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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 2.30 pm, and read prayers.

HANSARD
Publication

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): In order to overcome difficulties in the correction
of text in the Hansard office it has been decided that the weekly Hansard will be published
one week later than usual, To minimise inconvenience to members, fully corrected text will
be available three days after the debate, upon request to the [-ansard office.

It has become necessary also to alter the time available to members for the correction of
speeches. Members wishing to make corrections must now return their speeches to the
Hansard office by 4.00 pm on the following day. A fax machine has been installed in the
Hansard office to assist members to mneet this deadline.

These arrangements wil be reviewed at the end of this session.

FEDERAL PARLIAMENT

Gift

THE PRESIDENT: I wish to bring the following to the attention of members: On 4 May
1988 the President of the Legislative Council and the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly
jointly wrote to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President of the Senate
proposing that the Parliament, the Government and people of Western Australia present a
specially comnmissioned sculpture as a gift for the formal gardens of the new Parliament
House. The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President of the Senate have
now advised us that the Parliament of Australia is pleased to accept our offer. This sculpture,
when placed in the formal gardens, will be viewed by those who work in and visit the new
Parliament House and will be a constant reminder of the generosity of Western Australians. I
make this statement for the benefit of members of this House.

This gift to the new Parliament in Canberra will take the form of a sculpture executed by a
Western Australian sculptor, Howard Taylor. I indicate that, although your President is not a
connoisseur of sculpture as a form of art, I have seen a model of the proposed sculpture and
even I, who went to Fremantle Boys' School, think it will be a very fitting gesture on behalf
of the people of Western Australia to our new Parliament.

M[NISTER FOR BUDGET MANAGEMENT
Bell Shares - Consultation

TI-E PRESIDENT: Yesterday the Leader of the Opposition asked the Minister for Budget
Management the following question -

..was the Minister for Budget Management consulted or advised with regard to the
recent SGIC purchase of Bell shares from Robert Holmes a Court?

The Minister replied that -

.. questions without notice in this House cannot be directed to a Minister by virtue
of his membership of Cabinet; they are required to be directed to matters comidng
within his ministerial authority, and the SGIC does not come within mine.

I was inclined to uphold the Minister's objection and undertook to consider within the
following 24 hours whether such a question, without notice, infringed the rule against asking
Ministers in the Council questions in their representative capacities except with notice.

On reflection, I can see nothing wrong with the type of question asked. The Minister was
asked the question, not as a Minister representing another Minister, but in his own right. The
Minister may answer that he was or was not consulted about the matter. Any supplementary
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question, provided it is confined to the Minister's own role in those discussions would be in
order. Such a question cannot be used as a 'side door' to enable a member to open up the
subject matter of the discussion and seek to ask questions relating to the involvement of other
persons in the discussions. I hope this clarifies the matter.

UR(;ENCY MOTION

Cyclone Herbie
THE PRESIDENT: I advise honourable members that Hon P.H. Lockyer delivered to me
the following letter -

Dear Mr President

URGENCY MOTION - CYCLONE HERBIE

It is my intention to move at today's sitting "That the House adjourn until Sunday,
August 14 1988 at 10 am" for the purpose of discussing the effects of Cyclone Herbie,
particularly with reference to the nature and extent of the damage incurred by:

(a) plantations around Camarvorr

(b) the fishing industry in shark Bay;

(c) the pastoral industry at Denham and the surrounding districts,
and the adequacy of procedures employed to warn people in the projected path of
cyclones so that the likelihood and extent of damage is minimised.
Yours sincerely

P HLockyer MLC
Member for Lower North Province

In order for this mailer to be discussed it is necessary that it be supported by at least four
members rising in their places.

[Four members rose in their places.]
HON P.H. LOCKYER (Lower North) [2.43 pm]: I move -

That the House adjourn until Sunday, 14 August 1988 at 10.00 am.
I thank the House for the opportunity to bring to the attention of members the matters - which
are now history - surrounding the rather disastrous tail end of a cyclone which hit the
Gascoyne and later extended to the Murchison area of Western Australia. I will deal with
this matter in three pants: The history of what happened last weekend; what has happened
since then; and what I believe is necessary to avoid such a natural disaster becoming in the
future the debacle that it was and is at the present time.

In the early hours of last Saturday morning the Bureau of Meteorology advised the local
police in Camarvon that they had reason to believe gale force winds would hit the Gascoyne
area within hours. The police in Camarvon alerted the State Emergency Services in
Camarvon and Denham. However, the advice from the Bureau of Meteorology arrived so
late that it was impossible to offset the damage which so quickly occurred from a gale force
wind which in Carnarvon gusted up to 110 kilometres an hour; in the township of Denham it
was unable to be measured but it was estimated to be in excess of 100 miles an hour.
Enormous damage was caused in the Gascoyne, Carnarvon and Denham. More importantly,
information has come to hand that exceptional damage has occurred to pastoral properties in
the central Gascoyne and extending into the Murchison area.
I will deal first with Carnarvon and its surrounding areas. In doing so I want to make it clear
that I do not level excessive blame on the Bureau of Meteorology because I do not believe
there is any sense in blaming a particular party; it is more important that we look towards
finding a solution to what is obviously a problem of receiving advice too late. In defence of
the Bureau of Meteorology I understand that the cyclone was a difficult phenomenon to track.
It moved so swiftly that at one stage it was moving in excess of 80 miles an hour. There was
little rain in it, and unfortunately wind does not show up on a radar scan.
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At Cape Cuvier, which is the port from which Damnpier Salt ships its salt to Japan and
European ports, the ship Korean Star was lying at anchor close to the loading facilities. The
people on board that ship did not have any warning of the wind gusts. A marine board of
inquiry will inquire into the accident, but what happened basically was that the anchor on this
30 000 tomne ship dragged. The ship was out of ballast at the time; the water which keeps the
ship in the water when it does not have a cargo had been pumped out of its holds and the ship
was high in the water. As a consequence of this the ship's propeller was partly out of the
water and it was difficult for the ship to make its own power. The rug that was standing by
was unable to hold the ship, and the 30 000 tonne ship, worth in excess of $4 million,
grounded off the shore at a place called the 13 Mile. That ship will become a tourist
attraction, and it is unfortunate that there will be such a monument for tourists. The ship,
with 19 crew on board and an Australian pilot, broke in half about 14 or 15 hours later.
It was only through the first class work and actions of the State Emergency Service personnel
from Carnarvon, and the riggers who worked for Damnpier Salt, that a tine was able to be
rigged from the ship to bring ashore all the crew with about one and a half minutes between
each crewman. This very dangerous exercise was carried out with exceptional ability on the
part of the people concerned. They are to be commended, and in due course I will point out
the people who I believe deserve special attention in this regard.

The emergency services concerned with oil spillages acted quickly. The emergency centre in
Canberra alerted the centre at Dampier, which was able to immediately send pollution
equipment to contain any possible pollution of the shore. Unfortunately, some oil did spill
onto the shore, but I am informed the spillage was not very serious. The oil slick was broken
up because of the roughness of the wind, and it is being monitored daily.

The town of Camarvon is sustained mainly by a plantation industry, and it is famous for its
banana crops. The wind which occurred last Saturday morning reduced the banana plantation
industry in Camtarvon to an absolute eunuch. In fact, some plantation owners have lost
between 50 and 90 per cent of their banana growing capability. The banana trunk is rendered
useless once it has been twisted by wind, and it must be cut off. It then takes 18 months
before that plant can return anything to the growers. At this time of the year growers plant
their vegetables, which are their cash crops. Perth gets the benefit of the earlier vegetable
crops from the Gascoyne and Carnarvon areas. It is now apparent that most of these
vegetable crops, particularly those that have just been planted and those that were ready for
picking, have been totally flattened. The growers had set up an insurance compensation fund
called the banana compensation fund, where for every case of bananas that is sent to the
market the growers deposit 16c with the fund, and the Government and the Department of
Agriculture keep that fund going for disasters such as this. I will talk more about the
situation with that fund in a moment.

This cyclone occurred at the height of the fishing season. The fishing fleet at Carnarvon - the
wet fish, prawn and scallop boats - were at sea because this is the time when they make their
seasonal money. It astounds me that no-one was drowned, because the fishermen had no
warning. Most of the ships were at sea, and the fishermen rode out the tail end of the
cyclone. The cyclone occurred very quickly, over a 12 hour period, and some of these boats
were absolutely at their end; they were close to going up on islands, and to foundering. Some
fishermen did not even know where they were because they could not use a compass, radio or
depth sounder; all they could do was to keep their boats headed into the wind. Some of the
skippers were amazing. I had a meeting with five or six of them on Sunday, who told me that
70 to 80 per cent of their crew told them they were not anxious to go back to sea. I
understand that some of them have since changed their minds, but certainly some people
would not go back to sea after a frightening experience like that. It is so important that a
fishing fleet be warned of these things, and that is something we must consider in the future.

The main damage to the prawning boats - and they were very lucky - was bent booms and
loss of some nets. Most of this damage is covered by the company boats but at this time of
the year when they should be out making a dollar they must get their nets back into order
before they can do that.

In the township of Denham, which is virtually the capital of Shark Bay. there was extreme
damage. The figure is estimated to be between $10 million and $20 million. About 10 per
cent of the houses in the town were unroofed because the eye of the cyclone passed over the

366 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 25 May 1988] 6

township itself. A large percentage of the houses in the town were damaged in one way or
another. AUl of the electricity poles were either pushed down or bent, and because the town is
low lying a storm surge pushed the sea water onto the street and up to five feet deep in some
of the houses. When I get on to what has actually happened on a day-to-day basis, I will go
more deeply into that. However, all Perth members who have taken out insurance policies
should know that damage caused by storm surge is not covered by insurance. It is called an
Act of God and if one's equipment suffers damage in a storm surge, something less than
claiming insurance can be done.

The fishing industry at Denham was very badly damaged. A number of scallop and rock
lobster boats - seven or eight of them - were tied up at the jetty and thrashed around together.
It would break one's heart to see boats worth half a million dollars totally destroyed. They
shifted away from the jetty itself, and in fact a 60-foot boat had been physically moved out of
the water and dumped in the car park. Small boats were strewn around the street, and as of
today these boats have yet to be shifted.

The pastoral industry itself has not had attention directed to it as yet. It is an absolute disaster
out there. Only now that communications have been restored is the message coming back of
damage to houses. Some station properties have lost the roofs from their quarters, and
windmills have been toppled. But the worst part is that, although the cyclone dumped nine
inches of rain on one pastoral property, basically there was no rain at all. Already there is a
drought in the Gascoyne. area and in the top end of the Murchison, and the excessive wind
completely eroded the ground so that any vestige of feed for stock that existed is now no
more. The wind damaged areas that have been rehabilitated over a number of years and put
them back to square one. It is the most serious natural disaster that has occurred in this area.

The first action that was taken in relation to the cyclone - or the strong, gale force wind which
I prefer to call it - took place on Saturday morning. It became very evident from my personal
inspections through the township of Carnarvon and the meetings with the State Emergency
Service Coordinator, Mr Kevin Burkett, and the resident SES man, Mr Bernie McNamnara,
that we had a very serious situation on our hands concerning, firstly, the sheer enormlity of
the damage to Denham. I must say that, like a well-oiled machine, they put themselves into
order and in a cool, calm, and collected manner did what had to be done.

We contacted the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who had been calling since
early momning. I comnmend the Minister, Hon [an Taylor, for his actions throughout this
whole episode. His cooperation with the local members of Parliament and the local
community was exceptional and in my view it was a fine example of this type of thing being
well above politics. One does not need to go around making political points; rather, one
should look at the root of the problem and do something about it. He advised us he would
come up on the Monday morning if we would make an assessment of the damage.

On Sunday the inspection of the plantations I cardied out along with some other people
concerned in the plantation industry made it clear to me that that industry had a very serious
problem. As I said, some 50 per cent to 90 per cent of crops were damaged in some areas.
After a very bad year in L987-88 for some planters, the prospects of a better year in 1988-89
now seem terribly remote. Planters have had to borrow money to plant vegetables for their
cash crops and they now face a situation of having to do that all over again. Obviously
planters will be talkcing to their bankers and that is something we will need to attend to in due
course.

On Monday morning at nine o'clock the Department of Agriculture called a meeting of all
the plantation owners of Camnarvon to talk about the banana compensation fund. At the
moment this fund has some $2 million in it and it is up to the assessing officers to assess the
damage done to the plantations. This fund is part of the Banana Compensation Act which
passed through this Parliament three or four years ago. The meeting established that the
growers were concermed that they were unable to clean up their properties prior to having
them inspected by assessing officers, so it was decided that two assessment teams, made up
of one member of the Department of Agriculture and one grower, would go about assessing
properties as quickly as possible. Two growers, Mr Tony Frzop and Mr Romeo De Boni,
were appointed as part of the assessment teams and they are assessing the compensation that
should be given to banana growers.
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I then met with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Mr Taylor, down at
Denham, together with the member for Gascoyne, the Shire President of Shark Bay, Mr John
Sellinger, and Brett Pollock, the shire clerk. We were able to tour the township to show the
Minister at first hand the damage to the housing around the town, especially to those houses
that were flooded by sea water. There was a specific reason for this: Those houses which
lost their roofs are covered by insurance in the main, and that is a job for the insurance
assessors. I understand they are on the job already. A team of carpenters and builders is in
the town doing its best to get the roofs back on. The State Emergency Service personnel
have, where possible, placed canvas on the houses to allow people to live in them before the
roofs are replaced. But the Minister and I were absolutely astounded to see people.
particularly elderly people, who had had three or four feet of sea water through their houses.
By Monday it had subsided, but when one sees a 75-year-old couple who have invested their
life savings in their house say with a smile that they were able to rescue four carpet tiles out
of their house it certainly makes one feel humble. It is a good thing the Minister was there
because he was able immediately to say to them, 'Whether or not you are covered by
insurance, we are setting up a fund which will be operated by local people and the Treasury
to see whether we can put some money towards this type of damage which is not covered by
insurance." I welcome that and I will be making sure that it actually takes place. It is so easy
to say these things. I have no doubt, and I have every confidence, that what has been said
will take place; but it is important that it does because these people are depending on it.
The Minister's presence was also important for the decision that was made that some big
cranes be taken into the town to lilt some of the big boats out of the water and to get the
smaller boats which were on land back into the water. That decision was made there and
then, and I was pleased about it. We must remember that while these boats are covered by
insurance the owners are not able to fish and this is the time of year when the rock lobster
season is on and these people should be out making a dollar. Also, the people were not
fishing consistently and in some cases had exceeded their licence requirements. It was
necessary for us to contact the Minister for Fisheries' office to make sure the licences were
extended. All these little things had to be done.
The terrible damage which occurred at Carnarvon, Denhami and the surrounding pastoral area
is a natural disaster and should be declared as such. Within the next few days an assessment
of the damage to the pastoral industry should be made by a non political committee
consisting of perhaps a senior Minister, a member of the National Party and! a senior member
of the Liberal Party. This committee should travel into the area, cut through the red tape, and
investigate the needs of the people for stock agistnient, because in drought declared areas not
a vestige of feed remains. Losses within the pastoral industry will be horrific, and
considering current wool prices the industry needs to be helped back on its feet. The pastoral
industry is just as important as the plantation industry in Carnarvon and the fishing industry
in Denham. The three industries should be cared for together. It is extremely important that
an early assessment of the situation be made. I request the Minister to make these points to
the Minister for Agriculture with emphasis on the urgency of the mailer as the people
involved need quick action. When banana compensation funds are assessed, the industry will
handle the situation itself. The Government should then investigate a fund to provide low
interest loans for people who are unable to carry on. This action will provide long term
viability for the industry.
The Minister for Health and the Minister for Water Resources should review the requirement
for growers in Camarvon to instal tanks to comply with Department of Health orders on the
use of fertilisers and their flow through irrigation systems. Most growers were complying
with this order; however, with the extreme damage to plantations, they will find it impossible
to put the tanks in. I have had brief discussions with the Minister for Water Resources who
assures he will consider allowing the growers more time to comply with the regulations. The
growers will be hard pressed to make a living, without the need to meet the requirements of
the Department of Health. All these aspects should be taken into consideration by the
Government and a decision made at the earliest opportunity.
At the debriefing of the State Emergency Service, the police and the departments concerned,
a blueprint for the futuire should be discussed. I do not intend to undertake a witch-hunt on
the weather bureau, even though many people in the affected area are concerned about the
lack of prior warning of this phenomenon. The upgrading of weather warning devices should
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be investigated. Whether more devices should be put in place in the ocean, or whether the
equipment should be upgraded is not something for politicians to judge; this should be
investigated by the technical people. The fact that we have experienced a cyclone six weeks
after the normal time points to the changing world weather patterns. Cyclone Alby was a
prime example and created the same havoc as the tail end of the recent cyclone.
I cannot stress too highly the absolute requirement to assess the pastoral industry damage.
Nowhere near enough attention has been paid by the departments to the urgency of the
matter. I hope the Government takes note that aircraft are needed together with technical
people. The Government, the Opposition and all parties concerned need to enter the area and
witness the problem first hand. I suggest the central place to meet is the Murchison Shire and
I would be more than happy, along with my two colleagues, to set up a meeting to consider
the urgent requirements, including agistment of stock. People need help quickly, otherwise
they may not be able to pick themselves up again.

When these disasters occur it is vital that organisations such as the State Emergency Service
take action quickly. Exercises are carried out in various areas arid the recent disaster has
been a good lesson for those people who consider the exercises unnecessary. I can assure this
House that a live exercise makes people like Kevin Burkett, who runs the SES in Camarvon;
Wally Dale, the Carnarvon Shire President; and Bernie McNamnara who is in charge of the
SES throughout the Gascoyne, hone their men to cope with an emergency situation. It is not
easy in the midddle of the night to get out of bed and then, three or four hours later, find
yourself winching people who cannot speak English from ship to shore. At Denham the
shire clerk, Brett Pollock, works tirelessly to get his people into gear to cope with this type of
accident. On this occasion the accident was a big one and his men coped in the correct
manner. We should make suitable resources available to these people and, after the disaster
has occurred, mate quick assessments on the future safety of the area and avert the loss of
life.

No doubt the people of the (ascoyne will recover from this disaster. No doubt also the
prices of vegetables and bananas in the metropolitan area will rise alarningly over the next
few months due to lack of supply. We Will need to shoulder the burden together. The people
of the Gascoyne are resilient and they only want a fair go. This is not an occasion for
political posturing; it is a time for politicians and departments to come together and give
relief to the area. I am sure the Minister realised the event was a natural disaster when he
visited the area last Monday. I hope that my remarks will enable members of this House to
realise the enornous problems faced by people in the Gascoyne area. I support the mnotion.

HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Consumer Mffairs)
[3.07 pm]: I appreciate the manner in which Hon P.H. Lockyer has raised this matter. The
Minister for Police and Emergency Services has asked me to acknowledge the support and
help offered by Hon P.H. Loclcyer during the Minister's trip to the area to make a personal
assessment of the damaged area on Monday morning.

During the course of his speech '-on P.H. Lockyer mentioned that this is not a political matter
and I agree entirely with him and endorse his remarks. The Government should acknowledge
the way local organisations and individuals have responded to the disaster in an endeavour to
provide assistance to the people who were devastated as a result of the cyclone. The way the
whole community has responded is indicative of the spirit of so many people who choose to
live and work in the north. They are a resilient breed of people and the Goverrnent should
respond to their needs and assist them immnediately where possible. With regard to the
formation of a committee consisting of a senior Minister and members of Parliament from
both the Liberal and National parties, I wWl convey that suggestion to the Minister for
Agriculture, but we should give real consideration to better ways of addressing the problem
in a more immediate way.
For instance, Treasury Department officers will revisit Camarvon and Denham tomorrow and
on Friday to assist the cyclone disaster relief committee and to deal with requests for
assistance owing to personal hardship following the cyclone. The commnittee will examine
ways of assisting fishermen whose boats have been damaged or destroyed. Those officers
will be accompanied by an officer of the Rural Adjustment Finance Corporation who will
give advice to growers in Camarvon on methods of assistance available from the
Government. There is considerable road destruction and, given that widespread damage, it is
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almost certain that the State will seek assistance from the Commonwealth under the joint
arrangements that currently exist. I have requested fairly detailed information in relation to
the damage. I think it is appropriate that we go through that, although Hon Phil Lockyer has
certainly provided most of the informnation as he has a very good understanding of the extent
of the damage.

In relation to the horticultural crops, the manager of a local research station has reported that
all 150 banana growers have suffered between 20 per cent and 100 per cent crop loss,
depending on the stage of cropping. Mature crops growing many bunches have suffered
more than the younger crops. Overall, it is estimated that 50 per cent of the banana crop has
been lost representing a loss of approximately $7 million. Crops of beans, cucumbers,
tomatoes, and capsicums have suffered wind damage. No estimate of that loss is available at
this time. Susceptible crops, such as capsicums and tomatoes, have obviously suffered a lot
more than those crops such as cucumbers which are grown closer to the ground. The damage
to the vegetable crops will cause a setback and necessitate some replanting. I am advised that
the water situation appears to be okay. However, banana production will not return to normnal
for 12 to 18 months. A meeting of Carnarvon growers was held on Monday morning. I
understand that about 200 people attended the meeting which recommended that two
Government assessors and two private assessors carry out crop assessments for the banana
crop trust fund.

There has also been some fairly heavy wind erosion and some follow-up germination where
rain fell. Certainly in these areas, follow-up rains will be crucial to make sure that there is
germination sufficient to cover those surfaces that have been denuded, otherwise there will be
a further degeneration. I understand that Ian Watson from the rains land management branch
has surveyed the situation and that John Morrissey, who is well known in agricultural matters
both in Carniarvon and Perth, and Graham Robertson have flown to Carnarvon. They may be
back in Perth now with a further assessment of the damage.

I have a reasonable report on the damage which was inficted on the commercial fishing
operation in Denham. It is being assessed. However, I can indicate that an interim report by
the fisheries officer at Denham has pointed out that approximately 23 licensed vessels have
been driven aground or damaged, seven of which have been wrecked or severely damaged.
The damaged vessels range from 22-metre rock lobster vessels to three-metre net dinghies.
The damage has been quite severe across the board, and the marine surveyors are still
estimating the losses involved. A minimum of seven beach fishing units have also sustained
damage to their fishing equipment. During the cyclone, many of the fishing nets which were
stored in small dinghies near the shore were lost, tangled, or holed when the dinghies were
wrecked or swamped. I am advised that minimal damage occurred to fish processing
establishments and fishing facilities. To date only two fisherman are known to have suffered
damage to their fish storage freezers.

There is no doubt that many resident commercial fishermen have suffered great personal loss
in respect of damaged homes and chattels. However, no figures are available on the numbers
affected or the extent of the damage. I understand that the damage that occurred to houses,
roofs, etc, in Denham is not as severe as the damage which occurred to fishing vessels and
most houses were covered by insurance. I was disturbed to learn that many of the fishing
boats did not carry insurance. I think we should follow that up and ascertain why those
people did not have insurance. I am advised also that disaster relief claim formns have been
made available by the Shark Bay shire clerk, Brett Pollock, who has done a very good job in
attempting to attend to all areas of need. Also, the regional manager of the Department of
Regional Development has met with the shire clerk and they have set down the parameters
for assistance. In the short term, that assistance will be directed to those people who are in
most need of it.

I understand that the insurance industry has sent a couple of assessors to the area. From the
inquiries I have made, I understand that that industry is responding responsibly to the needs
of the area following the cyclone. I think it should be encouraged to do that. I am advised
also that the State Planning Comission, in conjunction with the local authorities, is drawing
up a foreshore plan that will consider the damage that occurred following the massive water
surge. I have been supplied with other information by Mr Julian Grill following an interim
report by Mr Morrissey who inspected a large pan of the area affected by the cyclonic winds.
He has spoken to many of the pastoralists who were affected by those winds. While stations
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north and south of the cyclone received rain, a strip of approximately 100 kilomnetres wide
south of it received only destructive winds and severe damage occurred on a west to east line
from the coast to east of Meekatharra. The cyclone, therefore, went a fair way inland. The
stations worst affected were those in the west Gascoyne which are already suffering from
drought and those in the Murchison which are currently experiencing a very city spell. That
is why they are looking for follow-up rains.

