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

CONDOLENCE MOTION - OLUFIELD, MR EDWARD PEATE
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.04 pm]: I move -

That the House records its sincere regret at the death of Edward Peate Oldfield and
tenders its deep sympathy to his family.

For those members who are unaware, Mr Oldlield died in December 1990 at the age of
'72 years. He was educated at Victoria Park State school and Perth Boys School, and he
worked as a truck driver in his early twenties before enlisting in the AEP in 1940 and serving
his country during the second World War. He later owned a battery-making plant, and then
entered Parliament in 1951 as the member for Maylands where he served his constituency
long and well. Mr Oldfleld had a particular interest in native welfare and in 1956 was a
member of the Select Committee inquiring into native welfare conditions in the Laventon-
Warburton Range area.
I am sure that other members of the House will join with me in offering their condolences
and sympathy to Mr Oldfield's family and in very much regretting his passing.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.05 pm]: On behalf of the
Opposition I join with the Premier in supporting the condolence motion. Mr Oldfield was
not known to me personally, but given the record that the Premier has just read, including his
war service, there is no doubt that he made his contribution to Western Australia and we are
happy to support the motion.
MR COWAN (Merdin - Leader of the National Party) (2.06 pm]: Members of the
National Party join with the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition in this condolence
motion and we convey our sympathy to the family.
Question passed, members standing.

PETITION - EAST VICTORIA PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL
Staffing Reduction-Opposition

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Fuel and Energy) [2.07 pm]: I have a petition
which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned understand that the staffing of our school will be reduced by one
staff day per week in 1991.
As parents of children in the East Victoria Park Primary School, we do not accept this
staffing cut.
The education of our children has the highest priority, and should not be subject to
indiscriminate government cost cutting.
We ask that there be no reduction in the staffing for our school.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 129 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 6.1
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PETITION - ESPERANCE POLICE STATION
24 Hours Manning Request

MR AINSWORTH (Roe) [2.08 pm]: I have a petition in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Lecgislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, request the Government to take immediate steps to ensure that
the Esperance Police Station is open and manned 24 hours per day. At present no-
one is available after I am in the morning.
Should same trouble occur after this hour, your call is put through to Kalgoorlie who
then decide if it is important enough to contact the Officer in Charge in Esperance.
As a result the crimewave has increased and break-ins being experienced at present
has set a precedent.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 413 signatures and I certify chat it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of die House.
[See petition No 7.]

PETITION - CALTEX OIL TANK EXTENSIONS
Westrail North Fremantle Land Lease-Opposition

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [2.09 pm]: I present the following petition:
To: The H-onourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned citizens of Western Australia respectfully request chat the State
Government refuse to allow Westril lease land in North Fremantle to be used for the
purposes of Caltex oil tank extensions. Grounds for residents opposition include:
(1) Massive visual pollution at the entrance at Fremantle.
(2) Terrifying hazard to residents and businesses in North Fremantle due to the

storage of 86 million lintes of flammable product close to Stirling Highway.
(3) Lost opportunity for Westrail surplus Leighton beachfront land to be used to

residential purposes.
Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that you will give this mailer earnest
consideration and your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 1 276 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 8.]

PETITION - KAGOSHIMA PARK
Road Construction Opposition

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park -Minister for Fuel and Energy) [2. 10 pm]
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of die Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, strongly oppose die construction of the new road through the
area known as Kagoshima Park and call upon the Parliament to;
(a) close the road and reinstate the Park,
(b) enact legislation which alters the composition of the Burswood Park Board so

that the re-constituted Board is strongly representative of the community;
and,
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(c) disallow further developments in and around the Burswood Resort complex
until approval has been sought from and given by the community.

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

The petition bears 1511 signatures and I certify thai it conform s to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 9.]

PETITION - IRON ORE (MIRtILLANA CREEK) AGREEMENT BILL
Domiciled Work Force, Pilbara Region - Omission

MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) (2.12 pm]: I have a petition couched in the following
terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled:
The Petition of die undersigned citizens in the stare of Western Australia respectfully
showeth that the Iron Ore (Marillana Creek) Agreement Bill to be ratified by
Parliament does not ensure that the workforce is domiciled in the Pilbara region and
that by this omission, the continued prosperity of the Pilbara region is endangered.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 815 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 10.]

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE
Days and Hours

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -
That unless otherwise ordered, the House shall meet on Tuesdays at 2.00 pmn and on
Wednesdays and Thursdays at 10.00 am.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS - TUESDAYS AND THURSDAYS
Precedence of Motions, Orders ofldie Day

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -
Thai on Tuesdays and Thursdays, Government business shall take precedence of all
motions and Orders of the Day.

LAPSED BILLS
Restoration to Notice Paper

MR PEARCE (Armnadale - Leader of the House) [2.23 pm]: I move -

That under the provisions of Standing Order No 416 the undermentioned Bills be
restored to the Notice Paper at the stages which they reached in the previous session
of Parliament, namely -

Builders' Registration Amendment Bill (No 2) 1990;
Conservation and Land Management Amendment Bill 1990;
East Perth Redevelopment Bill 1990;
Human Reproductive Technology Bill 1990;
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Members of Parliament (Financial Interests) Bill 1989;
State Supply Commission Bill 1990;
Water Bill 1990.

(Interruption from the gallery.]
The SPEAKER: I advise people in the Public Gallery that the rules relating to being there
require that the Parliament not be interrupted in any way. I do not want to know who
released that object into the Chamber, but I advise that if it happens again I may consider
clearing the Public Gallery.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [2,25 pm]: I intend to respond to the request by the Leader of the
House to reinstate to the Notice Paper a number of Bills introduced to the Parliament in the
last session, in particular the Conservation and Land Management Amendment Bill. The
Government has made a shambles of that Bill, which was first introduced on 2 November
1989. At that time it decided not to proceed with the Bill. The Minister responsible for it at
that time was the now Deputy Premier. Last year a new piece of legislation was introduced
to the Parliament by the Minister for the Environment. Immediately after the Bill's
introduction the Government proceeded to amend it substantially. Not only did the
Government amend the Bill, but also it admitted that a mistake had been made in the Bill
when concerns expressed by public interest groups were ignored by the Government and
were taken to the media. That other interesting change to the legislation dealt with the
removal of the definition of forest products not being cut out on a sustained yield basis.
Today the Government is proposing to reinstate the Hill. When the House rose last year
there were three pages of amendments to the Government's legislation on the Notice Paper.
We expect the Government to manage the business of the House properly. We all know the
Government's incompetence in managing the State but it has now shown its level of
competence in managing the House. It has introduced a Bill which will have to be
substantially rewritten because of the Government's amendments on the Notice Paper. One
would have expected the Government to rewrite this Bill before its reinstatement. I realise
that the Government has a legislative program with which it wishes to proceed; however, the
Government has had a three month holiday in which to lift its game and to ensure that the
Parliament deals with up to date legislation. A new clause has been included in this Bill by a
Government member. It is not good enough for the Government to proceed with the
business of the House ini such an ad hoc way.
Mr Pearce: The member is not very well informed. All of the Government's amendments
were reprinted in the Bill last year and all of the Opposition's amendments have been
included, less one. There are no amendments on the Notice Paper, the member is talking rot!
This Bill would have been passed last year if the Opposition had not introduced another
50 amendments on the day that the Bill was introduced.
Mr BLAIKIE: I can understand the Leader of the House being testy and that the
Government has been through a difficult period. However, let me assure the Government
that it will not have an easier time this year. The business of the House should proceed in a
better way- I reject what the Leader of the House has said.
Mr Pearce. How can you reject it? It is all true.
Mr BLAIKIE: I have often heard! members of the Government say things are true and they
are subsequently proven to be wrong. The Government should conduct its business more
efficiently. This is the Government's third attempt to deal with this Bill and it ought to
handle the business of the House more efficiently.
Question put and passed.

LAPSED BILLS
Restoration to Notice Paper

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [2.28 pm]: I move -
That a message be sent to the Legislative Council requesting that consideration of the
following Bills be resumed -

Retail Trading Hours Amendment Bill 1990;
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Agricultural Products Amendment Bill 1990;
Education Service Providers (Full Fee Overseas Students) Registration Bill
1990.

MR COWAN (Mentedin - Leader of the National Party) [2.29 pm]: Why is the House
approaching this task in this way? One would have thought that the Legislative Council
would be master of its destiny and that it would have the capacity to restore these Bills to the
Notice Paper at whatever stage they were prior to prorogation of the Parliament.
Mr Pearce: I cannot formally respond because this is a procedural motion, however I will
explain informally why we are doing this. The Bils which originated in the Assembly are
still the product of the Assembly even though they are being dealt with by the Council. It is
up to the Assembly to send the Council a message requesting the reinstatement of Bills
which originate in the Assembly after prorogation of the Parliament. The Council does the
same for Bils that originate in the Council and which lapse when the Parliament is
prorogued.
Mir COWAN: I am aware they have lapsed, but cannot the Council reinstate them?
Mr Pearce: All of these Bills originated in the Legislative Assembly but were incomplete in
the Legislative Council when the Parliament was prorogued. Because they are Assembly
Bills, it is up to us to decide whether we want them carried through to completion and, if we
do, to ask the Legislative Council to continue at the point the Bills had reached when the
Parliament was terninated. The Legislative Council is the master of its own destiny. It can
accept or reject the motion.
Question put and passed.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION
Appointmntm

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -
That for the present session -

(1) The House Committee shall consist of Mr Speaker, Mr Blaikie, Mr Catania,
Mr Cunningham and Mr House.

(2) The Standing Orders and Procedur& Committee shall consist of Mr Speaker,
Chairman of Committees, Mr House, Mr Thomas and Mr Watt.

(3) The Printing Committee shall consist of Mr Speaker, Mr Blailcie and
Mr Kobelke.

(4) The Library Committee shall consist of Mr Speaker, Mr Bradshaw and
Mr P.1. Smith.

SELECT COMMITITEE ON LAND CONSERVATION
Appointmt

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved-
(1) That the Select Committee on Land Conservation originally appointed during

the first session of the thirty-third Parliament be reappointed.
(2) That Dr Gallop, Mr Graham, Mr House, Mr McNee and Mr Read be

appointed members of the cor~mittee.
(3) That the committee report to the House by 1 3 June 199 1.

SELECT COMMIITEE ON THE RIGHT TO FARM
Appoinonent

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -

(1) That the Select Committee on the Right to Farm originally appointed during
the first session of the thirty-third Parliament be reappointed,
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(2) That Mr Catania, MW Cunningham, Mr House, Mr Omodei and Mr P.J. Smith
be appointed members of the committee.

(3) That the committee report to the House by 13 June 1991.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND THE PROCESSING OF RESOURCES
Appointment

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved-
(1) That the Select Committee on Energy and the Processing of Resources

originally appointed during the first session of the thirty-third Parliament be
reappointed.

(2) That Mr Cowan, Mr Graham, Mr Leahy, Mr Ripper and Mr Thompson be
appointed members of the committee.

(3) That the committee report to the House by 13 June 1991.

JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE CONSTITUTION
Appointment

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -

(1) That the Joint Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly and Legislative
Council on the Constitution originally appointed during the second session of
the thirty-third Parliament be reappointed.

(2) That the committee report by 13 June 1991 and otherwise the ternms of the
committee's appointment remain the same.

Assembly's Resolution - Motion to Concur
On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -

That a message be sent to the Legislative Council acquainting it of the resolution and
requesting it to agree to the reappointmnent of the Joint Select Committee and to
reappoint members accordingly.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON COUNTRY HOSPITALS AND NURSING POSTS
Appointment

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [2.35 pm]: I move-
(1) That the Select Committee on Country Hospitals and Nursing Posts appointed

during the second session of the thirty-third Parliament be reappointed.
(2) That Dr Edwards, Mr Grill, Dr Turnbull, Mr P.1. Smith and Mr Watt be

appointed members of the committee.
(3) That the committee report to the House by 24 October 1991.

The member for Comle has given notice that she wishes to add a term of reference to the
terns of reference for that committee, to which the Government agrees.

Amendmenr to Motion
DR T[JRNBULL (Collie) [2.36 pm]: I move -

To add to the motion the following -

(4) That the committee have the following additional term of reference -

(10) Assess the strategic position of small country hospitals and
nursing posts within the regional health services and the State
health service, particularly in relation to the provision of
emergency care and primary care services.

I thank the Government and members of the Select Committee for advising their acceptance
of this amendment. It is extremely important for us to remember that the Select Committee



on Country Hospitals and Nursing Posts set up last year resulted from the constraint on
funding to the services from the Western Australian State Health Department. The terms of
reference presented to the Select Committee am very good and will include a study of all the
services that can be provided to small country hospitals and nursing posts within a
community, the size of which has been limited to 3 000 people. I have worked in country
hospitals for 25 years and understand, as most members would, that country hospitals service
not only country towns but also a part of the regional health and State health services. We
want to ensure that this Select Committee studies the emergency care and primary care that
these small country hospitals give-
The most important thing for country people at this time of crisis is health care. The next
most important thing to them is emergency services. Emergency services have to be
provided not only to town communities but also to the areas surrounding the towns.
The most important items on the agenda of the rural health conference in Toowoomnba which
I attended a few weeks ago were transport and the relationship between small country
hospitals, remote hospitals and the base hospitals.
Again I thank the Government and the committee for indicating their desire to accept this
amendment. I hope that we will be able to get to work very quickly and listen to the expert
and local opinions on how we can improve health services in country towns and remote areas
in Western Australia particularly in relation to the primary health care and emergency
services which country people consider are so vital.
Amendment put and passed.

Motion, as Amended
Motion, as amended, put and passed.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITrURE REVIEW COMMITEE
Membership

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -

That Dr Edwards be appointed a member of the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee to fill the vacancy caused by the appointment of Mr Ripper to the
Ministry.

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION
Membership

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved-
That Mr Ripper be discharged from the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated
Legislation, and that Mr P.J. Smith be appointed in his place, and that the Council be
acquainted accordingly.

BILLS (2) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Legal Contribution Trust Amendment Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr DL. Smith (Moinister for Justice), and read a first
time.

2. State Energy Commission Amendment Bill
Bill introdutced, on motion by Dr Gallop (Minister for Fuel and Energy), and read a
first time.

LAPSED BILLS
Restoration to Notice Paper

On motion by Mr Cowan (Leader of the National Party), resolved -

That under the provisions of Standing Order No 416 the undermentioned Bills be
restored to the Notice Paper at the stages which they reached in the previous session
of Parliament, namely -
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Land Drainage Repeal Bill 1990;
Road Traffic Amendment Bill (No 4) 1990;
Declarations and Attestations Amendment Bill 1990.

TABLE OF THE HOUSE
THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett): Before we proceed to Orders of the Day I draw the
attention of members to the new Table of the House. T'he Table was designed by officers of
the House, in consultation with Hansard, and it was approved by the Joint House Committee.
The Building Management Authority successfully tendered for and undertook the project,
assigning its best cabinet making, metal and electronic tradesmen in order that the new Table
could be completed in time for the opening of Parliament. The result, I am sure all members
will agree, complements the traditional decor of the Chamber and reflects well on the BMA.
Members: Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER: Members may be interested to know that the original Table is currently
being restored to its original condition, as depicted in an 1890 photograph of the Legislative
Assembly Chamber, and, with an appropriate brass plaque attached to highlight its
importance, it will be displayed in Parliament House in a place to be advised at a later stage.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - MOTION OF NO CONFIDENCE
On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved with an absolute majority -

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable
consideration forthwith of Notice of Motion No 16.

MOTION OF NO CONFIDENCE
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.43 pm]: I move -

That the Premier should resign since she no longer has the confidence of the House or
the people of Western Australia because of -
(I) her contemptuous action in closing down the Parliament on 2 January 1991

thereby killing off two parliamentary Select Committees whose task it was to
scrutinise the actions of her Government and its immediate predecessors;

(2) her devious role in removing from Cabinet three Ministers whose loyalty to
her was rewarded by off the record briefings and leakages to the media
designed to unfairly discredit those Ministers;

(3) the Government instability she created which culminated in the resignation
from Parliament of the former member for Geraldton, the Hon Jeff Canr, with
its financial burden on the citizens of Western Australia, together with the
resignation from the Parliamentary Labor Party of the members for Ashburton
and Perth;

(4) her role in seeking to force the resignation of her Attorney General, Hon Joe
Berinson;

(5) her leadership deficiencies as illustrated by the public controversy that
resulted from the semi-secret holiday visit to the Eastern States and the
consequent snubbing of the people of Geraldton and Northern Rivers by the
last-minute breaking of appointments in these electorates;

(6) her actions which have caused leading trade union officials to publicly state
that the Government has lost all political direction and is in a chronic state of
disintegration;

(7) her reliance on a small clique of "non-elected backroomn advisers" for advice.
rather than on Cabinet and on traditional public servants; and

(8) her abandonment of the principles and policies of the traditional Australian
Labor Party for the politics of pragmatism and opportunism.
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There is no doubt that Western Australia has a Government which is in crisis. Firstly, it is in
crisis because same of its Ministers were sacked in a most devious way and that action has
led to their and other members of the Parliamentary Labor Party resigning from the
Australian Labor Party and, in one instance, from the Parliament. The resignations, from
people who have had a lifelong commitment to the ALP, are for only one reason - that is,
their lack of faith in the Premier, the leader of the Parliamentary Labor Party. Secondly,
Government members, as well as Ministers, have resigned or have threatened to resign from
their party because they have no confidence in the Premier's leadership - they are members
of Parliament who have made the ultimate decision to resign from the ALP or the Parliament
and in each case those members have had a long, sincere and, in many respects, a passionate
commitment to that party. Thirdly, the Government is in crisis because it does not know how
to handle cutbacks in education, health - one has only to read today's newspaper to know
that that is true - and the Police Force. I heard from one police officer recently that he had
been advised not to clean the police station at night because he would waste electricity. He
was asked to clean the police station instead of being allowed to get on with the job of
policing in the community. That shows the level of pettiness the Government has reached.
The only answer the Government has to the rural crisis is to blame the Federal Government
and to appoint additional committees. The Premier has not been willing to take up the issue
of the rural crisis and she has not been to Canberra, the Middle East or the United States of
America to fight the issue. However, she has been to Victoria and I will refer later to what
she did there. She has not made any attempt to support the people with whom she so
passionately claims to have an infinity because she came from the country.
The union movement which saw the birth of the Labor Party is openly critical of the Premier
and the way in which the Government is presiding over the most serious economic downturn
this State has faced in the last 20 years. if not the last 30 years.
The Premier has not provided any leadership in this time of crisis and she can at best be
described as a lame duck leader or Mccinty's puppet. We have heard a great deal about
puppets recently, but I remind the House what members on this side of the House said last
year to the member for Swan Hills. He used to sit opposite me and to my right and he was
told to watch out because the member for Fremantle, as Mr Mccinty was then, had his eyes
on his seat. What happened? The master puppeteer pulled the strings, the Premier
responded, the positions in the Ministry changed and the Government began its process of
moving to be the Opposition. I could not understand the Premier's logic at the time when
she said that there had been changes to the Ministry and that the Opposition should not
criticise those changes because it did not show any signs of stability. I remind her that I have
seen Mr Burke and Mr Dowding go and I am about to see her go. I do not think that is
unstable; that is stability. Instead of leadership from the Government we have chaos; instead
of the commitment to openness and integrity, which the Premier said she wanted, the
Minister for Microeconomic Reform with her approval is hiding the facts about the State
Government Insurance Commission. Worst of all are the allegations that have been made as
we reach the sixth day of the Royal Commission hearings. The Premier stoutly resisted the
establishment of this Royal Commission, but in the face of strong Opposition pressure she
eventually had to agree to it. From the evidence which has emerged during the first five days
it is easy to understand why the Premier was so desperate to cover up the facts. What
emerged in the first week of the hearings? The revelation of the existence of the leader's
account. It is little wonder that the Premier wanted to hide the facts which have been given
in evidence before the Royal Commission. I will now refer to some of the points in my
motion and my colleagues will expand on others which I do not cover.
Mr Gordon Hill interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister should not speak too loudly, unless he is very good friends
with the Minister for Services. He had better have a good run in with him or he will not be a
Minister for very long.
The first point in the motion refers to the Premier's contemptuous action in closing down the
Parliament on 2 January 1991. Why did she do that? What led her to collapse the
Parliament at the time of the Middle East crisis, which is arguably a time when this
Parliament should have discussed the issue and its impact on the nation, State and region? It
was done at the time of a rural crisis which should have been discussed in this House. The
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Premier prorogued Parliament because she was desperate to cover up the facts that have been
exposed and will be exposed by the reports of the two Select Committees of the Legislative
Council. I refer to those committees as the Foss committee and the Pike committee. The
terms of reference of the Foss committee serve to remind us of what the Premier was so
desperate to prevent. They included the following -

That there be established a Select Committee of the House to inquire into -
1. whether the file which during the course of the trial of Robert Smith has been

referred to variously as the "blue file" or the "GOVT file", the diary of Robert
Smith or any other paper or evidence indicate or refer to private inquiry work
done for the Government;

2. whether1 and if so what, private inquiry work was -
(a) requested to be done;
(b) actually done,
and, if such inquiry work was requested to be done -

The terms of reference continue to the central core of what should be important in any
democracy; that is, the disclosure of facts. The published evidence to date indicates that the
Premier and Government of this State were involved in a dirty tricks campaign, the like of
which has never been seen in the history of Australia. I do not know of any political party in
this country that has been involved in secret telephone tapping and surveillance of members
of Parliament by private investigators. This Premier is trying to cover up the facts. That is
not surprising when one considers a report on 20 December that Brian Burke's former driver
had said the day before that his boss had instructed him to tell gaoled telephone tapper,
Robert Smith, to get something on Liberal members of Parliament Ross Lightfoot and Ian
Laurance. That information was given in evidence to a Select Committee and the Premier
was desperate to close down that committee. She did so at the first available opportunity
after the close of the parliamentary session. Why did she do so? From where was Mr Smith
paid?
It will probably emerge in time that he was paid from the leader's account, either No 1, No 2,
No 3 or No 4. He could have been paid from the cheque which was cashed, although nobody
seems to know where the money went. As Robert Taylor wrote the other day in his "Inside
Cover" column there is likely to be a contagious outbreak of selective amnesia in certain
sectors this year. He is correct. Why did the Premier want to hide the facts and stop the
work of the committee which could quite adequately have continued during the break? If the
committee had been allowed to continue its work it would have been in a position to report to
the Royal Commission upon the resumption of Parliament. The Premier wanted to resist the
publication of that information. Why did the Premier want to cover up the facts?
I asked the Premier last week in the first question of the session -

(1) When did the Premier become aware of the existence of the leader's account
from which convicted private investigator Robert Smith was paid?

The Premier replied -
I became aware of the existence of the leader's account, or the possibility -

I detect some selective amnesia there. She knew it was there somewhere or other. It
continues -

- that there might have been one, when I became Premier.
When was the Premier appointed to that position?
Dr Lawrence: You know the answer to that, unless you are suffering from selective amnesia!
Mr MacKINNON: She became Premier some time ago, and she became aware of the
existence of the leader's account at that time. I was advised today that Mr Ross Harrison is
the Acting Director, Cabinet and Parliamentary Services, Department of the Cabinet. He is a
senior public servant responsible to the Premier and he previously administered that account.
AU the facts fall into place. The Premier had to be pulled screaming into this Parliament to
announce the appointment of the Royal Commission because she knew full well of the
existence of the leader's account and, having access to both that account and the people who

85



administered it, the Premier knew full well the sort of accounts that had been paid from it.
She was not willing to take the risks associated with exposing her Government to the facts
that could emerge in evidence given to the Select Committees of the Legislative Council.
T7hat is why the Premier and the Government decided to prorogue the Parliament and thus
stop the activities of those Select Committees. That is quite clear and for that reason
probably more than any ocher, the Premier should resign.
Another question should be answered in the light of weekend media reports and the Channel
9 program last night referring to allegations involving the Australian Nationalist Movement
and the funding of its campaign.
Dr Lawrence: You have reached the pits.
Mr MacKINNON: I have not yet said anything. Perhaps I should put a bit of berley on this
bait and I may get a bigger bite!
It was alleged in a Channel 9 television program last night, and in an article in the Sunday
Times at the weekend, that the Australian Nationalist Movement had been provided with
funding to support a racist poster campaign at the time of the Premier's election to
Government.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: I have not made any allegations; I have merely referred to media reports
on Sunday and last night.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It may well be that members in this place do not like what is being
said from time to time. Nonetheless, it is my task to ensure that under parliamentary rules
whatever a member wishes to say is said without numerous interjections precluding him
from doing so. Having said that,.!1 point out that it is also my job to ensure that whatever is
said falls within the guidelines of what is proper in this Parliament. I am listening carefully
to what the Leader of the Opposition is saying, because I too listened to the program he has
mentioned.
Mr MacKINNON: My point is that those Press reports concerned me. Did they concern the
Premier?
Dr Lawrence: Absolutely, because of the nature of the scurrilous implication the Leader of
the Opposition is trying to make, and the nature of those individuals. The Leader of the
Opposition forgets that the Labor Party pursued those people to gaol precisely because of
their racism and their hatred for so many people in our community. What the Leader of the
Opposition is trying to suggest is that I or this party somehow condone or encourage such
people. The reverse is true and all of us have at times been the subject of that group's
allegations. For the Leader of the Opposition to say otherwise is absolutely disgusting.
Mr MacKIiNNON: I have no argument with the Premier's response as I have the same
feeling. Subsequent to those reports, what action has the Premier taken to pursue that
allegation?
Dr Lawrence: That is a matter that can be properly referred.
Mr MacKINNON: That is just the point: "That is a matter that can be properly referred," but
by whom?
Dr Lawrence: Who are the people making that allegation?
Mr MacKINNON: If I were the Premier of Western Australia and heard allegations about
the Australian Nationalist Movement funding any political party or heard it said that it had
been involved in a campaign that involved a member of my party, or hers, I would want to
know quickly who it was. I would make the most serious inquiries. I would have already
called upon the Royal Commission to expand its terms of reference to include that allegation
aspart of its inquiry, It is that serious!
Who was funding the Australian Nationalist Movement is an important question. I am sick
of the cover-ups by people opposite, If this matter involved any individuals in the
community allied with the Liberal Party I would want them exposed because I want nothing
to do with such people. I thought the Premier would feel exactly the same - that she would
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want to find out who funded a member of her party. However, she does not want to know. I
would have thought she would wish to ensure those people were brought to account and that
anybody supporting the Van Tongerens of die world would not get any support but would be
exposed once and for all; but no, the Government will not do that, will it? The $64 question
is, why?
I thought the Premier was committed to openness, honesty and integrity. What do we have?
We have a Premier committed to cover-up and deceit, nothing more or less! What
information, if any, relating to the leader's account will the Premier supply to the Royal
Commission? I see that today Chris Evans from the Australian Labor Party said he had no
information. The account was in the Premier's office, so does the Premier intend to provide
that information to the Royal Commission?
Dr Lawrence: Every piece of paper requested by the Royal Commissioners has been, or will
be, provided.
Mr MacKINNON: Will the Premier provide information on the leadei 's accounts 1, 2, 3,
or 4?
Dr Lawrence: I do not have that information. f1 had it I would provide it.
Mr MacKJNNON: Who has that information?
Dr Lawrence: I am sure the Commission will determine that in due course.
Mr MacKINNON: The Premier will not disclose to the Parliament who has that information.
She would not disclose the other day whether more than one leader's account existed. Is
there, Premier? Our information is that there are four such accounts.
Dr Lawrence: The Leader of the Opposition is making assumptions and I cannot answer a
question based on a totally wrong assumption.
Mr MacKINNON: Openness and honesty! I think the Premier has been struck out on those
accounts.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINON: Given the leader's account, and this Government's commitment to
integrity, did the Premier, or anybody else in Government, disclose the existence of that
account to Mr McCusker? Did he know about that account when he was making his
inquiries? The answer is no! If he had, Mr McCusker would have disclosed that
information. I do not know what is in the second report but I do not expect anything about
that will appear in that report. Did Mr McCusker receive any information about the so-
called leader's account? No, he did not! That matter- was central and germane to
Mr McCusker's activities, as time will show. In relation to the first part of my motion, there
is absolutely no question that the Premier did not want to appoint a Royal Commission and
was forced to do so because she had no other option. In relation to the second part of my
motion, we can see from the disclosures to date why the Premier did not want the Foss
committee, in particular, to continue its activities. I am sure the same applies to the Pike
committee, as time will tell when those committees report.
The Premier has not made open and honest disclosure of the Government's activities, or her
activities, in relation to the leader's account; no disclosure to Mr McCusker, to the
Parliament, or to anybody else when questions were asked about how many such accounts
existed. No commitment has been made following the quite remarkable and alarming
allegations that the Australian Nationalist Movement was funded by somebody, we do not
know who - I have heard names mentioned that I will not repeat here because I have no
proof that they were actually provided with funds from somewhere to run a campaign that
probably influenced the outcome of that election - to run a campaign. I would not want to
become a member of Parliament with the support in any way of the Australian Nationalist
Movement. IfI had, I would want to know who was behind that so that I could root them out
and get rid of them.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: The second point in my motion refers to the devious way in which the
Premier removed members of her own party from Cabinet, One of those persons is no longer
a member of Parliament, another is now a backbench member and I assume the other will

87



stay on as a member of the Labor Party. It is amazing how our opposite numbers in this
House, the Government, treat members of longstanding with such respect and dignity!
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: I remember when we heard loud and strong protestations and saw people
signing a letter of support for Mr Dowding, a man who led the Labor Party back into
Government.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: What happened then?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I can understand that in a debate of this nature of necessity a number of the
things said will possibly be of a hurtful, personal nature. Nonetheless, they will be said by
members on both sides. I caution members that if they set the scene for this debate by
interjecting continuously on the Leader of the Opposition, when other members stand to
make their speeches they must expect no different treatment from that being meted out to
him. I think we would make much more progress if interjections were a lot less frequent
Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The point I was about to make related to the
way in which the Government dealt with its colleagues when it disposed of them. Do
members remember the glowing tributes that were paid and the speeches of commendation
that were made about Peter Dowding and Mr Parker? I was his political opponent, and I did
not have much time for Peter Dowding, but we must at least pay tribute to people who play a
role and work in this place in that way. I do not believe history will judge kindly
Mr Dowding, Mr Parker or Mr Burke, but one member of this Parliament whom history will
judge kindly is Jeff Canr, and it is up to the Leader of the Opposition to pay tribute to him.
Opposition members: Hear, hear!
Mr MacKINNON: Jeff Canr was a member of Parliament for 17 years, eight of those as a
Moinister - he was a Mlinister for more years than the current Premier has been a member of
Parliament - yet no member opposite has paid tribute to him today in this Parliament by
means of a special motion, nor has any member said publicly - as the Premier should have -
that Jeff Canr did a good job for the party. Jeff Curr fought some closely contested elections
for the Government. We tried to beat him, and at the last couple of elections he swam
against the tide. I do not support everything which Jeff Carr did, and I do not say he was
always a good Minister -

Mr Pearce: Why did you call him a failed Labor member who had to be propped up by the
Geraldton Mid-West Development Authority? Why did you call such a good member of
Parliament those sorts of names?
Mr MacKINNON: Members opposite must acknowledge that he did an outstanding job for
his party; he was loyal to his party and to his leader; and what did he get in return for his
loyalty?
Mr Nicholls: Stabbed in the back!
D& MacKINNON: Stabbed in the back yet again. When we look at the way the Premier
handled the leadership changes we must wonder about her credibility and credentials to lead
the State. The Australian of 26 January stated -

The push appears to be coming from several different directions and looks to have at
least the tacit support of the Premier, Dr Lawrence ...

