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

PETITION -SUNSET HOSPITAL, CLOSURE
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [2.03 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia call on the State Government to
reconsider its ill-conceived and insensitively handled decision to close Sunset
Hospital, Dalkeith.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that youf will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 46 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 66.1

PETITION - GAMING-POKER MACHINES IN CLUBS AND HOTELS
MR MeNEE (Moore - Parliamentary Secretary) [2.04 pm]: I present the following
petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned members and patrons of Lancelin and Coastal Districts
respectfully request the West Australian Government to change Legislation to
allow the introduction of gaming/poker machines into clubs and howels in the
State of Western Australia.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 12 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 67.]

PETITION - WATER ACCOUNTS, PAYMENT CARD
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.05 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia request that the Minister for
Water Resources issue a card to enable users to pay instalments toward their
water account, similar to the SEC WA energy payment card.
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 35 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 68.]



PETrTION - STEEL-JAW LEG HOLD TRAPS, ABOLITION
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [2.06 pmj: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned demand the abolition of the sale and use of steel-jaw leg
hold traps. This trap is completely indiscriminate and is raking a devastating toll,
mrapping both target and non-target animals (including protected and native
species). The trap could easily be replaced by humane and non-lethal
management practices.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray chat you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 17 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 N4o 69.]

PETITION - BULLSBROOK DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOL, FUTURE
MRS van de KLASHORST (Swan Hills) [2.07 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia wish to express our support for
the retention and continued growth of years I1I and 12 of the Bullsbrook District
High School.
We also request a commitment that a minimum period of five (5) years be
allowed before any review or public indication be made on the closure or
downgrading of these two years. This will enable the community to stabilize its
views and allow unhindered parental planning of the students' future education.
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 43 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 70.]

PETITION - BUS AND TRAIN FARES, INCREASE
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.08 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia wish to convey objection to any
proposed increase in bus and train fares.
We believe that at a time when the State Government is reaping the benefits of
the economic upsurge any further increase in public transport costs is totally
unwarranted.
Additionally, we believe chat on environmental and social equity grounds the
Government should be doing al within its power to increase patronage of the
public transport system and that increasing fares will not achieve this.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
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The petition bearn 73 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 the House.
A similar petition was presented by Mrs Roberts (nine persons).
[See petitions Nos 71 and 72.]

PETITION - POLICE, JOONDALUP STATION, ADDITIONAL OFFICERS
MR W. SMITH (Wanneroo) [2.09 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, in reminding the Coalition Government of its election
commitment to Law and Order and to improve the Police service in Western
Australia do hereby request that TEN additional officers be placed as permanent
staff at the Joondalup Police Station.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, wI ever pray.

The petition bears 1 418 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 the House.
[See petition No 73.]

PETITION - KELLERBERRIN DISTRICT MEMORIAL HOSPITAL
MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [2.10 pm]: I present the following
petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia do humbly pray; That the
Legislative Assembly will take action to ensure chat the Government will,
(a) Allow the Kellerberrin District Memorial Hospital to continue to provide
theatre services consistent with level three delineation, including the provision of
general anaesthesia, and
(b) Bring to an end the current program of reducing medical services to country
people.
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 1 089 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 74.)

PETITION -ABORTIONS
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [2.11 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, maintain that some 9,000 abortions are being performed
each year in Western Australia, contrary to Section 199 of the Criminal Code of
Western Australia.
We plead that the Government and police take all necessary means to prosecute
those who perform abortions proscribed by the law. In addition, we plead that no
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steps will be taken by the Government to provide land, funds, or in any other way
support the establishment of abortion facilities in the Bunbury region.
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 2 645 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 75.]

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR FISHERIES
Rock Lobster Fishery, Management Package

MR HOUSE (Stirling - Minister for Fisheries) [2.13 pm]: In March of this year I
provided members with a mid-season report on die state's rock lobster industry and the
management plan introduced at the start of the season. I can now advise that preliminary
final figures for the 1993-94 season indicate that the management package has achieved
its prime objective of reducing the overall size of the catch in an attempt to boost
breeding stock. At the same time market conditions were such that the value of the catch
increased by an estimated S45m. One of the principal targets of the management
package has been to preserve breeding stock by reducing last season's catch by about
1 000 tonnes on that predicted by die Fisheries Department. By the end of the season the
catch was down by an estimated 800 tonnes. This will allow a greater flow-through of
rock lobsters to the breeding stock in coming years. Another objective of the
management package was to shift a significant proportion of the whites catch through to
the reds stage to provide a more even distribution of catch throughout the season and to
provide a potentially higher overall price for the product. The preliminary figurers also
suggest this was achieved.
On the one hand rock lobster landings for the season were 10 990 tonnes, about 10.4 per
cent below the corresponding period last year. Beach prices, on the other hand, were
significantly higher than in the previous year and the preliminary value of the landed
catch was about $275m compared with $230m in the previous year. A formal assessment
of the impact of the management package on the fishery will be presented to fishermen
when the Rock Lobster Industry Advisory Committee holds its annual coastal meetings
early next month. However, early assessment indicates that the management plan
introduced at the beginning of the season is producing the results predicted. The
fundamentals of the management plan will remain in force next season and there will be
continuing industry consultation during the Rock Lobster Industry Advisory Committee's
coastal tour.
The conservation measures appear to be addressing concerns over the long term levels of
breeding stock in the fishery. By reducing pot numbers, increasing the legal minimum
size to the end of January and ensuring that females in breeding condition were returned
to the water, a large number of migrating female rock lobsters have been allowed to reach
deeper water where they will grow and add to the breeding stock. This is vital because
for the fourth consecutive year the Fisheries Department has recorded a significant drop
in the number of puerulus. or pit-juvenile, rock lobsters returning to inshore areas.
While the season has meant more money in the pockets of the majority of rock lobster
fishermen, with subsequent benefits to fishing communities and the economy generally,
we still need a management plan which protects the fishery in the long term. Working
with the industry, the Government will continue to support measures which will ensure
the long term sustainability of this important export industry.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS
Workers' Compensation, Journey Injuries Guidelines

MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [2.16 pm]: Since the
changes to the workers' compensation laws there has been considerable comment about
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journey claims. Historically the words 'journey claim' were used to describe claims for
injury received while a worker was travelling, including from a worker's place of
residence to his workplace. In the broad sense, injury during house-to-work travel is no
longer compensible under WorkCover because that type of travel has nothing to do with
the employer and is beyond his or her control. To avoid uncertainty, the Government has
accepted guidelines for the settling of journey claims.
To avoid inconsistency in the handling of journey claims, guidelines have been drawn up
by the Insurance Council of Australia for use by all insurers involved in workers'
compensation. The guidelines will be applied when a journey injury arises during the
course of employment other than in the normal home-co-work journey. Workers can also
lodge a claim for injury sustained if travelling under the employer's instructions. I will
cable these guidelines, Mr Speaker, but before doing so, here are some of the main points.
The place of residence is where the worker eats, drinks or sleeps, not including the
boundary of the land around the residence, and the worker is deemed to have left the
residence when he or she steps out of the front door. The same applies to temporary
places of residence. The worker is considered to have arrived at the place of employment
by entering through the main gates of the premises or through a car park owned or
controlled by the employers. If an employer occupies only a part of a building, entering
the building's main door is deemed to be at the place of employment.
Some examples of journeys which, under the new guidelines, will be compensible,
include -

1. from home to an airport or train or bus station and subsequent travel all in the
course of employment in and outside Western Australia;

2. from home to a business appointment, other than the normal place of
employment;

3. from home by employees on call, such as emergency workers;
4. from home to a destination where the worker's attendance is required, but travel

to this destination must be in the course of employment;
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I call the member for Peel to order.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call the member for Peel to order.
Mr KIERATh: They also include -

5. travel to employment in company arranged transport such as a company bus or
taxi, but not company vehicles which are part of a worker's salary package or
provided for workers to carry out their duties; and

6. journeys between work sites and appointments.
Mr Speaker, travel injuries which are not compensible include, firstly, the usual everyday
journey between the home and the regular workplace - this includes workers such as
auditors or computer contractors who agree to report to and work at a particular office or
workplace for an extended period of time; and, secondly, journeys by a tradesperson
from home to a building sire at which they usually work are excluded but a worker
required to visit several building sites would be covered.
The authors of these guidelines have used a commonsense approach reflecting the
intention of the legislation and the need for insurers to handle claims on a consistent
basis. The Government endorses this approach and believes the guidelines will eliminate
much uncertainty for workers, employees and insurers.
[See paper No 223.1

[Questions without notice taken.]
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION - MEMBER FOR NOLLAMARA
Premier's Comments, Misrepresentation

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [2.52 pm] - by leave: I thank the House for giving me the
privilege of this personal explanation, and I shall be as brief as possible. I will ensure
that my comments are to the point and do not range over a number of issues relating to
the Premier's comments, which clearly maligned me and said things about me which
were not true and misrepresented a number of things I said in debate in this place
yesterday.
I shall briefly cover two areas mentioned by the Premier: First, he said that I knew a
great deal about Western Women, and that I had done nothing about it. That is totally
and utterly false. His claim rests upon the fact that I wrote a letter to the Women's
Information Referral Exchange because a constituent of mine had felt pressured to invest
money in Western Women. Fortunately, that person did not invest money.
The comments indicate two things: First, the Premier misrepresented what I said, and
second, when the papers were studied by the current Attorney General when she was in
opposition, they indicated that only one member of Parliament had written to the
organisation making a formal complaint - that person was me. I was the only person who
had taken action indicating that all was not well at that organisation. Also, the use of my
letter indicated to me that one can never trust or believe the Attorney General. She
issued a press statement based on my letter and said things which were not part of the
letter at all. She totally misrepresented the situation. For the Premier to claim that I
knew things about Western Women totally misrepresents what I did and what I knew at
that time.
The second matter was the reference to Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd. In this place
yesterday I outlined sonic facts, and the Premier has not said that the facts I outlined were
wrong. Those facts led me to raise certain concerns which could suggest that things were
not all well with Perpetual Trustees. The Premier was correct in taking up that issue
because he found it unpalatable. However, he went much further by suggesting that I had
maligned the whole organisation of Perpetual Trustees. If the Premier looks at
yesterday's Hansard he will see that I said on several occasions that Perpetual Trustees is
an important institution in our society, and that it was held in high esteem. I also said on
the record that I wished to see it remain in that position. The Premier's accusations today
were totally false and do not reflect what I said yesterday.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KOBELKE: The facts were that a building was bought for $1.1m, and that it was
used as Liberal Party headquarters. Also, the building was used to raise a mortgage of
$1.865m. Therefore, Perpetual Trustees, a company of high standing in this State, which
is an authorised trustee and must be beyond reproach in its investments, accepted an
upward valuation on that property of over 250 per cent. We know that property values
increased, but at exactly the same timne a reduction of 42 per cent took place -

Point of Order
Mr C.I. BARNEIT: Despite the circumstances, the Government agreed to the member
for Nollanara making a personal explanation.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members on my left will come to order.
Mr Court: You are down in the gutter.
Mr Taylor: Do not talk to me about getting down in the gutter!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition will come to order. I am
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tempted to call her to order formally. Personal explanations are a delicate and important
part of our proceedings and we must have order.
Mr C.J. BARNErr: Comments made by the member for Nollarnara yesterday were
responded to today by die Premier during question time, and these issues have been the
subject of some debate. The member sought to make a personal expianation regarding
comments relating to die Western Women affair. Wit respect, Mr Speaker, the member
is now debating matters he raised yesterday regarding Perpetual Trustees. I agreed,
without warning, to the personal explanation, but it is only reasonable that the member
keeps to the matter about which he feels aggrieved.
The SPEAKER: Personal explanations are a difficult matter as it is easy for a member
concerned to move into debate on an issue. I ask the member to continue his comments,
but that he conclude in the next few moments.

Personal Explanation Resumed
Mr KOBELKE: I will certainly conclude within a few seconds, Mr Speaker, if I can.
However, I must point out the facts to indicate that the Premier maligned me and said
things which were totally untrue. That is why I sought the personal explanation.
The facts are crucial to this issue. Perpetual Trustees acquired a loan through a mortgage
on a property after accepting a valuation of $2.8m; I first heard of this point through the
Press last night and it was mentioned by the Premier today. This was an increase of 250
per cent in the valuation at a time when the company was downvaluing its own
investments by 42 per cent.
The SPEAKER: Order! When the member begins to debate that point he is moving
away from his personal explanation.
Mr KOBELKE: Thank you for your guidance, Mr Speaker.
I raised the facts because people would be concerned about them. I regret any damage
that may be done to the company, but that was not my intention. The Premier's
overreaction and sensitivity to those comments has raised the matter to another level and
has caused damage to the company, as did the Minister for Planning yesterday when
going over the top with his accusations. The facts that I raise have not been refuted; the
facts cause disquiet and must be cleared up by the Government, and Government
members should not come into this place throwing around wild accusations.

BILLS (3) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 3)
2. Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 4)
3. Loan Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.

MOTION - STANDING ORDER No 82, MATT'ERS OF PUBLIC
INTEREST, AMENDMENT

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloc - Leader of the House) (3.01 pm]: I move -

That Standing Order No 82 be amended by renumbering subparagraph (d) as
subparagraph (e), and renumbering subparagraph (e) as subparagraph (d).