The assessment of damage east of Meekarharra is continuing, Although structural damage
was caused to buildings and mills, the most severe damage has been to vegetation and the
soil. Much of the area affected had recently received rains and there had been reasonable
germination which 1 spoke about earlier. The shrubs had new growth and it must be
recognised that they were destroyed by the force of the winds and the sandblasting which
lasted for four or five hours. In many areas there was moisture in the air although no rain
was recorded. However, this resulted in dust becoming trapped on leaves and stems of plants
and in some cases the resulting dried mud was between one half and one millimetre thick.
Massive soil erosion occurred as the topsoil was stripped from millions of hectares. Int many
cases the clay subsoil was completely exposed.

Indications of the force of the wind and sand were examples of newly painted fuel drums
bared to the metal. Sand and dust were found embedded in painted fence posts and full water
tanks were emptied by the wind whipping water from the water troughs. The result is a
massive feed shortage over most of the area. The pastoralists will have to make some fairly
crucial decisions within the next few days as to whether they will sell stock, seek agistment
Of them in northern agricultural areas where opening rains have been excellent or, indeed,
handfeed the stock. The strategy must be influenced by the fact that June and July is the most
likely period for rain in both areas. However, significant rain will be required in the next two
or three weeks if massive stock losses are to be avoided. In addition, rising sheep prices, the
poor condition of sheep on those stations, the cost of mustering arnd handling stock and the
unknown effect on the palatability of the remaining vegetation because of the dust and mud
coating them will add complexities to the pastoral ists' dec ision- making process.

The Minister for Agriculture has asked the department to carry out a range of activities to
assist those pastoralists who are affected. The activities will include the provision of
economic advice to individual pastoralists to assist them to make strategies to minimise their
losses, the provision to each pastoralist of information on feeding strategies, facilitating the
movement of lice affected sheep from the area and an ongoing assessment of the rangeland
monitoring sites to ensure that the severity of what has occurred is recorded. The Minrister is
also preparing an urgent Cabinet minute which will give consideration to -

(1) Access to loans to a ceiling of $70 000 at drought loan concessional interest
rates (four per cent) and terms.

(2) Fifty per cent subsidy to a limit of $20 000 for freight for stock to sale and
agistment.

(3) Fifty per cent subsidy to a limit of $20 000 for fodder freight costs.

These matters will be addressed quickly and any other information, advice or assistance that
can be provided most certainly will be provided.

I agree with the honourable member that we need to assess what has happened in the north in
terms of the lack of early warning of the cyclone. We do not wish to go on a witch hunt, but
we need to assess the situation in order that we can learn from the situation that arose. I
understand that the average speed of a cyclone in the north west is around 13 kilometres an
hour. Further, I understand that this cyclone - or whatever one may like to call it - moved at
up to four times that speed. I guess that the weather bureau had great difficulty in trying to
track the cyclone. On his return from the affected area the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services met with the Commnissioner of Police who is also the Commissioner of State
Emergency Services in Western Australia. The Minister suggested to the commissioner that
senior officers from the SES should meet with the Bureau of Meteorology, not, as I said, to
embark on a witch hunt, but to attempt to identify the reasons that it was not better able to
respond to the urgency of the situation. It is a matter from which we must learn quickly.
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Only the other day my attention was drawn to an article in The West Australian which was
headed, "Speedier cyclone warnings on the way", which stated -

WA FISHERMEN will soon be able to take advantage of a new communications
system which will be used for rapid relay of weather forecasts and warnings.

Called "Weatheralert", it will send data from the Bureau of Meteorology's computer
to users on land and sea in about 70 seconds and repeat warnings until they are
acknowledged.

The first service is expected to start in Perth in June to be followed by two more
located at Carnarvon, Geraidton or Albany.
The bureau's director, Mr Len Broadbridge, said yesterday the Australian-made
system was designed by Brisbane-based company Alertcom. Limited in conjunction
with the bureau's forecasters.

I do not know very much about this system but I understand that the users are required to
purchase a small device which alerts them to messages which are sent by the bureau. The
device continually omits a signal until the user responds to the warning. There certainly
appears to be great potential for that device in the north west.

My commnrts basically convey to the House the sort of assessment that has been made. As I
said earlier, the Government is anxious to respond to the difficulties that have been created by
the cyclone by providing assistance to those people who are most affected. It has and will
continue to respond in a way that will minimise the long term and short term effects that have
or will occur. I suspect that many people will never be able to fully recover from the
devastation that occurred. It will not matter what the Government does, there will always be
those people who have been affected to such an extent that the Government cannot provide
total assistance to them. I guess those people will batdle on and continue to work towards
building the best lifestyle available.
[ respect the tremendous will and spirit they have and I assure them and all members in this
House that the Government will do what it can to provide the appropriate level of assistance.
I will convey the suggestions made by Hon Phil Lockyer to the appropriate Ministers.
Perhaps it is something that Hon Phil Lockyer would lie to follow up with them. i will ask
the Ministers to provide him with the information he requires.
HON N.F. MOORE (Lower North) [3.29 pm]: I commend my colleague, Hon Phil
Lockyer, for bringing this matter to the attention of the House today by way of an urgency
motion. As he has explained to the House, it is quite clear that the devastation that occurred
in the Cascoyne is of such magnitude that it is worthy of being considered in an urgency
motion in this House. I also wish to commend him on the way in which he has explained to
the House the circumstances that apply to the various industries in the Gascoyne and the
effect that the cyclone had on the various towns in that region. I wish also to commend him
and the member for (3ascoyne on the way they went about undertaking work on the ground
after the devastation occurred. The feedback I have from people in the Gascoyne area is that
they cardied out their roles as local members in a very sympathetic and competent way and
their actions and activities were greatly appreciated by many people in Carnasvon and Shark
Bay.

[Resolved, that motions be continued.]

The message coming through today from Hon Phil Lockyer and the Minister is that there
should be no recriminations and we should seek to learn lessons from the events of the last
week. I agree with that entirely; there is no point saying what people should or should not
have done;, we should establish what happened and ensure that it does not happen again, if it
is within the capacity of mankind to prevent such things from happening.

Cyclones of this nature at this time of the year - as the victims of cyclone Alby well know -
are difficult to predict and the consequences can be quite severe. This set of circumstances
highlights the fragile nature of many of the industries in our State, upon which we rely
heavily for economic well-being. It also demonstrates the fragile nature of many towns and
places where people jive in Western Australia. The little commuunity of Shark Bay was
happily going about its business one day and 24 hours later it was devastated. These things
remind us from time to time of the great forces of nature and how very difficult it is for us to
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comprehend their strength. Sometimes people living in the metropolitan area with a 9.00 am
to 5.00 pm occupation, and weekends off, do not appreciate the fragile nature of industries
such as the pastoral, fishing and plantation industries which can be devastated in a few hours
by the forces that nature can unleash upon us from time to timne.

Hon NF. MOORE: One aspect concerns me more than anything else about this event: The
effect that nature can have on the pastoral industry. Although cyclones can have devastating
effects, they are usually welcomed by people in the pastoral sector because they bring the rain
necessary to provide summer growth in the pastoral regions. In some parts of the State they
are the only regular form of rainfall. Yet on this occasion it was a dry cyclone which had a
particularly devastating effect on the industry. When I first became a member of Parliament
the pastoral industry in my electorate was in the grip of severe drought and in the late 1970s
was in a bad situation as a result of that drought. When the drought broke several years of
reasonable rains followed but wool prices were relatively poor. During the 1980s the wool
price has gradually increased until in 1987-88 top prices were obtained for wool. In the
pastoral industry the high prices have been associated with drought in many places, and thuis
dry cyclone on top of that drought has destroyed what little feed was left arid caused massive
logistical problems for pastoralists in terms of damage to windmills, troughs and the other
facilities necessary on a pastoral property.

The Minister mentioned the a-gallon drums which were stripped bare by the sandblastintg
effect of the wind on a property at Wooramel, where for a number of years the pastoralist has
been rehabilitating areas of his land which had been overstocked arid were in a poor state of
regeneration. He has worked hard and spent a lot of money rehabilitating some parts of that
station. This dry wind fthough the property will set back his program for countless years, if
not totally. I wonder whether pastoralists have collectively broken mirrors or killed
Chinamen - whatever one is supposed to do - to have th-is permanent bad luck. In the time I
have been associated with the industry, each time things are going okay something happens
to reverse the trend. It is distressing to hear from people whose circumstances have been so
dramatically upturned in the last week or so, particularly as things would have been starting
to look good had the rainfall occurred at the right time.

I associate myself with the excellent remarks of Hon Phil Lockyer and 1 commend the
Minister on his comments and the Government's response to the events in the Gascoyne. I
leave the House with the message that the best thing that could come from these events is that
we learn the lessons necessary to ensure that we are better prepared in the furture to handle
situations such as this and to recover from them more quickly.

HON D.J. WORDSWORTH (South) [3.36 pm]: I express my concern at what happened to
the towns in the Gascoyne and the inland pastoral areas. I hope we learn something from this
event and that we are able to alleviate the financial difficulties of those concerned. To do so
we shall obviously call upon the Federal Government's emergency funding.

I use the vehicle of this motion to draw the attention of members and the Government to
events in part of my electorate a fortnight ago: One area, Hopetoun, received 12 inches of
rain in 24 hours and another, Jerramungup, received seven inches of rain in a similar period.
It had disastrous results; not to the same extent as those in the north of the State, but I hope
the Government will look favourably on the request made by those people to assist in
repairing some of the damage in the south, particularly to the road system and to the fanning
community. Approximately 200 farm dams in the Jerramungup shire were destroyed in a few
hours because of the volume of water. It is an old saying that if one's house is to burn down,
it is better that it burn down in a bushlire because one gets more sympathy. This situation in
the south has not received the same attention as the events in the north. When the
Governiment considers the funding for the Gascoyne area, I hope it will jointly consider the
events in the south and draw upon Federal emergency funids to assist with repairs.

HON MARK NEVILL (South East) r3.38 pmj:- I compliment Hon Phil Lockyer for his
account of the damage wrought by the cyclone on the coast in his area. It was a complete and
good account and I do not wish to go over the events again.

I was particularly pleased with one aspect: That he and others have not sought to make the
Bureau of Meteorology the scapegoat for the damage caused by the cyclone. I would like to
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address this aspect since this is an area which interests me. According to newspaper reports
the barometric pressure dropped from 1 000 Hpa on midnight Friday to 980 1-pa at 6.00 amn
on Saturday. That pressure drop occurred as the cyclone moved close to the coast and when
mnost people were asleep or not actively working. It was also stated in the Press that the
cyclone speed accelerated from 30 knots to an average of 50 knots, or about 90 kilornetres an
hour. That interested me because in recent years I have read of the effect of ocean surface
temperatures on weather and read reports about the El Nino effect whereby temperatures in
the Indian Ocean affect droughts in other continents. That is very interesting, but from my
reading of the irnfonmation it would appear that ocean surface temperatures have a dramatic
effect on climate in a local sense, and this cyclone probably moved over water with a
different surface temperature, which probably made it accelerate. So I do niot know that radar
or weather watching equipment would indicate what the cyclone was going to do; it is
probably necessary to know the variation in surface temperature of the waters. I am
interested in this because today's issue of FINS contains infra-red satellite image pictures of
the waters off the coast of Western Australia and also off the coast around Shark Bay. and
one can see the different ocean surface temperatures. One can see, at about 30 to 50
kilometres offshore, where the Leeuwin current is, and find dramatic changes of temperature.
So it would not surprise me if that has a lot to do with the way this cyclone behaved. I
commend the article in FINS to members for their own information.
I amn looking forward to seeing what comes out of the review that will be undertaken by the
Department of Meteorology, I do not believe that in this situation the department should be
blamed, but it is necessary that its actions be reviewed. I was pleased to see that in their
assessment of the pastoral industry, members were talking about sales and agistment. I
believe it is preferable to move stuck away from areas such as these rather than to bring in
fodder. I congratulate all the speakers for outlining the problems and the damage that has
occurred and the action being taken..
HON P.H. LOCKYER (Lower North) [3.43 pmj: I thank the members who entered into
this debate because they made valuable contributions. I particularly took note of the
Minister's comments, and I thank him for being so well prepared. I accept that a report will
be prepaired by John Morrisey, who is held in high esteem in the pastoral area. H-e worked at
the Wiluna Research Station and was in charge of the Glascoyne Research Station at
Carnarvon. He is now the officer in charge of Rangeland Management in Western Australia,
and he was well suited to conduct the survey he has just completed.
Hon Graham Edwards: He has a tremendous amount of local knowledge.

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Yes, and he is regarded in the pastoral industry as a person who
knows what he is talking about. He is at times blunt when giving information, but that is
necessary. It is important to make the point that these pastoralists need to be informed. I take
on board the Cabinet minute that the Minister for Agriculture has to put to his colleagues. I
Put it to himn that the moment this is passed he should call a meeting at the offices of the
Murchison Shire, because that is the most central place. My colleagues would be happy to
assist in making that meeting a central point so that he can explain to the pastoralists what has
taken place, because they are feeling a bit left out at the moment because of the tyranny of
distance and comrmunication. I must add that even if follow-up rains come tomorrow, it will
be some months before pastoralists reach a situation where the land will be able to take stock.

I take on board the comments made about the commnittees and the treasuries that will be set
up in the various towns. I agree with that and we will follow it up. I note also the Minister's
comments that he was surprised about the number of boats which were not insured. The
reason is that it is difficult to make a dollar out of the industry, and fishermen say to me they
cannot afford to insure their boats. They might take that into consideration in the future
because it is an area for which they are responsible, but these people are fairly simple
fishermen - particularly in the Shark Bay area. They traditionally have fished for mullet and
whiting over a number of years, and if they receive notice of a dangerous weather situation
they shift their boats out of the water and put them away. In this case they did not have
sufficient time, and subsequently suffered damage.

I welcome the fact that Alan Graham, the regional manager of the Department of Regional
Management in Carnarvor,, will be in charge of the committees to assess the imnmediate
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needs of people and their needs after a couple of months. It is important that these
commnittees meet on an ongoing basis.
Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Motions

HON ,i.M. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [3.46 pm]: 1
move, without notice -

That Standing Orders be suspended so far as to enable motions on the Notice Paper to
be dealt with before Orders of the Day.

I move this motion to ensure that the Orders of the Day as printed will be pursued in that
order rather than commnencing with the Address- in-Reply.

Hon G.E. Masters: Is the intention of the Leader of the House that the motion at the top of
the Notice Paper, dealing with Burswood Management Ltd, will be debated imnmediately?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Yes.

Question put and passed with an absolute majority.

Sitting suspend ed from 3.47 to 4.00 pm
MOT ION

Bwrwood Management Ltd - Select Committee
HON TOM McNEIL (Upper West) [4.00 pm]: [ move -

That -

(1) A Select Committee be appointed to inquire into and report, not later than
Tuesday, 4 October 1988, on -

(a) whether circumstances surrounding the disclosure of the projected cost
of the Burswood Casino were such that criminal charges should have
been laid against directors of Burswood Management Ltd;

(b) whether or not section 108 of the Companies Code (WA), relating to
criminal liability for false statements or nondisclosure in a prospectus,
is effective in providing adequate protection and redress for small
investors.

(2) The committee have power to send for persons, papers and records and to
open its proceedings during the hearing of evidence to accredited
representatives of the news media and the public.

I will not stand here and put up a case of merit or demerit against the multitude of advice that
has been offered by the media or the advertisements which have been run in the Press. All I
want to signify is that there is a general disquiet among the people of this State about the
allegations and counter-allegations that have been made. The terms of reference, as I see
them, are quite explicit and at this juncture I would advise the House that one of my
colleagues will move an amendment which we believe will enhance the structure and
performance of the proposed committee. I ask the House to support that amendment in due
coarse. One of the great things about being in Parliament is that here we have the
opportunity to right what we may see as a wrong. There has been so much speculation given
to an issue which first of all to my knowledge was highlighted by the Daily News. I do not
intend, as [ said before, to stand here and either support or knock down any of the allegations
made, but I would simply make this point: If no redress can be seen to be done and if the
redress forthcoming from the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs does not seem to fill the
bill by way of settling public unrest, I believe we should take action to look at that.

in saying that, I ask members not to forget that the Burswood Casino is in place because we
gave it the right to be put in place. If something, either during the construction of the casino,
or its running or its performance, is a sore point with the community, I believe we are
beholden to look at it and to make recommendations or to report on actions we may consider
detrimental to the community. The terms of reference set out in paragraphs (a) and (b) - I
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stress there will be a paragraph (c); I[hope members will see the merit in including that in the
terms of reference - are quite self-explanatory and give the committee elected by the
Parliament the right to investigate and to find a solution to the arguments made public, which
are doing no good either for the Bwrswood Island Casino or for the State as a whole. I ask
members to give us the necessary support for this motion in order that a Select Commulittee of
inquiry can be put in place.

Amendment to Motion

HON E.J. CHARLTON (Central) (4.05 pm]: I move -

To insert in clause 1 after paragraph (b) the following paragraph -

(c) circumstances surrounding the unaurhorise 'd disclosure of the report
from the Corporate Affais Comumissioner relating to Burswood
Management Ltd and tabled in the Legislative Council on Wednesday,
18 May 1988.

HON TOM McNEIL (Upper West) [4.08 pm]; I rise to support my previous remarks on the
amendment just moved by Hon E.J. Charlton. The amendment takes care of some of the
publicity that has been in the media over the last few days. [ believe that the circumstances
surrounding the unauthorised disclosure of the report from the Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs relating to Burswood Management Ltd are important. I amn well aware of remarks the
Attorney General made regarding the confidentiality of some of those papers and the fact that
they have been made public. I would also take this opportunity to say that there was a partial
article in the Sunday Times which attributed a remark to me, saying that I was going to
demand to know from where a reporter had obtained this document which fell off the back of
a truck. I have never spoken to anyone in the media regarding the Burswood Casino matter,
nor have I spoken to the Burswood Casino management, the Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs or the Ombudsman. I have made no Press release on this matter. Anything attributed
to Tom McNeil in the Press concerning a statement made regarding this Select Committee is
not true. I have made no statements. In supporting this amendment I express my hope that
members will support the appointment of a committee to carry out what I see is a necessary
investigation.

Amendment put and passed.

Motion, as Amended
HON G.E. MASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [4.11 pm]: I support the motion
moved by Hon Tom McNeil and amended by Hon Eric Charlton. The motion is necessary
and it is essential to bring the matter to a head today. I emphasise that the debate should be
completed today, and not adjourned, such is the importance of the matter. It is urgent arnd it
has been the subject of a great deal of debate and reporting, among other things, over recent
weeks.

As we all know, the motion is the result of the leaking of a document which I tabled in this
place last week. The first paragraph of the document described it as a final report to an
inquiry. That report has been widely publicised and I have no intention of quoting from it
because [ do not think it is necessary. All members know what I am talking about. However,
it has led to spectacular news reporting, and claims and counterclaims. The end result is that,
in the absence of evidence to the contrary, the Government's refusal to release further
information and the refusal of the Corporate Affairs Department to release information, the
public have judged certain people as guilty. It is a tragedy because there is no information
available to clear them. It has been said that the information is available to certain people on
a restricted basis. The effect on the people concerned of the newspaper reports and the
tabling of the report, which was public knowledge well before it was tabled, is worse than
any court sentence because they have no means by which to defend themselves. Therefore,
day after day and week after week there have speculation, rumour and accusations. The
accusations have been made not only on those people who are supposedly involved, but also
on the Government and the Attomney General.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Who has been fostering all those accusations apart from yourself?

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I am putting my position to the House and I ask Mr Berinson to read
the Press statements and the questions which have been addressed to him. I amn sure that he
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will remember his discussion only a few hours ago on the Satder program, which I listened
to. I suppose they were not direct accusations, but suggestions were made that material was
being hidden and perhaps the Attorney General had something to do with it.
H-on J.M. Berinson: So it was not made by you, it was made by one of your colleagues.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I have certainly made an accusation in this House that the Attorney
General is guilty of refusing to provide material which would clear people who, in the m-ind
of the public, have been found guilty.

Hon J.M. Berinson: You are accusing me of not releasing material which is secret under the
Act.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Anyone in his right mind -

Hon T.G. Butler: That leaves you out.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I will be interested to find out whether Government members will
support the appointment of this committee.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I will not let any interjections interpose on the debate as occurred
yesterday afternoon. Every member is entitled to have his say in this House providing he
does so at the proper time. In the meantime, the honourable Leader of the Opposition has the
floor.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Anyone in his right mind would know that the Government of the day
could not allow accusations of this magnitude to circulate in the community without being
challenged if evidence was available to refute the allegations. If evidence to the contrary is
available the Opposition maintains that it must be revealed to at least clear up the situation. It
will clear the names of people, rake pressure off the Government and take criticism away
from the Attorney General. As I mentioned earlier the Attorney General was speaking on the
Sattler program today and admitted holding discussions with the Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs. He made no secret about that, and that is his right.

Hon J.M. Berinson: I said that I had discussions, but I did not admit anything. Don't try to
turn everything into an accusation. I think you have a bit of a problem.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: On that program Mr Berinson agreed that he had held discussions on
the matter with the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs.

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is, the present commissioner.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: From that we could deduce that he has had possession of the full
details of the manter we are discussing.
Hon J.M. Berinson: You are presuming wrongly again.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Attorney General can teUl me that -

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is what I am telling you

Hon G.E. MASTERS: - but we are talking about setting up a Select Committee.

Hon J.M. Berinson: I want to disabuse you.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I suggest to this House that if the Attorney General has not now in his
possession the relevant information, he has certainly been advised of and briefed on that
infonmation. It is what one would call subsequent advice and information to the final report.
Government members are very quiet now.

Hon J.M. Berinson: You are now incomprehensible.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Government has been condemned for what can at best be
described as doubtful activities and every member of the Labor Party, certainly the Ministers,
are under suspicion, none more so than the Autorney General. The question everyone is
asking and the question that is being asked in the media is, 'What is being hidden?" The
public do not believe the Attorney General any more. It is easy to release material to clear
the names of people. People are asking whether someone is being let off the hook and
whether someone is protecting his backside. I suppose we could say this has shades of the
John O'Connor case. [ have no need to remind members of that case in which the Attomney
General was involved in letting a person off criminal charges. It appears that the Attorney
General will not allow the document to be produced to clear up the matter.

6021~-t.
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Hon S.M. Berinson: I have no power to give such a direction.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The commissioner will not produce the documents and that causes
some concern. The Ombudsman is a servant of the Parliament who reports to Parliament.
Yesterday he forwarded a letter to the Parliament stating, in simple terms, that someone had
incorrectly reported that he had conducted an inquiry into Burswood Property Trust and was
satisfied everything was okay. That simply was not true. There needs to be an inquiry.

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is not what the Ombudsman said. You are misrepresenting him as
well.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Ombudsman wrote to the Parliament and said that he had been
mas reported.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Correct. The balance of your statement is wrong.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: There was a report that he had reviewed the matter and was satisfied
as a result of that action. He said that was not the case because he had not looked into the
matter.

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is correct, but it is not what you said before.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Therefore, he was saying that the report was not true. It would be
quite wrong for us to allow the situation to be debated when people who may well be
innocent are being crucified. We had a situation where the offices of the Press were raided,
and again that is unprecedented in this State. We have the situation where members of
Parliament, including myself, have been interviewed by the police as to where the reports
have come from.

A Government member: Rightly so.

Hon J.M. Berinson: You are not saying that is unprecedented, are you, Mr Masters?

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Do not be so sensitive, Mr Berinson.

Hon J.M. Berinson: I am not sensitive, I am just asking you for some facts.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon G.E. MASTERS: If the Attorney General and the commissioner refuse to divulge
further information, the members of this Parliament have a duty to investigate and report
back to Parliament and the public. There is no time to waste. There is no purpose in
adjourning this debate. This motion has been before the House for a week; everyone knows
what it is about. The amendment has done little to change the direction of the motion, so
there is no excuse for taking that as a reason to adjourn the debate.

I have not got all the questions which should be answered, but I will make a few points.
Firstly, in June 1987 there was what was described in the document itself as a final report
which recommended prosecution. Now we are told that was not a final report, and there was
a subsequent report or advice. Secondly, how many meetings - and I understand there were
some - were held between Mr Burke, Mr Berinson and Mr Smith between June 1987 and the
time that the decision was made not to prosecute? Perhaps the Attorney could indicate to the
House at this stage that meetings did take place, and what was discussed in relation to this
matter.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Silence.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Why, after the Crown Law Department advised prosecution on two
occasions, with possibly advice from the Solicitor General involved as well, did prosecution
not take place? Why did the Corporate Affairs Department seek to obstruct the Ombudsman
in his investigations? There is no shadow of doubt that there was obstruction. The
Ombudsman himself, in a letter to the House said, in effect, that he was unable to use the
information supplied by the Corporate Affairs Department and report publicly to Parliament.
The arrangement was that the Corporate Affairs Department would supply him with
information providing it remained confidential. His answer to that was, "How can I
investigate and report if I cannot use that information in my final report?" The restriction on
whether he could use that information prevented him from carrying out an investigation.

