Western Australia about; the $80m that it was 
willing to hide in a dark corner for its political purposes - for campaign purposes - if it could get away with 
it In doing so, members opposite played with people's health. It is no use their standing here today on 
the basis of credibility because they happen to have changed the Minister. The old saying that a leopard 
never changes its spots applies. The previous Minister for Health and his track record prove it He has a 
lot of work to do to clear his reputation. 

The Government's side of politics is never backward in coming forward to remind members on this side of 
our track record. While I remain a member in this House I will constantly remind members opposite of 
their track record, particularly certain individuals. The member for Cottesloe went to the Premier and the 
member for Riverton was removed from the Health portfolio and $80m was magically found. All of a 
sudden the Government was painting itself as a caring, loving Government -

Mr Shave: Compassionate? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: - a compassionate Government that understood that the health needs of the people 
of Western Australia had been destroyed under the previous Minister for Health. 

Mr Shave: What happened to your crowd last Saturday week? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I do not know. Will the member for Melville tell me? 

Mr Shave: It got three out of 14 seats. It lost them on health. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: What more do I need to say? The best that has come out of the mouth of the 
member for Melville is, "We won the election." Docs the member for Melville care about health and the 
$80m shortfall in health funding? In the short term the penny may not have completely dropped with the 
people of Western Australia, but this Government will face what is being faced by the Conservative 
Gc;>ve,:"m~nt in the UK today. Its members went along exactly the same path as this Government with the 
pnv.allsal1on of health. Ongoing opinion polls show that between 30 and 50 per cent of the population are 
behmd. the Labor Party. The single most important driving issue in the UK today is the British people's 
reco~mtion of how their health system has been destroyed. The British health system was once held up as 
a gUide to every democracy in the world that genuinely cared about providing equal opportunities in health 
to alI people. Today, faced with a massive wipe out, just as members opposite suggest occurred to the 
Labor Government, the track record, the opinion polls, and every local government election in the UK have 
shown that the Conservatives will not survive. One of the key issues, if not the key issue, is the destruction 
of the British healLh system by the ThaLcher Government. 
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This Government in its deceitful way sets about going down the same path. The member for Murray spoke 
earlier about his understanding of the health system. First, I suggest to him that he fits into the category 
and statistics for health where if something serious happened to his health, and I hope it does not. he would 
be far better looked after and probably immediately rushed to the finest government hospitals in this State. 
Second, the measure of his credibility on health is that instead of trying to score cheap political points that 
will come home to haunt him, if he wants to argue that the private health system is so good. I challenge 
him to stand up in this House and say so. The figures show that a third of the new hospital in Mandurah 
will be private and the rest of it will have some sort of government role. I challenge the member for 
Murray to say that he also supports a third of Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital being privatised; a third of 
Royal Perth Hospital being privati sed; a third of Princess Margaret Hospital for Children being privatised; 
and a third of King Edward Memorial Hospital being privatised. Of course he will not, and neither before 
an election will the present Minister for Health. They know that if they try to tackle health at the level at 
which the mass of people live and understand that they require a government health system, not only 
because it gives them the best care but also because it does so at the smallest cost, it will be political 
disaster. Like the robber or cat burglar who sneaks in a back window at night, he is picking off small, outer 
metropolitan areas and putting them in a political test tube. He does not know the outcome and the sad part 
about it is that he does not care as long as it suits his ideology. It is the same sort of non-caring attitude we 
have seen recently from the Minister for Education, who said that there could be a lower standard of 
cleaning in public schools and that one can contract out the system that provides a lesser service to parents 
and the health of their schoolchildren. That is what he is suggesting and is willing to cope with when 
turning health to profit for his political mates in the health system. On that basis he is willing to put those 
areas into a health test tube. He does not know what will be the outcome. 

All of us can tell personal stories about the health systems, both private and government. I am not opposed 
to the private health system. I have had experience of it, as I am sure many have, but I have also had 
experience of the public health system. I will tell members a story about the experience of one of my 
family in the private health system. At 40 years of age my wife, Roslyn, fell pregnant and, thankfully we 
have Patrick, who started school this year at five years of age. A specialist, whose name is not worth 
repeating, convinced her that at 40 years of age and expecting her first child she would be fine being 
looked after in Applecross private hospital. I pleaded with Ros that she should not go to the private 
hospital but to King Edward Memorial Hospital where, if something went wrong, she would be best looked 
after. I am not a medical person but something instinctively told me that if the Government was willing to 
put millions of dollars into the best facilities in the State for women's health in the King Edward Memorial 
Hospital, if something happened to my wife during the birth of our son, Patrick, she would be better off 
there. I do not have total influence over my wife. I never have had and I would not want to have it. She 
was convinced by the specialist that Applecross hospital would provide the service she needed. The end 
result was an horrific birth at which I was present. One could not have asked for worse unless there had 
been a death. After a caesarean section that came after hours of trying to induce, forceps and attempts to 
bring about a natural labour, the following day the specialist flew to America leaving my wife in 
Applecross hospital. Within three days she was dying in that hospital. She could not breathe. Urgent calls 
were made at 2.00 am. At 3.00 am I came from home to be at her bedside. She could not breathe because 
this specialist had not stitched the caesarean operation properly. She had internal bleeding between the 
outer layer of skin and the womb and she was being poisoned internally. What did Applecross hospital do? 
I will give the member for Murray one guess. Did it provide to this 40 year old woman who was having 
her first child all the appropriate specialist care necessary to make sure her life was safe? No, it did not. 
The medical decision was made that the hospital did not have the facilities to protect her life. They 
recognised that Applecross hospital was designed for 24-27 year old women having their first child. They 
can go in, five minutes later have a baby and then come out again the next day. That is when it ran at its 
smoothest and was managed at its best. That is how to make an easy dollar out of health. When my wife 
was lying in the hospital bed dying they made the medical decision to call an ambulance. They put her in 
the back of the ambulance with me to take her to the adequate King Edward Memorial Hospital. 

Anybody who thinks or has the audacity to stand up in this House and to say that a private health system is 
the best system for health care needs we must provide in this State is joking, does not understand or is 
simply trying to gain some short term political points. He is not of the view that people need caring for 
from cradle to grave without somebody making a profit. He thinks that all the people who go into hospital 
are East Fremantle footballers with broken limbs. Who gives a damn whether they are fixed? Nobody 
gives a damn, only the member for Murray. When we are talking about the real people of the world, those 
most in need, what does he do? He cynically travels the same path led by his Government, Premier and 
Cabinet. He has no understanding at all of health, and neither does this Minister. The new Minister for 
Health, who wants to put a new face on the Government's health policy, has the same cynical, uncaring and 
unkind spots as the previous Minister for Health, and we know what a disaster he was. Just like the 
previous Minister, he is coming up to a state election. We will be watching every move he makes in this 
field. Just as he got off to a bad start to his parliamentary career, when he deceived this House about how 
he went out of his party room and rang his law firm with his vested interest, telling it to get 12 or 13 names 
before the court because the Minister for Labour Relations was about to cut in half their health money from 
injury at work, so is he showing the same traits over his handling of the private health system taking over 
the government sector. He is not gelling off on the right foot on this issue. We will keep hounding him 
because the people out there know that a caring Government cares for people. It looks after their health 
from cradle to grave. That is what the people of Western Australia demand - no more and no less than that. 
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MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Health) [9.10 pm]: I have listened with interest to some of the 
remarks made by members of the Opposition and, of course, my colleague the member for Murray. With 
regard to the last tirade from the member for Peel -
Mr Marlborough: You don't like being reminded of it, but it's true. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): Order! Member for Peel. 

Mr PRINCE: I am the Minister of whom the member said, "This is the best Minister for Housing in more 
than 10 years." . 

Mr Marlborough: I'm telling you that your health system is no good. 

The ACI'ING SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel for the fIrst time. 

Mr PRINCE: He said it publicly. 

Mr Marlborough: That's right. I'm telling you that you've got off on the wrong foot in the health system, 
my friend. You were doing well in housing because you listened to me. 
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the member for Peel and 
remind him that he has just had time for his s~h. Although I was willing to allow some interjections 
because the Minister was directing some attentIon in his direction, the member for Peel continued past the 
time when I repeatedly called for order. I ask him to desist. 

Mr PRINCE: I will address a few of the issues the member for Maylands raised. She talked about 
resources and their management in society. I had a meeting in recent days with senior clinicians, one of 
whom said to me in all seriousness, but to a certain extent flippantly, that one could quite reasonably take 
the whole gross domestic product of Australia and put it into health and at the end of the day some well 
deserving cause would put up its hand and say, "What about me?" It is undoubtedly a problem throughout 
the western world, particularly in Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development countries and 
those that are similar, that the health systems - there are many, and in this country we have parallel private 
and public systems - are capable of absorbing an ever increasing amount of public resource. Therefore, as I 
am sure every sensible person recognises, there must be some priorities and some management of what 
resources go where. I remind the House that in excess of one quarter of this State's Budget is spent in 
health; that is over $1.5b a year. That is an enormous proportion of the State Budget 

With regard to the other comments the member for Maylands made, particularly about the Health 
Department, I have made a point of going to the department, particularly at the Royal Street headquarters, 
and also to a few hospitals so far, and meeting the people who are delivering the services, and in the case of 
the department, the people who are the administrators as well as service deliverers. I understand from 
~king to a number of those people that they are, as I think the member for Maylands put it, in the process 
of some change fatigue. The restructure, which was commenced last year, is in the process of bedding 
down now. I hope it will be completed in the near future. As far as I am concerned - I have said this to 
many of the people in the Health Department - that will be the end of restructure change for the 
conceivable and foreseeable future. That does not mean that there will be no change. As the 
Commissioner of Health has said, there will undoubtedly continue to be change of an evolutionary sense -
perhaps soine knocking off of the rough edges. However, what has resulted from the changes over the past 
several years is that people now think about how any task or job can be done better. That is a cultural 
change that should have come some time ago. There will be that degree of stabilitr, but within groups 
there will always be a degree of analysis, self-examination and examination of what 18 being done within 
the department I am told by members of the department that I am the fIrst Minister for Health for 14 years 
to go into that department and talk to the pcople. 

The member for Maylands criticises the concept of focus on service to the customer. That is an 
extraordinary statement. It is in fact what the whole system should be about; that is, delivering the service 
to the people who need it - for those who are ill or who need some form of hospital service or, particularly 
in the community health area, to prevent people from getting ill. The member gave an example at 
Hollywood Private Hospital. That is an extraordinary example to give. It is a hospital that has been 
completely privati sed; it was transferred to Ramsay's Health Care. It was a totally commonwealth owned 
hospital and was privatised and sold by the Federal Labor Government. 

Mr CJ. Barnett My father unfortunately often goes there. He enjoys it more now and says that the food is 
better. 

Mr Bloffwitch: My father says he thoroughly enjoys it, too. 

Mr PRINCE: We have two off the cuff compliments to the "hotel services" at the hospital. I accept, 
h~wever, what the member for Maylands has said; that is, that she has had some unfortunate experiences 
With those things. I wish she were in the Chamber because I would ask whether she has seen dirty swabs 
on the floor in a public hospital or a hospital other than Hollywood and whether she has received 
complaints about diets elsewhere. Any system which involves people and is reliant on people to run it will 
from tim~ to time not get things quite right. However, any system that is then responsive to a complaint is 
one that IS working reasonably well. I repeal: The Hollywood hospital was privatised by a Commonwealth 
Labor Government under the Prime Ministership of Paul Keating, notwithstanding that he is the person 
who has wanted to get rid of private health, particularly private hospitals, and has said so. 
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With regard to pressure on hospitals, over the past several years a significant increase in activity has 
occurred. Admissions to public hospitals increased by 6 per cent from 298 583 in 1992-93 to 316 755 in 
1994-95 - and they are projected to increase by a further 3.7 per cent to a total of 327 000 this financial 
year. It is fundamentally that which is driving what is happening in the public hospital system at the 
moment, and has done now for years. The most significant part of this is in the drop in private health 
cover. We have gone from private health coverage of well in excess of 60 per cent at the time Medicare 
was introduced, to 36 per cent A former federal Minister for Health, Senator Richardson, said that if the 
figure ever dropped below 40 per cent, it would be a major problem for the whole of Australia - and it is. 
That has happened under 13 years of a Commonwealth Labor Government. That activity then translates 
into the public system because people who are privately insured cannot go to private hospitals. 

In addition to that, huge increases in leaps and bounds have occurred in medical technology. Day surgery 
is but one example. The ability of doctors, particularly surgeons, to carry out procedures on a day surgery 
basis is staggering. I had the privilege a few weeks ago of opening the day surgery unit at Fremantle 
Hospital. On that day they did the first gall bladder removal in a day surgery in this State and, possibly, 
Australia. In other words, the way in which the medical profession - not only the doctors, but the nurses 
and others involved on the technical and clinical side - is able to operate is nothing short of remarkable. 
The number of operations and the number of other things they can do to a group of people in a period has 
increased. 

The range of people who can be treated has also increased, particularly in the area of joint replacement I 
noted that a lady aged over 100 had her hip replaced at Christmas at Royal Perth Hospital. Ten or 15 years 
ago, a person aged over 70 would have been unlikely to have a joint replaced because of the dangers that 
existed at that time, but these days it is reasonably commonplace. 

We have had a Significant reduction in private health insurance, which has increased markedly the number 
of people who have nowhere to go but public hospitals. That has been caused entirely by the policies of the 
now disgraced and dismissed federal Labor Government, which received the lowest percentage vote since 
the Second World War - lower even than the vote received by the WhiLlam Government. We have had an 
increase in activity rates because of new technology and the marked increase in the number of people who 
have been treated. . 

The concept at Joondalup is to provide a public hospital to which all members of the public will have 
access and where they will De able to obtain, free of charge, all of the services which they can obtain 
currently at any other public hospital. There will be no departure from that policy. That will be assured in 
a number of ways. The contract with whocver may be the operator will provide for services of a particular 
type and at certain standards, and payment for the provision of those services will be suspended if there is 
any diminution in the quality or quantity of those services at any "time. That will provide a direct control. 
The arrangement will be brought to an end if services are not delivered for a length of time. There will be 
a lease for 20 years in regard to the public component, and thereafter it will revert to public ownership. 
After a further 20 years, it will revert to private ownership. A raft of checks and balances is being debated 
and negotiated in regard to the contractual process which will provide absolute protection to the people in 
the Wanneroo-Joondalup area. 

What did we see under the Labor Government of this State with regard to hospital services? A few weeks 
ago, I had the pleasure and privilege of going to Bunbury to sign the facility agreement between the 
Government and St John of God Health Service for a collocated public-private hospital in Bunbury. To my 
regret, I was also shown the sand patch next to Bunbury Hospital which is all that members opposite could 

. do in 10 years to provide a new hospital anywhere. 

Dr Gallop: Rubbish! All the plans were there for a new public hospital. 

Mr PRINCE: The former Government cleared away some lovely gardens and left a sand patch, which is 
still there. That is all it did. We are planning a proper hospital in the Wanneroo-Joondalup area, which 
members opposite were never capable of doing, and it will be done. Members opposite have made the 
same litany of complaints about the tender process. 

We advertised for expressions of interest and received 54 responses from organisations and indi.viduals. 
That was reduced to a short list of six, who were asked to submit proposals, which they did. That process 
was not the subject of any political interference, nor will it be. Furthermore, in order to ensure that it was 
not just seen to be but was totally above board, Mr Graham McEachran, a partner of management 
accountants Ernst and Young - not a partner of Arthur Andersen, or of Parker and Parker - was employed 
to oversee the process. He has said publicly in his statement dated 15 February that -

It is my strong view that the process was conducted in an utterly fair manner - indeed more than 
one proponent expressed views that the probity precautions were perhaps excessive. In hindsight, 
it is perhaps as well that they were. 

Nothing has been wrong with the tender process for Joondalup hospital, and nothing will be, 
notwithstanding the repeated criticism of members opposite that it is not the way they would have done it 
What would members opposite have done? I ask the member for Victoria Park to recall that when he was 
the Minister, he tore apart the third party claims fund, and there is nothing to show for it. 

Dr Gallop interjected. 
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Mr PRINCE: The member for Peel rabbited on about workers' compensation. Members opposite lost 
$400m, and there is nothing to show for it These moneys had been contributed over a long peri04 by the 
motorists of this State to pay for personal injury claims. 

Dr Gallop: Insider trading! Look it up in the dictionary if you don't know what it means. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): Order! Member for Victoria Park, I note on this occasion you have 
had only one formal call to order and not two, as was the situation when I was in the Chair last. but you are 
proceeding rapidly in that direction. 

Mr PRINCE: The third party fund existed to compensate and pay for the hospital and medical expenses of· 
people injured in motor vehicle accidents, and when we came to government. it had been cleaned out The 
member for Victoria Park was the Minister. He is totally responsible for that. 

Dr Gallop: Insider trading. You should be in prison for what you did. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Minister, if you directed your remarks in this direction, you might have 
fewer problems with the member for Victoria Park. 

Mr PRINCE: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, but I doubt it Furthermore, the cost of servicing the debt 
which we inherited was more than the cost of running the Police Service. That was the position when we 
came to government in 1993 .. We cannot change that overnight The money is not there. We need to 
provide public hospitals in both Joondalup and Peel. In Joondalup, private bed licences will probably be 
issued, with conditions that will enable those beds to be used only by members of the public, who will 
receive the same treatment and have access to the same facilities as is the case at any other public hospital. 
What the member for Victoria Park does not like is that he has learnt from Dr Andrew Refshauge, the New 
South Wales Minister for Health, and the only Labor Minister for Health in Australia, that he has not been 
able to fiddle with the Port Macquarie situation. That is a public hospital that is privately owned and 
managed, but which the public can access and where it can receive all the necessary services. The New 
South Wales Minister for Health cannot undo that 

Dr Gallop: Because it was signed up by the previous Government 

Mr PRINCE: That is right, and it is providing a service and doing it very well. That is what will happen in 
Joondalup and in Peel. Members opposite call us conservatives. Members opposite do not want anything . 
to change. Members opposite are the most extraordinary group I have ever come across. The world is 
changing. The State of Western Australia is changing. The method of delivering health services is 
changing and must change. It is absolutely essential for the delivery of public health services through 
public hospitals that there be public access. That is what the public expects, and that is what will be 
delivered. 