Two days later The Australian of 28 January stated -
Sources said yesterday the Premier, Dr Lawrence, was the moving force behind the
reshuffle ...

They were moving up, getting their act together, trying to give an impression that the
Premier was in control, when she was really trying to soften up three of her colleagues for
the high jump. If that is the way the Premier handles the leadership, her colleagues and her
friends, we surely cannot have falth in her ability to handle the difficult task of being Premier
of Western Australia.
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I refer now to the Government's instability. I cannot remember another time when the
Government has been faced with such a crisis. One must go back a fair way to remember a
time when such a large number of members have resigned from their parry and have openly
criticised the Premier. The member for Swan Hills said on 1 February that the Premier
lacked the experience to handle her position and had surrounded herself with a palace guard.
It is clear ftht even if the Premier did not initiate die changes in Government, she listened to
very bad advice. Part and parcel of the problem is that many of the people who are
controlling this State's destiny are not elected members of Parliament. Some are, such as the
master puppeteer, the Minister for Construction -
Mr Kierath: He may have done his apprenticeship at the Spare Parts Puppet Theatre!
Mr MacKINNON: The member for Swan Hills, the member for Ashburton and the former
member for Geraldton must be wondering why they were asked to resign when the only
person in the Ministry who has indicated he will nor be here after the next election,
Mr Berinson, was allowed not to resign.
Mr Nicholls: He could not get the numbers!
Mr MacKlINNON: I guess that was probably the reason, but is it not amazing logic that three
Ministers have been sacrificed on the altar of Dr Lawrence's leadership, because her
popularity has been declining and the Government has been found wanting, yet the only
person who was going to resign at the next election has been allowed to stay? One must ask
why was that so. My opinion is that were Mr Berinson to go the Government would be like a
ship without a rudder in the Legislative Council, just as it is right now in the Legislative
Assembly. That is more the pity for Kay Hallahan, who clearly has her eyes on that job.
The Premier gave a commitment that she would be open and honest, and would keep her
word, but I refer now to clause (5) of the motion and to the trip which the Premier made to
the Eastern States. The Premier had said that she would go to Geraldton and to Northern
Rivers to open some buildings and to honour some commitments which had previously been
given. The comments made about her visit varied considerably. The West Australian of
23 February stated -

Dir Lawrence's staff could not confirm that she was in Canberra. One staff member
said not even her office knew exactly where she had gone. ADl staff knew was that
she was having a "little break" in the eastern states while things in WA were quiet.

The Geraidron Guardian of 22 February stared that -
But yesterday she unexpectedly flew to the eastern Stares on "urgent and confidential
business" .. .
She realised they would be upset, but reiterated the matter in the eastern States
required the Premier's immediate attendance.

Several members intrjected.
Mr Taylor: That is her business, not your business.
Mr MacKINNON: The Deputy Premier makes the point that it is none of our business. I do
not believe that when one becomes Premier that is a valid excuse, particularly when the
Premier was breaking a commitment she had made to the people of Geraldton. She was
either on holiday, seeing the Prime Minister to get her marching orders, or perhaps seeing the
left wing of the labor Party in the Eastern States, Senator Graham Richardson-
Several Government members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: Right wing, left wing, it does nor matter much. I ask the Premier again
what was the urgent business?
Mr Taylor It is none of your business. She does not have to account to you for where she is
hour by hour, nor should she.
Mr MacICINNON: Not even the Deputy Premier knew where she was so he should not be
too vocal.
Mrs Beggs: Did you have a little break while you were in India?
Mr MacKINNON: When I went to India I told everyone where I was. I was there for nine
days, and I had one day off on the Sunday because Indians do not work on Sundays.
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Mrs Beggs: Who were you with and whom did you see?
Wr MacKINNON: I was there with Hon Phillip Pendal. I went to Mysore and saw some

monkeys. T7hey reminded me of the Minister because they were running up and down on the
spot and going nowhere!
The Parliament and the people of Geraldton are owed a better explanation than that. I have
never heard of a Premier's just disappearing, when not even her staff know where she is
going, and when she has made longstanding commitments to people which they believe she
will honour. I cannot believe that, and what can be so secret about her making a visit to the
Eastern Stares to talk to either a friend or a colleague?
Mr Lewis: She was meeting Brian Burke in Canberra!
Mr MacKINNON: Whatever she was doing, it is rime she came clean and indicated clearly
to the Parliament what was the position.
I said earlier that towards the end of 1988 rumours were floating around this Parliament -
just as they were last year when we tried to warn the member for Swan Hills - about what
was about to happen to the member for Fremantle. He would not listen. I remember also
rmours about the former Premier, Peter Dowding. I think it was the Leader of the House, to
give him credit, who stood behind his leader at that time and got every member to sign a
letter, even those who stabbed him in the back. What happened a few months later? Out he
went. The Government can either amend the motion and pat the Premier on the back, which
is what it will probably do, or defeat it, but it cannot alter the course of history. The course
of history is now set. Appearing on Howard Sattler's program for half an hour a week or a
fortnight will nor save the Premier's bacon. She is seen to be a lame duck Premier under the
control of others. She does nor have the ability to lead the Stare out of its rime of crisis, and
the best thing she can do is stand down, have an election, and let the Opposition get on with
rhe job. We know what must be done in Western Australia. The next best thing would be
for the Premier to stand aside and allow the Minister for Works, the real Premier, to get on
with the job of charring the future for Western Australia so that we can see the sort of mess
he will make as the next Premier of this State. He will be Premier before the end of this year,
and the sooner the Premier stands aside and lets him get on with the job the better.
MR CLARKO (Marmnion) [3.22 pmj: I second the motion. The Government of Western
Australia is obviously in crisis.
Mr Marlborough: Look who's talking!
Mr CLARKO: The member for Peel should talk about that. He would be the right weight if
he were twice as tall.
Ir is quite clear that we are in the middle of the Geraldion by-election which was brought
about by the mismanagement of this Government. The person standing for the Labor Parry
for Geraldton when asked what she thought of the Premier coming to her electorate said,
1I really do nor know at this stage whether it would be wise or not."
A motion calling on the Premier to resign is the major sanction of this House. In the
13 months since the Premier took over that position as a result of some back stabbing this
Stare has lurched from one crisis to another. The most obvious thing to do then in Western
Austrlia would have been to set up a Royal Commission. However, despite virtually every
formal institution in this State favouring an inquiry, and gallup polls repeatedly showing
70 per cent or more of Western Australians wanted a Royal Commission, it took nine months
of dragging this reluctant leader screaming before she would agree to setting up a Royal
Commission. Cabinet means collective responsibility; nothing else. From time to time
people have tried to suggest that the Premier has a clean skin and has no responsibility for
the matters involved with WA Inc. That is patently false. She was a Minister throughout the
period of WA Inc. She was there when probably the most grandiose malpractice of this
Government took place, and that was the petrochemical deal. She was a member of the
Cabinet and she is equally to blame with Mr Dowding, Mr Burke and the member for Lyre.
It is not possible in the rime I have to deal specifically with each of the eight items of the
motion, but I would like to say something initially about the prorogation issue. There is no
question that the Premier prorogued the Parliament in order to close down the Foss and Pike
Select Committees of the Legislative Council. it was an attempt to prevent potential
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embarrassment to this Government. That continued the record of the nine months during
which she resisted setting up this Royal Commission, despite everyone else's holding the
view that there should be a Royal Commission. She cook deliberate action to close down the
Parliament and do something which was exactly the antonym of open and honest
Government. The West Australian of 5 January 1991, commenting on the proroguing, said it
was appallingly handled. It also said it was a cynical shut down and that the Goverrnent
was not open and accountable.
Much mention has been made in the Press of the effect of closing down the Pike and Foss
Select Committees, but not very much has been said about the effect of closing down the
other committees. My colleague, the member for Scarborough, is a member of a committee
dealing with youth affairs. That was not one of those committees which was moved to be
reinstated today because I understand it will be set up again next week with slightly different
terms of reference. Members will note from the long list of committees, motion for
reinstatement of which was moved by the Leader of the Opposition today, that it included
committees dealing with land conservation, the right to farm, energy and the processing of
resources, the Constitution, country hospitals and so on. All those matters are very
important. I understand that currently 25 per cent of our youth is unemployed. To close
down these Select Committees at the time when they were best suited to operate - they are
not distracted by pressures of time - is to be condemned. The Government supports many of
these Select Committees, if not all of them.
The prorogation was even more cynical than when Brian Burke did something similar. I
understand that at that time my colleagues in the Legislative Council arrived at the doors of
their Chamber and found pasted on the door a notice saying, "You are prorogued; go home."
They had been given no prior advice of that matter, and that is one of the many examples
where Brian Burke made a mistake. Here we have a similar situation. These Select
Committees were not closed down for good reason, because the Premier has publicly
admitted that the Pike and Foss committees were political committees and she was closing
them down because she did not like the direction in which they were travelling. They must
have found some excellent information, something of value, because last Thursday Hon Fred
McKenzie gave notice of motion that the evidence given to those committees be provided to
the Royal Commission. Those committees must have been doing something worthwhile for
Mr McKenzie to take that action. The Premier is trying to stop material useful to the Royal
Commission because the committee was getting very close to matters about which she was
concerned. Why did the Premier say that this committee was political? Of course it was
political; every committee of the Parliament is political. Despite her high education she does
not know that she should have said it was partisan political.
I read with interest a comment by the resident of the Legislative Council that while he did
not seek to interfere with what the Government was doing by way of prorogation, the period
was a critical one in regard to the Gulf war, and if a crisis had developed or an emergency
had occurred, as a result of proroguing Parliament it would take four or five days to bring the
Parliament together again, If it had not been prorogued that could possibly have been done
within one day. There is no doubt that Parliament should not have been prorogued when it
was; it should have been done, say, at the beginning of this month which would have
provided a two week break. Instead, the Foss and Pike Select Committees could not operate
for a period of two months; that was the deliberate intent of the Premier.
It is important that the people of Western Australia have a Government which is well
structured and capable of handling issues promptly and competently. Therefore, the issue of
the sacking of three Ministers is a matter for the public arena and one upon which the
Opposition should express its concern - in this case, we call on the Premier to resign. The
sacking of the thiree Ministers was an attempt to bring new blood into the Cabinet; however,
all it did was spill a lot of old blood. The sackings were an attempt to revitalise Cabinet, yet
the editorials in this State clearly indicated that it was believed the new Cabinet was no more
competent than the previous one - and that is not much praise. The spilling of the old blood
was unnecessary and the Premier admitted that she had mishandled and made a mess of the
matter. In the 17 years that I have been here I have never heard a Premier say that he or she
had made a mess of forming a Cabinet.
Several members interjected.
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Mr CLARKO: I thought that one or two Cabinets could have been improved, but I never
previously beard a Premier stare that he or she had made a mess of forming a Cabinet. This
Premier not only made a mess of getting rid of the former Ministers, but also of bringing in
the new Ministers.
I am surprised that the Premier brought the member for Fremantle into the Cabinet. If I were
her I would always walk with my back to the wall! If ever a man should be called Brutus, he
is the member for Fremnantle. He played a big part in the assassination of Mr Dowding and
in the assassinations of the three Ministers. History has proved that once a person draws the
knife and gets the smell of blood, he will continue to use that instrument. This action was
performed by a brand new member of this place, who is so incompetent that he did not know
what the superannuation situation was - he thought things would turn out differently as a
result of the superannuation situation.
Mr Macinnon: The member for Fremantle got here as a pay--off for what he did to
Mr Dowding.
Mr CLARKO: That is right. Jeff Carr and the member for Ashburton, who has been with
the Labor Party for a tremendously long period, have quit the parry. Obviously, the member
for Ashburton did not make that decision lightly. I presume that it was one of the most
serious decisions that she has had to make, apart from those involving her personal affairs.
In my dealings with the member for Ashburton when she was a Minister I always received
prompt replies to my letters, which is not the case with many other Ministers. She would
address the letters to me personally and it was obvious that she was in control of the
questions I asked. I say that today and perhaps I should have said it before. However, I
could pick out any letter from her replying to my queries and it would indicate the
prompmness and accuracy of the reply. Most Ministers provide the gobbledegook answer: A
letter would arrive a couple of months after the inquiry staring that the letter had been
received; about four months later another letter would be received which would not answer
the query and would be no help to the constituent who was waiting for the reply. That was
not the case with the member for Ashburton. I was the Shadow Minister for Works when she
held that portfolio and I had an interest in her activities. The new boy from Fremantle, the
union manipulator, for various reasons thought that she was expendable.
The member for Swan Hills is now sitting at the back of the Chamber. It is a disgrace to
have a true member of the Labor Party sitting in that position.
Mr Graham: I am a member of the Labor Party!
Mr CLARKO: That is because the member is a young fellow with very good eyesight.
Mr Graham: I can see through you.
Mr CLARKO: It is very difficult to do that, as it is difficult to see through the member for
Pilbara!
The member for Swan Hills is still making up his mind - as he is entitled to - about his
future, and that indicates that he is not in love with the Labor Party. If he was he would nor
be sitting in that position and he would have made a public statement about his intentions.
He is holding off making that decision. However, it is nor just people who have left the
Labor Party who have feelings of disquiet; some of the 28 members of the Labor Party in this
place are involved with the party inna very tenuous way.
The Premier has been quoted repeatedly as saying that she could have handled the situation
better. The dissatisfaction comes from the ineptitude of the Premier and her inability to lead.
Last year the development of the State's economy, education and social welfare - the three
prime matters which count - was not good. One of the areas requiring greater support at a
time of rising unemployment and adjustment in the economic situation is that of the Office of
Technical and Further Education. This financial year TAFE received $131 million and last
year it received $129 million, which is a real reduction of many millions of dollars.
Therefore, TAPE cannot do its job. Only last night I was shown a letter which indicated the
dreadful situation in which the Governiment has placed itself The letter indicated that TAPE
teachers can no longer use the Rooney Library because half of the staff at that library have
been dispensed with. That is an absolute disgrace! The Rooney Library has been there for a
long time and many persons in this room would have used it.
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Mr Pearce: The most amazing feature of that claim is that TAFE teachers are talking to you.
Mr CLARKO: I can tell the Leader of the House that the teachers are talking to us; they will
be voting for us at the next election. That is why the Government has the approval of only
25 per cent of voters.
As well as Mr Cr's leaving the Parliament and the other two members of the Labor Party
becoming independent members, the member for Morley has criticised the way in which
decisions were being made in thie Labor Party. However, as soon as the question arose
regarding whether the member for Morley would remain in the Labor Party editorials
appeared referring to the Labor Party as a sinking ship and the Premier was referred to as the
captain. While she was busy watching the member for Morley and trying to talk to him the
member for Perth suddenly jumped ship.
Dr Alexander I was still on the wharf in the cartoon I
Mr CLARKO: Yes, the member was. I have had many disagreements with the member for
Perth, particularly on planning matters, because he would like to squash everybody into a
shoebox. However, the Government must agree that if the members' intelligence were
measured by where they are placed in the House the member for Perth would be sitting in the
gallery and the other members opposite would be in the basement.
The Labor Party has blown out its brains, and not for the first time; it blew out its brains
when it got rid of the member for Perth. The members for Perth and Morley are known as a
political pair in Western Australia over matters they regard as important such as the Gulf war
and other issues. It is incredible that the member for Morley did not pull the plug first
because he made identical comments to those of the member for Perth. One of their
comments was that the Labor Party is not following its traditional principles and that the
party is being run by a clique.
The Labor Party's position reflects on the Premier who acceded to that position on
12 February last year following some back stabbing. From the start she commented to the
Press that she would be a less confrontationalist politician and would take a more
conciliatory position. In fact, she did not even appear to like people interjecting in this
House. I wonder whether she thought of that when she was inteijecting during my leader's
spech half an hour ago. She repeatedly raised her voice and went red in the face, not from
the shouting but when it was revealed that four leader's accounts exist rather than one. I
would appreciate learning how many exist.
This non-confrontationalist Premier, this soft-as-silk Premier said to Jeffirey Canr, who we
all know is a very modest, reserved, gentlemanly fellow - not an aggressive person who
raised his voice very often during 17 years in this Parliament - that she wanted him to go and
if he did not go she. had the numbers to force him out. How soft was that? Was that the word
of a person who rebuked us all? I remember even you, Mr Speaker, interjecting as a
backbencher. I have interjected occasionally. We hear humbug from a person who says one
thing and does another.
Mr Court: Do you know what Jeffrey had to do at the Caucus meeting when he was
dropped? The other members did not understand the procedures and Jeff had to lead them
through the procedures.
Mr CLARKO: The member for Nedlands is too kind when he says "they"; he meant Madam
Premier, did he not?
Mr Pearce: You have no idea what happened.
Mr CLARKO: I have read about it in the paper.
I have referred to some individuals whose actions in regard to this disunited Labor Party are
very creaky. It is led by a Premier who cannot lead them anywhere except perhaps into the
desert. On 14 January a newspaper referred to the group within the Parliamentary Labor
Party which calls itself the "left" and whose members gathered together and tried to work out
how they could put the knife into the member for Ashburton. However, as one would expect
of the "left" they sat for some time and were unable to come to a decision. A week later the
"centre left" group met which could not make up its mind about whose blood should be spilt.
A suggestion was then made that Mr Beiinson should go. Members on both sides of the
House will agree that he is one of the most able politicians in the Labor Party. Following
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that came die Grill group - the Grill bar or the bar and grill - another imprecisely labelled
element within die Government It was formed to save Mr Berinson so that perhaps Grill
could become the new force to head a change in the leadership.
Some rime about the turn of the century when historians write about this past 10 years of
politics I am sure they will find it incredible that, firstly, Mr Burke was ousted in 1988. then
Mr Dowding in 1990 and now the Premier who shows signs of being likely to go at the
beginning of 1991. If she is still Premier in 1992 that will say something about the
dishevelled band that sits behind her.
Apart from the "centre left" group there was a 'left right out" group. I will not bother to
name those people. We also have the incredible situation where one of the members of the
Labor Party - not one of the disaffected I have named to dare, but one who should be added
to it - wrote a four-page letter which was circulated around town. The Premier has rebuked
that person, but that has not prevented the Press and others from chewing on that lovely
four page letter. The newspapers described the Minister for Services as having engineered
the axings. It would appear that he and the others involved in that tawdry story bungled the
situation.
I have spent some time talking about the internal difficulties of the Government; the blame
for those difficulties must rest with the Premier. The Government has run out of steam.
Some members of the Labor Party remain with it, but have given more reasons for leaving
the party than those who have left it. At some time I would be very pleased to hear a lucid
explanation from the member for Morley about why he did nor withdraw from the party.
Perhaps he will be the next person to go.
I quote from The West Australian of 28 February 1991 concerning the problem which led to
the member for Perth's withdrawal from the party. He said he was sick and tired of the
hypocrisy within the party and the way Labor principles had been put aside. He further
stares -

Them is no direction for a start, and no principles left.
That is a very serious allegation. He said "no direction"; that is a direct criticism of the
Premier. He said "no principles left".
Mr Macinnon: Don't you think that refers to her as well?
Mr CLARKO: It must, hut I would not press that too far because to say she has no principles
is a grievous insult. However, the member for Perth used those words. He did not say "some
principles", he said "no principles left". He also said the party had no direction. That is not
hard for the Opposition to notice. The people of Western Australia know it has no direction;
the media knows it has no direction; we know the Government is crumbling and the prime
reason for that is its poor leadership.
Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The Deputy Premier should not interject, he should have taken up the mantle
because either he or the Leader of the House should have taken on the responsibility of
Premier. The situation is exactly like the days in the army when people were asked to
volunteer, all but the Premier stepped back one pace. Everybody knows that is how she
became Premier. The Deputy Premier's debating skills are considerably better than the
Premier's and he has a better knowledge of his subject. Furthermore, he is in the House most
of the rime. The Premier is never here. If I wanted to teUl a joke, I would say this motion is
the only way we can get the Premier to sit in the House for more than five minutes.
Mrs Watkins interjected:
Mr CLARKO: The Whip knows that. Th~e Whip should not tell fibs. She would know
because she is the Whip. Everyone knows that I have been here for 17 years. The person
who has sat least in this House in that time is the Premier by a factor of 10.
Mr Shave: What about Terry Burke?
Mr CLARKO: Terry Burke is a strong contender for the tidle. I would nor like to choose
between them because I might be offensive.
I wonder whether a poor result for the Government in Geraldton will threaten the Premier or
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whether she will remain as Premier like a sacrificial lamb. An editorial in the Sunday Times
referred to the sackings which led to the crisis and said that they were undignified and ham-
fisted. That is a very carefully considered remark and is accurate. The editorial says also
that it has led to a great deal of bitterness among members of the Government.
I am interested to know who told the fib that the Premier went to Canberra when apparently
she went to the south Victorian coast. She needs to explain whether she went to Canberra
and whether her officers said she did when she did not.
The unions have also made very serious remarks about the Government. One of the largest
unions has said the Premier has surrounded herself with yuppy advisers and Joe Isherwood
said that the Government's days are numbered. The Premier should resign.
[The member's time expired.]
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [3.52 pm]: The last comment was made with a
great deal of conviction and is typical of what we have heard from the Opposition today.
This debate is a perfect example of what is wrong with the Opposition. It suggests that we
have problems, many of which we acknowledge. However, the Opposition rarely
acknowledges it has problems. It seeks to cover up the poverty of its thinking and complete
lack of any policy direction by nitpicking about the internal problems of the Labor Party. If
members opposite were pure in that respect and had never been involved in leadership
challenges - I ask them to remember last year - and if there had been no threats by any of
them to issue writs for damages against the newspapers and others, perhaps they would be
able to criticise members on this side of the House. It must be clear to every member of this
House and to the public that the Leader of the Opposition and the seconder of the motion did
not address any significant issues today. They have peddled fourth-hand reports of some
newspaper articles. The allegations about the Australian Nationalist Movement were the
most appalling innuendo and smear that I have heard from the Leader of the Opposition. I
will deal further with that later: The Opposition is trying, as it has for the last two years, to
deflect attention from its inability to come to grips with policies and programs by harping on
single issues which attack the integrity of its opponents. It is not worrying about what the
State should be doing at this time. All we have seen today is mischievous, childish
behaviour that wastes the time of this Parliament. We have had this kind of debate on so
many occasions with so many individuals -

Mr Clarko: How would you know? You are never here.
Dr LAWRENCE: That is precisely why. There are 60 important pieces of legislation to be
dealt with by this Parliament in the current session and I presume that the Opposition would
like to see some of the Bills it has put up dealt with seriously. However, on the first day of
this Parliament we are dealing with the most appalling, mischievous, distracting, useless
motion that this Parliament is likely to see. That mischief demands condemnation and never
more than at the present time.
Today, there was a march through the streets of Perth by many people, and particularly those
from the rural sector, who are deeply concerned, as they should be, and who are faced with
ruin. However, what do members opposite think is the most important issue with which we
should be dealing - the internal workings of the Labor Party! Serious issues are being faced
by this State as a result of the recession and they should be addressed, not only by the
Government, but by the whole Parliament. Members opposite also have a responsibility to
address these issues and to indicate to the people of Western Australia -
Mr Macirnnon: Which puppet wrote your speech?
Dr LAWRENCE: I write my own speeches for this Parliament. Am I reading from these
notes?
Mr Clarko: You were.

Dr LAWRENCE: The Leader of the Opposition reads from notes also, as do all members of
this place. I suggest that the member for Marmion would do better to write fuller and more
careful notes in his notebook to guide his debate.

Point of Order
Mr BLAIKIB: Mr Speaker -
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Mr Taylor: Sir down!
The SPEAKER: Order! When a point of order is taken, it is addressed to me.
Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Speaker, I ask you to request the Premier to table the paper from which
she is reading at the conclusion of her speech.
Mr Taylor: Sit down!
Mr Clarko: He is entitled to do that.
The SPEAKER: He is entited to do that. He is entitled to ask that papers which are being
quoted from be tabled. Of that there is no doubt. However, there is same doubt in my mind
as to whether any papers were being quoted from. It was my view, although I admit I was
nor paying 100 per cent attention to the Premier, that she was simply making off the cuff
statements. If she was, there is no need for her to table the papers. If she was quoting from
the papers, I suspect the Premier would tell mue and would table them at the end of her
speech.