378 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 25 May 1988]17

Why did Mr Alan Smith issue a statement, after his final report, saying that the prosecution
would not take place? As .1 understand it that statement came from the Attorney General's
office. I ask the Attorney General whether the statement was prepared by him? Was it
prepared by the officers in his department? Did he view that statement before it became a
public document, and before it was released to the Press? These questions need to be
pursued. Why did the Crown Law Department brief counsel only three days before the
public statement was made not to proceed?
Hon J.M. Berinson: They did not. Does that answer your question?
Hon G.E. MASTERS: Is the Attorney General saying it did not brief counsel?
Hon J.M. Berinson: That is right.

Hon A.A. Lewis: The committee will find out.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: It will find out.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I can assure you the Crown Law Department tells me it did not brief
counsel three days before 30 October..
Hon P.G. Pendal: That is not what you said 30 seconds ago.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Did it brief counsel before the decision was made?
Hon J.M. Berinson: Before which decision? -

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The decision not to proceed with prosecution.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Three days before 30 October?
Hon G.E. MASTERS: No? Well, let us forget the three days.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I want to know when you are talking about. Are you talking about June
or October?
Hon G.E. MASTERS: Why did the Crown Law Department brief counsel some days - I
understand it was three, but it might have been four - before the statement not to proceed with
the prosecution was released?
Hon J.M. Berinson: I repeat, Crown Law Department assures me that no such briefing was
made.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Robert Hetherington): Order! I do not intend to repeat
what the President said before I assumed the Chair, but what he said goes for me too. I do
not want conversations taking plhce across the Chamber, and I do not want interjections on
this matter. ['want to hear the Leader of the Opposition make his speech.
H-on G.E. MASTERS: All the issues which I have raised, and put question marks against,
reck of political interference. That may or may not be the case, and that will be for the Select
Committee to determine. There are other matters which the Select Committee should
investigate. There is no way this matter can be allowed to continue to be debated publicly,
with insufficient evidence, where people are maligned, accused and found guilty with no
means of protecting themselves. The Legislative Council is the most appropriate body to
carry out an investigation and report to the public. I commend the mover of the motion. I
commend the amendment. I support the motion and the amendment.
HON P.H. LOCKYER (Lower North) [4.25 pm]: I preface my comments by saying that I
will be moving a fuier amendment, and asking the House to support me. Before doing that
[ indicate my agreement that it is necessary that a Select Committee, as has been moved by
Hon Tom McNeil, be appointed to look into this matter. We cannot afford to have it going
on and on. The.Government should produce all the documents to enable the questions to be
answered.
I have followed this matter for some months and wish to bring to the attention of the House
details of a person who has gained some notoriety, namely Mr John Andrew Samuel. H-e has
made considerable accusations over a number of months against Burswood Property Tmust. I
have taken the trouble of having a goad look at this man and can tell this House that he is
without any credibility whatsoever, and is a person whose comments in the Press should be
taken with a grain of salt. He is a criminal who has been convicted on a number of occasions.
He is the only person who has been squealing like a stuck pig ever since the
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Burswood Casino was first thought about. That is not the rust casino he has pursued
relentlessly. The man belongs in Graylands, or some other appropriate institution. He should
not get away with making outlandish statements through the Press and other areas from
purely personal interests.
Hon Tom Stephens: Be careful. He is a friend of people on your side of the House.
Hon P.G. Pendal: What a stupid, asinine comment.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I can do without comments.

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I do not believe he is anybody's friend. I will give the House an idea
of the sort of person he is. In 1966, in Parramanta, he was convicted of having goads in
custody and bound over to be of good behaviour for two years. He was also found guilty of
two offences of larceny of a motor vehicle and bound over on a good behaviour bond on each
charge. In December 1966, in Parrainatta, he drove an uninsured vehicle, exceeded the speed
limit, made a false statement, stole and drove an unregistered vehicle, and was fined
accordingly. In May 1967 he was charged and convicted of breaking, entering and stealing,
and bound over on a goad behaviour bond for four years, with an order for supervision and
guidance from the adult probation service. That does not seem to have done any good.
He obviously did not Like Australian shores, so he went to New Guinea in which is where his
serious offences were committed. In May 1968 he was convicted of breaking, entering and
stealing. He worked for a company called Burns Philp and an incident occurred on 7 May
1968 when he and another man called John Mason stole 250 000 packets of cigarettes from
one of the company's warehouses. John Samuel served very little of his three year sentence
in New Guinea; in fact, he served the bulk of it in an Australian gaol. When he returned to
Australia in 1976 he was convicted in Albury of illegal use of motor vehicles, three cases of
using plates calculated to deceive, unlicensed driving, unregistered vehicles, uninsured motor
vehicles and two cases of driving under the influence. He was disqualified from driving for
three years. and was fined $600; he appealed and the appeal was dismissed.

This is the guy who, as I understand from an article in yesterday's The West Australian
newspaper, maintains that he is a former unit holder in Burswood Property Trust. However,
Burswood Property Trust denies that he ever was. I think the man lives in a dream world. I
welcome the Press, which in this case has done a good job because its members are
determined - particularly Martin Saxon of the Daily News -that answers be given and they
will not rest until those answers are given. However, they must get answers from credible
people and not people like John Samuel, who has a long history as a well known card
counter - they do not like him in casinos because he is regarded as a cheat. He recently went
to Melbourne to talk to the Federal Casinos people and talked his way in. He made
outlandish statements about Dallas Dempster and the Genting people to such an extent that he
was tossed out of the office of John Hassad, Federal's managing director, because they could
not believe what he was saying. I understand that this man does not have two bob to rub
together, which does not mean anything because neither do I. However, this man is a trouble
maker who is without credibility and we should not be taking any notice of him.

Amendment to Motion, as Amended
I have looked carefully at the amendment moved by Hon Eric Charlton. With the deepest
respect, I believe that we are not concentrating on the area we should be concentrating on.
Therefore, I move an amendment -

To delete paragraph (a) of clause I and substitute the following paragraph -

(a) whether the decision not to prosecute the directors of Burswood
Management Limited, after an investigation of the projected cost of the
Burswood Casino was, under the circumstances, a proper exercise of
the discretion vested in the commissioner;

I have moved this amendment because I believe that this is the area we should pursue. We do
not need to go on a witch hunt - it is a matter of whether or not the decision made by the
commissioner was the correct one. I have left paragraph (b) in because I believe that section
108 of the Companies Code needs to be looked at.
In this case, the Select Committee should be given the task of deciding whether or not the
commissioner made a correct decision. I have not spoken against other matters because I
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thought it better that I move this amendment to tidy matters up more. It wil result in a new
paragraph (a) being inserted, paragraph (b) being left as it stands and the deletion of
paragraph (c). That will give the Select Committee grounds on which to work to come to a
swift conclusion, because that is what is required. We do not want this matter to go on for
months but want the Select Committee to make a decision and come back and report to the
Parliament so that the credibility of' a number of people in this town is restored and they can
go about their day to day business. I hope that my amendment is supported.
HON J.NI. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Attorney General) [4.37 pml: I
indiicate at the outset that I propose speaking in support of the amendment and against the
motion as originally presented. There can hardly have been an occasion when a Select
Committee has been proposed against a background of such shallow and beat up criticisms.
The background of this motion goes back to the issue of the Burswood Casino prospectus,
which projected a development cost of $146 million. However, subsequent investigation by
the Corporate Affairs Department indicated that before the issue of that prospectus Durswood
Management Limited had available to it a cost estimate of $180 million.

Had the company issued irs prospectus in the knowledge that the printed estimate of cost was
wrong it would have commnitted an offence. The company's answer to that matter is that
immediately before the issue of the prospectus the project was modified to reduce its cost to
the figure shown in the prospectus. In the event, building cost overruns took the cost of the
project to about $210 million. The issues involved in the matter were the subject of
exhaustive investigation over a number of months by the then Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs, Mr Alan Smith. For reasons that I will indicate in a moment, it is important to stress
that Mr Smith is a senior officer who has served successive Goverrnents in this State for
many years in the highest and best traditions of the Public Service. Together with former
Attorney General, Hon Ian Medcalf, Mr Sm*ith was an architect of the cooperative scheme in
which the Commonwealth and States combined to administer companies and securities
legislation in Australia. As Commidssioner of the Corporate Affairs Office and then the
Corporate Affairs Department he had access for years to the most sensitive and confidential
commercial information. His integrity has never been impugned, nor could it be.
The PRESIDENT: I must say to the Attorney General that there is a problem with the
approach he is taking to this matter at the moment. The question before the Chair is not one
involving the total proposal as moved and subsequently amended but is whether or not
paragraph (a) ought to be deleted for the purse of subsequently inserting a new paragraph
(a). It is difficult for me to anticipate what the Attorney General will want to do
subsequently, but if he is embarking on a debate on the total question then he will no longer
have an opportunity to speak to that question again. I have a piece of paper before me which
suggests that he may be thinking of moving an amendment at a later stage. However, if he
pursues his present course, he will not have an opportunity to do that.

I am doing this in the interests of ensuring that nobody gets cut off firom doing the things that
they want to do. I simply say again that the only question being considered at present is
whether or not paragraph (a) ought to be deleted and a new paragraph (a) substituted, If' the
Attorney General can tie his subjects to that matter, bearing in mind that I was not here when
remarks were made about them, and to dealing with this amendment, then he will not
prejudice his opportunity to speak to the clause at a later stage.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Thank you for that comment, Mr President. I find it necessary to
elaborate at some length at this time in support of the proposition that paragraph (a) should be
deleted. The reason for that is that if paragraph (a) remains, the whole motion is
unacceptable; it is totally unacceptable with the present clause (a), whereas it may not be with
the replacement clause (a).

I believe I was at the point of indicating that the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, Mr
Smith, was universally held in the highest regard and enjoyed the complete confidence of the
business community and the legal and accounting professions with which he was involved.
Finally, when he was promoted to his present high and responsible position of Auditor
General, that again was universally greeted as a good and appropriate appointment.
Why do I refer to Mr Alan Smith at this length? The reason is that in spite of every effort by
some members of the Opposition and others to deal with this issue as an attack on the
Government, it is in fact an attack on Mr Alan Smith. It was Mr Alan Smith who indicated
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in June 1987 that he intended to initiate prosecutions on the basis of the Burswood
prospectus. It was Mr Alan Smith who indicated in October 1987 that he had changed his
mind and did not intend to p~rosecute. It was Mr Alan Smith, and only Mr Alan Smith, who
could make those decisions, because in the investigatory activities involved, he was required
by the Act to exercise a personal and independent discretion. Neither 1, nor any other
Minister in the Government as a whole, has any role or authority in such matters.

Chapter and verse for that fact, was provided- by Mr Graham MacDonald, -the present
Commn-issioner for Corporate Affairs, in his, advice which I conveyed to the House yesterday.
As the commissioner there put it, "At no time did the Attorney General or any other member
of the Government interfere in the process under which the former commissioner reached his
decision not to prosecute." Then significantly came these words: "And nor could they, given
the absence of legislative authority to do so."

The Opposition keeps turning a blind eye to the commnissioner's. independent role. Members
opposite keep trying to pretend that, independence cannot exist in the Government service.
Of course they know better than that, and they know from their own earlier experience. As a
former Cabinet member Mr Masters knows very well that the Minister for Police in his own
Government could not direct the Commissioner of Police on police investigations. He knows
as well that the Treasurer in his Government could not direct the Commissioner for Taxation
on his assessment of payroll tax, land tax and others.
Hon G.E. Masters: You can direct the Comimissioner for Corporate Affairs in some
circumstances, surely?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: The Commnissioner for Corporate Affairs is in exactly the same
position. I repeat, neither I nor the Government has any role or authority in the investigative
process generally, and it follows from that that we had no role or authority at all in the
Burswood investigation.

I move from this point to the recent airing of the stolen document written by Mr Smith and
dated 24 June 1987. In that document Mr Sm-ith indicated that he had decided to initiate a
prosecution. I interpolate to comment on the seriousness of the leaking of the document in
question. It involved not only a breach of Public Service regulations - which is bad enough -
it was also a serious breach of the secrecy provisions of the National Companies and
Securities Commnission (State Provisions) Act.

Those provisions are there for good reason. We are not dealing here with just any office of
Government; we are dealing here with the investigation section of the office of the Corporate
Affairs Department. That is a department which is able, and has the right, to demand from
companies in this State all manner of confidential commercial information. It is vital to the
process of such investigations that the business community of the State should have
confidence in the confidentiality of that pant of the office. The breach of confidentiality in
this case is therefore of an extremely grave nature, and its effect cannot be underestimated.
The attacks which have followed the leaking of that document have been based on the
difference between Mr Smith's views as set out in his report of 24 June and his eventual
decision not to prosecute, as announced in his public statement of 30 October 1987. As late
as this morning Mr Hassell was declaring on radio that the change in Mr Smith's conclusion
over the four month period is "inexplicable". Of course it is not inexplicable. It has in fact
already been explained, and it has been explained many times. The fact is that after 24 June
Mr Smith received further submissions, had further investigations carried out, and sought and
secured further legal advice, including the advice of the Solicitor General.

On the basis of that further material and advice Mr Smith simply arrived at a different
conclusion from that which he had originally reached. He was fully entitled to do so. Indeed
it would surely have been wrong for him to have closed his mind to any further material for
no other reason than that it had come to his attention after 24 June.

The terms of paragraph 1(a) of the original motion are highly objectionable, though I have
the impression from Mr McNeil's quite reasonable approach in support of his motion that he
did not intend their actual effect. Paragraph l(a) calls on the proposed Select Committee to
inquire into and report on "whether circumstances surrounding the disclosure of the projected
cost of the Burswood Casino were such that criminal charges should have been laid against
directors of Burswood management Ltd." In effect, this is seeking to put a Select Commnittee
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of this House into the commissioner's head for the purpose of a judgment as to whether a
prosecution should have been launched in a particular case. In other words, the committee
would be there to judge the commissioner with the benefit of hindsight, and much more
seriously with all the public, media and political pressures which would inevitably be applied.
If we were ever to put our system of justice, or any pant of it, on that basis, then heaven help
us all. Would we ever suggest that a Select Committee determine that a police prosecution
should be launched when the Commnissioner of Police has determined it should not? Would
we ever suggest that a Select Committee should ever decide that a different amount of land
tax should be paid on a particular property when the Commissioner of Taxation has issued an
assessment for a different sumn?

Hon P.G. Pendal: And yet you were suggesting the very same thing last week about Brush.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Robert Hetherington): Order! I will have silence to listen
to the speaker during this debate.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Of course we would not do that. These are matters for independent,
objective and professional judgment, and not for the sort of subjective and politically affected
situation to which every Select Committee on a contentious issue, even with the best will in
the world, would be subject. On the other hand, there can be no objection in principle to an
external review of a particular administrative decision with a view to ensuring that all
relevant considerations were taken into account in arriving at that decision. On my reading of
Hon P.H. Lockyer's amendment that is the effect of what he has moved. Although I am
bound to say I have to differ with him in his explanation of the effect of his amendment, Hon
P.H. Lockyer has moved to replace the present paragraph (a) with a paragraph which read, in
effect: Whether the decision not to prosecute the directors of Burswood Management
Limited, after an investigation of the projected cost of the Burswood Casino was, under the
circumstances, a proper exercise of the discretion vested in the commnissioner.

I understood Hon P.H. Lockyer in one pant of his commients to say, in effect, that that would
enable the committee to decide whether a prosecution should be launched or not.

Hon P.H. Lockyer: [ did not say that.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I have Hon P.H. Lockyer's agreement that he did not say it. In that
case, I am happy to have misunderstood what he said. I think I am right in suggesting - and it
would now appear - that Hon P.H. Lockyer's comments actually were directed to the point of
asking the Select Committee not to decide whether the decision not to prosecute itself was
right or wrong in the sense that the Select Committee might not have wanted to launch a
prosecution in simiular circumstances. However, what Hon P.H. Lockyer's amendment does,
and this is very significant, is to call for a review of the commissioner's actions with a view
to determining that the actions he took, and the approach he took to the material before him,
were properly taken.

As it happens, that would still leave us with an inquiry which this Government views as
totally unnecessary. Nonetheless, I take the point Hon Tom McNeil and Hon P.H. Lockyer
made, which is that there has been so much mud stirred up in one way or another that it could
well be in the interests of all to - I was going to say, "have the air cleared" but that would be
rather difficult in the context of muddied waters, but I will simply say instead that there might
be a case for proceeding along the lines suggested by Hon Tom McNeil and modified by Hon
P.H. Lockyer. I stress that nothing we have been told today constitutes evidence or an
argument that this inquiry is intrinsically necessary because there is not one whit of evidence
before this Council that Mr Smith or anyone else did anything wrong in the process of Mr
Smith's arriving at his eventual conclusion not to prosecute. There is not one whit of
evidence. Nonetheless, I repeat: The waters have been muddied and the members of this
Council are clearly intent upon pursuing the issue to the point of clarifying it. While the
Government has no enthusiasm for the process, it will not attempt to impede it.

On that basis, the Govemnment will support the amendment moved by Hon P.H. Lockyer and,
on the assumption it is carried, the Government will support the amended motion with one
exception of a technical nature, to which I now turn. If the motion were not to be funkier
amended, we would be left in the position of establishing a Select Committee of three
members - one from this side of the House, one from the Liberal Party and one from the
National Party. I have made clear on many occasions previously that when we are dealing
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with a contentious issue by the Select Committee process, it is the Government's view chat
the Government should never have less than equal numbers. That requires an increase in the
committee membership to four, with an understanding that two of those members would be
from the Government's side. The justification for chat rests firstly on the fact that we are the
Government, and secondly, that we constitute the largest party in this House.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I think that question is one to which we can come later,
and the honourable member can move an amendment on it.

Hon J.M. BERJINSON: On your advice, Mr Deputy President, that it would be appropriate to
move an amendment to chat effect at a later stage, and having given an indication to the
House of our intentions in this respect,!1 am happy to leave any further comment at this point.
HON A.A. LEW 'IS (Lower Central) [4.55 pm): I have a feeling the Attorney General is
protesting too much. Having had one comment from the Chair about dealing with deleting
paragraph (a), he proceeded to go on, as many of us do, to canvass the whole subject. I
would like to deal with deleting paragraph (a).

Hon J.M. Berinson: Paragraph (a) is the whole subject.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: It may be to Hon J.M. Berinson, but it certainly is not to everybody else.
I believe Hon P.R. Lockyer was right to move this amendment; that is why I seconded it. If
Select Committees of this place get into a legal situation where they must decide whether
charges should be laid, we will set precedents which I chink are unacceptable to Select
Committees of this House. I believe the wording Hon PA-I. Lockyer used is such, in respect
of paragraphs (b) and (c), that any chairman - and I know my friend, Hon Tom McNeil, is an
experienced chairman of Select Committees - will find what information he wants anyway.
With a commnittee of three, which can quickly get on with the job, memnbers of this House
would not be politically bound in any way and would be able to come back to this House and
clear the air. I will not go on with muddied waters because I think everybody has stirred
them up enough at this point. However, the air should be cleared so that the people involved
in the total management of the Burswood Casino and others can feel themselves firee to
continue along their legal paths. I worry about the effect chat comments made in this place
and in the other place may have on the businesses of people who are risking large amounts of
money. Although I want to see no irregularities, I certainly want business to be able to go
along in this State without being interfered with unnecessarily. For those reasons I support
Hon PA-I. Lockyer.

HON D.J. WORDSWORTH (South) [5.00 pm): I would have enjoyed interjecting when
the amendment was moved but the Deputy President at the time would not have allowed me
to do so. [ think it is unfortunate that the criminal record of a person has been used in moving
this amendment. I do not think I have ever heard of a person's record being given to this
Rouse in that manner before. I dissociate myself from it completely. It should never have
been allowed to happen.
The PRESIDENT: Order! It being 5.00 pm, uinder Sessional Orders I will now take
questions without notice.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Postponement

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Leader of the House) (5.01 pm): I
move -

That the taking of questions be deferred until the completion of the debate.

HON G.E. MASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [501lpm]: I oppose that motion.
Yesterday we established a procedure for this House by adopting Sessional Orders. It does
not matter whether we are referring to the 11I o'clock mule or the starting time for this
Parliament, the procedures should be followed. The taking of questions without notice will
not prevent the previous debate continuing. Our debating a sensitive matter does not justify
our changing the normal practices of this place. Either we have a set procedure or we do not.
It is wrong that we should be continually changing the arrangements of this place in this early
stage of the session to suit the Government. I oppose the Attorney's proposal and call on the
House to follow our normal practice.
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HON H.W. CAYFER (Central) [5.03 pm]: I agree with the Leader of the Opposition.
Yesterday the House saw no reason to change Sessional Orders. We certainly do not believe
that they should be changed day by day on the whim of the Government even if it is in this
House's power to do so.
HON J.M. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [5.04 pm]: Of
course we will follow the set procedures. However, with due respect to members who are
taking an opposite view, the set procedures contemplate that the taking of questions without
notice may be deferred. In other words, the Standing Orders anticipate that there may be
occasions when it is in the interests of the orderly flow of business to take questions later
rather than at a set time.
Not more than hour ago we received a lecture from the Leader of the Opposition about how
important the previous debate was and that we should not put it off because of its urgency. I
thought he would be good enough to acknowledge that, by moving to suspend Standing
Orders, I had already taken special steps to ensure that that motion was brought on today.
We are in the middle of a debate which many members are taking with apparent seriousness.
I understand that we are close to completion of that debate. Why should be disrupt the
consideration of that item at this point when we can just as conveniently take questions a little
later.

Question put and negatived.

[Questions taken.J
MOTION, AS AMENDED

Burswood Management Ltd - Select Commi .ttee

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
HON D.J. WORDSWORTH (South) [5.17 pm]: Prior to questions being taken, I was
speaking to the arguments put forward by Hon P.H. Lockyer as to why we should support his
amendment. I was expressing disappointment, indeed disgust, that a person's criminal record
should have been read out to support such an argument. I do not know where MVr Lockyer
got his evidence, as I would have thought it should be fairly private. However, the Attorey
General has been most concerned about information falling off the back of a truck. I do not
know whether that bit of information fell off the Attorney General's truck.

Withdrawal of Remark

Hon J.M. BERINSON: That is a most improper comment and I ask that it be withdrawn.

The PRESIDENT: The honourable member will have to withdraw that comment.
Hon D.J. WORDSWORTH: I withdraw it.

Debate Resumed
Hon D.J. WORDSWORTH: I was rather disappointed that the Attorney General did not
object in any way to the information that was given. I hope we do not see this become a
practice, because all persons have the right - whether they be shareholders or not - to express
views, as did Mr Samuel. I am not trying in any way to support him, but I do not think that
because he raised a matter in a public forum he ought to have his criminal record read out in
the House without objection from anyone, including the Attorney General.
HON TOM McNEIL (Upper West) [5.18 pm]: I cannot accept that this amendment should
take the place of paragraph (a) of clause 1. If Hon Phil Loclcyer and the Attorney General
were to suggest that the proposed substitute paragraph be added to the terms of reference it
would be a different matter, but to emasculate the terms of reference is to tie the hands of the
committee.
I accept what was put forward by Hon Sandy Lewis as being a possible area of concern with
respect to a report recommending that somebody should be charged. However, we are
looking at four distinct names. I said at the outset that I did not want to get into that line of
argument, but it must be covered. We are talking about Burswood Management Limited.
We are talking about the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs. We even refer to the NCSC
and, somewhere along the line, I guess we will look at the Ombudsman. I say "we" because I
am suggesting a committee of the Parliament. But it would be impractical to accept the
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amendment put forward by Hon Phil Lockyer. If we take the gobbledegook from the middle
of it, it would read like this -

(a) whether the decision not to prosecute the directors was a proper exercise of
the discretion vested in the Commissioner.