The member for Victoria Park, and also the Leader of the Opposition, attempted to run a scare campaign 
last Thursday when he asked me a question about methicillin resistant staphylococcus aureus, or golden 
staph, at Royal Perth Hospital. The switchboard of Royal Perth Hospital was swamped with calls, and 
there has been considerable public comment about that matter. The member for Victoria Park said that 
wards had been closed. The situation is that MRSA is a special strain of a common organism called 
staphylococcus aureus, as both the member for Victoria Park and I, and other people, know. Hundreds of 
thousands of people in this State carry staphylococcus on their skins or elsewhere. In a hospital 
environment where a lot of antibiotics are used those strains that are resistant to antibiotics tend to thrive. 
Some strains, such as epidemic MRSA, are virulent and cause a lot of problems in hospitals around the 
world. It does not exist in this State. This is the only State - it is possibly unique in the developed world -
that does not have epidemic strains. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition alleged a ward had been shut; it 
is open. There has not been an outbreak of the epidemic strain of MRSA for at least two years. Last 
Thursday, the member ran a scare campaign on people's health. He is disgraceful. He was wrong. 

Dr Gallop interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): Order! Given there is only one minute of debate left, it was 
probably a good time to get a little excited. I too would like to hear the end of the debate. I ask both 
members to contain themselves for the remaining minute. 

Dr Gallop: Could I ask you a question? 

Mr PRINCE: No. Health is far too important for people to play politics with. The actions of the member 
for Victoria Park last Thursday were a disgrace for him and his side of politics. It is all we have come to 
expect from 10 years of total mismanagement. 

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [9.33 pm]: I was not going to speak in this debate. However, I have listened to 
the two speakers from the government side, and the sound and the fury, and I have been waiting to hear 
som~body from the government side address the terms of the motion moved by the Opposition. The 
mOUon relates to the very important issue of accountability. 

The Minister for Health came closest to addressing it when he pointed out that in New South Wales, the 
State. Government has not been able to do anything about the contract entered into for the Port Macquarie 
hospital. That is the point. This Government is about to enter into contracts for hospitals at Joondalup and 
Peel which will bind subsequent Governments for 20 years. There will be five elections before any 
Government can do anything about the contracts that this Government is about to enter into. The 
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Opposition has moved a motion asking for the contracts to be given to this House before the Government 
signs them and not one speaker on the government side has addressed that basic issue of accountability. 
This Government will bind us for 20 years. We will not be able to do a thing about when we come into 
government. 

The Government is not telling us what sort of agreement it is entering into with these private operators. 
This is a basic issue of accountability to the Parliament and to the public. Members opposite may cry 
commercial confidentiality. However, that is an excuse which does not work any more. It is not an excuse 
which would have been accepted by the Royal Commission into the Commercial Activities of Government 
and Other Matters and it is not an excuse which the Commission on Government said we should accept 
Ministers will find it difficult to learn the lesson - bit by bit they will have to learn it - that commercial 
confidentiality will not wash as an excuse for not providing information to this Parliament and to the 
public. We need to know what sort of deal the Government is entering into. It involves taxpayers' money 
and health care. It will bind Governments well into the future. Rather than any attempt to address the 
accountability issues, all we have heard from the Government is a loud reiteration of the need for improved 
hospital services in Joondalup and Peel. We agree with that; improved hospitals services in those areas are 
needed. However, the Government has not delivered those services. 

Dr Gallop: It has not even delivered a contract yet 

Mr RIPPER: It has not even delivered a signed contract yet and there is no guarantee with this sort of 
development that these projects will get up. As a result of all of the difficulties that can arise in 
negotiations between government and the private sector, both contracts may fall over. 

I want to address another important issue in my brief remarks. I am pleased to see that the Leader of the 
House is here. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I have been here all day. 

Mr RIPPER: He has been here all day paying dutiful attention to the magnificent contributions of the 
Opposition! I want to refer to a contribution made by the Leader of the House when he was in opposition. 
He will remember campaigning on the question of state debt. The Premier at question time boasted about 
reductions in state debt that he says have occurred in recent years. There is a question about state debt 
relating to these contracts. The Government is saving the money that it would otherwise have to spend on 
building a public hospital by geuing the private sector to build the hospital, but then incurs higher costs on 
it over the 20 year life of the contract. That is a short term saving at a long term cost, which is the 
equivalent of entering into borrowings because the liabilities of the State are increased. I would like 
someone from the Government to talk about that. 

There is ample justification for that argument. The New South Wales Government estimates that the Port 
Macquarie hospital costs 30 to 35 per cent more to run than it would have if it had been publicly built, 
owned and managed. I suggest the figures in Western Australia will be even higher than 30 to 35 per cent 
more expensive, because it appears that New South Wales public hospitals, which are the base for that 
comparison, are more expensive than Western Australian public hospitals. The average cost of treatment 
in a New South Wales public hospital is $2 511. 

The average cost of treatment of a case in a Western Australian public hospital is $2 333. Therefore, New 
South Wales public hospitals are more expensive than Western Australian public hospitals. However, the 
Port Macquarie privatised operation is 30 to 35 per cent more expensive than that according to the New 
South Wales Government. So this Government is saving money now and perhaps avoiding the necessity to 
borrow now, but at the expense of higher recurrent costs over the 20 year life of the contract. That is a neat 
way of avoiding official state debt However, it amounts to the same thing. It amounts to an increased 
drain on the public purse because of those increased costs. The Government will get a short term gain - a 
disguising of the state debt position at the expense of a longer term cost to the public. 

That is what we think is happening. However, the Government will not give us the contracts so we can 
make a proper judgment of them. We are talking about important services to the public and large amounts 
of public money. We are talking about the need for improved accountability. The Government is ignoring 
what should be an obligation that any Government would accept in the 1990s. 

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ms Anwyl 
MrBridge 
MrBrown 
MrCatania 
Mr Cunningham 
Dr Edwards 
Dr Gallop 

MrGraham 
MrGrill 

Ayes (19) 

Mrs Hallahan 
Mrs Henderson 
MrKobelke 
Mr Marlborough 
Mr McGinty 

MrRipper 
Mrs Roberts 
MsWarnock 
Dr Watson 
Mr Leahy (Teller) 



Mr Ainsworth 
Mr C.l. Barnett 
Mr Blaikie 
MrBoard 
Dr Constable 
MrCourt 
MrCowan 
MrDay 
Mrs Edwardes 
MrHouse 

MrThomas 
Mr D.L. Smith 
Mr Riebeling 
Mr M. Barnett 

Amendment thus negatived. 
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Noes (28) 

Mrlohnson 
MrLewis 
MrMarshall 
MrMcNee 
MrMinson 
MrNicholls 
MrOmodei 
Mrs Parker 
MrPendal 
MrPrince 

Pairs 

MrShave 
MrW. Smith 
Mr Trenorden 
MrTubby 
Dr Turnbull 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

Mr Kierath 
MrBradshaw 
Mr Strickland 
MrOsborne 

Debale (on molion) Resumed 
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MRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [9.44 pm]: I will refer to a number of matters concerning the heritage of 
our cities, towns and suburbs in this State. One area to which I will refer is Peppermint Grove. Members 
may have seen in the "Big Weekend" supplement to The Wesl AUSlralian of Saturday, 7 October 1995 that 
Peppermint Grove was referred to as "Peppermint Grave". It was referred to in that way for a very good 
reason; that is, the Heritage of Western Australia Act does not seem to have made a lot of difference in 
what has become known as "Peppermint Grave". This article refers to a house known as "The Cliffe", a 
house that was saved. The same article refers to another home, "Nindethana" located at 34 The Esplanade, 
that was set for demolition. It is worth detailing the history of how the Peppermint Grove Shire Council 
handled this matter, and the lack of action by the Government other than to say, "Tut, tut; we are a little 
concerned about this." 

Mr Lewis: Are you confident about what you are talking about? You do not sound very confident 

Mrs ROBERTS: I will certainly have a little to say about the Minister's total lack of action in this area. It 
may come as news to him that I have some very detailed notes on the approval process. I also hold copies 
of council minutes that detail the way in which it dealt with those two landmarks - "The Cliffe" and 
"Ninde thana" - very differently. I will refer specifically to some local newspaper articles in which the 
Minister said that he was disappointed that "Nindethana" had been demolished. I am also aware that the 
Minister put a hold on a proposal to demolish "The Cliffe", and that house was retained. My criticism here 
is not that "The Cliffe" was retained, but that "Nindethana" and other homes in the area have been lost 
The Minister does not need to be quite so sensitive because I will refer to the actions -

Mr Lewis: I am not, but you do not know what you are talking about 

Mrs ROBERTS: The Minister is being particularly sensitive. I have been speaking for fewer than three 
minutes. He has interrupted me early in my speech and attempted to say that I do not know what I am 
talking about; that I do not have the facts; that I do not have the detail. The fact is that the Minister has 
interrupted me after only three minutes of my speech. He has no idea what I will say in the next 27 
minutes. If he were not so sensitive, he would not interrupt at this time. Perhaps he could sit back, relax 
and hear the full story. If he has some criticism or comments to make, he can do that at the end of my 
speech. 

I will go through a situation which indicates to me quite a heritage bias in the way in which the Peppermint 
Grove Shire Council handled these two houses. I will point out some problems that exist with the 
implementation of the Heritage Act I will also make reference to some problems that are more local to my 
electorate. It is worth detailing that this saga in Peppermint Grove started on 13 September 1993 when the 
Heritage Council of Western Australia considered the demolition licence application. That information 
was received from the Peppermint Grove Shire Council on motions by Councillors Cumpston and lohn 
Black. The measures adopted by the council were relayed to the Heritage Council. 

On 3 April 1995 Councillor Roderick Smith urged council to support a petition organised by Helen 
Bunning to have the recently sold "The Cliffe" residence listed by the Heritage Council. It was not made 
apparent to that meeting - keeping in mind that Councillor Bunning is a councillor of the Shire of 
Peppermint Grove - that "The Cliffe" property, as it is known, is behind a property owned by Councillor 
Bunning's husband's family. In fact his family home is immediately in front of "The Cliffe" and closer to 
the river. If the "The Cliffe" were developed to its full potential, a two-storey development would have 
overlooked Councillor Bunning's husband's family home. I have read in local news articles and some 
local people in Peppermint Grove have raised with me that rather than considering these issues concerning 
grand homes in Peppermint Grove on the merit of the heritage, they have taken into account the people 
Who own those homes. 
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The precedent for many places in Peppermint Grove is the council's attitude that people own land which 
has development potential and that the council has had no particular role in preserving heritage. It is very 
much that Liberal mentalitr, that one paid for and owns a site, therefore one is entitled within reason to do 
with it what one likes and If that means demolishing something of significant heritage, so be it. It seemed 
to me that the flJ'St time the Peppermint Grove Shire Council became involved with this matter it concerned 
"The Cliffe". Local people suggested to me that Councillor Bunning's motivation was not the heritage 
value of "The Cliffe", given that she and others had not previously made any comment on other homes that 
were demolished and redeveloped, but that any development on that site would overlook her husband's 
family home and potentially affect a property likely to be inherited by her family or children. That is worth 
considering. 

Towards the end of last year when I fIrst looked into this issue when the Local Government Bill was under 
consideration in Committee I asked whether someone in that situation should declare a pecuniary interest at 
a council meeting. It seems that that relationship is far enough away for Councillor Bunning not to have 
contravened the Local Government Act as it was, or the new Local Government Act passed towards the 
end of last year. Surely someone has a moral obligation to point out that somewhere down the track either 
she, her family or children probably stood to gain by owning a property not overlooked by a two or three 
storey mansion that might be built behind the family home of her in-laws. The destruction can be seen 
from The Esplanade. Homes have been built of two or three storeys which are almost boundary to 
boundary and look more in keeping with homes one would expect in the newer suburb of City Beach than 
in the historic area of Peppermint Grove. 

On 10 April 1995 the Peppermint Grove Shire Council developed its fIrst draft of municipal inventory. In 
July 1995 it gave a demolition licence to Councillor J. Black for a property known as "Nindethana" which, 
as I pointed out, was at 34 The Esplanade. That home has subsequently been demolished. "Nindethana" 
was described in The West Australian as follows -

During The Cliffe row in which approval was given for another historic Peppermint Grove 
mansion, Nindethana, to be demolished - the Shire Council admitted it did not have a strict 
heritage policy. 

The Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990 says that all councils should have an inventory of 
municipal heritage. For years some have had strict procedures to ensure that signifIcant 
residences are protected from development. 

The report in The West Australian said that Peppermint Grove effectively allows residents to follow the 
example of property developer Warren Anderson who demolished Sir Talbot Hobbs own "The Bungalow" 
six years ago to create a manor type estate with a two-storey house. 

I understand that was also in Peppermint Grove. 

Approval for the demolition of Nindethana - originally the family home of Horrle Scholl, a pearler 
at Roebourne who built on two hectares at the comer of Leake Street and The Esplanade -
reportedly went through without one councillor speaking on its heritage value. 

That is significant In July 1995 the demolition licence was given to Councillor Black to demolish 
"Nindethana". On 17 July 1995 a demolition application came in from S. Creasy for "The Cliffe". That 
was refused, yet on 26 June 1995 new Councillors Bunning and Bird, not furnished with a heritage 
inventory, were requested to consider the heritage list and advise the shire clerk of changes considered 
desirable. On 26 June 1995 the Heritage Council wrote a letter regarding the listing of "The Cliffe" and on 
that date the demolition and redevelopment of "Nindethana" by Councillor John Black was approved 
without any evidence of heritage consideration. They were concerned to see whether "The Cliffe" was on 
the list. I am told that Councillor Bunning organised a petition, yet they did not take the same attitude with 
their fellow councillor's application for demolition of "Nindethana". 

The approval also stated that because "Nindethana" did not comply with the town planning scheme, it was 
acceptable that neither would Councillor Black's new development need to comply. Therefore there is no 
signifIcant alteration to floor levels and no express resolution for the council to exercise discretion to 
permit this house to be built 14.4m above the natural ground level to a fInished height of 24.4m. The 
general assumption condones a different, natural ground level. The minutes that I examined from the 
council meeting are misleading because they say that the proposal also complies with Shire of Peppermint 
Grove town planning scheme No 3 regarding height and plot ratio. That was not the case. In terms of the 
residential planning codes and variations and exclusions the scheme says -

For RIO, R 12.5 and R 15 coded areas no site shall be developed or building constructed to 
exceed two storeys excluding any basement storey and 10m in height measured to the highest 
portion of the roof of the development from mean natural ground level or other level determined 
by Council. 

Furthermore, unless expressly approved by Council, the ground level of any portion of any lot 
shall not be raised by an amount greater than 1.0m above the natural ground level or other level 
determined by Council whether by means of retaining wall or other method. 

Councillor Black's new residence will be 24.4m above the natural- that is, mean - ground level rather than 
the lawful 10m. 
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Mr Lewis: It could not be 24m above ground level; that would be huge - about six storeys. 

Mrs ROBERTS: I do not know whether the Minister has seen the developments in that area; they are quite 
startling. 

Mr Lewis interjected. 

Mrs ROBERTS: We will see about that 

The minutes of the council meeting of 26 June 1995 refer to another application in the name of Lilley of36 
Leake Street, Peppermint Grove which was refused because the height of the building did not conform to 
the town planning scheme of 10 metres. The July meeting of council informed the owner it had reduced 
the height by 0.18 metres to conform to the 10 metre maximum. Also at the meeting of 26 June planning 
approval was rejected for someone by the name of Anderson of 53 Johnston Street because the height of 
the building was 15.2 metres above the natural ground level. I have been informed that at the same 
meeting Councillor John Black was given the nod to build 24.4 metres above the mean natural ground 
level. It is worth noting that at the same meeting the council formally recorded a resolution to exercise its 
discretion regarding the height which applied to an application from someone by the name of Huston of 58 
View Street. It had not done the same for Councillor Black. The minutes stated that -

Unless Council exercises its discretion, the height is contrary to the provisions of the Shire of 
Peppermint Grove's Town Planning Scheme No.3, clause 5.4b:-

That approval states -

That in view of the approval of the adjoining owners of the proposed development, Council utilise 
its discretionary powers under the Shire of Peppermint Grove Town Planning Scheme No.3, 
clause 5.4(b) relating to the raising of the ground level by an amount not greater than 1 metre, and 
to vary the set back requirements under the Residential Planning Codes, and grant approval for 
planning consent application 945-51, for the construction of alterations and additions on Lot 20, 
58 View Street, Peppermint Grove. 

That indicates the different methods by which these applications have been handled. At the July council 
meeting of the Shire of Peppermint Grove there was a lengthy process for consideration following an 
application to the Western Australian Heritage Council to list St Columba's Church, compared with the 
speed with which "The Cliffe" was listed. I am suggesting that people have been treated differently in 
respect of the Heritage Council listing. On the one hand, the council was quick to list "The Cliffe" and, on 
the other hand -

Mr Lewis: They did not list "The Cliffe" at all. 

Mrs ROBERTS: They put it to the Heritage Council that it be listed. 

Mr Lewis: I put the order in place. 

Mrs ROBERTS: I am aware that the Minister put the order in place. It has been suggested to me by 
aggrieved ratepayers from that shire that there is some discrimination in the way applications have been 
dealt with. They believe that when it is a matter of a heritage listing, especially when that person is a 
councillor as well as a ratepayer, he is treated differently from an application which has an effect on the 
family of another councillor. That is cause for concern. I would be interested to know whether the 
Minister intends checking the height of the building. 