Debate Resumed
Dr LAWRENCE: That tactic is extraordinary. I camne into this Parliament well prepared in
an attempt to outline to this Parliament precisely why the Opposition's attempt today is a
distraction and an irresponsible use of the Parliament's time and why members opposite
should stand condemned. However, the Opposition has attempted to prevent me from using
notes which are, admittedly, typed. I have watched members opposite use handwritten notes.
Is there some virtue in tt? The Opposition's approach is ridiculous. Members opposite
should be addressing these issues in a serious minded way and not in the way we have seen
today.
I ask members of this House to look at the so-called policies that the Liberal Party - less so
the National Parry - has been enunciating in recent weeks and months. Those "policies" are
an insult to the people of Western Australia. They exist principally in two page Press
releases which pick up on, in most cases, a single issue and purport to solve some of the
serious problems that this State facet- However, I give credit where it is due: It is the first
time any of us have seen any evidence of chat, even if it is only a two page document that
selects one or two key issues that various sections of the community may want to see
addressed. I would prefer members opposite used the Parliament to explain their position to
the people of Western Australia.
The member for Marmion criticised me for interjecting on the Leader of the Opposition.
What a terrible thing I did! On many occasions in this Parliament I have tolerated the
interjections, often of the most appalling kind, of members opposite. Today my interjections
were based on a very specific and a very ill judged implication made by the Leader of the
Opposition. Ir is important that this House not be used for that sont of peddling of filth - I
cannot describe it in any other way. Today my opinion of the Leader of the Opposition
dropped to a level that I did not think was possible. I thought that I had seen everything that
he had to offer, which was most unimpressive. He came into this Parliament and used the
letter of a convicted, as I understand it, murderer - certainly someone who has been
convicted of the most serious crimes in this State. That person is an avowed and unrepentant
racist and a person who has smeared every member of this Government individually by
placing pamphlets in their letterboxes arid sticking them on their driveways during the last
one or two elections, and whose movement specifically threatened one of our Ministers at the
last election. That person is in gaol because the Government pursued him and we introduced
legislation to ensure that in future the racist filth of such organisations is not repeated- The
Leader of the Opposition has the temerity to suggest that I or anyone around me would
condone that action or would indeed be aware of it. It is the most appalling allegation made
in this Parliament for some time. The Leader of the Opposition quite shamelessly peddles
that kind of material on every available opportunity, but on this particular occasion -

Mr Minson: What allegation did he make?
Several members intrjected.
Mr Omodei: You have people employed in your parry who are in gaol right now.
Mr Pearce: Who specifically? Who do you mean?
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Several members inteijected.
Mr Pearce: That sum marises the nature of allegations that your people make. That could be
a matter of privilege because you have no right to come into this Parliament when you have
no evidence and no facts and make a claim like that. Apologise. What a phony you are.
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I must admit that I did not hear the comment. If the comment was
unparliamentary someone should draw it to mny attention. If it was not unparliamentary, let
us continue with the debate.
Dr LAWRENCE: The Leader of the House in a sense is correct in not attempting to pursue
that matter, not because his observations are not correct but because members opposite never
learn from that experience. Each time they come into this House they make more extreme
allegations.
I return to the issue at hand, although I must say the other matter is one I will not leave at this
point. Since I became Premier more than a year ago I have had one thing on my mind and
this Government has had one thing foremost in its mind; that is, the state of the economy and
the importance to Western Australians of weathering the stormn we now face. We must
position ourselves to emerge from this economic crisis.
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr LAWRENCE: Members opposite obviously do not want to hear about the real problems
in this State. They do not want to address the problems of this State; they are not prepared to
acknowledge their own deficiencies in this regard nor to pay the people of Western Australia
the respect they deserve. Every time Opposition members demean themselves they demean
the people of this State and every ine they refuse to debate policies and issues they demean
the people of this State.
I know it is a view on Opposition benches that the Opposition can simply fall into
government because the Labor Party is having difficulties at the moment. The Opposition
should carefully reassess that view, not simply because it is ill-judged, but because it does
the people of Western Australia a disservice by that attitude. The Opposition should address
the issues of this State, rather than prepare two page Press releases that purport to be policy
statements, and it should get on with the job. If it is serious about the problems of this State
it should be looking at the economy, asking questions about power generation, and looking at
project development. Opposition members should ask themselves how this State can
position itself to come out of this recession in the best possible position. The Government
has addressed those hard issues, and in the State Budget it made the hard decisions. The
Opposition nit-picks the fallout from those decisions. When the Government made those
hard decisions it was lauded by the Institute of Public Mfairs, of all groups, for the tightness
of its Budget. The Government recognised that it could not burden the business community
in this State by raising taxes and charges. The Government recognised that it was not fair on
householders or consumers to continue to expand Government expenditure. The
Government recognised that the responsible course of action was to curtail Government
activities. Of course that hurts some people and of course they run to the Opposition, but if
the Opposition thinks there was any other responsible solution to that problem, it is false,
misguided and superficial. All of those adjectives can be readily applied to every member on
the Opposition benches.
The Government will not shirk those tough decisions just because members opposite seek to
exploit it; the Government will not try to avoid the fact that this economy is in a very
difficult position. The Government will face up to that and address its energy and
endeavours to that end. It will make sure in its relations with the Commonwealth that it is
pushing as hard as it can to reverse some of the policy decisions so that the economy is not in
such a bad position, and to untie State and Commonwealth grants so that it has more
flexibility. The Government will put in its efforts where they will count. The Government is
not sitting around reading the Press clippings that ilustrate the discomfort of the Labor Party.
Other speakers will comment on the discomfort members opposite should be referring to in
their own ranks. All members on the Opposition benches can be criticised for hypocrisy in
the way they have conducted the debate. Voters do not want to know from the Opposition
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and the Government what the Opposition thinks of the Labor Parry or what the Labor Party
thinks of the Opposition. Voters are not interested in that. They are not interested in
descriptions of members of the Opposition that I could mount. They are not interested in the
internal workings of the Wembley Downs branch of the Liberal Party, the fate of
Mr Mensaros in the preselection or in whether Mr Macinnon is under threat. There are
more serious problems afoot in this State and morn serious issues that should be addressed. I
am sure the National Party recognises that these issues must be addressed. They are not
being addressed by the Opposition; it has shown no intention of addressing them. What is
the Opposition's view on industrial development? What projects is the Opposition
considering, apart from talking about the Pilbara over and over again? The member for
Nediands has his own public relations company bypassing his parry's organisation to put
forward his views about a range of issues. He occasionally comments on industrial
development, but what are the views of the leader of his party? Does the member for
Nedlands speak entirely for the Opposition on matters of economy in this Stare? Does the
Leader of the Opposition have an opinion? Based on the utterances he makes in this House
and publicly, there is little evidence that he cares. He is busy in the community trying to take
advantage of what is a difficult time for the Labor Party, but he does not put forward policies
and programs or enunciate issues people want to hear about.
Members opposite will be aware of a national debate about the need to reform Government
training enterprises, particularly at Federal and State levels, and the whole question of
microeconomic reform. What is the Opposition's policy on that issue? What is the
Opposition's view of the need to reforn the rail and port system, the R & I Bank and the
State Government Insurance Commission? Voters in Western Australia could be forgiven
for concluding that the Opposition does nor have a point of view.
Mr Clarko: You are in Government.
Dr LAWRENCE: Is the member saying that Oppositions do not need to have policies?
Mr Clarko: We have policies on every single item.
Dr LAWIRENCE: Often each member has a policy on every single item. Depending on
whom one speaks to - whether it is the member for Wellington or the Leader of the
Opposition - one hears different views of what those policies are. The people of Western
Australia should be told the Opposition's policy on regulatory reform and reviewing the
transport system, the taxation reforms that would be introduced, and what would be
considered in relation to the operation of Commonwealth and State grants. None of us
knows the Opposition's policies in those areas. We deserve to be enlightened as a
community, and this Parliament is the forum in which the Opposition should put for-ward
those views and analyse those issues. What is the attitude of the Leader of the Opposition
and his spokesman on the Prime Minister's announcement this week on the reduction of
tariffs? I have not heard anything from the Leader of the Opposition. I have nor heard his
comments, either positive or negative; nor have I heard him observe in a sensible way the
benefits that might flow to Western Australia.
Several members intrjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! This was roughly about the time in the speech of the Leader of the
Opposition that I finally managed to get from Government members some semblance of
order, and this is probably an appropriate rime for me to ask the Opposition for the same sort
of cooperation.
Dr LAWRENCE: I have been tryig, despite the intrjections, to draw members' attention to
the fact that in respect of the serious issues faced by this State - whether we talk about
today's debate, last week's Press releases, or last year's performance by members opposite -
what we hear from the Opposition is hollow rhetoric. The Opposition has no policy and has
made no attempt to address the real issues. It should be obvious to the Leader of the
Opposition that the reduction of tariff protection in this country will be of substantial benefit
to Western Australia. Householders will over the time of that reform have to pay less for
many consumer goods, and because the Western Australian economy is export oriented we
stand to benefit to the rune of $2 billion a year. There are shortcomings in the industry
statement, and they deserve to be highlighted. One of the things I specifically criticised was
the absence of a response to the rural crisis. I would prefer to debate that today in this
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Parliament in an urgency motion. That is the issue we should be discussing. What are the
views of the Opposition about that matter? How should we jointly approach that matter?
What matters with which we are not currently dealing could be dealt with at a State level?
What can members opposite add to the recommendations of the rural task force, which we
have fully adopted and will implement?
Members opposite complain about the cuts in education and training, but in reality there has
been a substantial increase in the number of places available, and if members opposite had
been looking and readting they would have noticed an announcement that this year an
additional 1 100 places will be created in TAPE colleges. That funding, in conjunction with
the money which the Federal Government has announced will be made available, will make
it possible - and this is only a short term measure, but it is critical - to ensure that young
people remain in training for as long as is necessary to enable them to acquire the skills to
position themselves for the economic recovery.
Those are the sorts of issues about which members of the community want to know. They
want to know that, as a result of the Federal Government's decisions last week, support will
be provided for those apprentices and trainees who otherwise may be put off by businesses,
to enable them to continue to complete their iraineeships or apprenticeships in these very
difficult economic times. Tangible and direct support will be provided to businesses to
enable them to keep on those young people. Members opposite should talk about those
issues instead of engaging in a nitpicing analysis of the Labor Party's problems.
I found it interesting to attend the Western Australian Farners Federation's conference last
week. That conference would have been a matter of some discomfort to members opposite.
The Farmers Federation well represents its members and has vigorously promoted their
interests in this current debate. It is not shy of a political staush, nor is it frightened of
criticising Labor Governments. The Farmers Federation is not normally regarded as one of
our natural allies. It was an entertaining prospect to see the front bench filled with members
of the Liberal and National Parties, just in case people did not recognise them. It was as
though they had put up a sign saying, "I ant one of yours', because I am sure that many
people would not have known that members opposite purport to represent conservative
politics in this country because they would not know what are the policies of members
opposite and would not know what they represent. The Leader of the National Party got lost.
I heard about his problem. He ended up in the back row.
Mr House: People could not see you over the lectern.
Dr LAWRENCE: it is a bit low to refer to my height!
A good number of members opposite were sitting in the audience. The President of the
Western Australian Farmners Federation, in his address, was rightly angry about the position
in which farmers find themselves, mainly as a result of forces well outside their control. He
proceeded to have quite a slam at the Labor Party and at the Federal Labor Government, and
he did not leave us out either. I could see the smiles spreading, particularly on the face of the
Leader of the Opposition, as members opposite basked in this reflected glory because they
thought the Labor Government was being criticised. However, he then proceeded to say that
the National Party was irrelevant and that Liberal Party members were a bunch of traitors.
That is the sort of thing that the constituents of members opposite want to say about them.
That is the sort of thing that members of the community will say about us all unless we get
on with the job of looking at the issues which should be addressed by this Parliament. That
is particularly important in respect of the rural sector. How can the Leader of the Opposition
move in this House a motion on an issue such as this, a motion which he knows he will lose,
a motion which is directed to the internal workings of the Labor Party, when people not just
in the bush but also in the cities and in small businesses are going to the wall?
Several members inteijected-
Dr LAWRENCE: I take no responsibility for commodity prices. Do not be bizarre. When a
community faces those kinds of problems, whether as the result of a major downturn in
commodity prices, such as we have seen with wool and wheat, or as the result of conflict in
the Middle East, leading to increased fuel prices, it demands a response from everyone in the
community, not just ftrm the Government but also from the Opposition. Yet what does the
community get but nitpicking, point scoring, and political rhetoric which is directed to no
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purpose at all except trying to capture a few headlines in the Ness, and to throwing in as
much smear as possible just in case some journalist is interested in picking it up. I have
heard talk from the Opposition about leaders in this place since I have been Premier and
before. The Opposition runs the same lines about everybody. Members opposite are always
crying to attack members on this side. There is no substance in their allegations. There never
was and there never could be.
Mernbers of the community need to know where we go from here. We are looking towards
the twenty first century. The Opposition has called its documents "Beyond 2000" - a highly
derivative phrase - but the "policy documents" which have come out so far do not indicate in
any sense that we face a dramatically changing society, either economically or socially. In2
their view, the year 2000 is about as far away as the end of one's shoe. The Opposition's
policy documents show no sense of the complexity of our community. This is not some red
necked backwater where members opposite can dish out this rubbish to people. Members
opposite must take people into their confidence, they must be prepared to take a hard slog in
the newspapers and on television stations, and to say the task will not be easy. There is no
simple solution to these problems. Members opposite must be prepared to say it will require
community partnership. We are ensuring that the community will be involved in planning
for the future. I am sure most members opposite are unaware of the fact - because they
would not want to be made aware of it - that we have established a Community and Family
Commission, chaired by Mrs Ruth Reid, which is moving around the country. Wherever that
commission goes, despite some criticism from one of the south west members of the Liberal
Party, it is acknowledged that it is doing an excellent job in pulling together community
groups and individuals and taking them into the Government's confidence.
What views do members opposite have about what needs to be done in their communities?
What sorts of problems do people face which need to be addressed? What solutions should
be put forward? That is what members opposite must do if they are to succeed in policy
analysis and development, not listen to the nearest group which wants to grab their ear and
complain into it. Were governments or, indeed, oppositions to work like that, this
community would be pulled backwards and forwards daily because for every group which
wants one thing, there is another group which wants the opposite.
The Opposition has no consistency, no political philosophy, no view from anyone outside the
Opposition - and maybe not even from inside - about what it stands for. Despite the Labor
Party's difficulties, despite the mud which members opposite can throw at us, despite the
internal conflicts and problems we face, it is clear - and here I must disagree with the
member for Perth - that the Labor Party and the Labor Government have a clear and
consistent line about the economy, social policy, the need to protect individuals' rights, the
need to provide for less advantaged members of our community, and the need to protect
individuals from crime and from the effects of crime. We have consistently enunciated our
policy and philosophy. The Opposition has not. It responds in a knee-jerk way to the
loudest voice in the community, and even then can manage only to produce a two page
document before the Oeraldton by-election. I will be interested to see the results of that by-
election. Members opposite think that it will be a lay down misere, but that is their problem.
They took the people of Geraldton for granted. They did the obvious thing: They
complained about the Liberal candidate, and a person of Fay Simpson's calibre then believed
she had to step in just in case the Liberal candidate managed to get over the line. The lesson
which members opposite have to learn is that they cannot take the people of this community
for granted. They are not stupid. They understand the sorts of difficulties faced by the
community, and they will not tolerate cheap political point scoring which is all the
Opposition is capable of doing.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Minister for State Development) 14.20 pm]: The Premier's
speech indicates that she is prepared to concentrate on the real issues of concern to the people
of Western Australia- We should compare her speech with that made by the Leader of the
Opposition which contained only allegations based on the past; he could not move beyond
the matters being dealt with by the Royal Commission. The Leader of the Opposition and
his colleagues are unable to concentrate on the important issues of the day. It must be a great
disappointment for the Leader of the National Party today to be forced to deal with such a
pathetic motion rather than to deal with critical issues which are important to his
constituents.
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The important issues for Western Australia today are those concerning the rural areas - the
price of wheat and whether any guarantee should be given, regional development for
Western Australia and how that should be tackled, and how the federal Government may
better handle matters associated with die wool industry in this State. The Premier has
concentrated on those issues today. They are the issues it has been so difficult to get this
Parliament - especially the Opposition - to concentrate on for 10 years. Opposition
members will continue to sit on that side of the Chamber for a long time to come because
they are unable to focus on the important issues of the day, whereas the Premier has focused
on those issues and how we should tackle thenm.
The future of Western Australia is tied up with economic development and regional
development, and with such issues as the establishment of a cereal pulp mill at Moora. The
Government, indeed all politicians, should deal with those important issues, not baseless
allegations which the Leader of the Opposition would seek to peddle around in the hope that
members of the Press Gallery will pick them up. Such activities do not advance the future of
Western Australia one iota, and neither does the present motion.
When talking about critical issues, one should consider resource development and the
performance of the Government in that area. The Government has performed very well and
will continue to do so. We will concentrate on issues such as value adding, job citation, and
making certain that ordinary people in Western Australia are involved in making a
worthwhile contribution to the State.
Dr Tumbull: What about a coal fired power station?
Mr TAYLOR: The member is correct. We should be discussing that matter. A short while
ago key people with SECWA unions were present in the Speaker's Gallery. People on this
side of the House have been dealing with those unions in an attempt to resolve the critical
issues that relate to the future of Western Australia.
Dr Turnbull: That should have been done two years ago.
Mr TAYLOR: I refer to the issues associated with the cost of power and how we might be
able to convince the unions and others that if we can reduce the price of power we can go
ahead with a coal fired power station rather than choosing the easy option of a gas fired
power station.
Several members interjec ted.
Mr TAYLOR: The Member for Collie knows -
Several members intetjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have indicated to the Leader of the National Party that he will get
the next call. If members wish to rake part I anm quite happy to give them the call, but until
then they should wait their turn.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Collie intetjects perfectly when she states that these are the
sorts of issues that this House should be addressing in a proper way, not the nonsense put
forward by the Leader of the Opposition today.
Mr Cowan: I will remind the Minister how his Governiment is dealing with these issues.
Mr TAYLOR: I hope that the Leader of the National Party will support the way we deal
with these issues. However, if he wishes to step to one side and suggest that there is an easy
way out, that is another matter. Members such as the Leader of the National Party who have
influence in places like Collie should be debating these issues - not the baseless allegations
and nonsense that the Liberal Party seeks to debate today.
I refer to the issues associated with industry statements and the influence they have on the
future welfare and prosperity of Western Australia. They are the issues that the Premier has
quite rightly raised in response to this motion. The Opposition parties - in particular the
Liberal Party - do not have the will or the ability to debate such issues. They do not have
what it takes to think the issues through or to debate them in this place in an academic and
proper way. The Premier has the ability to do that, and I welcome her contribution to debate
in this Parliament.
Mr Court: The Minister may have been absent form the Chamber at the time, but the
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question of the coal fired power station at Collie has been debated in detail over the last two
years in this House.
Mr TAYLOR: Yes, and the member for Nedlands must agree that those issues are of far
more consequence to the future of this State than this motion.
I wish to canvass the issues raised in the motion. It is the height of hypocrisy that the Leader
of the Opposition and his colleagues say what a great fellow is Jeff Canr when The Geraldon
Guardian a few months ago -
Mr Lewis: Don't you think he is a great fellow?
Mr TAYLOR: Yes, I do. I have a great deal of time for him. The newspaper report
indicates that the Liberal Party said -

Mr MacKinnon claimed bodies such as the Geraldton Mid-West Development
Authority merely functioned as spokesbodies for "failed Labor members" such as Jeff
Canr in Geraldron.

That statement was made only a few months ago, so it is the height of hypocrisy for the
Opposition today to say what a good fellow is Jeff Can. I hope that Jeff reads this debate
and realises how shallow are the comments of members of the Opposition.
History indicates that the Labor Parry has been able to adapt and change in different
circumstances. Why die motion should refer to an abandonment of the principles and
policies of the traditional Australian Labor Party in this way is beyond my imagination. Of
course the Labor Party has adapted and changed its policies over time. With thanks to the
author of the article, the inister for Fuel and Energy, I will outline some area in which we
have adapted and changed over time.
The Australian Labor Party has been for and against a variety of issues throughout its great
history: Isolationism in foreign policy, conscription, State aid, nationalisation and State
ownership. It is the nature of the party that it adapts and changes in accordance with
circumstances in Australia and Western Australia. My party, unlike the Liberal Party, is
committed to a democratic system and to economic growth for the provision of jobs in our
community. Most importantly it is committed to a fair distribution of die wealth that is
earned in our community. That is what the Labor Party stands for, and we do not retat
from those commitments. The Labor Party is committed to doing the right thing by people.
That is what it will continue to do, and it does not need members of the Liberal Party or die
National Party suggesting better ways to run the Labor Party.
Mr Lewis: How much money really went out?
Mr TAYLOR: If the member for Applecross wants to talk about that issue, he can tell me
whether he will support legislation that requires disclosure of political donations. Will he
support Federal legislation that does away with electronic advertising, and that will tie his
political party to a set level of spending for political campaigns?
Mr Omodei interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Warren wants to talk about hypocrisy; we will see who the
hypocrites are when Opposition members stand up in this place in a few weeks and vote on
that legislation.
Mr Omodei:- You can see the writing on the wall.
Mr TAYLOR: We know where the member for Warren will stand. Opposition members
would have us believe that their parties raise funds by conducting lamington drives in the
Dalkeith shopping centre. We know that is not the case.
Mr Clarko: The Deputy Premier is not serious!
Mr TAYLOR: If the member for Martnion wants to straighten out the political process -
The SPEAKER: Order! Members of die Opposition, and perhaps all members, should
consider consulting Standing Order No 73(a) over the next few minutes and, having done
that, should reflect on what might happen if they continue with their current activities.
Mr TAYLOR: If members opposite want to straighten out the issue of donations to political
parties, wili they support the proposed Western Australian legislation?
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Mr Clarko: We have not seen it.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Marmion says he has not seen it, but is he also saying that he
is uncertain about the issue? The Leader of the Opposition has flat seen it, and he has said
that he will not support it.
Mr Clarko: The Premier announced recently that legislation would be introduced in this
place so that donations would need to be publicly stated, and the next day Rene Le Mitre
stated that he did not want to provide to the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities
of Government and Other Matters records of donations to the Labor Party.
Mr TAYLOR: That information is already with the Royal Commission.
Mr Clarko: He tried to stop those records going to the Royal Commission.
Mr TAYLOR: That is where they are. Is the member for Marmion saying that it is a good
idea to disclose donations to political panies?
Mr Clarko: The Premier says one thing and the next day the Labor Party's lawyer says the
opposite.
Mr TAYLOR: Is the member saying the lawyers were wrong?
Mr Clarko: It shows inconsistency and that the Labor Party does not know where it is going.
Mr TAYLOR: If members want to see hypocrisy, they will see it when Opposition members
stand up and vote on this issue in a few weeks' time. It will be a key process to political
progress in Western Australia, and indeed in Australia, if such legislation is passed. I will be
very disappointed, given the comments that members of this Opposition have been wont to
make over recent times, if the Opposition is not prepared to support such legislation.
It was appropriate to bring forward this motion for immediate debate; however, it is the sort
of motion that this Parliament should be well and truly rid of. We should be debating issues
of real consequence for the future of Western Australia. The sooner we do that, and address
those issues, the sooner the sorts of people who marched outside this place today - even
though they may be mates of the member for Merredin - will hold all politicians in higher
esteem.
MR COWAN (Menredin - Leader of the National Party) [4.38 pm]: The Government has
issued challenges to members on this side of the House to justify this motion. Many issues
brought about this motion and I will deal with them in some semblance of order. The first
issue which landed this Government, and its predecessors, into so much trouble was its failed
business dealings with the entrepreneurs of this State. It is not only the dealings themselves,
but also their consequences; that is, the loss of Government money and the failure of the
Government to conduct the Royal Commission of inquiry. When the Premier was first
elected she had an opportunity to appoint a Royal Commission and to put all of those failed
business dealings behind her, and to start with a clean slate, but she said no, there would not
be a Royal Commission. Almost a year later the Parliamentary Commissioner gave the
Premier a golden opportunity to appoint a Royal Commission, yet again the Premier said no,
there would not be a Royal Commission. What happened three days lacer? She appointed a
Royal Commission. How much confidence can we have in a Premier, backed by a Cabinet
and by most members on the backbench, whose decision making processes have that type of
sequence? The Premier said that there would not be a Royal Commission; 12 months later
she reiterated that point, and three days later she announced the appointment of a Royal
Commission. That process is a classic example of the inconsistency in the decision making
process that has beset this Government since the current Premier took office.
We have seen a series of Government mistakes. I will not put them in order, but I will cite
some of them. Let us look at the proposal for the temporary closure of country hospitals.
What sort of policy was that? Where are the Government members who thought that was a
good decision? Are they prepared to defend their Government and their Cabinet Ministers
on that decision? Let us look at the question of education. How many people have seen the
procession of Ministers that the Ministry of Education has chewed up? Let us look at some
of the decisions that have been made within that Ministry, such as school bus services.
Country high school hostels have been forced to operate on budget deficits and do not know
from one day to the next whether they will be able to remain open. The general staffing
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arrangements at each of the schools is also a problem. The schools renewal program really
means closing them. It does not mean renewing something; it means closing it.
Unfortunately, these are some of the policies that have emanated from the Ministry of
Education under one of the three Ministers over the last 12 months. A very simple decision
has to be made by this Government on the declaration of the Mt Le-sueur National Park,
Where is chat decision?
Mr Pearce: You know perfectly well that we have to go through the legal process. That
process was completed last week with my announcement about the appeals and Cabinet will
make the decision in the next few weeks.
Mr COWAN: I asked a question in August last year of the same Minister. His response was
that the decision has to go through all the legal processes and the Government will make a
decision in the next few weeks.
Mr Pearce: The Government is not in charge of the process; the company is largely in
charge of that process because it sets the timing parameters by the time in which it makes its
application or appeals. The company asked me to hold off even considering its appeal until
the end of November so that it could put in additional information, which was done.
Mr COWAN: I ask the Leader of the House, who is a person for whom I have some
affection, to promise me that when I ask him the same question in six weeks he will give me
the same answer.
Mr Pearce: I will give you a different answer. The matter will be resolved in six weeks or
less.
Mr COWAN: I hope it is because it is the longest six weeks I have known.
Mr Pearce: You can't talk. You introduced a Bill to create a national park and never
brought it on for debate.
Mr COWAN: We were hoping to stir up the Government a little and accelerate the process.
If the Minister now tells me that a decision will be made in six weeks, we have accelerated
the process. I do not want to spend all my time with the Minister for the Environment. One
of his problems is that he has a tendency to make a speech every time he interjets and I
cannot afford thar time in my speech today given my limited time. I move on to some other
areas of evidence of the Government's failure to do its duty for the people of Western
Australia. The Deputy Premier referred to resource development. Where is the
Government's program for resource development? Our program of resource development is
one of creating an environment in which private enterprise can undertake that resource
development and our target is to be sure that we remove the majority of the constraints that
impede the progress of resource development.
Mr Catania: You don't have a policy.
Mr COWAN: We do have a policy. Let us briefly examine the policy of this Government.
The Deputy Premier referred to resource development and value added, as he termed it.
Everybody in this House knows that to add value to our primary products in this State we
need cheap power and to achieve that we must do certain things. Itris true, as the member for
Collie tells us quite often, that we need a coal tired power station in Collie. However, what
has happened in Western Australia? The Government has continually deferred that decision.
Until now, it has been able to substitute the provision of a base load power station using coal
in Collie with an expanded gas operation at places like Pinjar and Kwinana- However, that
can go on for only so long because the source of the gas must be the pipeline and no matter
how many compressors are put on it or how often the line is looped, it will reach maximum
capacity one day and we will not get any more gas down the line. Because of the long lead
timne, it is necessary to make a decision on a coal fired power station. What has the
Government done? It has not made that decision. It has gone to the companies and said that
it wants a 15 per cent reduction in price. Incidentally, it wanted an increase in royalties
which means that the company must carry the higher royalty cost. Therefore, effectively, it
wants a 20 per cent reduction in price plus a 10 per cent reduction in its contracted tonnages.
These ame cough times and one can understand a requirement by the Government to vary the
contract. However, it wants that in place by the end of June.
Dr Gallop: It wants it in place by April.
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Mr COWAN: Yes. The Government then went to the State Energy Commission of Western
Australia and said it wanted a 15 per cent productivity gain. How long did it give SEC WA
to achieve that? It gave SECWA four years to achieve a 15 per cent productivity gain, and it
tries to tell us that it is in favour of resource development and cheap power so that we can
add value to some of our primary products! That is not the end of it. The Government even
said to SECWA that it wanted a productivity gain in only two areas and nowhere else - in
generation at Kwinana and at Collie. It does not want a productivity gain on transmission, in
head office or on its overall performance - only in two areas! What sort of a cop-out is that?
These are the sorts of decisions that the Government should be making and is not.
I deal now with the last matter to which I am very close. I listened very carefully to the
comments by the Premier when she was preening herself with the revelation that she was
invited by the Western Australian Farmers Federation to open its conference. Of course she
was invited; she is the Premier of Western Australia. She said that she took great delight in
listening to the President of the Western Australian Farmers Federation, who, for the
information of members opposite, also happens to be a Vice President of the National
Farmers Federation. She took great delight in the fact that he lumped our Federal party in
with the Government when he said that the Governiment is crook and so too are the
Opposition parties. I do not get any pride from acknowledging that the Federal Labor,
Liberal and National Parties have been pursuing quite vigorously the policies of the NFF.
The Government implemented those policies and we copped the consequences of
deregulation; that is, we become opened up - I am now talking as a fanner - to a totally
deregulated system and became vulnerable to international market forces about which we can
do nothing, and now Governments bleat and say, "That is tough, but that is what you people
wanted." No--one - I include the NEF - can take pride in the fact that for seven years the
NIT argued for deregulation, the Government in Canberra agreed to it, the Opposition
parties supported it and now we have the consequences of it. That does not excuse the
Government or the Opposition parties from taking action to deal with that, because if we do
not we are in a very serious position. In the best of times, the attrition rate in agriculture is
about four per cent.
It appears that society can accept not only the transfer of people, but also of wealth, from the
rural community. When a farmer sells a property in the bush that wealth is tranisferred to the
metropolitan area. He leaves behind a generation that must pay for that tranisfer of wealth.
In the past the attrition rate of people leaving the country in good times has been about
four per cent. Now we are looking at an attrition rate in excess of 20 per cent. What is the
Governiment doing about that? The Government tells us that it has removed the 10 per tonne
impost that should never have been imposed in the first place. The Government also says
that it intends granting a rebate to people in an application for stamp duty when transferring
mortgages to a bank or a financial institution which offers a lower rate of interest, but says
that that will be at the discretion of the tax commissioner. How many people have been able
to exercise that option and have been ranted some relief? The Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation provides funds to the farming community and for years the National
Party has argued that that body should expand so it can deal with small business. However,
those requests have fallen on deaf ears.
The Government should not be criticising the National Party for having no policies. The
Government should not ask the National Party what it intends to do about the rural crisis; it
should think carefully about what it will do, because clearly the cost to the community in
trying to settle those people who have been displaced in country areas - where there is an
attrition rate in excess of 20 per cent - will be far greater than trying to put into place
protective mechanisms which will keep those people in the country. The Government has
not done anything.
The Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation has many staff but the general opinion in the
bush is that they are useless for two reasons: Firstly, people cannot get the money and,
secondly, if RAFOOR has the money it cannot be directed to the places where it is needed
because the eligibility criteria ame too strict. I am sure that during the Address-in-Reply
debate the deputy leader of the National Party will expand on what I have said about the
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation and make same comparisons with its
performance in other States.
The National Party has been challenged by the Governiment to reveal its policies. Such
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policies would involve making a decision on a base load power station at Collie. There is a
five year lead time to get chat operation up and running, but the Government is too frightened
to make the decision because it is influenced by protests conducted by different interest
groups. The Government will never win back the confidence of the people of Western
Australia until it starts makting decisions. The Government cannot even make a decision on
what to do with the old Swan Brewery. How long has that matter been waiting to be solved?
How many times have people had to drive past it and look at the mess? How much money
has it cost us?
Theme has been a lack of confidence in the Government for a long time. The latest incident
which showed only too well the lack of confidence people have in the Government arose
when the Premier - I assume in conjunction with other people who gave her advice - decided
that the Cabinet needed to be reshuffled. She thought chat for the Government to have any
chance of being re-elected fresh blood was needed in the Cabinet. The three Ministers were
earmarked for the job. The final matter which caused the people of Western Australia to
have no confidence in the Government - notwithstanding the Government's lack of policies
which I have briefly outlined - was the way in which the Government handled the internal
decision making processes within Cabinet when removing and appointing new Ministers. It
filled the public of Western Australia with derision for the Government and the Labor Party
and sparked the question, "If they cannot govern themselves how can they govern the State?"
That is the nub of the matter. The Premier wanted to sweep the boards and give us a fresh
start based on the Government's ability to be answerable to the people. She would not
appoint a Royal Commission. It took 12 months to drag her into that decision. When the
Ombudsman suggested a Royal Commission be set up it cook her three days to change her
mind. It is clear that the decision makting process has gone awry.
We have not seen any great projects or developments begin in this State. Businesses are
going into receivership. They are broke due to the mistakes made by the Government's
Federal colleagues. The State Government has no influence in that area. One Minister in the
Cabinet has at least had a go and he has been to Canberra on several occasions to convince
the Federal Minister who deals with energy and resources to do something about the crisis in
agriculture. He has been patted on the head and told that he has good ideas, but he comes
back with nothing. The Government is in crisis and this State does not want it any more.
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the H-ouse) [4.58 pm]: We are watching a political
game as old as time. I inwardly chuckled at the various comments made by the Leader of the
Opposition and some of his colleagues. They have been playing the old game of trying to
score political points by picking on the misfortunes of others; in this case it is by trying to
bring about a level of division on this side of the House, The level of hypocrisy was
transparent and was emphasised by the Deputy Premier. In my many years here I have heard
members opposite say dramatically different things about the people who they are now
praising and, in the case of Independent members, crawling to. When I heard the member
for Marmion praising the member for Perth, I realised we had hit the absolute epitome of that
political approach.
I have sat through debate after debate on the Perth City Council when terms parliamentary
and unparliamentary rolled off the tongue of the member for Marmion - if rolled is the word
I need for his stuttering tongue - about the member for Perth, who he is suddenly finding to
be one of the intellectual giants of the Parliament. I am not dissociating myself from that
view, because I have held it all along. If the member for Marmion thought that at all times,
why did he make the speeches he made? Why has the Leader of the Opposition come into
the Parliament praising my close friend, the former member for Geraldton, as one who has
made a substantial contribution to the Parliament after going to Geraldcon last June and
describing hint as the failed Labor member for Geraldton? The whole problem with the
Opposition is it cannot decide what is its view of people on this side of the House.
The greater level of hypocrisy from the Leader of the Opposition comes in his expression of
surprise at these things when his back bench is littered with former Ministers or shadow
Ministers. What happened to the member for Floreat, who was a distinguished Minister for
Industrial Development for this State? I never said differently from that while in Opposition
or in Government. Why is he now on the back bench? It is because the Leader of the
Opposition found it expedient to consign that member to the back bench to make way on the
front bench for one of his dill mates. If one looks at the Opposition front bench one cannot
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find one member or shadow Minister with half the capability or capacity of the member for
Floreat, or who has made the contribution to ibis Parliament that the member for Floreat has
made. The Leader of the Opposition is not prepared to stand up for the member for Floreal
publicly when his preselection is under threat, yet he is prepared to criticise the Premier for
allegedly doing things that he has done. The Leader of the Opposition has criticised the
Premier, do you mind, for getting her position by stabbing her former leader in the back!
How did the Leader of the Opposition get his position? Poor Mr Hassell, when Lecader of the
Opposition, foolishly went overseas and while he was there the present Leader of the
Opposition, in conjunction with his former deputy who is no longer in the Parliament.
Mr Laurance, planned his assassination. When he camne back it was a handshake at the front
and a knife in the back at the airport Talk about people living by the sword dying by the
sword, the Leader of the Opposition is guilty of all the things of which he is accusing the
Premier. That hypocrisy is particularly unfortunate when it seeks to make even more
difficult the position of the three members who have left Cabinet. Each of those people has
made a substantial contribution to the Government and the State and there is no member on
this side of the House who does not think that. My good friend, the member for Swan Hills,
was a significant Minister in terms of his contribution to this State in a difficult job involving
industrial relations, the toughest job, in my view, in Government. He filled that position with
substantial distinction.