That is all that paragraph says: "Do not go any further; have a look at that,"
Hon J.M. Berinson: It says, "Did he do his job properly?"
Hon E.J. Chariton: What about everything else?
Hon TOM McNEIL: I am making the speech.
Hon A.A. Lewis: New leadership quality coming through; glad to see that.
Hon TOM McNEIL: The National Parry put this up as an area of concern and it drew up
what it considered to be appropriate guidelines. If members want to play around with it, so
be it. What is suggested is that paragraph (a) be removed, which relates to Burswood
Management Limited and whether charges should have been preferred, etc and that a new
paragraph (a) be inserted relating to the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs. How weak can
we get? I guess that somewhere along the line we will try to look at that matter, but to
suggest that this is an acceptable amendment in place of existing paragraph (a) is not correct.
If the mover wishes to add it to the terms of reference, then I suggest to honourable members
that perhaps we do so, but I do not suggest for a minute that that is an alternative that we
should be looking at. Therefore, I oppose the amendment.
HON G.E. MASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [5.22 pm]: I oppose the
amendment. I wonder whether Hon Phil Lockyer has studied and understood the
implications of his amendment because if it passed exactly what Hon Tom McNeil has
outlined would apply. In simple words, the amendment asks whether the decision not to
prosecute was a proper exercise of the function vested in the comnmissioner. The amendment
would completely gut the motion before the House. It would make it quite useless, in my
view, for the Select Committee to meet for more than an hour or two, because it could quite
easily decide one way or the other whether the commissioner was using his discretion as
vested in him by the Act. There is no denying that the commissioner has a discretion
according to the Act. There is no argument at all about that. He exercised that discretion.
However, the whole thing has blown up for the very good reason that the supposedly final
report came out and then, some months later, there was a second final report.
The first final report clearly recommended that certain action should take place, and that is
public knowledge. It was then decided, apparently because of more evidence and advice, that
a prosecution should not take place. All we are asking is that the later information, which
made the commissioner in his discretion change his mind, come forward so that it cleans up
the matter as far as the public are concerned. There is no shadow of a doubt the public thinks
there is something shonky here. I said earlier that people are being accused and found guilty
when they are more than likely innocent. All we are asking is, for goodness sake let us have
the evidence. If a Select Committee of this House, under the terms of the proposed
amendment, is not able to gain access to that evidence and to report properly to the House on
the reasons why the decision was made, then I say again it is quite useless for us to stand here
debating the setting up of a Select Committee.
I ask Hon Phil Lockyer, who I know moved his amendment after careful consideration, to
review the way in which he is dealing with this amendment, and to place it as an addition to
the three paragraphs in the motion moved by Hon Tom McNeil. We are not asking anything
unusual in relation to paragraph (a) but simply saying, "Let us clear up the situation. Let us
have a look at the evidence." A Select Committee is able to call on people, call for
documents, or call for files; that is what a Select Commuittee is all about. If one cannot do
that there cannot be a Select Commuittee, or an inquiry.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Of course one can call for files. What is there in Hon Phil Lockyer's
amendment that would prevent files being called for?
Hon G.E. MASTERS: I consider, and Hon Tom McNeil believes, that this amendment will
gut the motion completely and the effectiveness of the Select Committee will be lost. I ask
the honourable member to give serious consideration to accepting paragraphs (a), (b) and (c)
of the motion moved by Hon Tom McNeil and to adding his amendment to it. I do not care

386 (COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 25 May 1988]18

whether Mr Lockyer's amendment is at the top, bottom, or in the middle of that List. If Hon
Phil Lockyer feels inclined to have his amendment put at the top of the list, that is fine, let
him move that amendment; and we could change paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) to (b), (c) and
(d). I am sure Hon Tom McNeil would not mind that.

Hon 3.M. Berinson: Mr Masters, do you realise that, in the end, the commissioner's decision
is a subjective one? Are you really saying that members of the House should be put in a
position of offering alternative, subjective decisions, because that is an extraordinary
proposition?

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The matter is very simple. A document has slipped out, one way or
the other, whether it was stolen or otherwise. I do not condone that action, but it has
happened. That report having come forward, all sorts of accusations have been made through
the media, including the Press, some that may be criticised and some that may not be
criticised. Having got to that stage, and having found that the community as a whole is
saying that something is wrong, something smells, it is not we who are getting the blame but
the Minister and his party.

Hon J.M. Berinson: We are happy to have a Select Cormmittee addressing something it is
capable of doing in other than a purely political way.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Attorney is much too clever a politician to not know what he is
speaking about, and he knows that this amendment alone will gut the powers of a Select
Committee, he knows it very well. I will not argue further. I say to Hon Phil Lockyer I
understand his concern and have listened to what he has. said about a certain person. That is
his privilege in this House and I have no doubt his informat ion is correct. However, a
situation now exists where we are looking for a Select Committee to do a job in the public
interest - I repeat, in the public interest - so if in fact there is any risk of what Hon Tom
McNeil and I think would happen because of his amendment, I ask the honourable member to
change his position and to place his amendment among the other three points as an addition
and not delete paragraph (a) and emasculate the Select Committee.

Hon 3.M. Berinson: That would make his amendment meaningless.

HON TOM STEPHENS (North) [5.29 pm]: I will go through the process before us. Hon
Phil Lockyer is moving for the deletion of paragraph (a) of this motion and for it to be
replaced with another paragraph (a). We have heard Hon Tom McNeil say that that would

not be any good and that it might be all right if he were able to add another clause. Tfhe
addition of those two composite thoughts is not before the House. Rather than amending the
matter on the run, perhaps it would be better if we took the opportunity to, in an orderly way,
adjourn the debate until a later stage of the sitting.

IAdjournment of Debate
HON FRED McKENZIE (North East Metropolitan) [5.30 pm]: I move -

That the debate be adjourned until a later stage of the sitting.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (15)
Hon 3.M. Beriiison Hon E.L. Jones Hon Torn Stephens
Hon T.G. Butler Hon Garry Kelly Hon Doug Wenn
Hon John Halden Hon A.A. Lewis Hon Fred McKenzie
Hon Kay Hallatan Hon P.H. Lockyer (Teller)
Hon Tom Helm Hon Mark Mcviii
Hon Robert Hethrngtoni Hon S.M. Piantadosi

Noes (12)
Hon ElJ. Chariton Hon Tom McNeil Hon D.J. Wordsworth
Hon Max Evans Hon NPF. Moore Hon Margart McAteer
R-on H.W. Gayfer Hoc Neil Oliver (Teller)
Hon Barry House Hon P.O. Pendal
Hon G.E. Masters Hon W.N. Stretcb
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Hon D.K. Dans Hon John Williamns
Hon i.M. Brown Hon J.N. Caldwell
Hon Grahamn Edwardis Hon C-J Bell

Question thus passed.

Debate adjourned.

STATEMENT BY PRESIDENT
Procedure

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): Before we proceed to the next motion, I want to
take this opportunity, because we have several more motions to deal with, to remind
honourable members of a procedural point of which they ought to take account. I direct
honourable members' attention to Standing Order No 197. It is relevant that I mention it at
this stage, because three amendments were moved to the motion with which we have just
been dealing. The Standing Order suggests that members cannot go backwards when
amending; they have to move the amendments in the order in which they would appear in the
context of the motion being amended.

We were doing exactly the opposite. In other words, the amendment which came last we
dealt with first, and the amendment which came second we dealt with next. If the proposed
amendment of which I have received some notice is proceeded with, that will come third; but
the point is that these amendments should have been dealt with the other way around. There
is a very good reason for this, and it is particularly relevant when members do not give notice
of proposed amendments to items appearing on the Notice Paper. If members give notice so
that the proposed amendments can be printed on the Notice Paper, as they always used to be,
honourable members would be aware of the proposed amendments. I am not criticising
members because I guess the main criticism ought to be directed to me for permitting this to
occur, but by virtue of the fact that nobody gave me any notice of them I was not aware at the
beginning that amendments would subsequently come forward As a result I was led into
allowing members to go along a path which, frankly, is incorrect.

In the case with which we have been dealing I did not intervene earlier because it was not
doing any harm on this occasion, but it may well be of vital importance in a debate on some
subsequent motion. Somebody who wants to amend something occurring earlier in the
motion may have his proposed amendment affected by an amendment that the House agreed
to in a later part of the motion, whereas if the first amendment had been dealt with at the
proper time the second may not have been proceeded with. I only point that out because it is
an area which needs to be looked at and borne in mind.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: May I ask a question on that, Sir? I am not sure if it was a ruling or
an observation.

The PRESIDENT: It was an observation.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: I wonder whether, when we resume debate on the Select Committee,
the National Party having added as an amendment paragraph (c), we shall be able to proceed
with the amendment which has been moved in respect of paragraph (a), or whether that will
be out of order? If that is the case, the only way is for an additional amendment, or a
subsequent amendment to be moved over and above the three paragraphs which have been
part of the motion we have been discussing. In other words, it is too late, according to what
you have said, for any amendments to take place on paragraph (a).

Hon John Halden: Good try, Gordon!

The PRESIDENT: Yes.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Is that right?

The PRESIDENT: No. The interjection was right. I would not nule that it was out Of Order.
In this example, it makes no difference to the context of the motion. If it had made a
difference I would have given a ruling which would have said that. I am making an
observation now. IfI do not make this observation now, honourable members will not relate
it to what I am talking about. I will not rule out those subsequent proposed amendments.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL (No 2)
Restoration to Notice Paper

HOIN KAY HALLAHAN (South East Metropolitan - Minister for Communiry Services)
[5,39 pm]: On behalf of the Minister for Consumer Affairs, I move

That the Local Government Amendment Bill (No 2) 1987 be restored to the Notice
Paper and thereafter proceeded with at the same stage that it had reached in the
previous session.

I make the point, in support of reinstating that Bill on the Notice Paper, that it is
recommended for reinstatement as it aijms to clarify' a number of existing provisions and
accommodate changes which are in keeping with Government policy to improve government
at the local level. Of particular import is the amendment to the rating of m-ining tenements,
which seeks to clear up a number of ambiguities arising from a Supreme Court decision.
Local governments will also benefit from proposed amendments to the parking provisions,
which will enable them to deal more effectively with offences relating to the special parking
facilities set aside for vehicles of disabled persons.

HON G.E. MASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [5.41 pm]:. I am not in favour of
this motion. Over a long period the Opposition has consistently opposed, except in
exceptional circumstances, the restoration of Bills to the Notice Paper simply because it suits
the Government. There are times when legislation agreed to by the three parties concerned
has been, for a very good reason - perhaps because it was a complex piece of legislation
which needed to be tabled - left on the Table, of the House at a certain stage of debate, but in
this case there are no special circumstances. 'Indeed, we have had the longest break I can
recall between two sessions of Parliament. Surely it must be nearly six months - and
probably more - since we discussed the amrendmetnts to the Local Government Amendment
Bill (No 2). This legislation is controversial in the main. Local authorities are strongly
opposed to some of the provisions in the legislation; others, of course, support it. However,
in the main local authorities oppose it. Over the long break members of my parry - and, I am
absolutely certain, members of the National Party - have had lengthy discussions with local
authorities, which have said they do not like the legislation; they have had some ideas of
amendments possibly being introduced, and they are apprehensive about those as well.

We have a proposal to restore the legislation to the Notice Paper with a page and a bit of
finely printed amendments, which are crucial to the Bill. We have a system of government
where two Houses of Parliament - the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council -
debate legislation which must go through both Houses. It is not proper that to suit the
convenience of any Government a debate should be held in the other place, and six months
later in a different session of Parliament - and there may have been an election in the
meantime, not in this case, but it is possible - the legislation is restored to the Notice Paper in
this place.

[ am strongly opposed to this procedure unless there are special circumstances. Our system
of Parliament, the bicameral system, is designed to ensure that during a session legislation
proceeds in an orderly way through both Houses of Parliament, that there is ample room and
tune for debate and that the expressions of the members and the public are considered. We
must bear in mind the fact that new members of Parliament have been elected since we last
sat. There have been a number of by-elections.

Hon Kay Hallahan: How many in this House?

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I will say again, very slowly for the honourable Minister: Our system
of Parliament dictates that there should be two Houses of Parliament, and that debate must
proceed through both of those Houses. I ask the National Party to think seriously about the
proposal that we should go along this line with any piece of legislation which suits the
Government - and it has happened before and we lost - because it completely defeats our
system of Parliament as we know it. I am sure the National Party will think seriously about
the matter, particularly in this case.

I oppose the motion.

HON H.W. GAYFER (Central) [5,45 pm]: The National Party opposes the restoration of
this Bill on virtually the same grounds as the Leader of the Opposition. We believe that: last
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year, when the amending Bill went through the Assembly, the Minister for Local
Government intimated in that place that it was his intention that the Local Government Act be
rewritten and presented to Parliament this year. The National Party is very concerned about
that statement because it was suggested that the Act is being rewritten and is intended to be
presented to Parliament this year, but the local shires are waking up to the fact that they have
not been advised, or requested for any commient they may have in respect of that Act. Here
we are now proceeding with a further amendment of the Act, of which, as far as I am
concemned, the shires in my electorate are unaware. I can see other members on this side of
the House shaking their heads. No doubt the same thing applies in their particular provinces.
Hon Kay Hailahan: You can't guarantee anything by the shake of a head.

Hon H.W. GAYFER: All right, but some of us believe that local government has a rightful
place in the government structure.
Hon Kay Hallahan: No more so than this Government believes.
Hon H.W. GAYFER: No way; not going on the attitude of this Government in respect of
local government. This Government has overridden local government and has said it will
now rewrite the principal Act. The Government has intimated that this rewriting is almost
done and yet there has been no consultation. There is no way that the National Party wil
agree to the restoration of a Bill so that the Local Government Act may be altered by the
passage of that Bil, particularly after finding out that the Local Government Association, and
the shire councils in particular, have no idea and have bad no opportuity for forethought
about the Bill and have not even been consulted about the substance of the Bill.
The National Party is strenuously opposed to the motion.

HON KAY HALLAHAN (South East Metropolitan -Minister for Community Services)
[5.48 pm]: I am astonished at the speeches we have just heard. I do not know whether
members are aware that we reached the stage where the second reading debate was adjourned
and there is still plenty of time for amendments to be put forward and dealt with. Do
members of this House not understand how a Bill is dealt with?
Hon N.F. Moore: What is the rush?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN: That is a typical question firomn an Opposition member who does
not want to actually do anything. Why not all sit here and go through every Bill time and
time again? I have never heard such incredible stuff coming from the Opposition. Do
Opposition members not have anything productive to do with their lives, that they want to go
through a Bill time and time again?
Hon N.E. Moore: Yes, I do; but that is what we axe here* for, not to rubber stamp your
legislation.
Hon KAY HALLAHAN: Members opposite are not paid to waste taxpayers' money.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Don't you talk about wasting taxpayers' money.
Hon KAY HAJ.LAHAN: Members opposite. are not paid to waste taxpayers' money, and
that is what I hear coming from the Opposition. I am absolutely astonished about Hon H.W.
Gayfer's contribution. He did not say his shires objected to it; he said they "might not" even
know what was in it. That meants they have not objected to it. True?
Hon H.W. Gayfer: I like surpri.sing you.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon KAY HALLAHAN: That would be an achievement. With regard to this, we heard that
we have gone through a long recess, that the Bill has been on the Table and that there has
been a load of opportunities for consultation and for concern about it. I would have thought
responsible members of Parliament would now be ready to go on with the second reading
debate to bring on amendments, if that is the wish of the local government representative
bodies in their electorates. Quite frankly neither of the speakers addressed the content of this
Bill.

Hon P.G. Pendal: That was not in the motion. The motion is to restore the Bill to the Notice
Paper, you silly woman.
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Hon KAY HALLAHAN: Excuse me, they talked about reasons for the Bill nor being
restored.

Hon P.O. Pendal: That is right. That is what your motion is about.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: They said people had objected to it. Nobody gave any indication
of what they were objecting to, and I do not believe anybody has objected to it. This
Government has done more for local government than any other -

Hon P.G. Pendal: To undermine its autonomy.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: That is ridiculous. The member is being very stupid.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon Tom Stephens: What about the referendums?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: Let us have the referendumn question debated now.

The PRESIDENT: Order!, That includes the members behind the dais.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: I am very disappointed by the attitude of members in this House.
We have before us business which can be proceeded with - some work has already been done
on it - and we have now reached the point where we can do the serious business of the second
reading debate and the Comnittee stage. I do not hear from those opposing this motion
anything other than the wish to waste time.

Hon Tom Stephens: Hear, hear!

Hon KAY H-ALLA14AN: That was what I heard. Whether members meant it I do not know,
but there was nothing valid in what was said to set this Bill back and star again.
Hon P.G. Pendal: You need a new speech writer, for a stant.

Hon G.E. Masters interjected.

Hon Tom Stephens: What was that point about new members? Do you recognise any new
members?

Hon G.E. Masters: Not in this House, but in another place. That is the point I was making.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: With regard to the interjection that has just been made, is it not a
fact that in this House we have two Opposition pantics. If they are of a like mind and wanted
to move amendments, they would carry the day. Those amendments would be conveyed to
the other place wherein sit these new members to which reference was made. We are
certainly agreed there are no new members in this House. They would have the opportunity
to consider the amendment which this House, in its wisdom, carried. We are looking rather
silly when we do not agree to the restoration of the Bill to the Notice Paper.

Hon P.G. Pendal: It is an abuse of the system.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: Hon Philip Pendal says that because he does not know what
consultation means. Very often Bills are left on the Table in order to facilitate consultation
between sittings. That, I would have thought, was a commendable thing to do.
Hon P.G. Pendal: It was a mistake. It was never intended -

Hon KAY HALLA]-AN: Thbere is no mistake about having the Bill there. It stayed there
and the opportunity was there for greater debate. Perhaps that is something Hon Philip
Pendal does not appreciate, or did not take advantage of, and maybe that is why he is upset. I
do not understand it, but we have heard only flimsy and poor reasons for opposing the motion
before the chair.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (13)
Hon J.M. Berinson Hon Robert Hetlrringwon Hon Tom Stephens
Hon T.G. Butler Hon B.L. Jones Hon Doug Wean
Hon John Maiden Hon Garryr Kelly Hon Fred McKenzie
Hon Kay Haliahan Hon Mask Nevill (Teller)
Hon Tom Helm Han S.M. Piamadosi
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Noes (14)
Hon LN Caldwell Hon P.H. Lockyer Hon P.G. Pendal
Hon Max Evans Hon G.E. Masters Hon W.N. Stretch
Hon H.W. Gayfer Hon Tom McNeil Hon D.J. Wordsworth
Hon Barry House Hon N.F Moore Hon Margaret McAleer
Hon A.A. Lewis Hon Neil Oliver -(Teller)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Hon D.K. Dans Hon John Williamns
Hon i.M. Brown Hon E.. Charlton
Hon Grahamt Edwards Hon C.J. Bell

Question thus negatived.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm
MOTION

Education - Policies
HON N.F. MOORE (Lower North) [7.30 pm]: I move -

That this House expresses its grave concern at the serious consequences of the
Government's policies in education and calls on the Minister for Education to take
urgent action to remedy the multitude of problems facing schools, students and
parents.

I move this motion early in the session because I have an extreme concern at the situation
currently applying in our schools. This situation has continued for the last 18 months and I
have raised issues in the House on a number of occasions duning the last 12 months. When I
read some of the speeches I made. I feel inclined to say, "I told you so" on a few occasions
because many of the things I predicted have happened and our education system is facing
serious pmoblems. On two occasions last year I predicted that there would be chaos in some
of our senior high schools at the beginning of this year. When reading the Hansard I notice
that some members opposite regarded that as nonsense and, in fact, they were disparaging in
their interjections by suggesting that I was exaggerating and that it would not happen
anyway. The fact is that many senior high schools began this year in absolute turmoil.
Hon B.L. Jones: A few might have.
Hon NPF. MOORE: Quite a large number, if the member bothered to visit them, as I have.
The problems have not gone away and the Government will see again at the beginning of the
second semester that some schools will be in absolute chaos. This is because of the very
rapid unplanned introduction of a new system of education in secondary schools. This new
system of education has been introduced with indecent haste and is responsible for the
education of many students being disrupted; it will have a long-term consequential effect on
their education.
Hon Mark Nevill: It has been welcomed in every school in my electorate.
Hon NPF. MOORE: I am pleased to hear that, but the member obviously has not been told
the things I have been told. Like many people who work for the Government, they are not
prepared to put their name on the line and for their name to be known as a critic of anything
the Government does. I suggest that Hon Mark Nevill should take a close look at these
schools and ask about the problems of Unit Curriculuim in the schools in his home town and
the surrounding region; he will find that the problems I go through are as obvious in that
region as they are in any other region in Western Australia.
It is political stupidity for members opposite to defend the previous Minister for Education
because the new Minister for Education is rnning around the countryside at 1 000 miles an
hour putting out fires wherever she goes. After one term of Unit Curriculum - three months -
she has already set up an inquiry to detenytine how well the system is working. Of course
there are problems with the system, it should never have been introduced in the way it was.

Hon Mark Nevill: You are exaggerating.
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Hon N.F. MOORE: I am not exaggerating. As I said 12 months ago, it is not for Ministers
seeking to grandstand on the educational scene to experiment or take risks with the education
of any child in this State. That has happened and it will be on the Government's political
head.
Hon B.L. Jones: The Government is trying to improve the system.

Hon N.E. MOORE: The Government is not improving anything, it has cast the whole system
info confusion and turmoil. If members opposite will take a goad look and remove their
blinkers, they will find that what I am saying is correct.

Hon John Halden: What are you advocating?

Hon N.F. MOORE: I will tell members what I am advocating in due course. I am waiting
for the Government to fulfil the promises it made in 1983 in a whole range of areas related to
education and also to fulfil the promises made in 1986 in a whole range of areas related to
education. Members opposite can wait until I am prepared to tell them what the Liberal Parry
will do when it is in Government. It is no good their being critical of me because the present
Government made many promises prior to the last election.

Hon John Malden: You are a scaremonger.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I suggest Hon John Malden should ask the mothers in his electorate who
cannot get their five year old children into a preschool centre for any time at all. I have
talked to these people and am aware of the problems. This Government not only promised a
place for every five year old child for the full day, but also promised half-day education for
four year olds. However, a large number of five year old children cannot get a half-day
education, yet the Minister refuses to answer questions in the House. We have to ask
questions twice before getting an answer. When the Governent has delivered its promises,
its members can be critical of the Opposition for the things it allegedly has not done.
The Burke Government promised in 1986 that it would provide full time education for five
year old children who warnted it. This won the Government a stack of votes in the northern
suburbs. Members opposite do not seem to understand the position and I will outline their
Government's policy.
Hon B.L. Jones: I have read it, but you forget -

Hon N.E. MOORE: The Government also promised that four year old children would be
given half day education. In reply to a question [ asked in the House I was told that 120 five
year old children of the 20 000 or so children in that age group in this State were receiving a
full time education. I can also provide examples of five year old children who cannot get
places for half-day education four days a week.

Hon John Maiden: Also in the northern suburb?

Hon N.F. MOORE: Yes, in Hon John Maiden's electorate. I have been to a meeting with
those people.

Hon S.M. Piantadosi: Name the suburbs.

Hon N.F. MOORE: It was in Kingsley and I will give the member the parents' names.

Hon John Halden: You were talking about four year olds, not five year olds.

Hon N.E. MOORE: The gentleman who is seeking to make my speech for me is the same
fellow who said he could not see any problems in education; he could not see any riots or
strikes among students, or trmoil in the streets, or people complaining about Unit
Curriculum. Has he forgotten what happened in the first week of school this year or did he
walk around with his ideological blinkers on?
I knew that we were going to lose Government when I sat on the other side of the Mouse and
tried to defend the indefensible, and it will soon dawn on members opposite that they are
doing the same thing; they are trying to defend something which they know they cannot
defend. The Government has not delivered on its promise. There are at present no five year
olds going to pre-school full time, except for about 120 who go to special educational centres.
The Government promised that parents of four year olds could send their children to pre-
primary centres for half a day, four days a week. However, only 8 000 four year olds have
places out of an estimated 25 000 to 35 000 in Western Australia.
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Hon Mark Nevill: How many five year olds have a half day?
Hon N.F. MOORE: All except the handful who cannot get in anywhere, but the
Government's promise was that they would get in full time. The Government made that
promise because all the mothers who wait, and who do not want to have to come home or
make arrangements to have their children picked up at lunch time and taken back for the
afternoon session, are looking for full day education for their children, five days a week; they
do not want the hassle of picking up their children in the middle of the day or taking them to
pre-school in the middle of the day.

The Government made this promise for blatant and obvious political purposes, and it has
broken that promise. There is no way that the Government can, between now and next
Febrary, deliver on that promise, because it had no intention of so doing. I bet the
Government will make the same promise during the next election campaign.

Hon John Halden: From what you are saying, the Government achieved a lot.

Hon N.E. MOORE: It achieved nothing. We brought in education for five year aids, and this
Government has done nothing since, except for a token effort with four year olds. Most four
year aids are being looked after by the private sector through community kindergartens.