The purpose of that somewhat convoluted but short motion is that within this House
matters of public interest would be debated immediately following question time, with
question time always being held at 2.00 pm. It is to achieve consistency within this
House. The other point I make in suggesting this to members is that during the time of
the previous government a similar arrangement existed on Thursdays; when the House
sat on Thursday morning question time was held at 2.00 pm, followed by the MPIs. It
was for the same reason in that it was sensible in terms of the conduct and management
of the House. It becomes even more important if the next motion on the Notice Paper is
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agreed to; that is, the House shall meet on Thursdays at 10.00 am. Under the procedures
for debating MPIs, it is necessary for the Opposition to give notice to the Government
two hours in advance. With a 10 o'clock start, it will be necessary for the Opposition to
give notice of an MPI at 8.00 am. I do not know whether the Opposition will always be
well prepared or that the system will always cope with that requirement to give notice at
8.00 am. I am also conscious of the prospect of televising question time, and the
involvement of the media in matters of this House. Indeed, some members on this side of
the House might not support the motion because in my view, if anything, it will give
political advantage to the Opposition.
Mr Ripper: How?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Opposition Leader of the House may disagree but, if anything,
it is an advantage for the Opposition to have time for preparation of motions, and the
opportunity to present an MPI at 2.30 pm, when there will be most media attention within
the House. I have no political objective in moving this motion. I put it forward to bring
consistency to the management of the House, and to give a more reliable timing of the
events for both the staff of the House and the media who choose to cover some of the
events of this place. I commend the motion to the House.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.04 pm]: I was pleased thar the Leader of the House gave the
Opposition gave some forewarning of this proposal well before the time required for him
to give notice under the standing orders. I appreciate also his political advice to the
Opposition, but looking at the way he runs the business of the House on behalf of the
Government, the Opposition prefers to manage its own business and make its own
decisions with regard to priorities.
The Opposition opposes this motion, firstly, on the merits; that is, on the question of
whether matters of public interest should be debated in the afternoon or the morning. I
also draw attention to some problems with the drafting of the motion. I turn first to the
merits. We are discussing debates on matters of public interest. These are matters which
sufficient members of Parliament under the standing orders consider to be so important
as to rare a special debate with only two hours' notice being given. In my view if mauters
are genuinely of public importance and interest, they should be debated as early as
possible in the day. If the Ministers are on top of their portfolios and behave properly
with integrity and competence, they should be able to deal with an MPI debate, given the
notice periods that currently apply.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Why did you have them after question time on Thursdays when you
were in government?
Mr RIPPER: I am not referring to that period and I cannot confirm that the Leader of the
House is accurate on that point. It seems to me that the Thursday morning MPI debates
have worked very well. The Opposition believes they have worked well, although I
understand the Attorney General may have some trepidation about getting yet another
notice on a Thursday morning of a debate on the City of Wanneroo or the Kyle report. I
also appreciate that the Minister for Police might not welcome receiving another notice
of motion about debate on his handling of the latest instance of police malpractice. I can
see some reasons why people in the Government would like the system to be changed.
Mr Wiese: You cannot resist knocking them.
Mr RIPPER: I do not knock the police, but rather the Minister's handling of the various
incidents that have arisen this year. It has not been impressive. I do not say that in
retribution for the Minister's remadks earlier today; I say that as a judgment of the way he
has handled the portfolio in the last six or seven months. The Government's proposition
will in effect give Ministers more time on Thursdays to get their act into gear and deal
with topical issues of the day. Instead of preparing for an MPI first thing in the morning,
their office will be up and running and well into the day's activities when the MPI
arrives. The Opposition believes it will be disadvantaged but, more importantly, we
believe the public will be disadvantaged by the proposed change because the MPI debate
will be held later in the day. If an MPI were scheduled for today, for example, we would
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now be debating it and the debate would not finish until four o'clock. That timing makes
it very difficult for the media to report what is going on, especially the electronic media.
On the ocher hand, when a debate is held on Thursday morning there is plenty of time for
those who wish to report the matter to fully digest what has occurred and to follow up the
points raised. Effectively, there is better public access because there is better media
access when an MPI debate is held early in the morning. The Opposition does not
believe it is necessary to change cunrent arrangements. It will be able to prepare its MPI
motions under the current arrangements, even if the next motion on the Notice Paper is
successful and the House sits at 10.00 am on Thursdays. If the Government is on top of
its business, it should be able topepr a response. The present timing is more suitable
for the media and thus, makes Parliament much more accessible to the public.
I turn now to the drafting and the proposal to renumber subparagraph (d), which is
considering a matter of public interest in accordance with Standing Order No 82A, after
subparagraph (e), which is questions without notice, at the discretion of the Speaker. I
am concerned that subparagraph M0 already follows subparagraph (e), but if questions
without notice are not held at the beginning because the Speaker at his discretion chooses
to take them at 2.00 pm, that does not prevent the House moving to the business in
subparagraph (f), which is motions and Orders of the Day, or vice versa, as set down on
the Notice Paper. I wonder whether the drafting of the motion will achieve the outcome
sought by the Leader of the House. If we can proceed to subparagraph (f) despite the fact
that it is listed after questions without notice on Thursdays, why can we not proceed to
the MPI, despite the fact that it is limted after questions without notice on Thursdays?
Perhaps someone can clarify that matter for the House and for me before the debate is
concluded. [ am not a Queen's Counsel, and perhaps someone can provide some advice
on the drafting of the motion, but I do not believe that the motion, as currently drafted,
will achieve the objective of the Leader of the House.
Perhaps we should not have debated the matter at all. Perhaps we should have sat down
and had this unsatisfactory situation put into the standing orders, and we could have
achieved our objective while the Leader of the House was denied his. However, I feel
the need to point out that perhaps the Leader of the House will not achieve what he is
setting out to achieve. Were the Leader of the House to proceed along that line, we
would not mind, because we do not support the objective in any case.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [3.11 pm]: The shadow Leader
of the House has pointed out clearly why we have some concerns about the proposed
change to Standing Order No 82. This is a further indication of the way the Government
wants to manipulate the Notice Paper to best suit itself. It is inappropriate. The Leader
of the House once again is seeking to use his numbers to have his way in regard to how
he thinks the Notice Paper should best fit.
Mr Tubby intrjected.
Mr TAYLOR: That is right, and the member complained, and now I am complaining. I
believe the Government is seeking quite deliberately to take away the opportunity for us
to deal with a matter of public importance at a more appropriate time in regard to the
media. Were we to cake today as an example, we would not have debated the MPI until
at least 3.00 pm and would have finished it at 4.00 pm, by which time more often than
not most of the media, and certainly the electronic media, would have packed their bags.
There is no doubt that it is a political advantage to have this sort of matter dealt with
early in the day on a Thursday, as we do normally. The Leader of the House might like
to dress it up in other colours, but he clearly sees a political advantage in pushing these
sorts of MPls to a later part of the day. If the Leader of the House does not see a political
advantage in it, then I urge him now to drop this motion.
Mr CJ. Barnett: It is not done for any political motive at all.
Mr TAYLOR: If it were not being done for a political motive - and we are saying that in
our view it is unsatisfactory because it does manipulate the system in this House to best
suit the Government in regard to media management - then sorely the Leader of the
House would agree to drop this motion here and now.
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Mr C.J. Barnett: It is done for the management of the House. That is the sale motive.
Mr TAYLOR: The Leader of the House might want to dress it up in that way, but clearly
it is being done in order to gain some advantage in regard to the timing of M.PIs and to
alleviate the embarrassment that MPhs have brought to the Government, particularly on
Thursdays, over the course of this Parliament. We put clearly on record our apposition to
this matter. Once again, it is a case of the Government deciding to use its numbers as an
Executive to run this House and to say that things will be done in this way whether we
like it or not. While the Leader of the House may believe that in regard to the
management of the House the numbers will rule and that is all there is to it, he knows full
well that is not the case. This House does work and can work only on the basis of
cooperation and of all of us deciding that we can make it work; whether three members
sit on this side or 24 members sit on this side, tt is the nature of the parliamentary
system.
If the Leader of the House thinks that by this sont of devious manoeuvre he can
manipulate the operations of this House to best suit him, it will not work. We can use
other tactics to ensure that we are able to make our point at the appropriate time, and that
is exactly what we will do. We will use whatever means are at our disposal to make our
point at the appropriate time rather than at a time that may be convenient to the
Government in regard to the management of the House so-called, but more particularly
convenient to the Government in regard to any media coverage that the Leader of the
House or his Ministers may be given. We are adamantly opposed to this manoeuvre. It
is not done with the right motives. It is done only with the motive of trying to make life a
bit more difficult for the Opposition. The Leader of the House may think he can achieve
that, but he will not achieve that.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth Dr Harnes Mr Pendal
Mr Ci. Barneut Mr House Mr Prince
Mr Blaikie Mr Johnson Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Kierath Mr Strickland
Mr Bradshaw Mr Lewis Mr Trenorden
Dr Constable Mr Marshall Mr Tubby
Mr Court Mr Meflee Dr Turnbuli
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mrs van de Kiashorsi
Mr Day Mr Omodei Mr W iese
Mrs Edwardes Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (22)
Mr M. Barnett Mrs H-allahan Mrs Roberts
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr D.L. Smith
MrfBrown Mr Hill Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Marlborough Dr Watson
Dr Edwards Mr McGinty Ms Warnock (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Riebeling
Mr Graham Mr Ripper

Question thus passed.
MOTION - SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE

Tuesdays and Wednesdays, 2 .00 pm;, Thursdays, 10.00 ant
MR CJ. BARNETT (Coctesloe - Leader of the House) [3.18 pm]: I move -

That unless otherwise ordered, the House shall meet on Tuesdays and
Wednesdays at 2.00 pmn and on Thursdays at 10.00 am.

The only change that occurs within this motion is to bring forward the sitting time on
Thursdays from 11.00 am to 10.00 ant. Members will recall that in the previous
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Parliament, the sitting time on Thursdays was 10.00 am, and while there are extra sitting
hours on Wednesday night, we are simply reinstating the sitting time for Thursday which
the previous government had. This is not some Machiavellian underhand roilup plot,
which the Leader of the Opposition seems to think these minor procedural changes are.
The reason for doing this is twofold: First, the Government has a heavy legislative
program with a large number of administrative Bills to be dealt with, and I am keen they
be deal: with while still wishing to minimise the number of very late sittings. Second,
this House has a large number of committees - Heritage Laws; Metropolitan
Development and Groundwater Supplies; Road Safety; Ancient Shipwrecks; Rate of
Intervention in Childbirth - and once the Commission on Government committee is
established some nine committees will be operating. Virtually all members of this House
are involved in committees, they want to report, to produce interim reports, and to have
an opportunity to speak on those reports, as they should be entitled to do. With such a
large number of committees, I and my colleague opposite have been under some pressure
from members of committees about reporting times. Although I do not intend this to be a
standing procedure, it should be the general case that committees will report at 10.00 am
on Thursdays. I will try as best I am able to have that time available for the reporting of
committees. That is in the interests of this Parliament, this House, and the members of
the committees on which they serve. I hope it will have the support of members opposite
because it will allow the work of committees to be more orderly, to allow more time for
reporting and, given the previous comments about the media, to allow committees to
report at a time that is equally convenient to the media.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.21 pmn]: The Opposition will not oppose this motion. I note
with interest that the Leader of the House drew attention to the starting times that applied
under the previous government, and used that as pant justification for what he intends to
achieve with this motion. I draw his attention to another practice of the previous
government, which was to allow four and a half hours for private members' business.
Under the previous government and the previous sitting hours, private members' business
commenced at noon on Wednesdays and ran right through until question time began at
5.30 pm.
Mr Blaikie: What about the old practice of former oppositions in approving pairs?
Mr RIPPER: What about the old practice of not instituting the gag and the guillotine?
That is the difference of opinion that resulted in pairs being denied to the Government.
The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest that the Opposition Leader of House business direct
his remarks to the matter before us.
Mr RIPPER: I want to complete that interchange. When we have an assurance from the
Government that the gag and guillotine will not be used, pairs will be reinstituted. That
is a standing offer to the Government. Under the previous sitting arrangements, four and
a half hours were allowed for private members' business. Under this Government and
this pattern of sitting hours, private members' business has been restricted to four hours.
The Opposition is quite prepared for the Parliament to sit longer. Indeed, it would like
the Parliament to sit on more days of the year, however, some of the extra time which is
created should be used to restore the previous allocation of private members' time.
Mr CJ. Barnett: You are battling to use up private members' time; we have to give you a
hand each week.
Mr RIPPER: We have plenty of items on the Notice Paper.
Mr C.). Barnet:. You came back after six weeks and you didn't even move a motion;
you hadn't thought of one.
Mr RIPPER: I hope this afternoon we will be dealing with an important item of private
members' business, the motion on Aboriginal reconciliation, which every Parliament in
the country has been asked to support. This Government should have come to the
Parliament with that motion, but because it failed to do that the Opposition has taken up
the responsibility; and members opposite will agree that it is a very important motion.
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Mr Pendal: You have been too busy misrepresenting our views on the Chamber lights.
Am I allowed to say that one of your members has been stretching the truth?
Mr RIPPER: The member can say whatever he likes. It seems he is not correct about the
lights.
Mr Pendal: You are telling porkies.
Mr RIPPER: I will not be sidetracked by the member for South Perth. The Opposition
has very important items of business which it wants to deal with, and the Parliament can
deal with those only as private members' business. We very much regret that the time
for private members' business has been cut by half an hour under this Government Of
course, the Opposition uses private members' business to advance its own political
position, but it is a question not only of the Opposition's rights in the Parliament, but also
of the rights of all members of Parliament. It is a matter of interest for the public because
the Opposition brings forward items which am very important to the public. On some of
these items the Government is dragging its feet; just as it dragged its feet on the adoption
legislation. The Opposition was able to bring forward legislation in private members'
time which helped speed up legislation being brought to this Parliament by the
Government.
The Notice Paper contains other examples of that procedure. This evening we will be
dealing with commercial tenancy matters, which is another example on which the
Government is dragging its feet, but the Opposition is able to advance such matters
through private members' business. A large number of items on the Notice Paper have
not been dealt with and could be dealt with in private members' business if extra time
were allocated. For example, the member for Kenwick has important legislation which
would enhance the rights of people involved in tie facto relationships; that is a long
overdue reform. It is Mnother area where the Government is dragging its feet and where
with Opposition pressure, especially were private members' time available to the full
extent, we could advance the interests of the public. Good reasons exist for the
Government to reconsider its decision to cut the time allocated for private members'
business.
The Opposition supports this motion, just as it will support any motion to have
Parliament sit on more days of the year. We are quite happy to attend Parliament as often
as is required, but some of the extra time which the Government will create should be
used to restore the time allocated for private members' business which the Government
cut. At some later stage I would like to hear the justification for the cut in private
members' time that the Leader of the House instituted when he arranged this pattern of
sitting hours. The Opposition appeals to the Leader of the House to consider the rights of
other members of Parliament in the interests of the public and to restore the previous
allocation of private members' time.
MR BLAIKI (Vasse) [3.27 pm]: I also support the motion moved by the Leader of
the House that this House sit at 2.00 pm on Tuesdays and Wednesdays and at 10.00 am
on Thursdays. The attendance of members is relevant to the sittings of the House
because if sufficient members ame not present the House cannot sit.
I refer to the convention of the provision of pairs that has been adopted by Westminster
Parliaments. This is very important for members of Parliament.
Mr D.L. Smith: Can you guarantee the guillotine will not be used?
Mr BLAIKIE: I hope the member for Mtchell will let me continue my comment. The
granting of pairs is a very important convention, that is not a written law, but it is
available to the Opposition. If the Opposition of the day disagrees with what the
Government does, it may choose to deny the granting of pairs. I appeal to both
Opposition and Government members in this House - in the passage of time they wili
ultimately be opposition members - to continue the accepted principle of granting pairs.
That is, where a member faces extenuating personal circumstances - such as a family
bereavement, or similar - political considerations should never be the measure.
Regardless of which side of the House we represent, our political attitudes or
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disagrements, at least there should be a human side to the Parliament that recognises;
when a member is in dire circumstances or faces a personal tragedy. In that situation, we
should recognise the circumstances and make allowances even though the cut and thrust
between the two sides of the House continues.
For the moment, the Opposition has a point of view regarding the granting of pairs. The
appeal I make does not relate to the cut and thrust of politics by both sides but to an
understanding of the individual circumstances of any member. My appeal to the House
is, first, that the situation be recognised and that members on both sides be pranted the
convention of pairs, and the convention should be recognised in the pair sheet and
recorded in Hansard. It was a major disappointment to me, on reflection as I turned to
the pair sheets and found that recording had not occurred. I am bitterly disappointed that
I did not see that earlier. Had I seen the situation I would have raised this matter earlier.
This personal denial of an individual member has no place in a Parliament with which I
want to be associated.
While I strongly support the Government, I recognise the position put by members
opposite. However, when it comes to a fellow member of Parliament facing
circumstances of hardship, surely we will recognise those circumstances and make
allowances based on compassion. I am very prepared to do that. I held the position of
Whip for some time, and I often realised members were in difficult circumstances on the
other side of the House. I spoke to those members and suggested that notwithstanding
what had been going on in the Parliament they should go home and make appropriate
arrangements. If we can proceed on that basis and recognise. such circumstances, at least
we will have some respect for each other. If we do not act in that way I will be very
concerned about where Parliament will finish up. I support the motion.
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [3.33 pm]: I support the comments by my colleague, the
member for Belmont, in seeking to implore the Leader of the House to use this
opportunity where the sitting times of the House are to be extended to also extend the
time available for private members' business. In so doing, I will make some comments
about the statements made by the member for Vasse regarding the matter of pairs.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have just taken the Chair. I have read the motion, and it is
my understanding from discussions with the Speaker that some reasonably wide-ranging
debate has occurred; for instance, matters to do with private members' business on
Wednesdays which, it could be argued, is not strictly to do with changing the starting
time on Thursdays; to 10.00 am. The member for Vasse commented on other matters that
do not relate to this motion. The Chair realises that debate is beginning to go beyond the
boundaries of the motion. Two members have already taken debate in that direction, and
I draw members' attention to that situation. The member for Cockburn has the call, and
if the member is reasonably brief on matters that he was about to address, that will be in
order. If not, I will be calling on members to speak on the motion only.
Mr THOMAS: The Leader of the louse has moved a motion to extend the sitting hours
of the House. In support, he said that the Government has a comprehensive legislative
program, and that it is necessary to have additional parliamentary sitting times in order to
deal with government business. That was the reason advanced for the need to extend the
hours during which the House sirs. We are all aware that the Government has a large
legislative program that it wants to get through by Christmas. I am aware in the portfolio
areas for which I have responsibility that there is an enormous amount of legislation, and
if the Government's timetable is to be adhered to, we will need to deal with it in the
second half of the year. Therefore the Government avers it needs extra time to do that,
and we accept the situation.
As the member for Belmont said, the Opposition is also a part of the Parliament and it,
too, has its priorities and business. The Opposition wants to have access to parliamentary
sitting times in order to discharge its responsibilities. It requires time, but the
Government so far does not appear to be as prepared to extend time to the Opposition -
particularly prime time - as it is for its own purposes. The Government has demonstrated
a trait which has been apparent in its attitude to Parliament since its election at the
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beginning of last year. Essentially, the Government has regarded the Parliament as a
wing of government that is here to do die Government's bidding, to pass government
legislation, and to get on with it. The Government's attitude now is contrr to the
rhetoric on which it was elected.
Mr C.J Barnett: That is not borne out by the facts. I would hate your argument to be
destroyed by factual evidence! In recent times, there has been more general debating
time and longer sitting times than ever.
Mr THOMAS: I will demonstrate with factual data which will confirm my argument. It
goes to the point raised by the member for Vasse when he referred incidentally to the
question of pairs; that is, the existence of the gag. I do not want to plough over old fields,
but last year we saw one of the most disgraceful episodes ever in this Parliament when
the guillotine was used to bring in industrial legislation which led to my suspension from
the House. So great was my anger at what was being done, I was intemperate towards
the Speaker - something for which I subsequently apologised, and which I regret. I was
very angry at the way the Government was misusing Parliament when it brought in
legislation that took away the fundamental rights of people in this state. It was done
without the legislation appearing on the Notice Paper.

Point of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: With due respect, the member for Cockburn was warned by you,
Mr Deputy Speaker, but he continues to debate the use of the gag and to rehash 1993. It
is a pointless exercise.
The DEPUT Y SPEAKER: I have been listening to the member for Cockburn. He is
going to areas which are not pertinent to the motion. I was wondering whether his point
was related to additional hours or to the gag. If the member cannot relate his Comments
to the motion, unfortunately I will need to take some action.