Mr Lewis: I do not know what it is, but it is not 25 metres above ground level. Can you envisage how 
high that is? 

Mrs ROBERTS: I can. I have some experience in these matters. I have gained my information from 
reading various council minutes and newspaper articles. If I am not correct, I certainly will stand 
corrected. It is a matter about which the Minister should be concerned. 

A great deal of concern arose in the Shire of Peppermint Grove when "Ninde thana" was about to be 
demolished. The building was 100 years old and was a historic home which met its doom towards the end 
of last year. The shire took absolutely no interest in its demolition. In fact, the councillor who moved that 
"The Cliffe" be considered for nomination to the Heritage Council chaired the meeting at which it was 
determined that "Nindethana" be demolished. 

Mr Lewis: Did you know that I asked for it to be checked out and a report was prepared? 

Mrs ROBERTS: I am not aware of the councii taking any notice of the report. 

~r Lewis: The report indicated that the building lacked authenticity and that it had been renovated many 
lImes over the years. ILs integrity from a heritage point of view was not very high. 

Mrs ROBERTS: I am certainly not aware of the Heritage Council being given the opportunity to undertake 
a proper heritage assessment of the building. Certainly, there was no intention by the council to delay the 
de,!!olition licence until an appropriate heritage assessment had been undertaken. I have viewed 
"Nmdethana" from the outside and I am not aware of the internal alterations. Likewise, the local residents 
who have been aghast at the demolition of so many historic homes in Peppermint Grove considered it to be 
one of the more significant homes in that area. The article in the local newspaper read -
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Residents watched furniture being carted out in preparation for the home's demolition. 

But at the same time an election pamphlet belonging to John Black, a Peppermint Grove 
councillor and the owner of Nindethana, arrived at the post. 

Mr Black's election promise from May 1995 reads: "You can depend on John Black ... he is 
actively working for the ongoing preservation of our environment, heritage and aesthetics of the 
shire." 

I am not sure how that fits in respect of demolishing a home like this -

Mr Black recently bought Nindethana and now plans to demolish it. 

The proposed demolition has outraged some locals who say the council has "double standards -
one rule for a councillor and one for anyone else" . 

Peppermint Grove council approved Mr Black's application to demolish Nindethana. 

But the council refused to issue a demolition licence to the owners of The Cliffe - Mark and 
Sharon Creasy. 

The Cliffe and Nindethana, although different styles of houses, were built within a few years of 
each other. 

Mr Black refused to comment on the demolition of the house other than to say he was under 
enormous pressure and had "had enough of the whole situation". 

The Minister will be interested in the following -

Heritage Minister Richard Lewis also recently expressed his annoyance at the council. 

In a letter he wrote to the council he stated: "I am writing to express my disappointment at the 
recent decision of the shire to allow the demolition of Nindethana, 34 The Esplanade. 

"The shire's decision appears to have been made with little or no regard to the heritage values of 
the building." 

That is what I have been suggesting -

The minister said he would not intervene because there had not been enough public outcry and the 
council had already made a decision. 

Peppermint Grove shire clerk Tony Doust would not comment on any heritage issues. 

I do not know whether the Minister adopted a different view subsequent to that article. 

Mr Lewis: I received further advice. 

Mrs ROBERTS: I am suggesting to the Minister that he received the further advice far too late because the 
council had jumped in before him and issued the demolition licence. These examples illustrate more than 
anything else that many councils are dealing with the issue of heritage in a hotchpotch way. I also know of 
examples in which councils take a serious attitude towards heritage matters. For example, the Shire of 
Swan takes seriously heritage issues in Guildford as does the City of Subiaco in Subiaco. As far as I am 
aware many councils do not have a proper heritage inventory and do not necessarily take heritage matters 
seriously. 

Mr Lewis: There is a lot of ignorance about heritage matters. I am not being critical of councils, but 
heritage is perhaps new to Australian culture; it has certainly been an issue only in the past 20 or 30 years. 
It is fair to say, without being disparaging, that councils are perhaps not quite up to speed with the heritage 
in their area. It is an education process. I do not think it is reasonable to criticise these people severely. I 
accept some of the things that the member is saying, but she is talking about the process of local 
government, not heritage. 

Mrs ROBERTS: If the way that the heritage legislation and local government are operating means that 
some homes and buildings of significant heritage value are being issued with demolition licences just 
because of the shire they happen to fall in, we as a community have a problem. 

Mr Lewis: Yes, but it is the responsibility of the council. 

Mrs ROBERTS: When we have 142 local councils and we palm off the responsibility to them -

Mr Lewis: The Labor Government's legislation -

Mrs ROBERTS: But there is the matter of the Minister's administration of that Act. 

Mr Lewis interjected. 

Mrs ROBE.t. rs: Perhaps the Government should consider the attitude adopted by the Liberal Party when 
that legislation was put before this House and especially the attitude of conservative members in the upper 
House, who had the numbers to block many of the provisions. 

The Minister would find that the reason the Heritage Act lacks some of those powers is due more than 
anything else to the attitude of the conservative members in the upper House, who believed that anyone 
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who had a heritage listed property deserved proper compensation in accordance with the full potential 
development rights. That was certainly the argument put forward by conservative members at the time. 
There is a home in Palmerston Street in the Town of Vincent and it is claimed that it has not been well 
maintained, that some alterations have been made and that therefore permission should be given to 
demolish it I cannot recall the exact unit potential of the site, but it may be 12 units. Obviously there is 
fmancial pressure on the owners of a property like that - they are faced with an expensive restoration 
project or, alternatively, they can sell it or use it for redevelopment and units. The financial pressure is 
there to develop the 12 units. Councillors are being put in the invidious position of having to determine 
whether they should issue a demolition licence in those circumstances. In the absence of any proper 
heritage inventory and set rules - and these rules vary from council to council - we find that like is not 
compared with like and many of our heritage buildings and homes are being lost Councils are getting their 
act together but the Government is loath to give them any strong direction -

Me Lewis: That is not fair; you do not know what you are talking about. 

Mrs ROBERTS: I do. The Government must look at outcomes. If we are to preserve those buildings 
fairly and objectively - and the buildings should be preserved - the Government should look at its actions. 

MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [10.14 pm]: I want to use my time in this debate and in supporting the 
motion to defend the Government's record in the south west and Bunbury. I also wish to address some of 
the attacks that have been made during the debate and amendments proposed by the Opposition. I will deal 
with some of the fallacies that have been put forward in this place relating to the level of crime, especially 
sex related crime and attacks in Bunbury. I will also refer to some of the fallacies about the Bunbury 
regional hospital. In addition, I will discuss some of the key issues that affect my electorate that I believe 
must be addressed in the year ahead. 

First, I will refer to the Government's record in the south west. On every occasion in the past six to 12 
months that I have heard the member for Pilbara speak about the economic record of the previous 
Government I have wondered where he was during the 1980s. He must have been living in fairyland and 
not in Western Australia, because the picture he paints of the state of the Western Australian economy is 
distinctly different from the reality. He seems to believe that the Western Australian economy was going 
along at a very fine rate - because it was fundamentally sound it was performing quite strongly - but 
everyone knows that it was not performing nearly as well as it should have been. In fact, in those days the 
economy reminded me of the stationary engines that are sometimes exhibited at the Royal Show. They pop 
along, misfiring and puffing out a bit of smoke. A couple of people stand around in boiler suits with oily 
rags in their back pocket and an oil can to keep the whole thing operating. The engines are fundamentally 
sound - they are bullet proof and could not be blown up - but no-one could maintain that they are operating 
anywhere near efficiently. That is pretty much what the Western Australian economy was like in the 
1980s. We can compare that with today's situation, when most rational economic judges would agree that 
we are getting nearer to our economic goal of regaining our triple A credit rating and the State debt is being 
significantly reduced. 

Every day that I am in Bunbury people come to me and remark on how well Bunbury and the south west 
are doing and have been doing for the past two or three years. I was opening the Bunbury Show on Sunday 
and drew attention to the fact that while we were celebrating an agricultural show - and the agricultural 
industry is very important to the local economy - just on the horizon was an indicator of the sort of world 
Bunbury and the south west were becoming. On that horizon is the concrete gravity oil structure being 
built at Bunbury harbour; it is getting higher and higher every day. About $llb worth of development 
projects are under way in the south west and throughout Western Australia at present. We are right in the 
middle of a resources development boom and that certainly did not prevail three years ago. Two years ago 
a very successful ceremony was performed to open the Collie power station and that project was nowhere 
near approval three years ago. 

The Liberal Party came into government in 1993 with a specific commitment to do something about 
unemployment in Western Australia. The statistics bear out our commitment to the people of Western 
Australia that we would fix that problem. When we came to government, unemployment in Bunbury was 
12.1 per cent, which was higher than the Western Australian average. About 1 817 people were 
unemployed in Bunbury in June 1995 and that unemployment rate has been reduced by 43 per cent The 
unemployment rate is now 7.1 per cent. We have turned that situation around completely. Bunbury used 
to have higher than average unemployment and now it has lower than average unemployment There has 
~~ a reduction of 776 people on the unemployment list in Bunbury. By any measure that was a most 
slgmficant achievement for any Government to be able to claim. That growth puts an enormous amount of 
~evelopment pressure on cities like Bunbury and regions such as the south west. Some major 
mfr~structure demands must be addressed in the year ahead. I draw the attention of the House again to the 
cntIcal need for the State and Federal Governments to move on the Glen Iris access corridor into the 
Bunbury inner harbour. That project needs to have been done yesterday. We expect about 100 000 heavy 
haulage vehicles to go into the Bunbury inner harbour in the next three or four years, and the traffic 
pr~blems we will experience on Robertson Drive, and the Yeelup rotary turning right into Estuary Drive 
wIll be horrendous. We will cope with it by putting in some traffic lights at the Estuary Drive intersection. 
H~wever, the traffic problem that will be experienced at the intersection and through the City of Bunbury 
:Ith. the extra 100 000 heavy haulage trucks going through the city will be horrendous. The Ministers for 

eglOnal Development and Resources Development are very aware of the problem, and are doing 
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everything they can. We hoped money would be available in the last round of the "Building Better Cities" 
program but that hope was forlorn because most of the money was committed to projects in the Eastern 
States in the lead-up to the Queensland state and federal elections. Very little money was left over for 
Western Australia; It was nothing like the $6m to $8m we needed to complete the major infrastructure 
project. 

It must be remembered that the bush produces 60 per cent of Australia's export wealth. Sometimes people 
are reluctant to spend money on infrastructure in the country but it is necessary to protect the wealth 
creating potential that country Western Australia represents. If the State and Federal Governments do not 
put money into infrastructure in country areas, the wealth that is generated in those areas cannot go on 
being produced for the benefit of all Western Australians. Although the problem is general across country 
Western Australia it is particularly severe in regional centres such as Geraldton, Albany, Kalgoorlie and 
Bunbury. Those cities have major growth problems. From personal experience, talking to the city 
manager, senior staff and councillors in Bunbury, I am aware that it is increasingly difficult and becoming 
impossible for them to cope with the infrastructure demands they must face in providing facilities which 
are being used by entire regions. As an example, the Bunbury Entertainment Centre is a $9m project which 
is needed in the region. An amount of $lm was provided by the State Government but the rest had to be 
found by the City of Bunbury and surrounding communities. To find $8m for an entertainment centre is a 
very major requirement and difficult for communities such as Bunbury, and it would not happen in the city 
because the city communities would expect that amount to be provided. 

If we do not have a regional entertainment centre such as the one in Bunbury we cannot be involved in the 
"Travelling Australia" program as a Western Australian Association of Regional Performing Arts Centres 
theatre. We are eligible for subsidies to get the "Travelling Australia" programs such as the Queensland 
ballet, and The Summer of the Seventeenth Doll. Such shows simply would not come to cities such as 
Bunbury if it did not have a theatre of that sort. 

The problem extends beyond cultural facilities to drainage and roads. For the past couple of years I have 
been promoting the need for major expenditure on recreational facilities in the City of Bunbury. We are 
looking at an $8m to $lOm development at the Hay Park Recreational Centre, including indoor heated 
swimming pools - 50 metres and play areas - and significant playing fields. If we can establish that major 
recreational centre we will have a facility of national significance. It will be an asset not only to the people 
of Bunbury and the south west but also to the whole of Western Australia. 

Another project on which I have been keen in the past couple of years - which is coming strongly to the 
planning stage - is the redevelopment of the back beach area in Bunbury. The area suffers a lot of erosion 
and the Bunbury City Council is continually spending money to combat the problem. Also a great deal of 
underutilised land and recreational facilities exist in the area. The Bunbury back beach is the most popular 
recreational area in the city and the potential for development is enormous. If state and local governments 
were able to put in recreational facilities, and were able to move roads, we would solve the problem of 
beach erosion and have much better usage of what is already a very popular recreational facility. 

I want to spend some time on the Bunbury Regional Hospital. I talked about it during debate on an 
amendment last week. I was doing that in defence of the work of the previous Minister in getting that 
health campus to the stage where a combined facilities agreement was signed a couple of weeks ago by the 
current Minister for Health. The Government and the previous Minister's actions in getting that combined 
facilities agreement to the signing stage represented a significant advance. It must be remembered that the 
combined facilities agreement is a new document, and that it is the first time that such action has been 
taken. It is a complicated, major and successful task. I want to talk about the Bunbury regional health 
campus again because the Leader of the Opposition was in Bunbury on Monday. He put out a media 
statement to the local Press which was misleading and not intended to be of any service to the people of 
Bunbury or their future health services. The media release contained a number of misleading statements; it 
was quite offensive to a great number of people who have been involved and who have worked very hard 
to develop the joint campus in Bunbury. 

The Leader of the Opposition described the combined facilities agreement as a result of 12 months' secret 
negotiations. That is offensive. The negotiations were not secret. We consulted with 28 user groups and 
received more than 200 public submissions. The medical fraternity was involved in discussions. The staff 
of both St John of God Hospital and Bunbury Regional Hospital were comprehensively consulted. The 
outcome was a document which was the result of 12 months' intensive and exhaustive negotiations with a 
wide range of people. When the Leader of the Opposition said that the document was the result of secret 
negotiations, one can only speculate he was saying he was not involved or that the member for Mitchell 
was not involved. Frankly, the behaviour of the member for Mitchell in respect of the Bunbury joint health 
campus makes it impossible for him to demand to be involved. We have offered the member for Mitchell 
some sort of involvement, partly as a response to the dictum of Lyndon Johnson that it is better to have 
someone inside the tent looking out rather than outside the tent looking in -

Mr Ripper: Was it a tent? 

Mr OSBORNE: It escapes me for the moment. It was partly a self-serving exercise, but also it was partly 
because the member for Mitchell is a very experienced and skilful person. We would like to make use of 
his experience and skills. I know that he privately believes that the collocation of St John and the public 
hospital is a good idea. He said to Dr Tom Cottee that while he privately agrees with collocation, he will 
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oppose it publicly as often and as strenuously as he can. It is a disappointingly political attitude about an 
important project. The member for Mitchell has declined to be involved, and that is disappointing to all of 
us. He does a disservice to himself and to his side of politics -
Mr Ripper: You will hear a response by the member for Mitchell to this speech! 
Mr OSBORNE: He has a tendency not to be around when I speak and then to come in later and say that I 
have made personal attacks on him. He does not mind dishing it out but when people respond to some of 
the things he says he tends to get annoyed about it. 
The member for Mitchell had been approached to become involved, and he declined. The attacks by the 
member for Mitchell and the Leader of the Opposition on the joint health campus are inappropriate. The 
Leader of the Opposition also made a number of statements about services which would be provided at the 
campus. His statements misrepresented the reality. He said in a media release that the combined facilities 
agreement between the Government and St John of God Hospital confirms that psychiatric services, 
palliative care services and oncology services would be provided by St John. The Leader of the Opposition 
implied that they would be taken from the public sector and given to the private sector. He did not say, of 
course, that all these services would be new services to Bunbury. At the moment, oncology care, inpatient 
palliative care and psychiatric care is available only in Perth. Patients cannot be serviced in Bunbury. The 
collocation with St John means that these services will be made available in Bunbury for the first time. 

The Leader of the Opposition also made a statement that the medical centre would be owned by St John 
and as a result of that pathology, hydrotherapy, pharmacy and cafeteria services would be provided by the 
private sector. The Leader of the Opposition should know that pathology services in Bunbury are already 
provided by the private sector and that not one single public hospital in Western Australia has a 
hydrotherapy pool and as a result of collocation Bunbury will have that service. The Leader of the 
Opposition should also know that St John specialises in cafeteria services, and it is universally accepted 
that as a result of collocation, cafeteria services will be vastly improved. 

The final inaccuracy that angers me about the media release issued by the Leader of the Opposition on the 
Bunbury health campus related to his statement that the State Government had entered into a contract with 
St John of God Hospitals for what he called "a staggering 50 years", a period over which he says we will 
see 13 State Governments come and go. It is not true to say it is a 50 year contract. It is clearly a 20 year 
contract with options to renew. If the options have not been taken up, it is impossible to say that the 
contract is longer than 20 years which is the term of the contract. 

The bottom line for the health campus is that Bunbury will have a larger public hospital than it has at the 
moment; the number of hospital beds will increase from 100 beds to 130 beds; for the first time Bunbury 
will have a fully fledged accident and emergency section and an intensive care unit, which is something it 
has not had; the number of operating theatres will be doubled from two to four; and access to all of those 
services will be universally available. Public and private patients will be able to take advantage of all these 
new services which are coming to Bunbury as a result of the development of the joint health campus. 