Unit Curriculum is the most topical issue in education. When I first heard about Unit
Curriculum I thought it was a good idea and was educationally sensible. I still think it could
be if it was handled properly, but I am not sure whether it is sound. I am thinking about Unit
Curriculum and I will make up my mind when I know more about it.
Hon John Halden: That will take a year.

Hon N.E. MOORE: The member thinks he has all the answers.

Hon John Halden: At least I can make a decision.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I said in this House last year that I thought Unit Curriculum was sound.
I say now that I do not know.
Hon John Halden: You have pontificated for so long that you have no credibility left in the
field.

Hon N.E. MOORE: Does the member want to argue about what I said?

Hon John Maiden: Yes; any time.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I have talked to people who say Unit Curriculum is educationally sound,
and I have talked to people who say it is not - people who have great credibility in
educational matters. The present situation is not satisfactory. That may not necessarily relate
to the system; it relates to the way the system is being implemented. Many students in our
schools have chosen what are often described as soft options. They have chosen a pathway
for their secondary education which bears no relationship to their capacity to learn and which
is of little use for their future education and employment. They have chosen courses for a
variety of reasons, which in many cases have little to do with what is right or wrong. Most
schools do not have the capacity to provide the necessary counselling. Parents are as
confused as teachers and students about how the system works and are in no position to
provide counselling.

Hon John Halden interjected.

Hon N.E. MOORE: The member should speak on this issue because he will put his foot in
his mouth, as he did last time when we debated this matter.

The most serious problem of Unit Curriculum has been the fact that it is virtually impossible
to timetable for, unless one owns the largest IBM computer in the southern hemisphere. The
computing assistance available to schools was not sufficient to enable most large schools to
get a timetable that worked properly. That is why we had the situation in some of our high
schools where fdr the frst two or three weeks of this year students were sitting in the office
or in the foyer of the schools, with nowhere to go.

Hon B.L. Jones: That happens every year because there are new enrollees who do not know
where they are going.
Hon N.E. MOORE: For weeks on end we had students who did not know where to go. We
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have the situation in countless numbers of schools where each student in Year 8 has up to 13
teachers. Those students go from a situation in primary school with one teacher in Year 7
and fintish up with 13 different teachers in Year 8, who see them for about an hour a week. In
some way or other those students are supposed to relate to those teachers, and those teachers
are expected to assess the ability and performance of each of those students. It is
educationally stupid to expect that to be possible. We know that the change from primary to
secondary education is too great, and this system has made it even greater. There is a huge
gulf between the two.
Hon B.L. Jones: That situation is recognised and we are endeavouring to do something about
that.
Hon N.E. MOORE: Eureka! The member may say the same thing when I mention some of
the other problems. We find there are timetabling situations where some students are doing
all their maths in the first semester and all their English in the second semester; all their
science in the first semester and all their social science in the second semester. It is absurd
that students are not doing the whole range of subjects in each semester. This is happening
because the timetabling problems are so immense.

Hon Mark Nevill: It is important to say which'schools you are talking about, because a lot of
the timetabling problems reflect on the principals.

Hon N. F. MOORE: I am not reflecting on the principals at all. I know of one principal who
had a nervous breakdown. I know of another who virtually refuses to come out of his office
because he is overwhelmed. [ know of other principals who worked for every day of their
holidays. I know of deputy principals who had nervous breakdowns. I know that people
have worked extraordinary hours to make the darned thing work. There are some schools
which made-.it work. They now have a teacher in front of fewer than 32 children, and they
are all in a room; but there is n-othing happening beyond that; there is no education being
taught. I am not goig to name s .chools because, as usually happens with this Government,
somebody will trot off'to find out who has been talking to the Opposition. I will tell
members privately, and I will take them around to a few schools and show them the situation.
Hon Mark Nevill: I would love you to come to the schools in my electorate.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I might do that.

In L983 the Education Department, as it was then called, set up a comm-ittee to inquire into
the administrative need for c6mputers iny secondary schools. I know about that committee
because my wife was a member of it. She was paid additional money to be on it, and at one
time she was on it as a consultant, getting paid by the hour. The commnittee also engaged
other consultants who were from outside the education system, and in one case paid them
$100 an hour. The purpose of this committee was to recommend how to use computers in
secondary schools. The comiuninee took five years to complete its work. It made sensible,
serious recommendations, but its recommendations have been ignored. I notice, now that it is
so obvious that even blind Freddy can see it, that the present Minister for Education has
started talking about providing computer facilities to secondary schools. If we are very lucky
they will probably be in place halfway through the first term of next year.
That is a demonstration of the complete inadequacy of the preparation that took place
regarding the introduction of Unit Curriculum. If it bad not been for the Colgan brothers who
developed some software for timetabling purposes in senior high schools there would have
been even more chaos. It managed to get some schools over that very difficult period.
Another feature, if I can call it that, of Unit Curriculum is that teachers are now teaching out
of their subject areas. Because there are so many subjects on offer at some schools, such a
huge range of options, in order to get teachers in front of students they must teach in areas
where they have no expertise at all.

Hon B.L. Jones: They have always done that, in fact.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Nowhere near as often as it happens now. It has been exacerbated by
the whole range of subjects on offer. If Hon Beryl Jones does not believe me, she should go
and have a look.-

The next problem, and probably the most serious from the point of view of the ongoing
consequences of Unit Curriculum, is the question of moderation and standards. Under the
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old system of the Achievement Certificate the Board of Secondary Education sent out
moderators to every school in the State to assess the standards in each school. They would
look at work in, say, Tom Price District High School and in Warwick Senior High School
and could tell whether the two schools were assessing at roughly the same standards. Those
moderators were very experienced teachers who were able to say that a particular school
should give X number of advance passes and that another school should give X plus 10
advance passes, or whatever the case happened to be.
Associated with those moderators were subject superintendents - people employed by the
Education Department to oversee the teaching of their subject in all of the secondary schools
in Western Australia. For some stupid, inexplicable reason the previous Minister decided to
disband these subject superintendents so there is now nobody to go around and check to see
whether science teachers, for example, are teaching properly and assessing at the right
standards, and so on. But on top of that the Secondary Education Authority, which is the
successor to die Board of Secondary Education, does not do it either; so now there is no
assessment by anybody outside the school about the standards being taught in every school. I
doubt whether even members opposite would argue about the fact that some schools are
better than others. We have some very good schools in the State and some bad ones, and a
lot in the middle. But if we leave each school totally in control of its own assessments and
the standards at which it provides tuition we will get great extremes of standards across the
board.
When a student goes out of a certain school no employer will have any idea of the sort of
standards that student has reached. That must be changed. We have already given a
commitment that we will reintroduce subject superintendents, and we will be doing things in
respect of the units offered in Unit Curriculum to ensure that there is moderation and a range
of subjects which are compulsory.
Hon B.L. Jones: Would yoiu retain the Unit Curriculum?
Hon N.F. MOORE: We will be bringing in a system which requires that all students do a
certain number of compulsory units so that we can get back to the system where every child
who attends a Western Australian sicondary school has to be taught a certain body of
knowledge.
Hon B.L. Jones: What a pity you did not do that with the Achievement Certificate.
Hon N.F. MOORE: We did. What the member fails to realise because of her - I will not say
apparent ignorance, because it is apparent -

Hon B.L. Jones: You did nothing about it.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Under the Achievement Certificate, of which I am not a great fan - I
think there is a better way of doing it than that, but it could have been modified in a better
way than this Government is doing it - every student did English, Social Studies, Maths, and
Science at varying levels of expectation.
Hon B.L. Jones: They were branded.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I did not agree with the levels, but Unit Curriculum is trying to say that,
for example. English 510 is for the students who are better equipped in English than those
who do English 512, which is for the dummies. What will happen at the end of this system is
that, instead of a student having a basic pass in English, he will go out saying he has passed
in English 512 which every employer will know is for the dummies, ultimately. There will
be no difference. The Government must get through its thick skull that some students will
fail and some will pass. The Government cannot bring in systems to ensure that everyone
will pass - Life is not like that. What the Government is doing with Unit Curriculum is
virtually no different from the Achievement Certificate.
Hon B.L. Jones: They have a chance to repeat it and they did not before.
Hon N-F. MOORE: Again, the member is talking in theory. The theory is that a student can
repeat a subject in Unit Curriculum but the problem is that he cannot because the timezabling
will not enable it to be finted in- There is vertically no tiinetabling in schools; it is not
technically possible to do it. One of the biggest problems is what to do with those students
who fail. Where do they go? They cannot do the subject again. If they do not pass they
cannot do the next step up because the one they have failed is a prerequisite for the next one.
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What do we do? Nobody knows. And nobody knows how the students fail because nobody
has worked it out. The Government flirted with the idea of criterion assessment and said,
"We will set forward a series of objectives in each unit and when they have achieved those
they have passed. If they do not achieve them they only half pass." However, the
Governent could not quite get that to work because nobody quite understood what they
were talking about. How could everybody in the class pass? It is alien to what we are used
to.

They are now trying to work out whether, if a student achieves half the objectives, he half
passes, and if he achieves no objectives, he fails. That is getting right back to the old system
under the Achievement Certificate which said that if a student is in the bottom two per cent
he fails. There is no difference. Nobody will fail because the school will not know what to
do with students who do fail. The Goverrnent has not thought these things out, and that is
the problem. It has cast a whole generation of students into the educational wilderness and it
does not know the answers. Why did not the Government have a five-year pilot program for
Unit Curriculum as we did when we brought in the Achievement Certificate? 1 wish to
goodness it had done so. Why did the Goverrnent do this? I keep asking that question.
Surely Bob Pearce is not so stupid as to do what he has done without some ulterior or other
motive.

Hon B.L. Jones: The only way to do something is to trial it.

Hon N.E. MOORE: I agree, but not with everybody. The Government should not have
trialled everybody. The Government had pilot schools, which I thought was a good idea.
The problem is that it did not find out what was happening there; it just made a blanket
decision that al schools would have Unit Curriculum the next year. Some private schools
opted out but the Government schools had no choice, and they had to go down that path. The
West Australian newspaper criticised these private schools and said it was ridiculous that they
were not experimenting with students. I could not believe that The West Australian editorial
had said that we should be taking risks. I criticised that newspaper last year, and I will
criticise it again in respect of yesterday's editorial about a national curriculum.

Returning to the Unit Curriculum, if a student transfers from one school to another,
invariably he will find that the units he was doing at the school he came from are not
available at the school he is going to. I have an example of a student who chose 25 units at a
country high school then came to a city high school and found he could do only six of the
units he had chosen. He has had to change his whole educational career because he changed
schools. I understand that the Government will mount an advertising campaign to
recommend to parents that they do not shift house except at the end of each school year, that
they should not shift during the school year because it will make a hell of a mess of their
children's education. How extraordinary, when I criticised the concept of a national
curriculum on the ground that to let the Canberra bureaucrats make decisions about what is
taught in every school would be horrific, that I should read in this morning's The West
Australian that I was criticised by the current Minister for Education as being paranoid. She
asked, "What about the people who transfer from State to State? We have different education
systems and we must have a national curriculum so that people in the defence forces are not
disadvantaged." That is laudable but the medicine is much worse than the sickness in this
case.

We have a situation in Western Australia where a student cannot transfer from Narrogin to
Applecross and do the same course, and yet this Minister says we must have a national
curriculum in order to facilitate those people who go from Adelaide to Perth or from
Melbourne to Sydney. They would give ail that power to Canberra for that absurd reason. In
Western Australia one can go from one school to another school 50 yards away and not do
the same course. How absurd!

Hon B.L. Jones: That always happens when going from one school to another.
Hon N.E. MOORE: I do not know where Hon B.L. Jones spent her time teaching but that is
not true. If one is doing social studies under the Achievement Certificate at Morawa District
High School, on transferring to Perth Modem School one would do the same course. The
same course is being taught in core subjects at every school. I acknowledge that in the
optional subjects under the old Achievement Certificate students may not have been able to
do all the options, but the core curriculum was the same. Under Unit Curriculum, the core is
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not the same. A student can be doing one unit of English at Morawa and find that unit is not
available at Perth Modem School. This could happen in the middle of a semester so how do
we get an assessment?

I am cold by administrators in schools that it rakes about a whole day when a new student
arrives to try to slot that student in. The union says classes cannot be greater than 32, the
timetable says if people do one thing they must also do another, and to attempt to slot
someone into the system is lie solving a jigsaw puzzle with 10 000 pieces. An enormous
amount of time is taken to slot a student into a big senior high school. Every time a new
student walks into a school everyone hopes he or she will go away. The last student in, of
course, is the worst dressed because the first students at the school get what they want. Once
the timetable is in place anyone coming in after that has to fit in his or her course
requirements with the timetable already in place.

Hon B.L. Jones: Thbat has always happened.

Hon N.F. MOORE: It did not always happen at all.

Hon B.I. Jones: It did at my school.

Hon N.E. MOORE: Forgive me - I do not want to know the name of the member's school -
but I could cast aspersions on the administration of that school. I have touched on
assessments - and no one knows quite what to do with them. I have mentioned the inquiry
now being instituted by the Minister into Unit Curriculum - one term after its introduction.
Usually the Government lets these things go for a year to give them a chance to perform. The
former Minister was shifted to where he belongs, and I feel sorry for those people interested
in transport; however, he was moved from education and that is the best thing that could have
happened. The new Minister is moving at 1 000 miles per hour putting out all the fires. She
has tried to create a soothing effect in the community by announcing an inquiry into Unit
Curriculum.

Hon B.L. Jones: You should be grateful.

Hon N.E. MOORE: I told the Govemment about the problems last year, and so did the
Teachers Union - as did every teacher who wrote to the newspapers. The staff at Eastern
Hills High School wrote to the Minister asking that he work out the timetables for them as
they could not. The students of Governor Stirling High School told the Governmnent last
year, when they went on strike, that the Unit Curriculum system was no good. The pilot
schools said the system was not working, and no notice was taken of them.
Hon John Halden: Rubbish! The situation at Woodvale was not that; read the reports.

Hon N.E. MOORE: Woodvale was a pilot school with Years 8 and 9 and with probably the
second best female deputy principal in Western Australia who worked from 5.00 am until
midnight every day for month after month trying to make the system work. No-one took any
notice of the problems that arose in that school because an assessment was not made on pilot
schools. I raised this problem early last year and asked why someone did not travel to
Meekatharra to talk to a first year manual arts teacher, struggling with the Unit Curriculum
project; however, not one person set foot in that school to talk to that teacher.

Hon Mark Nev ill: Is Kent Street a pilot school? I heard the system worked well there.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I had lunch today with the former principal of Kent Street who agrees
with Unit Curriculum in principle. Without going into too much detail about lunch
discussions, he does not find the system hunky dory either. All is not rosy in the garden.

Better Schools is another "fantastic" educational revolution which has been foisted upon us.
We are told by the Minister we will get rid of head office; we will sack everyone who has
been around longer than 30 years, and who is over 50 years of age; we will devolve the
authority out to different schools. Initially people called Better Schools "cheaper schools" -
now I am convinced that was a good description. Better Schools means cheaper schools
because schools will be given a grant each year to do a whole range of things which were
originally done by head office School maintenance was originally carried out through the
Building Management Authority. I have watched allocations in the Budget for school
maintenance over the years; they have been abysmal. A conscious decision has been made
by the Government to reduce maintenance in schools. Anyone who has old schools in their
electorate will know what I say is correct.
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I suggest to H-on Kay Haflahan that if Cannington Senior High School is in her electorate, she
should look at that school because the roof leaks, the water runs down power lines, and the
computer room is so dangerous that someone could be electrocuted whenever it rains.

Hon Kay Hallahan: Cannington Senior High School is in my electorate.

Hon H.P. MOORE: Then I suggest the Minister visit that school, especially if it is raining
because then she will realise the problems faced by that school. The teacher in the computing
area is very worried that next rime it rains the computers will be wuined, or that someone will1
be electrocuted. Most Government buildings leak these days - some more than others in
different ways.

Hon Kay Hallahan: What is he doing about it?
Hon N.F. MOORE: He has approached the principal, and the BMA, and they have said they
will fix up the roof on room No X but they cannot ix up the windows which are nailed up -
so he can have one or the other, the windows remain nailed up or he can have a roof on the
computer room. When the manual arts teacher said water is running down into the fuse box,
and he wanted to know whether the matter was serious, he was told that it could be a problem
but not to worry too much. When someone asked, "When will we recetve our R & R", they
were told, "I will not be alive when you get yours', and there is every chance I will not be
either.

Hon Kay Hallahan: I will look at the situation. There is water in the fuse box and a leaking
roof.

Hon N.F. MOORE: The Government has reduced its commitment to maintenance
considerably and that is bad government because someone has to pick up the tab. When the
Government works out school grants, the maintenance component -

Hon John Halden: You are dribbling again.

Hon N.E. MOORE: Hon John Halden should go with Hon Kay H-allahan to Cannington and
rake a look.

Hon Kay Hallahan: It will not take two of us to look.

Hon N.F. MOORE: In order to determine the maintenance component of the school grant the
Government is averaging the amount of maintenance spent on each school over the previous
three years. If the amount of maintenance provided for schools is reduced, the average over
three years has to come down. The Government will then provide a very tiny amount to each
school and say that from now on under the Better Schools program the schools will do their
own maintenance. That is what is happening. The schools in Western Australia under the
cheaper schools program will be seriously in need of major maintenance and some
Government, down the track, will have to spend a lot of money to get them into reasonable
shape.

Better Schools has also meant that virtually every school has no support from head office. I
have already mentioned subject superintendents which the Liberal Party is commn-itted to
reintroducing. They used to help in every subject in high schools but are no longer there.
The various support and advisory groups are no longer there and schools are desperately in
need of some help. Associated with the removal of this assistance is the "you beaut"
education schemes which were introduced by the former Minister for Education. At a time
when schools need assistance and support the Government has taken it away. I cannot
believe why the Government would do that. It is beyond my comprehension to understand
why it is happening. We know that schools will receive school based decision making
groups. I asked the Minister whether they would be compulsory. Yesterday I received an
answer to the effect that regulations are being drawn up. She did not say that they would be
compulsory so I had to ask the question again. Twice in the same day I did not receive an
answer to a question and I had to ask the question again. People want to know whether it will
be compulsory to have school based decision making groups. They have been told that they
will be in place by the end of the year but have not been told what their powers will be.
Hon John Halden: It is goad stuff and the teachers and parents like it. it is working very well
in the northern suburbs.

Hon NPF. MOORE: The penny will drop when Hon John Halden moves to the soutern
suburbs. Perhaps he could go with Hon Kay HaLlahan and look at his new electorate.
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Several members interjected.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I have said all along that I am not opposed to school councils, but what I
and other people want to know is what powers they will have and over what areas will they
have responsibility. The bottom line is bow much money they will be expected to raise. The
Government has reduced the amount of' money available for maintenance and it is not
providing any support for teacher development.

Hon John Halden: That is not true.

Hon Barry House: Where is the in-servicing?

Hon N.F. MOORE: There is virtually none unless the school does it itself from its school
grant. No-one knows how the school grant is determined. For example, the Leonora school,
which is a class 2 primary school, has 301 students, including Years 11 and 12. Next door is
the Laverton school which is a district high school and has 230 children attending it. The
Laverton school receives more money than the Leonora school and no-one can work out the
reason for that. The Lavertan school is virtually brand new and does not need any
maintenance, but the Leonora school is about 1 000 years old and needs an enormous amount
of maintenance, The better school receives more funding and that is absurd. The principals
cannot work out the reason for that and they agree with me that it should be the other way
around. We must be in a position to tell people why this occurs. We just cannot send
cheques to the school and tell them to spend it - it is taxpayers' money.

Better Schools are becoming cheaper schools and regrettably will, in a sense, become bitter
schools because no-one knows what is happening. There will be problems when the school
staff and the school council do not agree. If school councils are given too much power we
will find that principals will not accept it. In the last couple of years there has been an exodus
of principals and it has been quite frightening. The amount of experience leaving the
education system is cause for great concern. As the Government takes away from the
principals any responsibility they may have it will find that they will not be interested in
becoming a lackey for some potentially political org anisation that is called a school council.

I will turn to a couple of other things I consider to be wrong with education. Yesterday Honl
Tom Helm asked what the Liberal Party would do and I advised members opposite that the
Liberal Party will keep school based decision making groups on a voluntary basis and it will
ensure that the principal has the final say about what happens in his school. It will also
monitor the school grant to ascertain whether that system works. I do not think it will work
and we will revert to providing centralised assistance to schools by virtue of providing
advisory staff and people of that nature.

Literacy and numeracy has been in the Press in recent times. TIhis problem is the tip of the
iceberg. Professor Scriven from the University of Western Australia has spoken about the
poor standard of literacy and numneracy among trainee teachers at tertiary institutions. The
reason that trainee teachers have literacy and nurneracy problems is that they have come
through the State school education system. The problem is that when they become teachers
they go back into the system. If they are illiterate when they come out of tertiary institutions
and go into schools, how can they teach children to be literate and innumerate? It is like the
snake eating its tail. We have, in effect, an inbred system - students from it become teachers
in it. The problem is exacerbated and perpetuated through the system. Something must be
done to ensure that children, particularly at the lower end of primary school get off to a good
start in respect of the basics - reading, writing and basic numneracy. The Liberal Party will do
something about that because it is time that someone said that the job of the lower primary
school is to provide a basic, but relatively narrow, start to a child's education.

Hon E.J. Chariton: You can count on the National Party's full support in that direction.

Hon N.F. MOORE: Schools in the lower primary section are taking on all sorts of things
such as health education, which covers a variety of subjects from death to divorce, and other
things that should not be taught to students of that age. Schools are taking on more of a
parental role and the amount of time available to students is being chopped up into various
areas of knowledge. The time available to children to learn to read, write and numerate is
becoming less and it is leading to students being illiterate and become innumerate. Too often
we find students who still cannot read or write going from primary to secondary school.

I thank H-on Eric Chariton for his support to do something about that in the very early years
in a child's education. We will do something about that in a positive way.
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Hon Tom Helm interjected.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I am sorry Hon Tom Helm has not been in the Chamber because I have
gone through all those things that the Liberal Party will do. I took on board his criticism of
my party yesterday. Apart from being worried about the comments of Professor Scriven I
was also worried about an article in The West Australian on 21 May which stated -

THE WA College of Advanced Education has slashed the time that trainee teachers
have to learn the basics of how to teach reading, writing and speling.

Mr George White, head of the commercial education division at Churchiands campus,
said yesterday that courses concentrating on reaching literacy in schools and
improving the literacy standards of graduates had been reduced by about 25 per cent -
or by 173 hours a year.

That is a very stupid way of overcoming a serious problem. This college has reduced the
amount of rime available for an important part of our system, and that camne out about a week
after Professor Scriven advised that 40 per cent of university graduates entering the
University of WA's Diploma of Teaching course had failed to pass a basic literacy test set by
the education faculty. We need to do something about the quality of teachers before we can
do anything about the quality of education provided in our schools, and we are committed to
providing better quality teachers into the schools. That is the bottom line in education. We
shall have to do something about giving greater incentives for graduates of our secondary
institutions to go into the teaching profession so that better quality graduates go into teaching
courses, and then do something about the courses offered. We must teach students how to
teach instead of filling their heads with the philosophy and psychology of education and
those other things which occupy the minds of academics in our tertiary institutions. The
students must be taught the practicalities of teaching in a classroom. Many student teachers
are not taught those things and when they get into schools they have to learn this from
somebody else.

Hon T.G. Butler That is an unwarranted attack on teachers.

Hon N.E. MOORE:. Itris not an unwarranted attack on teachers, it is simply a recognition of
the situation. If Hon Tom Butler thinks the education system is okay that is his opinion.

Hon Tom Helm: You were in power when these teachers were at school.