Mr Court: Be fair, we have consistently supported you to become leader of your party.
Mr PEARCE: I understand that but members opposite have not done me any good. I also
differ from the member's judgment as well, because we have the best person on this side of
the House to be Premier, that is, the current Premier. She has our unqualified confidence.
The vote that will be taken in a little while will support that remark.
Each of the three former Ministers on whose persona] misfortunes members opposite seek to
capitalise has made a contribution to ibis Parliament which should be recognised. They do
not deserve to be used in the way members opposite seek to use them for their own political
ends. Further to that, each of those persons is far too smart to be caught in the little trap
members opposite are trying to set for them; that is, to put forward a hodgepodge of a motion
designed in one paragraph to attract one person and in another to attact another person.
Mr Clarko: The member for Perth does not need the Minister for the Environment to speak
for him.
Mr PEARCE: I am sure he does not. He can speak for himself, as can the others. They are
much too smart to fall into the trap the Opposition has set for them today. They are too
concerned for themselves as people to put themselves behind the shallow political and
hypocritical ploys of the Leader of the Opposition.
I turn now to the scurrilous comments related to the Australian Nationalist Movement that
the Leader of the Opposition added to an otherwise tired speech. I am not surprised that
Liberal members were surprised to find that the ANM was campaigning against one of its
people as it is a raze thing to happen to members on that side of the House. The fact is that
Mr McLean had made his position clear on a number of Asian matters over a number of
years. I supported him on many of those issues, although most members of the Liberal Party
did not. It was hardly surprising that the Australian Nationalist Movement should mark him
out in the same way as most members on this side have been campaigned against by that
group on certain occasions. During the 1986 election campaign that the Leader of the
Opposition alleged the Labor Party was providing assistance to the ANM those people
campaigned against me with considerable virulence. It was not, in a general sense, a smear
campaign, but they went to my house and put their posters on my front fence, letterbox and
ministerial car which was parked in the driveway. That was disgusting. They also
threatened to assassinate the then Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs and made
threats against the lives of various members of our front bench. They were a disgraceful and
despicable set of people. As the Premier has said, the Labor Party pursued those people into
gaol. That is what we thought about the ANMI The suggestion that the Labor Party had any
truck with those people is absolutely and categorically untrue in any sense.
That is not true of members on the other side. The fact is that amongst the documents the
police investigation turned up regarding the AM was one that revealed that a research
officer on the staff of the Leader of the Opposition. Mr David Parker - not our David Parker -
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was on the mailing list of the Australian Nationalist Movement. If he was not a member,
why was he on their mailing list? What did Mr Parker pay to get onto the mailing list of the
ANM? What contribution did he make? What mail did he get from the ANM. and what use
did he make of that mail? Were they sending him posters through the mail? What was he
doing with those posters? It was raised in the Parliament that Mr Parker kept surveillance of
Government members of Parliament. He used to stand outside Trades Hall and watch
members of Parliament go in and out. He made written reports to the Leader of the
Opposition some of which, embarrassingly for the Leader of the Opposition, were read out in
this Parliament Did Mr Parker extend his activities from merely surveillance of' members of
the Government outside Trades Hail to standing outside Ministers' houses carrying out
surveillance and while doing so did he put posters on fences, letterboxes or cars?
It is ridiculous for the Leader of the Opposition to mention Labor Party contact with the
ANM based on a single letter written by someone in gaol, a person who clearly is not kindly
disposed to the Police Force and the Labor Government in this State. On the basis of a
charge made by a single member of the ANM the Leader of the Opposition proposes these
things when his staff member was on the mailing list of the ANM. I challenged the Leader
of the Opposition during his speech to explain that away but he chose to ignore me, looking
everywhere - at the ground, the sky and elsewhere for butterflies or fairies. He would not
answer the question I asked him. He should do it now. What was his staff member doing on
the mailing list of the ANM? What was the connection between that racist group and the
Liberal Party, which in many ways is not dramatically different from that group in terms of
the policies it pursues? It was the former Federal Leader of the Liberal Parry. Mr Howard,
who sought to raise these kinds of issues publicly a year or two before he got dumped as
Leader of the Opposition. He did so in order to gather support for himself in the community
because he made the same assessment as the ANM about the racist nature of many
Australian people. We on this side think that judgment of the Australian people was wrong.
Trying to play on those prejudices was also wrong. No member on this side of the House has
had any truck with the ANM any which way.
Mr Clarko: They visited your house.
Mr PEARCE: Not with my approval. For all I know it may have been a staff member of the
Leader of the Opposition. Those people were not invited either to my house or to my
electorate office to put up their ghastly posters, but they did so consistently. To suggest there
is any connection between the Australian Labor Parry and the ANM is nonsense. During the
1986 election the ANM basically used the campaign against us. The fact that the ANM
campaigned against one of the Opposition candidates was a fluke; it was because there
happened to be someone with some integrity in that party.
Mr Lewis: Did they get any -
Mr PEARCE: No. They received no money, no assistance, no help or support. What they
got was gaol sentences, and that is what they deserved.
[ turn to the specifics of the Leader of the Opposition's motion. His first complaint is about
the closing down of the Parliament. The fact is that the Parliament is prorogued every year,
that is a requirement of the Constitution. In the past we have been asked by the member for
Floreat for guarantees that we would prorogue the Parliament because he has been keen to
make sure that he has an opportunity to speak on the Address-in-Reply during the next
session.
Mr Clarko: It depends on when the Parliament is prorogued.
Mr PEARCE: It was prorogued on 2 January.
Mr Clarko: You could have done it on 2 March.
Mr PEARCE: The Government makes no secret of the fact that its view of the Pike and Foss
Select Committees is that they should make available to the Royal Commission any evidence
that they have.
Mr Minson: You prevented the Select Committees from sitting just to make a point.
Mr PEARCE: Every Select Committee is prorogued every year.
Mr Minson: You have wasted the time of the members of those Select Committees. You
have wasted the whole summer.
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Mr PEARCE: I have moved today to re-establish those Select Committees. They are
recommitted at the time Parliament sits again. The Government is prepared to discuss with
the Opposition the proposition for having four year Parliaments, not one year Parliaments.
That would involve a single opening and a single Address-in-Reply. That has some sense in
it and I am prepared to discuss those matters with the Opposition. To suggest that there is
anything out of the way in proroguing the Parliament is nonsense. Liberal Governments
normally prorogued Parliaments around the same time, and they were normally set up again
same time in March or April. Do not think that the Liberal Party did not prorogue
Parliaments; it always used to.
I have addressed the paints made about the three Ministers. My personal conviction is that
each of those former Ministers has made a significant contribution to this Parliament. Jeff
Camr the former member for CGeraldton. my friend the member for Swan Hills, and my friend
the former Minister for Works, have all made a contribution to the Parliament and the State
for which the Parliament and the State should be grateful. I am prepared to record that fact
and I extend my thanks to each of those former colleagues, and that is supported by all my
colleagues on this side of die House.
The final laugh concerns point (8), where the Leader of the Opposition criticised the Premier
for her abandonment of the principles and policies of the traditional Australian Labor Party
for the politics of pragmatism and opportunism.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: That is a most illuminating interjection. I am not concerned about what the
member might have said but what the Leader of the Opposition is saying. I have been in this
Parliament for exactly the same time as the Leader of the Opposition; that is since 1977.
Mr Clarko: You did not have a tie then.
Mr PEARCE: I had a much more expensive silver chain. I cannot afford those things any
more; I must rely on ties I anm given by my staff as Christmas presents. If!I had $10 for every
time the Leader of the Opposition has criticised some aspect of the management of the
traditional Australian Labor Party principles and policies I would be a multimillionaire of the
type who might now be appearing before the Royal Commission. I would be a very rich man
indeed. For the Leader of the Opposition to cry crocodile tears about the proposition that a
Labor Premier might have deserted the principles and policies of the Australian Labor Party I
find quit absurd. in any other circumstances it would be a matter for congratulation by the
Leader of the Opposition that a Labor Premier had seen the light and abandoned these evil
Labor ways and adopted the politics used by Liberal Party - those of pragmatism and
opportunism. There would have been a welcoming home from the Liberal Party for one who
was straying from the true path; one who had gone in for opportunism and pragmatism in the
way that the Liberal Party always does. That must be the most bizarre aspect of the motion.
I will be interested to see if all the Liberal Party members vote against the abandonment by
the Premier of traditional Australian Labor Party principles and practices. We will see how
many members of the Liberal Party think it is unfortunate that the Premier has allegedly
abandoned these policies. How many members on the Opposition side will stand up for
traditional Labor Party policies and principles in voting on the motion?
It is appropriate that this motion should end with a joke. Thle motion itself is a joke. It was
presented in what was fundamentally a joking speech by a joker. It was not the Leader of the
Opposition's best effort in regard to the reopening of the Parliament. The real point is this:
No one denies that this State and this country face severe problems in a multitude of ways.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: That is the truth. We face severe economic problems. Everyone will attest to
the rural crisis. There is a crisis in the business community. There is a crisis in employment.
The country has to face significant problems. When we came to the Parliament we were
expecting to face debates on these things. But what do we get? We get a hotchpotch which
accuses us of closing down the Parliament on 2 January. I might say we reopened it on
14 March - six or eight weeks later. The Premier is accused of a range of things against her
colleagues, and then she is accused of abandoning traditional Australian Labor Party
principles and policies which the Opposition claims are responsible for all the ills in the
country. We in this Parliament are entitled to decent debate. We are entitled to discuss real
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subjects of concern to the people of Western Australia. For the Opposition to put up this
motion at the start of this Parliament is a joke in itself. If the answer which the Opposition
seeks during this time when there have been changes of individuals' positions in the
Parliament is to the question, "Does the majority of the Parliament have confidence in the
Premier? Does the majority of the Parliament support the continuation of this Government?'
the answer will come in the vote which will soon be taken, and the answer will be
unequivocally yes.
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie - Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations)
[5.17 pm]:- Surprise has been expressed by a number of people who cannot understand why,
on our first day back, these trivial matters have been raised by the Opposition. I have no
difficulty whatsoever in understanding why the Opposition should choose these sorts of side
issues and try to make them the main issue of the day. These are not the issues which are
troubling the hearts and minds of Western Australians.
Mr Clarko: Why did you suspend Standing Orders?
Mrs HENDERSON: I can tell members about the issues the community is talking about, and
those are issues which members opposite have no interest in debating. For example, the
community is concerned about issues like inflation.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs HENDERSON: Inflation is an issue which is of concern to the business community. It
is an issue of concern to the farming sector and to every family in Western Australia. The
Opposition does not want to talk about issues such as inflation, and I am not surprised about
that.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Honourable members should not try to shout down the speaker on
her feet. It is very bad manners.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Opposition does not want to talk about the real issues of concern to
the community such as inflation because its record is so abysmal.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have had about enough of trying to be nice and asking for
cooperation. If members in this place, like the member for Waren, want to continue with
that sort of behaviour I shall start using the Standing Orders to very severe effect. I do not
want to do that, and I do not think it is necessary. Quite apart from the fact that it is
unparliamentary, it is very rode. Members should take some time out and sit here and listen
to some of what is going on. It is absolutely disgraceful. It would not be tolerated anywhere
else. Interjections of any sort are entirely disorderly. Members know that I have a policy of
trying to allow interjections because from time to rime they help the debate. However, if
they continue in this form, I will simply use the Standing orders and say that no other
interjections will be allowed for the rest of the day.
Mrs HENDERSON: We should be debating the issues which affect the average family in the
Parliament today. We have a 6.9 per cent inflation rate at the moment, yet at the end of the
last Uiberal Government's term the rate was over I I per cent. That is why the Opposition
does not want to debate that issue. How has this Government been able to achieve that rate
of inflation? It achieved this because it was prepared to do the hard, detailed work to tackle
the century-old practices in the industrial relations arena, which Liberal Governments had
never tackled. This has nor been easy but the hard work has paid off. Over the last eight
years this Government has provided consensus, conciliation and discussion in the industrial
relations area. The level of industrial disputation has been reduced by 61 per cent from the
time that we had a Liberal Government. I would like to hear what the Opposition has to say
about that Of course the Opposition does nor raise that issue for debate because its record in
this area is so appalling! These matters are of concern to every working person, to the
farming community and to business. The Opposition does not want to debate that issue
today. The Government has been prepared to talk about structural efficiencies and award
restructuring. The Government has been prepared to look at taxation reforms to achieve a
better deal for the average family. Which Government achieved those things?
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Mr Strickland: Not yours!
Mrs HENDERSON: It was this Government. Our record is so far in advance of the
Opposition that it does not surprise me that the Opposition places a motion on the Notice
Paper which does not tackle the issues of concern to the community. The community is not
concerned with the matters the Opposition talked about this afternoon; it is concerned about
issues which affect them every day.
Mr Strickland: They do not want talk, they want action.
Mrs HENDERSON: They have had action. Over the last eight years we have experienced
wage restraint. Year in year out members opposite talked about wage restraint ad nauseamn,
but nothing was achieved, If members compare the figures which have been achieved since
we have come to Government, it would be seen that real wages have declined by
9.6 per cent. However, the average family's disposable income has increased by I11 per cent.
How has that been achieved?
Mr Macinnon: Women have to work for the family to survive.
Mrs HENDERSON: No. It is because we have reformed the tax system and people do not
pay as much tax now as they did under a Liberal Government. This Government has been
prepared to do the hard work and to change the complicated tax system - this has been done
on a Federal and State level.
Mr Clarko: That is why you have lost the voter.
Mrs HENDERSON: We have not lost the voter, the member will see that at the next
election. The people of this State know that one party has shown concern about ordinary
working people.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: How many blue collar Workers had access to superannuation under a
Liberal Party Government? Practically none. The Liberal Party is not interested in the
ordinary person receiving a benefit in his retirement. This Government has ensured that the
ordinary working person has a superannuation at the time of his retirement. It has been in
response to that initiative that unions, on behalf of working people, have been prepared to
moderate wage demands. We have presided over an unprecedented period of industrial
peace, consultation, negotiation and reform. I am not surprised that members opposite are
not prepared to debate these issues; their record in this regard is very poor.
Mr Ainsworth: Why are the farmers marching outside?
Mrs HENDERSON: They should be marching where some good could be done - these
people know that they should be in Brussels or in America where the decisions are made to
subsidise farm produce; they should not be marching in Western Australia. The member, if
he were fair and reasonable, would tell his constituents the facts of life about what is
happening overseas and about farm subsidies.
Mr Ainsworth: They are referring to areas over which you have control. Things could have
been done to assist small business!
Mr Catania: Why was that not being debated instead of this garbage motion?
The SPEAKER: Order! I will consider interjections which are directed to the person
speaking, but I will not entertain cross Chamber shouting.
Mrs HENDERSON: When this Government came to office we sat around a table with
involved parties to discuss industrial relations, and the Opposition said that it would never
work; it said that it was a waste of time and that we were grandstanding. However, eight
years on we have a whole mechanism by which key industry leaders, key union leaders and
key Government people can sit down and talk.
Mr Fred Tubby: They sit down and you tell them what will happen, and then they walk Out.
Mrs HENDERSON: Has the member been to the meetings?
Mr Fred Tubby: No, but I have spoken to those people who tell me exactly what you do.
Mrs HENDERSON: No, he has not
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Legislation has come into this House which has reformed the industrial relations scene. I pay
a tribute to my colleague, the former Minister for Industrial Relations, Gavan Troy, who
steered a great deal of important legislation through this House. He steered legislation that
set up a tripartite system of industrial relations which improved the compensation provisions.
Liberal Party members bleat about the levels of premium for workers' compensation and the
cost of lost production as a result of accidents; however, what do they do about it? They do
nothing. When they had an opportunity to produce major amendments to industrial relations
legislation to streamline the system, they decided to support amendments offered by their
friends in the legal fraternity at the expense of injured workers of this State. Part of the
legislation provided measures to speed up the process of applying for workers'
compensation, but the Liberal Party rejected them.
Mr Fred Tubby: Do you agree that the process needs speeding up?
Mrs HENDERSON: Of course I agree with speeding up the process. Major reforms have
been achieved in this area. When considering the question of tackling health and safety in
the work place, for the first time we have had committees of employers, unions and workers
sitting around a table discussing issues and devising ways of removing hazards in the work
place. That did not happen under a Liberal Government, which was interested only in
confrontation;, it was an "us and them" situation. The Opposition was not interested in the
notion of giving workers an input in devising reforms for the work place because it thought
that the workers had no contribution to make to the debate.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued at a later stage of the sitting.]
Debate thus adjourned.
[Continued below.]

STATEMENT - BY THE SPEAKER
Parliamentary Activities Advice - The West Australian

THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett): Order! I advise members that notices relating to
the activities of Parliament will be listed in The West Australian, along with court lists and
Vice Regal notices. The public will be advised of the daily activities of Parliament, such as
sitting days and hours, access to public gal leries of both Houses, parliamentary committees,
public hearings, tabling of reports relating to parliamentary committees, tours of Parliament
and other educational activities.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Sitting suspended from 6.0010o 7.30 pm

MOTION OF NO CONFIDENCE
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie - Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations)
[7.30 pm]: It is about 12 weeks since we last convened here, and since our return to this
Parliament members of the Opposition have put up nothing more significant than a series of
cheap political point scoring clauses in a motion. Despite the fact that serious economic
problems are facing the community which are of concern to everybody in this State,
members opposite are not prepared to debate those issues. One of the reasons is that the
Opposition's record is appalling when contrasted with ours.
Mr Clarko: Why not put them on the Notice Paper?
Mrs HENDERSON: I do not need to because I can stand here and talk about them, and
members opposite have no response. Before the dinner suspension I talked about the
Government's record on inflation, industrial disputation, workers' compensation, and
consultation and tripartism, and members opposite have no response.
Mr Clarko: Why not put them on the Notice Paper?
Mrs HENDERSON: Is the member telling me they are not important?
Mr Omodel: Talk to us about Robb Jetty.
Mrs HENDERSON: I am happy to do that at any time but I get a bit fed up with the
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member's interjecting with the same couple of words. I will have a debate about Robb Jetty
at any time but this is not a motion about Robb Jetty.
Our Government has been prepared to cackle the difficult issues, to talk about award
restructuring and structural efficiency, and to do the difficult and detailed work which goes
with microeconomic reform, in a way in which it has never previously been tackled in this
country. I will give members one example, before they laugh off what is a significant issue
for every other person in this community except for people on the opposite side of the House.
In the metal industry there were some 350 narrow, award based divisions. They have now
been reduced to 14. That is a significant achievement. That has been achieved because the
Federal and State Labor Governments have been prepared to tackle work practices and those
narrow craft-based divisions in the work force which have caused major problems in
efficiency. We have been prepared to talk about chose issues, to set up consultative
mechanisms, and to involve industry and trade unions in a mature and cooperative way,
which members opposite were never able to do. I am not surprised today that members
opposite did not bring on a debate about industrial relations, the economy, or even about the
rural sector, because members opposite do not have any answers. They do not have even the
most basic understanding of the issues which people in the community are discussing.
Mr Clarko: Why don't you put it on the Notice Paper?
Mrs HiENDERSON: I ant answering the Opposition's motion. That motion, which members
opposite are now ashamed of, comprises a series of cheap political points, when there is a
range of issues in the community which the people of Western Australia want this Parliament
to address.
The Opposition's record on industrial relations has been nothing short of appalling. The
Opposition is back in the last century. One example of the way the Opposition responds to
these matters was indicated clearly last year when there was a dispute in hospitals. The
Leader of the Opposition said on radio that it was not good enough for the then Minister to
say he would leave it up to the Industrial Relations Commission; he wanted the Government
to intervene. This is supposed to be an Opposition party which supports the independence of
the umpire, but when the real test comes, when the crunch is on, the Opposition always
reveals its true colours. The Opposition is not interested in cooperation and in getting people
together.
Mr Kierath interjected.
Mrs H-IENiDERSON: Yes it does. One member opposite has asked me a question about
precisely chat matter. He asked me to list how many orders of the Industrial Relations
Commission have been issued against employers and have not been complied with, and how
many orders have been issued against unions and have not been complied with. I have got
that list, and I would bite my tongue were I the member opposite.
Mr Macinnon: Who asked the question?
Mrs HENDERSON: One of the Opposition members, and when members opposite see the
answer to the question they will see that one list is this long and the other list is that long.
They may be surprised at which list is which.
Mr Kierach: Are you telling the full story?
Mrs HENDERSON: I have answered the question.
Mr Kierath: We will ask some additional questions and we may flush out the truth.
Mrs HENDERSON: I am happy for members opposite to ask some additional questions but
I have answered the question that was asked, and an interesting picture emerges. If members
opposite are erying to peddle the story that the blame is on one side they may be surprised by
the figures that have come out.
This Parliament should be debating the real issues, and I am prepared to debate those issues
any day of the week. I am not prepared to waste my time on this kind of motion, which
ought not to be before this Parliament, and I strongly oppose it.
MR LEWIS (Applecross) [7.36 pm]: Government members have made great play about
what they believe is the significance of this motion. So significant is this motion that it really
revolves around the stability of the Western Australian Government- This Government is
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sitting on the threshold of its being a minority Government. That situation has been
precipitated by some very ambitious people who could not waic their turn to gain seniority in
the Labor Government in due course. It is significant in itself chat the Government will
become a minority Government. Is it noc significant to test the confidence in the Premier,
who has been criticised by at least four members who are now sitting on the Government
side? There is no answer.
Mr Pearce: What is the question? The truth is that no-one is paying any attention to you,
but we will now try hard.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House obviously is,
Mr Pearce: Ask the question again. He is not sure where he is. He cannot remember what
he was talkcing about.
Mr LEWIS: I know exactly where I am.
I suggest to the Government that if it had any understanding of the rural crisis, the problems
in the bush, and the problems in the small business community, it would have suspended
Standing Orders and brought on a motion to debate those issues. It was left to the Opposition
parties to bring to this Parliament two separate motions to highlight the crisis in the bush, the
small business sector and, indeed, the whole economy of this State. The Minister for
Employment and Training - or whatever may be the portfolio of the Minister after her
treachery in knifing her friend from Ashburton - has boasted about how inflation is down to
six per cent, but she has conveniently forgotten that this State has the highest rate of
unemployment in Australia, which will probably increase by another one per cent or
1.5 percent. The Minister has talked about all the positive things which the Labor
Government has done but she has conveniently forgotten that this Government has plundered
$850 million from the people of Western Australia. She has conveniently forgotten that she
has been a member of what is seen to be and is now regarded as a corrupt Government, a
Government that has been politically corrupt, one that does deals on the basis of hundreds of
thousands of dollars paid to the Australian Labor Party and in cash to her leader.
Mrs Beggs: Over the top, Lewis!
Mr LEWIS: It is not over the top. The evidence is on the record. Over the next six months
Government members will live to regret that they sat in silence and allowed their so-called
honest leaders to lead them down that gully of deceit and corruption. With a few exceptions,
Government members sac quietly and supported their leaders. I compliment the member for
Perth because he has the courage of his convictions. I have always told the member for Perth
that I do not have any truck with his ideology or his policies but I respect him for his guts
and his principles. Most members on that side of the Chamber do not possess those
attributes.
The substance of the motion before this House is indeed very important. It is highlighted by
the lette about which the Premier tuc-tutted. One member said how sorry he was to have
written that letter, that he should not have done it. That is one significant reason that the
motion contains substance- The Premier does not have the confidence of her own people.
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: How did the member for Murray vote? Did he vote for the member for Swan
Hills, the member for Ashburton, or perhaps the member for Geraldton? Was he one of the
opportunists - such as the member for Belmont - who knew he would receive a job if he
voted for the spill? It happened because Minister Bridge and another member did not want
the public ignominy which would be caused by the Premier's being rolled in her own Caucus
room. [ point also to the new Minister for Housing, the architect of the disharmony within
the Labor Caucus. As the Leader of the Opposition said last November when he referred to
the then Minister for Labour Relations and Productivity and the then Minister for Works, the
member for Ashburton, and the member for Geraldton, the Government denied the situation.
That reflects their deceit and is the substance of the motion. It reflects the deceit of the
Premier and of the group of people for whom she is the puppet. The public of Western
Australia has seen through the Premier's image. The honeymoon is well and truly over. The
Premier should consider the Government's Westpoll rating which runs at around 26 per cent.
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Mrs Beggs: How does your leader rawe?
Mr LEWIS: The Government does not receive half the combined vote of the Opposition
parties.
Mr Pearce: We will see what happens in Geraldion.
Mr LEWIS: We will be watching Geraldton closely. The Premier stated that these events
are not significant. It is not significant that she has received three resignations and that she is
on the threshold of leading a minority Government. I refer to the instability of the
Government of Western Australia, but the Premier states that that is not significant.
Mr Clarko: A couple of others are wonkhy.
Mr LEWIS: They are.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: As the member for Marmion correctly says, a few other members on the
Government benches cannot make up their minds. I refer to "Mr Willie Wontee" from
Morley. who stood on one foot and did not know what to do. He got the disciples running -
Terry Burke and so on - to say not to do it. He was told he was obligated; that he was
elected on a Labor Party vote and that he should stay with the Labor Party. It is called
vacillating. He does not possess the principles of the member for Perth, the member for
Ashburton or the member for Geraldton.
Mr Kobeike interjected.
Mr LEWIS: How did the member for Nollaniara vote? He was one of the backstabbers. He
did not rate. Obviously he thought he would go right through because he was a star
candidate. The member for Balcatta also behaved like a donkey. He walked out of the
Lefists' meeting and the member for IKenwick was voted in. The member for Balcacta voted
himself out of a job. What a joke! The letter to which I refer runs to four pages. However,
the Premier said that it was not written by a Government member. Then she changed her
mind and said that the culprit had been taken to task and would never do it again.
Mr Clarko: Is it not unfair that the member for Balcatta did not get a berth?
Mr LEWIS: The poor old member for Balcatta voted himself out of a job. The people
opposed to the spill are the only people with any honour. The backstabbing went on but the
Premier said that was not significant. Does the Premier have the confidence of the Caucus?
Dr Lawrence: Absolutely.
Mrs Beggs: Was the member for Applecross opposed to the spill of the position of his
current leader?
Mr LEWIS:- The Leader of the Opposition was here when Burke was here, when Dowding
was here, and now during the time of the current Premier. He will be here when the next
Premier is appointed, the member for Fremantle.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: What about the member for Belmont who in the words of this letter stated that
those people opposed to the spill but voted to advance their own careers. Eric Ripper! This
letter was so hot on the faxes around town, there was even a fax from Curtin University of
Technology's school of architecture and planning, giving it chapter and verse. What a mob
of donkeys! Goodness gracious; and the Leader of the House tells me he has the confidence
of the Caucus.
Mr Pearce: Absolutely.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House says "absolutely'. The Leader of the House will have
to collect all those signatures again, because in two or three weeks' time his job will be on
the chopping block.
Mr Court: Bob, we still support you!
Mr Pearce: My support is more significant than yours. Who do you support on your side?
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Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! We are not making a lot of progress. I have been sitting here
thinking about bow I might help the situation with some words of reasonable advice. The
way to do it is for the member for Applecross and those members following him, to address
their remarks to me. I have thought long and hard about it, and I have a very strong feellng
that that might help us make progress.
Mr LEWIS: You are absolutely right, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER: Thiank you for your support.
Mr LEWIS: It is very significant that our economy is at its worst for at least 15 years and
that Western Australia leads the unemployment stakes. It is significant that the Government
of Western Australia is on trial in a Royal Commission where, after only five days,
outstanding revelations have been made about extreme political corruption. These are
significant matters, and the Leader of the House says, "Why have you brought on this
motion?" The Opposition did not bring on the motion; the Leader of the House moved the
suspension of Standing Orders. The Opposition would have much preferred to have debated
the rural crisis and the motions that were moved by the National Party and the Liberal Part.
But the Leader of the House could not wait to jump out of his chair and move for the
suspension of Standing Orders.
Mr Pearce: I discussed it with the member for Marmnion.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House suspended Standing Orders; that was not moved from
this side of the House, and that is the crux.
Mr Pearce: Fair enough; the member for Applecross can move to withdraw the motion and I
will accept that.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House is not dinkum. We have a rural crisis; he bellyaches
about it, but he does not want to do anything about it. The Government has no answer to the
rural crisis or for the economy of Western Australia. The Government cannot even answer
the Royal Commission; it cannot even render up the documentation relating to donations to
the Labor Parry. The Government has Rene Le Miere defending something which the
Government is hypocritically speaking against in this Parliament.
Mr Pearce: Some interesting things will come out of the Liberal Party's donations list -
Mr LEWIS: That is very nice.
Mr Pearce: - connected with the Midland abattoirs business.
Mrs Beggs: That stopped you dead.
Mr LEWIS: That has not stopped me. I do not know how I was associated with the Midland
abattoirs, other than to sit on a Select Committee. I was ashamed to be a party to that
committee on the basis of the report that was brought down in this House.
Mrs Beggs interjected.
Mr LEWIS: I have already been to the Royal Commission and I have explained to them
fully about what happened to that car.
Mrs Beggs: When did you give evidence to the Royal Commission about your car?
Mr LEWIS: The member for Whitford did not listen to rme.
Mrs Beggs: I did. You said that you had been to the Royal Commission about your car.
Mr LEWIS: That is right.
Mrs Beggs: When?
Wr LEWIS: I went and interviewed them.