Another issue I want to touch on before I go onto my own material is law and order, which is another 
matter that came up last week. The member for Mitchell made what I thought were some odious attempts 
to link the Government's policies to what he described as an outbreak of sex related attacks in Bunbury. 
He made particular reference to a shocking incident - the rape of a woman in the main street in Bunbury. 
Everyone in Bunbury was appalled at that crime and there were calls for more police. It is a difficult 
situation for the police and any Government to be in, because as a matter of definition the police are always 
responding after the event. At the end of the day it is not possible for there to be a policeman standing in 
every shop, in every home, and next to every citizen to prevent some of these random and vicious 
outbreaks of crime which occur. Even worse than the crime was that when the crime was in progress and 
the woman was in the shop screaming, half a dozen citizens walked past and did not intervene. That is a 
sad indictment of what is going on in this country today. It moved me to wonder why that happened. 
Perhaps Western Australia should look at providing more protection for people who are prepared to be a 
good Samaritan and go to the assistance of people who are suffering these horrendous attacks. Even worse 
than this was the action of the member for Mitchell last week. I regret that he is not here, because I wanted 
to say this to him directly without his reading about it later. I found it distressing that the member for 
Mitchell came into this place and politicised that crime and tried to link the Government's policies to its 
occurrence. He said during parliamentary debate last Tuesday that the level of sexual crime -

Mr Ripper: Is that the corrected or uncorrected copy? 

Mr OSBORNE: It is the corrected Hansard. He said that one of the reasons for that crime is the deliberate 
policy of the Government. He said that this Government had been transferring its sexual offenders to 
B~nbury, so that instead of the usual quotas of sexual offenders in Bunbury Regional Prison the majority of 
pnsoners were sex offenders. Their families then move to Bunbury to support them while they are in 
prison, and on their release many of these offenders stay in the Bunbury community. Dr Hames 
mterjected, and I remember that I interjected at the same time, and we both asked whether any of those 
escaped prisoners or people who had moved to Bunbury had been involved in any of those crimes. The 
member for Mitchell said that he did not want to talk about that. Of course he did not. I did a little 
research and I did not have to look very far because on the same day the member for Morley received an 
answer to a question on notice to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice. The member for Morley 
asked whether anyone had escaped from the Bunbury prison and committed sex offences, murder, wilful 
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murder or any other crimes of violence. The answer was that since 23 July 1992 no offences had been 
committed. No prisoners had escaped from the Bunbury Regional Prison and committed sex crimes. The 
nexus that the member for Mitchell tried to make between government policies about sexual offenders at 
the Bunbury Regional Prison and what he described as a crisis in sex crimes was entirely erroneous. 

Mr Leahy: He said that prisoners were released into the community and continued to live in Bunbury. He 
did not say "escapees". That is different from what the member for Bunbury said. 

Mr OSBORNE: He said that government policies on the Bunbury prison were causing an increase in sex 
related crimes in Bunbury. He went on to talk about the number of sex offenders who are prisoners at the 
Bunbury Regional Prison. The implication that he made was that Department of Corrective Services policy 
caused this. 

Mr Leahy: That is your spin on it 

Mr OSBORNE: No, it is not. Members on this side remember what he said. 

Mr Leahy: He did not say "escapees". He referred to those prisoners released into the community. 

Mr OSBORNE: The member for Northern Rivers should read Hansard. 

The member for Kenwick also referred to a Channel 7 news story. There was coverage in the electronic 
media about the increase in sex crimes. She was shocked and disgusted, as I was, at the way Channel 7 
covered that story. They were equating the hot weather we were experiencing with the increase in sex 
related crimes. The footage they showed was dreadful. As the member for Kenwick stated, Channel 7 
blurred the women's faces, and cut them off at the knees, so the visual focus was on women's breasts and 
genital areas while they were talking about an increase in sex crimes. That was quite abysmal, and I said 
so at the time. 

I am sorry to say that a similar thing is happening in Bunbury. I received a letter from the Waratah Support 
Centre about the Golden West Network's footage of the frontage of the shop where the rape occurred. 
Everyone in Bunbury now knows where that shop is, and as this letter says -

In a community the size of Bunbury this action resulLs in the identity of the victim being revealed 
as is that of her husband and school age children. The trauma for the victim, her family and 
friends is great enough without having identities so insensitively revealed. 

I agree that was a dreadful thing to do. In his speech of 19 March the member for Mitchell, that fearless 
discoverer of the truth, that man who fights for justice, not only identified the shop but also made great 
play of identifying the shop. He said in this place that, for the benefit of people who do not know where 
that shop is, it is situated at the comer opposite the Bunbury Tower on the main restaurant strip of Bunbury 
just around the comer from the Lord Forrest Hotel. The member for Mitchell specifically identified the 
location of that shop. In doing so he made it plain to people who know that shop the identity of that poor, 
unfortunate woman and her family. That politicisation of the law and order debate was most unfortunate. 

A newspaper report today confirms, as do some of the other data, that Western Australia is not 
experiencing an outbreak of crime. The Australian Bureau of Statistics report entitled "Crime and Safety in 
Western Australia" indicates that crime is pretty much the same today as it was four years ago. The data 
also shows that people in regional areas are less likely to be affected by crime than people living in Perth. 
The same ABS report was conclusive proof that country areas, including Bunbury, are not only 
significantly safer than the metropolitan area, but also are safer than they were four years ago. In the 
country between 1991 and 1995 the chances of a household being broken into or having a vehicle stolen 
fell from 12.9 per cent to 11 per cent. The proportion of people in regional areas who were affected by 
personal robbery, assault or sexual assault fell from 6.5 per cent in 1991 to 4.1 per cent in 1995. 

Before I finish I will change tack entirely and place on the record of this Parliament that I went to Albany 
and to the funeral of Mr John Bell last Friday. He was the manager of the Albany Whale World and he was 
tragically killed at Waychinnicup near Albany on 13 March. With his death we have witnessed the passing 
of a great Australian. He first joined the RAAF as an armament fitter in 1949 when he was 14 years of age. 
From that day he lived for flying. When I first moved to Albany in 1984, he was the manager of the 
Albany Whale World Museum. In the years after that I had great pleasure in working with John Bell, Gary 
Leighton from the Jaycees foundation, and Peter Snow, but principally John Bell, in the development of the 
Albany Whale World attraction, which has won several national and state tourism awards. John is survived 
by his wife Jill and his three children. It is only fitting that in future plans for the development of the 
Albany whale station Jaycees International wish to recognise his contribution to that station and if the 
opportunity arises for the State Government to confirm that recognition, I would be fully behind it I 
support the motion. 

MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [10.42 pm]: I rise to place on record some comments about the effects of 
government policy on residents in my electorate and to comment specifically on a couple of reports that 
have come to light One is an overview by the Department of Commerce and Trade of Western Australia. 
The study has resulted in 12 extensive volumes and sets of papers. This document is but an overview. The 
forward to the overview of the study reads -

While the Department has enthusiastically backed and funded this study, the views expressed in 
the papers are those of the authors and do no necessarily represent those of the Department or the 
State Government. 
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It calls on the views of the community to be put forward. Speakers in this House over the past few days 
have mentioned some of the things in the report and other reports about regional development that have not 
been correct. They paint a picture of the year 2029 which will be shown to be completely out of whack. I 
agree entirely with those sentiments. One such speaker was the member for Avon. The member for 
Bunbury also alluded to it in some way. The projections show that any major developments or major 
demographic shifts will be almost entirely in the very tiny south west region of the State. The wheatbelt. 

. mid west, Gascoyne, Pilbara, goldfields, Esperance and Kimberley will almost completely miss out on this 
expansion. I cannot believe how anybody could come to that assessment. The only people who could 
possibly do so are city based academics, which I would say the authors are. I place on record the 
Inaccuracies of this report. I will make sure that I put forward a submission in writing to them so that they 
are made aware of it. 

Mr Cowan: Did you look at the credits to see who wrote it? 

MrLEAHY: Yes. 

Mr Cowan: As long as you understand it is a report commissioned by the department. It has passed it on 
to a group of academics who are involved in that type of work. 

Mr LEAHY: I understand that they were all from city universities. Although I suppose that is where the 
majority of universities are located. Some of the statements in the report relate to the benefits of activities 
in country Western Australia and regional Western Australia. It points out obviously that mining projects 
in the Kimberley, Gascoyne, Murchison and eastern goldfields are great contributors to the economy of this 
State. That goes for tourism as well in my area of Gascoyne, particularly the growing international 
reputation of the Ningaloo Reef and Shark Bay World Heritage Park, the marine environment and pristine 
areas. The report points out the potential of these areas to attract visitors, especially international visitors 
and the money they bring. The report also points out that globalism leaves Western Australia behind. It 
reads -

Cities and regions, rather than nation states, are becoming the natural business units in the global 
economy. For regions or cities to prosper, they must effectively be able to compete in a global 
marketplace, operating innovatively and cost effectively. 

I agree wholeheartedly with that statement. The way in which we can effectively participate in the global 
economy is to make sure that the areas we promote are closely related to the areas of activity. Most of our 
mining of iron ore is in the Pilbara. Many of the markets are in South East Asia. The world trend is 
towards mini mills which need a particular feed stock. They are going into producing that feed stock in the 
Pilbara. Countries can take scrap metal but there is a world shortage of it and it is at premium prices. 
Private enterprise has provided and will continue to provide infrastructure in the Pilbara in order to meet 
that need, and I congratulate private enterprise for it. We have in the Pilbara region the means through a 
ready and available gas supply and raw product in iron ore to ensure successful projects. Those areas are 
closely positioned to the market in South East Asia. However, it has been only in the past few years that it 
has been recognised. Previously if one talked about steel mills they were always in the south west of our 
State or on the eastern seaboard. If anybody in the State mentioned heavy manufacturing and the potential 
for downstream processing in the north, all they received was scorn. It was said that the area was too hot 
for people to seule in for any length of time; that industrial relations were such that the wages demanded 
were high; and that manufacturing could not be sustained because the cost of the work force would be too 
high. All of those comments have been shown to be furphies. With little government assistance the private 
sector has stepped in. It can see the potential in this area and it will provide the infrastructure so these 
projects get off the ground. I point to that because, as I said earlier, it is mostly the private sector that has 
pushed for it and provided the momentum in that area to ensure that it occurs. 

In other areas the capital infrastructure provided by the State has given a kick start to the local economy. 
That occurred many years ago in the eastern goldfields with the provision of the water pipeline from 
Mundaring. That much needed water enabled the mining industry to expand and many more people to 
reside in the eastern goldfields. There is now a chronic shortage of water in that area. Its ground water is 
being depleted at a rapid rate. Unless another source is found within 25 years or less the people there will 
be in a precarious position with mining and industry As we heard from the member for Kalgoorlie, there is 
a recognition of the need for a Kimberley pipeline for that area. That need is echoed by the people living in 
the north west of this State. The one thing they share with the people of the goldfields is that they live in 
an arid region that suffers greatly from a lack of water. That problem is one from which my home town of 
~arnarvon suffers. It has an annual rainfall of some 8 to 9 inches in the old terms. It is virtually a garden 
m the desert. yet it is one of the most significant and important horticultural regions in Western Australia 
Over many years that has been ignored by State Governments of both persuasions. 

There has been talk for many years of a dam in the Gascoyne or a method of ensuring some security of 
water supply, but neither Labor nor coalition Governments have done anything more than talk about it 
The area at the moment uses only 30 to 35 per cent of the available arable land. It is a crying shame that 
the majority of the produce grown in an area like Carnarvon, which is located close to the expanding 
markets in South East Asia, is for the domestic market and that the area does not capitalise on produce that 
Could be grown and exported to those expanding markets. Those things will never occur in a place like 
Carnarvon without extensive government infrastructure, such as a dam or another method of artificially 
recharging the aquifers in that region. 
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Although it took many years, we can see the benefits Kununurra has gained from the Ord River Dam. 
There were many years of talk about its being a white elephant. However, we now see the benefits of that 
facility. There are now plans for damming the Fitzroy River because of the benefits from the dam on the 
Ord. That foresight should be considered for the Gascoyne region, particularly if the member for 
Kimberley's vision of a pipeline from the Kimi>erley comes to fruition. One of the proposed routes follows 
the coast and would provide water to the coastal Pilbara towns and Carnarvon. At that stage there would 
be a need to top up the water in the pipeline, after it discharged some of its water, before it got to the 
metropolitan area or the mid-west. There would be a need for a dam or replenishment facility at Carnarvon 
or nearby. The water course I refer to, the Gascoyne, is the second largest in Australia, and it has the 
second largest catchment area outside the Murray-Darling. . 

Mr Cowan: It just never rains there. 

Mr LEAHY: It rarely rains, although the inland catchment produces something like 600 million kilolitres a 
year, of which we use 12 million. A lot of water runs into the ocean and is not used. I know the difficulties 
involved. The locality does not contain ranges; it has been worn away over many hundreds of millions of 
years. The geography does not promote itself for a deep dam, and high evaporation occurs from a shallow 
dam. 

Mr Cowan: Isn't there a prospect of doing something in the Kennedy Ranges? 

Mr LEAHY: There are two prospects: One is in the Kennedy Ranges, which is probably the better of the 
two; however, it is 160 kilometres east but does not have the best terrain for a dam. It would be the sort of 
dam that would produce enough water for use elsewhere. A smaller dam could be built at Rocky Pool. It 
is a cheaper option, but it would supply the water needs only for a horticulture area in the Gascoyne itself 
without the opportunity to use water anywhere else. There has been talk lately of incorporating gates on 
the new Gascoyne River bridge to retain the flow at the end of the river to let the water permeate down into 
the aquifers. I am told by engineers with expertise that because of the make up of the river bed, it would 
not work; it would leak like a sieve and any water held back would be lost. There is, however, optimism 
among some growers that that may be a short term benefit and should be investigated. 

At the moment at least twice the amount of land presently used lies idle. It is some of the most fertile 
irrigation land in Australia. As has been proved by the current land under agriculture in the Carnarvon 
area, an area around 1 600 hectares is producing in the vicinity of $48m to $50m of produce per annum. 
As the Leader of the National Party knows, that would equate to a reasonable sized farm in the south west 
area which may tum over $200 000 to $300 000. It is an area under intensive and extensive horticulture, 
producing that sort of money through local sales and supplies to the local market in Perth. As I have 
pointed out on numerous occasions, and as information from the Department of Agriculture and the Water 
Corporation indicates, that produce has given to the consumers in the metropolitan area a benefit of some 
$5m to $6m per annum. It continues to do so because the only other source of fruit and vegetables at the 
time of year when Carnarvon supplies is Queensland from which transport is much more expensive. The 
cross subsidy of water that is provided to growers in the region by the taxpayers of Western Australia is 
more than adequately addressed by the savings to the consumers through cheap fruit and vegetables in the 
metropolitan area. That fact must not be forgotten by metropolitan residents. People in Perth tend to say 
that they provide these cross subsidies to people in the bush but they get nothing back. They most certainly 
get a lot back from the small subsidies provided for people residing outside the metropolitan area. 

Dr Hames: Is it true that there is a lot of Aboriginal opposition to the damming proposal? 

Mr LEAHY: No, there has been no opposition to dams from Aborigines in the region. There has been 
much talk about dams, but the Aborigines have never complained. The Aborigines in Carnarvon and in 
most areas in my electorate are keen to see development as long as they participate in the work provided. 
They are keen to see jobs for their children and better education and health, and all the things to which we 
aspire. I have not heard of any opposition from the local Aborigines to any development that includes 
them in consultation and participation. That has never been a setback in any discussions. I reiterate that 
the Gascoyne, the Pilbara and the Kimberley are well placed, because of their location, to maximise the 
benefits to Western Australia, and if the capital infrastructure is provided by this State we will reap far 
more from that area than we will put in. 

A disturbing feature, which was mentioned by a historian not long ago, is a lack of participation in and 
occupation of the north west of this State. The report outlines the projected population increases of the 
regions of the world from 1990 to the year 2025: Africa, 12 per cent to 18 per cent; North and South 
America, 14 per cent to 13 per cent; Asia will remain at 60 per cent; Europe will drop from 14 per cent to 9 
per cent; and Oceania will drop from 0.5 per cent to 0.4 per cent. We all know that the population in 
Australia resides largely in the south east and south west corners. In the Eastern States there is some 
development towards the north, but in the west there is very little. There is also a small population in the 
Northern Territory. That in the not too distant future countries to our north, such as Indonesia, Malaysia 
and the Philippines, which have a shortage of land and a growing population, will look with envy at the 
north of Australia. I am not talking about an invasion. I am talking about world pressure to populate these 
areas ourselves or allow other people to do so. We have an obligation to the world to populate those areas 
to the north which have arable land and the availability of water, and we ignore that pressure at our peril. 

I turn now to a report commissioned· by Main Roads Western Australia entitled "National Highway 
Condition Report 1994". Part of that report related to the Great Northern Highway. It states -
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Link 10: Great Northern Highway (Roe Highway to Muchea) 

This relatively short section is through the picturesque Swan Valley, on the northern fringes of 
Perth. It passes through vineyards, housing and light industrial areas on an alignment that is 
inappropriate to needs. Figure 12 shows the nature of the area, and Figure 13 shows some of the 
traffic and how narrow the road reserve is in places. The road in this link: is clearly inappropriate. 

This is the link: that the Minister for Transport has just allowed road trains to use on a regular basis, yet the 
report states that this link is clearly inappropriate. No significant work has been done on that link, yet road 
trains now use it. It continues -

Link 11: Great Northern Highway (Muchea to Wubin) 

Most of this link is very old and 'tired', looking nothing like a National Highway. The problems 
are many, but include: 

Poor alignment - leading to poor visibility and high crash rates; 
Narrow pavements and seals; and 
Failed pavements. 

This is one of the links that was in good condition when the National Highway program 
commenced in 1974. However in the 20 years since it has gradually decayed, and obsolesced, to 
the stage where it is now a 1960s road trying to satisfy 1990s needs. It is not adequate. 