Hon N.E. MOORE: [ accept that the Liberal Party is as responsible as anybody. I perceive
this to be a major problem and a future Liberal Government will fix this up. We are
dedicated to fixing up the system. I am not being totally critical of the Labor Government, it
has been in power for only five years. It has had time to fix it up if it wanted to, but it has not
chosen to do so. I anm prepared to admit that while we were in Government things were going
on in our tertiary institutions that should not have happened; for instance, the closing down of
the teachers' colleges by the Fraser Government, supported by the Court Government, and
the amalgamation of the teachers' colleges into the Western Australian College of Advanced
Education. [ did not support it at the time and I do not support it now. There is a need to go
back to teachers' colleges and I shall seek to influence the people who make these decisions
to go back down that path so that institutions are available where students are taught to teach.
I have two other points to mention: The first is the question of discipline. There is a
continuing problem with discipline in our schools. More and more teachers are tearing their
hair out day after day and spending all their day time maintaining order in the class; teaching
is secondary to their day's activities. Something must be done and in my view the time has
come for schools to be given as a real option the expulsion of students who are incorrigible
and do not wish to be in school. When in Government, we introduced the capacity for
schools to expel students. The regulations which were set up by this Government - the
Liberal Government was subsequently defeated after introducing the regulations - were such
that the rigmarole attached to expelling a child from school was too hard for schools to take
that course. I am arguing and will always argue that some students in our schools are
perpetual, permanent, incorrigible vandals and virtual criminals. It is a very small number.

Hon T.G. Butler What is your contingency plan once you have expelled them?

Hon Tom Helm: Gaol.
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Hon N.F. MOORE: Maybe. My first concern is chat they be removed from the education
system so that it can do what it is supposed to be doing; that is, teaching the vast majority of
students who want to be caught and not spending inordinate amounts of resources keeping
those children in order. These students will go somewhere else - perhaps to the Department
of Community Services, to some place where they have to prove that they are prepared and
capable of going back to the school system.
Schools are places for the learning of knowledge by those students who want to learn. In
fact, 95 per cent of children are in that category and the schools should cater for that 95 per
cent, with all their resources directed towards providing education for them. If I have a
chance to do anything about it, I will not allow the remnainin~g five per cent of the school
population to disrupt the other 95 per cent to the extent that they are driving teachers from the
profession and preventing students who want to learn from leamning because of the constant
disruption. That must stop and schools must get back to what they are designed for; that is
not the rehabilitation of criminals but the teaching of those students who want to be there to
learn. We will give the disruptive students to somebody else - perhaps Hon Kay Hailahan's
Department of Community Services which spends half its time running around causing
problems in many families.

Hon Kay Hallalian: The member should take that back, it is outrageous.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I am not being outrageous. Something must be done to make schools
places where children learn so that the resources of teachers are not unduly concentrated on
that tiny minority which is disruptive and causes trouble.

My final comment concerns the tertiary entrance examination. As members will be aware, it
is now possible for Years I I and 12 students to have their final aggregate based upon three
subjects at TEE level. They can do more subjects if they wish, but most students are learning
how to play the system. They have worked out that it is not necessary to do some of the
harder subjects if they want to maximnise their aggregate. They look at the university's
requirements with respect to prerequisites for entry into various faculties and tailor their three
subjects to fit those requirements. With three subjects they are able to maximnise that
aggregate. For example, maths U and IM, for chose members who have not been to school in
recent times, are the two most difficult maths subjects in upper secondary school and students
are opting out and doing maths I because only the engineering faculty requires maths ][ and
M. We know that the number of students going into engineering has declined considerably
and more are going for the commercial subjects. Students are also opting out of chemistry
and physics and doing biology, which is an easier subject, int an effort to maximise their
aggregate. This means that fewer students are doing the more difficult subjects, and that is
regrettable because those subjects are usually science or maths based. We need more and
more people to get better qualifications in these areas.

Hon T.G. Butler: What about students who do not have the ability?

Hon N.E. MOORE: I am not talking about those students at the moment, I will get to them in
time. The situation is that students who will go to university are opting out of the difficult
subjects to maximise their aggregates. This problem is recognised by teachers, and the
Science Teachers Association, in a paper from which I quoted on a previous occasion,
expressed concern at the reduction in the amount of science being taught in secondary
schools. Even Hon Tom Butler must understand that at a time when in this technological era,
we need to have more students doing maths and science, and not less -

Hon T.G. Butler: I would not argue about that.

Hon N.E. MOORE: - what has happened is that in one educational region 40 per cent less
maths is being taught than was the case last year.
Hon John Halden: Let us make it compulsory.

Hon N.F. MOORE: We are going to do that so that everyone will give themselves a fair go
when they leave school. We will not say to 1.3 year olds thar they can pick whatever course
they like, and if when they turn 18 they did not pick the right ones, we will put them on the
dole. We will say to 13 year olds, "These are the basic requirements for a broad, across the
board education. We are going to make these subjects compulsory and these subjects
optional, and when you get to 18 and you are old enough to make a decision about your
future, you can pick the units you want to pick." That is what will happen when education
gets back on the rails.
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Several members interjected.

Hon N.F. MOORE; This is a substantive motion, and all members will have an opportunity
in this debate to argue the issue, because it is a simple one line motion which says that we are
upset about the quality of education. I hope members opposite will make a speech because I
am anxious to hear the Government defend its position on education and the mess that it has
created. I am anxious to hear the Government defend the forkner Minister for Education, Mr
Pearce, whom I would describe as an educational vandal. I amn anxious to hear the
Government say it now supports the present Minister for Education, Dr Carmen Lawrence,
who is doing an about nun on so many things in education.
Hon John Halden: She is not doing an about turn. She is doing an excellent job.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Why is it that Government members interject on me when I say that the
three subject TEE aggregate is causing problems, yet the present Minister for Education has
just instituted an inquiry into the TEE system because she agrees there is a problem? Are
Governiment members going to stand up for Mr Pearce or Dr Lawrence? They cannot have it
both ways. There axe now two iqresbeing conducted into two very sensitive parts of the
education system. The Minister frEuation is rnning around, trying to put out fires.

Hon John Halden: She is not running around.

Hon N.E. MOORE: She is flying around. She is going very quickly to a lot of places.

Hon John H-alden: She is doing an excellent job.
Hon N.F. MOORE: She has a long way to come from because the bottom line in education
was a long way down. If she gets to the middle of the road by the next election I would say
she has done an extraordinary job.
Hon E.J. Chariton: I hope we do not have to do the same thing for the transport system.

Hon N.E. MOORE: I feel very sorry for those persons involved in transport; Imagine having
Mr Pearce visited upon them! They could be certain they are going to have turmoil and
chaos somewhere down the track.
I believe we should look at the possibility of either extending the number of subjects that a
student has to study in order to get the aggregate for TEE or we should be looking at some
sort of compensation factor for those students who choose the more difficult subjects so that
they are not disadvantaged viz a viz those students who choose the easier subjects. I
commend the Minister for having an inquiry into this matter because there is clearly a
problem. So instead of being like hyenas and jumping down my throat, members opposite
should talk to the Minister and ask her whether she sees the same problems that I see.
Parents also have problems in respect of TEE.
I wish now to sum up: The Unit Curriculum system is a disaster. It has caused nothing but
trouble in the vast majority of schools. I am coming rapidly to the conclusion that it is
educationally unsound and that students who go through that system will be disadvantaged
for many years to come. We do not get too many second choices in education, and the
Government should be condemned for bringing in Unit Curriculum with such haste and with
little preparation. I wish that a newspaper or other media outlet would have a very close look
at Unit Curriculum and give the Government the canting it deserves because it has made an
absolute mess of the future of the vast majority of students in our schools; and that is
something which should be on the Government's head.

The Better Schools system will lead to a greater demand on parents to provide funds to make
schools work, and that will be the excuse the Government will use to reduce its funding in
real termns to schools; and I quoted the example of maintenance. Literacy and nurneracy are
abysmal, and unless some real effort is made and a new direction is found, particularly in
primary education, the problem will not go away. In fact, it will get worse. Something has
also to be done about incorrigible students in schools. My view is they should be expelled
and sent out to some other deparment whose job it is to rehabilitate them. Finally, the
tertiary entrance examination system has to be changed. I commend the Minister for
instigating an inquiry. I hope the inquiry will soon result- in a report because the quality of
the students coming out of our secondary schools is severely undermined and we are getting
to a situation where insufficient maths and science graduates are coming out of our schools.
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Mr Pearce should be removed from Cabinet because of what he has done to education. I do
not believe he has the right to remain as a Minister. The Government partially agrees with
me because he has been shifted to another portfolio.

Hon Fred McKenzie: He is doing an excellent job.

Hon N.F. MOORE: He has not had a lot of time to mess it up, and as I said before the
member entered the Chamber, most people are in fear and trepidation, and we will give the
Minister time. The former Minister for Education is an educational vandal, and ir is just as
well the Government has made some efforts to fix up the mess he made. I feel sorry for Dr
Lawrence, who has been given the job of trying to straighten it out. She is doing her best,
and I regret to say she will have to do a lot more to overcome the problems faced by students
in our schools.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Fred McKenzie.

MOTION - AS AMENDED

Burswood Management Ltd - Select Committee
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

The PRESIDENT: An amendment has been moved by Hon Tom McNeil, and the question
before the Chair is that paragraph [(a) be deleted with a view to inserting a new paragraph
I1(a).

HON P.G. PENDAL (South Central Metropolitan) (8.39 pm]: During the period before the
dinner suspension the Leader of the Opposition made it clear that the Opposition members, or
mast of them, would find the proposition moved by Hon Phil Lockyer to be unacceptable.
The Leader of the Opposition also made it clear that his opposition to Hon Phil Lockyer's
amendment was because it would effectively have gutted the motion, and if the motion had
been passed it would have effectively gutted the purpose of the Select Committee.

We understand that a new amendment is on its way, and to that extent at least the delay in the
debate has produced some worthwhile effect. Without pre-empting that amendment, we
understand that that will achieve all of the critical objectives outlined in the original motion
moved by the National Parry and supported by the Liberal Party. It does seem to us that we
were heading for some sort of an impasse at least, and that to have put the entire Select
Committee at risk by going down the path that H-on Phil Lockyer was tailking about would
clearly have meant being headed off at the pass.

The new amendment that will come to us is, we think, an adequate way our of the objections
that we raised in the course of that debate. It is important to us, at least, as members of the
parliamentary Liberal Party, that that foreshadowed amendment contain a number of
critically important words that will allow examination of all the events that led to the decision
of the Commnissioner for Corporate Affairs in the middle of last year not to launch a
prosecution. Without that, and without those critical and important words, I suggest that to
have held a Select Committee would have made a farce of the parliamentary system.
However, if we do go ahead along the lines of removing the original words and nor inserting
those words of Hon Phil Lockyer as first proposed but instead inserting the strengthened
proposition which will have the same end - that is, to get to the bottom of this whole sorry
business - then the parliamentary Liberal Party members will be satisfied with that.

Amendment (deletion of paragraph) put and passed.

HON R.H. LOCKYER (Lower North) [8.43 pm]: I seek leave to withdraw my original
amendment on the Notice Paper.

Leave granted.

Amendments to Motion, as Amended
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I move the following amendment -

To substitute the following paragraph -

(a) Whether considering all the circumstances and evidence the Commnissioner
properly reached his conclusion that the prosecution of directors of Burswood
Management Limited should niot be initiated.

404 [COLNCILI



(Wednesday, 25 May 1988] 0

I want to make it quite clear from the outset that I amr not against the Select Committee; in
fact, I support it. I believe that the question needs to be looked at, but what I do object to is
the original motion of Hon Tom McNeil where it stated in part -

.. were such that criminal charges should have been laid ...-
I make my objection because I do not believe this House should set itself up as a grand jury.
It is not our job to set ourselves up as a grand court to direct the commissioner to make
prosecutions, I also want to make it clear that I have no intention whatsoever of gutting
Mr McNeil's motion.
H-on H.W. Gayfer: You have.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The honourable member should let me finish. I have no intention
whatsoever of doing so, and I believe that it is folly for anybody to say that the matter has
been considered.
H-on N.W. Gayfer interjected.
Hon P.H. LQCKYER: I am sume the honourable member will have his chance to speak in a
minute. Certainly I will not attempt to speak over his voice. One knows when one is beaten.
In conjunction with my leader and the Clerk, I have very carefully made sure that nothing in
this amendment stops the commnittee from seeking anything. I have very clearly said that in
my amendment, which begins with the words "Whether considering all the circumstances and
evidence". Together with the second part of the motion, that means there is nothing to stop
the committee from calling for what it likes. However, what it does mean is that it will not
make this House responsible for issuing criminal charges because that is not the job of this
House. This House is a House of Parliament, not a grand jury. It is very important that this
committee be given the terms of reference to do the job it is being given to do, and that job is
to seek out from the Government and the various bodies the absolute truth and bring that
truth back to the House. I support that; but I ask the House to support this amendment
because I believe that it will place us in a position where we have credibility without saying
that we are able to pursue criminal prosecutions. If criminal prosecutions are required, that is
the place of the court, or the cornmissioner, or some other body, not this House.
HON TONI McNEIL (Upper West) (8.48 pml: It is quite obvious to us from our
negotiations during the dinner suspension that we do not have the numbers to retain the
original part (a) of the first paragraph of our motion.
Hon DiJ. Wordsworth: You did not test it.
Hon TOM McNEIL: The member is right, we did not test it. That was obvious to anyone
who was awake. But we can count. The member should not state the obvious; he should just
listen.
We have just heard Hon Phil Lockyer say that he does not want to restrict the powers of the
Select Committee. Well, notwithstanding what the honourable member has said, I consider
that nothing proposed by Hen Phil Lockyer has vitally changed his original amendment. I
draw to the House's attention the fact that the original amendment moved by the honourable
member was whether the decision not to prosecute the directors was a proper exercise of the
discretion vested in the commissioner. That amendment did not meet with the approval of
our conservative friends, so the second amendment now reads -

(a) Whether the Commissioner . . . properly reached his conclusion that the
prosecution of directors of Burswood Management Limited should not be
initiated.

There, for the first time, we hear mention of Burswood Management Limited. I do not set
myselIf up as judge or jury to say what is the correct English expression. What does the word
"properly" mean? The commuittee is being asked to look at the Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs and whether he "properly" reached a decision not to initiate prosecution against the
directors of Burswood Management Limited. That is the whole exercise of this motion
tonight. It appears that there are people some members do not want to offend and that we
cannot say anything that is cmuel.
if members pick up tonight's Daily News they will find that Bill Hassell was not messing
around with words when they read what he said on the front page of that paper. We are
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being told not to use the words "criminal charges". Ml we are saying is that we are locking
at it. The original motion states whether circumstances surrounding the disclosure of the
projected costs of the Burswood casino were such that criminal charges should have been laid
against directors of Burswood Management Limited. That part of the motion has now been
amended to words that are more acceptable to some members, but they are not acceptable to
the National Party.

Hon DT. Wordsworth: You didn't say that tontight.

Hon ETJ Charlton: We are saying it now. Can you hear?

Hlon TOM McNEIL: The point I am trying.to make is that whether members on this side of
the Chamber agree, the National Party members believe that the motion has been emasculated
and that the necessary power that was to be given to the coriunirtee has been reduced.
Members can say whatever they like, but I thought we were capable of appointing a
committee without having* preconceived ideas aboiut what was right or wrong. We could
have looked at the evidence that camne from all sources mid reached a justified opinion.

Hon J.M. Berinson: An opinion on what?

H-on TOM McNEIL: An opinion on the aspects I have already enumerated to members - the
fact that should criminal charges have been made against the management of the Burswood
Casino; why was there a sudden difference in opinion between the commissioner's supposed
final report and the final report; was the NCSC involved in making an incorrect assessment or
was its name used incorrectly by the Corporate Affairs Department; was the Ombudsman
capable of investigating the situation.

Hon P.H. Lockyer: There is nothing to stop you doing that.

H4on TOM McNEIL: I have heard that. The motion that the National Party moved in this
House was proper and just and if a situation is reached where it is amended to suit people
who have a difference of opinion, then so be it.

I can only speak for myself, but it appears that paragraph (a) of the motion will be amended -
notwithstanding that Hon David Wordsworth said that we did not abide by it; he was not a
party to the meeting that took place during the dinner adjournment. It is obvious we do not
have the numbers to go ahead with that. .Why should we divide for. the sole purpose of seeing
our colleagues cross the floor and vote with the Labor Party?

Hon D.J. Wordsworth: You may not necessarily see them cross the floor:

Hon TOM McNfEL: The day we see Hon David Wordswonih cross the floor in this House of
Review -

Several members interjected.

Hon TOM McNEIL: I suggest Hon David Wordsworth go back to sleep because he is
making stupid remarks.
The point is that I have shown an interest in being involved in the committee because I
thought it would serve a useful purpose, but I advise that no matter what trend this debate
now follows, I will not be interested in serving on it.

HON G.E. tMASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [8.55 pm]: I was part of the group
of members, including Hon Tom McNeil, who met during the dinner adjournment to try to
resolve a difficult situation. It is clear to me that we have a choice of voting for the original
motion -

Hon H.W. Gayfer: You agreed with the original motion.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Yes I do agree with it. I will not get excited if members interject on
me.
The option was to vote for the original amendment which would have completely
emasculated Hon Tom McNeil's motion. I understand that members of the National Party
agreed with me. We had a choice to go one way or the other and [ felt, without any shadow
of doubt, that at the end of the day the Select Committee would have had no effect, so I tried
to reach a solution whereby there would be a set of words that would ensure a Select
Comm-ittee is set up. I imagine there is a strong desire among members of the National Party
and the Liberal Party to appoint a Select Committee with powers to investigate and consider
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the circumstances and the evidence and report to the House. That is the prime objective. I
agree with the National Party that its original motion was good and I make no secret of the
fact that I supported it. However, if at the end of the day there is the option of having no
Select Commnittee we must find a way around it. That was my choice and I thought it would
have been the choice of most members in this Chamber. I amn not prepared to see that Select
Commnittee go down the tube.

I ask Hon Tom McNeil to seriously consider the statement he made that he would not be
interested in serving on the committee if it is appointed. I think he would make a good
chairman. Hon Tonm McNeil said that the wording of the amiendmient did not change
anything.

H-on Tom McNeil: That was one of Mr Lockyer's amendments.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I ant sorry. I thought the member said his original motion. The
amendment states "Whether considering all these circumstances and evidence", and that
means that the Select Commiittee will have the opportunity to receive and demand evidence,
to consider all these circumstances which may, involve reports on meetings with various
people and to perhaps make judgment and report to the House. The only change that has
been made is the deletion of the words "criminal charges". Apparently that was offensive to
one or two members and they 'thought it was not the role of the Legislative Council to make
that sort of judgment. I disagree with them and I thought that the wording of the original
motion was all right.

The prime objective of the Legislative Council today is to ensure that a Select Committee is
appointed and that it has ample opportunity and scope to investigate the circumstances and
evidence and report to the House. I amn deeply concerned at the prospect of no Select
Committee. The media and those people who have taken an interest in this subject would
agree that a Select Committee must be appointed to investigate this matter.

It would be a disaster if a Select Committee was not set up and I would hate to think that Hon
Tom McNeil picked up his bat and ball and went home. I do not mean that in a disrespectful
way and the member knows what I mean. In fact I see Hon Tom McNeil as the ideal
chairman of the committee. He has carried out all the groundwork on it and if he sits on that
committee he will have my support and, I hope, my party's support. I have every respect for
Hon Tom McNeil's ability to ferret around. A good Select Committee will find out the facts,
get the work done and any Select Commnittee worth its salt will do the job properly. The
reservation I have about the amendment is tempered with the thought that at least it is better
than having no Select Committee. I will support the amendment and I ask the National Party
to do the same. I maintain that it is Hon Tom McNeil's Select Comm-ittee; I have no
intention of underining the work of that committee or of trying to take over. The National
Party's intentions with Select Committees and the handling of other matters, such as the
motion to be moved by Hon Eric Chariton dealing with a Standing Committee of the
Legislative Council, are very important. Of course, the National Party has stolen the march
on the Liberal Party but, having done so, I respect what it stands for and I will support the
Select Commnittee to the best of my ability.

I urge members to support the amendment because the alternative is that no Select Committee
will be set up.

HON ROBERT HETHERINGTON (South East Metropolitan) 19.01 pm]: One of the
things that has perturbed me in this debate is the failure of many members opposite, including
the Leader of the Opposition, to realise that an important matter of high constitutional
principle is involved. It is not just a matter of whether some members find the inclusion in
the original motion of the words "criminal charges" offensive; it is a matter of whether the
Legislature has any right to decide whether or not criminal charges should be laid. Once the
Legislature arrogates to itself the right to make this decision, the Legislature is usurping the
role of the Executive and the role of the courts. This is a very important principle so that, as
much as I sympathise with Hon Tom McNeil, I cannot accept that his original wording was in
any way acceptable in a State which claims to have a Westminster system.

I suggest to the Leader of the Opposition, who referred to the Westminster system when
speaking ont the Address-in-Reply, that he go away and tearn more about the Westrninster
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system, the notion of the separation of powers and the notion that once a Legislature
arrogates to itself the right to decide whether criminal charges should be laid, there is a loss
of all freedom and it is on the road to a vicious dictatorship. I know that is not his intention; I
am not suggesting it is, but I am worried that he takes it so lightly and casually. [ say to Hon
Tom McNeil that it seems to me the amendment put forward by Hon Phil Lockyeir serves his
purposes admirably.

Hon Tom McNeil: Hon Phil Lockyer's purposes or mine?

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTQN: Hon Tomn McNeil's purposes. It serves his purposes
admirably because it allows the committee to decide whether the change from the first
decision was properly reached. What "properly" means will be decided by Hon Tom McNeil,
the Chairman of the Select Committee - if he chairs it, which I would expect him to - because
he will look at the evidence and decide orn the propriety. After all, this debate has been about
the propriety of the decision and whether the decision was reached properly.
I comnmend Hon Phil Lockyer on his amendment because he has grasped the nub of the
problem; that is, we must not coalesce the Executive and the Legislature. I shall say more
about that when my delegated legislation commnittee is moved in this House, because I shall
be talking about the way the Executive encroaches on the right of the Legislature. We have
to watch both sides and it is important, vital and essential to our system.
Therefore, I suggest to Hon Tom McNeil that his motion has not been emasculated. In fact,
in getting the right to look at the circumstances and evidence and to decide the propriety of
changed decisions, he has all he needs and he has it without infringing on the principles of
the Westminster Constitution.

HON EUJ. CHARLTON (Central) [9.06 pm]: I wish to make a couple of points in support
of the motion moved by Hon Tom McNeil. With regard to the comment about the deletion of
the two words "criminal charges", I remind members that this whole business rose because
the Corporate Affairs Department initially recommended that criminal charges be laid and
subsequently no prosecution took place. That is why paragraph (a) of Hon Tom McNeil's
motion, which has now been deleted, was included in the first place. That is how the matter
started in the Press. It has continued from there because Corporate Affairs decided to change
that decision. We acknowledge and respect the comments made by the Leader of the
Opposition and it is quite obvious that the only reason he and other members support this
amendment is that they do not agree with the original paragraph (a) in the motion.

It seems that this whole issue is breaking down simply because some members do not like the
words "crimin al charges" being included and feel they are a reflection on the Burswood
management.

Hon J.M. Berinson: No, that is not the point.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: That is the point because Hon Robert Hetherington said that this
Select Committee would make a judgment about whether criminal charges will be laid. The
committee would make a judgment about whether the initial decision was right or wrong.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Ir is a decision about whether criminal charges should be laid.

Hon ElJ. CHARLTON: It is not a matter of the committee making a decision about criminal
charges, it will research how that decision was reached in the first place.

Hon J.M. Herinson: Whether his decision was properly arrived at is covered by the
amendment. You are asking for something different.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: No, we are not. Everyone is splitting hairs.

Hon J.M. Berinson: No, that is not the case.

Hon E.J. CH-ARLTQN: If the commissioner had reached a decision in the first place that no
criminal charges should be laid, we would have no argument. However, he did make that
decision and it was then changed. That is the crux of the argument.

T'he PRESIDENT: Order! It is about rime I reminded honourable members where we are at.
Currently there is no paragraph (a) in the motion. The words have been deleted by the
House. The question before the Chair is whether or not we insert a new set of words and,
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therefore, we should be talking about the merits of those suggested words, bearing in mind
that if members do not agree to those words, they will finish up with no words. The result
will be a motion with no paragraph (a), but with paragraphs (b) and (c).
Hon El CHAiRLTON: Perhaps we could have a couple of (b)s.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I made this comment because the debate has gone on and on. It
appeared to me that members thought the words were stil there. There are no words there at
the moment.

Hon ET. CH-ARLTON: I understand the situation totally. The point I am making is that we
are debating whether we will insert a new paragraph (a). I suggest that that new paragraph
reduces the intention of the original motion. The National Party does not support H-on Phil
Lockyer's amendment. The National Parry supports Hon Tom McNeil. If Hon Phil Lockyer
thought that only Hon Tom McNeil did not agree with him, he is now aware that I do not.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Why do you place so much stress on the difference between saying that
there is a conclusion that crimidnal charges should be laid against directors as opposed to the
conclusion that there should be a prosecution of directors? There does not seem to be any
difference.