Mrs Beggs: You interviewed the Royal Commission!
Mr LEWIS: No; they interviewed me.
Mr Pearce: Did they confess; did they open up?
Mr LEWIS: We in the Opposition are sick and tired of the Government's hypocrisy.
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Mr Pearce: Now the member for Applecross has decided to substitute some of his own.
Mr LEWIS: Absolute hypocrisy! The member for Perth has substantiated that, and he was
reported as saying that "he was sick and tired of hypocrisy within the parry and the way
Labor principles had been put aside". Does the member for Morley feel the same?
Mr Donovan: I wonder when the member for Applecross will start telling his own story.
Mr LEWIS: The member for Morley rook a week to work out what he felt. The member for
Perth was reported as saying, "the centralised decision -m aking was not very different from
what had gone on before, but that backbenchers' expectations had been raised that things
would be different after Peter Dowding was ousted." Let us look at the popularity ratings of
the Labor Party when Peter Dowding was Premier and compare them with today's ratings.
When Dowding was Premier the Labor Parry vote was about 42 per cent, today it is going
very well with 26 per cent! That is how well it is doing under this Premier in whom the
parry's own members have no confidence. The members for Ashburton and Perth and the
former member for Geraidron have no confidence in the Premier. The member for Swan
Hills is only waiting his chance to get his own back at the Premier. The member for Eyre is
working in the background at 100 miles an hour to try to unseat her. The Leader of the
House says we do not have a problem in this State and that we have not got unstable
Government.
Mr Read: Look at the alternative.
Mr LEWIS: I can stand here and be very proud that I did nor sit in silence while leaders of
the Government systematically and deliberately entered into covent and corrupt dealings for
the benefit of their own political parry.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr PEARCE: That is unparliamentary and I seek withdrawal.
The SPEAKER: The member for Applecross shall withdraw that remark.
Mr LEWIS: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I am proud to be a member of the Liberal Party because I know the principles of
the Liberal Party do not allow those things to happen. Unfortunately, as a member of this
Parliament, I am one of those persons who will bear the shame and the ignominy that will be
brought down on all elected members of Parliament because of the misdeeds of Labor
Governments over the past eight years. This Labor Cabinet discussed the blue file two years
ago, but what did the Labor Government do? It forgot about the blue file. So much for its
embracing fair, honest and open Government. The Cabinet knew what former Premier
Burke had been doing; it was in the blue file and they did not do anything about it. That is a
disgraceful act. I have said before that what will be revealed in the Royal Commission will
bring discredit on all elected members of this Parliament.
I suggest to the true Labor Parry members of this Government that they should feel a great
sense of shame to think that they have been part of this Government - a Government which
has done these sorts of things. I admire those members of the Government who have had
enough and said they cannot accept the shame, the continual cover up and evasiveness. Last
night Channel Nine exposed the derails of an alleged payment to a racist group to do a job on
two Liberal candidates at the 1986 election. We asked the Premier to order the police to
investigate the matter in order to get to the root of the problem and find our whether there
was any truth to the allegation. She refused to do that and told the Opposition to investigate
the matter if it wanted to. So much for the integrity of the Government! The moment it was
advertised that such a revelation was to be made last Friday the Premier should have
immediately instructed the Minister for Police to speak to the Police Commissioner so he
could conduct a full inquiry into the matter. What did she do? She comes into the
Parliament and defends the Government. She said that she would not do anything about the
matter only because it would bring further disgrace to the ALP if the allegation were proved
to be true. The truth would bring further disgrace to the great ALP about which members
opposite poke out their chests. I ask the members for Morley, Perth, Ashburton and Swan
Hills: How great is the ALP? Their leaders have taken them into the pits!
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Mr Cunningham: You are the pits!
Mrs Watkins: You are the bottom of the barrel!
Mr LEWIS: I have obviously upset members opposite.
Mr Pearce: Yes, I was so struck by your story that I was even thinking about resigning as
you spoke.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House should resign with his performance with franking
machines and things like that. That will come out, do not worry about that.
Mr Pearce: You will be the one who will worry.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House will be the one who will go to gaol.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mrs WATKINS: I ask the member for Applecross to withdraw that remark.
The SPEAKER: The member for Applecross knows full well that irrespective of the
freedom of speech that members have in this place and their ability to say things that may or
may not be true, there ame some things that are entirely unparliamentary. The member's last
statements were in that category and he should withdraw diem.
Mr LEWIS: I will withdraw but I ask the indulgence of the Speaker to ask the Leader of the
House to withdraw his statement that I would be in gaol.
Mr Pearce: I did not say that at all.
Mr LEWIS: What did the Leader of the House say?
Mr Pearce: I said that you have been involved in a few conspiracies yourself.
Mr LEWIS: What did the Leader of the House say about my being in gaol?
Mr Pearce: I did not say anything about your being in gaol!
Mr LEWIS: Yes, the Leader of the House did!
The SPEAKER: Order! We have gone far enough with that argument.
Mr LEWIS: I withdraw the remark 1 made.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I will conclude with a quotation from a person with far more wisdom than I -
Mr Pearce: That does not exclude anybody.
Mr LEWIS: That was a cheap remark! A person with far more wisdom than I once said that
he who does the greater wrong is the one who knows wrongdoing has occurred but sits idle
and watches it happen. That is what Government members have done; they have sat idle and
watched wrongdoing happen and have defended the indefensible. That is why members
opposite should be ashamed and resign so they can go to the polls to give the public of
Western Australia what they are crying out for - the opportunity to elect a new Government.
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [8.06 pm]: The member for Applecross ended his speech
with a quotation and I will start by describing a book that I read recently. Earlier this month
I was invited to the launch of the inaugural presentation of the TAG Hungeiford Award,
which is awarded to an author for his first work of fiction. This year the award was won by
the author of a book entitled Crush. Perhaps the Opposition has been reading it because it is
a book about life in inner city Perth and is full of mystery and intrigue. The book also
alludes to devious politicians and talks about members of Parliament with their electorate
smiles. The book is not complimentary about politicians; in fact, it describes one character
as a man with a set of jowls that almost made him look like a grown up. Central to the plot is
the murder, in a lift in a hydro tower, of an attractive Government adviser who has the exotic
name of Winifired Chong. The motion before us tonight in many ways is similar to the nub
of the novel Crush. They both introduce us to exciting new Western Australian fiction; the
motion is definitely fiction. It used to be conventional wisdom that conspiracy theories were
in the province of the Left. I am not so sure about that any more. In this motion there is a
full house: Contemptuous action, killing off of committees, devious roles, Government
instability, chronic states of disintegration and cover ups - whatever they are. When I was a
child, cover ups were what one wore to the beach.
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Mr Kierath: Did you get money out of the leader's account?
Dr EDWARDS: Mol?
Mr Kierach: Did you?
Dr EDWARDS: This dancing conspiracy theory is probably explained in the last paint of
the Leader of the Opposition's motion; that is, his concern about the alleged abandonment of
the principles and policies of the traditional Australian Labor Party. That is a concern! Does
it mean that the Leader of the Opposition is a closet lefty and he does not want us to know?
Sometimes it is useful to look at theory to make sense of motions like this.
Mr Lewis: Is this a book review?
Dr EDWARDS: It could be. We should examine sociopolitical theory to make sense of this
motion. One of the main schools of sociopolitical thought - not a school that I would
subscribe to, although I think the Opposition might - is the school of Marxist criticism.
People would know that Marxist criticism centres on two things: Money and the State. We
certainly hear a lot of criticism about money and the State from the Leader of the Opposition.
Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition is really a Marxist!
Them are other conspiratorial elements concerned in this motion, such as the suggestion of a
devious role. It is a ludicrous suggestion. An Australian who has looked at the issue of
deviousness is prominent criminologist, Paul Wilson. He points out that whenever the word
"devious" is used it is used in a two-faced way. It is used in a way where the person making
the accusation thinks that he or she is morally right or superior it is used in such a two-faced
way so as to put down anyone who is being criticised. However, the use of the ward
'devious" is clever because it attracts people's attention. All of us like to hear about
deviousness. The member for Roleystone would agree that there are industries built around
deviants. That was exemplified in the motion last year which sought to protect children from
prurient interests in some publications.
Mr Tubby: Did you agree with that?
Dr EDWARDS: No, I did not agree with the member's motion. Even though I am interested
in skeletons to which the member for Riverton alluded, I do not believe in banning anatomy
books. The member's motion would have banned anatomy books.
Mr Fred Tubby: Don't you think children should be protected from pornography?
Dr EDWARDS: I have never seen an obscene anatomy book and I have seen more anatomy
books than the member. With all this talk about deviousness and wanting to get the message
through to the wider community, maybe the person or the people who framed this motion
were thinking of that old adage that the middle classes love to be shocked and if they can be
shocked, they might listen and someone might get a vote. However, what might not be so
obvious is chat Lenin first made that statement and therefore the conspiracy theory is really
running very deep in this motion.
It is interesting that in the debate we have heard much about leadership, decision making
ability, management and other rather airy fairy terms. We all have our own views about
leadership. We must all be regarded as leaders in our communities, otherwise we would not
be in this House. However, evaluating leadership is more difficult. I guess, in a theoretical
way, this motion tries to evaluate leadership using a behavioural context. Anyone who
knows anything about evaluating leadership knows that that context cannot be used. If one
wishes to make any sense of evaluating leadership, one needs a framework much wider than
that. If the Opposition wants some simple advice about evaluating leadership, it needs to go
no further than The Bulletin which is doing a series of articles about power and leadership in
Australia with some interesting twists of business people saying that they do not perceive
themselves as having much power, but then describing the power they wield, If one wants to
be a strong leader, one should mead page 36 because it lists the qualities one needs. They are
all the qualities that I see frequently in Parliament, in Caucus and in the community in our
leader.
It was suggested that I should refer to novels. This motion, which is really a romantic
motion tinged with abandoned principles, perhaps should be included in a Barbara Cartland
book because there is much romance in Barbara Cartland books - I have never read one -
with all leading up to "it", with never an abandoned principle in sight. When I was a kid,
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James Thurber's books were read to me frequently. They were published a long time ago but
I believe there arm mome recent editions. There are some interesting parts in the Thurber
books. Some of the sections are autobiographical but also have powerful messages as many
novels do. In one passage Thurber refers to his being a male writer in his middle 40s coming
out again with short pieces like the motion. He argued that he had reached a stage in his life
where he should be dignified and where he knew that shortly something great awaited him.
He believed his short pieces were really a rehearsal for the larger project that was just over
the horizon. Then he said that, in thinking that through, he decided to re-examine the motion
and found little support for this very grave thesis over the horizon but found a great deal to
contradict it. I think Thurber's words of the 30s and 40s still have meaning even in this day
and age.
In closing, I pay respectful tribute to the Leader of the Opposition for his timing with this
motion. At the time he asserted that the ship of Labor had abandoned her principles and
policies - on Thursday, 14 Match at approximately 2.45 pm - 108 years ago in Highgate,
England, not in Highgate in the newly Independent member for Perth's electorate, the
greatest living thinker ceased to think. I refer of course to 2.45 pmn on 14 March, 199 1, the
anniversary of the death of Karl Marx. Since his death, Marx has had some unlikely
followers. However, I never would have believed that the Leader of the Opposition might be
one. I reject the motion.
[Applause.]
DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [8. 16 pm]: I presume the applause was for what went rather
than for what is to come. I have never received so many compliments in one day,
particularly from unexpected quarters, as I have today. Today my intellect has been
unexpectedly praised.
Mr Macinnon: We have said before that we admire your principles. When you were a
member of the Government we said we admired your principles, but that we did not always
agree with your argument.
Dr ALEXANDER: I was not referring to those comments so much as to the comments by
the member for Marmion. When I originally raised matters connected with the Perth City
Council three years ago, he had a slight difference of opinion with me over the use of
dictionaries and definitions. He gave me to understand that he thought my understanding of
corruption and other issues was at a very low level and that his was superior.
Mr Clarko: I did not suggest my understanding was superior.
Dr ALEXANDER: Never!
Mr Lewis: Brian Burke reprimanded you over that, did he not?
Dr ALEXANDER: I will come to that matter shortly. He reprimanded me over quite a bit,
as it happens. Perhaps that is a story for another day. This motion is interesting. I disclose
from the outset, rather than leaving it to the punch line, that I will not support it for two
reasons. The Opposition seems to think I am a person of principle and a person who tries to
stick to his word. One thing I did say when I resigned from the Labor Party a couple of
weeks ago was that, under no circumstances - this is an important but overlooked part of my
Press statement of that day - would I support no confidence motions in the Legislative
Assembly which were designed to bring on an early election. It is quite clear firom
everything that has come from the Opposition side tonight that that is the ultimate purpose of
motions of this sort. One of my beliefs is that, whatever the faults of the Government of the
day - I have been fulsome in my version of them lately - it deserves to run for its full elected
term. That is a principle which I have always held and which I always will hold. Therefore,
I cannot support any motion of this sort which seeks to draw people like me into the debate
so that numbers can be used to defeat the Government.
Mr MacKinnon: That is not the objective of the motion.
Dr ALEXANDER: I do not know whether it is. When a motion of no confidence is passed
in the Government, it is usual, as this motion seeks, for the Premier of the day to resign and
go to the Governor to request an election because he or she does not have the confidence of
the House.
Mr Lewis: Not the way you people operate. That is what should happen.
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Dr ALEXANDER: Okay, that may not be the objective of the motion. I am not sure what
the objective of the motion is, but it seems to me that the result, if passed, would precipitate
an early election.
Mr Lewis: Perhaps we wanted to draw attention to the hypocrisy of certain members of the
Government.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is another matter. According to my understanding of constitutional
history it does work that way. According to several statements from the Opposition this
afternoon, the objective of the motion is to precipitate an early election. I have heard many
statements like that this afternoon and over the past few weeks. Clearly the Government is in
danger of defeat on the floor of the House given the changed numbers which my action has
helped to create. However, I will not support this motion because if there is any danger that
its passage would lead to an early election, I cannot support it.
Several members inteijec ted.
Dr ALEXANDER: If I lose my job as a member of Parliament at the next election I anm
prepared to take the consequences. I believe if there were an election tomorrow and I stood
as an independent my chances would be greater than some think, but that is another story.
This motion talks about no confidence in the Labor Party leadership. Although I have
criticised that leadership on a few occasions in the past few weeks, it does not lead me to the
conclusion that the Premier should resign. My criticisms of the leadership have been
documented and I will not go through them tonight. They are on the record and have been
reported and discussed widely. I hope that my criticisms, along with those of some of my
colleagues and others both inside and outside the Labor Party, will help it get back on course.
The reason for my resignation is that I believe the party has drifted away from the policies
and principles on which it was elected. It has become far too opportunistic. I guess it is no
surprise to people to hear me say that. The decisions that the Government has made over the
past 12 months on which it will legislate are the possible allowance of mining in some
national parks, a land grant for the Notre Dame university, a development at East Perth
which looks like it will be elitist and commrercialised and a continuation of controversial
projects such as the brewery. Those are four examples of policies with which I disagree
strongly. Many members of my party share those views and we have tried to argue them out
in Caucus over time. ilowever, I found myself in a position where I was starting to disagree
with more of the Government's decisions than I could agree with and support strongly, and
in that situation I thought there was no alternative but to come clean and stand clear of the
party. That does not mean that I believe the Government should be forced to an early poll.
We have a four year term in this State and I believe that whatever the difficulties of the
Government it should be allowed to see through the term and be judged by the people on itis
merits at the appropriate time.
Mr Kierath: Did the member get any money out of the leader's account?
Dr ALEXANDER: The member asks that of everyone. I would be interested to know that
myself.
Mr Kierath: I thought the member bad the courage to give an honest answer.
Dr ALEXANDER: I hopefully put paper bags outside my office, but they never fill up. I do
not understand that. I think it is something to do with the change of personnel in my office.
However, I will go no further with that
The Government has abdicated a lot of the policies for which it stands, theoretically, and that
is the reason for my resignation. Let us have a closer look at this motion. I went down the
list of eight points and put a tick indicating an agreement beside three of them, a question
mark beside three of them and a cross beside two. Therefore, even on those grounds, three
out of eight is not good enough and I cannot support the motion. The Opposition will have
to do better than that. Some say that flattery will get one nowhere, but the other side is that
flattery will get one everywhere. If the Opposition wants my support on this matter I am sure
it can do better than that.
Several members inteijected.
Dr ALEXANDER: I have been promised many things by country and city people and I
could retire tomorrow as a happy man if I accepted all the offers I received today. However)
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once one places oneself in this position one cannot walk out the door without thinking, "My
God, am I going to break one of my principles bere?"'IIris not an easy agenda that I have set
for myself. One of the things I have set myself, that I will certainly be pursuing over the next
two years, is not to fall into the hands of an opportunistic Opposition seeking to grab power
before its time. Members opposite may have a chance to get onto the Government benches
in two years' dine, but I certainly do not think an election should be held before 1993. If the
Opposition in its wisdom starts to talk about the blocking of Supply - and I have noticed a
few statements in that direction in the past few weeks - what will happen? Last year the
Opposition said, "Yes, we will definitely block Supply. You will have to agree with us."
However, in the end, and despite the fact that at that stage the Government had not
announced the Royal Commission, the Opposition did not block Supply. T1herefore, I regard
talk about the blocking of Supply as premature and rather hollow. I do not believe it will
happen. Perhaps I will be proved wrong. That is up to the Opposition. This is not a matter
that the people regard lightly however poorly they regard the Government at the moment.
The Government is not exactly flavour of the month, but it should not be subject to a forced
election because of a motion such as this or because of the blocking of Supply, That is a
matter for public judgment, but I will not support a motion of this sort.
A couple of interesting comments were made about the leadership of the Government. I
think one disrespectful speaker spoke of the Premier as McGinty's puppet. I thought after
the revelations of the Royal Commission during the past few days that the master puppeteer
was not the current member for Fremantle but the previous member. Perhaps that is
something that the Royal Commission will sort out. The Royal Commission is doing a good
job so far in uncovering matters that have been on the minds of many people for a long time.
I admit freely that I have been one in the Government's ranks who over the years has raised
questions about matters that I did not fully understand. I felt, as did most members of the
public eventually, that something was going wrong in the process of Government and that in
effect the Government had been captured by powerful financial interests. To my way of
thinking, that process is still going on in one form or another. I believe that decisions to
allow mining in national parks, to grant land to the Notre Dame university, and to allow the
pnivate sector to take over 70 per cent or more of Government land in an area like East Perth
are basically playing into the hands of the haves, those who already command power and
resources in society, at the expense of the Labor Party's traditional constituents. I know
from the people coming into my office that there are problems in the local schools. I looked
at the Inglewood Primary School the other day which, for example, has not had a coat of
paint for 13 years. I have heard Opposition members complain and some of my colleagues
complain privately about similar things. I know one reason for this happening - and there
are others - is that the State Government's Budget is in dire straits due to a lot of money
being lost on the roundabouts. of WA Inc.
Mr CJ- Barnett: At least a Liberal Government painted the school for you.
Dr ALEXANDER: I think the last time it was painted was under the Tonkin Government, so
the member should check his facts.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It was 13 years ago.
Dr ALEXANDER: The member might win that one. However, that was probably a promise
made under the Tonkin Government and implemented under the Liberals.
Several members inteijecced.
Dr ALEXANDER: Members opposite would do anything to win the seat of Perth, but
whether they will do so remains to be seen. The parents, staff and community of Inglewood
will hopefully persuade the Government to do something about the school before the next
election. That is an example of the sort of negligence that has occurred in the public sector.
Some of that negligence is due to WA Inc, but not al of it because the Federal Government
has cut funds to the States for no particular reason other than the god of economic
rationalism. Government revenues have also dropped. There is no doubt that WA Inc
policies have prejudiced the Government's ability to deliver its basic services to constituents
such as those in the area I represent. It is that sort of problem, and the problems I have had
with a number of Government policies, which have led me to this position. Regrettably the
Opposition's motion does not refer to any of these matters. It does not refer to alleged policy
failures, apart from point No (8), which refers to the abandonment of the policies of the
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traditional ALP. This sounds like an extract from my Press release and I am gratified the
Opposition should use these extracts. I find it rather ironic that the Opposition should
complain about the ALP's abandoning its traditional policies. In my view the Government
should be further to the left of the political spectrum. I cannot imagine, if and when the
Opposition is elected to Government, its policies Will be those embraced by the left wing of
the Labor Party or of the community. It is possible, but it seems rather unlikely.
Mr MacKinnon: The Government was elected on its policies but ir is not implementing
them. The Government has abandoned some of those policies.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is fair enough, but it is an ironic point in a motion from a relatively
right-wing Opposition. Politicians of all persuasions have been guilty of deceiving their
voters over the past 10 or 20 years. Expectations in the community have been raised
unrealistically by both sides of politics and by all politicians, including me. One promises
things which one thinks one might be able to deliver, and it rums out that one cannot as a
result of certain factors or whatever.
Several members inteiJected.
Dr ALEXANDER: I have been a member of Parliament for only four years.
The SPEAKER: Order! The background conversation is at a level and the member's speech
is at a level which is causing some difficulty to Hansard. The request is that background
conversation cease, and that the volume of the member's delivery be increased.
Dr ALEXANDER: I am not yet used to being back in this position. It has taken a while to
adjust to my demotion.
The Government could have been criticised, and it would have struck more ground with the
public and with people in my position if it had been, for its failure to act on martens such as
those affecting the Perth City Council. I have raised this matter many times in this House,
and so has the member for Riverton. It seems that the Curtin Foundation has finally been put
to bed. I hope it has been, because that foundation caused the Labor Party and the Labor
Government more trouble than anything in living memory. One of the members of that
foundation, councillor Rod Evans, while he was on the City Council, along with a number of
his mates, seemed to get into a number of deals which I have detailed in this place before.
The member for Riverton is aware of the sort of pressure that results when points such as this
are raised. I raised the criticism of that councillor as long ago as 1984 when I was on the
Perth City Council. I asked for an investigation into certain deals concerning the Perth City
Council purchasing some land behind the Carbton Hotel in highly dubious circumstances for
a highly inflated price. I was told by none other than the party secretary of the day to shut up
or face expulsion. I did not shut up and I was not expelled, but those sorts of threats were
made because people like that were allegedly "friends of the party". What sort of friends
were they?
Mr Lewis: Do you think that is corruption?
Dr ALEXANDER: I do not.
Mr Lewis: What would you call it?
Dr ALEXANDER: When a party, for whatever reason, is taken in by people like that, it has
deep, basic problems. Indeed it was that sort of approach which led me to stand for
preselection in the vain hope that I could put right problems of that sort. Experience has
proved otherwise, and I have ended up as an Independent clear of the Government in that
respect. I must emphasise, however, that I will not in any way support motions of this sort if
they are designed to precipitate an early election simply for reasons of Opposition
expediency.
It has been suggested that some of the matters raised in this motion are not significant. I
think they are highly significant. They are of great personal significance to me. However,
the Parliament has more important matters on its agenda - or should have. When this motion
was first put up last week it was suggested that the Government would move an amendment.
I do not know whether it still plans to do that, but if it does I will not support that amendment
either because I can imagine an amendment worded contrary to this one seeking to condemn
the Opposition for several reasons. To me this is simply playing politics and not getting on
with addressing the fundamental problems which face this State.
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As a number of speakers have said tonight, there are economic and social problems, same of
which the Government has tried to address. Some of its actions I agree with, many I do not,
but I must remember to try to stay true to Labor principles, whatever they are. A number of
members have pointed out that they have varied from time to time, but traditionally the
Labor Party stands for a fair go for the underdog and a redistribution of income from rich to
poor rather than the other way round.
Several members inteijeted.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is one of the principles which has been breached -
Mr Lewis: And how!
Dr ALEXANDER: - particularly with WA Inc. On the other hand the Government has
achieved certain measures of redistribution and it has achieved certain progress in its social
policy. I will not stand here and condemn the Government out of hand simply because I
have decided not to remain a member of the parliamentary Labor Party. I have spoken in this
House on a number of occasions about the progress the Government has made on matters
such as transport. I would like to see it go a lot further, and I shall be raising that sort of
issue in the months ahead as often as I can. There are a number of matters which the
Government should and could address which would be true to its principles and to its basic
platform. Those are matters which I shall be raising in the House and I hope to have the
support of members on both sides. I will not support this motion, and neither will I support
any similar motion of no confidence moved simply for reasons of political expediency.
MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [8.38 pm]: This afternoon 2 000 people went out in
fairly hot conditions to march to Parliament House and to demonstrate to members of this
Chamber how serious our economic plight is. We have been in this place since two
o'clock - it is now 8.40 pm - and all that time we have been debating something which has
absolutely nothing to do with the problems which face the community. A politically
motivated motion, which this is, is quite understandable. I have been around long enough to
expect something like this would be moved today, but it does nothing for the real problems
which confront our community. I have said publicly that this Opposition will be the
Government after the next election if it is able to convince the community that it is a viable
alternative to the mob on the other side.
Mr Catania: Do you think it has done that?
Mr THOMPSON: I think it has the prospects of being able to, and I am heartened by recent
signs of positive action by the Leader of the Opposition, who went to India to look at
developing economic ties between this State and India. These are the positive things which
this Opposition needs to address if it is to demonstrate to the community that itris a viable
alternative. This motion is a lot of humbug, and I will not support it - not at all. It is a lot of
political nonsense that makes absolutely no sense to the people in the community. It might
be rather good to take to the branches of the Liberal Party to say, 'Look we have moved this
motion and we really got stuck in." That is not what this place should be about. 1t should be
about coming forward with suggestions and initiatives which are necessary to confront the
problems facing our community. This motion does not come anywhere near that. I will refer
briefly to the specific topics listed in the eight point motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition.
The first point refers to the proroguing of Parliament snuffing out the light on two Select
Committees. That is the interpretation of the Opposition, and it probably is right. However,
the committees of the Legislative Council should have voluntarily wound up their activities
and passed on their available information to the Royal Commission; they should have
allowed the Royal Commission to get on with its job. The public will have no confidence in
a Select Committee which is dominated by one or other of the two major political parties.
Select Committees of the type of the Foss and Pike Committees are just a nonsense in the
circumstances of a Royal Commission being established. Had the Royal Commission not
been established, they probably would be worthwhile. Indeed, if a motion could get through
this House it would have been a worthwhile endeavour to examine some of the matters of
concern to the community. However, given that a Royal Commission has been established at
a tremendous cost to the community with sweeping powers, and given the fact that the Royal
Commission has demonstrated that it will not be influenced by political powers in this town,
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I have every confidence in the commission. If members do not have confidence in the
commission, they should have. So, the first point of the motion does not stand up at all.
The second part of the motion complains about the "devious role in removing from Cabinet
thre Ministers whose loyalty to her was rewarded by off the record briefings and leakages to
the media designed to unfairly discredit those Ministers". That is a matter for the Labor
Party; it is not a matter for the community. Frankly, the thre people who were removed
from office did not deserve the tatmnent they received- But, that will not cause me to come
in here and vote for a no confidence motion against the Government. That really is the
business of the party, as is the case when the Liberal Party decides to move people sideways.
It should not be assumed that people have not been moved sideways in the Liberal Party.
Mr Pearce: And downwards.
Mr THOMPSON: Downwards and in every direction. That is accepted. No matter bow
unpalatable it may be for the person who is subject of that movement, it is not valid for the
Opposition to adopt a holier than thou attitude on this issue. It should not come to the
Parliament and move a censure motion against the Government, and the Premier in
particular, just because some people have been removed from office.
I refer now to what 1 regard as the unacceptable standards of behaviour within the major
political parties. I warn these parties that the actions seen in the recent resignations will
occur in the future provided that people are dealt with callously and without concern. I know
that if Jeff Carr had been approached and given a reasonable opportunity to go quietly, he
would have gone. But, given the pressure that was placed on him, there was no way he
would go in those circumstances. Ultimately the spectacle occurred which we all saw. The
Premier has admitted that the whole thing was poorly managed. I indicate to the leadens of
the major political parties that if they treat people shabbily - they are not pawns in a game -
they will find people in the system who have the guts and the courage to tell them to jump
into the blooming ocean. The parties need to take stock of themselves. The people who
were behind the removal of the three people in the Labor Party did some calculations and
made certain assumptions about what people would do, but clearly they miscalculated. The
people who were the subject of that activity simply were not prepared to accept it- I hope
that the lesson is learnt by the political parties. The individuals involved will pay the pnice.
Mr Troy: Some of them have not been around too long.
Mr THOMPSON: That is right. People cannot be treated shabbily and then be expected to
stick with their leader through party loyalty. That is something that should not be assumed
any more.
Point (4) of the motion makes me laugh. It was only a few weeks ago that the Liberal Party
was crying out for the resignation of Hon Joe Berinson. However, when the Labor Party
proposed carrying that out, the Liberal Party was crying out against it. That is a nonsense.
Anybody who has followed the saga of WA Inc would know that Mr Berinson was one of the
four people targeted by the Liberal Party. When it was suggested that Joe Berinson be
sacked, the Liberal Party was suggesting that it should not be done!
The other point of the motion on which the Premier is targeted relates to the public
controversy that resulted from the "semi-secret holiday to the Eastern States' and the
resulting missing of appointments in a couple of electorates. I am sure that is not the first
time that the Premier of this State has missed local appointments and has found it more
important to do something else. That will continue to be done. Franidy, the treatment given
to these matters was a beat-up. If ever there was a beat-up, this was it. The Opposition is
jumping on the band wagon and following the sont of exposure and prominence that The
West Australian gave to this matter.
The next point of the motion refers to her actions which have "caused leading trade union
officials to publicly state that the Government has lost all political direction and is in a
chronic state of disintegration". Why criticise the Government if it is in that state? That is
what the Opposition wants; therefore, why use that as a reason for the Premier to resign? I
believe that whoever put this motion together must not think in the same way that I do.
Point (7) of the motion refers to the Premier's "reliance on a small clique of non-elected back
room advisers". Who do members believe wrote the policy speeches of the Liberal Party
from 1974 until Sir Charles Court retired? It was W.W. Mitchell. These were presented to
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t Liberal Party in the party room as a fait accompli. In those days I complained about a
lack of input from the ordinary members of the party regarding Liberal Parry policy. To talk
about a small clique putting together policy is rather odd as there was no smaller clique than
W.W. Mitchell. No-one from outside of party would have dared to say that things should not
have been done in this way. Some of us could not change that from within the party, but it
was accepted by the party. The leader had the strength and the support of his party and it is
not for another political party to tell the other how it should conduct its internal affairs.
I refer to point (8) in the motion which states -