This particular road link has now, by way of heavy traffic, increased some 50 per cent because of a 
decision by the Minister for Transport to allow triple road trains to operate north of Wubin. There is now 
50 per cent greater use of this road by double road trains, which use this road because they can then go into 
a triple road train configuration north of Wubin. In 1994, that road was clearly inadequate according to the 
Minister's department, but it now carries 50 per cent more heavy transport. It continues-

Link 12: Great Northern Highway (Wubin to Meekatharra) 

Much of this section has been upgraded to a reasonable condition, but it still: 

Has some single lane seals - narrow and dangerous, but planned to be 
widened by December 1995; 
Has some sections that flood frequently, particularly near Mt Magnet; 
Has some weak pavements, and many of the flood way pavements are 
prone to failure as they are not stabilised; 
Has some sub standard geometry; and 
It is a T junction in Wubin - not satisfactory for road trains. 

Triple road trains, 50 metres long, are now allowed on a single width bitumen road where one vehicle 
cannot pass another without getting off the road. That road is increasingly being used by tourists towing 
caravans. There have already been a number of accidents and only luck has prevented deaths. Mark my 
words: People will die on this section of road because of that decision. There have been deaths, but none 
that can be attributed to the decision to allow triple road trains. However, that situation will change if that 
decision continues. Only a few days ago I crossed the section of road from Mt Magnet to Geraldton and I 
was forced off the side of the road and down a gully because of a triple road train using that inadequate 
section of road. We are not talking about decisions that are catch-ups on what other States of Australia or 
other countries already allow and that we need to adopt because of world best practice so that we can 
compete on an equal footing. We are the world leader in long haul transport I am a member of the Select 
Committee on Heavy Transport, and we travelled worldwide. No other country allows road trains of the 
length that we allow to travel on roads so close to the metropolitan area. Some areas of the north of 
Australia away from towns and in the vast hinterland allow triple road trains, but certainly not as close to 
the metropolitan area as we do, and certainly not on such narrow roads. 

This report is the most damning piece of information I have seen on a Minister's decision. I do not know 
how he could have decided to extend the use of triple and double road trains in the light of this report 
commissioned by this Government and provided by his department. At the same time, the Government 
~tablished the select committee of which I am a member. I grant that the Minister made his decision about 
tnple road trains before the committee was established, but the decision to extend road trains through the 
Swan Valley was made after the committee had been established. Why use taxpayers' money to resource 
that select committee, which comprises a majority of government members, and why send the members of 
that ~ommittee around the world to look at best practice when the Minister will make a decision anyway 
and ~n fact has made a decision? That demonstrates the absolute arrogance of the Minister for Transport, 
and It cannot be excused on any terms. 

An issue that impacts severely on country Western Australia is fuel prices. I hope this is one area that the 
Federal Government will tackle. It has said that it will do so, and I will wait with bated breath, as will 
~~le in regional Western Australia. Anyone who lives in the country will know that fuel prices are 
slgruficantly higher in country Western Australia and we do not receive the regular benefit of the price 
wars fr<?m which people in the metropolitan area benefit. The reason is that the big multinational oil 
companies ~e all~wed some 7.5¢ per litre for promotion and marketing. That amount per litre is more 
than ~e retaIlers.lD the metropolitan area, and many of the retailers in the country, are making. It is the 
only lDdustry which I know which has a higher wholesale mark-up for marketing and promotion, because 
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there is also about a 7¢ wholesale mark-up; so there is about 14 or 15 per cent at the wholesale end, and 
about 3 or 4 per cent at the retail end. In country areas, that is not reduced by the price wars that we see 
regularly in the metropolitan area, where the companies use that 7.5¢ per litre to subsidise selected outlets. 

If the fuel companies have an outlet that they want to promote and to increase its market share they will 
provide this subsidy. They have done that selectively to close independent service stations in the 
metropolitan area. One has only to drive around the streets to see the once active sites that do not now 
operate. Those vacant sites are predominantly, if not exclusively, privately owned sites. To my knowledge 
the fuel companies have not closed a site except those that they should never have opened in the first place. 
They continually exploit the situation to get rid of the competition and they can do this by the proviSIon of 
a 7.5¢ marketing promotion margin that does not need to exist. There should be a gate pnce for fuel in this 
country and it should be imposed as quickly as possible. A distributor or retailer should be able to front up 
to Kwinana at the BP refinery and pay a set price for the fuel. He will cart it to Geraldton or wherever else 
and he should not have to pay the marketing promotion because he may get no benefit from it. 

My roadhouse at Carnarvon does not display a brand name. However, the suppliers demand that I pay over 
7¢ per litre for marketing and promotion of the fuel that I use, which comes from BP. No-one knows that it 
is supplied by BP so I get no benefit from the huge marketing and promotion that is undertaken. The day 
that the 7.5¢ charge is removed and I am allowed to run a generic site is the day that I will be able to 
provide fuel more cheaply and it will be the day that people in Western Australia will pay less for their 
fuel. The situation will not change while the suppliers continue to act the way they do now and while they 
continue to gain control of the sites - as they do under the multi franchise system currently allowed to exist 
whereby Shell now has about 60 of the 75 sites under the control of two or three operatives. Those people 
are paid by Shell and are supposed to be private business people. However, employees of Shell will now 
have control of all the franchised Shell sites in metropolitan Western Australia. When that happens I can 
promise members that the price of fuel will increase by about 5¢ or 6¢ per litre. 

Shell, BP, Mobil and Ampol have already said that they are not making enough money on fuel. The 
private operators are all making enough; we are quite happy to be competing and to be out there in the 
marketplace making our money and advertising where we wish. If the big multinationals want to make 
more money there is only one source and that is the consumers; everyone will pay more for fuel. While the 
multinationals are allowed to have control of the lar~e volume sites in the metropolitan area, as they have 
been for the past six months - and two years ago 10 the Eastern States and Queensland, where this all 
began - we will not reap any benefits. The consumers of Western Australia will come back to their local 
members of Parliament and ask what we did about it. Each and every one of us will have to say that we did 
nothing. 

Debated adjourned, on motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Leader of the House). 

House adjourned at 11.14 pm 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

SCHOOLS - COVERED ASSEMBLY AREAS 
Kensington Primary 

Mr PENDAL to the Minister for Education: 

457 

What nwnber of schools are there in Western Australia with and without covered assembly areas? 

What nwnber have been provided in each of the past five years? 

Is Kensington Primary School on the priority list, and if so, in what position? 

Will the Minister's department give Kensington special consideration given that 1996 is the 70th 
anniversary of the school's founding? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1) Since a nwnber of small schools throughout the State have provided a covered area using minor 
works funds and/or school funds, it is not possible to provide this information at this time. 

1991-92 6 
1992-93 9 

(2) 

1993-94 3 
1994-95 8 
1995-96 26 

(3)-(4) Kensington Primary School will receive consideration in relation to the needs of other schools 
when the 1996-97 component of the covered assembly area program is finalised later this year. 

SCHOOLS - KOONA W ARRA PRIMARY 
Covered Assembly Area 

4. Mr PENDAL to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Is the Koonawarra Primary School in Manning listed for the provision of a covered assembly 
area? 

(2) If so, how long has it been listed? 

(3) . Will the Minister consider this covered area for inclusion in the coming budget? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1)-(3) Covered assembly areas have been provided in new primary schools since about 1970. 
Additionally, since that time the Education Department has provided these facilities at a limited 
number of schools annually, subject to the availability of funds. In June 1995, the Government 
announced a $25m program to accelerate the provision of covered assembly areas in schools over 
the next five years. The following criteria will be used when determining priorities - school size, 
school design, existing covered space and climatic conditions of the locality. Koonawarra 
Primary School will recei ve consideration in relation to the needs of other schools when the 1996-
97 component of the program is finalised later this year. 

HOMES WEST - RIGHT TO BUY SCHEME 
Sales in Suburbs Covered by Midland and Mirrabooka Offices 

10. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Since the inception of the Right to Buy scheme, how many -

(a) houses; 

(b) units, 

has Homeswest sold to -

(i) tenants; 

(ii) others, 

in each suburb covered by the Homeswest Midland and Mirrabooka offices? 

(2) What is the total amount that has been raised through the sales? 

(3) Has that amount been earmarked for new investment in housing stock? 

(4) What housing stock has been purchased with the funds SO raised? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) (a)-(b) (i) 290* 
Oi) Nil. 

(2) $23041475. 
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(3)-(4) Under agreement with the Commonwealth, all funds are returned to the rental capital 
account. These funds are expended on rental accommodation. 

* To extract the information in the format requested would require considerable resources, 
which I ar:l not prepared to commit for this purpose. If the member has a specific 
question about a particular property, I will endeavour to provide the information. 

HOMESWEST - RIGHT TO BUY SCHEME 
Sales 

12. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) How many -

(a) houses; 

(b) duplexes; 

(c) other accommodation (please specify), 

has Homeswest sold under the Right to Buy scheme? 

(2) What is the total amount that has been raised from these sales? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) 1082* 

(2) $76655 585. 

* To extract the information in the format requested would require considerable resources, 
which I am not prepared to commit for this purpose. If the member has a specific 
question about a particular property, I will endeavour to provide the information. 

HOMESWEST - WOMEN'S REFUGES CONSTRUCTION; COMMONWEALTH
STATE FUNDING 

37. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) How many new women's refuges has Homeswest completed since February 1993? 

(2) Has the funding for the new women's refuges come from the Commonwealth 
Government? 

(3) If not, what contribution has the -

(a) Commonwealth; 

(b) State, 

Government made to the construction of each of the refuges? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Nine. 

(2)-(3) The funding comes through a tied program under the Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement 
called the Crisis Accommodation program. 

TRADING HOURS - EXTENDED, RETAILERS PERFORMANCE REPORTS; 
RESEARCH INTO INCREASED SALES AND COSTS 

47. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Fair Trading: 

(1) Have some retailers in the Perth and Fremantle tourism precincts reported that increased 
sales arising from longer trading hours have not malChed the increased costs of remaining 
open longer? 

(2) Does the Government intend to carry out any research to ascertain the degree to which 
longer trading hours contributes to increased sales and costs? 

(3) If not, why not? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) No. 

(3) The extended hours provided are entirely optional enabling each trader to exercise discretion. 
relevant to the performance or perceived performance of each business. 
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WATER AND RIVERS COMMISSION - DEWATERING ACflVITIES 
REGULATION; WATER SENSITIVE DEVELOPMENTS; PLANNING DESIGN 

SO. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

Has the Government given any consideration to allowing the Waterways Commission to 
regulate dewatering activities which may have an impact on the environment? 

Does the Government intend to give the Waterways Commission authority to regulate 
dewatering activities? 
If not, why not? 

Does the Government intend to vest authority in another agency to regulate dewatering 
activities? 

If so, what agency? 
Which agency is responsible for ensuring future developments are water sensitive? 
What powers can that agency exercise to ensure developments are water sensitive? 

What studies are undertaken on proposed developments to ensure they are water 
sensitive? 

Is the Government aware of continual problems being experienced with artificial lakes 
being created in new developments? 

What steps does the Government intend to take to overcome these problems? 

What step does the Government intend to ensure that the water sensitive planning design 
guidelines are incorporated and taken into account in town planning schemes? 

Mr MINSON replied: 
The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1)-(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

The Waterways Commission has been amalgamated into the Water and Rivers 
Commission which commenced operations on 1 January 1996. Dewatering activities can 
be regulated under the Waterways Conservation Act and the Swan River Trust Act as 
well as the Environmental Protection Act. Guidelines for dewatering have been 
produced and such activities have been regulated for a number of years where necessary. 

The Water and Rivers Commission and the Ministry for Planning. The Department of 
Environmental Protection and the EPA become involved as part of the environmental 
assessment process. 

There are extensive powers in planning legislation, town planning schemes and under the 
Environmental Protection Act. 

Extensive studies are undertaken on new developments to ensure they are water sensitive 
and, in particular, reduce the level of nutrients entering waterways. Recent examples 
which the member would be aware of are Ellen Brook, planning for the south east 
corridor and Amarillo. 

There are a number of techniques used to improve the quality of drainage water in urban 
development including artificial lakes. Some problems have been encountered rith early 
attempts at using artificial lakes, but recent work in Western Australia and the Eastern 
States shows much bellcr results. 

Studies in W A and the Eastcrn States have provided additional information on better 
ways to construct artificial lakes and nutrient stripping basins in urban developments. 
This work will continue and further improvements will result 

(11) Water sensitive planning design guidelines are now well accepted in WA and are a 
requirement of all new major developments. Strategic planning of new areas is carried 
out jointly by the Water and Rivers Commission and the Ministry for Planning. The EPA 
requires water sensitive urban design to be incorporated in new developments as part of 
the environmental assessment process. Western Australia is up with the leaders in 
Australia in providing information on water sensitive design and in putting it into 
practice. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - TEACHER ABUSE, WEAPONS USE REPORT; INQUIRIES 

54. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of an article that appeared in The West Australian on 17 February 
1996 which reported verbal abuse of government schools' teachers had more than 
doubled in the past two years? 

(2) Is the Minister aware the same article reported the number of students using weapons has 
also increased? . 
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(4) 
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Has the Government taken any action to determine the level of use and/or the degree to 
which students are using weapons? 

If so, what investigations or inquiries have been conducted by the Government to 
ascertain the current position? 

(5) What did those investigations or inquiries reveal? 

Mr C.l. BARNEIT replied: 

(1) The Minister is aware of the article "Teacher abuse, weapons use alarms union" page 36 of The 
West Australian, 17 February 1996. The last three paragraphs of the article contain comments by 
the Minister on the union's claim. 

(2) Yes. However, it must be pointed out that although the article does state that the number of 
students using weapons has increased, it also states that the number of physical assaults and 
incidents involving damage to teachers' property decreased. 

(3) The Education Department requires that district superintendents are informed of all serious 
behavioural incidents. These are monitored by the district superintendents and appropriate action 
or support is given to the school. 

(4) The Education Department collates this information and has formed a troublesome behaviours 
reference group to address areas of concerns. The reference group contains members of all 
professional education groups including the State School Teachers Union of Western Australia. 

(5) The Education Department's findings were similar to the SSTUW A, there has been no visible 
increase in physical assaults, however public awareness of the issue is much greater. There is no 
room in our schools for violence and bullying behaviour. Many schools have adopted the 
recommendations of the troublesome behaviours reference group and instigated anti-violence, 
bullying and harassment programs. Many of these programs incorporate conflict resolution and 
peer mediation techniques. 

LOCKRIDGE REDEVELOPMENT - INCOME; EXPENDITURE 

77. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of an article that appeared in the Sunday Times on 18 February 
19% concerning the Lockridge redevelopment? 

(2) Does the Minister agree with the article that Lockridge will be given a $45m four year 
face-lift? 

(3) What-

(a) income; 

(b) expenditure, 

will the State Government-

(c) receive; 

(d) incur, 

from the Lockridge redevelopment? 

Mr KIERATH replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) No. 

(3) Nil. 

UNIVERSITIES - CAMPUS PROPOSALS, ROCKINGHAM, KALGOORLIE, 
MIDLAND 

96. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of proposals to develop a university campus in the -

(a) Rockingham, Mandurah (Murdoch University); 

(b) Kalgoorlie (Curtin University); 

(c) Midland; 

areas? 

(2) Has the State Government given any priority to establishing a university campus in any 
one area? 

(3) If so, which area will the State Government give priority to? 
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(4) Does the State Government intend to make representations to the Commonwealth to establish an additional university campus at a particular site as a matter of priority? (5) Which site will be given priority? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1) Yes. 
(2) Action has already been taken to develop a campus at Rockingham and to amalgamate the Kalgoorlie College and the Western Australian School of Mines at Kalgoorlie. Land has been reserved at Mandurah and commonwealth funding has been provided for development of all three campuses - Rockingham, Kalgoorlie and Mandurah. At Midland the State Government has reserved a site and course delivery could commence in 1997 or 1998 if additional funded places are provided by the Commonwealth. 
(3) Priority has already been given to Rockingham/Mandurah and Kalgoorlie. (4) Representations have been made to the Commonwealth for funding for a campus at Midland. (5) See above. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN LAND AUTHORITY - STUDENT DISCOUNT 109. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands: 
(1) Has the Western Australian Land Authority or its predecessor introduced a student discount in the last three years? 
(2) If so, what is the precise nature of the discount? 
(3) How much is the discount? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 
The Minister for Lands has provided the following response -
(1) No. 
(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

SEXUAL OFFENCES - AGAINST MINORS DEALT WITH SUMMARILY Criminal Law Amendment Bill; District Court Ill. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General: 
(1) Does the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1995 allow certain sex offences against minors to be dealt with summarily? 
(2) If so, what type of offences will be dealt with in this way? 
(3) Has any research identified the type of conduct that would result in charges of this nature being dealt with summarily? 
(4) If so, what is the type of conduct that would result in charges being dealt with in this way? 
(5) What are the features of the sexual offences which will continue to be dealt with by the District Court? 
(6) Will a prosecution policy or guideline define the circumstances under which the Crown will agree to have sexual offences dealt with summarily? 
(7) Is that prosecution policy or a draft of that prosecution policy publicly available? (8) If so, will the Minister table that policy? 
(9) If not, why not? 
(10) In the absence of any prosecution policy or guideline, how will the Crown exercise its discretion on whether to agree to a matter being dealt with summarily? Mrs EDWARDES replied: 
The Attorney General has provided the following reply -
(1) Yes. 
(2) Section 321 - Child of or over 13 and under 16: Sexual offences against Clause 17 contains the summary conviction penally amendment to s.321(8) which contains the punishment for offences under ss.321(4), (5) and (6): s.321(4) A person who indecently deals with child is guilty of a crime and is liable to the punishment in subs(8). 

s.321(5) A person who procures, incites or encourages a child to do an indecent 
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s.321 (6) 

s.321 (8) 

Amendment: 
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act, other than an indecent act that is committed in the presence of or 
viewed by the spouse of that child, is guilty of a crime and is liable to the 
punishment in subs(8). 

A person who indecently records a child is guilty of a crime and is liable 
to the punishment in subs(8). 

A person who is guilty of a crime under subs(4), (5) or (6) is liable to 
imprisonment for -

(a) 7 years; 
(b) where the child is under the care, supervision, or 

authority of the offender, 10 years; or 
(c) where the offender is under the age of 18 years and 

the child is not under the care, supervision, or 
authority of the offender, 4 years. 