Debate Resumed
Mr THOMAS: I will tack and veer back towards the substantive subject matter of the
motion.
The DEPUT Y SPEAKER: Concisely, I hope.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is just the never ending circle that worries us.
Mr THOMAS: If the never ending circles relate to this motion, I am able to continue
putting those never ending circles for another 16 minutes. I was not doing that and I do
not intend to do so. I am simply seeking to give a specific example of the general
proposition that the Government has a cavalier attitude towards the Parliament. It
believes the Parliament is here to do its bidding and no more, and to do that at the
Government's convenience and as quickly as possible.
Mr C.J. Barnett: All you are doing at the moment is stopping one of your colleagues
from presenting an important committee report
Mr THOMAS: I will not rake over old coals, to use another metaphor that the Leader of
the House seems to find a bit sensitive. The Government seems to cake a corporate
attitude towards the Parliament, believing it to be a board which should do as the
management requests; that is, because the Government has the majority, the Parliament
should do the Government's bidding quickly and simply and should allow the
Government to get on with its business.
That is not what a Parliament is for. The royal commission dealt with this at quite some
length in 10 recommendations numbered 26 to 36 in Chapter 5 of its report which dealt
with how the Parliament should be playing a more important role in the state. The royal
commission discerned that some of the things that had gone wrong in Western Australia
had happened because Parliament was not putting the Executive under sufficient scrutiny.
The legislature was not fulfilling its role in keeping the Executive under proper scrutiny
which allowed some of the wrongs which were seen by the royal commission, the
Opposition and the then government.
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To enable the legislature to subject the Government to proper scrutiny, time is required.
We have a number of responsibilities in this Parliament. We may wish to raise matters,
and the time in which to do that is limited. People who have come to me to make
representations say, "We would like you to raise this." I say, "It seems to me that this is a
very important matter. It might be a matter that could be handled as a grievance, one chat
could be dealt with in 10 minutes in the Parliament at which time the Minister could
respond to it." Only two grievance sessions a fortnight are available for all members of
the Opposition in which to raise matters that may be brought to their attention and which
would be suitable to be raised in this Parliament with Ministers. Is that adequate?
Mr C.J. Barnett: Half of the time you are struggling to find the number of people to
grieve.
Mr THOMAS: We have queues of them. T'he Notice Paper is full of motions which
members of the Opposition would like to be able to debate in this Parliament and have
the Government respond to.
Mr C.J. Barnett: They would get a chance if you dried up for a moment.
Mr THOMAS: We rarely have an opportunity because the amount of time that is
available to do so is limited. As my colleague the member for Belmont said, the
Opposition is more than happy to extend the time of Parliament. We believe, as
members of Parliament, we have a duty to attend Parliament and to discharge
parliamentary duties. However, an important part of those parliamentary duties is that
which is assigned to us as the Opposition, which takes time.
One matter to which I wish to refer very briefly is the good, old tradition of pairs to
which the member for Vasse referre earlier. The Opposition's stand on, pairs derives
from the Government's position on the guillotine. The member for Vasse misrepresented
the situation.

Points of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETIT: Mr Deputy Speaker I take a point of order.
Mr THOMAS: I will take two minutes. There is a factual error. I have got 11 minutes; I
can go on for I I minutes or I can get rid of this matter in one.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr C.J. BARNETIT: Contrary to your previous advice, Mr Deputy Speaker, the member
for Cockburn has blatantly gone against your ruling. This is not pertinent to the motion.
I draw your attention to it.
Mr RIPPER: T'he member for Vasse has made some statements about the Opposition's
attitude for pairs. I would have corrected his statement had the member for Vasse taken
my interjection. As he would not take my interjection, I asked the member for Cockburn
to state briefly the Opposition's position on pairs to correct any misinterpretation that the
member for Vasse might have perpetrated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members can see the difficulty the Chair is in.
Immediately some flexibility is given - it is often given from the Chair - members take
advantage of the situation. However, in this case it is my understanding that the member
for Cockburn was not far off concluding his remarks. Other remarks have been made on
the matter that has been referred to. I will let him continue his remarks but request that
he bring the matter quickly to a reasonable conclusion.

Debate Resumed
Mr THOMAS: It is pretty obvious that I have hit a fairly sensitive nerve with the Leader
of the House on this matter. The member for Vasse -

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why would I be sensitive about your decision not to give pairs?
Mr THOMAS: Does the Minister want me to finish? The member for Vasse said that we
should revive the good, old tradition of the Opposition granting the Government pairs.
The good, old tradition to which he referred was not that of people in this House being
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compassionate to members on die other side; it was the good, old tradition of the
Opposition granting the Government pairs so that the Government could get on with
conducting the business of government at its convenience. There has never been an
occasion, even on this side of the House after pairs were withdrawn, when a member has
been in difficult personal circumstances through illness or whatever, when the Opposition
has not been absolutely prepared to grant a pair as soon as the matter has been drawn to
its attention.
Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mr THOMAS: I do not need to name names. The member for Vasse should be well
aware that the Opposition has stuck steadfastly to that attitude, will continue to do so, and
would always do so. However, the Opposition is not prepared to grant pairs routinely for
the convenience of the Government to conduct the business of government, for Ministers
to go to appointments and to do all of the usual matters for which pairs have been used.
In normal circumstances pairs are available so that Ministers and shadow Ministers can
go to meetings, and members can attend to matters in their electorate. However, this
Government has used the guillotine to treat the Parliament in a cavalier manner. It has
treated the Parliament as if it were a board which is at the beck and call of the
management and has adopted an attitude towards the legislature which is inappropriate,
particularly in light of the recommendations of the royal commission which has said that
the Parliament should have a much more important role in scrutiny of the Executive.
Mr CSJ. Barnett:. When was the last time the gag was used? You are going perilously
close now.
Mlr THOMAS: For that reason the Opposition has said that it is not prepared to make
pairs available routinely for the Government to go about its normal business although, as
members opposite will be aware, where for personal circumstances a pair is required that
has been given unequivocally and without question. The only complaint that the member
for Vasse or members opposite might have about that practice is that those persons do not
appear as pairs. Lecave is given -

Mr CSJ. Barnett: Come on! This was going to be two minutes. You have gone on for
five minutes.
Mr THOMAS: One of the Government members raised this matter and I am tryig to
make -

Mr CSJ. Barnett: That does not mean that we have to put up with this ad nauseanm.
Mr THOMAS: The Leader of the House will get eight minutes of me. I am entitled to
speak for eight minutes.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CSJ. Barnett: I am trying to arrnge for the member for Pilbara to present the report.
Mr THOMAS: I do not need those gratuitous comments from the Leader of the House. I
do not think the House should have to put up with them.
The general criticism the member for Vasse could raise about this matter is that the way
in which pairs have been granted subsequent to their being withdrawn means they have
not appeared on the record as pairs, although a guarantee has been given to the
Government, which I hope it appreciates, that it wifl not be embarrassed by a member
being absent. On the other hand, anyone looking at the record would not be aware of the
fact that a member had been paired and might think the member was AWOL. The
Opposition would be prepared to look at their being recorded as paired, so that anyone
looking at the record would be aware they were paired. Until such time as the
Government is prepared to withdraw the threat of the guillotine constantly hanging over
the House, the Opposition is not prepared to make pains routinely available to the
Government.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [3.52 pm]: I speak in favour of the motion to the extent
that there is at least a one hour extension of the sitting time when we have a sitting week.
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I want to deal with the question of how that extra time should be used and whether we
should consider additional time for the sitting of Parliament. It is long overdue that this
Parliament should adopt more realistic sitting hours. It is appropriate to start at least at
10.00 am on every day it sits, and on that basis we could confim that we would finish at
11.00 pmn and not have the current situation where there is in effect legislation by
exhaustion by our sitting beyond 11.00 pm until a second reading debate is over. The
extension of time is only one element.
We need to sit much more frequently than we do. The legislative business of this
Parliament is greater each year, no matter which Government is in power, so we need
more time to examine it than we currently have. More importantly, we need to be sitting
more regularly so that individual members of Parliament can properly discharge their
responsibilities to their electorates and to people at large who conic to them about matters
of which they think Parliament should be informed.
One area where we can substantially improve facilities for private members' business is
by increasing the number of grievances that are allowed each week. At present only two
grievances are allowed on either side. Today I have a matter which 1 want to grieve on.

Points of Order
Mr CJ BARNE7r: I am sorry to be pedantic, but the member for Mitchell is not talking
to the motion. If he wishes there to be more grievances he, like any other member, can
put a notice of motion to that effect on the notice paper, and we can debate it. That is all
he has to do, and he knows it.
Mr D.L SMITH: The motion before the House is to extend the length of time for sitting
by one hour on Thursdays. The Leader of the House in the course of moving that motion
explained that one of the reasons he wanted that to occur was to enable more time for
committees to report. I am simply replying to his speech by saying I believe that one of
the purposes for which the extra hour should be used, and any extra time we might
extract from this Government which has control of this House, would be to enable us as
private members to put forward additional matters, such as extra grievances. I simply
cannot believe that when we have a motion before the House dealing with the extension
of time I should be prevented by standing orders from commenting on why I support the
motion and how the time could be used in a profitable way for the Government, the
Opposition and private members. I think that my comments were entirely relevant and in
order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I agree.

Debate Resumed
Mr D.L. SMITH: As I said, one area where private members need more opportunities is
in grievances. If we axe to use some of the time for committee work, we should be
increasing the number of grievances by one. That is not a huge improvement, but it
might have enabled me to put before the House on behalf of a Western Australian a
matter he considers very important because of his devotion to his fiancee who is in
prison. I am disappointed that on this side of the House I did not have priority to present
that grievance. I believe all members should be able to present grievances when they
have a genuine matter of which they think some notice should be taken by Parliament.
Another area is the extension of question time. Currently the allocated timne is inadequate
for the number of questions that should be allowed to be asked. We should either control
the length of answers or control the length of question time to enable more questions to
be asked.
Another area is the question of whether die current ime limitations on speakers are
appropriate when addressing the legislation before this place. We must be businesslike in
the times allowed for various speeches, but we have a bit to learn from the upper House.
We have really gone too far. When one is the shadow Minister responsible for
responding on a piece of legislation, being constrained to one hour is a major impediment
to properly covering all the material one should cover in a second reading debate speech.
The half an hour allocated to individual members does not allow them to develop an
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argument on many aspects of legislation, let alone cover all the matters that should be
covered. This Parliament must addrss its sitting hours, along the lines of the
recommendations of the royal commission, lengthen its sitting times, sit more days, and
examine the various rules that govern this place to ensure for every member, whether in
Government, Opposition or a private member trying to advance the interests of his
constituents or matters of interest to other Western Australians, that this Parliament is
properly used. We as a community can then be informed of the problems that beset us
and, most importantly, the government of the day can be made properly accountable to
the people. One area we will look at is the Estimates Committee. I regard the ability to
cross-examine inisters about the expenditure of taxpayers' money as being critical.
Mr CJ]. Barnett: The Estimates Committee is very pertinent to a start at 10.00 o clock on
Thursdays! You appreciate there will be a debate in the Estimates Committee.
Mr DL SM: I want to use the opportunity to say to the Leader of the House -

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why not use the opportunity to enable the member for Pilbara to report.
What a selfish performance.
Mr DL SMITH: We are currently being deprived of the opportunity to participate
properly in the Estimates Committee because of the number of Ministers who are being
examined, as it were, at the same time and the length of time that is allocated for each
Minister. It is entirely inappropriate to expect that when one is sharing a time with four
or five other members one can possibly give justice to a proper examination of the
Ministers on all the items in their budgets and obtain the answers the public is entitled to
rather than the evasive answers we currently get, or have Government members using up
time in a way that deprives others of the opportunity to ask questions.
The motion before the House is important and has the support of all members on this
side. It does not go far enough, and we should start at 10.00 am every day and be sitting
for at least an extra five or six weeks a year, so that we can do justice to the Estimates
Committee and legislation we are trying to get through. We should not be subjected to
legislation by exhaustion or simply be told by members of the public who may be
interested in legislation that we as the Opposition are holding up the passage of
legislation when really it is a question of not having enough time allocated to the sitting
of the House to enable us to get on.
Question put and passed.

SELECT COMMIITEE ON WITFENOOM
Report, Printed

MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [4.00 pm]: I move -

That the report be printed.
(See papers Nos 216, 217 and 218a and b.]
Mr GRAHAM: Probably the best way to start the discussion about the report is to quote
the World Health Organisation on page 12 of the report which reads -

Asbestos is a proven human carcinogen. No safe level can be proposed for
asbestos because a threshold is not known to exist. Exposure therefore should be
kept as low as possible.

It is with that in mind that this committee set out to address its terms of reference. The
asbestos we speak of is crocidolite or blue asbestos. The committee received extensive
advice that, of all the types of asbestos in the world, blue asbestos is the most
carcinogenic and the Wittenoom crocidolite is the most dangerous because of its ability
to break into small fibres which cause the disease mesothelioma.
There is no quick fix for Wintenoomn and its problems, the reasons for which are many.
One of the reasons is that, in every sense, the town of Wittenoom was constructed on
asbestos. It was created on the back of the asbestos mining industry to house and locate
the work force for the asbestos mines. The asbestos tailings were used in the
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construction of roads and buildings and in the concrete building blocks that were used in
a number of buildings. We received evidence from one of the early engineers involved in
the town of Wirtenoom, who put in the town water supply, that the tank that contained
the town water supply was built on a base of asbestos tailings because there was no other
suitable landfill commercially available in the town.
The pollution in the town is endemic. It is for that reason that the committee makes the
point that Wirrenoom is unique in Australia, if not the world. There are other places that
have been contaminated with asbestos, but the committee has been unable to find
anywhere else in the world where asbestos products were used without restrictions in all
stages of construction of a town.
I was prompted to move for the establishment of this select committee almost a year ago
as a result of the land sales that were held in Wirtenoorn. The previous government's
policy of scaling down and phasing out activity and development in Wittenoom changed
significantly as a result of the land sales when approximately 70 blocks of land were sold.
Wirrenoom currently has a population of 40. If only one person lived on each of those
70 blocks there would be a significant increase in the population. Based on the national
average, in a place like the Pilbara, it would take the town from a small town of little
consequence to a town of some substance.
I express my gratitude to the Government, particularly the Deputy Premier, for agreeing
to the establishment of the select committee and for takcing the very brave step of
allowing me to chair it.
Mr Cowan: The committee did that, not me.
Mr GRAHAM: I thank him for agreeing to it.
The composition of the committee proved to have some unexpected and unplanned
benefits. The committee comprised five members, two of whom were medical
practitioners - one from the Labor Party and one from the Liberal Parry. The
Government obviously had the numbers - three to two. I was the chairman; and it
included Arthur Marshall who is an old sports journalist with well-known business
connections that proved helpful along the way. It also included Kevin Prince, who is a
solicitor. I suggest that committee, balanced with all the imponderables, was probably
the most outstanding example I have seen of everything that is right with the committee
system in Parliament. People were prepared to put to one side all their preconceived
views and their parry views and to address the issues on merit. I thank the committee.
Late nights, pizzas and arguments are always part of a committee's work and the
members of this committee put their shoulders to the wheel. The report is an indication
of the work put in by the people on the committee.
This comprehensive report deals with a number of key areas. Wherever possible we have
tried to substantiate any statements and claims we have made with the most authoritative
sources we could find. The report deals with the occurrence and hazard potential of
asbestos and describes what it is and where it is. it also deals with the contamination by
crocidolite of the town of Wirrenoom; with the mesothelioma risk; with the possible
avenues that exist for cleaning up the town; and with some of the legal considerations.
Under the terms of reference the committee was required to pay particular attention to
tourism. The report contains 34 recommendations and without going through them all,
they fall into five major categories: First, it recommends that the decision making should
shift from a single Minister or an interdepartmental committee in the Parliament to a
Cabinet subcommittee. The committee recommends it be chaired by the Deputy Premier
as the Minister responsible. Second, it makes a series of recommendations about the
CSR Ltd and the Hancock and Wright groups of companies being required to clean-up
the millions of tonnes of mobile tailings they have left in the gorges - not in the town.
Third, the committee recommends that the town of Wittenoom remain open, but with
phased down activity, and that the Hotel Fortescue be permanently closed. Fourth, it
recommends that the transport system and road network be developed in such a way as to
divert people away from the town of Wirtenoom. Further recommendations in the fifth
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category deal with the government attracting tourism into the Karijini national park
which, in the view of the committee, is the tourism destination in the area, not the town
of Wittenoorn as some would suggest. The implementation of those recommendations
will reduce the exposure of members of the public to cancer causing crocidolite fibres. It
will also reduce the possibility of people contracting diseases from that exposure. It will
warn travellers of the increased health risk if they choose to visit Wittenoomn and its
surrounds and it will reduce the liability of the state in any future litigation if someone
contracts a disease. It will also have the added benefit of developing new tourist
attractions in the north west of the state. One of the key arguments by the proponents for
the expansion of Witrenoomn was that the town should be cleaned up. It is the view of
this committee that Wittenoom is unique as a result of contamination throughout the
town.
The gorges are a somewhat different question. There is a question of scale in the gorges
where thene are millions of tonnes of tailings that are mobile. The committee
recommends that the Government take whatever action it can, but that it take instant and
determined action to ensure the CSR Ltd and Hancock and Wright groups of companies
clean up the mess they have left in the gorges. The committee does that for a number of
reasons, but primarily because even by the mining standards of the 1950s the behaviour
of those companies was unacceptable. Western Australia does not need corporate
citizens such as CSR and Hancock and Wright operating in Western Australia in any
field unless and until they clean up that problem in the gorges.
Mr Lewis: Is that your opinion or the opinion of the committee?
Mr GRAHAM: The committee recommends that, but it is my opinion also.
The question of the town is somewhat different. I show members a small sachet, which
they can look at later, containing dirt from the primary school site in the town of
Wittenoomn which was collected in 1983. I cannot table the contents because they do not
belong to me. This dirt is of some significance in the clean up process because the site
was cleaned up under an approved program and was certified to be free from asbestos.
Any serious person could examine that sachet and be unable to detect asbestos fibres in
that dirt. Indications are that the area is a clean site; however, the photographs attached
to the sachet contain blue asbestos fibres. The photograph was taken through an optical
microscope, not an electron microscope. It is clear there is extensive asbestos
contamination in an area that was previously cleaned up and certified as clean. That is
the problem with the proponents' argument that Wittenoom should be cleaned up and
further developed.
In addition, the Government recently commissioned a major report by McKimmie
Jamieson and Partners (Aust) Pry Ltd on the clean up of the town. The report indicates
that after 15 years of concerted clean up attempts by private enterprise, individuals,
government departments and the local authority, there is still extensive contamination in
the town of Wittenoom. That contamnination is important only because of its ability to
release fibres. The asbestos at Wittenoom is prepared in the best possible fashion to
release fibres on the unsuspecting public. After being mined and milled that material has
been spread around the town. The committee argues that no case can be made to clean
up the town of Wittenoom and that the systematic clean up should not be instituted.
However, there may be isolated instances where particular outeroppings of tailings and
contamination cause problems to visitors and/or residents in the township, and they
should be cleaned up. However, spending $2.6m to clean up Wittenoom from one end to
the other is not warranted and cannot be justified.
The risk of contracting asbestos related diseases in the town of Wittenoomn is low because
a concerted effort has been made to reduce the number of people who live there, to
remove the visible outcroppings and deposits of asbestos, in the town, and to close off
through roads, reducing the amount of time that people stay in the town. Because the risk
is low does not mean that the town is able to be developed and expanded. It means the
exact opposite; that is, that development and expansion in the town of Wittenoomn will
ultimately lead to an increase in the fibre levels and the exposure of people living in and
visiting the town.