her abandonment of the principles and policies of the traditional Australian Labor
Party for the politics of pragmatism and opportunism.

Mr Pearce: It was afraid we would pinch its platform.
Mr THOMPSON: If members on this side of the House ought to be doing anything when a
socialist Government is in power they should try as much as possible to prevent it from
introducing its policies and platforms because they are opposite to the way we like things to
be done. In this motion we are urging the Government to adhere to the philosophies opposite
to the conservatives' policies. It would have been to the advantage of the conservatives had
the Labor Party moved from its socialist policies and philosophies. We should be applauding
them for it because it would minimise the impact of' socialism.
I have been in Parliament long enough to know that these moves are not successful, and this
motion is an absolute nonsense. The community is looking for more from members who
serve in this House than political stunts like this. I do not think there is any sincerity in the
motion; it is political opportunism at its best.
At present three people in this Parliament occupy unique positions. Unless it has escaped
members' attention, the Labor Party has 27 members on the floor of the House; the Liberal
Party has 19 and the National Party has six, making a total of 25 members from the
combined conservative parties and there are three Independent members. The bad news is
that the Government will face defeat on issues somewhere down the track; the good news is
that that fact is not all bad; it is very goad for this democratic institution. For too long,
Executive Governments have had too much power and the people of this country have had a
bellyful. of the two major political parties. I confidently expect that a significant vote will be
given to the Independents in the Geraldton by-election. A significant trend has occurred
around Australia towards Independent members. Seven Independent members were elected
to the New South Wales Parliament; five in the lower House of the Tasmanian Parliament;
two in South Australia, and Ted Mack was elected to the Federal Parliament. Western
Australia is not divorced from that trend and the move towards Independents and minor
parties will continue because the'perception exists in the community that Labor, both
Federally and in the State, has blown the deal. People are still apprehensive about supporting
the Opposition.
I refer to the point I made earlier that if the Opposition wants to be the Government after the
next election, it ought to be using the limited time available in Parliament to bring forward
initiatives, ideas and answers to the problems confronting the community. If it uses its
valuable time to stay on a negative tack, its stocks in the community will not rise. I am not
being inconsistent in saying that; I have said it often. In fact with a fortnight to go before the
1989 election we had convinced the electorate that the Labor Government was crook, and I
urged the shadow Cabinet to convince the public that we would be an alternative
Government The wise men continued with a negative approach and history reveals that we
did not win the election. The lesson from that election was obvious and if the conservatives
want to become t Government after the next election, they must lift their performance and
be true to their philosophy by implementing positive initiatives. It is no good their grizzling
about the Labor Party nor being true to its ideologies.
Two things struck me about some initiatives I saw the other day published by the Leader of
the Opposition, which will be pursued in the coming Parliament. Firstly, they were pretty
short on quality and, secondly, they flew in the face of a principle they abandoned in the last
Parliament. One initiative concerned the relaxation of trading hours. I spoke on the Bill,
which was based on that principle, to allow service stations to trade on Saturday afternoons.
That is in line with the fundamental philosophy of the Liberal Party. However, the Liberal
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Party opposed the measure in this House for the very meason that ic would flat talk to the
Labor Party about the measure. It talks about pragmatism and opportunism! A few service
station owners spoke to some Liberal Parry members about it and they went to water.
Mr Lewis: A few hundred.
Mr THOMPSON: There may have been a few hundred, but one cannot move away from the
fact that opportunism and pragmatism were the measons the Liberal Parry walked away from
its philosophical beliefs. The community expects people in this House to lead, not follow.
The trouble with politics in this State is that the policies and philosophies of the two major
parties have come closer and closer together because the means by which those policies have
been formulated are the same, whether Liberal or Labor. The panics ask the community
what it wants, then they form their policies consistent, as far as possible, with their
philosophical beliefs and attempt to deliver as much as they can. It is time political parties in
this country led instead of followed,
Mrs Beggs: You don't support citizens initiated referendums?
Mr THOMPSON: It depends on how that is structured and what sample is used- I certainly
would nor be in favour of that if there were nor significant participation. Such a move would
finish up with a very small percentage of the people with'a gripe or a lean towards a subject
taking an interest in doing something about it, whereas a great majority of the members of
the community would not become involved.
The problem with the Australian electorate is that it has not taken sufficient interest in what
people do in places like this. I hope that in future ordinary people in the community will take
more interest in politics and will want to see a better performance by politicians and then
they will perform better. At present the political parties get away with murder simply
because most people do nor take an interest in them.
I will not support the motion; it is a nonsense bringing it into the House. It is a waste of the
very limited time we have when Parliament is sitting, particularly on the day when 2 000
people marched to Parliament to draw attention to the issues which are hurting them. What
have we done in this place up to nine o'clock tonight? We have tried to embarrass the people
on the other side, and that has nothing to do with solving the problems of the community.
MR MacKINNON (Jandalcot - Leader of the Opposition) (9.00 pm]: I am pleased that the
Parliament will be packed tonight when I speak on the Address-in-Reply and all of the
members opposite, including the Premier and the member for Darling Range, listen to some
of the positive initiatives that I intend putting forward. I guarantee that the Premier and the
majority of the hypocrites on that side of the House will not be listening.
The reason the motion was moved today is crystal clear. How can any Government, and
particularly this one, address the issues that we will all be debating over the next few weeks
when it cannot even look after itself? Its leader does not have the support of the members.
The Labor Party has a leader who has shown by example that she cannot make sensible
decisions for the future of this Stare. She is, as I said, a puppet of others in this place and not
a person who is providing the necessary leadership. That is why this motion is important.
The member for Perth said that he will nor support the motion. I knew that because I read his
statements in the newspaper. However, he said that parts of this motion are significant. I
think it is important for us to debate them in this manner on the first day of the Parliament.
The member for Maylands referred to the ship of Labor. I want her to look at the cartoon
that appeared in The West Australian the other day in which the Premier was standing on the
back of the ship of Labor which carried the name "Titanic". It depicted the member for Perth
running down the gangplank and other rats jumping off the ship. The member for Maylands
should look at that cartoon very carefully because that is the ship of Labor. That is the
public's impression of the ship of Labor at the present time and that impression is the reality.
People are jumping off the ship for the reasons we have outlined.
The Premier's response said it all for me. We have referred to her as a leader in crisis and
she came back into the House and had to read a speech that someone else had prepared for
her. It disappointed me because I believe the Premier has the ability to do better than that but
unfortunately she did not.
Mr Pearce: She did do better.
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Mr MacKINNON: She admitted that she did not type it and that somebody else prepared it.
She then said that the Opposition, as though it has relevance to this motion and excused her
decision making, had no policies. After that we heard a succession of Ministers criticise ou-
policies. The Minister for Consumer Affairs criticised the Opposition for its lack of an
emergency services policy. We introduced a Bill on that matter and we intend to introduce it
again. That is how serious we are on that matter. The Deputy Premier complained that we
have no policies on the economy. We issued a discussion paper on power last year which
stated that the Government was already 12 months behind in making its power decision and
it still has not made that decision. We issued a discussion paper almost two years ago on
pulp mills which was lauded by the Australian Conservation Foundation. We listened to the
hypocrisy of the Deputy Premier telling us that we have no policies and then listened to him
quote from a policy paper on small business that my colleague, the member for Roley stone,
issued. Reference was made to an educati on policy relating to handicapped children. If any
member opposite has experience of a handicapped child, he or she will know that the
Government sold the handicapped of this State down the drain. They should go out and talk
to the parents of handicapped children as I have and they will understand what I say.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! About three years ago, the Speaker of the Tasmanian Parliament
left the Chair, claiming that the House was in disorder - "grave disarray" were the words I
think he used. He stayed away and did not tell anybody when he was coming back.
Members could not leave Parliament House and as members here know, there are no beds or
suitable places to rest. The Speaker did not arrive back until the next day after not telling
them when he was going to return. They waited until he returned and were extremely
chastened and quiet the next day. I wondered whether members wanted to hear that story.
Mr MacKJNNON: I warnted to hear it, Mr Speaker. If the former Minister for Education had
empathy with handicapped children, he would understand the report in The West Austiralian
the other day in which a noted academic said that we are worse off now than we were
20 years ago and he is absolutely right. Handicapped children have been sold down the drain
by this Government and it says we have no policies! We have the policies and we care about
those people. I thank the member for Darling Range because he was right about our vision in
relation to the Indian Ocean rim and other matters.
There are five factors at the core of this debate about the style of Government, the style of
leadership and the Premier. The first is integrity and honesty. We saw today another
example of how the Premier is prepared to sweep under the carpet all that we believe about
openness and honesty. In a laughable performance during question time, the Minister for
Microeconomnic Reform answered a dorothy dixer by mucking up the answer. He indicated
that he would not make available to the public the information contained in the SGIC report
for the reason that we have heard so many times before, "commercial confidentiality". He
said disclosure might damage the commercial competitiveness of the SOIC. The SGIC is
now several hundred million dollars behind the eight ball when it comes to competitiveness,
thanks to the Minister and his colleagues. As the member for Applecross said tonight, the
people most guilty are the people who sat by quietly while it all happened. If there is one
thing about the Royal Commission that makes me angry it is that, as the truth comes out,
why did not these people stand up and tell the people of Western Australia loudly and
publicly what went on? At least the truth is coming out. The first factor is that this
Government has no integrity. As the member for Perth said, this Government has not
changed its style and is still in the hands of a few.
The second factor is that the Premier's prorogation of Parliament, irrespective of what people
might say, was designed to stifle an examination of the Government's mismanagement and
probable corruption as we will see in due course. The continued defence of the indefensible
by the Government highlights why this motion is being debated today.
The third factor is the mishandling of a Cabinet reshuffle at a time when this country is in the
midst of a major rural recession. Who got the sack from the Government? Which Ministers
got the rocket? They were country Ministers, people who I w~ould have thought were
desperately needed at a time of' rural crisis.
Fourthly, we dared to ask the Government today what it is doing about an amazing allegation
that the Australian Nationalist Movement has been funding an Australian Labor Party

128 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 19 March 1991]12

campaign in some way. We dared to ask what the Government is doing about it! We
received outrage from the Government suggesting that we are in the gutter and that we
should get out of it; that we are peddling filth. All we dared to do, as we have dared to do for
the past four years, was to seek the truth because we share the Government's disdain of the
ANM and all that it stands for. However, I also want to know whether there is any truth in
that allegation and, if so, let us expose it. If any liberal person is funding the ANM, I want
him or her exposed. I want the public to see these people for what they are. I do not want
the cover up. I will not say that we will do nothing, and the Government should take action.
That is a classic demonstration of why this motion has been moved - if ic needed
underwriting. The leopard has not changed its spots, and that is why the Premier should
resign. The Premier's comments summed up the situation.
Some of the comments of the member for Darling Range are correct: Major political parties
must listen to the people in the community. The Liberal Party is endeavouring to respond to
the wishes of the community because if it does not do so the number of Independent
members of Parliament will increase. The Liberal Party can ably meet that challenge. The
member for Darling Range made another comment that is absolutely true and I am
cornmitted to doing something about it. For too long the Executive has dominated this place.
What was the Government's reaction when the member for Darling Range made that
comment? Government members laughed. That said it all. All the Governmnent members
sitting on the back bench who were sucked into the WA Inc activities are victims of
Executive power that they were not game to challenge.
The Royal Commission is exposing the worst case of political corruption this State and
nation have ever seen. What were Government members doing at the time of those
activities? The member for Darling Range looked around when he made that comment
because there were no members on the back bench. That is the point made so ably by the
member for Darling Range. I do not agree with everything he said but certainly I agree with
that statement. The Executive dominance of this place has reached new heights and has by
and large caused the problems now facing Western Australia. Government members are too
foolish or too arrogant to recognise that. That is why the Government is on the skids. I saw
this happen before when I sat on the Government benches as a Minister and the Liberal Party
went down the same tack. It was the same pattern of arrogance and of not listening to the
public. That is why we are on the Opposition benches now and why Government members
will soon be on these benches.
I refer to some comments made by the Leader of the House who normally makes a goad
contribution to debates. Today's contribution was one of his worst. He rabbited on without
presenting any facts; he claimed that the preselection of the member for Floreat was under
threat, which is not the case. He then tried to suggest there was something sinister about a
former staff member of mine who may at one time have received newsletters from the
Australian Nationalist Movement. I remind the Leader of the House that he is a member of
the Government that supported a leader who paid private detectives to bug the telephones of
members of Parliament. Such action is unprecedented in the history of Australia, yet the
Leader of the House has the gall to say that receiving a newsletter from an organisation is
akin to spying on people. He supported that spying activity, knew it was happening, made
decisions on the basis of it, and he continues to try to cover up the facts.

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I am not sure that it is appropriate at this stage to make those
assumptions. They are of an improper nature and, indeed, if they were true would be
criminal in their nature. Consequently, the statements made by the Leader of the Opposition
are unparliamentary and should be withdrawn.
Mr MacKiNNON: I withdraw.

Debate Resumd
Mr MacKINNON: This Government knowingly participated in the gathering of information
in an unprincipled way, yet members opposite have the hypocrisy to say that receiving a
newsletter is in some way immoral.
Mr Pearce: What will you do to find out the truth about your former staff member's
association with the ANM?
01464-S
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Mr MacKINNON: I will take some action when Government members provide some proof
that it happened.
Mr Pearce: You said that if a Liberal Party person were involved with the ANM you would
want to know the truth of the matter.
Mr Mac KINNON: The Leader of the House is making a claim but if he gives me some proof
I will follow up the matter. The person referred to is no longer a member of my staff. It is
an absolute nonsense and will be dealt with in that way.
In conclusion, it was very interesting to note that in the whole of the debate only one member
commented on the central question of who is running the Government of Western Australia.
The member for Perth commented in passing on my claims about the puppeteer,
Mr McGinty, but not one Government member actually tried to rebut the claim. As I said
earlier, it is quite clear that the cartoon by Dean Aiston that showed the Titanic said it all.
Today's cartoon showed how desperate the Premier is to recover lost round, but it can never
be recovered. The Leader of the National Parry made the following comment today, and the
Prime Minister used it effectively in the campaign against the Liberal Party at the last
election: If you cannot govern yourselves, how can you govern the country? The Premier
cannot govern her own party and she should not be governing Western Australia.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)

Mr Ainsworth Mrs Edwardes Mr McNee Mr Strickland
Mr Cj. Ramrne Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr House Mr Minson Dr Turnbull
Mr Clarko Mr Kiciuth Mr Nicholls Mr Watt
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Omodei Mr Wiese
Mr Cowan Mr Macjinnon Mr Shave Mr Blake (Teller)

Noes (30)
Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Thompson
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mr Troy
Mrs Buchanan Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Catanlia Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr DiL. Smith Mrs Watkns (Teller)
Mir Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr P.1. Smith
Dr Edwards Mr Leahy Mr Taylor

Question thus negatived.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - SECOND DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 14 March.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) (9.20 pm]: I wanted today to
make a statement to the Parliament about India, along the lines which the Government uses
from time to time for making a ministerial statement, but the Government indicated that it
would not support such a stance. So I intend later in my address to read into Hansard that
report, which outlines my views about the Indian Ocean rim, and which I was not able to
provide to the House in the form of a statement.
I will commence by making a couple of comments about where I believe the Government
has missed the boat in respect of the proposed legislative program for this session as outlined
to the Parliament in the Governor's Speech; and, secondly, by outlining what should be both
die short and long term answers to the serious problems facing Western Australia.
The SPEAKER: Order! About five or six different audible conversations were going on.
There is now only one between the member for Moore and the member for Warren, and it
would be nice if only one person were speakcing, the Leader of the Opposition.
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Mr MacKfNNON: I read through the Governor's Speech and looked at the initiatives which
addressed what the Premier talked about today in respect of unemployment and the rural
crisis. I found that by and large there was a commitment by the Government in this session
to run through the Parliament some old initiatives. Do members remember one-vote-one-
value, let the people decide? How many years ago was that? Is that a fresh, new direction
for Western Austrlia? Secondly, I found a repeat of other initiatives as though they were
brand new, visionary statements; for example, the disclosure of members' financial interests.
That initiative was defeated by the Legislative Council in 1985. It was brought to the first
reading stage only in 1987, and on 31 August 1989 it was reintroduced into this House. The
Bill still has not progressed past the second reading stage, yet the Governor mentioned it in
his speech as though it were a brand new initiative.
Mr Kierath: That is what I call commitment. No wonder this State is in a mess.
M& MacKINNON: Yes. Thirdly, and to give the Government credit for adopting some
Opposition initiatives - but, as is usually the case, it has done it only half as well - the
Government has appointed a major projects ministerial council which is supposed to fast
tack major projects. However, members cannot tell me that a committee of Ministers will
be any better than a committee of bureaucrats. We need a Minister - the Premier - making
sure that the right decisions are made. As we said earlier, this Premier cannot make those
decisions.
Finally, the Government has done nothing to address unemployment or the rural crisis.
There are no capital works initiatives, taxation reforms or industrial relations reforms. All
we get is more committees, more studies and more Ministers. What has the Minister for
Microeconomic Reform actually done? All he has done is suppress information. He has not
done anything else, nor is he likely to. This State is experiencing record levels of
unemployment. The Premier keeps talking about social equity and justice but how can we
have social equity and justice when the economy is not being dealt with properly? We need
answers in both the short and the long term. Several initiatives should and could be
undertaken in the short term. Neither the Deputy Premier, the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, the member for Maylands nor the member for Darling Range is in the Chamber.
They all said that in this session of Parliament we should debate the alternatives and where
we should be going. Is it not amazing how short are people's memories? Is it not amazing
how for some members a cup of tea in the dining room is more important than debating
where we should be heading in the future? Who are the hypocrites? It is clear to see.
Were we in Government tomorrow - and that time may not be too far away - one of the
initiatives we would implement would be to fast track and bring forward capital works
programs from next year into this yea. That is what Wayne Goss did in Queensland and that
is what we should be doing right now. We should fast track those projects, particularly in
those regions where the rate of unemployment is greatest. In addition, we would demolish
the old Swan Brewery, and readdress our priorities. It astounds me that while this State and
this nation is in crisis, $80 000 a month is being wasted on that edifice on the foreshore. I
was told the other day that 15 Builders Labourers Federation members roil up for work every
day, get their names ticked off, and then go home. Apparently they are getting paid to do
that. We are seeing $80 000 a month go straight down the gurgier. Many people in this
State could do a lot with $80 000.
We would not dilly daily around, as is this Government, with the most crucial decision
facing this State - the energy supply question. In May Last year the member for Nedlands, on
behalf of the Opposition, produced a discussion paper called "Options for Western
Australia's Future Power Generation". We said that a decision on the next base load power
station should have already been made. However, the Government is still tryig to arrive at a
decision. We did not beat around the bush. We reached a conclusion. It is only five
paragraphs long, and is simple and straightforward. It reads in part -

The Liberal Party support the coal option for the next base load power station in
addition to the construction of a base load combined cycle gas plant.
These power stations should be privately built, owned and operated.

That would have been done by now if the Government were dinkumn about getting the power
equation correct. That decision is fundamental to the economic development of this State
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and should already have been made, but all we have seen is inaction. The Deputy Premier
stood up tonight and tried to make some point, which I missed. I do not know what he was
trying to say, but we have not seen any decision making.
Were I the Premier I would have already gone to Canberra to ensure that the Prime Minister
understood this State's views about the rural crisis. I would not send the Minister for
Agriculture alone but would go with the Minister for Agriculture to make sure that there was
some weight to our representations to the Prime Minister. I would not come up with the
arrant nonsense that the Minister for Agriculture provided tonight in answer to question 19
about the Middle East. He was asked by the member for Stirling about when he was going to
the Middle East, and all he could give was a wishy-washy answer. Nothing is happening.
Why has the Government not sent a delegation to the Middle East to resolve the problems
with the live sheep trade and thereby resurrect that trade? The Government talks about the
problem but does nothing. The Government states that the Federal Government should take
action; meanwhile our farmers suffer the consequences. The Government has no leadership
and no direction; it sits on its hands. One would never know about the rural crisis,
considering the lack of action by the Government of Western Australia. A committee was
formed which made recommendations but very little has happened. As stated by the shadow
Minister for Agriculture, a state of emergency should be declared in the rural sector of
Western Australia. Appropriate action should be taken to redress the problem. That could
be possible tomorrow with a capital works program and the cancellation of the brewery
project. A commitment to a power station should also have been made. The Premier should
take action instead of travelling to the Eastern States on a secret mission - probably to meet
Ambassador Brian Burke and the Prime Minister to work out the strategy on her return.
I refer to the rural crisis and a lack of stability in the Government. All these issues are short
term-and actions in this regard could be implemented today. As a short term initiative, we
welcome the Government's commitment to the Freedom of Informacion Act. We have heard
about this previously and I hope that the legislation is passed this session. I hope that the
relevant Bill will give real access to information and not imagined access. Accountability in
this State is more urgently needed than ever. I hope that the Government does not renege on
this freedom of information legislation and that it is a sincere attempt to provide such access.
I also hope that an independent public prosecutor is appointed before too long. That office is
a fundamental part of our system and should have been established long ago. We should set
in place legislation to ensure that all people who direct the activities of statutory agencies in
this State are as accountable as company directors. These people should be accountable for
their actions and should not be allowed to act as Mr Rees, the former chairman of the State
Government Insurance Commission, has acted. He has resigned without questions being
asked or answered. He retires as though nothing has happened even though he has presided
over the most disgraceful state of affairs and the most sordid events in the history of the State
Government Insurance Commission, or any other insurance commission around Australia.
Mr Shave: And still we are not allowed to know any of the details.
Mr MacKINNON: That is a good point. The Government covens up with the same old lame
excuse. The accountability provisions should have been put in place. Rather than talk about
micro-economic reform, the Government should have made a commitment to provide
emergency services legislation, and to address secret ballots and non compulsion. It should
not provide poppycock answers to questions stating that these matters are part of legislation
when everybody in this State knows that the Government does not enforce such legislation.
The unions run unchecked over the workers in this State forcing them against their will to
join organisations. Such reforms could have been undertaken and would have been
undertaken had the Opposition been in Government.
In the long term we should look beyond the year 2000. We should be looking at the Indian
Ocean rim. T1he Opposition is looking progressively and actively at opportunities in
Indonesia. Last year, the member for Nedilands. and five other members of the Opposition
travelled to Indonesia and reported on trade opportunities and how we should exploit those
opportunities. Harold Clough reported recently in Business Review Weekly on this matter
and his company has been successful in Indonesia.
We also travelled to India, a nation which is set to become a dominant economy in the Indian
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Ocean region within the next 10 or 20 years. We believe also that the Middle East spells
opportunities, as does Africa - particularly South Africa as apartheid breaks down. Western
Australia should be looking in that direction. We should take action for the long term; we
should do the necessary hard work and make a commitment to the long term which will
eventually pay off. That is exactly what the Germans, the Japanese, the British, the
Canadians and the Americans are doing - but not the Australians, and certainly not Western
Australians. We should consider further processing strategies. The Government talks about
this issue but does nothing to address the issue in a proper way because itris underpinned by
efficiency and its power generating capacity. No decision has been made.
I spoke about education earlier. The Government has sold the children of this State down the
drain. It has no commitment in the long term to handicapped children or to the provision of
tertiary studies in the regions. The Opposition made a statement in Geraldton last Friday
about its tertiary education policy relating to the regions. Today the Minister for Education
stated that our policy is poppycock. The Government said that it cannot be done, but it can
be done. It will be done in a proper way so that the people in the remote areas of this State
have access to tertiary studies without the necessity to travel to the city and involve
themselves in huge expense.
The Opposition will also reform and overhaul the entire Budget picture in this State as a long
term objective; we will explain to the people of Western Australia exactly what is happening
with their money and where we, as a Government, will take them in the 21st century. We
will not persist, as does this Government, with outdated budgetary practices and outdated
reporting processes which do not tell anyone anything. These processes allow the
Government to continue to misreport and cover up the truth and not be properly accountable.
The Government's response to the rural and economic crisis, and the legislative program, is a
repeat of the past. The people of this State are looking for a much better response. The
present crisis calls for a better response, one that is real and practical with both short and
long term objectives. It should be a recognition that there can be no social justice or equity
without a healthy economy to underpin it. The Government has lost sight of that fact. It
talks only about social justice and equity. The member for Perth talked about the
redistribution of income from the rich to the poor. However, not too many rich and
productive people remain. The Government has done a very good job of making the
remainder of us poor. That is not as silly as it sounds. It is exacfly what has gone wrong.
The situation should be redressed. A healthy economy cannot be built by more committees.
It will not be built by more studies or ministerial councils, and not by more Ministers, It will
be built by a Government of action; that is what we need. We should remove these
impediments to progress and look at the longer term vision for the State. We should give the
people hope for the future and stability in direction.
Accompanied by three colleagues I undertook a visit to India earlier this year. I will read
into Hansard a statement I intended to make today had the Government given leave. Our
attitude to India is very important. It is a region on which we should focus our attention in
future. My statement reads -

It was about four centuries ago that Marlow, the great English dramatist suggested in
one of his writings that India was the place to go for gold.
In the context of die approaching 21st century, India represents for the western third
of our continent - that is, the State of Western Australia - a golden opportunity the
like of which Marlow and his contemporaries could never have grasped.
A mere 5,500 kilometres to our west lies the vast sub-continent that India occupies.
In a few short years that country will become one of the dominant economies of the
entir globe.
To us in Western Australia, India offers immense opportunity to open up trade and
cultural links on a huge scale, providing we at this end are sensitive enough, and
patient enough, to show the kind of respect commensurate with the people who
number 850 millions and whose civilisation stretches back to man's earliest times.