Summary conviction penalty: In a case to which subsection (8)(a) 
applies, imprisonment for 3 years or a fine of $12000. 

Section 322 - Child of or over 16: Sexual offences against by person in authority etc 

Clause 18 contains the summary conviction penalty amendment to ss.322(4), (5) and (6): 

s.322(4) A person who indecently deals with a child who is under his or her care, 
supervision, or authority is guilty of a crime and is liable to 
imprisonment for 5 years. 

Amendment: 

s.322(5) 

Amendment: 

s.322(6) 

Amendment: 

Summary conviction penalty: Imprisonment for 2 years or a fine of 
$8000. 

A person who procures, incites, or encourages a child who is under his or 
her care, supervision, or authority to do an indecent act is gUilty of a 
crime and is liable to imprisonment for 5 years. 

Summary conviction penalty: Imprisonment for 2 years or a fine of 
$8000. 

A person who indecently records a child who is under his or her care, 
supervision, or authority is guilty of a crime and is liable to 
imprisonment for 5 years. 

Summary conviction penalty: Imprisonment for 2 years or a fine of 
$8000. 

Section 322A - Juvenile male: Offences against 

Clause 19 contains the summary conviction penalty amendment to s.322A(2) and (3): 

s.322A(2) A male person who sexually penetrates a juvenile male or who procures 
or permits a juvenile male to sexually penetrate him is guilty of a crime 
and is liable to imprisonment for 5 years. 

Amendment: 

s.322A(3) 

Amendment: 

Summary conviction penalty: Imprisonment for 2 years or a fine of 
$8000. 

A male person who indecently deals with a juvenile male or who 
procures a juvenile male to indecently deal with him or another male or 
who permits a juvenile male to indecently deal with him is guilty of a 
crime and is liable to imprisonment for 4 years. 

Summary conviction penalty: Imprisonment for 2 years or a fine of 
$8000. 

(3)-(4) Less serious sexual offences will result in charges of this nature being dealt with 
summarily; for example,extemal fondling of a child's genitalia. A letter from the then 
Attorney General dated 3 May 1994 to the President of the Criminal Law Association 
made the following points -

The reason behind summary conviction penalties for the abovementioned offences was 
that the increased penalties resulting from the ACL'i Amendment (Sexual Offences) Act 
1992 (W A) resulted in penalties for sexual offences becoming distorted in relation to less 
serious sexual offences; 
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an amendment to the Criminal Code allowing a summary conviction penalty in respect of 
indecent dealing and aggravated and ordinary indecent assaults was perceived as 
alleviating the distortion; and 

to counter the suggestion that this approach may indicate a condoning of such sexual 
offences, it was suggested that the major penalties for major sexual offences not alter. 
Rather, any distortion in penalty which currently exists may be corrected by allowing for 
summary trial and conviction. If such a course was adopted, the same safeguards as 
apply to other offences would apply to sexual offences; namely, it must be a matter 
which the court considers it can adequately deal with within the penalty range allowed 
and must have the consent of the accused. 

(5) . All cases of actual sexual penetration will continue to be prosecuted only on indictment, 
including, for example, sexual penetration of a child contrary to s.321(2). Other 
examples of offences which will only be prosecuted on indictment are those involving 
children the subject of a sexual offence under ss.321(4), (5) or (6) who are under the care 
and supervision of the offender and offences involving sexual relationships with a child 
under 16 years contrary to s.321A. 

(6)-(9) Only the Director of Public Prosecutions has the statutory power to issue guidelines: 
Director of Public Prosecutions Act 1992 s.24. The Director of Public Prosecutions has 
issued guidelines in the form of a Statement of Prosecution Policy and Guidelines 
published in the Government Gazette, 6 November 1992 and republished in the DPP 
Annual Reports. Clauses 35-38 while not dealing specifically with sexual offences 
provide guidance on the exercise of discretion for Summary Trials of Indictable 
Offences -

35. The Criminal Code allows for a range of offences to be dealt with summarily. 
When the conditions are met, then that mode of trial should be preferred to trial 
on indictment 

36. Summary trial generally provides the speediest and least costly disposition of 
justice. 

37. There will be occasions when a prosecutor may submit that it is appropriate for 
the court to refrain from exercising its powers of summary disposition. The 
factors relevant to this decision include -

(a) whether the circumstances of the alleged offence, especially any 
aggravating circumstances, render it more serious than usual for that 
type of offence and make it appropriate to try the offence on 
indictment; 

(b) whether there are any alleged co-offenders who are to be, or have been, 
tried on indictment; 

(c) special features of the case. 

38. In considering the appropriate mode of trial, the prosecutor shall have regard to 
whether a trial on indictment would have a serious adverse effect on the victim 
of the offence or a witness. 

(10) Not applicable. 

CITY NORTHERN BYPASS - SOURCE-DESTINATION STUDIES; TRAFFIC 
FLOW 

145. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) Have source/destination studies been done for the Northern City Bypass project? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) If no source/destination studies have been carried out, what is the basis of Main Roads' 
traffic flow figures? 

(4) What model was used to determine traffic flow figures? 

(5) If the source/destination studies were carried out, when did the studies take place, how 
were they carried out, what results were found and what conclusions were drawn? 

(6) What is the estimated number of vehicles expected to use the Burswood Bridge and Road 
and Northbridge Tunnel as a northern city bypass as opposed to a northern city access 
route? 

(7) What is the average trip length of vehicles expected to use the Burswood Bridge and 
Road and Northbridge tunnel as a northern city bypass as opposed to a northern city 
access route? 
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(8) Does Main Roads modelling now under way to determine the expected speed of peak 
hour traffic on the road and in the tunnel, include the traffic speed on the exit/entry roads 
and the increased congestion on exit/entry roads such as East Parade, Lord Street, the 
Causeway, James Street, Cambridge Street and Loftus Street? 

(9) If not, when will traffic speeds on these roads be modelled? 

(10) Does Main Roads modelling take into consideration the effect of the phenomenon of 
induced traffic on a new freeway? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1)-(5) The City Northern Bypass is a project that is planned to cater for future traffic demand 
As it is not possible to survey future users of the road system, predictions are made using 
the Main Roads' transport model. This model predicts and uses the origins and 
destinations of trips throughout the metropolitan region in the analysis. 

(6)-(7) Could the member please clarify these questions. 

(8)-(9) The Main Roads model predicts 24 hour volumes and average speeds based on the 
carrying capacity assigned to the road. When these parameters are determined as 
satisfactory the actual operating speeds, which will vary from normal to peak conditions, 
will then be determined and dealt with during the detailed design phase. 

(10) Yes. 

CITY NORTHERN BYPASS - MOTI-MACDONALD CONTRACT 
148. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

(1) On what basis was Mott-Macdonald contracted to work on the Northern City Bypass 
project? 

(2) Why was the work given to a United Kingdom-based company and not a Perth or 
Australian one? 

(3) What factors did Mott-Macdonald consider? 
(4) Did this include air pollution, ground water pollution, changes to hydrology? 

(5) Were other matters considered? 
(6) What are the main findings of the Mott-Macdonald report? 

(7) Will the Government make public the findings of the Mott-Macdonald report? 

(8) If not, why not? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) Main Roads sought proposals for a tunnel vehicle emissions dispersion study from three 
Australian-based consultants, all of whom use overseas subcontractors for modelling 
expertise. 

(2) The work was contracted to Connell Wagner of Perth, who subcontracted the work to 
their UK associates Mott-Macdonald. 

(3)-(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

Air quality impacts of the Northbridge tunnel. 

No. 

That international and Australian air quality standards for tunnel vehicle emissions could 
be met by the installation of forced ventilation shafts. 

Yes, after award of the design and construct contract for this section of the bypass. 

Not applicable. 

HOMESWEST - PROPERTIES PURCHASED UNDER SPOT PURCHASE 
PROGRAM FOR CRISIS ACCOMMODATION PROGRAM 

151. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) In the current financial year how many properties has the Minister approved for purchase 
under a spot purchase program to acquire properties for the crisis accommodation 
program or any of the other specialist programs undertaken by Homeswest? 

(2) For each of the properties purchased under these programs what is the suburb of the 
property, the program for which it was acquired and the reason for its purchase? 



164. 

[Tuesday. 26 March 1996] 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Crisis accommodation program 
Community housing program 
Community residential tenancy program 

21 
11 
12 (2) Crisis accommodation program _ 

Suburb 

Geraldton 
Armadale 
Victoria Park 
Victoria Park 
Como 
White Gum Valley 
White Gum Valley 
Hamilton Hill 
Hamilton Hill 
Fremantle 
North Perth 
Maylands 
Maylands 
Balga 
Mirrabooka 
Kenwick 
Clovcrdale 
Marangaroo 
Belmont 
StJamcs 
Cloverdale 

Community housing program _ 
Suburb 

Esperance 
Dianclla 
Edgewater 
Mandurah 
Mandurah 
Gosnclls 
Queens Park 
Queens Park 
Palmyra 
Leonora 
Leonora 
Highgate 

Reason 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Youth 
Aboriginal women 
Homeless men 
Homeless men 
Families escaping domestic violence 
Families escaping domestic violence 
Families 
Families 
Families 
Families 
Families 
Families 

Reason 

Aboriginal families 
People with disabilities 
People with disabilities 
People with disabilities 
People with disabilities 
Women 
People with disabilities 
People with disabilities 
Single women with disabilities 
Aboriginal families 
Aboriginal families 

Community residential tenancy program .; 

Suburb Reason 

Singles 

Bassendcan People with disabilities Subiaco " 
Kiara 
Mundaring 
Becchboro 
Wembley 
Osborne Park 
Jolimont 
Osborne Park 
North Pcrth 
Maylands 
Maylands 

" 
" 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 
Enrolments in Mainstream Schools; Education Support Centres; Aides Employment 

Dr WATSON to the Minister for Education: 

(1) For 1996. how many childrcn with disabilities have enrolled in _ 
(a) mainstream state primary schoOls; 

(b) mainstream state secondary schools? 

465 



466 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

[ASSEMBLY] 

How many aides have been employed for 1996? 

For 1996, how many children with disabilities have enrolled in -

(a) state primary schools with a support unit; 

(b) state secondary schools with a support unit? 

How many aides have been employed in 1996? 

For 1996, how many children with disabilities have enrolled in -

(a) state primary school education support centres; 

(b) state secondary school education support centres? 

How many children with disabilities have enrolled in schools which specialise in their 

education? 

How many children with disabilities are enrolled in schools beyond the boundaries of the 

metropolitan area? 

Has any parent needed to use section 20 of the Education Act 1928 to ensure their child 

is enrolled at their school of choice? 

(9) How many children with disabilities are enrolled in preprimary classes? 

MeC.J. BARNETI replied: 

(1) This information is not available until the end of April as schools are still sending in their 

statistical returns. 

(2) 212.37 FfE. 

(3) This information is not available until the end of April as schools are still sending in their 

statistical returns. 

(4) 43.10 FfE. 

(5)-(7) This information is not available until the end of April as schools are still sending in their 

statistical returns. 

(8) Section 20 of the Education Act 1928 is invoked by the Minister for Education, not 

parents. During 1995, the placement of three students was reviewed by an independent 

advisory panel set up under the requirements of section 20. The panel recommended that 

two students remain in education support units. The third student was directed from a 

regular school to an education support centre. 

(9) This information is not available until the end of April as schools are still sending in their 

statistical returns. When this statistical information becomes available it will be provided 

to Dr Watson. 

EDUCA TlON DEPARTMENT - STUDENTS DIAGNOSED WITH ATTENTION 

DEFICIT DISORDER; ENROLMENTS; SERVICES 

169. Dr WATSON to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education: 

(1) How many primary and secondary school children have enrolled in 1996 who are 

diagnosed with attention deficit disorder? 

(2) What services are these children provided with? 

Me TUBBY replied: 

(1) Attention deficit disorder is a medical diagnosis made by specialist medical 

practitioners - usually paediatricians or psychiatrists. As with any medical diagnosis, 

parents may choose not to disclose this information to school personnel. Therefore, it is 

not possible to collect accurate data on the numbers of students who have enrolled in 

schools in 1996 who are diagnosed with attention deficit disorder. 

(2) The needs of children having difficulties with learning is a focus of the department. 

Implementation of the Shean Report on Education of Students with Disabilities and 

Learning Difficulties includes individualised educational planning for children with ADD 

related difficulties. Where students' learning and behavioural problems are severe, 

schools may engage district-based services for additional support. These services include 

school psychologists, school social workers, socio psycho-educational resource centres 

and student at risk programs. Professional staff in these programs work with school staff 

and also liaise with families, other professionals and agencies to support students with 

ADD. Coordinated programs which bring together the resources and expertise from the 

Education Department, Health Department, Department for Family and Children's 

Services and private medical practitioners are implemented where appropriate. 
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EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - DOMESTIC VIOLENCE (WIFE ASSAULl) 
Budget Allocations; Training; Reports; Costs 

467 

176. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Education: 

(1) What budgets were allocated and spent on issues related to domestic violence (wife 
assault) in 1994-95? 

(2) What budget has been allocated for 1995-96? 

(3) What training/education/conference participation has been arranged for officers of the 
department in -

(a) 1994-95; 
(b) 1995-96? 

(4) What information has been/will be compiled for public distribution in -

(a) 1994-95; 
(b) 1995-96? 

(5) Have any reports related to the issue (apart from that of the task force) been prepared in 
the last 18 months? 

(6) Is there any estimate of the costs associated with domestic violence (wife assault) as they 
impact on the Minister's portfolio? 

(7) Do you intend to direct the agency to estimate those costs? 

(8) If not, why not? 

Me C.l. BARNETT replied: " 

(1) The Education Department allocated $20000 with HBF contributing $36000 for the prevention 
education supplement of the K-lO health syllabus relating to child abuse, neglect and domestic 
violence. 

(2) 1995-96 no central office budget. 

(3) Training for health education teachers for the prevention education supplement (health education) 
was held in September 1994 - train the trainer workshop for 36 personnel attached to 25 school 
districts. In November 1993 - November 1994, 132 district programs were conducted and 
attended by 2 624 teachers. No central data collected since December 1994. This is now a district 

(4) 

(5)-(7) 

(8) 

184. 

responsibility. 

None. 

Not applicable. This is not the responsibility of the Education Department. 

The Education Department responsibilities fall into two broad categories; curriculum education 
and student support - to provide students with effective communication skills and problem solving 
strategies in the K-lO health education syllabus; to educate students on the department's sexual 
and sex-based harassment policy; to empower students in relation to non-violent conflict 
resolution; to provide counselling for students through student service personnel; to facilitate 
referrals for children and victims to appropriate agencies; to assist with student transfers to new 
schools for children and victims escaping domestic violence; and to provide information and 
support for students on family relationships. 

TRANSPORT, DEPARTMENT OF - PRIVATE BUS CONTRACTORS, TO 
MAINTAIN SENIORS' CARD TRAVEL CONCESSIONS 

Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister representin!} the Minister for Transport: 

Will the Minister give a commitment that private bus contractors will continue to offer Seniors' 
Card holders their current travel concessions? 

Me LEWIS replied: 

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

Yes. The integrated Transperth bus, train and ferry system will continue to have a common fare 
structure. All Transperth operators, whether government or private, will be required to apply this 
fare structure and to honour the system-wide concession fare arrangements. There will be no 
change to the current system whereby fares, level of service and bus ownership will remain with 
the Government, and any changes must be to the benefit of the travelling passenger. 

WATER CORPORATION - MUNDARING-KALGOORLIE WATER PIPELINE, 
MAINTENANCE WORK 

185. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Water Resources: 

(1) Has the level or amount of maintenance work on the Mundaring to Kalgoorlie water 
pipeline been reduced in the last three years? 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 
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If so, when and in what way? 

How many maintenance staff does the Water Corporation employ on the Mundaring to 

Kalgoorlie pipeline? 

How many maintenance staff did the Water Corporation employ on the Mundaring to 

Kalgoorlie pipeline in each of the following years -

(a) 1991; 

(b) 1992; 

(c) 1993; 

(d) 1994; 

(e) 1995? 

(5) What level of maintenance is currently carried out on the Mundaring to Kalgoorlie 

pipeline and who carries out that work and at what cost? 

(6) What was the cost of maintenance of the Mundaring to Kalgoorlie pipeline in each of the 

following years -

(a) 1991; 

(b) 1992; 

(c) 1993; 

(d) 1994; 

(e) 1995? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) 39. 

(4) (a) 43 
(b) 43 
(c) 40 
(d) 40 
(e) 39. 

(5) Maintenance acUvltles performed are varied with major aCUVIUes being welding, 

painting, maintenance tank cleaning, and mechanical and electrical maintenance. For the 

1995-96 financial year expenditure on maintenance will be approximately $4 400m and 

will be made up of -

Water Corporation Contractors Total 

Civil Civil 1005000 1450000 2455000 

Plant equip 180000 180000 

Chemicals 80000 80000 

Mechanical Materials 835000 Nil 835000 

Mechanical 615000 615000 

Electrical 185 000 50 000 235 000 
$4 400000 

(6) Main conduit maintenance costs -

(a) $3140000 
(b) $3 085 000 
(c) $3 460 000 
(d) $3050000 
(e) $4 400 000. 

TAXI INDUSTRY - TAXIS TRAVELLING IN BUS LANE, KWINANA 
FREEWAY 

188. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) Are taxis now permitted to travel in the bus lane on the Kwinana Freeway? 

(2) If yes, do any restrictions apply? 

(3) If yes, what are they? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -



(1)-(2) 

(3) 
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Yes. 

Entry into bus lane from nominated entry points only. 
First city exit at Market Street 
On weekdays between 7.00 am and 9.00 am only. 
No direct access to city busport along bus way from Narrows Bridge. 
Strict compliance with special operating rules and procedures. 
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Strict penalties are also imposed on taxis illegally entering the lane and causing 
accidents, as was the case of the last offending cab driver who has had a 12 month 
suspension imposed on using the bus/taxi lane on the Kwinana Freeway. 