Hon E.J CHARLTON: Why did the Attorney General want to change it. then?

Hon I.M. Berinson: Because the real difference is in another aspect of the amendment.
HON JAY?. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Attorney General) [9.12 pm]: I
indicated earlier today that the Governiment supported the original amendment moved by Hon
Phil Lockyer and I indicate that I support his move for the inclusion of different words now.
In principle the reasons are the same. I do not want to cover the whole ground again, but I
think they may reasonably be summuarised by saying that it is not our job to decide whether
charges should or should not have been lad. Put another way, it is not our job to double
guess the commissioner on the actual judgment that he made. What is a reasonable task for a
Select Commnittee to address is whether the commissioner reached his conclusion property;
that is, that there was nothing improper about the process which he employed in arriving at
his eventual conclusion. That seems to me to be the difference of principle which is raised by
Mr Lockyer's terminology as opposed to the original motion. I think it is based on sound
principles for the reasons that have been put very well by Hon Robert H-etherington and
which [ tried to put in my original contribution to this debate.

There is nothing between the words "criminal charges" or the word "prosecution". I do not
believe that Mr Lockcyer sees any great difference in the effect between them. The difference
lies in the job that is being done. As I understand Mr Lockyer's position - certainly it is
mine - it can be accepted as a legitimate task of a Select Corruittee of this House to
investigate whether, in reaching his eventual conclusion, the commissioner acted properly.
That is what he is proposing and I believe that, if we are to have a commnittee at all, that is a
reasonable task for a committee to direct itself to.

Amendment put and passed.

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Attorney General) [9.15 pml:- I
move -

That, after the words 'A Select Commnittee" in clause 1, the following words be
inserted -

of four members

in some respects I may have been out of order at the time, but I indicated earlier my intention
to move that amendment and the reasons for it. There is no reason for me to go into those
reasons at any length in these circumstances, but simply to again put to the House, as I have
done on other such occasions, that we are in the process of establishing a Select Committee
on a potentially contentious issue. It is proper that the Government should at least have equal
numbers. That is justified by our position as the Government and justified as weUl by the fact
that the Government party has the lagest number of members in this House.

If the amendment is passed, it will open the way for the committee to have two members
from the Government, one member from the Liberal Party, and one member from the
National Party.

60921-7
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HON G.E. MASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [9.17 pm].: The Liberal Party
opposes the amendment. I direct the House's attention to Standing Order No 338 which
states -

Unless otherwise ordered, all Select Conmmittees shall consist of three Members.
Past experience in this House suggests that the best way to go about setting up committees,
whether the Liberals have charge or whether Labor has charge, is to appoint three members to
committees. I point out to the Attorney General that the Labor Party does not have the
majority in this House; it has the largest number of members.

Hon Tom Stephens: We know that.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I know. I have pointed it out a few times before. I hope it does not
upset Hon Tom Stephens.

Hon Tom Stephens: It upsets rue.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Labor Party will never get control.
Mr President, may I ask the National Party whether it intends serving on this Select
Committee?

Hon Robert Hetherington: They will let you know in due course.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I think it is important that we have some indication from the National
Party. I assume, from the interest its members have shown, that it does not intend missing
out on having one of its members serve on the committee. Assuming that, I oppose the
Leader of the House's proposition and suggest that there should be only three members on
this committee, one from the Labor Party, one from the Liberal Party, and one from the
National Party. That has been the traditional practice of this place for many years.

Hon Fred McKenzie: It is not fair.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The effect of it has always been to bring down very fair and sound
judgments. A Select Commidttee is not a party committee; it is a committee of the whole
House.

Hon J.M. Berinson: It should represent the balance in the House.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: But the Labor Party does not have that balance. I am keen to have an
indication from a member of the National Party whether he accepts my proposition. That
seems a proper way of going about this.

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (15)
Hon L.M. Beninson Hon Kay Hallahan Hoc Garry Kelly Hon Fred McKenzie
Hon J.M. Brown Hon Tom Helm Hon Tom McNeil (Teller)
Hon T.G. Butler Hon Robert Hon Mar Nevill
Hon E.J Chariton Hetherington Ron S.M. Piantadosi
Hon John Halden Hon B.L. Jones Hon Tom Stephens

Noes (11)

Ron Max Evans Hon G.E. Masters Hon W.N. Stretch
Hon Barry House Hon N.P. Moore Hon D.J. Wordsworth
Hon A.A. Lewis Hon Neil Oliver Hon Margaret McAleer
Hon P.H. Lockyer Hon P.C. Pendal (Teller)

pails

Ayes Noes

Hon D.K. Darn Hon John Williams
Hon Doug Wenn Hon CiJ. BeUl
Hon Graham Edwards Hon i.N. Caldwell

Amendment thus passed.
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Motion, as Further Amended
HON NEIL OLIVER (West) [9.23 pmj: We seem to have lost the real course of events of
tonight. First, the operation of a casino in Western Australia was conditional upon an Act
passed in this Parliament called the Casino Control Act. Further to that, legislation was
brought before this House called the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Act. Therefore,
the moving of a motion for the investigation of the casino, because of the controversy that
surrounds it, was most likely on the proposed terms of reference, so ably moved by Hon
Tom McNeil. It placed upon this House responsibility for the public interest. In this instance
we are not dealing with a company that is listed on the stock exchange and required to
comply with the rules of the National Securities and Corporate Affairs Commission but with
a company that is licensed under an agreement ratified by this Parliament.

Therefore, it is reasonable that the Select Committee proposed by Hon Tom McNeil would be
acceptable to this House. I find it strange that the Government should wriggle continuously
and do everything possible to ensure that a Select Committee is not appointed, and indeed
obstruct any investigation that might be taken into all the circumstances surrounding this
matter. Many people are not in this Chamber during a debate, but seem to be wandering
around other pacts of the building listening to electronic devices. I understand that yesterday
an additional member was elected to the committee system to enable people to fill the chair in
this House because many members are not available. Members opposite may laugh, but the
Government is concerned about what has been appearing in the Press, and it should be
concerned.

I will repeat what I said on Tuesday, 5 March 1985, remarks that are recorded in Mansard of
that day at page 419, as follows -

The manner in which the casino issue was first introduced and the way it has been
managed since is unfortunate. It has set a precedent which will make it somewhat
controversial. I hope once the decision has been reached the casino will proceed and
the controversy that has surrounded it since it was announced will go away.
Unfortunately, it may not.

Members will know that I voted against the Casino Control Bill specifically because
of the manner in which the licences were to be negotiated ... These licences were to
be negotiated in private. I said on that occasion, and it is recorded in Mansard, that
from the time the successful applicant was announced the other applicants would go
to the highest hill tops and scream their lungs out, irrespective of how good the
successful applicant was.

That is exactly what has happened. Those people who have visited casinos around the
world and visited the Centing Highland casino will know that it is probably one of the
best operated casinos. This Government, by its mismanagement and the manner in
which it has gone about the introduction of a casino in Westrn Australia has brought
Genting Berhad into disrepute. It has raised all sorts of possibilities of graft and
corruption. That company is one of the best operators of casinos in the world.

Hon Mark Nevill: Members opposite did that, not us.

Hon NEIL OLIVER: Irrespective of how successful one applicant was, the other applicants
will continue to be critical of the Government, and unfortunately also of the joint venture
partners. The Government has been very unfair. The operators are amongst the best in the
world, but a cloud has been placed over the project. I hope that we do not go on year after
year with all these accusations of corruption and graft against people due to the
mismanagement of this project. Regrettably I have a feeling it will go on and people will still
go to the hilltops and complain. This is regrettable, and may in many ways lead to the casino
not operating as successfully as the applicants may wish.

I am disappointed that Hon Tom McNeil has decided not to pursue the position of chairman;
it is very regrettable. If it is to be so, I wonder what can be achieved. We have already
debated a situation in this House where two members of the Labor Party will be on this
committee. That is bypassing the very system which Hon Bob Hetherington has put forward
so adequately since he has been a member in this place, and that is the Federal system and
what is called the committee system.-
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Whatever the House decides tonight, the problem will not go away. Whatever decision is
made on this Select Committee, it has already been set up under a cloud.
Hon Tom Stephens: Do you think it has?

Hon NEEL OLiVER: This Select Committee has already been set up under a cloud.
Irrespective of its finidings, it will never resolve the issue; the issue will continue to return to
this House.
HON ROBERT HETHERINGTON (South East Metropolitan) [9.33 pmn]: I am rather
depressed to think we should have had the speech we just heard after such a long and
involved debate where I thought members had put their cases quite well, It seemed to me that
we had set up a perfectly adequate committee. The fact that there may be four members on it
says nothing about how the committee will operate at 41l. 1 am on a committee which has
two Labor members, a National Party member and a Liberal Party member. We will produce
a very good consensus report in due course after we have completed our deliberations. I see
no reason why the comm-ittee proposed under this resolution cannot do the same thing.

Instead of prejudging the whole issue - and I am sure most members will agree - we should
leave it to the committee to come down with its findings. I amn quite sure that the findings of
the committee will be more than adequate. I am certainly not aware who will be on it; I hope
Hon Tomn McNeil wil be on it, but I am certain if he is chairman it will be well led and will
come down with a good report, If other members are on it it will still come down with a
good report because its terms of reference are such that it can examine the evidence and the
questions and deal with the problems before it.

After all die debate and the argument here, most members will be reasonably satisfied with
the commnittee we are about to set up under this motion, because it has adequate terms of
reference. It has avoided the dangers some members saw of transgress ing into the realms of
the judiciary or the Executive. There are very fine lines in the Westminster system that we
must not cross.

Hon N.F. Moore: There has always been a transgression from the Executive into the
parliamentary side.
Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: Had the honourable gentleman been listening to me -

Hon N.F. Moore: I have been.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: He cannot listen to me with his full mtention all the time.

Hon N.E. Moore: [ do.

Hon ROBERT HETHERILNGTON: I mentioned that we were about to reconstitute - it is on
the Notice Paper, and I presume the House will agree to it -a Standing Committee on
Delegated Legislation which will deal with that precise question of the transgression by the
Executive, through regulations, on the role of the Legislature, which is a very grave problem.

Hon N.F. Moore: You know the Government has the majority on that commrittee and it will
have its way. That is actually a transgression in a sense.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: The Government does not have a majority; it has four
out of eight.

Hon N.F. Moore: And the Chairman has a casting vote.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: The Chairman has no casting vote; he has a deliberative
vote. As chairman I do not intend to use it. I do not expect the committee will need to vote.
If the honourable gentleman is suggesting that a committee of which I am chairman does not
operate properly -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon D J Wordsworth): You are the chairman of the comnmittee
which is being appointed.
Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: That is correct. I am sorry if I strayed from the point,
but I was provoked by an unruly interjection which I know I should have ignored, but I have
my moments of weakness. What I was trying to do was to remind the House that committees
can work well and usually reach consensus. Sometimes a committee of four will do better
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because there is another point of view. I have certainly found this on a committee of which I
anm not the chairman.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! You are intedecting on your own speaker.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: I have found on other committees on which I have
served that sometimes more than three can be useful.
Hon N.E. Moore: If it is not a contencious issue, I agree.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: I am sorry if I was interrupting the honourable
gentleman, but I found it difficult to hear him above the sound of my own voice. I suppose I
may be forgiven for interrupting him because after allI am on my feet.

H-on N.F. Moore: People in glass houses should not throw stones.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: My house is very solid.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:. Order! We will keep the debate on the subject.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: I am sonry, Mr Deputy President, I will.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT. Order! The Leader of the Opposition will come to order too.
Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: I shall fix my eyes firmly on you, Sir, and try not to be
led astray by the honourable gentlemen. The point I was trying to make - I suppose I must
have nearly made it by now - was that the comm-ittee which has been established has been
established after quite good debate and as a result of the vote of the House. Although
perhaps the mover of the original motion does not believe this, I believe this committee will
serve his purposes. By that I mean the purposes of Hon Tom McNeil. It will also enable the
kind of inquiry to be made that he wishes to make. Therefore, it will serve the kind of
purIpose that a committee of this House and this Parliament should serve - a committee of
inquiry to examine the workings of the Executive or of bodies attached to the Executive, and
that is highly desirable. I would not have risen had it not been that the honourable gentleman
who preceded me went on repetitiously about what he had said in the House a long time ago.
All we had to do was Listen to the debate to realise that we now have a committee which I
think will do useful work, whether the Government likes it or not. That, surely, is irrelevant
to the question.

Therefore, with great pleasure, I support the motion.

HON G.E. MASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [9.41 pm]: I am sorry the
Opposition lost the vote on whether the membership should be three or four, but as the House
decided that, I will accept its decision. However, I understand the Leader of the House will
not be calling for nominations for the membership of the Select Committee tonight.

Hon J.M. Berinson: I propose to do it on the next sitting day.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Just for the record and to demonstrate that the Liberal Party is
determined to get on with the job, my parry's members on the committee will be Hon Neil
Oliver and Hon Sandy Lewis. Hopefully Hon Tom McNeil will decide to serve on that
Select Committee. If he does, I would be inclined to suggest that he should be the chairman;
obviously one of our members would then nor serve. I make the point that I hope the
National Party serves on the committee and one of our members will then withdraw.

HON FRED McKENZIE (North East Metropolitan) [9.44 pml:. Now that there are to be
four members on the committee, I wish to support the proposition.

I draw members' minds back to a previous occasion when we had a similar type of committee
set up to inquire into the Midland abattoirs. I was a member of that committee and Hon Neil
Oliver, who spoke earlier, was its chairman. Part of the way through I decided, since a
committee was operating in the other place into the same subject, riot to serve on that
commu-ittee. I believe now this was a mistake on my part. I am very grateful that on this
occasion, through the support of the National Party, we have agreed to set a commnittee up
with four members on it. Members might recall that the Midland abattoir commnittee had
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three members. However, that was not the reason I refused to serve on the committee after
the initial meeting, which was just a meeting for machinery purposes.
I believe on that occasion that it was a mistake on my part not to have taken part in that
commnittee. Since we have almost half the number of members in this place, it tends to
become unbalanced if committees do not comprise half the members from this side of the
House. As the Leader of the Liberal Party said earlier, members on that side of the House are
in fact combining Liberal Party members with National Parry members. In fairness I think
the committee should have four members and the Government should have two of the four.

I support the motion.

HON i.M. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Attomney General) [9.45 pm]: I rise
simply to make the point that there is no interest on the Government's side in delaying the
implementation of the decision which we are about to take and if that were to prove to be
convenient tonight, we would do it. If not, I will ensure that the matter is raised on the next
sitting day.

Question (motion, as further amended) put and passed.

MIOT ION

Standing Committee into Corruption
RION E.J. CHARLTON (Central) [9.47 pml: I move -

That:

(1) Committee established

(a) There is hereby appointed a standing committee of 5 members to be
known as the Standing Committee on Corruption (hereinafter called
"the commuTittee").

(b) The committee shall1 continue to exist until abolished by the Council.

(2) Functions

The committee has the following funcctions:

(a) to investigate of its own motion any allegation made in a statutory
declaration that a person:

(i who holds public office, paid or not;

(ii) who is employed by the State on a permanent, temporary or
contract basis;

(iii) who exercises, or is delegated to exercise, a statutory power; or

(iv) who manages or acts as an agent in the disposal or acquisition
of property of the State Government,

is corrupt.

(b) To report to the Council on any matter that it investigates, or any
findings to which it believes the Council's attention should be directed.

(c) To inquire and report to the Council on any matter referred to the
committee by resolution passed on motion after notice.

(3) Powers

The committee has power:

(a) to send for persons, papers and records;

(b) to commission reports and performance audits;

(c) to transact business in private or in public;

(d) to consider and, in its discretion, to grant applications by witnesses to
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hear evidence in private and where such application is granted, that
evidence shall not be divulged until the matter to which the evidence
relates is reported to the House.

(4) Quorum, -publication of records, etc
(a) A majority of members constitutes a quorum.
(b) ALl members of the committee have access to its records and other

material.
(c) Apart from information available from public sessions of the

comm-ittee, no information obtained by or through it shall be released
without its prior written consent.

(5) Subcommittees
(a) The committee has power to appoint subcommittees of 3 of its

members, any 2 of whom constitute a quorum, and to refer to a
subcommittee any matter within the committee's jurisdiction.

(b) Any subcommittee is subject to the rules otherwise applicable to the
committee and to any direction given by the committee whether
generally or in a particular case.

(6) Election of chairman, etc
(a) At its first meeting, and thereafter as occasion requires, the committee

shall elect from. its number a chairman and a deputy chairman.
(b) The deputy chiairman shall preside in the absence of the chairman or

where there is no chairman.
(c) The chairman, and the deputy -chairman when acting as the chairman,

have a deliberative vote only, and when the votes are equal the
question passes in the negative.

(7) Custody of records
All records, documents and other material received in the course of an inquiry
shall be lodged with the Clerk on the presentation of the committee's report.

(8) Attendance at meetings
Unless otherwise ordered, memnbers, of the public and accredited
representatives of the news media may attend any public session of the
comttee.

(9) General rules of select committees to apply
Except to the extent that they are inconsistent with the foregoing rules, the
standing orders of the Council governing the practice and procedure of select
committees apply to the committee.

I move this motion because the situation which has developed in respect of corruption in this
State over the last few weeks needs to be turned around. More precisely, the situation which
has developed across the nation needs to be turned around. There have been continual
statements and innuendo made about the corruption taking place in various operations around
Western Australia by people in Government bodies. We cannot sit idly by and make no
attempt to take action to see that the people of this State who feel that corruption should be
investigated are satisfied. If people say they have gone to the police and made complaints
which have not been followed up, as well as a whole range of other issues, claims and
counterclaims, we must see that justice is done for them. As we have seen on a couple of
other occasions, we have spent too much time talking about the situation. A Federal National
Party member, Peter McGauran, has said that corruption in Western Australia is out of
control. I do not know whether that is true or not but the fact is that a growing number of
people are saying that it is.
Hon I.M. Brown: A man whose interests are racing and ballet! What a reputation he has.
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Hon E.J. CHARLTQN: Mr McGauran has interests ocher than those. If these things are
happening, it is not all a matter of the facts - it is a matter of the public's perception. If the
public's perception of this matter has developed the way I think it has after the last few
weeks' occurrences, a Standing Committee of this House should be appointed to be a last
resort so chat people - the citizens of this State - will be able to lodge their complaints with it.
That committee of inquiry will determine whether a complaint is valid and whether there is
ground for action to be taken. I emphasise the point that this communittee will not hand down
decisions. A comnment was made tonight about a judge and jury and about this place being
the supreme organisation in the State, but if we are to take such a position, as members of
Parliament we must have credibility. I, for one, cannot describe the low standard of
credibility that members of Parliament hold within the community.
We should all be extremely concerned about our standing. The reason for it is that members
of Parliament across the nation have been involved in a host of actions and counteractions. If
we are to lift the public perception of members of Parliament we should operate in a manner
that will bring some respect for the parliamentary system in which we all participate. More
importantly, we should give an example to the public of this State. We are here to represent
the people in the various electorates, but more importantly we are here as the first and last
resort of the people.
In moving the motion, we are moving that a committee of five be established; that it be a
Standing Committee; and that it sit until the Council decides at some future date that there is
no longer a need for it. By that means the people of the State, having gone through all other
channels open to them, can come here to put before us their claims and their concerns if they
feel that justice has not been done or that it has not been seen to be done. That committee can
then make a judgment as to whether any further action is warranted on behalf of those people.
There is growing concern in this State that if we sit idly by and continue to make claims and
counterclaims across the Chamber and in the media about corruption in the Police Force, in a
State department or in the availability of services to certain people, we are not doing our job.
We should make available to those people a Standing Committee to investigate claims of
corruption. I am a member of another Standing Committee of the House.
Hon J.M. Brown: How many members?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: There are six members on the committee. It has given an
opportunity to a great number of people involved with Government agencies to state their
case. The other commrittees that have been set up have given people the opportunity to have
fair play established. We believe that a Standing Committee of the House should be set up to
enable people to bring forward their allegations of corruption.

HON P.G. PENDAL (South Central Metropolitan) [9.55 pm]: The Opposition intends to
support the motion. A few days ago I was at a school in my electorate discussing with a
group of senior students the state of public life in Australia today. It was a rather telling
admission that I had to make. Young people today in the length and breadth of the country
could be forgiven for believing that almost every person involved in public life is in some
way or another on the take. The reason that it was a painful admission to have to make to
those people was that they are coming to maturity at a time in Australia's political history
when they have heard allegations about and in some cases seen prosecutions of people
ranging from High Court judges, Supreme Court judges, District Court judges, Ministers of
the Crown, members of Parliament and Commissioners of Police to, in the latest in a long and
embarrassing series of alleged scandals, a former lord mayor of an Australian capital city.
That is why it is sad that this motion ever needed to be moved. But the fact that it needed to
be moved is something that this Parliament ought not run away from. It is the reason that the
Liberal Party has signified to the National Party its strong support for it.

The proposed committee would be set up in the State at a time of an unparalleled and
unprecedented perception on the part of most members of the public that a lot of dirty linen
has to be aired in one way or another.

Hon B.L. Jones: Thiat's because the Opposition keeps making political mileage out of
throwing muck.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: One of the functions that Oppositions have is to get to the bottom of the
misdeeds of the Government of the day.
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Hon B.L. Jones: Misdeeds invented by you.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: It may be worthwhile for IHon Beryl Jones to remember, as was said
earlier tonight. that there would be no better way to ensure that corruption becomes
institutionalised in Western Australia than to turn a blind eye to it now. No-one would
suggest, for example, that many of the troubles in New South Wales have not come about
because of the toleration of corruption by a succession of Governments over decades. That
has led to that State facing a situation in which corruption is an institution in itself.

Hon B.L. Jones: I wasn't talking about corruption. I was talking about the public perception
of politicians, as you were, and how we have a bad name.
Hon PG. PENDAL: I am not really interested in what the member was talking about.

As a previous member said, there is a widespread perception in the community chat improper
and possibly corrupt actions are taking place in a very broad-based way in our comrmunity
today.

The National Party's motion, for that reason alone, deserves to be supported. I hasten to add
that the National Party's move is totally consistent with the move announced by the Leader of
the Opposition in another place earlier this year when the Opposition sought to achieve much
the samne end as Hon Eric Chariton has sought but through a different route - that is, by
introducing legislation in another place to set up a permanent and ongoing anti-corruption
commission in this State, something along the lines of, but different from, that which has very
successfully tackled a similar problem in Kong Kong. Which route is the better - by way of
our having a National Party Select Commnittee of this House or a statutory body as proposed
by the Liberal Party - is not the point to be debated at this time. What is the point, however,
is that both of those parties have signified to the population that they are not prepared to see
that sont of alleged behaviour by public officials going unchecked, or that sort of behaviour
go on without some form of scrutiny, whether it be by a Select Committee or a permanent
commidssion of the kind we have proposed.

In those circumstances, it is quite silly for members of the Government to suggest that only
politicians from this side of the House or members of the media are concerned. Members of
the Government know that people within their political organisation are concerned. That
concern was expressed in a very detailed article appearing in the Weekend Australian nine or
10 days ago by people in the innermost ALP circles of this State who indicated that they do
not understand what is going on, that they have heard a lot of rumours and innuendo, and that
they are quite incapable of discovering the truth.

It is not fair, nor is it realistic, for members such as the one who interjected, to suggest that
there is some sort of base motive held on this side of the House or by people controlling the
media when she and others must know that those same concerns are being shared by people
in her party.

Hon B.L. Jones: We are all concerned about real corruption. However, we are also
concerned about allegations that have no basis in fact.

Hon E.J. Charlton: That is a good reason for setting up this committee.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: That was to be my final point. This is the place to discover the truth or
otherwise of the allegations. Whether that is best done by a Standing Commnittee or by a
statutory body such as that proposed by Mr MacKinnon is irrelevant at this stage. Either
way, I suggest that both propositions are worth supporting. In the same way that the Liberal
Party is prepared to support the National Party's proposition, we hope that, when the
legislation for a statutory body eventually arrives in this House, it will receive the support of
the National Party and, one hopes, the support of the Government.

We support this move to establish a Standing Committee on corruption.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Stephens.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION
Appoinrment

HON KAY KALLAHAN (South East Metropolitan - Minister for Community Services)
[10.06 pmj: On behalf of the Leader of the House, I move -
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That the Delegated Legislation Committee constituted in the previous session be, and
is hereby, reappointed with the same membership except that Hon John Caldwell
replace Hon H.W. Gayfer.