It is a pity that the Premier does not believe that the Indian Ocean rim warrants serious
attention. My statement continues -
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The Parliamentary Liberal Party in Western Australia, representing as it is proud to
do the interests of private enterprise, has for some time been receiving advice that the
Indian sub-continent required more serious attention than this State and nation had
been paying it up till now.
1, as leader of the party, was persuaded to the belief that just as in the 1960's the
Government of the late Premier Sir David Brand had pioneered Western Australia's
spectacular entry into Japan's economy, so too could we now lead by laying the
foundations for a new Western Australian relationship with India.
It is fair to say that the Eastern States of Australia are generally pre-occupied with
things Pacific. I don't quarrel with that, given the eastern seaboard's proximity to the
Pacific rim.
Equally, no-one could challenge Western Australian's right to look out into that
region that offers it so much by way of geographical advantage.
Every school child knows that Western Australia has suffered because of its isolation
and geography. Yet here, in the case of the Indian Ocean countries, Western
Australia is in the box seat..it has a 3,400 km heads tart to those countires over, for
example, Sydney.
That, to us, spells opportunity. And that in turn offers new hope to a Stare and nation
which are currently suffering from a recession the like of which has not been
experienced for at least 40 years.

The worst is yet to come! To continue -

Mr Speaker, according to a National Farmers' Federation paper made available to me
before I left for India, the world will experience a marked shift in economic focus in
the 21 st century which, of course, is now just around the corner.
The National Farmers' Federation suggests that world income accruing to the
O.E.C.D. countries will fall from 70% in 1989 to about 12% by the year 2050.
Specifically, Western Europe and the United States will see their share fall
substantially. Developing Asia, however, will see its share of world income grow
from the present level of 6% to a massive 60%.
By then it is estimated that India alone will account for just over 20* of world
income.
The Wider Indian Ocean Rim
The "India factor" is of course only part of the story, albeit a most important part.
But it is worth dwelling on the fact that the Indian Ocean rim of countries include
chose whose economies can be expected to burgeon in the next half century. Here I
refer to Indonesia, with some 180 million people (where the Parliamentary Liberal
Party had a presence last year), other Asian economies like Burma and the Middle
East, and places like South Africa and Kenya.
So whether one likes to focus on India specifically or the Indian Ocean rim in
general, the story is much the same. ..a story of huge growth, increasing standards
of living, rising consumer demands and, therefore, a reason for optimism and
opportunity-
It was against that background that I decided to visit India and learn for myself,
frthand, of the actions needed to position ourselves for future trade expansion.
I was accompanied by my colleagues the Hon George Cash, the Hon Phillip Pendal
and the Hon Muriel Patterson. We spent just under 10 days in New Delhi, Madras,
Bangalore and Bombay.
Our contacts and conferences were almost entirely commercially-oriented. We made
no effort to make contacts at the political level, not because we regard that as
unimportant, but because it seemed to me that the essential aim of the exercise was to
explore trade opportunities.
In due course it will probably be necessary to return to India to establish those
political contacts. I sincerely look forward to that.
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How Thbe Indians Viewed Us

On both a personal and business level, the interest in our visit on the pant of Indian
business leadens was of the highest order. Wherever we went business leaders were
eager to talk and listen.
At the Associated Chambers of Commerce and Industry of India in New Delhi we
were met by no fewer than 14 industrialists, other commercial leaders and chamber
officers, including several of its directors and the secretary-genera Mr B.P. Gunaji.
We later met with the Secretary General of the Federation of the Indian Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, Mr D H P Panandiker.
The same level of interest and warmth was evident in Madras where we were
received by the Chairman of the Madras Chamber of Commerce,
Mr V Chidambaram, and many of his colleagues.
For example, present at a luncheon meeting was the chairman of a major private
consulting company, Mr M K Raju, who was associated with the first indo-
Australian joint venture in India in the 1960's to do with the automobile industry.

It was a Repco joint venture. To continue -

He told us, and I quote:
...... the large potential in Indo-Australian trade still remains virtually
untapped."

Australian -Percpin
Mr Speaker, it would be fair to say that Australians' perceptions of India are of an
under-developed third-world country. Nothing could be further from the truth.

It is interesting to compare, as I have, China with India. I believe that India, for Australia
and Western Australia, offers a far greater opportunity in the next 20 years, It continues -

As Mr Raju pointed out, Madras is rated as the "Detroit of India". That city has the
capacity to manufacture every component that goes into a car, commercial vehicle,
tractor, industrial engine, and two-wheeler (or what Australians would call a scooter).
Mr Raju was quick to point out that India outpaces even Japan as the largest market
for two-wheelers anywhere in the world.

In fact, India is now the largest producer of those vehicles in the world. To continue -
The Sarich Connection
This has a special significance to Western Australia because Ralph Sarich has
recently entered into agreements with the BAJAJ Company (??) which has something
like 30% of the scooter market in India alone.
There is an excellent example of Western Australia technology and invention going
into production in one of the most populous and highly-motorised countries in the
world.

The difference between China and India, for those who have not been there, is that China
utilises push-bikes and India scooters - and millions of them. To continue -

But amidst all this the constant message that was brought home to us in the four cities
we visited was the lack of awareness of Australia in India, and what we had to admit
is a lack of awareness of India in Australia.
That was a recurring theme.
A West -Australian.-Trade Office-in India
Before my departure for India and following extensive briefig from West
Australians with substantial commercial experience in India, I[speculated publicly on
the possible need for a West Australia presence in India.
My visit confirmed that need beyond any reasonable doubt.
It would be my intention in Government, therefore, to establish a West Australian
envoy in India, more than likely in Madras.
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This move will be assessed in consultation with the Indian Chambers of Commerce,
Austrade representatives in India, and our own Chamber of Commerce in Perth.
I might add, too, thai there appeased to me to be a need for some sort of Federal
presence in Madras as well.
The Potenial
Mr Speaker, a number of specifics were raised with me by the Indians.
Each of them represents a potential increase in trade links with the sub-continent.
First and foremost is the greater use of Australian wool in India.
India is already a major importer of our wool. Indeed, one of the highlights of the
Liberal mission was a visit to the Raymond Woollen Mills on Ballard Estate in
Bombay.

It was very impressive with its own school for 1 200 students. To continue -

There we were received by the president, Mr Balakrishnan Kedia, and some of his
senior executives.
One of the possibilities for wool canvassed with us earlier in our mission was raised
again and Mr Kedia, confirned its potential.
New Hope For Australian Woolgrowrs
The concept - and it would be a welcome relief to Australian woolgrowers in their
present dire circumstances - is for Australia to enter into a joint venture with Indian
companies.
India would take more of our wool on credit, process the wool to textile of finished-
garment stage, and then on-sell the product to the world market.

Surely a staged program of that sort would address the stockpile better than what we are
doing now.
Mr Thompson: I interrupt the Leader of the Opposition for the moment and draw his
attention to the state of die Press Gallery, and point out to him that if he had made these
positive points at an earlier time -

Mr MacKINNON: It is a pretty poor state of affairs in this State if we have to worry about
the time of day when we make speeches in this Parliament. My statement continues -

Upon payment, the Australian industry would receive its share of the profit.
I am pleased to inform the House that this proposition which, I repeat, received the
widespread encouragement of many Indian leaders, has now been put by me to the
Australian Wool Board.
It occurs to me that it is an exciting possibility for an Australian industry which is
haemorrhaging at this very moment.

Perhaps of more interest to the member for Darling Range and others would be the fact that
there are now six members of the Government in this House - a Government that earlier
today said it was desperately interested in debating the issues that relate to the economic
position of Western Australia.

Point of Order
Mrs WATKINS: It seems that the Leader of the Opposition is makcing a statement on behalf
of the Opposition and he seems to be reading from his notes. I would like Mr Acting
Speaker to rule on that.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Marlborough): It is appropriate to point out to the Leader of
the Opposition and other members in the House that it is not within the rules of this House to
read speeches in the manner in which the Leader of the Opposition is doing. The fact that I
have not said anything until now ought not to be seen as allowing a precedent. The Leader
of the Opposition knows that reading speeches is not appropriate. I heard his explanation for
reading his speech earlier, he should keep my comments in mind and finish as quickly as
possible if he intends to continue reading from his notes.
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Mr MacKIINNON: Had the Whip been here earlier she would have heard the explanation
which is that I wanted to make a ministerial statement with the approval of the House earlier
today. I was denied that opportunity by her leader, and that has forced me to take this action.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Regardless of the explanation that may have been given earlier, it
is not appropriate under any circumstances to read the speech as the Leader of the Opposition
is doing. Everybody on both sides of the House needs to understand that it is not an
appropriate method of putting speeches into the Hansard. In fact, it is not allowed.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: My statement continues -

India sends more than 60,000 university graduates to overseas universities for post-
graduate studies.

Australia currently attracts less than one per cent of those people. To continue -

Members should understand that we are not talking about students who will arrive in
Perth and take the places of West Australian undergraduates.
We are talking about the post-graduate market - and a big market it could be for us.
As full-fee paying students these graduates could become an important source of
future contact for Western Australia.
It became clear to us in India that the business leaders of today are doing business
with the foreign countries that yesterday gave them their post-graduate education.
We were given the further advice that Western Australia would do well not to set out
to compete with the Harvards and the Oxfords, which are the "favourites" of the
Indian graduates.
Our opportunities are in persuading young Indians not to settle for a second-rate
American university if they cannot reach Harvard, but instead look to a firt-rate
university in Western Australia.
Mr Speaker, we need to do far more - that is, if we plan to travel this route - to
raise the awareness levels of the Indian universities themselves. I would see this as
an important role for the Western Australian special trade delegate once that position
is formialised.
In addition, we need to be in a position to objectively explain to potential Indian
students what each institution in Western Australia offers and how they compare with
overseas and interstate institutions.
Environmental Technology
A number of observations suggest to me that Western Australia may well find
considerable opportunities in India by way of environmental technologies.
Like most countries, India has an increasing commitment to a cleaner environment.
The processing of chemical wastes is a continuing problem, they have on-going
problems with fly ash and they are interested in pround water detection techniques in
use in Western Australia.
Significantly, the business arm of Curtin University is already taking the initiative in
India, and one of its officials was actually on the same plane as we were, heading for
a meeting with some potential Indian clients.
Curtin's proposals involved technology we could offer in such areas as reforestation
and land rehabilitation. These are in the range of expertise with which most Western
Australians are familiar.
It seems to me that this whole field is an open book, and one that would bear future
study on our part.
Mining Technology & Power General
Power generation, or lack of it, and in some cases interruptions to it, was constantly
before us in India.
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Points of Order
Mrs WATKINS: I would hate to be accused of tedious repetition, but I understand that when
I raised a similar point of order five or 10 minutes ago I believe. Mr Acting Speaker, you
ruled on the matter. The Leader of the Opposition is still reading from his speech despite the
fact that he suggests he was refused the opportunity to make a statement by the Leader of the
House. I was not in the House when the issue arose, but I understand that various notices of
motion and petitions were given, followed by a suspension of Standing Orders. I do not
believe the Leader of the Opposition raised the matter in the House. I ask you again,
Mr Acting Speaker, to direct the Leader of the Opposition to stop reading from his speech.
The ACTNG SPEAKER: The point of order is valid, but having spoken on the matter
earlier, I do not intend to issue an order now to stop the speech. However, as I have said, it is
inappropriate to read all the speech. In fact it is not allowed. The previous standards set
under the Westminster system make it quite clear that the reading of speeches is not allowed.
I ask the Leader of the Opposition to draw his speech to a conclusion as quickly as possible.
Mr CLARKO: It is a complicated matter as you, Mr Acting Speaker, have indicated.
However, over recent years a significant move has occurred towards reading speeches. We
are all aware that second reading speeches and other speeches such as ministerial statements
are read verbatim. Also, some people read their maiden speeches verbatim. It is my
experience that recently more and more members have read their speeches. Although I have
no wish to clash with you. Mr Acting Speaker, over your comments, because you said you
were not makting a ruling on the matter, it could perhaps be looked at further by the Standing
Orders Committee. During the last few years a movement has occurred away from the
traditional ruling.
Mr COURT: Government members read statements to this Parliament. It is very rame for the
Opposition to want to make a statement. The Leader of the Opposition visited India with a
group representing members of Parliament from Western Australia and he is providing a
very constructive and interesting report on that visit. I cannot understand why the
Government wants to stop the completion of that statement. It is not as though we abuse this
process, but it is quite proper in this case for the statement to be given to Parliament, and it is
often done by the Government. This is the first time that I can recall such a statement being
given for some time. The Opposition tried to use the proper channels to allow it to be read as
a statement, as the Government does, but we were not given that opportunity. The leniency
you, Mr Acting Speaker, are showing is correct to allow the statement to be recorded.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacICINNON: I thank the members of the Opposition for their comments. To
continue -

As if to emphasise the point, several of our meetings in New Delhi and elsewhere
were marked by interruptions to power supplies.
As Mr Raju in Madras explained, his State is short of power and the economy is now
hurting as a result. He recognised that Australia had the financial, technical and
management resources to assist. In fact he specifically mentioned a super thermal
plant of perhaps 2000 MW. Let me quote his words -

A turnkey project totally financed by Australia and the World Bank and to be
fed by Australian coal may be considered.

He talked about cost recovery over a five or 10 year period and the involvement of the
Australian private sector. While that might be long term, it presents a huge opportunity for
Australian engineering companies.
As the shadow Minister for Tourism it was specifically mentioned to me that tourism had a
huge potential. The Indians are certain they have the attractions to offer the Australian
outbound traveller - fine beaches, beautiful silk markets, ancient temples, magnificent
palaces and friendly and happy people. For its part Western Australia would do well to seek
to attract a share of the outbound Indian market. The Indian subcontinent has a middle
income group approaching 180 million people which is 10 times Australia's entire
population. With the Indians we have the advantage of being able to attract an English
speaking nation to our shores.
In addition, the Indians are as besotted, if not more so, by cricket as are the Australians. I
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was told before I visited India that if all else failed I should talk cricketL It was good advice
because the only Australian names with which the Indians are familiar are Bonier and Lillee.
Surely it is possible to capitalise on this and perhaps a concerted drive by the Australian
tourist and cricket authorities could see the introuction of an annual tourist season, based on
the Test cricket circuit, in Australia. To underscore what I am saying I advise the House that
I was asked by the Vice President of the Tamil Nadu Cricket Association, the most
impressive chemicals and plastics executive who I mentioned earlier, Mr Sankar, to make
representations on his behalf to the Western Australian Cricket Association. The Tamnil
Nadu Cricket Association is keen to continue the Kailis-Chemplast cricket trophy that was
instituted in 1988 in Perth, continued in Madras in 1989, but discontinued in 1990. 1 have
already conveyed the association's desire to Tom Perrott, resident of the Western
Australian Cricket Association.
We are dealing here with a cultivated, cultured society and it is one chat has much in
common with our society because of dhe influence of the British in that country, the English
language, its system of government and, as I explained earlier, its love of cricket.
In 1979 the Court Government instituted an Indian Ocean arts festival in Perth. It seems to
me that if we are serious about expanding our trade links, we will need to expand our cultural
links as well. In Government it will be my intention to determine the best way to re--
establish these links, whether through an arts festival-type approach or by inducing* the
Festival of Perth to include an Indian Ocean component in its highly successful annual
calendar. I venture to suggest that the Indians could find an enormous interest in some of our
Aboriginal art forms. However, that is another issue which I will address when the
Opposition is in Government.
It is not without significance that our party attended one cultural outing while in India - the
performance of the Tubingen Chamber Orchestra in Bangalore. That orchestra hails from
Germany and, as I said earlier, the Germans are active in India and this was one example of
their activity. It says something about the common interests of Indians and Australians that
our group could attend the performance on a night when it attracted an over-capacity crowd
of Indian music lovers.
The current Western Australia-India trade figures produced by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics are not a true guide to the commercial intercourse between the two countries. On
paper Western Australia exported goods worth $25 million in 1988-89 and it imported from
India goods worth $15 million. What those figures do not show is something that will come
as a surprise to most Western Austrlians; that is, $400 million-worth of Argyle diamonds
produced in our Kimberley region, and exported, are polished and processed in India. Some
of the diamonds are polished in Perth. The trade figures show up only in Australia's trade
with Belgium where the diamonds are disposed of. Western Australia now has a flourishing
trade in diamonds with the Indian subcontinent. I was delighted that our party, as the guest
of the Director, Mr Amtar Nath, and the Western Australian Argyle diamonds' representative
in India, Greg Walker, was able to visit the diamond processing works of Intergold (India) in
Bombay. It certainly is a most impressive facility.
I have already mentioned some of the occasions on which my party was received with the
utmost courtesy and with deep interest by the Indians. Our visit to the Ashok Leyland plant
in Madras was an eye opener to Indian technology and our visit to Mr Sanicar's precision
engineering plant was highly educative and impressive.
We were entertained and briefed by the chairman and managing director of the Karnataka
State Industrial Investment and Development Corporation and his executives in Bangalore.
They are really switched on to the process of attracting high tech industry to their country.
As with all these leaders we were deeply impressed with people like Mr Murugappan, the
Managing Director of Cartorundumn Universal Limited in Madras, and Mr Subba Rao, of
Amalgamations Limited which is another huge corporation.
I wish to pay special tribute to the ANZ Grindlays Bank in India and to its General Manager
for south Asia. Dr Bob Edgar and his staff acoss the subcontinent as well as to the High
Commissioner, Mr David Evans, his third secretary, Harriet Richards, who had the
unenviable job of meeting us at some ungodly hour of the morning, and the Ausnrde
officials Roger and Julie Bayliss. I might add that ANZ Grindlays is the largest private bank
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in India and it provides Australian companies with an excellent opportunity to gain first hand
entry into the Indian market with the expertise and information it has at its fingertips.
I wish also to record my appreciation to the Madras Port Authority and to its Deputy
Chairman, Mr Pardhasaradhi, who arranged an excellent visit to a very impressive modem,
busy and, more importantly, profitable port. It operates at a significant profit and it has huge
plans for expansion. It was interesting to visit a port which exports iron ore and has a
loading facility nowhere near the capacity of that which operates in the Pilbara, but which is
as efficient and as modem.
Before our departure from Western Australia we were given generous assistance by
Mr Lloyd Guthie of the ANZ Bank, Professor Peter Reeve, Dr Ken McPherson and Dr Sam
Chatteijee.
In conclusion, our mission was successful as it was for us, as the alternative Government.
essentially a learning curve. We were warned not to expect to walk in and work miracles.
The Indians, on more than one occasion, commended us for our emphasis on the long haul.
They were visibly impressed that we saw our mission as laying the foundations that will
benefit Western Australia and India in the long term. Awareness is the key from here on in.
Many things can be done to increase such awareness, not the least is the challenge for the
Western Australian media to look at stationing a correspondent in India. The media plays a
pivotal role in our society and its part in raising international awareness is abundantly clear.
It seems the media will be doing a great service to Western Australia by giving this matter
some consideration.
I have not the slightest doubt that our future lies in the Indian Ocean rim. That is not to say
that we will not continue to depend heavily on our trade in north east Asia, but growth
opportunities are available in the Indian Ocean rim. I pledge myself in Government to
trebling the existing rate of growth in trade with India. It is an achievable target and one
which would see us exporting more than $1 billion annually by the year 2013. using 1993 as
the starting point. If that level of growth could be achieved on a cumulative basis we would
win export earnings of up to $6.5 billion over that 20 year period. They are realistic aims,
provided we can satisfy the Indians that there is plenty in it for them also. The interest is
there, but the awareness is not. The challenge for Western Australia is to increase that
awareness, learn how to deal with the Indians, win their respect and open up for this State
one of the great opportunities of the 21st century.
Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Marlborough), I thank you and the House for its forbearance in
allowing me to deliver my statement to the Parliament. As I said at the outset I believed that
it was important for me to report on the success of the visit and on what I see as tremendous
opportunities for Western Australia as it goes into the 21st century when it will, of course, be
led by our Government.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

House adjourned at 10.09 pmi
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CASINO CONTROL COMMITTEE - GAMING COMMISSION
Membership

3. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister far Racing and Gaming:
(1) Who were appointed as members of the Casino Control Committee for the

years -

(a) 1984;
(b) 1985;
(c) 1986;
(d) 1987?

(2) Who were appointed as members of the Gaining Commission for the years -
(a) 1988;
(b) 1989;
(c) 1990;
(d) 1991?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) (a) H.H. Jarmnan

W. Martin
K.G. Shimmon
F. Forgan

(b) H.H. Jarman
W. Martin
K.G. Shirnmon
F. Forgan - resigned April 1985
R.J. Chapman - replaced Forgan

(c)-d)
I-tN. JIarman
W. Martin
K.G. Shimmon
R.J. Chapman

(2) (a) R.J. Chapman
W. Martin
KC. McKenna
T.P. Kakulas - resigned April 1988
M.G. Sargani - replaced Kakulas, May 1988

(b) R.J. Chapman
W. Martin
KC. McKenna
MG Sargant - resigned August 1989
W. Silver - replaced Sargant

(c) R.J. Chapman
K. McKenna
W. Martin - resigned July 1990
K.G. Shimmon -replaced Martin, December 1990
W. Silver

(di) R.J. Chapman
K. McKenna
K.G. Shimmon
W. Silver
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WESTRAIL - PARKAS (JACKETS)
8. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Are all employees of Westrail issued with a parka (jacket) as part of their
uniform?

(2) How many have been issued and at what cast?
(3) What replacement stacks are held on behalf of Westrail?
(4) Are the parkas similar to any issued to other Government employees?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) No. Only those employees required to work outside in operational and

engineering areas.
(2) Ear the 12 months ending 15 March 1991, 2 454 jackets were issued at an

avenage cost of $45 each. The annual issues are on a cyclic basis and can vary
considerably from year to year. For example, the issues in 1992 are not
expected to exceed 250.

(3) Approximately 10 per cent of annual usage for each size is held by Westrail.
(4) Yes.

RURAL TASK FORCE - CAPITAL WORKS PROGRAMS
"Greater Priority", Rural Downturn Areas - Employment Opportunities Generation

10. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Agriculture:
In view of his statement of 26 February 1991, and I quote "generating
employment opportunities by giving greater priority to Capital Works
Programs in areas affected by the rural downturn", which Capital Works
Programs have been or will be given "greater priority"?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
The State Government has endorsed the recommendation of the Special Rural
Task Force, viz -

The State Government is encouraged to change the priorities of its
Capital Works program, wherever possible, to help generate
employment opportunities in areas affected by the naral downturn.

Ministers are aware, especially at this time, of the importance of capital works
expenditure in rural areas. The Special Rural Task Force's recommendation
will be fully considered by Ministers in the context of their budgetary
programs.

ASHA BROWN BOVERI PTY LTD - COUNTERTRADE AGREEMENT
Government Assistance

11. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for State Development:
(1) How much money was set aside to assist Asea Brown Boveri with the

countertrade arrangement?
(2) How much of this money has been spent?
(3) How was this money used?
(4) What countertrade has resulted?
(5) Is it normal practice for the Government to fund countertrade agreements?
(6) If so, can the Minister provide examples?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) AUD $600 000.
(2) AUD $600 000.
(3) As reimbursement to cover some of the direct expenses incurred by ABB in

identifying trade and investment opportunities for Western Australia.
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(4) The following trade and investment benefits have resulted -
Appointment of a Western Australian electronics finn as an original
equipment manufacturer. An export order is currently being
negotiated.
Commencement of a technology transfer and upgrade of the ABB
transformer factory in Osborne Park.
Submission to Environmental Protection Authority of a proposal for a
major tannery to be established at Darkan in Shire of West Arthur.
Other export and investment activities are still under consideration.

(5) No. In this case an exception was made as previously explain in answer to
question 1658 dated Tuesday, 14 November 1989.

(6) Not applicable.

TREE TRUST - DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND LAND
MANAGEMENT

Tree Plantings
12. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) How has the Tree Trust progressed?
(2) How many flees are expected to be planted by the Department of

Conservation and Land Management this year?
(3) Where will these plantings take place, what species and what area of land?
(4) How many trees were planted by CALM in 1990?
(5) How many trees amt expected to be planted by the Tree Trust this year?
(6) Will any trees be planted by CALM on private land this year?
(7) If so, how many?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) The proposal to establish 100 000 hectares of flees on cleared farmland by the

year 2000 by a combination of Government and private initiatives is
progressing well. Over 12 000 hectares of plantations have been established
on cleared agricultural land. The Government continues through CALM to
establish between 2 000 and 3000 hectares per annum and a number of
private companies are engaged in tree planting. Bunnings is in the process of
releasing a prospectus to encourage private investment in their tre planting
program.
The proposal to set up a joint company - Tree Fund - involving Government
and private company ownership to raise funds from the private sector for
investment in tree plantations has been discontinued, primarily because
individual companies have taken the initiative to raise money from the private
sector.

(2) 6.3 million seedlings will be planted with other significant areas planted by
direct seeding.

(3) Throughout the south west; species will be mainly pine and mixed eucalypts;
see (7).

(4) 8.788 million seedlings.
(5) See (1).
(6) Yes.
(7) The area to be planted is uncertain as contracts with all share farmers are not

yet completed.
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ABORIGINAL MOVEMENT FOR OUTBACK SURVIVAL (AMOS) - MOUNT
MARGARET MISSION PROPERTIES

Damnage Alltegations

15. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is the Minister aware that allegations have been made about centain persons

causing damage to properties in the Mount Margaret Mission, owned by
AMOS (Aboriginal Movement for Outback Survival)?

(2) Can the Minister confirm the accuracy of the above allegations?
(3) If the Minister cannot confirm or deny the accuracy of these allegations would

the Minister investigate this matter?
(4) If damage has been caused to the properties, what is the estimated value of the

damage?
(5) Has money been provided or promised to be provided to AMOS for repairs of

damaged properties?
(6) What person or body has provided or promised to provide the above moneys?
(7) From what source will those monies be made available?
(8) Will the provision of the monies affect the ownership of those properties?
(9) Why has the person or body provided or promised to provide money, done so?
Dr WATSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority is monitoring an internal dispute

between parties at the Mount Margaret Mission. Vandalism by children has
occurred to many old mission buildings which are no longer in use.

(4) It is difficult to determine the value of damage in view of the buildings no
longer being in use as per (3) above.

(5)-(9)
Not applicable.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - MINISTERIAL STAFF
List and Functions

16. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
Would the Premier please supply a list of Ministers and their ministerial staff
and state their function?

The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 178.]

HARRISON, MR ROSS - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT
17. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:

(1) What position does Ross Harrison currently hold in Government?
(2) What is his status as a public servant?
(3) When was he employed as a public servant?
(4) Has Mr Harrison ever had any involvement in administering ALP funds

through a Premier's account or a similar account?
(5) If so, when?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Acting Director, Cabinet and Parliamentary Services, Department of the

Cabinet
(2) Full time permanent public servant.
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(3) 13 April 1973.
(4)-(5)

I refer the member to my media statement dated 3 March 1991 on this matter.
SHEEP - LIVE SHEEP TRADE

Saudi Arabia Mission
19. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agiiculttuxe:

(1) When will the Minister be seeking to visit the Middle East to discuss the live
sheep trade, given that the Gulf war is now officially over?

(2) Who wili accompany the Minister on this mission?
(3) What will be the length of the Minister's mission?
(4) Which countries will the Minister be visiting?
(5) What specific issues will the Minister be discussing in specific countries?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1 )-(5)

My proposal for a tripartite mission to Saudi Arabia was overtaken, first by
the Gulf war, and subsequently by the Commonwealth's decision to suspend
further livestock exports to that country. The Commonwealth's action was
taken in consultation with the Australian Meat and Livestock Corporation, the
Australian Livestock Exporters Association, and the Sheepmeat Council of
Australia. All have endorsed the need for a Government to Government
quarantine agreement to be established before the live sheep export wrade with
Saudi Arabia can be resurrected.
I am maintaining close contact with my Federal parliamentary colleague on
this issue and will continue to press for a high level delegation to Saudi
Arabia, including appropriate representation from this State, to solve the issue
and re-establish this important trade.

RURAL TASK FORCE - WORKING PARTY REPRESENTATIVES
20. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Has the Minister established a working party of industry representatives to
promote productivity in the meat processing industry in line with the task
force recommendations?

(2) If so who is participating in the working party?
(3) What specific brief will the working parry be working under?
(4) When will the working party report to the Minister?
(5) If such a working party has not been established, why has the Minister

delayed in setting up this priority working party?
Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1 )-(2)
The Rural Task Force recommended that the working party should comprise
representatives from -

WA Farmers Federation
Pastoralists and Graziers Association
Australian Meat Industry Employees Union
Meat and Allied Trades Federation
WA Department of Agriculture

I am in the process of inviting organisarions to nominate representation to the
working party.