TAXI INDUSlRY - LEGISLATION; VIOLENCE AGAINST DRIVERS, REDUCTION MEASURES 

189. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) Is legislation proposed during this parliamentary session which will have an impact upon 
the taxi industry? 

(2) If so, what are the specific maLters to be addressed? 

(3) What measures will be taken to reduce the incidents of violence against taxi drivers? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1)-(2) Yes, legislation will be introduced to make unpaid taxi fares a specific offence. 
Regulations will be introduced LO change the structure of transfer fees payable on the sale 
of taxi plate ownerships. This is specifically to ensure that people transferring plates of 
intrinsically lower value, such as part time plates or maxi-plus taxi plates are chargld an 
appropriately pro rata fee. Re~ulations will be introduced making uniforms compulsory, 
based on the wishes of the taxi industry to have some regulatory backup to its voluntary 
move to introduce uniforms by 30 June. Regulations relating to vehicle age are being 
considered, though this is still an issue being debated within the industry as to what that 
limit will be. The proposal was put forward by the Taxi Control Board. 

(3) A summit on violence against drivers in taxi cars will be held on 11 April. 
Representatives of the taxi industry and specialists in the field will participate in a 
structured debate to identify possible and acceptable solutions to violence in the industry. 
In the interim investigations are being held into various safety devices and their 
effectiveness. 

PORT KENNEDY MANAGEMENT BOARD - FUTURE; PUBLIC 
PARTICIPATION IN DEVELOPMENTAL PROCESS 

204. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Planning: 

(1) Has the Government disbanded the Port Kennedy Management Board? 

(2) If not, will the Government be disbanding iL? 

(3) What provisions will be included to ensure public participation in the developmental 
process? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1)-(2) No. 

(3) The Western Australian Planning Commission and the Port Kennedy Board are 
commissioning a consultant to prepare a management plan for Rockingham Lakes and 
Port Kennedy which will include an A class reserve and conservation zone in the Port 
Kennedyarea. Included in the consultant's terms of reference is a strong requirement for 
public consultation. Additional input will be sought from the member for Rockingham 
and councillors of the City of Rockingham. 

NATURE CONSERVATION SlRATEGY - COMPLETION DATE 

218. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

When will the Nature Conservation Strategy be completed? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following answer -

I am unable to give a commitment on when the nature conservation strategy will be released. The 
reason is that in court action taken against the Government by non-government conservation 
organisations on some aspccts of forest management, the question has arisen as to the legal duties 
created by policy documents of the Deparunent of Conservation and Land Management such as 
the proposed nature conservation strategy. This litigation has not yet been finally determined by 
the courts. 
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WE1LANDS - INVENTORY 

220. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

Will the Minister advise whether the detailed inventory of wetlands will be completed this year? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

Due to the magnitude of the task in such a large State, a detailed inventory of all Western 
Australia's wetlands will not be completed this year. Work on the detailed inventory of wetlands 
is progressing on a priority basis with significant progress in the south west of the State where 
pressures on wetlands are greatest. A detailed inventory of wetlands on the Swan coastal plain 
from Lancelin to Dunsborough has been completed. A report and atlas documenting the wetland 
mapping, classification and evaluation work in this area is about to be published by the Water and 
Rivers Commission. An inventory of wetlands along the south coast from Augusta to Walpole 
and inland to the Muir/Unicup wetland system is also nearing completion and will be published 
shortly by the Water and Rivers Commission. The Government is committed to the ongoing 
preparation of inventories of the State's wetlands on a catchment basis. This is an important 
component of the wetland conservation policy for Western Australia which is nearing completion. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COUNCIL - LEGISLATION DATE 

222. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

Will the Minister advise on what date the Minister will be introducing legislation to formally join 
the National Environment Protection Council? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following response -

While an exact date has not been set I envisage the legislation will be introduced before 30 June 
1996. 

NATIONAL STRATEGY FOR THE CONSERVATION OF AUSTRALIA'S 
BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY - SIGNATURE 

223. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Will the Minister advise whether or not he will be signing the National Biodiversity 
Treaty? 

(2) If the Minister does intend to sign the treaty, will he indicate when he plans to do so? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following response -

(1)-(2) I draw the member's attention to the signature of the Premier of Western Australia inside 
the published national strategy for the conservation of Australia's biological diversity. 

NATIONAL GREENHOUSE RESPONSE STRATEGY 1992 - SIGNATURE 

224. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Will the Minister advise whether or not he will be signing the National Climate Change 
Treaty? 

(2) If the Minister does intend to sign the treaty, will he indicate when he plans to do so? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following response -

(1)-(2) To my knowledge there is no such document as the "National Climate Change Treaty". 
If the member is referring to the "National Greenhouse Response Strategy 1992", 
Western Australia has endorsed it. 

MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - CONTAINMENT CELL 
Expansion, Proponent's Application; Minister's Approval; Advice 

226. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) On what date did the Minister receive an application from the Minim Cove containment 
cell proponent to increase the size of the cell by 20 per cent? 

(2) On what date did the Minister grant approval to the proponent to increase the 
containment cell? 

(3) Did the Minister seek any advice as to whether he should grant approval of this increase 
to the proponent? 

(4) If yes, who advised the Minister? 



[Tuesday, 26 March 1996] 471 

(5) What was the advice given to the Minister? 

(6) Did the Minister act according to the advice he was given? 

(7) If not why not? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) The Department of Environmental Protection received an application from the 
proponent's consultants, Halpern Glick Maunsell, on 8 November 1995. The Minister 
for the Environment requested the Environmental Protection Authority to assess the 
proposed expansion on 6 December 1995. 

(2) The Minister for the Environment issued a statement of approval to implement the 
proposed expansion on 15 March 1996. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) The Environmental Protection Authority advised the Minister on the acceptability of the 
proposed extension. The EPA sought advice from the EPA Review Committee, the 
Department of Environmental Protection, the Town of Mosman Park, the Department of 
Land Administration, the Swan River Trust, the Ministry for Planning, the Health 
Department, and the Water Corporation prior to providing its advice to the Minister. 

(5) Following its assessment, the Environmental Protection Authority advised the Minister 
for the Environment that the proposal to increase the size of the containment cell by 20 
per cent is environmentally acceptable, subject to changes to improve containment and an 
expanded monitoring system to assess the performance of the cell - annexe EPA ~ulletin 
807 Recommendation 2, which states -

The Environmental Protection Authority recommends that the Environmental 
Conditions for this projcct include the following: 

a) Upon deposition, contaminated material should be managed in a 
manner that will reduce the incidence of specific material of high 
concentration of heavy metals, or similar material being localised 
within the containment cell. 

b) Selection of the materials for the construction of the cap and cover of 
soil shall ensure that the moisture content within the clay is maintained 
at a level to avoid cracking and to minimise the quantities of water 
entering the contaminated materials within the containment cell. 

c) In the event of excess space being available within the containment 
cell, the upper surface of the clay layer should lie at a depth of at least 
0.65 metres below the finished surface and at most 2.00 metres below 
the finished surface. Notwithstanding this, every effort should be made 
to increase the depth of the soil cover so as to minimise ongoing 
management necds. 

d) A management plan for the use of the land over the clay cap should be 
prepared in association with the Department of Land Administration 
and the Town of Mosman Park to ensure that land uses are compatible 
with the need to maintain the integrity of the clay cap. 

e) The design of the cell and its cap should incorporate mechanisms to 
manage the drainage and prevent erosion in the long term 

f) The capping over the proposed extension and the approved cell should 
be continuous. 

g) The proponent should provide to the Department of Environmental 
Protection, the Town of Mosman Park, and the Department of Land 
Administration, an "as constructed" drawing of the containment cell, 
indicating the location and details of all material placed in the cell. 

h) An appropriate monitoring system to measure settlement and moisture 
content within the cap and the contaminated material shall be prepared 
together with a management plan to deal with any irregularities should 
they occur. 

i) Additional bore(s) should be constructed to monitor groundwater 
downstream from the containment cell. The number and location of 
the bores should be adequate to monitor any possible contamination of 
the groundwater. 

j) The proponent should provide a contingency plan for dealing with 
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k) 

(6) Yes. 

(7) Not applicable. 
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possible contamination of groundwater to the satisfaction of the 
Minister for the Envirorunent on advice from the Environmental 
Protection Authority. 
Contingency plans should be prepared by the proponent to address the 
management of any additional material which is found at the site. 

STATE PLANNING STRATEGY - TEAM, VISITS TO NORTH WEST TOWNS 

242. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning: 
(1) Which towns in the north west were visited by the state planning strategy team for the 

purposes of conducting workshops for the state planning strategy? 

(2) On what date was each town visited? 

(3) On what date did the strategy team commence iLS task? 

(4) On what date will the strategy team finalise iLS task? 

(5) On what date will the strategy team report? 

(6) On what date will the report of the strategy team be released to the public? 
(7) What is the total budgeted cost for the state planning strategy? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 
(1) The state planning strategy team has held workshops in the north west at Port Hedland, 

Broome and Kununurra, and will be holding a workshop in Carnarvon. 

(2) Port Hedland 21 February 1996 
Broome 13 March 1996 
Kununurra 14 March 1996 
Carnarvon 28 March 1996. 

(3) March 1995. 

(4) It is anticipated that the strategy team will submit iLS draft report to the Western 
Australian Planning Commission for consideration by June 1996. 

(5) See answer to (4). 

(6) The anticipated public release date is September 1996. 

(7) $140 000 in 1995-96. It is anticipated that a further $95 000 in 1996-97 will be required 
for the finalisation and printing of the report by the strategy team. 

HOMES WEST - 12 ALLEN COURT, QUEENS PARK, FUNDING 
Residents, Disability Services Commission Funding 

254. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Will the Disability Services Commission be providing any funding to the support of the 
residenLS at 12 Allen Court, Queens Park? 

(2) If yes, how much? 

(3) What is the budget for support at this house? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) The property at 12 Allen Court, Queens Park is being purchased with funding from 
Homeswest's community housing program for people with disabilities. This property is 
managed by the City of Canning. Questions concerning funding for the support of the 
residenLS should be directed to the Minister for Disability Services. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

METROBUS - 182 BUS FROM CAROUSEL SHOPPING CENTRE VIA 
QUEENS PARK AT 4.23 PM, CANCELLATION 

255. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Why was the 182 bus from Carousel Shopping Centre via Queens Park at 4.23 pm 
cancelled on Friday, 23 February 1996? 

(2) Is the Minister aware that desperate, elderly and disabled passengers were told to wait for 
the next bus at 5.50 pm? 

(3) Does the Minister agree that this kind of service is unacceptable? 
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(4) What measures will be instituted to prevent such occurrences? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

261. 

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) The 4.23 pm route 182 bus on Friday, 23 February broke down at Cannington train 
station. It was not possible to arrange staff to operate a replacement trip in the given 
time. 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Yes. 

Yes, but unforeseen events will occur on occasions. 

Some mechanical breakdowns are beyond hwnan control. MetroBus is currently training 
more drivers to improve the level of customer service. 

SUPERANNUATION - FEES AND CHARGES ON WORKERS' 
CONTRIBUTIONS, GOVERNMENT POLICY 

Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Finance: 

(1) What is the Government's policy in regard to fees and charges on workers' 
superannuation contributions? 

(2) What does the Minister intend to do about those cases where low paid and short term 
workers have their accrued benefits substantially cut (eg contribution of $52.80 reduced 
to $4.61 following six months' employment)? 

Mr COURT replied: 

The Minister for Finance has provided the following response -

(1) The policy is to allow the Government Employees Superannuation Bo<u1d to determine 
the level of fees and charges. This policy is reflected in section 38J of the Government 
Employees Superannuation Act. I am advised that the policy of the board in setting fees 
and charges is cost recovery. 

(2) I am satisfied with the current arrangements. The administrative fee char~ed by the GES 
board is $2 per month in respect of benefit accounts no longer receiving employer 
contributions. The charge increases to $2.70 per month if contributions have been 
received during the month. In addition, benefit accounts which receive employer 
contributions are charged an insurance premium based on an actuarial scale. From 1 July 
1995 any account balance less than $1 000 is subject to member protection rules, 
whereby the administrative fee cannot exceed the interest credited to the account 
However, an insurance premium continues to be deducted during the period of 
employment, as the member is entitled to insurance benefits in the event of 
death/disability. The level of administrative fees and charges imposed by the GES board 
is low by industry standards and the member protection rules are the same as those 
applied throughout the industry. 

ROADS - ALBANY HIGHWAY-CANNING HIGHWAY, VICTORIA PARK 
Proposed Slip Road 

273. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Have final plans been drawn up for the proposed slip road between Albany Highway and 
Canning Highway, Victoria Park? 

(2) H yes-

(a) what is the estimated cost of the project; 

(b) when will the project be completed? 

(3) Hno-

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

what work is still to be done on plans for the project; 

when is it expected to be completed; 

what is the proposed timetable for the project? 

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) (a) A study will be undertaken to develop a traffic management and access plan, 
which includes the Canning Highway link road alignment and construction 
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staging. The plan will provide for a road system which is appropriate for both 
local and regional traffic movements and addresses current and future access 
requirements. Following completion of the study, which will include public 
consultation, more detailed plans and an estimated construction cost for the link 
road will be prepared. Main Roads is currently negotiating with property 
owners affected by the link road proposal. 

(b) The study is expected to be completed in June 1996 with further detailed design 
of the link road three months later. 

(c) A construction program will be considered at that time. 

HOMESWEST - ABORIGINALS; PEOPLE WITH ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOUR, 
PLACEMENT POLICY 

289. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of claims made by the Aboriginal Legal Service that Homeswest 
operates under a policy of exclusivity where Aboriginal families are not placed in certain 
Perth suburbs? 

(2) Is the Minister aware The West Australian of 21 February 1996 reported Homeswest as 
maintaining that 'people were placed in certain suburbs or houses because of their history 
of antisocial behaviour'? 

(3) Is it the policy of Homeswest to reserve certain suburbs and houses for people who have 
a history of antisocial behaviour? 

(4) What suburbs have been reserved for such people? 

(5) Has Ashfield been reserved as such a suburb? 

(6) Why is it considered inappropriate to place people with antisocial behaviour in certain 
suburbs? 

(7) Are the suburbs excluded from the list those which have a higher mean cost of housing? 

(8) What criteria is used to select suburbs that will and will not house people with a history 
of antisocial behaviour? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1)-(2) Yes. 

(3) No. The policy is that the next person on the list is allocated the next available property 
in his or her preferred zone which meets family requirements subject to allocation 
considerations. This policy applies to all applicants irrespective of ethnicity. 

(4)-(8) Not applicable. 

HOMES WEST - PRIVATE HOUSING PERCENTAGES 
Ashfield. Bayswater. Bassendean. Eden Hill. Lockridge. Beechboro. Kiara 

309. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) In terms of housing stock, what is the percentage of Homeswest/private housing in -

(a) Ashfield; 

(b) Bayswater; 

(c) Bassendean; 

(d) Eden Hill; 

(e) Lockridge; 

(1) Becchboro; 

(g) Kiara? 

(2) Is Homeswest seeking to reduce its presence in any of the suburbs mentioned in (I)? 

(3) If so, in what suburbs docs Homeswest want to reduce its presence? 

(4) What is the target presence for each suburb? 

(5) Does Homeswest intend to increase its presence in any suburbs mentioned in (l)? 

(6) If so-

(a) what suburbs; 

(b) what is the presence in each suburb Homeswest wants to achieve? 
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Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) As per the Australian Bureau of Statistics figures at 30 June 1995 -

(a) 27.54 per cent 
(b) 4.28 per cent 
(c) 5.14 per cent 
(d) 4.51 percent 
(e) ,(g) 27.59 per cent 
(f) 9.73 per cent 
(g) figures incorporated with Lockridge. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) Lockridge and Ashfield. 

Between 10 per cent and 15 per cent for both Lockridge and Ashfield. (4) 

(5)-(6) Properties are procured subject to demand, availability and compliance with current 
Homeswest 1 in 9 policy. 

NORTHBRIDGE TUNNEL - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT 

376. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Heritage: 

(1) Has the Government not followed the standards of the 1981 Burra Charter in failing to 
have a heritage assessment of the Northbridge tunnel bypass completed by experts from 
several disciplines? 

(2) Has the Government relied on the opinion of two heritage architects and not consulted 
historians or archeologists? ~ 

(3) If so, will the Government have a proper heritage assessment done in the future? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1)-(2) The heritage assessment considered by the Heritage Council of Western Australia was 
undertaken to identify any places affected by the proposal which would warrant entry in 
the Register of Heritage Places. The council was of the view that the expertise of the 
consultants used for the assessment was appropriate for that purpose. 

(3) There is no intention to undertake any further assessment of heritage issues in this area. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

CRIME - AUSTRALIAN BUREAU OF STATISTICS REPORT; GOVERNMENT 
ACTION 

46. Mr McGINTY to the Premier: 

I refer to today's Australian Bureau of Statistics' report on crime and safety in Western Australia which 
reported an increase to more than 86000 households that had been subject to break and enter or attempted 
break and enter crimes in 1995. What has the Government done to make those 86 000 homes safe from 
this form of criminal behaviour? 

Mr COURT replied: 

I am aware that the statistics were released today by the ABS on a number of law and order areas. I have 
read only.the press statement put out by the ABS. Initially it refers to burglaries. However, if one goes 
through the statement, one sees it also outlines the fact that improvement has occurred in some areas. Any 
increase in crime statistics is of great concern to us. The Government has tackled it from a number of 
different directions. We have brought about a number of changes to legislation, as the Leader of the 
Opposition will be aware, to try to improve the situation through sentencing, for victims of crime, and the 
like. Similarly, we gave a commitment to putting 800 additional police on the beat in the community. We 
are well and truly on target to meet that promise. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr COURT: We do not have all the answers. We are concerned about a number of areas of the law and 
order issue. We will continue to do everything we can to improve the situation. If the Leader of the 
Opposition has read those statistics, he will find -

Mr McGinty: I have already. 