2670 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 3 August 19941]67

When I referred to the report I spoke about tourism opportunities in the area. The
committee members who visited the area were, as are most people who visit the Karijini
national park, impressed, firstly, by its vastness and, secondly, by its spectacular beauty.
The reason people are able to get there is because of the close proximity of the mining
towns. The roads and airlines that came with the mining industry have brought tourists
and led to the development of that part of the park. It was not, and is not, attributable to
Wittenoom. That is not to rewrite history; it is simply that the committee considered all
the evidence put before it and reached the view that tourism in the Pilbara is not
dependent on the town of Wittenoom. The reverse is true - the town of Wittenoom is
dependent on tourism in the Pilbara.
The good folk who live in Wittenoomn have every right to live there because they own
their properties freehold, and the state guarantees their freehold title. Nothing we have
done excludes the Government from offering people the opportunity to wove out of the
town, if that is what they want. However, those people have that basic and fundamental
right to live on their properties. They do not have the right to attract hundreds of
thousands of tourists into an area where they will face an increased health risk, although
it may well be slight for a short term visitor. At the end of the day those visitors have the
ability - albeit they may have only a slight risk - of contracting the disease and taking
legal action, not against the people of Wittenoom or the operators who put them there,
but against the state. That is a serious consideration.
I express again my thanks to the committee. I found the committee hard work, but
thoroughly enjoyable. It has been a long, hard year and the committee has worked
extensively in getting the best possible medical and epidemiological evidence we could
find. We received tremendous cooperation from the government departments to the
extent that we virtually had access to open filing cabinets. For the record, we are the first
committee to have had that sont of cooperation from the Government, and I appreciate it.
I also express my thanks to the committee's research officer, Evana Beaton, and her
husband, Bruce, and family who had to put up with telephone calls from a cranky
chairman in the middle of the night asking what this or that meant. They had their life
torn to pieces during this committee and I hope it will all get back together for them now.
I also express my appreciation to Victor Mate, the clerk to the committee, and to Pat
Roach, who did the typing for us. I commend the report to members and urge the
Government in considering the report to not rush into it. It is not something that needs
instant and immediate action; all factors must be considered. I urge the Government
strongly to consider the report and to act on the mix of recommendations that are
contained in it.

DR HAMES (Dianella) 14.20 pm]: I have to reduce my comments to half the time I
planned owing to the late start. In 1991 1 accompanied Father Brian Morrison to
Chernobyl to deliver medical supplies. We went right up to the reactor at Chernobyl.
This reactor was one of five nuclear reactors at Chernobyl in the Ukraine and had
imploded and melted down on itself. The others were still operating. A no go zone was
operating for a number of kilometres around the size. Nevertheless, workers were still
going to the other plants which were producing electricity. We talked to these people
who had done a reasonable job in clearing roads of contaminated soil leading into the
site. However, if one walked off the road, onto the side of the road, the Geiger counter
went crazy recording very high levels of radiation. It amazed me to hear people there
stating they were at no risk at all and that it was a perfectly safe place to work, and not
understanding anything at all about the effects of radiation and its association with
leukaemia. Even when an understanding did occur, no known records were available to
state what the effects would be. In the history of the world there has never been an
occasion where people have been constantly exposed over long periods of time to low
levels of the carcinogen with a long latency period.
Another comment made was that the background radiation levels in Perth were higher
than the radiation levels around Chernobyl. To our surprise, that was the case. However,
what people fail to recognise is that the background radiation in Perth is electromagnetic
radiation whereas the radiation in Chernobyl was through very fine particles of
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radioactive dust. People were not conscious of inhaling and absorbing it. My prediction
for the future of people working there is bleak. In the long term many of those people
will develop Ieukaemia.
Evidence from the study conducted at Wittenoon leads to the conclusion that the health
risk is very low. This is based on facts that have no bearing in numbers because the
numbers are not there. The latency period for mesothelioma is in the region of 40 years.
The Wittencom mine closed in 1966. The majority of people who lived in Wittenoom
before then were exposed to very high levels of asbestos, and a high percentage of them
developed mesothelioma. The latency period from 1966 has not arrived yet. It is not
known how many people living there since then will develop mesothelioma. The graph
suggests, if one extrapolates downwards, that the risk may be very low. We do not know,
and there is no way to find out until we get past the year 2000. If people start dying of
mesothelioma then and it is said that we should have known, the fact is we could not
have known because there is no way to tell. That is my greatest fear with anything
further happening in Wittenoomn. That is why we support the recommendations.
Predictions cannot be made on the medical evidence because nowhere in the world has
there been exposure to constant low levels like this for a sufficient period for the latency
period to be passed. There is no way to tell. It may well be the risk is low; it may well
be the risk is high. The risk is potentially higher for children because they have yet to
reach that latency period and beyond. Concern exists about the accuracy of taking
airborne samples. Some were taken with static monitors, some with monitors that
individuals wore on their lapels for a certain time. They are inadequate. Many things
can happen to disturb the soil, such as children playing in the ground, dogs running, and
vehicles driving past. We were told there were very few willy willies in the town, but on
the drive through Wittenoom we found no less than 12 on the horizon at one time. So
willy willies certainly do occur in that region.
As pointed out by the chairman, with the small number of residents there now,"the risk to
them and to people who visit for very short periods is probably, not certainly, very low.
We are more concerned with the increased number of tourists coming to the town. If the
town were allowed to expand that would certainly change and would needlessly expose
people to a potentially far greater risk. As mentioned by the chairman, we were
impressed by the spectacular nature of the Karijini national park. It is certainly a place
that many tourists will visit in the future. That is why we felt it important to further
develop the park, to discourage people from going to the town of Wittenoom, and strong
recommendations have been made in the report to that end. Our visit revealed asbestos
contamination absolutely everywhere. It could not be seen with the naked eye on the
sites that had been cleaned, but as the microscopy shows, it still exists. As one walks
along the street, one can walk along the edge and easily find a piece of asbestos and pull
at the fibres. In people's yards, it is possible to kick the dirt and see the bits of blue
asbestos lying around. It can be seen in the building materials. The airport was made
from asbestos tailings. It is incorporated in the tarmac, so one can imagine the effects of
a plane landing. Loose pieces of asbestos lie over the surface of the tarmac, and a similar
effect appears at the racecourse. A visit to the gorge raised more concerns. It is
spectacular and is very similar to other gorges in the region, but huge amounts of
asbestos tailings have been left lying in the gorge. In addition, huge amounts of other
material such as rusting fridges and rusting plant have been left scattered all over the
countryside. The asbestos was tangled up in the plants and lying around the rock. That
gorge can never be cleaned up to be safe again, to be in a state where it is fit for people to
visit. We believe that it is a disgrace to the company that owned and operated the mine
in the first place.
Mr Shave interjected.
Dr 14AMES: The point has been made that in those days people did not understand
environmental cleanliness and health issues, but that is not true. The report shows that
they were aware of the medical implications from their own medical officers many years
before the mine closed.
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The other thing which is not known is the effect on Aboriginal people in the area. It is
impossible to find out how many Aboriginal people in that area have died from asbestosis
and mesothelioma, because records do not exist. We know that many Aboriginal people
were exposed in the transprt of asbestos and asbestos workings. It is unfortunate that
we are unable to find out what damage has been done 10 diem.
Another important point which will be expanded on by other members of the committee
is the legal implications and the legal risks of people going to Wittenoom. We were told
in no uncertain terms by the legal fraternity that this Government cannot walk away from
the legal implications of allowing people to go to Wirtenoorn without doing something to
make them fully aware of the risk they are taking. If this Government does not take
action, does not make people aware before they even get near Wittenoom, this
Government faces significant legal risks in the future. All a person need do is contract
mesothelioma, stating that he went to Wittenoom, to have a very strong legal case in the
future. I will not go into that further. I will leave that to our legal expert to present in far
more detail later. In closing, I thank and congratulate the chairman, the research officer,
Evana. Beaton, and the secretary, Victor Moate, for their hard work.
MR MARSHALL (Murray) [4.31 pm]: I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later
stage of the sitting.
Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.
[Continued on p 2711.]

GRIEVANCE - CRIMINAL CODE, SECTION 669
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [4.32 pm]: My grievance on a matter of law is addressed to
the Attorney General. I want to deal with what I cali the improper use of section 669 of
the Criminal Code. Section 669 was introduced as an amendment to the Criminal Code
in 1979. Before that time, magistrates, in cases which they deemed appropriate, could
discharge offenders without penalty and with a caution. A decision in a case which went
to the High Court of Australia stated that cautioning was unlawful and inappropriate.
Following the introduction of section 669, a court was allowed to deal with a person who
pleaded guilty by taking into account whether the offence was a first offence, the
character and youth of the offender, and whether the matter was trivial enough, and, if so,
the offender could be discharged without penalty and unconditionally. No further
criminal action could then be taken. Only civil action could be taken if the person was
aggrieved by the magistrate's decision. The Act was amended because it was considered
there was a need for that section. I now urge the Attorney General to further amend the
Criminal Code by amending section 669 or by introducing another appropriate
amendment to guard against improper use of section 669.
I will give die House an example of section 669 being cleverly used by solicitors to
ensure that a person who I believe stole or defrauded unsuspecting investors of $1.6m got
away with no penalty, no form of restitution and no criminal record. Six years ago, a
constituent of mine, a fellow by the name of Loretto Del Borrello, saw an advertisement
in The West Australian about a high-tech innovation relating to the hull of boats ensuring
better performance. He answered the advertisement and subsequently contacted a
Mr Leslie Norman Matthews and his accountants. At the interview, they promised
Mr Del Borrello a great return for his investment. He was given a letter which stated that
if the idea did not work, his money would be returned to him with interest. Armed with
this letter, Mr Del Borrello went to his bank and borrowed a substantial amount of money
and invested $105 000. He did not hear any more of Mr Matthews or his company, Hull
Pty Ltd, for seven months and decided to investigate. With other investors, he attended a
meeting of shareholders at which Mr Matthews and his accountants did not present any
accounts or statements but were reassured that everything was all right. A few months
later, my constituent found that nothing was all right and in fact his money had
disappeared. A complaint was immediately made to the Corporate Affairs Department.
Mr Matthews was charged under sections 3(l)(c) and now 71 of the Corporations Law
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and his solicitors pleaded guilty. Under section 669, the magistrate deemed that it was a
first offence, that no offence would be recorded against Mr Matthews and that he would
not be requited to make restitution. Mr Leslie Norman Matthews and associates got
away with $1.6m of other people's money when he knew that, when he took my
constituent's money, his company was on the slide. Today. Mr Leslie Norman Matthews
lives in Dalkeith, a very plush address with river views, while my client, a cabinet maker
who is $105 000 out of pocket, continues to live with his parents and is still paying off
the money he borrowed and which this man stole from him. He is entitled to take civil
action. However, that would cost him in the vicinity of $40 000. He has sought legal
advice which so far has cost him $5 000 and he cannot afford to spend any more.
Section 669 is topical at the moment because we are discussing the young and repeat
offenders legislation under which restitution is central. Under that legislation, parents or
guardians will be required to make restitution for the criminal acts of their children.
Young offenders who steal less than $100 are often fined and have a criminal record
recorded against them. However, these people got away with stealing $1.6m from my
constituent and other unsuspecting investors. Mr Loretto Del Borrello and his parents
have worked very hard throughout their lives and he now has to depend on the parents in
Balcatta for accommodation and will probably spend the next 20 years paying off the
loan because of a dishonest and fraudulent act encouraged by section 669 of the Criminal
Code. I urge the Attorney General, for the sake of justice and equity, to investigate this
section. The spirit of the section is commendable because people can commit small and
trivial crimes for which they should not have an offence recorded against their name or
for which they should not have to go through the criminal court system. The section
should be amended so that it takes into account the spirit in which it was introduced and
so that it cannot be used by people such as Mr Leslie Norman Matthews and associates
who stole money from poor unsuspecting investors.
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [4.40 pm]: I thank the member for
Balcatta for his grievance which outlines a very important aspect relevant to the changes
the Government is making to sentencing and penalties, including restitution. As the
member stated, on 19 June 1989 Mr Matthews pleaded guilty. Magistrate Terry
McIntyre exercised his discretion under section 669 of the Criminal Code and dismissed
all the charges and did not record a conviction. The magistrate's decision was not
appealed, presumably because it was thought an appeal would fail. Given the time that
has elapsed since that decision was made the Supreme Court is unlikely to grant an
extension of time for an appeal to be lodged. However, that avenue is open to the
member for Balcatta's constituent to test.
Two relevant sections of the Criminal Code provide for restitution and compensation. In
addition, section 1082 of the Corporations Law provides that where a person is convicted
of making an illegal offer to a member of the public the courts can order that the
transaction be set aside and the money be refunded to the purchaser. In the instance
outlined by the member for Balcatta no conviction was recorded; therefore, no avenue is
available to the victim to seek restitution pursuant to section 1082 of the Corporations
Law.
Similarly, section 719 of the Criminal Code provides for compensation where a person is
convicted of an offence. If it can be proved that a person suffered injury or some sort of
loss the sentencing court can specify a sum of money that must be paid by the offender to
that person. In addition, section 717 of the Criminal Code provides for restitution. Again
that section states that where a person is convicted of an offence and it appears to the
sentencing court that he is in possession of any property to which the case relates it can
order that the property be returned. The case to which the member for Balcatta referred
was dealt with under section 669 of the Criminal Code which meant that all the charges
were dismissed and a conviction was not recorded. Therefore, the victim's rights to
restitution or compensation are nonexistent. The member made a very good point.
The point made by the member about the juvenile justice team should be considered
because although a conviction is not recorded against young offenders who appear before
that team it can, by a unanimous decision, order restitution.
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When considering amendments to bring together dhe sentencing legislation and the
Criminal Code I propose to consider sections 717 and 719 of die Criminal Code. These
are die sections that should be amended, not necessarily section 669. If the criterion of
section 669 of the code is applied, should it be conclusive that restitution and
compensation is not available under sections 717 or 719 or should a different criterion be
used in the assessment under those sections? That is die appropriate mechanism to
ensure justice will be achieved. It will not help the member's constituent but if flexibility
is given to the court to apply section 669 it will ensure the right of the victims to
restitution is preserved. Another change the Government is considering to the sentencing
legislation is to grant flexibility to the judiciary to impose a custodial sentence as well as
restitution or a penalty, or a mixture, to give what diey feel is an appropriate sentence for
the offender. Therefore, it is appropriate that consideration be given to possible
amendments to sections 717 and 719 and to any other relevant sections of the Criminal
Code.
I intend to discuss with the federal Attorney General the possibility of amending section
1082 of the Corporations Law to ensure consistency in providing rights to victims in
these types of cases. It will ensure that their rights to restitution or compensation are not
defeated by the mere fact that a conviction was not recorded in spite of the fact that the
offender pleaded guilty to the offence.