(3) The Rural Task Force recommended that the working party should "examine
ways to promote productivity in the meat processing industry to the benefit of
all interested partis."
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(4) 1 wili finalise this matter when the working parry is formed and I have had
discussions with its chairnan.

(5) Not applicable.
RURAL TASK FORCE - PRIORITY RECOMMIENDATIONS
Capital Works Programs - Rural Downturn Areas Consideration

22. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Given that one of the priority recommendations of the rural task farce adopted

by State Cabinet included the "Generation of employment opportunities by
giving greater priority to capital works programs in areas affected by the rural
downturn", can the Minister advise -
(a) which areas does the Government consider have been affected by the

rural downturn and will therefore be the recipient of capital works
programs;

(b) which capital wcorks programs will be given priority;
(c) what will be the total cost of the implementation of this

recommendation?

Mr BR[DGE replied:
(1) (a) Agricultural and pastoral areas dependent on grains, sheep and wool.

(b)-(c) See my reply to question 10, Tuesday, 19 March 199 1.
WASTEWATER DISPOSAL - ALBANY HARBOURS

Consultants Study and Terms of Reference - Public Meeting and Community Input
25. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) In relation t 'o the appointment of consultants to undertake a preliminary study

on the disposal of treated wastewater in the Albany harbours area, did the
Minister undertake at a public meeting in Albany on 20 August 1990 to allow
community input into the terms of reference of the consultants?

(2) If so, was the Torbay Waterways Protection Committee contacted for its
views on the consultant's brief'?

(3) If so, what form did the contact take and what was the outcome of the
contact?

(4) If not, why was the Torbay Waterways Protection Committee not consulted?

(5) Were any other community groups or individuals contacted in relation to
*providing input into the terms of reference of the consultants?

(6) What consultants have been selected for the task of providing the preliminary
study on disposal of treated wastewater?

(7) What are the terms of reference that the consultants are operating under?
(8) Who formulated the above terms of reference?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) On Sunday, 12 August,!I attended a meeting at the office of Hon Bob Thomas,

MLC, member for South West Region. In attendance at the meeting were
representatives of the Torbay Waterways Protection Committee and the
Albany Shire Ratepayers Association. As a result of the meeting I requested
the Water Authority liaise with community groups in relation to the
consultant's brief.

(2) Yes.
(3) The Water Authority forwarded a copy of the draft brief to the group with a

request that any comments be forward to the authority. The Torbay
Waterways Protection Committee provided wriuten comments to the authority
and these comments have been used by the authority in its dealings with the
co~nsultant.

146 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 19 March 1991])4

(4) Not applicable.
(5) The authority discussed the draft brief with the Albany Wastewater Disposal

Advisory Committee and forwarded copies to -
Albany Shire ratepayers
Hay River Land Cnservaton District Committee
Kalgan River Land Conseration District Committee
Napier/King Land Conservation District Committee
Stirling Land Conservation District Committee
Monty House, NLA, member for Stirling
Bob Thomas, MLC, member for South West Region
Leon Watt, MLA, member for Albany
Mury Montgomery, MLC. member for South West Region
Mwiel Patterson, MLC, member for South West Region

(6) Kinhill Engineering Pry Ltd.
(7) The terms of reference are based on the draft brief that was provided to you. I

witl arrange for a copy of the final brief to be forwarded to you.
(8) The terms of reference were developed by the Water Authority and were

amended to reflect input received from community consultation.

RURAL TASK FORCE - REPORT, JANUARY 1991
Recommendation No 63

30. Mr HOUSE to the Treasurer:
(1) Does the Minister support recommendation No. 63 of the special Rural Task

Force Report released on 31 January 1991?
(2) If so, what steps has the Minister taken to implement this recommendation?
(3) if nor, what are die Nfinister's reasons for not supporting the

recommendation?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(3)

The Commonwealth is currently examining whether assistance programs
available under the Rural Adjustment Scheme - RAS - should be extended to
small, non-farm business operators in rural areas. The Stare Government
supported the priority recommendation of the special Rural Task Force
relative to extending household support to such business operators faced with
low incomes on terms similar to part C of RAS and this has been referred to
the Commonwealth for consideration.

EDUCATION ALWOWANCES - ASSESTS TEST ABOLITON
Rural Task Force Recommendation

31. Mr HOUSE to the Prenier
(1) Has the Premier approached die Prime Minister on the issue of abolishing the

assets test on education allowances, as recommended by the special Rural
Task Force?

(2) If yes, what was the response of the Prime Minister to this request?
(3) If no, why has the Premier not acted upon this priority recommendation?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Yes. I have written to the Prime Minister about abolishing the assets rest on

education allowances under assistance for isolated children scheme and
Austudy.

(2) A Commonwealth response is awaited.
(3) Not applicable.
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WHEAT - GUARANTEED MINIMUM PRICE SCHEME
Federal Minister, Futher Representations

32. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) In die light of the statement by the Federal Minister for Primary Industries

rejecting the guaranteed minimum price scheme for wheat, has the Minister
made any further representations to the Federal Minister on this matter?

(2) If not, what are the inister's reasons for not contacting the Federal Minister
on this vital issue?

(3) If yes, what, if any, has been the Federal Minister's response to the Minister's
proposition?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1)-(3)

Thke Federal Minister for Primary Industries and Energy has undertaken to
consider the submission which I personally presented on behalf of the State
Government on 15 March. This covered wheat issues - including GMP -
wool matters, taxation and related issues, and resource availability under the
Rural Adjustment Scheme. These were all matters raised by the Special Rural
Task Force for Commonwealth action.

ROYAL COMMISSION - INTERIM AND FINAL REPORTS
Public Release

34. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
(1) Will the Premier give an assurance that any interim report and the final report

of the Royal Commission will be made public on the same day the Premier
receives it?

(2) Will the Premier assure the House that any such report will be released to the
public in full and that no part of any such report will be withheld from the
public unless there is a specific request by either the Royal Commission or the
Solicitor General to do so?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) All reports will be made public as soon as practicable.
(2) Yes.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - REPLACEMENT ON PARTY NOMINATION
Premier's Statement

41. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
When the Premier stated recently that members of Parliament who resigned
from a political party during a parliamentary term should be replaced on the
nomination of that political party and without reference to the electorate, was
the Premier representing the Government's position?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
No. This is my personal view.

CHILDREN'S COURT - CASE STATISTICS
Parent or Guardian Non-attendance

42. Mr COWAN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Since the Children's Court came into operation under the 1988 Act, how

many children have appeared before the court?
(2) In how many of these cases was neither a parent nor a guardian present at the

court hearing?
(3) In how many cases did the Children's Court order that a parent or guardian -

(a) pay a fine;
(b) pay restitution or damages;
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(c) be a guarantor for the future behaviour of the child;
(d) in any other way incur a penalty or obligation as a result of the

conviction of the child?
(4) In how many cases have parents or guardians failed to or refused to attend a

Children's Court hearing involving their child and on how many of these
occasions did the court rake action to require their presence or impose a
penalty for their non--attendance?

Mr DL SMITH replied:
(1 )-(4)

Derail is not kept in the format requested. The member is, however, referred
to appendix 8 of the Crown Law Department annual report 1990 which is
based on information provided by the Department for Community Services.

WATERFRONT - MICRO-ECONOMIC REFORM
Trade Union Membership Requirement Removal

47. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Further to question 2002 of 1990 and similar earlier questions, why is the

Government so reluctant to state its policy on whether or not its proposal for
miaro-economic reform on the waterfront includes removing the requirement
for all employees to be members of a trade union?

(2) When will the Government formally recognise the right of every employee
associated with the waterfront to decide for himself/herself whether or not to
join a trade union?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) The Government's proposals for waterfront reform recognise the important

role of unions in this process if meaningful and long term reform is to be
achieved-

(2) The Industrial Relations Act 1979 currently recognises the right of an
employee nor to belong to a trade union.

MINING AND EXPLORATION - NATIONAL PARKS AND
WORLD HERITAGE AREAS

Trade Union Movement Opposition
51. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is the M inister aware that according to a report in The West Australian on
18 February 1991, "W-A.'s trade union movement has vowed to step up the
fight against mining and development in environmentally sensitive national
parks and World Heritage listed areas"?

(2) Will the Government support the trade union movement in their endeavour?
(3) if so, does this mean that exploration activities will be banned on the whole

Nullarbor?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Government will deal with exploration and mining proposals relating to

environmentally sensitive areas in accordance with its policy in this matter
which was released on 13 November 1990.

(3) The decision to assess the World Heritage potential of the Nullarbor has not
affected exploration acuivities.
LETTERHEADS - PRESIDING OFFICERS AND CLERKS

New Symbol Details
52. Mr MENSAROS to the Speaker:

(I) Is the abstract line drawing which appears to be representing two swans
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holding up a crown-like symbol and which was printed recently on the
letterheads of Presiding Officers and Clerks a new emblem or only a
commercial logo of the Western Australian Houses of Parliament?

(2) Who designed the symbol?
(3) Who authorised its use for official letterheads?
(4) Has any of the Houses of Parliament made a resolution about the symbol

and/or its use?
(5) What is the official status of this symbol vis a vis the Coat of Arms as

authorised and registered by the College of Arms in the United Kingdom and
granted by Her Majesty's Royal Warrant dated 17 March, 1969?

(6) To what extent does this symbol comply with the provisions of the Armorial
Bearings Protection Act 1979?

The SPEAKER replied:
(1) The abstract line drawing is a logo. In 1988 the Parliamentary History

Advisory Committee, which is established under the auspices of the Presiding
Officers, commissioned the design of a logo to appear on each of its
publications scheduled to be produced to celebrate the centenary of
responsible government in 1990. The logo was also to be readily adaptable to
appear on other kinds of publicity material produced for the 1990
celebrations, and was to incorporate a symbol or pictorial representation
synonymous with parliamentary government in Western Austrlia.

(2) The school of design at Curtin University was commissioned to provide logos,
and the logo adopted by the PHAC and approved by the Presiding Officers
was designed by Ms Robyn O'Grady, then a student of the school.

(3) The Presiding Officers authorised its use for letterheads and stationery for the
Presiding Officers and Clerks' Conference held in Perth in June 1990. The
symbol was also used for other parliamentary publications and material
published during the 1990 centenary year, such as Select Committee reports
and newspaper advertisements. Since then, the Legislative Assembly has not
used the symbol for any official letterheads or other printed parliamentary
material.

(4) No.
(5) The symbol has no official status.
(6) The provisions of the Act do not apply to the logo.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

LEADER'S ACCOUNT - CLOSURE
6. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier.

(1) When did the Premier close the so-called leader's account, or accounts?
(2) How many such accounts were there to close?
(3) Where did she direct the funds from those accounts?
(4) How much money was in those accounts when closed?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

1 thought I made it clear when I answered the same question, or a very similar
version of it at the opening of Parliament, that I made a decision never to
establish such an account. I at no stage saw or, therefore, had the capacity to
close or kntow what was in any such accounts held on behalf of former
leaders.
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RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE CORPORATION - ADDITIONAL FUNDS
Federal Governent Discussions

7. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Agriculture:
Can the Minister advise the House what progress has been made in
discussions with the Federal Government to obtain additional funds for the
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation, and in changing the criteria of
eligibility for access to those funds, so that Western Australian wheat growers
can be guaranteed funds for the purpose of planting a crop this year?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
I have not achieved any degree of progress. As I indicated to the House last
Thursday, I planned a Friday meeting with the Federal Minister. At that
meeting the Minister gave an undertaking that those matters, along with some
other matters, would be considered by him for presentation to his colleagues
in the Cabinet for a reassessment of the decision taken on the guaranteed
minimum wheat price, and also to the bringing forward of a package which is
proposed for April this year. Other than his undertaking to look at those
measures to see whether our approach could be accommodated, I have heard
nothing further. The position remains much as it was on Friday.

Mr House: They are not up to running speed. The Minister should speed them up.
The wheat growers are running out of time.

Mr BRIDGE: I have continued to bring pressure to bear upon the Federal
Government by talking to other State Ministers for Agriculture around
Australia to see if we could create a combined approach at the ministerial
level in pursuit of this measure. As recently as the last half hour the Premier
met an industry group in Parliament House, and has given an undertaking to
present that approach to the Commonwealth Government. Short of that I have
nothing to add. There is no doubt that the approach made by the Leader of the
National Party is the right one, and that the State Government is doing all it
can to obtain a commitment from the Commonwealth. At this stage we have
not succeeded in obtaining the Commonwealth's agreement to our approach.
We will continue as vigorously as is necessary. One of the avenues that the
State is looking at is attempting to mobilise the other States into a coordinated
approach to the Commonwealth. Therein might lie our best opportunity of
getting the results we need.

RURAL CRISIS - MASS RALLY GRIEVANCES, PARLIAMENT HOUSE
Premier's Awareness

8. Mr LEAHY to the Premier:
Is the Premier aware of the grievances of those who attended today's mass
rally and march to Parliament House? If so, what action is the Government
taking?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
This gives me the opportunity again to highlight the fact that some of the
issues those people were complaining about are the issues we should be
debating in this Parliament: The downturn in the economy; the effect on
farmers and small business; and the effects on young people seeking training
and education. Those are the effects that we have to address. This afternoon -
and I know I will be criticised by some members in the Opposition - I met the
Western Australian Farmers Federation at its request. I have been impressed
by the responsible and careful attitude it has taken to express its members'
problems and to ensure that every action is being taken by Governments and
Oppositions in this country to address the issues that they face. It approached
me with three proposals: Firstly, that there be a special Premiers' Conference
to address their problems; that Federal Labor members of Parliament be
briefed and urged to adopt a position that supported, in particular, the
guaranteed minimum wheat price and that, as a last resort, the State might act
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to provide that guaranteed minimum. It obviously put very pressing claims on
the State and Federal Governments, claims that the Federal Government is ill
advised to ignore, If the grain production in this State, which is a very
substantial part of our economy, is allowed to fall away because of the severe
problems that we face because of European and United States' trade wars, that
is not something from which we will easily recover. Those farmers will not
go back to the land, production will fall and we will lose markets. I am very
sympathetic to the need for a national approach. I am disappointed that other
State Premiers and Ministers for Agriculture seem almost unconscious of this
problem and certainly do not apparently embrace the solution that has been
proposed both by the Grains Council of Australia and the Farmers Federation.
I, for one, will be doing everything that I can in the next few days - not to
establish a Premiers' Conference because the time frame is too long - to get a
joint position by Premiers to push hard with the Federal Government the view
that that should occur.
Secondly, we will ensure that Labor members and Opposition members are
well informed about the issue. Thirdly, and this is a major problem for the
State which deserves examination, we will carefully assess the costs and
benefits to the State of going it alone on underwriting. That needs careful
assessment. I have given them no guarantees that that will occur, but it is
worthy of examination, If the crops fall away and production drops, we will
have to meet the costs somewhere - through subsidising Westrail or farmers
out of the rural sector - and that is not something I want to see done. I have
given an undertaking to the Farmers Federation that as a matter of urgency we
will look carefully at that proposition. It is a high risk to the State. It would
be difficult to administer and, it could well be that if prices fall below what is
being proposed, it would lead to a significant blowout in our Budget. It is
worthy of close, careful and urgent examination, and that it what we will be
doing.

INDEPENDENT MEMBERS - SERVICES NEED
9. Mir Th-OMPSON to the Premier

Given the recent significant increase in the membership of the group in this
House of which I am the leader, and given, further, that following the
Geraldcon by-election there will be another Independent member in this
House, when can this group expect to have the services of a research assistant,
a Press secretary, and those other services available to other significant groups
in this House?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I suspect that this question would not necessarily be endorsed by some of the
other Independents in this House; by definition, Independents do not have
leaders.. Dr Alexander is in the running too! Thiere is a real problem in this
Parliament. We tend to place resources in the hands of political parties and, in
my view, the resources available, for instance, in the library to undertake
research are not sufficient to the needs of members. The Speaker is not
listening so it is all right to be a bit expansive. I am certainly prepared to
examine, if the Budget allows, not a specific allocation to Independent
members, but an improvement in the level of research support available to this
Parliament.

POLITICAL DONATIONS - DECLARATION LEGISLATION
Western Continental Corporatilon

10. Mr MINSON to the Moinister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
Will the Government's proposed legislation with regard to the declaration of
political donations cover such moneys as -

(1) The $200 000 allegedly given by Western Continental and allegedly
placed in the leader's account; and
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(2) The $100 000 again allegedly from Western Continental and given as
a cash cheque to the Premier's secretary and probably given to
candidates; and, if so, how?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1 )-(2)

The detail of the Government's legislation has been prepared and 1 have
circulated a pamphlet throughout the community inviting discussion on this
matter. All donations to political parties, be they for election purposes or
general political party purposes, will need to be declared under the
Government's legislation. It will cover Independents all candidates, political
parties and non-party organisations. As a result of that legislation we will see
a clear system operating in this State and those people who wish to donate to
political parties will have to disclose their donations. The real test, of course,
will be where the Opposition will line up on that legislation. The legislation
will be a test of this Opposition in the community of Western Australia as to
whether it is willing to make sure that this State's political system is placed on
proper foundations. So far, the Opposition has nor passed that rest and I fear
that, once again, it will not pass that test.

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - AUTONOMOUS
BODY PROPOSAL

1. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for State Development:
(1) Is the Minister aware of suggestions that the Small Business Development

Corporation should become an autonomous body?
(2) What would be the effect of such a move?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

I am aware of that proposal and it is interesting that it comes from the
so-called shadow Minister for small business, the member for Roleystone,
who produced, as members can see, a momentous policy document relating to
small business. The document is well spaced and covers all of four pages.
The member said in relation to the Small Business Development Corporation
that it will get lost in big ventures for which the Department of State
Development will become renowned. I hope it does become renowned for
some big ventures, but it will nor become lost. The Small Business
Development Corporation already has an independent board and it operates as
an independent organisation. It will have the support of a major Government
department, such as the Department of State Development, which can only
enhance the way the Small Business Development Corporation goes about its
task.
I am sure the Minister for Consumer Affairs will be interested to know that
the member for Roleystone believes that there is room to merge the SBDC
with the Ministry of Consumer Affairs, removing the business side of the
latter department to create a business section and a public section under the
control of one Minister- It is extraordinary to try to bring together the Small
Business Development Corporation and the Ministry of Consumer Mffairs.
One way or the other one of them will be destroyed. Given what has
happened in New South Wales, I know exactly what will happen in relation to
the Opposition's small business policy as far as that suggestion is concerned.
It would hollow out the Ministry of Consumer Affairs and it would have no
relevance whatsoever to the very good work it is doing today on behalf of
consumers in Western Australia. The sort of shallow policy document which
suggests it is dealing with small business policies beyond the year 2000 is a
joke and it is seen by the small business community as exactly that. The

* Opposition should not only cross out the "F~irst Draft" at the top of the
* document, but also it should start all over again by sitting down with small

business to get its view about how well the Small Business Development
Corporation is doing its job.

153



AUSTRALIAN NATIONALIST MOVEMENT - RACIST CAMPAIGN 1986
Ferguson, Mr Mark - ALP Funding Allegations

12. Mr COURT to the Premier:
(1) When did the Premier first know of the Australian Nationalist Movement's

involvement in running a racist campaign against me and the Liberal
candidate for Subiaco in 1986, Mr Ross McLean?

(2) Is the Premier aware of allegations, in writing, by a Mr Mark Ferguson that
the Labor Party was involved in funding those campaigns?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Members opposite should wait until they are on the receiving end of the

campaign.
Mr Pearce: Most of us have been.
The SPEAKER: Order! I want to hear the question so I can determine whether it is

parliamentary.
Mr COURT: To continue -
(3) If yes, has the Premier referred this matter to any State authority for

investigation?
(4) If yes, what authority is carrying out this investigation?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

This afternoon I thought it bad enough that the Leader of the Opposition
should infer precisely what has been alleged in this question. I am now
appalled that he should have in the member for Nedlands a colleague prepared
to peddle the same filth.
My knowledge of a smear campaign against Mr Ross McLean, who was a
worthy opponent in the 1986 election, was at about the time I was notified by
some of my campaign people that it had occurred. I cannot remember the
details of it. I responded at the time and said that I was appalled it should
happen in an election campaign. It was not very widespread or systematic. I
spoke with Mr McLean at a function we both attended and we agreed that it
would be better not to make too much of a fuss about it because the last thing
he and I wanted to do was to give credibility to the sont of people who would
do it or who would claim to do it. The Opposition rightly protests about the
sort of material which has been part of the ANMI's campaign and so do L. I
am violently offended by the proposition that I would knowingly endorse any
attempt to do that to any member of this Parliament or the community.

Several members interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is an appalling suggestion and every member on this side of the

House has fought hard and tong to ensure that those people in the community
who would divide us and who would peddle hate against Asians, Aborigines
and indeed against anyone who is not of their race or political view arc
stopped. Members should remember the Government's legislation to prevent
incitement to racial hatred to which there was a good deal less than an
enthusiastic response from members opposite to the need to ensure that
legislation passed through this Parliament. Over the years members on this
side of the House have been subjected to some appalling smear campaigns,
not necessarily by racist groups but by others who are seen to be politically
motivated in election campaigns.
Specifically, the ANM has campaigned against members on this side of the
House and it has threatened them. Members of that organisation have
obviously broken the law in serious respects and on various occasions have
been gaoled for anson, perjury and attempting to pervert the course of justice
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and they are the people whose material the Opposition is seeking to establish
as a reputable source in this Parliament. Frankly, I find members opposite
utterly unbelievable, and it is time they lifted their game. I know that
Mr McLean would be horrified at the use of this material in the way the
Opposition has used it. I know he is an honourable man, and he was subjected
to that sort of racist campaigning a long time before the Subiaco campaign.
When he was the member for Perth and again running as the candidate for
Perth the same sort of material was directed towards him, and we then, as we
did later, repudiated it utterly. To suggest otherwise is flying in the face of
every piece of evidence, philosophy and policy on this side of the House.
In answer to the specific question. I knew about the smear campaign at the
time of the election. I did not know until late Sunday when I spoke to my
media people that a letter purportedly from these people had appeared in the
Sunday Times, but I understand it did not refer to any particular person or
group funding those people. The member for Nedlands is the first person I
have heard make this allegation directly.

Mr Court: Have you seen the letter?
Dr LAWRENCE: Where did the member for Nedlands get it from?
Mr Court: From the media.
Dr LAWRENCE: If members opposite think there is any substance in that allegation,

it is their responsibility to take it to the authorities. It has not been sent to me.
I absolutely and totally deny any involvement of the party in that event If the
Opposition has reason to believe otherwise it should take up the matter. In
making this allegation and in taking it as far as it has -

Mr Clarko: Why are you so sensitive?
Dr LAWRENCE: I am sensitive about this matter because it is such a serious matter.

[ am sensitive about it because members opposite are not seeking to establish
the truth of this matter. If they were seeking to establish the truth of the
matter, they would refer it to the appropriate authorities. The Leader of the
National Party knows, as members opposite know, that from rime to time
various hate sheets have been circulated in this town containing allegations
about members of the National Parry, the Labor Party, and the Liberal Party.
I do not come into this place and repeat those allegations. I do not give them
the time of day. However, if members opposite believe it requires further
investigation, it is their responsibility to take up the matter. In my view the
member for Nedlands has reached the lowest point in his political career and
he is only slightly above the Leader of the Opposition.

SANKO HARVEST - ACCIDENT CLEAN UP COSTS
Payment Arrangemaent

13. Mr GRILL to the Minister for the Environment:
What arrangements have been made for payment of the costs of cleaning up
after the Sanko Harvest accident?

Mr PEARCE replied:
I am pleased to advise the House that the insurers, acting on behalf of the
owners of the Sanko Harvest, have indicated they are prepared to pay all
reasonable costs associated with the sinking of that ship, which includes not
just the cleaning up hut also a range of other matters and associated efforts to
salvage the ship and its cargo- Discussions have taken place between various
Government authorities and the insurers to establish the quantum of money
involved, which will be substantially in excess of $1 million. Quite separately
from that, the insurers, acting on behalf of the owners, have offered to make a
donation to the Department of Conservation and Land Management of
$50 000 for further research into the seal population in that area. It is a very
responsible attitude for that company and the insurers to take, for which the
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State is grateful. When the ship sank and those questions were first raised I
expressed my confidence that the company would do the responsible thing for
the State and it has done so.
My expressions of confidence in the company were at variance with those of
the member for Vasse who on the Gerry Gannon show on ABC radio queried
whether the proprietors of the Sanko Harvest would willingly pay the
$1 million without any question. He made a number of other comments. He
was badly advised in trying to criticise the company when the Government
was involved in sensitive negotiations with the company to get to the position
it is now in. His comments were not helpful and they were also wrong. He
was joined on that issue by the other intellectual giant of the Parliament -
apart from the member for Perth - the member for Wellington, who went on
country radio to prognosticate about getting oil out of this ship. He said that if
the holes were in the bottom of the ship the oil must be taken from the top. I
passed that information to the Department of Marine and Harbours in case it
may have been useful.

Mr Bradshaw: You did not get too much education when you were at school if you
do not know that oil floats on water.

Mr PEARCE: I am pleased that the member sticks by his comments, and if we
require an expert on these matters I am prepared to add his name to any list of
consultants the department may seek to consult on such matters!
The serious aspect is the petty politicking that went on around many issues in
the State at this time, and the efforts of the Opposition - admittedly it was
back bench rather than front bench members - to malign efforts by officers of
the Department of Marine and Harbours and the Department of Conservation
and Land Management and salvage operators. These officers, who spent
between 12 and 18 hours a day trying to prevent the ship from sinking,
stopping oil from getting into the water, and the superphosphate from
dissolving into the ocean, and die CALM officers who were ferried around the
islands in an effort to save the seals and slept in the open for many nights,
deserved the support of the Opposition and not the kind of petty politicking,
points-scoring criticism they got.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE CORPORATION -
RURAL SMALL BUSINESS ASSISTANCE

Federal Governent Discussions
14. Mr HOUSE to the Premier:

Will the Premier indicate to the House what progress has been made on
discussions with the Federal Government with regard to including rural small
businesses under the guidelines of the Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
The Deputy Premier, who was the Minister responsible at the time the request
was made, has reminded me that matter is now being considered as a result of
the request from Western Australia. As Treasurer I have forwarded further
information to assist the Federal Government in that consideration. When I
spoke to John Kerin he indicated that, although there would be some problem,
the matter is being seriously examined. It is not being dismissed out of hand
as I think it was initially, because clearly some difficulties arise in drawing the
line. For example, at what point does the assistance cease to be rural?

Mr House: Why not draw it on the same basis as the electoral boundaries?
Dr LAWRENCE: There might be metropolitan businesses which are entirely rural in

their clientele but which are located in the city.
Mr House: It would be a good incentive for them to shift their operations to the

country.
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Dr LAWRENCE: The deputy leader of the National Party is being rather tough on
his city cousins. That is the problem facing the Federal Government: Where
should the line be drawn? It is easy to define a farm but it is more difficult to
define a rural small business that directly relies on farming and income
generated by farmers spending their funds.

Mr Cowan: Give us the money and we will get a definition.
Dr LAWRENCE: I hope the Federal Government will also, and this Government has

certainly been urging it to acknowledge that it is possible and it simply
requires will. We hope it will be one of the changes recommended to the rural
assistance scheme in the April statement, which we have been urging the
Federal Government to bring forward. It certainly has the support of the State
Government. The definition problems are not easy to overcome but they are
sufficiently serious to warrant everyone's support.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - STATE GOVERNMENT
INSURANCE OFFICE
Corporatisation Report

15. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Microeconomic Reform:
Why did the Minister not release the full report on the corporatisation of the
State Government Insurance Commission and Scare Government Insurance
Office?

Dr GALLOP replied:
This is a very important and good question. As members know, the
Government commissioned some consultants to provide a full ranging report
on aspects of the structure and organisation of the Scare Government
Insurance Commission. The recommendations made to the Government have
been fully publicised. The strong advice given to the Government by the
consultants and by its advisers is that various aspects of that report pertain to
the future planning of that organisation in the marketplace, which opponents
of that organisation in the marketplace would be only too happy to have. That
leads me to ask why the Opposition cannot see the value of that argument.
We am trying desperately to allow the Stare Government Insurance Office to
compete fairly in the marketplace, yet the Opposition seems intent on all
occasions on placing the SGIO at a competitive disadvantage.
The second problem is the need to atract the best possible people to the board
of that organisation. How can we attract People to that board if it is
straicjacketed in this manner?

Mr Macinnon: How will you straitjacket it by telling the truth?
Dr GALLOP: The opponents of this organisation would give their eye teeth for that

information. The Opposition has no sensitivity with regard to operating in the
marketplace. Whose interests is it serving? The Leader of the Opposition
knows nothing about this matter. Whenever this Leader of the Opposition
gets to a point of principle in his political career he cannot help himself, he
goes over the top. That is why he has no credibility with the electorate.
However, as the Minister responsible I am willing to offer the Opposition a
confidential briefing on these particular parts of the report. Are members
opposite willing to take up that offer

Several members intrjected.
Dr GALLOP: Then they will hear it again because as a Minister of this Government

I will not compromise the performance of our Government agencies in the
marketplace, which represent the policy holders and the citizens of this State.

Governiment members: Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER: Order! It should not be necessary for the Minlister to raise his voice

in that way. It was necessary only because of the members of the Opposition
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who, for some unknown reason, wanted to shout over the top of the Minister.
If the Minister has not concluded, I will give him a few seconds to conclude.

Dr GALLOP: If the Opposition parties are not willing to take up that offer, we could
very well ask what precisely am their motives in this matter. Why would they
want to undernine one of the major financial institutions in this State?