Mr COURT: Will he give credit if there is an improvement in some of those areas? Obviously he will not. 

Mr McGinty: I will give you credit for 86 000 households being broken into. 

The SPEAKER: Order, the Leader of the Opposition! 
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ROADS - PINJARRA BYPASS PLANS 

47. Mr MARSHALL to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport: 

A bypass for the Pinjarra townsite has been on the drawing board for some time. Can the Minister indicate 
what route it will take and when construction will commence? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

The problems associated with the Pinjarra bypass have been well known for quite some time. The Minister 
for Transport has advised me that staff of his agency have already discussed the matter with the Shire of 
Murray. Subsequent to those discussions, control signals have been installed at the comer of South West 
Highway and Pinjarra Road. A task force has been put in place to examine the consequences of a bypass. 
Sinclair Knight Men has been appointed as consultant to carry out those studies. They are being guided by 
a steering committee that comprises the Shire of Murray, Main Roads, the Peel Development Commission 
and the Ministry for Planning. The task group is expected to report in six months. At this time there are no 
plans for constructing the road. 

CORPORAL PUNISHMENT- REINTRODUCTION SURVEY 

48. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Education: 

Does the Minister agree with the 44 out of 50 secondary school principals surveyed by The West Australian 
in January of this year who opposed the return of corporal punishment on the grounds that it was 
detrimental to education in every way, with some saying it was nothing less than child abuse and legalised 
brutality? 

Mr Col. BARNETT replied: 

Corporal punishment was abolished in Western Australian government schools in 1987. To my knowledge 
it is not applied in any of the major independent or private schools or in the Catholic school system, 
although I am sure some smaller independent schools have policies of corporal punishment As the 
member for Nollamara indicated, most professional educators, teachers, principals and parents' 
associations do not support corporal punishment. At the same time, there is a strong feeling throughout the 
community that corporal punishment may be justified. As Education Minister I have no plan to reintroduce 
corporal punishment. However, if a school has gone through all the due process and if parents, teachers 
and even the student bodies believe that corporal punishment would be to the advantage of that school, I 
would consider that on merit. No school has come to me requesting the reintroduction of corporal 
punishment 

WATER CORPORATION - HARVEY DAM, PURCHASE OF PROPERTIES NEGOTIATIONS 

49. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Water Resources: 

(1) Is the Water Corporation negotiating to purchase land in the area potentially impacted on by the 
proposed Harvey dam? 

(2) How many negotiations for the purchase of the properties have there been? 

(3) Why is the Water Corporation purchasing properties at Harvey? 

Mr NICHOLLS replied: 

(1)-(3) I have had the pleasure of looking at that area at the request of the member for Wellington. The 
Water Corporation has purchased one property and an offer and acceptance has been made on 
another property in the area. The first steps have been taken towards negotiations on two other 
properties and other landowners have made approaches to the corporation. I am advised that the 
purchase of the property and other contacts have resulted from unsolicited approaches to the 
corporation by the landowners. Because of these activities in the marketplace, I should put the 
situation into proper perspective. The idea of a larger Harvey dam has been known for a long 
time. It was dealt with in the 1995 document "Perth's Water Future as a Key Component of 
Strategy B". The Water Corporation sees a larger Harvey dam as a desirable source of water from 
about 2010 onwards. However, no decision has been made by the Government on this issue. 
Before such a project can proceed it requires not only environmental assessments, but also social 
assessments and, of course, community consultation. In the meantime, however, some 
landowners have expressed concern about the potential for the construction of a dam that would 
flood their properties or the majority of their properties, causing the market value of their 
properties to suffer. Serious questions of equity are involved in the corporation's purchasing the 
land; however, I believe that this is an appropriate way for the corporation to go about its business. 
In doing so the corporation must not only deal fairly but also act in a commercial way so that 
those transactions are part of the Water Corporation's business and not in some wayan inside deal 
or done inappropriately. 

HOSPITALS - JOONDALUP 
Privatisation; Beds Licensed Privately or Publicly 

50. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health: 

I refer the Minister to the continuing fiasco that is the privatisation of the Joondalup hospital. 
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(1) Is it not the case that the Government is considering licensing all the beds in that hospital as 
private beds rather than just some as private beds? 

(2) Is this being done so. the hospital can get around the requirements of the Hospitals Act, which 
would allow the Minister to direct proceedings in that hospital? 

(3) Is it being done to avoid the requirements of section 51AD of the Income Tax Assessment Act, 
which allows private investors to make tax deductions for expenditures incurred? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 
(1)-(3) I make it absolutely clear that what is being built at Joondalup will be a first class public hospital, 

collocated with a private hospital. It will be a public hospital facility that will provide free 
treatment to all members of the public, both inpatients and outpatients. There will be medical 
suites and a full range of services. Whether it is licensed privately or publicly is a matter for the 
Commissioner of Health. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I am concerned that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is continuing to 
interject. He is shouting over the Minister and that is not appropriate. 

Mr PRINCE: Whether the beds are licensed privately or publicly is also a matter for the Commissioner for 
Health. If the conditions enable the beds to be used by only public patients, it will be a public hospital 
facility and that will be that. Almost exactly the same position exists at Port Macquarie; namely, it has 
private licences with conditions which enable the facility to operate as a public hospital. 

I am no tax expert and the taxation requirement is a matter for negotiation between the potential operator 
and its advisers and, if necessary, the Taxation Office. A public hospital facility will be open to the pUblic. 
It will be available to the public for free treatment and that is what will be built. 

BANKWEST - SALE, OUTSTANDING NEGOTIATIONS; EFFECT ON STATE'S~ 
DEBT LEVEL 

51. Mrs PARKER to the Treasurer: 

(1) Are there any outstanding negotiations to be completed in relation to the BankWest sale? 

(2) What effect has the sale of BankWest had on Western Australia's debt level? 

Mr COURT replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(2) Only one outstanding negotiation remains with the Federal Government; that is, the amount it will 
pay this State for the tax equivalent payments. Members may recall that the former Federal 
Government's policy position was that it would assist each State. Initially that policy related to a 
number of government trading enterprises which were being sold. 

Mr Ripper: You might be a victim of the Costello cuts. 

Mr COURT: The negotiations have been going on for a couple of years and I understand they will be 
concluded this financial year. This Government has no indication that they will not be concluded in the 
proper way as outlined in that policy. It is interesting that the State's net debt position as a percentage of 
the gross state product for the last two years that the former Labor Government was in offlce, was 
approximately 20 per cent, and it will now fall to approximately 13 per cent. I hope we are reaching the 
situation where this State can look at having its credit rating reassessed. In the last two years of the former 
Labor Government this State's debt increased by approximately 5 per cent a year. If that situation had 
continued under the previous Government's management policies, the debt today would be $3b more than 
it is and this State would be spcnding something like $250m more in interest payments. 

Mr Catania: What assets have you sold and by how much has the figure been reduced? 

Mr COURT: It has been reduced in two ways. Before the BankWest sale the State debt had been reduced 
two years in a row, and members opposite know that. The difference between the form of management 
adopted by the previous Government and that adopted by this Government is $3b in debt. The Leader of 
the Opposition runs around saying that he wants to spend more money and cut taxes. How can that be 
done? It would increase the level of debt. Members opposite have not learnt anything from the decade 
they ~ere in Government. The end result of the BankWest sale, on top of this Government's other 
fina~clal management strategies, is that debt is heading down - in the right direction - but under the 
prevlO~s Government's management it was increasing at a rapid rate and that was putting an ever 
Increasmg burden of interest rates on the public. 

MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - CONTAINMENT CELL 
Foss, Peter, Comments made about Future Legal Liabilities,1986 

52. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Health: 

Some notice of this question has been given. I refer the Minister to the Minim Cove development at 
Mosman Park, where contaminated waste will be buried in a containment cell. What comments were made 
by Peter Foss in 1986 about future legal liabilities at a meeting about this site between the Health 
Department and other parties, recorded in Health Department file 0809/86, WAS 268? 
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Mr PRINCE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question; in fact. she asked it last Thursday. At the time, I was 
unable to answer and I offered her the information later in the day, but she chose to ask the question again 
today. 

The Health Department file to which the member refers contains only one reference that can be traced back 
to any comments made by Mr Foss. The comments are contained in a confidential memorandum to the 
then Minister for Health dated 4 April 1986. Those records show that Me Foss - who was then not a 
member of Parliament and was acting as a private solicitor to the University of Western Australia - said 
that the Government of the day was hoping to enter into a joint venture to develop some contaminated land 
owned by the Government and land owned by the university. The university had sought to surrender its 
land to the Government and receive compensation because the Government had exchanged contaminated 
land with the university, which had uncontaminated land. That was the substance of the discussions 
between a number of representati ves. 

The comments recorded as having been said by Me Foss are that private action against CSBP was possible 
in the future if damage to a past worker or any other person became identifiable and that polluted lands 
should not be sold by the university because private organisations cannot protect themselves but 
Governments can. I have here a copy of the memorandum and I will table it for the benefit of members. 

Me McGinty: He has a different point of view now; he is authorising the go ahead of the development. 
whereas he said we should not do it 10 years ago. It is amazing. 

Me PRINCE: I further point out - and the Leader of the Opposition, who has been admitted as a legal 
practitioner, should know - that Mr Foss was a private lawyer at the time instructed by and acting on behalf 
of the University of Western Australia. He was not expressing any political or policy view but that of a 
lawyer engaged by a client. Those comments are contained in a Health Department confidential 
memorandum and they are now tabled. 

[See paper No 150.] 

HOMES WEST - EMERGENCY ACCOMMODATION, BUNBURY; Y ANGET HOUSE, 
PROBLEMS 

53. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister for Housing: 

Yanget House provides emergency accommodation in central Bunbury for those in crisis. Recently 
problems have arisen with the management of Yanget House. Will the Minister advise what action will be 
taken by Homeswest to continue to provide this form of crisis accommodation in Bunbury? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

Homeswest does have an obligation to provide emergency housing in Bunbury. It currently provides 
assistance to the Salvation Army and for youths, refuges and so on. It is true that Yanget House has had a 
difficult history. It has been underutilised and the cost of running it has been very high. We must ask 
ourselves whether that is the best option for emergency accommodation in Bunbury. As Minister, my 
answer is no. We have encouraged the Bunbury community group to apply for additional funding and we 
have offered alternative accommodation, but the group has declined both offers. On behalf of the member 
for Bunbury we will ensure that the disadvantaged in Bunbury are accommodated and, most importantly, 
before any final decisions are made, I will ensure that the member and the community group are consulted. 
However, we must look at the facts. Yanget House is on a very large block and has had very low 
occupancy rates. I believe there are better accommodation solutions available to the people of Bunbury. 

ED'S GOURMET DELI & NEWS AGENCY - CLOSURE 

54. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Planning: 

I refer to a report in The West Australian on Saturday in which the WA Council of Retail Associations and 
the Retail Traders' Association sharply criticised the Minister's misuse of planning laws to force gourmet 
deli owner Ed Juras to curtail his trading hours, thus bankrupting his business, and ask -

(1) Does the Minister agree with the Council of Retail Associations that he is nothing but a hypocrite 
who has used the letter of the law to bully a rival of his own family business? 

(2) Will the Minister apologise to Mr Juras immediately given that Canning City Council has 
conceded making a mistake by not advising Mr Juras at the outset that his business would be 
limited to daytime hours? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1)-(2) As I explained to the House last week, this is a private matter; it has nothing to do with my 
ministerial responsibilities, and I will say no more about it. 

DENTAL SERVICES - COLLEGE OF ORAL HEALTH ESTABLISHMENT PROPOSAL 

55. Mr DAY to the Minister for Health: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of a proposal to establish a Western Australian college of oral health which 
will collocate the State's dental and oral health educational training facilities, including the 
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University of Western Australia Dental School, the Curtin University School of Dental Therapy 
and technical and further education facilities for the training of dental technicians and assistants? 

(2) What is the current status of this proposal? 

(3) What role will the State Government play in its establishment? 

(4) When is it likely to be established? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1)-(4) I thank the member for the question and for some little notice of it. It appears to be a sensible idea 
to establish a college of oral health, but that is only one option that IS being considered by the 
Government at the moment in a total review of the dental services that are offered by the 
Government to the public and also of dental training and education. Therefore, I cannot say 
whether this proposal will be adopted, nor can I give a time frame; but I will let the member know 
as soon as a decision is made. 

GREENHOUSE GASES - AND GLOBAL WARMING, REDUCTION MEASURES 

56. Dr EDWARDS to the Premier: 

I refer to the "very poor" assessment given to the Western Australian Government for its failure to tackle 
seriously the problem of global warming by reducing greenhouse gas emissions. The report noted that 
Western Australia ranks second worst of all the States, behind Jeff Kennett's Victoria. What specific steps 
has the Government taken to meet our obligations? 

Mr COURT replied: 

I am not aware of the report to which the member for Maylands is referring. Does the member'lhave a 
copy? 

Mr McGinty: It was in this morning's The AUSlralian. What are you doing about greenhouse gases? 

Mr COURT: I will look at that report and give the member an informed comment when I have seen it; I 
cannot give an informed comment now. I want to see what criteria have been used in making comparisons 
between the States. In the area of power generation, this Government has been moving toward greater use 
of gas in both the metropolitan area and with the new gas pipeline that is being built from the Pilbara to the 
goldfields. That will replace a significant number of the diesel fuels that are currently being used. 

ABORIGINAL LEGAL SERVICE - "TELLING OUR STORY"; SEPARATION OF 
ABORIGINAL CHILDREN FROM THEIR FAMILIES; ROELANDS MISSION 

PROGRAM, ASSISTANCE 

57. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: 

Is the Minister aware that a 1995 Aboriginal Legal Service report about the separation of Aboriginal 
children from their families, entitled "Telling Our Story" , recommended the establishment of mental health 
and counselling services for Aboriginal people affected by child separation? Is the Minister also aware that 
the Bunbury Goomburrup Aboriginal Association has designed a program for survivors of Roelands 
Mission? Will the Minister explain what response will be made to the need to assist the people of 
Roelands Mission to come to terms with the trauma which they have suffered? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

I am aware of that ALS report. It was presented to me in July last year by Mr Riley, the then executive 
director of the Aboriginal Legal Service, at a public function during National Aborigines' Week. I lOOk the 
opportunity at that time of expressing profound regret on behalf of all past Administrations of all political 
persuasions at the process that had led to the separation of Aboriginal children from their families. I 
understand that the Roelands program is a national family violence intervention program and not one 
designed by the Goomburrup Aboriginal Association. The survivors of a number of missions in the south 
west - Wandering, Marribank, Roclands and Gnowangerup - are the subject of significant programs, and 
the south west office of the Aboriginal Affairs Department is giving those programs whatever assistance 
can be made available at the moment. However, programs that could have been more developed have been 
put on hold because the national inquiry into the taking away of children, headed by Sir Ronald Wilson, is 
under way. That inquiry will take submissions in Perth in April. It is appropriate that there should be a 
national response to the maller otherwise there might be inequities between States and Territories. It was 
not peculiar to this State; it happened in all States and Territories. Ministers for Aboriginal Mfairs 
determined in 1994 that there should be a national inquiry and a national response. That is under way. I 
hope the result of that will be that more resources will be made available, particularly for counselling, for 
those who are still adversely affected many years after these missions ceased to exist. 

CRIME - BIKIES INCIDENTS, CHARGES 

58. Mr CA TANIA to the Premier: 

I refer to the Premier's 1993 election promise to make the streets of Perth safe. I refer also to three 
separate incidents concerning bikies who ran amok in Geraldton, Harvey and Rottnest without being 
charged with a criminal offence. 
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(1) Does the Premier approve of the decision not to charge the bikies responsible for the commission 
of these serious offences? 

(2) Given his earlier hollow promise of a crackdown, will he give guarantees that police will locate 
and charge the bikies who commiued the criminal offences at Geraldton, Harvey and Rottnest? 

Mr COURT replied: 
(1)-(2) First, the question should go to the Minister for Police, who has responsibility for the police. The 

member asked me why certain people have not been charged. He knows I do not have the 
responsibility for charging people for offences. I would be very concerned if people have not 
been charged for the offences outlined by the member. I suggest the member ask the Minister for 
Police that question so that he can get an answer. In relation to the comments I have read in the 
newspaper, the police have already stated publicly that they want to put a special group in place to 
tackle an issue of great concern; that is, the lawlessness of those bikie groups, which I fmd 
abhorrent. If the member directs the question to the Minister, he will give him the details. 

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS • WORKERS REFUSED MORTGAGES, 
ALLEGATIONS BY HELEN CREED 

59. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Labour Relations: 
The Miscellaneous Workers Union secretary, Helen Creed, alleged recently that workers had been refused 
mortgages because they were on workplace agreements. Is that the case? 

Mr KIERATH replied: 

I do not believe any reasonable thinking person in this State would make such a silly statement. For a start, 
we know that the tenure of an agreement under the Workplace Agreements Act does not relate to the tenure 
of a job. It is no different from an award. The expiry date of an agreement does not relate to the contract 
of employment Anybody who is practising in industrial relations will know the difference between a 
workplace agreement and a contract of employment. One must ask why this union official made such an 
outrageous statement. I have sought advice from both the Commonwealth Bank and the National Australia 
Bank. They both said they would not discriminate on loans for workers who have workplace agreements 
or other terms of employment. They said it was ridiculous to suggest they would refuse a person ongoing 
housing loans just because that person had been able to renegotiate his or her terms and conditions of 
employment I question the integrity of this person who knows better but who has tried to mislead her 
members. This woman is paid to look after her members' interests. However, she is trying to convince 
them of something that she knows is wrong. I think her union should be renamed the "Misleading Workers 
Union". 