GRIEVANCE - STANDING ORDERS, MEMBERS' ACCOUNTABILITY
MR PENDAL (South Perth) [4.45 pm]: I address my grievance to the Leader of the
House and express my concern over the inadequacy of die standing orders of this House
to properly allow members of Parliament to be accountable. The word "accountability"
is on the lips of almost every member of Parliament and media outlet, and many
members of the public. After one of the more celebrated cases of recent months
involving the imprest account a number of comments, with which no-one could disagree,
were made that there should be increased accountability on the part of members of
Parliament in the way they dispose of their imprest account. For example, the Premier
expressed concern and suggested that members would have to be more accountable.
People like the Director of the Kingswood Centre of Applied Ethics, Colin Honey,
suggested likewise. Dr Mike Nahan from the Institute of Public Affairs also suggested
that members be more accountable.
What members may find supremely ironic in this issue is that there is no provision under
the standing orders of this House for a private member to be accountable. The only
mechanism available for the tabling of reports in this House is that which is available to
Ministers of the Crown. Effectively, that means every other member of this House is
literaily regarded as being second-rate in the matter of the tabling of reports. As [ said
earlier, it is a supreme irony given that all members have been exhorted to better report
on the way they spend money while overseas.
Last Saturday I returned from a month abroad, a week of which was spent on official
business in London. My visit was official to the extent that I was in London at the
invitation of the British Government and the nice thing about that, apart from other
things, was that it paid the costs. My air fare was met from my imprest account. My
wife came with me and we met her costs. Given the recent enthusiasm for all members
to account for the way in which they spend their money, on my return I, like other
members, decided I would table a report on my activities while in London and Paris and
die extent to which my imprest account helped me in carrying out my parliamentary
duties. The Clerks informed me with the best will in die world from their point of view
that there was no such provision. I have had people go through the standing orders and I
understand that Standing Order No 229 is the only one which deals with the question of
the tabling of reports. It reads -

Accounts and papers may be ordered to be laid before the House, and the Clerk
shall communicate to the Premier all orders for papers made by the House -

These are the key words -
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- and such papers shall be laid on the Table by the Premier or any other Minister.
That is good so far as it goes. In a House of 57 members with 12 Ministers, 45 members
are unable, if desired, to be accountable.
Mr C.J. Barnett: What about chairmen of committees?
Mr PENDAL: Interestingly, the reality is that a chairman of a committee has no greater
tights in that regard than a private member. I am chairman of three committees, and that
does not mean that I am three times more capable of being accountable. No provision
under standing orders is available for a chairman of committees to be accountable.
I am the Chairman of the Select Committee on Ancient Shipwrecks off the WA coast,
and about two months ago the committee wanted to table an inventory of certain artefacts
drawn from the ocean bed. The advice I received was that I could not table that
inventory. I was grateful for the inventiveness of the Clerk, who suggested the way
around the matter was to turn the inventory into a report of the select committee. As the
chairman of the committee, I was then able to table that report. Nevertheless, I could not
table a document.
Although I went to London in my capacity as chairman of another select committee, I am
not attempting to report to the House in that role. Therefore, effectively all private
members of this place are positively excluded from the chance of showing a willingness
to be accountable; and secondly, chairmen of select and standing committees are simply
disbarred from tabling documents.
One of the peculiarities of this place - if I may draw a distinction between here and
another place - is that precious few opportunities exist for private members to participate
in the life of the House. In the upper House of this Parliament an adjournment debate is
available. That is a daily facility by which the motion to adjourn the House by its Leader
allows open debate by no morn than four members for 10 minutes each. It is not unlike
having a grievance debate four times a day, if required. Of course, some members
abused - I use the word lightly - that facility because they used it frequently enough to
bore their colleagues silly. However, those members eventually paid the penalty for that
when other members stopped listening to their comments. On the other hand, those who
used the debate wisely and judiciously were heard. This House has no such facility.
Finally, I have heard for years now that the rights of private members have disappeared
as a result of the dominance of the Executive, but that is not the mason for the loss of
rights; it is due to the indifference of private members. I do not think we can blame
successive governments for this situation when private members allow that sort of
discrimination to occur. More non-ministerial than ministerial members are in this
House, and this is not a party political, partisan matter, therefore, one would expect that
all non-ministerial members - and some ministerial members of the House, I am sine -
would support the idea of increased rights for private members. One good way of
commencing a move to such a situation is to refer these matters to the Standing Orders
and Procedure Committee.
The facility to table my trip report does not exist, but I can, and do, seek leave to have my
report lie on the Table for the balance of this day's sitting. However, that is a second-rate
method which makes private members second rate vis-a-vis Ministers. I urge the Leader
of the House, who has shown a keen understanding of these issues in his time in that
position, to seriously take on board my comments -

Mr Hill: Why not have your report incorporated in Hansard as part of your speech?
Mr PENDAL: From the gestures aimed in my direction I understand that that is not
possible. I know that the member who has intejected is keen to receive my report, and I
will personally provide a copy to him. I thank the Leader of the House in advance for
listening to my grievance.

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.]
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [4.56 pm]: The member for
South Perth raised a very valid point in his grievance. I also commend him for his
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alertness in being the first member - to my knowledge - to rake the initiative of preparing
and tabling a report on an overseas trip. Many members make comments about trips
overseas - I have done so myself - but to prepare a report and for it to lie on the Table is a
desirable and accountable result. The member raised important issues, and the fact that I
will not speak for long does not discount the importance of the matter.
I support the referral of the matter to the Standing Orders and Procedure Committee, as it
is important that a mechanism is available by which members can report on work of a
parliamentary nature. When the Standing Orders and Procedure Committee considers
such a mechanism, guidelines should be considered so that the scope of the procedure is
not so wide that it detracts from the Parliament in other ways.
Certainly, accountability should apply to the use of the imprest and other public money -
we should all go along with that notion. As a general observation, having been a member
of this place for four years, I believe that in many respects the procedures and use of time
in this Parliament are antiquated. Good reasons exist for many of the rules. However,
we have debated today the use of Parliament's time. One's attitude to this will vary
depending upon whether one is on the government or opposition side of the House, but
we have long, repetitive debates such as the Address-in-Reply and the Budget debate,
and we have debates on procedural matters which take us nowhere.
I agree with the member for Helena that we need snappy and timely procedures in the
House to allow any member to table a report or express a point of view. Without having
given thought to how that reform could occur, I support that change. Nevertheless, some
trade off will be required. We cannot have unending debate - we need snappier debate -
and the use of Parliament's time and the handling of Bills is antiquated.
I commend the member for South Perth for taking the initiative. I agree with him that he
should not have to resort to second-band, around the corner devices. A formal procedure.
subject to guidelines, should be available . I accept his recommendations and will refer
the matters to the Standing Orders and Procedure Committee.

GRIEVANCE - SCHOOL CROSSINGS, FUNDING
MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [5.00 pm]: I address my grievance to the Minister for
Police. It concerns a matter which arose in the City of Bunbury early in June, and a
recent decision by the School Crossings Road Safety Committee to withdraw Police
Department funding from three school crossings in the City of Bunbury. I am sure the
member for Mitchell shares my concern on this matter, as two of the school crossings to
which I refer are in his electorate and I know he has taken a personal interest in this
matter.
The history of the School Crossings Road Safety Committee goes back 30 or 40 years. In
the past parents and citizens associations applied to the Police Department for funds to
pay wardens to attend the crossings outside schools. More than 400 crossings throughout
Western Australia had paid attendants in place. In 1984 the previous government
established the crossings committee, and several years later a decision was made to
conduct a survey of all crossings in Western Australia to determine whether Police
Department funding was still justified in the light of changed circumstances, and whether
it was possible to establish objective criteria by which to decide whether wardens for
crossings were to be funded. An investigation into practices in other states was carried
out. It was found that the practice in the eastern states was to count the number of
student pedestrians using the crosswalk and the number of vehicles passing through the
crosswalk for an hour before school started and an hour after it finished. The number of
students was multiplied by the number of vehicles to provide a "conflict" figure - that is a
most unfortunate expression. The committee also established the criteria for working out
classifications for crosswalks, and decided to fund A class crossings and to ask P & C
associations to pay for wardens at other crossings or to find volunteers to man them. In
Western Australia the criteria included surveying the school one hour before and one
hour after the school day, and there had to be not less than 20 students and not less than
200 vehicles passing through the intersection an hour. It was determined that a crosswalk
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with a conflict figure above 15 000 would be designated A class and receive funds from
the Police Department for an attendant, and those with a conflict figure below 15 000
would require the P & C association to fund an attendant or to find volunteers to look
after them.
A number of exclusions were established during this survey. For example, the survey
was interested only in counting "bona fide" primary school students. The survey
excluded preprinmary students on the basis that they should be accompanied by a parent
and, therefore, they were not relevant to the situation. High school students were
excluded on the basis that they were old enough to look after themselves. Primary school
students accompanied by their parents were excluded because it was decided that in those
cases the parents were de facto wardens and the children were being looked after.
Students with bicycles were excluded even if they had dismounted and were pushing
their bicycles across the crosswalk. Another criterion which concerned me was the
decision to carry out the survey for a period of one hour before and one hour after the
school day.
Having set up the instruments last November a survey was made of all crossings in
Western Australia. It was the first survey conducted in the history of school crossings in
the state, and from that point of view it was a commendable action by the School
Crossings Road Safety Committee. It attempted to obtain objective data about what was
happening at school crossings. T'he result of that survey for the City of Bunbury has been
disappointing. Funding was withdrawn for an attendant at the Adam Road Primary
School earlier in the year, and at the end of last term the P & C associations at the
Cooinda, Carey Park and Eaton Primary Schools were advised that Police Department
funding for attendants at the crossings outside their schools would be withdrawn because
they all fell below the 15 000 threshold figure.
My concerns are several. As a member of the Select Committee on Road Safety I am
concerned about the logic applied by the department in this matter. I have been assured it
is not a financial matter and I know the amount concerned is very small, so I fully accept
that assurance. However, I am also assured that the withdrawal of funding is made on the
basis of safety and I cannot understand the logic of that. How can withdrawing Police
Department funding for wardens lead to an improvement in road safety for
schoolchildren outside our schools? I do not believe there is any acceptable level of risk.
If it is possible for the Government to be involved in improving road safety outside
schools, it should be.
I am also concerned about the criteria the committee established; they are far too
stringent. I do not know why someone decided that a conflict figure of 15 000 should be
used. Why should a figure of 14 999 be acceptable but not a figure of 15 000? I do not
think any parent would agree if their child were injured or killed, that it would be better
that they were killed with a one in 15 000 chance than a one in 10 chance. It would still
be a tragedy, and there would be no satisfaction in knowing that it was a long shot rather
than short odds. I do not understand why preprimary students and children with bicycles
were excluded. I also do not know why the survey was conducted for the one hour
periods specified. All members who have been to primary schools will know that the
vast bulk of children arrive within 30 minutes of school beginning, and most disappear
within 10 minutes of the close of school. After 10 minutes the school yard looks like a
ghost town.
Mrt Riebeling: A public meeting of the Liberal Party!
Mr OSBORNE: Certainly in the member's electorate. Had the survey been conducted
over a half hour period, the exposure level would have doubled and I am sure that would
have affected the perception of risk.
The other point I am not happy about is that the survey was carried out by a committee
from Perth. The School Crossings Road Safety Committee is made up of representatives
of the Main Roads Department, the Police Department and the Education Department.
Almost the first thing the local people hear is that funds have been withdrawn - a fait
accompli. They have no opportunity to be involved in the process. This committee in
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Perth cannot possibly be aware of some local conditions. For example, a housing
development near the Cocinda Primary School will make it a much busier moad crossing,
but a Perth committee cannot possibly be aware of such local circumstances.
I ask the Minister to intervene in the matter and to instruct the committee to reverse its
decision to withdraw funds for school crossings throughout Western Australia,
particularly those in Bunbury. The funding should continue until we can examine the
issue more fully. As a member of the Select Committee on Road Safety, I would be
happy for the committee to take up the matter, examine it with the benefit of some
scientific input and public submissions, and make a recommendation to the Parliament
for further debate and the approval of members in this place.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [5.09 pm]: I appreciate that this matter has
been brought to the House as a grievance, and I understand the concern of the member
and the local community. It is a matter of road safety, and certainly talking about road
safety and schoolchildren can be a very emotional matter. The member for Bunbury is
quite correct in his assertion that the current process goes back 30 years. We have found
reference to it in Hansard of 1962, and in Police Department reports of 1963. This
process has been in operation for a long time. The formalisation of this process was put
in place by the previous government in 1983, as were the standards that were adopted and
everything else that now dictates how this system shall operate. I find it a mite strange to
hear interjections from the member for Mitchell, because this system not only was put in
place by the previous government but also was the subject of an investigation and report
by the previous government in 1991. That report made a series of recommendations.
What we are now facing in Bunbuzy and other areas of the state is the result of the
implementation of one of those recommendations.
Mr DL. Smith: It is happening only in Bunbury and the metropolitan area.
Mr WIESE: It is public knowledge that 35 crossings have been decommissioned over the
past few years and others have been put in place during that time. The process of re-
evaluation of all these crossings which is occurring now is a direct result of the report by
the previous government. The committee is conducting a re-evaluation, and I do not
think anyone would argue about the fact that some of these crossings, which have been in
place for more than 30 years, should be rn-evaluated to see whether there is any
justification for them. The report of the committee chaired by the member for Balcatta
highlighted the fact that there was a great lack of understanding of how these crossings
operate and are set up and of the difference between A and B class crossings. I do not
think anyone can claim that the committee is not doing its job properly. It is perfectly
sound and logical that this reassessment take place. It has not been driven by cost at all.
Mr D.L. Smith: It is because of your budget restraints on the Police Department. Why
don't you own up?
Mr WIESE: That has not been a factor in any of the decision making process which has
taken place. The committee has never considered the cost in making decisions about
whether crossings should go in. The committee assesses particular crossings according to
the criteria that are laid down, and it goes further than that, because it modifies those
criteria by taking into account the type of road, the traffic density, and other factors.
Ultimately, the committee is charged with the responsibility of exercising the criteria that
are laid down.
In regard to the situation in Bunbury, let us look at the statistics about the number of
vehicles and pedestrians which use those crossings. The member for Bunbury made a
number of valid points that should be addressed. The survey of the Cooinda crossing
indicated that 40 child pedestrians and 175 cars passed through that crossing during a one
hour period, which gave a product of 6 960, which is 150 per cent less than is required by
the criteria. The afternoon measurement was certainly higher but still a third, or more,
below the criteria. According to the criteria, the committee could not justify keeping that
crossing in operation. The survey of the Eaton crossing indicated that 42 children and 64
cars passed through that crossing during a one hour period. In the afternoon, there were
82 children and 10 cars. That is a product of 820, which is more than 15 times less than
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the accepted criteria. The committee could not justify maintaining that crossing in those
circumstances.
We must bear in mind that when an A class crossing classification is withdrawn, the local
school community is offered the opportunity of retaining that crossing as a B class
crossing using either unpaid volunteers or finance from the community or the school.
The local community has an opportunity to make that decision. I think everyone would
accept that the responsibility to provide for the safety of those children should rest
ultimately with the parents. The Government, through the School Crossings Road Safety
Committee, has been helping parents to accept that responsibility. The community is
also able to ask local government to put in place median strips and speed barriers. All of
those traffic calming devices are options which are available to address the situation
when no paid crossing guard is in place.
This is the background to this situation, if anyone is able to bear it above the cackling of
the member for Mitchell. I will be meeting the Western Australian Council of State
School Organisations tomorrow to discuss this issue, and the school crossings committee
will be considering at its September meeting whether the criteria should be reassessed.
The member for Bunbury asked why there were exclusions for preprimary children and
children pushing bicycles. Those matters must be reassessed, and I indicate to the
member and this House that that will be done in the next month or so. This matter will
be put to the Select Committee on Road Safety, and the member for Bunbury and other
members of that committee will be given the opportunity to reassess the situation and
make recommendations to the Government on the issue.