HON ROBERT HIETHERINGTON (South East Metropolitan) [10.07 pm]: In seconding
the motion I welcome to the committee Hon John Caldwell, whom I know well. I appreciate
his worth after serving with him for many months on the Select Committee on Agricultural
Education. He is a hard worker and consistently gives of his best. He will be an asset to the
committee.

Without wishing to derogate my opinion of Mr Caldwell, [ regret that Hon fEW. Gayfer has
decided that he will not be a member of the committee any longer. [ hope that his knowledge
and great experience will be there to help and guide us because he has a lot of respect for the
parliamentary system, and for the Westminster system generally. I heard with regret of his
decision not to remain on the commnittee. However, he made that decision and a worthwhile
substitute has been appointed.

I also wish to pay tribute to the valuable work done by the former Legislative Review and
Advisory Commiuttee which this Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation replaces.
It consisted of Mr J. Fiocco, the chairman, Professor E. Edwards, and Mr P. Moycs. It did a
great deal of valuable work. It was an enthusiastic and hardworking committee which did
mast useful work on regulations and by-laws. We did not hear much about it but it had an
effect, particularly in the realm of local government by-laws.
That committee was established under the previous Government and under a different
chairman. At one stage, the present Governor was a member of it. However, many of its
reports were ignored by the Parliament and so many of its recommendations were not acted
upon. I hope that this will not be the case with the new Standing Committee because
members will be better able to follow up the recommendations of the committee in
Parliament if necessary, although we hope that it will not be necessary to take such steps
because we hope that the Government will take notice of its recommendations.

I regard the Standing Commnittee on Delegated Legislation to be one of the most important
committees in this Parliament. A committee of this kind has been sadly lacking. The Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee in the other place is a most important and
valuable committee. I have also appreciated the work done by the Standing Commnittee on
Government Agencies. However, I regard the Committee on Delegated Legislation to be a
vital committee in a Westminster system.
The role of the commuittee is to scmutinise subordinate legislation; that is, regulations which
are technically made by the Governor-in-Council but which in fact are the work of public
servants in Government departments. The role of the committee is not to examine the policy
behind the regulations as expressed in the Statute; that is the role of Parliament. The role of
the committee is to examine regulations from a technical and legal aspect, to see that they are
within the parameters laid down by the parent Act, and to examine the wisdom, fairness,
justice and restraint in regulatory measures, and to make sure they do not impinge upon the
rights, both legal and moral, of the individuals and groups to whom the regulations apply.
Members will realise that, as responsibilities grow and multiply under modem Governments,
and departments grow and Public Service members increase, it is inevitable that opportunities
for error multiply, and the role of the Parliament in scrutinising the activities of the Executive
arn of Government becomes more essential. Members will know that regulations are tabled,
but members have generally not the time to examine these unless there is a committee which
is given this specific role. It is no reflection on public servants to say that such scrutiny is
necessary. Sometimes public servants have an excessive zeal to see that policies of
departments are carried out, and they make this their prime motive and forget that they have
to look at the people to whom the regulations apply. They sometimes become more
concerned or preoccupied with administrative convenience than with the rights of citizens.
They sometimes, in their anxiety to reform piocedures. transgress into the legislation sphere.
They are sometimes more concerned with the letter of the law than with natural justice.

It is essential, if the committee is to carry out its task, that it is not carried along with an
excessive zeal and that it does not put on ideological blinkers. It is important, therefore, that
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we follow the practice of other similar committees. It is a feature of such committees in other
Parliaments that they avoid issues of policy, and they therefore traditionally enjoy strong
bipartisan support within their respective Parliaments. It is important that the members of the
committee are bipartisan in their approach to the questions they have to examine and that
their own ideology does not intrude; that they remember that they are here to guard the rights
of the individual in a parliamentary system. This is reflected in the fact that where such
commnittees exist, their recommendations are usually implemented by the responsible
Minister, or acted on in the Parliament.

It has been suggested to the committee that it should follow the practice of the committee it is
replacing and look at by-laws, although these are not within its terms of reference. The
committee has decided to not do this. The committee believes that it is vital that from the
beginning it set down roles and procedures and make itself aware of the problems that are
involved in scrutinising regulations. The committee will at the same time bear in mind the
possibility that it may want later to expand its terms of reference. It is the intention of the
committee to review this matter at a later stage and make a report to its successor in the next
Parliament.

I regard this committee as a vital new instrument in helping to guard the rights of citizens and
helping to ensure that - as Hon Norman Moore said earlier by way of interjection - the
Executive does not transgress on the rights and role of the Legislature. I hope this comnnittee
will be successful in carrying out that function. The committee has some excellent members,
including its Deputy Chairmnan, Hon Margaret M~cAleer, and it gives me great pleasure to
have her serving with me on this committee. If the members who were appointed from the
other place are reappointed, the committee may well do the job that is required of it. It gives
me pleasure to support this motion.

HON N.IZ. MO0RE3 (Lower North) [10.15 pmJ: I want to suggest to Hon Robert
Hetherington that I was not reflecting on his impartiality when I said that this committee was
simply a pawn of the Government. The honourable member pointed out that I was incorrect
in my assumption that the Government has a majority on the committee. If members recall
the debate which we had in this House to set up the committee, I think I was virtually the last
member to be bludgeoned into some sort of support for the commnittee because I was opposed
to the way in which the Standing Orders for the committee were written: They contained
reference to Governments and Oppositions and political parties. It was my view, and still is,
that the House should elect its membership to various commnittees and that the House should
make the decision about who goes on them - not some Standing Order which says that the
Opposition is entitled to so many members, the Government is entitled to so many members,
and so on. I have to say that when the regrettable day arrives that Hon Robert Hetherington
departs from this Chamber the impartiality he so obviously displays may not remain with his
successor.

Hon Robert Hetherington: It has remained in other Parliaments.

Hon N.E. MOORE: I[hope the member is right, but I would also argue that perhaps in other
Parliaments the Houses make the decisions about who goes onto the committees, rather than
having an inbuilt Government majority written into the Standing Orders.

Hon-Robert Hetherington interjected.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I agree that is so because of the nature of the Senate, and I hope this
place will eventually take an a similar nature so that members are able to take a much more
non-party political view about issues than we tend to do now. I argued initially against the
composition of this committee because I believed that by giving the Government an inbuilt
majority we were extending the powers and tentacles of the Executive into the role of the
Parliament, and that by giving the Executive control over the numbers on the committee we
were virtually ensuring that the Executive got its way in respect of delegated regulation and
in fact make the passage of such regulation virtually a fait accompli unless a member of the
House gets up to oppose it arid is able to convince the House that it should be opposed.

Hon Robert Hetherington: If the committee has to come to a decision by a majority vote arnd
cannot come to a decision by consensus, it has failed.

Hon N.F MOORE: I agree. My experience on Standing Committees is that they have come
to consensus decisions, except for one occasion when we did not, and then some people
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walked off because they did not like it. However, that is politics, and I believe Hon Robert
Hetherington will run this committee in such a way that I will have no doubt it will reach
sensible, logical decisions that everybody can live with. However, the member will not be
here forever, nor* -ill the rest of us.
Hon Robert Hetherington: It is 360 days.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I have always believed we must do our best to ensure that the Executive
does not intrude any further; and that sort of trend has gone forward inexorably since there
have been Parliaments, and ultimately the Executive will make all the decisions rather than
only 90 per cent of them, as it now does.
During the debate to set up this committee we spent some time arguing with the Attomney
General - I think they call hin "the abominable no man' when it comes to spending
Government money - about how much money would be made available for this commnittee to
function.
It was my argument at the time that at least the same amount as was spent on the previous
non-parliamentary committee should be provided to the Legislative Council budget or the
parliamentary budget to ensure this committee could work. I understand an officer has been
appointed to work with this committee but that she also has the role of secretary to other
commrittees - namely, three Select Committees - at present. As I mentioned the other night,
we now have the potential for several other committees of this House but no suggestion by
the Government of any increased resources for those committees to be serviced.
The committee which has been chaired by Hon Beryl Jones and which was set up at the
Government's instigation, is being financed by the Legislative Council budget, and I expect
the De Facto Relationship Committee will be financed by the Legislative Council budget as
well. What I will argue now is what I argued before: If the Government wants to use this
House *to carry out its inquiries - if it is to be genuine about the ability of Standing
Committees to perform properly -it must provide the money and the staff for these
committees to function properly.
I would suggest to the Minister for Budget Management that when he is looking at budgets,
as he is probably doing right now, he should acknowledge the difficulties that people who are
employed by this House have in adequately carrying out the tasks they have to carry out to
service the various committees. I think the Government has a Delegated Legislation
Commnittee on the cheap; at least one of its own inquiries is being done by a Select
Committee on the cheap; and, if we agree to the committee on de facto relationships, it is
about to get another one on the cheap as well.
Hon Kay Hallahan: Are you saying they are only for Oppositions? What are you saying?
Hon N.F. MOORE: I am saying the Parliament has to be financed by the Government. I am
saying that, if the Government wants to use the Legislative Council commidttee system to
carry out investigations it wants carried out, it should make sure the Council has the resources
to ensure the commnittee can do its work.
Hon Kay Hallahan: The council will ration its resources given the amount of work members
here throw up. I cannot understand your argument.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Could I suggest to the Minister that she have a very close look at the
resources available to this Parliament, and particularly to this House, because in my view we
are being starved vis-a-vis the Legislative Assembly. She should look at the facilities
available to members here and the facilities across the road for commuittee meetings, and the
number of staff and the resources available to them, and compare that with her own office. 1
guarantee that she is flush with staff, money, and equipment compared with what this
Parliament has.
Hon Kay Hallahan: I would like to be.

Hon N.F. MOORE: She and her ministerial colleagues, who I believe deserve all that they
have in terms of facilities and resources, should look at what some other people have to put
up with. If we are to have a Delegated Legislation Commnittee, and another Standing
Committee on corruption, and I think seven Select Committees, the system will not work
unless the Minister for Budget Management provides more money - or the Treasurer does. I
think the Minister for Budget Management makes most of the decisions, anyway, and while
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he is here [ may as well talk to him. That must happen, otherwise the system will not work. I
am sure Hun Robert Hetherington would not get up and criticise the staff he has because he is
mindful of and grateful for the amount of work the officer he has is doing.
Hon Kay Hallahan: No-one would do that.

Hon N.E. MOORE: If we start adding work to the load of the people who work for this
House, the system will not work at all. [ repeat the remarks I made last time we debated this
matter: More money is required for this House to function properly.

[ will not say I support the reconstitution of the committee as I do not believe that is the way
to go with delegated legislation. I do not believe the Standing Orders are correct but I will
not argue further.

Question put and passed.

MOTION
Parliament Standing Committee - Join: House Committee - Substitute Appointment

On motion by Hon J.M. Berinson (Leader of the House), resolved -

That Hon Tom McNeil replace Hon H.W. Gayfer as a member of the House
Committee.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
On motion by Hon J.M. Beninson (Leader of the House), resolved -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 31 May.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Leader of the House) (10.27 pml: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.

Constitutional Committee - Request from Opposition
HON FRED McKENZIE (North East Metropolitan) [10.28 pm]: I wish to bring to the
attention of the House a letter which I received today from the Constitutional Commission as
honourable members should be aware of the contents of the letter. The letter-is signed by the
secretary of the commnission, Mr Cunliffe, and reads -

We have received a request under the Commonwealth's Freedom of Information Act
for our mailing list, on which your name and address appear. We may get other such
requests in future.

To date, we have refused to give access to the mailing list itself. We are concerned
that some people on the mailing list might not wish their names and addresses to be
disclosed, and that actualjy to make the mailing list available to someone else would
involve unreasonable disclosure of information relating to their personal affairs and
be a breach of confidence.

If that is not the case, however, the Commission will agree to release of the mailing
list.

At this point I will read out the final paragraphs and then return to the more important
section.

The Freedom of Information request will be adjudicated on by the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal following a hearing on 27 May 1988.
If you do not want your name and address disclosed, please let us know as soon as
possible, and also tell us why.

Hon G.E. Masters: [s this letter from the BLE?

Hon FRED McKENZIE: it is from the Constitutional Commission. Before I finish I will
have wiped that jocular look off the Leader of the Opposition's face. The Constitutional
Commission has acted correctly in refusing to give the list to individuals under the
Commonwealth Freedom of Information Act. I am disturbed that such a request will be
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adjudicated on by the Administrative Appeals Tribunal which will determine whether the
information can be supplied. [ regard that information as private.

Hon P.C. Pendal: Is the member talking about his name and address?
Hon FRED McKENZIE: Yes. *They are looking at the mailing list which the Constitutional
Commiss ion has.

Hon P.C. Pendal: Who is?

Hon FRED McKENZIE: An individual who has applied under the Freedom of Information
Act. This should not be permitted. Mailing lists should not be available to anyone wider any
circumstance. Does Hon P.C. Pendal agree with me?

Hon P.G. Pendal: I may do; but it is your Freedom of Information Act.

Hon G.E. Masters: Watch him, he has a smug look on his face.
Hon P.C. Pendal: I think I might head for the bush.

Hon FRED McKENZIE: I support the Constitutional Commission in its refusal to give out
the information. The comm-ission has had the courtesy to write to me requesting that I let
them know. As the hearing is on 27 May, the best I could do was to telephone the office in
Canberra. I do not disagree with the next pan of the letter which contains quite a reasonable
offer to the individual. The remaining paragraph reads -

We have offered to cooperate, as far as practical, in relation to another request from
the same person who has made the Freedom of Information request. We have offered
to distribute material the person would provide which deals with the substance of
constitutional issues, or is otherwise relevant to the Commission's terms of reference,
to people on the mailing list. That would be done substantially at the expense of the
person who made the request.

[ do not disagree with the commission's endeavour to meet the request and post the literature.
I am staggered that, in view of the fact that the former Federal shadow Attorney General,
John Spender - in Perth some eight or nine months ago on a campaign relating to the
Australia Card - was adamant about this type of informauion being disclosed. He described
the Australia Card as being the next step in requiring a licence to live. Imagine my surprise
when I found out eventually that the person making the application is the current Federal
shadow Attorney General, Peter Reith. The Opposition has mounted a very intensive
campaign by Wilson Tuckey on the question of privacy and the Australia Card.
Hon P.C. Pendal: A very good campaign.

Hon FRED McKENZIE: Now we have an act of gross hypocrisy by the Federal shadow
Attorney General in endeavouring to obtain the names of people on the mailing list held by
the Constitutional Commission.
Hon P.G. Pendal: Is he not doing that under the Act of Parliament that your party
introduced?

Hon FRED McKEN22E: Never mind how he is doing it.

Hon P.G. Pendal: No, never mind about the facts.

Hon Kay Hallahan: Hypocrisy is another thing.

Hon FRED McKENZIE: It is an act of gross hypocrisy. I hope that members on the other
side who are usually so vociferous will take the matter up with their colleagues in Canberra.
I regard the matter as a very serious one and I repeat, for the third time, an act of gross
hypocrisy.

Question put and passed.

MHouse adjourned at 1O. 33 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT. DEPARTMENT OF
Grimwvade Township

66. Hon W.N. STRETCH, to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

Further to my question without notice directed to him on Wednesday, 18 May
1988 -

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Department of Conservation and Land
Management is presently firm. in its intention to close down Grimwade?

(2) Has the Minister taken steps to ensure that no more houses will be sold out of
Grimwade before the repont is completed and acted upon by the Government?

(3) If not, will he attempt to institute such steps immnediately?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Will he ensure that, if his department takes over the township of Grimwade,

the residents occupying houses and premises at that time will be given a
reasonable opportunity to stay in their homes, thus ensuring a continuity of
experienced local services and fire control personnel?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1) Yes.

(2)-(4)
The Minister for Conservation and Land Management confirms that no houses
from the settlement will be sold during the period of the feasibility study.

(5) I would prefer not to speculate on the outcome of the report except to say that
a]] responsible needs would be catered for.

BAKETRAVEL
Tree Planting - Roadside Rest Bays

73. Hon P.C. PENDAL. to the Minister for Community Services representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Is the Minister aware of views expressed by the principal of Bakke Travel Pty
Ltd to the Minister for Tourism that areas set aside as motorist rest bays and
information centres throughout WA are often devoid of trees?

(2) Would he be prepared to allow his department to take up this matter with all
local authorities to see what arrangement can take place to bring about this
additional "greening of Australia"?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1 )-(2)
No, I am not aware of views expressed by the principal of Bakke Travel Pty
Ltd. However, the Roadside Conservation Committee is encouraging the
development of travellers' rest bays in rich flora areas. The committee
maintains a strong liaison with the Country Shire Councils Association. The
chainnan of the comumittee is an employee of the Department of Conservation
and Land Management and the department funds half of the executive
officer's costs. On the spot advice as to planting methods and tree species
selection is provided, where requested, by CALM's regional tree advisers.

TREE PLANTINGS
Blue Gums - South West

78. Hon A.A. LEWIS, to the Minister for Community Services representing the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) How many hectares of land have been leased or otherwise negotiated for the
planting of blue gums in the south west?

(2) In what shires are they located?
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Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) 2 076 hectares.

(2) Al: ny
Bridgetown
Husselton
Manjimup
Murnay
Nannup
Waroona
West Arthur
Williams.

NATIONAL PARKS AN]) RESERVES
Road, Stream and Fire Reserves - Cutting Trials

81. Hon A.A. LEWIS, to the Minister for Community Services representing the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Have the trials for cutting road, stream and fire buffer reserves been
completed?

(2) If so,
(a) were they successful;
(b) what area was cut and in which blocks; and
(c) are more reserves to be cut, and if so, which ones?

(3) Was the need to cut these reserves caused by the creation of the Shannon
National Park?

(4) If not, what are the reasons for the cutting?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) Trials have been completed for road, stream and river zones. No trials were
conducted for fire buffer areas.

(2) (a) Yes;

(b) Dingup 62 hectares
Dombakup 10 hectares;
Crowea 12 hectares;
Brockman 82 hectares;
Boorara 80 hectares;
Lockhart 33 hectares;
Sutton 48 hectares;
Weld 15 hectares;
Mattaband 8 hectares;
Poole 18 hectares;

(c) No more trials are planned at this stage.

Trials were conducted to detennine whether timber could be removed from the
reserves without endangering hydrological, conservation and aesthetic values.

POLICE MANPOWER
Newman

93. Hon P.H. LOCKYER, to the Minister for Consumer Affairs representing the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Does the Government intend increasing the number of police officers in
Newman?

(2) If not, why not?
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) The Commnissioner of Police has advised me that he has approved an increase

to the strength of the Newman Police Station.

(2) Answered by (1).

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

BtJRSWOOD MANAGEMENT
Berinson, Hon i.M. - Smith, Mr A.

31. Hon G.E. MASTERS, to the Attorney General:

Has the Attorney General in his possession or been advised of the details of
subsequent advice which led to the decision of the former Commnissioner
for Corporate Affairs, Mr A. Smith, not proceeding with the prosecution of
Burswood Management Ltd?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I have an indication in Mr Smith's report of the nature of the advice which
he received, but I did not have that advice.

Questions of this nature are a little odd considering that we are at the point
of making a decision on the setting up of a Select Committee to consider all
such questions. Let us decide if we are going to have a Select Committee
first.

Hon N.F. Moore: It has not been set up yet. We are perfectly entitled to ask
questions.

Hon 3.M. BERINSON: I did not say that. I said why not, if we set up a Select
Committee, leave it to that Select Committee to consider all matters
relevant to this question in a comprehensive and sensible way rather than
by the ad hoc approach which is all that questions without notice allows.
That makes more sense than having a flow of unrelated questions in this
form.

StIRS WOOD MANAGEMENT
Berinson, Hon I.M. - Discussions

32. Hon G.E. MASTERS, to the Attorney General:

A Select Committee has not been set up yet. I take it from the Attorney
General's comments that he will support a Select Committee, as he seems
to be taking it for granted that there will be one. I ask -

Did the Attorney General meet with the former Premier, Mr Burke,
and the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, Mr A. Smith, a few
days prior to Mr Smith's public announcement of his decision not to
proceed with legal action against Burswood Management Ltd for
the purposes of discussing the matter.

Hon .J.M. HERflNSQN replied:

I recall having discussions with the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs on
this matter and I recall having discussions with the former Premier. I do
not recall having discussions with both of them. I certainly have no dates
available to me relating to the individual meetings.

EDWARDS, MR KEVIN
Official Title

33. Hon G.E. MASTERS, to the Attorney General:
(1) What is Mr Kevin Edwards official title?

(2) Does Mr Edwards attend Cabinet meetings?

(3) Would he have access to all confidential documents and departmental
records?
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Hon J.M. BERLFNSON replied:

(1) I do not know his formal title, but I believe it is a senior position.
Hon G.E. Masters: Is he executive director of the Department of the Premier and

Cabinet?
Hon J.M. BERIINSON: I said I do not know and [ had better not take it further

than that.
(2) Mr Edwards certainly does not attend all Cabinet meetings. He has

attended for brief periods during a very few meetings when the Premier
considered that to be desirable.

(3) I do not know.

COURT PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE
Defendants

34. Hon P.H. LOCKYER, to the Attorney General:

(1) Can the Attorney General informn the House what procedures are taken
within a court if a person chooses to defend himself? For instance, is he
supplied with the same equipment, such as tables and like paraphernalia,
that is available to lawyers, or is he required to conduct his case from the
Bar?

(2) Has the Attorney General ever received a complaint from a defendant who
chose to defend himself?.

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(1) 1 have not had occasion to inquire into the facilities made available to
defendants in that position. If the member would like to place that
question on notice, I would be happy to get him the information.

(2) I have had complaints from defendants who have found it necessary to
defend themselves, hut so far as I can recall the complaints have not
related to the facilities available to them.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION
Liability - Asbestosis Compensation

35. Hon P.G. PENDAL, to the Attorney General representing the Premier:

I have given advance notice of the question.

(1) Has the SGIC assessed its potential liability for asbestosis claims for which
claims have been lodged?

(2) If so, what is the amount of estimated liability?

(3) What is the SQIC's or SGIO's estimate of the number of cases for which it
is facing payouts?

(4) Is the State Government confident that the SGKC or SGIO has the ability to
meet such liabilities?

(5) From what fund would asbestosis compensation payments be made?

(6) Is that fund used for any other purposes, for example, investments?

(7) What is the level of that fund now?

(8) Does the Government believe that each asbestosis claim would have to be
decided by a court, or will the SOIC be able to assess claims on the basis
of legal precedents being set?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(04-8)
I thank the honourable member for advance notice of that question. I am
advised as foliows: The SGIC is in the process of a comprehensive
analysis of the most recent court decision, after which the situation will be
clearer.
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SENIORS' CARD
Government Assistance

36. Hon P.C. PENDAL, to the Minister for The Aged:

(1) Is the Minister aware of growing concern that the Seniors' Card, so well
supported by the private sector, is so miserably supported by the
Government sector?

(2) What action does she propose to add more Government services to the list
attracting discounts under the Seniors' Card?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The tone with which that question was asked indicates the attitude of the
Opposition to a card which has been extremely well received by seniors in
the Western Australian community.

Hon P.C. Pendal: Itris just that they are cheesed off that they do not get anything
out of the Government.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: lion Phil Pendal may say that they are cheesed off.
The fact is that many of them are very pleased indeed to have some form
of recognition for their contribution to Western Australia. In fact, the card
was issued in response to a request from the seniors themselves who said
that they needed some form of identification so that they could take
advantage of the number of concessions that were offered by the private
sector, whereupon that request to Government was acceded to. Under the
family package in the last Budget, the money was made available to
process that card.

It is true to say that about 100 firms are listed on that card. Hon Phillip
Pendal has a question on notice which indicates that he has fairly accurate
information about the concessions and discounts that are offered. Some of
them are by Government agencies.

Hon P.G. Pendal: When are you going to stop being miserable? That's the gist of
the question.

Hon KAY 1-ALLAHAN: Only a member of the Opposition who does not
acknowledge the work that has been done by the Government in all areas
of the human services portfolio would make such a stupid statement.

Hon P.C. Pendal: The Government hijacked the idea.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: The Government created the scheme. It hijacked
nothing. It created something.

Hon P.G. Pendal: It was somebody else's idea. Don't be ridiculous!

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: It was the idea of the seniors themselves.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Correct; outside the Government.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: Yes. They came to the Government and said that they
did not have a pensioner health benefit card.

Hon P.G. Pendal: That's not in dispute.

Hon KAY HAL.LA HAN: There is nothing about a hijack. The member is really
most incredibly stupid.
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