GRIEVANCE - RWANDA, GO MEDICAL KIT
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [5.20 pm]: My grievance is directed to the Minister for
Commerce and Trade. It is a proposal to support a Western Australian industry that
could provide assistance and relief to the Rwandan people. Rwanda seems a long way
away from West Perth, but every night we see the most dreadful images on our
televisions, and we have regular reports on the radio and in the Press. Probably until
April this year few Western Australians associated Rwanda with anything but the film
Gorillas in the Mist. Rwanda and Burundi together comprise the densest population in
Africa, with the highest fertility rate. The Hutus are the majority group, comprising
about 85 per cent of the population, with the Tutsis comprising 14 per cent. However, in
that region only 28 per cent of the land is suited to cultivation whereas 91 per cent of the
people are engaged in agricultural pursuits; so land conflict is a huge issue in that region
of Africa. By December 1993 famine had been predicted.
Political tensions between the major ethnic groups and the remains of colonial and
imperialist forces had always meant it was a very fragile political situation. However, it
had been agreed between the presidents of Rwanda and Burundi that they would sign a
peace agreement - something that had long been negotiated in Tanzania- We know that
the shooting down in April this year of the aircraft carrying the presidents of Burundi and
Rwanda, killing them both, has resulted in dreadful fighting. ethnocide, interethnic
violence, and now famine. This tragedy has resulted in at least two million refugees, and
two million people dying.
I am particularly concerned with the plight both of the refugees and of those people in
and around Kigali who are suffering with enteric disease. We know that diarrhoea and
vomiting, dysentery, cholera and also typhoid are marking their lives and indeed causing
their death. I understand that anybody who contracts cholera who is already
malnourished will die within five hours of it striking them. I was particularly struck
when I saw news reports on television and read in the newspaper about the doctors and
nurses who are trying to get fluid into the veins of people who are dehydrated from
enteric: disease. That is a totally inappropriate means of trying to deal with so many
hundreds of thousands of people. Some members probably saw "Eoreign Correspondent"
where the journalist travelled with a bus that was acting as an ambulance for severely
dehydrated people. Assistants were trying to get fluid into them through intravenous
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drips, through rubber gloves with the ends cut off, and through cartons and packages of
fluid.
The Federal Government has responded with an aid package and Australians everywhere
have been remarkably generous, but the need is overwhelming. When I saw these images
my mind went back very quickly to the evening last year I represented the Opposition
when the Deputy Premier launched, for a company known as Go Medical, something
called "balloons for life", or Infusofeed. Two weeks ago, I sprang into action and
contacted the Minister's office and aid agencies and also visited Go Medical to see how
quickly it could respond if we were fortunate enough to be able to get some money to
provide assistance to the people in Rwanda. Essentially, all that is needed besides the
equipment is a source of clean water, salt and glucose. A bucketful of parts will provide
equipment for 30 people at a time. The it has three basic parts that fit onto a balloon,
which is holding presently about 300 ml of water. It has a valve and cap, and a one way
tube. That tube is then attached to a nasogastric tube inserted by a health professional, a
doctor, a nurse, or a health worker trained in the field. Into that bucket, which also acts
as a sterilising receptacle, can go enough equipment to sustain 30 people at any one time.
Bach piece of equipment can be recycled and used between seven and 10 times. This has
been trialed with excellent results in Lesotho for a treatment and feeding project under
the auspices of the United Nations International Children's Emergency Fund and the
Australian International Development Assistance Bureau. UNICEF is still waiting for
the final results of that project. I have a video I would be happy to show to any member
of the House.
Go Medical is prepared to let us have this equipment virtually at half price - for the
component costs of the equipment; that is, for the basic cost, which is just $5. It means
that we would not have to pay for any training or packing because volunteers would be
arranged through the Subiaco Rotary Club, using Rotoract and community volunteers, If
the Government were prepared to give $15 000 to Go Medical, 3 000 units could be
supplied with the potential to provide fluid for 30 000 people if each unit were recycled
10 times. In the longer term Go Medical has recognised that it needs a reserve of
between 3 000 and 5 000 units for further emergencies - there will be further
emergencies. We need to arrange tax deductability for people who donate either to Go
Medical directly or to the Rotary Club of Subiaco, which has taken this project on and
plans a long term project in Indonesia and some Asian and South-East Asian
communities. If any of my colleagues felt so inclined they could buy one of these
buckets for $150; maybe two or three people might like to buy a bucket together or
indeed encourage constituents to buy one of these "balloons for life" for $5. Tax
deductability is very important, and the Opposition will work with the Government to try
to get that through the Federal Government. People feel so disempowered, but want to
help when they see those images. We know from the Bosnian collection that it is a very
practical means of involving Western Australians in trying to do something. Members
will recall that we asked people to write letters to women in Bosnia and Croatia.
Mrs Audrey Cooke, who works in the parliamentary kitchen, wrote a letter and has
received a reply. I say that because people need to be assured that our aid gets through. I
am sure that this very practical aid will get through too.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Minister for Commnere and Trade) [5.30 pm]: The member
for Kenwick has raised a number of very important issues in this grievance debate. The
most important is the recognition that not only Western Australians but all Australians
must give to the people who are suffering in Rwanda The member also made comment
about the response by the Federal Government to provide a $10m aid package, as well as
about how perhaps that aid package could be distributed. The $10m is a lot of money,
and the Western Australian State Government's donation of $30 000 direct to World
Vision and CARE Australia may not sound like a significant amount. However, the
proposal that interests me more than anything put forward by the member for Kenwick is
that we should make a direct contribution to a company in order that the company may
supply its product to the health workers in Rwanda and the neighbouring countries which
are housing the refugees, to ensure that something can be done as a direct contribution by
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Western Australians to help alleviate the problems associated with diseases such as
cholera, and dehydration.
The direct request from the member was to provide same funds to Go Medical, and to see
whether we can in same way arrange for that nat to be taxable. I have had officers from
the Department of Commerce and Trade investigate that proposal. I regret to say that any
payment to a company, notwithstanding that it wants to make a product available at cost
price, still must be taken into account as income; and, as a consequence, it becomes part
of the company's income, the profits of which are taxable. However, if a contribution is
made to a charitable institution, such as Rotary or UNICEF, how that money is spent is
not a matter for the taxation department to consider, Therefore, although the
Government could not make a contribution directly to the company, it is possible for
contributions to be made through registered charitable bodies. Those donations are tax
deductable; receipts can be given. Therefore it is possible to have that money channelled
through those organisations to ensure that this product could be made available. That
does not answer the member's direct request that the State Government provide $15 000
for the purpose of purchasing this equipment and sending it to health workers in Rwanda
and the neighbouring countries where the refugee camps exist.
The proposition has a great deal of merit. I will certainly ensure that it is brought to the
attention of the Premier. It is a mechanism which might possibly be used to boost the
donation that the State Government has made. As the member will be await, because of
her experience in Cabinet, such a proposal requires the consideration and support of
Cabinet. I emphasise again that the proposal has great merit and should be put forward,
but it would have to be done in a way that ensured an intennediary, such as a charitable
institution, could negotiate a similar deal. It appears the member has been able to
negotiate with Go Medical on a price for the product. The Government would insist that
it be made aware of precisely where the product would go. We would need a guarantee
that the product would get through and be put to good use. However, I am sure the
member knows, because of her interest in this matter, how often much of the aid is not
received by the people for whom it is intended. It finds its way, unfortunately, into a
system which re-sells the product at a very high price to benefit the person who owns it.
We would not like to see that happen, so we would need a guarantee. The proposal is a
very good one and I will submit it to my Cabinet colleagues.
Dr Watson: One of the partners, Dr Boyd, is over there at the moment. She took 1 000
units with her through CARE Australia.
Mr COWAN: I am aware of that.
Dr Watson: Within the next two weeks, UNICEF will have its proper report on the
Lesotho project.
Mr COWAN: That is very important because at the moment the product is not registered
with UNICEF. It cannot be registered until it has been properly trialled. As the member
said, it has been on trial in Lesotho for some time. My understanding is that the cost of
the trial is an outstanding sum. I understand that more than $125 000 has been spent in
merely trialling the product. Once it receives accreditation or is registered with UNICEF
it will be a simple arrangement for the product to be utilised through UNICEF in the form
of direct aid. We must be careful that we do not attempt to dictate to UNICEF what it
should or should not do.
Dr Watson: I am not suggesting that.
Mr COWAN: I have no doubt that just as we in the State Government have worked in
concert with World Vision and CARE Australia with our initial contribution of $30 000
we would want to have some assurance from bodies such as UNICEF that this product
could be provided, that it could be directed to the people who need it, and that it would be
used.
I have explained that we could not make a contribution directly to a company without it
being part of the company's income and being taxed accordingly. However, the use of
registered charitable institutions with the capacity to give receipts will naturally result in
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tax deductable donations. That would have to be the medium through which it was
taken. I will take up the member's grievance. I will ensure that it is placed before my
Cabinet colleagues. I hope they will have the same degree of sympathy as I have for the
member's suggestion, and that something is approved.
Mr Taylor: Why don't you do it as an industry assistance type of measure?
Mr COWAN: I do not think it would meet the criteria, and I think Cabinet would want to
be involved. As a consequence I will ensure it is put before Cabinet and I will report the
outcome to the member for Kenwick as soon as a decision is made.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Grievances noted

MOTION - ABORIGINAL AND NON-ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES,
RECONCILIATION

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [5.40 pm]: I move -
That this House resolves -

(a) to note that in 1991, the Parliament of the Commonwealth unanimously
enacted the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation Act 1991
(Commonwealth) to promote a process of reconciliation between the
indigenous and wider Australian communities;

(b) to support the concept of constructive reconciliation between indigenous
and wider Australian communities; and

(c) in acknowledgment of this support, to adopt the Vision of the Council for
Aboriginal Reconciliation; namely -

A united Australia which respects this land of ours; values the
Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islanders' heritage; and provides
justice and equity for all,

as a vision shared by this House.
The critical aspect of the motion is the very last one; that is, for the House to adopt these
issues as a vision shared by this House. Parliaments throughout Australia have been
asked to examine this motion, which comes from the reconciliation group, and,
hopefully, to provide cross-party support for it. Having been here for a little while, I
know that on rare occasions in this place we decide to vote together and support each
other on an issue. More often than not, it is on issues such as winning the America's Cup
or the Australian Football League Grand Final. It is quite unusual that a motion should
come before the House that deals with reconciliation, an issue that is not without great
political difficulties. Therefore, I say to all members that, although we must recognise
those political difficulties - I am sure that members, including me, will speak about them
during the debate - this is an opportunity for us as a House of the Western Australian
Parliament to vote together in support of this vision that has been put to other Parliaments
throughout Australia.
A paper has been put out on this issue of reconciliation, its hopes and its history. The
paper states -

The process of reconciliation aims to reduce these divisions and to suggest ways
in which the relationship between Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander peoples
and other Australians can be healed, with respect for humanity on both sides.
The Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation was established, with the unanimous
support of the Federal Parliament, to promote reconciliation. Its task is to look
for a way for indigenous and other Australians to share this country as equals.

The crux of the matter for the council is set out in the preamble to the legislation. It
states -

Australia was occupied by Aboriginal and Toutes Strait Islanders for thousands of
years before British settlement in 1788;
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Many Aborigines and Tonres Strait Islanders suffered dispossession and dispersal
frm their traditional lands;
There has been no formal reconciliation between Aborigines and Torres Strait
Islanders and other Australians;
By the year 2001, the centenary of Federation, ir is mast desirable that there be
such a reconciliation;
The Commonwealth will seek an ongoing national commitment from government
at all levels to address disadvantage.

Governments have been trying to address disadvantage on these matters for a long time,
with some success but also with some notable failures. We have only to examine the
Daube report, the report of the Task Force on Aboriginal Social Justice, brought forward
by this Government in April this year. The task force undertook a monumental work
associated with Aboriginal matters in Western Australia. The work contains over 300
recommendations and I think it identifies very well many of the critical issues that need
to be dealt with. I will come back to that later if I have the opportunity.
When we talk about reconciliation, we are talking about improving the relationship
between Aboriginal people and other Australians. The vision which the council is asking
us to share is one of a united Australia which respects this land, values the Aboriginal
and Tonies Strait Islander heritage and provides equity and justice for all. It is interesting
to note that the people whom we are talking about and their supporters have used the
word "reconciliation" for a long time. It is not a new word. It would appear to be a new
word in the process of trying to sort out difficulties; however, it has been around since
the 1960s, since people have been working for some social justice in this area.
The work of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody provided a fairly
comprehensive agenda on this matter. I congratulate the Minister and the Government
for saying that they are prepared to work with, and recognise the role of, the group which
has been set up in Western Australia to oversee the recommendations of the royal
commission and to ensure that something is done about them. Quite a good deal has
been done over the years to implement many of the recommendations, with some notable
success. The royal commission said that the way forward in race relations and what is
recognised as important is reconciliation. The final recommendation of the Royal
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody states -

That all political leaders and parties recognise that reconciliation between the
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communities in Australia must be achieved if
community division, discord and injustice to Aboriginal people air to be avoided.
To this end, the Commission recommends that political leaders use their best
endeavours to ensure bi-partisan public support for the process of reconciliation
and that the urgency and necessity of that process be acknowledged.

I suppose if we here tonight share the vision and that recommendation and agree that we
can support this motion unanimously, we have gone pant of the way down that track. We
still have to go a good deal further and there are substantial differences of opinion and
philosophy between people not only in an individual sense but also in the sense that we
sit on opposite sides of this House. However, that does not mean that we cannot
recognise that issues need to be sorted out, that processes of reconciliation must be gone
through to find our way on a range of issues that are addressed by the Task Force on
Aboriginal Social Justice commissioned by the current Government.
Mr House: I do not think anybody will disagree with that. It is the method by which we
do it that is in question.
Mr TAYLOR: At this stage we are not alking about methodology; however, I am sure
that some members on this side of the House will address the issues of method and
approach during this debate. As I have already said, there are substantial differences of
opinion about how we should approach the issues and about which of the issues are
important Nevertheless, I would like to chink there is goodwill when it comes to the
entire process.
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Mrllouse: I agree.
Mr TAYLOR: The Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation has identified some key issues
as being crucial to the reconciliation process. The first and mast difficult issue is -

a greater understanding of the importance of the land and sea in Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander society

The council identifies other issues, namely -

better relationships between Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander peoples and the
wider community
recognition that Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander culture and heritage are a
valued part of the Austraian heritage
a sense for all Australians of a shared ownership of their history

In an educational sense that is a major step that we will have to address over time. The
council continues -

a greater awareness of the causes of disadvantage that prevent Aboriginal and
Toutes Strait Islander peoples from achieving fair and proper standards in health,
housing, employment and education
a greater community response to addressing the underlying causes of the
unacceptably high levels of custody for Aborigines and Tonres Strait Islanders
greater opportunity for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples to control
their destinies
agreement on whether the process of reconciliation would be advanced by a
document of reconciliation. The Council is in the process of talking and listening
to all Australians about whether things would be made better for Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander people and the wider community by formalising the
relationships between them through a document, a change to the Constitution, or
some other change in the law.

In that sense perhaps we should not get too hung up on the whole matter of what the final
issue should be: whether it should be a change to the Constitution or to the law, or some
treaty between Aboriginal people and Australians. Whatever may be die case, we should
not get too tied down in that process. The mast important aspect of what we are talking
about is the very process of reconciliation itself, of going through how we should handle
these sorts of issues and being prepared to talk about them. That is absolutely critical.
Over recent months it has been interesting for me to see on a number of occasions,
certainly on civic occasions here in Western Australia, that people are now making a
determined effort to involve Aboriginal people, to pay due heed to their culture and
heritage and to give them a place of deserved pride in a whole range of socially related
matters. That has happened only in recent times.
I will give a couple of examples of this. Earlier this year I went to the centenary for the
Christian Brothers in Western Australia at the Superdrome. It was a very big occasion,
and very much a Catholic occasion. It was interesting to note that the centenary started
with music played on a didgeridoo by an Aborigine. That was tied in to music written by
one of the Brothers and linked in to what we would call western music. It was quite
beautiful and moving, and in a deserving sense it was very much pant of the process on
that occasion. I thought it quite brilliant on the part of the Brothers to include Aborigines
in that process. In more recent times I think the Bunbury council has signed a document
with the Nyoongah people of die south west that recognises their place in the history of
the community in that part of the state and also their culture and heritage. That is very
game on the part of the Bunbury City Council. We should say to them, "Well done. It is
the right thing to do." I hope that more councils will do that, because it is an appropriate
path to take.
I attended a function put on by the ABC which chose the rural woman of the year. I hope
my memory serves me right. I think it was Mary Durack who spoke at that function

2685



about her role as a rural woman, particularly in the Kimberley. Certainly the most
fascinating part of that address was her very public recognition, which I know she has
given on a number of occasions, of the great influence that Aboriginal people had on her
upbringing, lifestyle and approach to life. There is no doubt that when people 'like that
are prepared to make those sorts of statements, most certainly it is part of dhe process of
trying to sort out the differences we have.
On a less pleasant note, I have to say that such is not always the case. To be very
political about it, at the Liberal Party conference at the weekend we saw the new national
leader of the Liberal Party using the issues of land, Aboriginal people and the Mabo
legislation in a deliberate and determined way to try to win the support of the Liberal
Party in Western Australia; to try to win the support of voters in Western Australia by
dividing and ruling; and to try to set out on that path when he said in a very roundabout
way that if necessary he would abandon the Mabo legislation. It was interesting to read
that Noel Pearson, one of the young Aborigines who spent many hours at Parliament
House in Canberra last year negotiating the legislation, did not miss Alexander Downer
for one minute. On 1 August on "AM" he said -

Well what Alexander Downer is essentially doing is, he is urinating on a historic
national achievement, which is the Native Tidle Legislation. This divisive path
which he has chosen to break the sense of single nationhood, which was achieved
by Paul Keating last year is an absolute shameful act. I think the Liberals now
have to stop pretending, they have to bow out of reconciliation process there is
really no place for them in that process and who from the Aboriginal side would
want to reconcile with a crowd like that?

Noel Pearson felt very strongly indeed about the sorts of comments made here by
Downer last weekend. He had every right to feel very strongly indeed about them. No
matter what Alexander Downer or people in the Liberal Party may want to do about the
Mabo legislation and no matter what legislation they want to pass in Western Australia
on these issues, the process cannot be turned back. Even The West Australian has stated
on the current legislation in this State that Mr Court has isolated Western Australia from
the emerging consensus which will guide the rest of the nation on the path of making
Mabo work for all Australians,
When those sorts of things are said they must be listened to. The Aborigines say that no
matter what Downer may say he would do if he were in government and no matter what
legislation is passed in Western Australia, the process will not be turned back. The
process of Aboriginal land rights in Australia is one which is with us forever and a day,
and rightly so. I say the same thing to the people in the mining industry when I preach to
them on this issue. I am pleased to see that some people in the rural movement on a
national basis, and certainly in the mining industry in Queensland, axe saying to the
Liberal Party and Mr Downer in particular, "Wake up. Thle days of holding back that tide
have well and truly come to an end." Clearly and certainly Aboriginal people tightly
expect to be part of the process of negotiation on land where they consider they have
some rightful ownership and link. Nothing will turn that back. Even if there had not
been a High Court decision called Mabo, there is no doubt that in Australia a tide of
opinion is saying that Aboriginal people will be part of what they rightfully belong to;
that is, the development of Australia. They will be involved in the future negotiations on
these issues. No mining company, government, or individual will have any opportunity
to stand in their way.
The crux of this issue of reconciliation is that people will recognise that the days of being
able to say, "This is what you have to do because this is what is good for you," have
come to an end. Aboriginal people will be part of the whole process of reconciliation. If
we as a Parliament want to be part of that process, we should support this motion not
only unanimously but also believing that this is good for Australia. I have no doubt that
the outcome of the High Court decision on the Western Australian legislation and the
federal legislation will be very much in favour of the federal legislation. I hope the
Government will be prepared to accept that outcome and accept that this is not a tide that
can be turned back. The Government is now involved in the process whether it likes it or
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not. It can go round the countryside preaching to the mining industry that it can change
it, turn it back, and make certain that native claims are not made, but that is no longer the
case and can no longer be the case. Most people in dhe mining industry recognise that.
Even Western Mining is in the process of recognising that. If very conservative
companies are recognising that fact, it is high time that we as a Parliament recognised it.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm
MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [7.31 pm]: This motion presents to the Parliament tonight a
unique opportunity for us to agree on an issue rather than divide on one. In many
instances when we come into this place we are driven by cirumstances which compel us
to take the most political approach and to disagree with the opposing views expressed by
the other party. As a consequence of that we tend to divide on many issues. I suppose
that is part of the political process that has been with us for a long time and will continue
to be with us. It is not my place to reflect harshly on that approach in politics, and I will
not take this opportunity of doing so. However, occasionally there comes a time when
one can highlight the importance of being united on an issue. Tonight is such an
occasion. I hope that at the end of our debate on this motion our political priorities,
which we may consider to be important in terms of pure politics, will be cast aside in the
interest of the nation's future, particularly as we seek to create leadership for the
community of Australia. The people are seeking from us, as members of this House, a
clear demonstration of leadership.
On 2 September 1991 a very historic event occurred in this nation; that is, the
establishment of the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation. A bipartisan approach in the
Commonwealth Parliament had led to the enactment of the Council for Aboriginal
Reconciliation Act. The main functions of the council axe to undertake initiatives to
promote reconciliation between Aborigines, Tories Strait Islanders and the wider
Australian community; to promote, by leadership, education and discussion, a deeper
understanding by all Australians of the history, cultures, past dispossession and
continuing disadvantage of Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders and of the need to
redress that disadvantage; to provide a forum for discussion by all Australians of issues
relating to reconciliation with Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders and of policies to be
adopted by commonwealth, state, territory, and local governments to promote
reconciliation; to consult Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders and the wider Australian
community on how reconciliation could best be advanced by a formal document or
documents of reconciliation; and, after consultation, to report to the Minister on the
views of Aborigines, Tonres Strait Islanders and the wider community whether such a
document or documents would benefit the Australian community as a whole, and, if the
council considers there would be such a benefit, to make recommendations to the
Minister on the nature, content and manner of giving effect to such a document or
documents.
Members can see from that process that a wide ranging opportunity exists for the people
of Australia to take part in reconciliation and then to give a clear direction through the
reporting processes to the Minister on how we can collectively see the best way of
achieving an end result to this process. The exciting feature of the Council for
Aboriginal Reconciliation is the truly bipartisan nature of its membership. It is important
for me to state to the House just how clearly that is evident. Currently it includes a
member who represents the opposition parties in the Federal Parliament, a member who
represents the non-major parties of the Commonwealth Parliament, and a ministerial
appointment which of course is the Commonwealth Government's nominee. A range of
other individuals have been brought to the membership by invitation to make up its
composition. The council has indicated to the nation the way in which this should be
approached by the expression of these simple words -

A united Australia which represents this land of ours; values the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander heritage; and provides justice and equity for all.

Of course, historically, they are not the only people who have made those comments in
this country. We have all had a go at using such words of wisdom. However, tonight we
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must consider the importance of those few sentiments contained in die vision which is set
in place by the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation, If we were able to come out of our
debate tonight strongly committed to that vision. I am sure we would set in place
important processes. We would demonstrate the quality of leadership that the country
needs. I made the point last night when speakcing on the Young Offenders Bill that it is
high time we powerfully assumed a commitment to that leadership call. Too often we
have underestimated the importance we should associate with the special opportunity of a
decision making role with which every one of us is presented as a member of Parliament.
Thousands and thousands of people are never given that opportunity.
It is a special occasion tonight for me to speak about the importance of reconciliation and
unity as part of the future of our nation. I speak from a special position because I have
the rare opportunity of serving the nation in this Parliament. I am the only person of
Aboriginal descent to have been elected to the Western Australian Parliament and to have
been elected as a Cabinet Minister in any Parliament in Australia. I not only feel very
proud of those special features of my public responsibilities, but also want to take the
opportunity of that situation to allow me to set in place a foundation for unity and the
enrichment of this nation's future.
Just as I reflect with great pride on being the first in those categories able to make a
community contribution, each member, including you. Mr Speaker, must share with me
in the real commitment to leadership and unity. We should fully embrace any process
that stands to bring us together. We see around us the non-commitment to that process
not doing a great deal of good for our country. When we see the resources of our nation
and think of the cultural significance of our country, we marvel at them. As someone
said the other day, a nation without a good environment has nothing going for it. I Put it
to the House that a nation without good community relations has not much going for it
either. A good environment must be supported by a relationship established in our
country; that is, respect for each other and a desire to like each other, otherwise a large
group of our society will continue to feel dispossessed and disadvantaged and will be less
likely to be the important and crucial citizens of our nation that we seek.
I made the point last night that one of the failings of all our systems has been our inability
to place sufficient interest on what self-esteem means to an individual. I have thought
about the question of how to bring these people out of the circumstances in which many
of them find themselves continuously, which results in a tendency to be less happy to
work within the confinements of our society. I have concluded that they live within an
aggressive environment, and therefore we will never set the foundations upon which they
will emerge as individuals who feel proud in themselves. Therefore, self-esteem is a
non-event; it is never achievable. That in turn removes any desire for them to be
respected citizens and to respect others.
Western Australia is in a favoured position in that it is well within the reach of this
Parliament to set these standards and goals because our community is prepared to follow
leadership. I have always held the view that, if we can conic up with the right sort of
theme and message of unity - of working together, cooperation and goodwill - the
community will follow that path. People are not out there in large numbers wanting to
defy that approach. In fact, many are the occasions on which they just need that
continued demonstration of the importance of such an approach for them to become
greatly excited and embroiled in that process. It is important that when we are given an
opportunity such as we are tonight we do not say only to ourselves that we believe in
reconciliation; we must publicly demonstrate our commitment to that process. We must
debate in this place the dignity of people. Insufficient time has been given to that
important feature of our role as leaders in our society.
A false view has existed. People feel they can attack and condemn individuals or
collective groups in our society, and that by that process they will suddenly change the
ways in which we observe them to be different. It does not work like that. it never will
work because in many instances they see us denying their pure humanity. They
conclude that our less than compassionate understanding of circumstances is effectively a
denial of the fundamentals of humanity.
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T'he Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation seems to have had much success in the period
during which it has operated. No doubt it is on the road to being a significant mechanism
by which reconciliation can occur in this country. Even without us the council will be
able to demonstrate in the future many areas of success in its pursuit of reconciliation.
As a Parliament we should now demonstrate that however successful its pursuits might
be to date, we nonetheless declare our support for it. This House should wholeheartedly
give its blessing, support and backing to the processes of reconciliation.
I like the wonts "a united Australia" because at the end of the day it means people getting
along with each other, respecting each other, having a regard for each other, and in many
instances liking each other. That is what a united Australia is all about. It is not a nation
where we allow the environment to prevail, where theme is still an opportunity to reflect
in various ways, and to conclude that there are very vast differences between us. We
must strive to remove the perception that one can attribute a great diversity of value to
people in our society. Would it not be better if we said very little difference existed
between us? We are all part of a nation and all human beings, and in various ways the
nation equally offers every one a great opportunity for the future. In my view, that is the
basis upon which the individual's quality and preparedness to make this country a better
Australia will emerge. It will not emerge if the diversities continue to be highlighted
because that means that somebody is different from oneself. Generally speaking, the
other person is different in a slightly less than equal way to oneself. It is not often that
one promotes, the ideals of others as being very much superior to ourselves. It is easy to
talk about others as being inferior to us - that is, in many forms of ability and capacity -
but usually it is the approach we adopt. Occasionally one agrees and submits to the
proposition that, like the Deputy Premier who has just walked past, he might be a slightly
better guy than I, but not often. I do not think the Deputy Premier will state on a regular
basis that Ernie Bridge is a better man than he. These factors need attention, either
through legislative programs, debates or motions presented to the House for
consideration, such as the one before us tonight.
The most important investment for us to consider is the capacity to achieve harmonious
relations and goodwill. If not, a community will exist where some people do niot have the
resources at its disposal that others do, and they will live with a degree of uncertainty and
confusion. They will not be fully equipped to know what causes people in our society to
live the way they do. Reconciliation is at the heart of that process. It is about you and
me, and other members of this Parliament, considering what other people think about
when living orderly lives, wherever they may come from - that is, whether they are
Aboriginals, Torres Strait Islanders, or non Aboriginals. Other people who find
themselves in our country feel very proud to be citizens of this country. The most
important thing is to demonstrate to those people, whatever their background, that we are
all one - that is, there is equality in being part of society, and from that process individual
demonstrations of skill and prowess will follow. I do not suggest that everybody's skill
and prowess are equal. That is not the case. Equality can be associated with each and
every one of us in the degree of respect we accord each other. That is not dependent
upon special qualities, skills and attributes. It is a line of thinking and a recognition of
the importance of others that brings about that conclusion. Reconciliation gives us a
chance, and for the first time in this country's history, the workings of the Council for
Aboriginal Reconciliation has put in place the mechanism upon which a better Australia
can emerge. This provides a greater capacity to preach and advocate harmonious
relations, which is a feature of our nation's planning and development, It is a very
achievable objective. It cannot be done without foundations as the house will topple.
People seek to achieve these objectives with good intent. Many a person before me in
this Parliament has sought to bring into debate and into reality the kinds of things which I
have highlighted tonight, but they have not had the special opportunity presented to them
that we have. That is now in place, by way of an Act of the Commonwealth Parliament;
a set of rules and a mechanism that enables the nation to come together in true
reconciliation. I hope that a collective approach to this issue will be taken by endorsing
the motion so that the House can demonstrate its stance on reconciliation.
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In commending the motion to the House, I leave members with one final thought; that is,
of all of the important investments in our future, the greatest investment is to see a nation
which is committed to reconciliation, and that can be achieved by the deeds and actions
of this Parliament. We have been put here to provide leadership. I am sure that if we
demonstrate positive leadership for the good of all people, they will support us and thank
us for being prepared to publicly demonstrate the strength of our commitment and
fortitude on this issue. I am happy to second the motion. I urge all members of this
Parliament to support it.

MR PRINCE (Albany - inister for Aboriginal Affairs) [8.01 pm]: As Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs in the coalition Government, I welcome the opportunity to speak on
what I and the Government consider to be a very important motion. The Council for
Reconciliation Act 1991 was passed unanimously by the Federal Parliament. At the
time, it sought a national commitment to address Aboriginal social justice issues. That
commitment is shared by the Western Australian Government. To support the process of
reconciliation is to support the recognition of the injustices experienced by Aboriginal
people, die disadvantages that are continuing to be experienced by Aboriginal people in
our society, and the need to redress those disadvantages in a way which recognises
Aboriginal culture and tradition.
The final recommendation in the report of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths
in Custody states -

That all political leaders and parties recognise that the reconciliation between the
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal communities in Australia must be achieved if
community division, discord and injustice to Aboriginal people are to be avoided.
To this end the Commission recommends that political leaders use their best
endeavours to ensure bi-partisan public support for the process of reconciliation
and that the urgency and necessity of the process be acknowledged.

I also want to quote from a report by the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority of
December last year presented by the then inister, Mr Minson. It related to the
implementation of the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal
Deaths in Custody. One paragraph from the introduction states -

A central theme underlying the Royal Commission's report was the elimination of
disadvantage suffered by Aboriginal people through the return to them of control
over their lives according to the principles of self-determination and
empowerment. The Western Australian Government supports these principles
and believes the implementation of the recommendations represents an
opportunity for important dialogue between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
people, and a unique chance to initiate major changes in Aboriginal affairs with
the support and integral involvement of Aboriginal people.

That report was presented to this Parliament over nine months ago and represents a
statement of government policy and intent. The royal commission demonstrated also
how the historical experience of Aboriginal people and their disadvantaged position in
society is the source of the distrust and to a certain extent enmity in the community which
the member for Kimberley put so eloquently in this debate and last night Good relations
between Aboriginal people and non-Aboriginal people cannot be achieved without the
elimination of disadvantage and the recognition of the position of Aboriginal people.
Constructive reconciliation must bring with it practical solutions to long term and
ingrained problems. It must produce concrete results - the modern jargon is "outcomes" -
which demonstrate measurable improvements in the social, cultural and economic
position of Aboriginal people in a contemporary Western Australian society. Far too
often in the past. Aboriginal people's hopes have been raised by promises and political
rhetoric only to be dashed by the failure of governments to deliver the goods. I make that
comment with respect to past state and federal governments in the last 10 years.
This coalition Government is committed to Aboriginal social justice. In order to achieve
its objectives in this area, the Government is committed to listen to the views of
Aboriginal people and to work with Aboriginal communities to deliver appropriate and
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targeted programs which aim to make significant improvements to the lives of Aboriginal
people.
The Leader of die Opposition said that the report of die Aboriginal Social Justice Task
Force represents the most comprehensive report of its type ever presented. It is probably
die most comprehensive study into Aboriginal affairs in this state. As the Leader of the
Opposition pointed out, it is about 800 pages long and contains 296 recommendations
which address an enormous number of areas such as structural change in the
administration of Aboriginal affairs; innr and intergovernmental coordination;
accountability; health, particularly environmental health; education;, economic
development and employment; alcohol use and abuse; housing and infrastructure;
community welfare; cultural issues; sport and recreation; land, which is very important;
community attitudes; justice; youth; and most important of all, the implementation and
monitoring of progress towards an improvement in the disadvantaged nature of so many
of the Aboriginal people.
It is instructive to not that, although the report is 800 pages long and has 296
recommendations, generally the recommendations do not imply a need for large amounts
of new funding. In fact, only two recommendations propose new funding, one calling for
up to $5m per annum for the implementation of an environmental health program. On
that issue, I remind the House that, in his Budget speech, die Treasurer announced that, in
this current financial year, an additional $3m would be provided for Aboriginal health
and a further $lmi would be provided to implement high priorities arising out of the task
farce report. The report was commissioned last year in, I think, July or August. It was
presented in April this year and, in the Budget speech in June, the Government
announced the extra funding as well as the implementation of many of the
recommendations. What the task force recognised and stated very comprehensively and
clearly is that a redistribution of funding is a long term process. It suggested that new
programs proposed in the report could be included in the highest priorities for new or
additional funding. However, many initiatives can be and are being implemented within
existing departmental budgets. What is needed are changes in approach and emphasis
and agreed commitment to social justice. In fact, the task force report suggested that if
realistic targets were set and met by government agencies, it might well be unnecessary
to provide additional support although that might be required in some areas. If so, the
proposal for an Aboriginal social justice fund to be administered by me is important to
ensure that the changes take place quickly. If members have not had the time to read the
full report - I appreciate that with the time constraints on members of Parliament they
may well not have had the time - they should at least read chapter 8, which is the policy
chapter and, in particular, they should read the priority statement on page 134. It states -

The Government recognises that the achievement of social justice for Aboriginal
people must be seen as one of the highest priorities across Government. This
priority status for Aboriginal social justice is recognised as a long-term
commitment.

The implementation of the recommendations of the report will ultimately provide the
basis for progress in the process of Aboriginal reconciliation in this state. The process
requires governments at all levels - federal, state and local - and the Aboriginal and
Tonres Strait Islander Commission, in partnership with the Aboriginal community and, as
far as it can be done, with the non-Aboriginal community, to work on a constructive basis
to achieve real change and make a real difference.
Like the member for Kimberley and the Leader of the Opposition I am pleased to be able
to speak on this motion, which crosses political boundaries. The Council for Aboriginal
Reconciliation has received bipartisan support at a federal level and I understand its
vision has been either adopted or is proposed for adoption in a number of other
jurisdictions across Australia. The small amount of research I was able to do before this
debate indicates to me that the Australian Capital Territory Parliament accepted the
council's vision by way of a formal resolution and motions similar to this one axe before
all other Parliaments of Australia.
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Unfortunately, the area of Aboriginal Affairs is far too often politicised. I draw the
attention of the House to one example: Recently when I visited the goldfields - the
electorate represented by the Leader of the Opposition who unfortunately was not able to
be in Kalgoorlie at that time - I was approached by members of the Goldfields Land
Council who gave me a couple of letters. One is dated 22 June and is addressed to
Mr Tickner, the federal Minister for Aboriginal and Tortes Strait Islander Affairs. It
states -

The issue of funding for the Goldfields Land Council (GLC) has been brought to
the attention of the ATSIC Regional Council. This letter constitutes an
immediate response by the representative Aboriginal body in the Goldfields
region of Western Australia, in realisation of the consequences a delay in, or
cancellation of, funding would have for this organisation.
The decision made by the Board of Commissioners to hold funds in this category,
has placed the GLC in the precarious position of facing the next financial year
without funding .. .
The GLC has been running in its official capacity for only 4 months, and in this
time has established itself as the representative Aboriginal body in relation to land
issues. It should be noted that it has overwhelming support from the Aboriginal
people, businesses and organisations in the entire goldfields region of W.A. and is
endorsed by the Wongatha Regional Council ... and the Western Desert Regional
Council. We regard the GLC as a forward oriented body ... It offers all
Aboriginal people the service of direct representation on land issues, with full
research backing by qualified personnel equipped with appropriate resources.

A brief outline of the services it offers is then given as follows -
The majority of Aboriginal groups in this area utilise the GLC in negotiating with
the OTLU. Those groups not included certainly consult and refer to the GLC in
matters concerning traditional land use and native title. The nature of Mining
Lease Applications in this post-Mabo epoch is so complex it requires a central
body to provide administrative and practical assistance to traditional owners.
Furthermore the GLC negotiates with property owners on behalf of prospective
community groups wishing to become established.

It then goes on to cite a number of cases. To continue -

In addition to the services which the GLC provides, which this Council deems
imperative, are a number of projects already in progress.

I have no doubt that the Leader of the Opposition and other members will be well aware
of these projects. To continue -

In association with the Gloldfields Gas Transmission (OCT) Pty. Ltd., (involving
B.H.P., Western Mining and Normandy Poseidon), the GLC is involved in a
planned gas pipeline from Wiluna to Karnbalda. The budget for this is in the
vicinity of $450 million, however the fall of the GLC would leave GOT without
essential advice on Aboriginal issues. The planned role for the GLC in this
project has three parts. The first aspect is in liaising and coordinating activities
involving both Aboriginal people and GOT. The second aspect, with regard to
Aboriginal Heritage Management, involves procedures for sites avoidance
consultation and an archaeological clearance program. The final duty proposed
for the GLC is in facilitating the maximum practicable employment of Aboriginal
people in this venture.

One would have thought that all of these programs would be well worthwhile supporting.
One might ask why this letter was written. It was written because the state manager of
Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander Commission had informed the Goldifields Land
Council only a few day before that letter was written that, although the commission at a
state level had supported funding of $184 000 to the Kalgoorlie region for the work of the
land council, on 4 May it had received a minute from the central office in Canberra about
native title programs. The minute said the assistant general manager advised that $13.5rn
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was available for native title claims and operational support programs. However, the
footnote stated that the Goldfields Land Council's application for ongoing funding out of
die land council support program has been supported, but there was some confusion.
Upon receiving that information the project officer at a state level telephoned the native
title claims unit to ascertain whether ongoing funding could be received in July for
operating costs of die Goldfields Land Council. He was advised that since the program
was created recently all applications were not received on time and had not been accioned
by the commission. On telephoning the native title claims unit on 20 June the project
officer was advised that the commission had overturned the recommendation to continue
funding the land council support program. It amounts to $13.S5m being available for
native title claims, but not $184 000 for the Gloldfields Land Council to continue
operating and doing the work it does, which was so eloquently outlined in its letter to
Mr Tickner; for example, assisting companies like the Goldields Gas Transmission Pty
Ltd with Aboriginal heritage matters, Aboriginal economic development and other
matters. It is in this area of the politicisation of Aboriginal affairs that a great deal of
distress and concern is being conveyed to me by many Aboriginal people. They do not
want to be a battle ground for that sort of politics, but it is happening and it is happening
all the time.
In ibis state there is genuine goodwill and commitment to help Aboriginal people to
overcome disadvantages they suffer, but that sort of action from Canberra does not help.
I would like to think that goodwill and commitment transcends party political boundaries;
certainly from the tone of the speeches delivered by the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Kimberley, not only this evening but also on other occasions in this
Parliament, that would seem to be a very reasonable conclusion for me to reach. I regret
that is not the situation with regard to some of their federal colleagues. On many
occasions I have outlined my willingness to work with anyone in any position to bring
about a better future for Aboriginal people, particularly in partnership with them. I
welcome the support of members of the Opposition, both in this and the other place, in
working towards what I consider are shared objectives. Perhaps we can put aside some
of our political differences and focus on the areas where we can make a real difference to
the quality of life for Aboriginal people; for example, environmental health, housing,
education and employment. These are the key to constructive reconciliation because they
are a recognition and understanding of the basic needs of so many Aboriginal people.
On the issue of Aboriginal heritage it angers me that genuine Aboriginal spiritual beliefs
are not only misunderstood by many people, but also are used for wider political
purposes. Those beliefs should be afforded the same respect as the beliefs of any other
sector of the community. On many occasions I have expressed a desire that Aboriginal
heritage issues not be used for some wider agenda. Where that is found to be the case it
will not have my support and neither will it have the Government's support.
With regard to action that has been taken I take this opportunity to refer to a number of
Aboriginal social justice measures - the key to reconciliation - which this Government
has put in place. First, is the Aboriginal plan. The member for Kenwick is not present in
the House but I -know she had a fair bit to do with its preparation. The plan was launched
by this Government in April last year and is being implemented. On Tuesday of next
week, if he brings it with him, the federal Minister for Employment, Education and
Training, Mr Crean, will present to me a cheque for $300 000 on behalf of the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority. That cheque recognises accreditation of a certificate in
training for essential service maintenance workers.
That is a scheme which the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority - in other words, the
Government - initiated during the past 18 months. It will train Aboriginal people,
particularly those who live in remote communities where essential services are provided
within the community, in the maintenance of water, power and sewerage services. These
are real jobs requiring real skills which improve the living conditions of the communities.
This has been a cooperative program between state and federal agencies and will provide
worthwhile jobs; its flow-on effects will be incalculable. The $300 000 funding will be
directed, I suspect, to around 48 communities and will provide around 100 positions.
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Furthermore, the program will pay these people the award wage for the type of work
done.
We are in the process of creating the new Aboriginal Affairs Department announced in
the Governor's speech. This will draw together the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority, the Department of Aboriginal Sites and the Office of Traditional Land Use.
Cabinet has already approved the minor amendments to the Aboriginal Heritage Act
necessary to enable the administrative transfer from the Minister for the Arts to the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. Opposition members who have been involved with the
Aboriginal Affairs portfolio will be aware of the silly administrative problems which
arise owing to the current situation. This minor administrative change will prevent these
problems.
In time, reviews- of the Aboriginal Heritage Act and the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority Act will be conducted, as recommended by the task force. It is also
recommended that the three agencies be drawn together into the same premises to
provide a cross-fertilisation of expertise. This is particularly important in the Aboriginal
heritage area. Even in the Aboriginal affairs organisations sometimes a lack of proper
understanding is evident in the more sensitive cultural and anthropological matters as
well as what I perceive to be Aboriginal religion. Also, a lack of understanding can be
found in some agencies such as the Department of Aboriginal Sites regarding the broader
picture of Aboriginal affairs This amalgamation will make the three areas work
together, and this will be a worthwhile development.
Members may not have noticed that in last Saturday's The West Australian and The
Weekend Australian advertisements were placed for the position of the new Chief
Executive Officer, and five executive positions, of the Aboriginal Affairs Department. A
selection panel will decide this appointment on the basis of merit and will select the new
executive. The status of those positions within the Public Service is such that it will be a
high powered executive. Therefore, it wilt be able to deal with the whole of government
to an extent which has been difficult in the past. This single department will be able to
address one of the most important recommendations of the Task Force for Aboriginal
Social Justice; namely, a whole of government approach to Aboriginal affairs.
My other portfolio is Housing, and members may have also noted that an advertisement
was placed in the Press and the Government Gazette about a month ago for the new
position of Director for the Aboriginal Housing Directorate. Instead of Aboriginal
housing being handled by a board with a secretariat attached to the side of Homeawest,
this body wI now operate within the mainstream structure of Homeswest. It will be
funded and structured accordingly. The Aboriginal Housing Board will still exist
comprising representatives from the Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander Commission,
government and the community.
Also, the House should be aware of other initiatives adopted in the housing area. Last
year a bilateral agreement was made between the Commonwealth and the states for the
channelling of Aboriginal hotising funding. This does not mean control of that funding,
but a coordination of the Homeswest, ATSIC and other Aboriginal housing fynding. We
do not want the stupid situation of anomalies arising with different agencies trying to do
the same thing in the same place, which has often meant that nobody does the job well.
My directive to the Homeswest CEO - I have discussed this matter with the Homeswest
Board - is that Aboriginal housing will be given a high priority, The accommodation for
fringe dwellers will be particularly targeted, and this will be driven by need, not money.
On this issue I acknowledge the generosity of the member for Fremantle when he and I
engaged in debate at the Western Australian Council of Social Service some weeks ago.
He said on the public record that the Labor Party had failed in Aboriginal housing - he
was right. The member for Frem antlc then went on to say - I quote him as accurately as I
can recall - that the acid was on me because I held the two portfolios involved and I had
the imperative to give better housing to Aboriginal people who could not otherwise
afford it. That is certainly my intention.
Homeswesr has at least 6 000 Aboriginal tenants of its total 36 000 tenants. Given the
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size of families, Homeswesr accommodates more than half of the Aboriginal population
of this state. In addition, the villages are not managed as tenancies.
Mr Bridge: Importantly, you are speaking enthusiastically about this channelling scheme
and about the way in which it has been designed to bring about a coordinated approach to
funding. I compliment you on the strength of your commitment to the process.
However, do not forget - contrary to what the member for Fremantle might have said -
the Labor government kicked the scheme off, and you are putting the finishing touches to
it. Everything was not that bad under the previous government.
Mr PRINCE: Whether the member is right or wrong, the member for Fremantle was
honest and generous enough to state that the Labor government failed. I accept that the
acid is on me and this Government, but I assure the member that we are moving to
address those needs.
Three avenues aite now available for Aboriginal people to acquire land: The Land Act,
the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority Act and the Land (Tidles and Traditional
Usage) Act. In my time as Minister at least six grants of leasehold or freehold land have
been made to various Aboriginal groups. Also, the Swan Valley fringe dwellers group -
Mr Bropho's - will receive, as requested, in the near future a grant of a lease of reserve
for 10 years. Two written commitments were given by former Aboriginal Affairs
Ministers in this state - I refer to Dr Lawrence and the member for Kimberley - saying
that this grant would be given. It was not done.
Several members interjected.
Mr PRINCE: This Government has delivered on this undertaking.
Mr Court: Ernie reckons that the Bropho deal will not come together.
Mr Bridge: I did not say that.
Mr Court: You said that it would not be delivered.
Mr Bridge: It was to happen years ago at Cullacabardee with the Bropho community, but
when it came to the handover he was not interested. I will be anxious to see how you go
with the resolution.
Mr Court: It will take place in a couple of weeks.
Mr PRINCE: It is a whole of government exercise and involves the Minister for Lands
and various others. Twelve new leases are in the process of being approved for living
areas in the Kimberley and Pilbara. A review of the Aboriginal Lands Trust is to take
place, which is intended to provide for a much better process of vesting areas of land in
families and individuals for commercial, residential and cultural reasons. Between 13
and 15 per cent of this state is held for or by Aboriginal people - that is 30 million
hectares. Of that land, ATSIC has funded or owns between 0.5 and 1 per cent, and the
rest has been either in the Aboriginal Lands Trust or the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority. There is more than sufficient land to meet the requirements and requests of
the Aboriginal people.
Since coming to government we have had a significant number of achievements in
broking and assisting in the signing of agreements between mining exploration
companies and Aboriginal communities. There are many examples, one of which is
public and which 1 may comment on. It involves the Cosnio Newbery community, a
highly successful community which is dealing with that situation very well, as are many
others in the goldfields. We have in-principle agreement between the mining peak
bodies, such as the Chamber of Mines and Energy, the Association Mining and
Exploration Companies, Aboriginal communities and the Aboriginal Lands Trust for a
standard access agreement. It has been around for a long time, and although it is not yet
finally completed it has been agreed in principle. Last year Cabinet announced joint
management of the Karijini and Bungle Bungle national parks. That has been vacillated
on for at least 10 years. The women's task force, in which I know the member for
Kenwick takes a particular interest, has been strongly supported and funded for its
secretariat requirements and meetings.
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Mrs Edwardes: And is represented on die Women's Advisory Council.
Mr PRINCE: I thank the Attorney for that comment. This morning the Attorney
General, the Minister for Police and I, together with various other advisers, met again in
the Justice Coordinating Council to progress, among other things, the transition of the
reference group into an Aboriginal Justice Advisory Council, which arises from the
Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. That is continuing, and I hope
will come to a conclusion before the end of this year.
I bnow the member for Kimberley has taken credit for the community patrols, as have a
number of other people, and there are now 10 in existence with 10 more coming. If one
ever wanted an example of practical reconciliation, this is it. Aboriginal people are
looking after those people among them who otherwise would be social nuisances. I am
told that at the recent Boab Festival which is attended by all the communities, those
communities brought with them their patrol people and wardens. Whereas in the past
between 400 and 500 arrests have been made at that festival over a couple of weeks, none
was made on this occasion because the people were policing themselves. I do not refer to
policing in the formal sense of a Police Force, but in the sense of people looking after
themselves. That brings about respect in the wider community. It also brings respect
among those communities because they bnow they are able to control not just
themselves, but also those members of their community who get out of control from time
to time. The same thing is developing in the goldfields, where the communities whose
members come into Kalgoorlie and cause problems are contacted and dealt with. In the
community development area, there is considerable support for fringe dwellers and town
reserves. I bnow this is of particular interest to many people, including the Leader of the
Opposition. This Government has initiated a system of agreements whereby the funding
of the communities is conditional upon agreements with the local authorities, and those
agreements being abided by. It is working. The community town and social
development plans involve ATSIC as well, and they are working. At Bungarra in the
West Kimberley the Government has committed a further $600 000 to convert the former
leprosarium to an Aboriginal training centre. Last year Cabinet approved a protected
area on Rotttnest. It provided funds for the removal of housing from that area and
appropriate fencing. It also provided for a consultative meeting involving elders from all
over the state.
I am told that the Health Department reported to the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority today on Aboriginal health programs that are to be implemented. That was one
of the recommendations of the social justice task force; that is, that agencies take on
board the recommendations and report on how they will implement those
recommendations which relate to them. The Health Department delivered its report
tonight, not yet to me but no doubt I will receive a copy in a day or so. The monitoring
and implementation of the social justice task force report must be one of the most
important parts of it, and it is already happening in the Health Department only three
months down the track. One of the other social justice task force report
recommendations which is so vitally important in this area, is that the chief executive
officers of the agencies responsible for service delivery must meet the Premier, and
account to him for what they have or have not managed to achieve in their programs.
This accountability is not a matter of dollars, but of accounting for results on the ground.
No doubt, dollars come into it but I am sure there is nothing quite like a meeting with the
Premier to ensure that a CEO makes certain things are happening as intended.
The Department for Community Development, in association with the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority, Health Department and Education Department, is about to launch the
Best Start program which deals with children from birth to five years old. It recognises
that if things are right at childhood, that will solve many of the problems the member for
Kimberley has spoken eloquently about today and last night, and which manifest
themselves in the teenage years; in other words, start properly and it works right. It must
never be forgotten that the social justice task force report established that the life
expectancy of an Aboriginal child is 20 years less than that of a non-Aboriginal, and the
infant mortality rate is twice that of a non-Aboriginal. The only way to deal with those
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appalling statistics is to start at die beginning. Those statistics have not changed for
15 years.
I now comment on some matters raised by the member for Kinmberley and the Leader of
the Opposition. First, I refer to die comments by the member for Kimberley about self-
esteem. 1 realise this is apocryphal in giving examples, but it illustrates a point I wan: to
make about employment. I have been in the Pilbara three times since becoming a
Minister, and a couple of times before tha. Hamersicy Iron Pty Ltd has shown me in
recent times its Aboriginal training program. In today's newspaper is a picture of a
number of Hamersicy Iron Aboriginal trainees who have won an award for
environmental rehabilitation. They were in Perth for the presentation of their award. As
part of the Aboriginal training program, Hamnersicy Iron is using these trainees for the
revegetation and reworking of gravel pits by the side of the railway line and elsewhere.
Some of those pits have been there for 20 or 30 years. This training program takes young
Aboriginal men and works them through to the point at which they are competent and
qualified to work as plant operators in the Harnersicy Iron mines. Similar programs are
run by BHP and Argyle Diamonds, and probably others, but I have seen only the
Haniersicy program. When I was in Marandoo, just after the regional meeting of Cabinet
in Port Hedland, I met a number of trainees who graduated from this program last year
and who now have jobs in Hamerstey Iron. Those jobs are not a gift, the men compete
for employment after training, and are not guaranteed a job. A young Aboriginal man in
his mid-twenties gave me a long exposition about the problems of the shift in front of
him in the pit at Tom Price and various other things.
It is not all that difficult for someone to talk to a member of Parliament, but he then said
the same thing to the General Manager of H-amersicy Iron Pty Ltd, and that is not
necessarily terribly easy to do. That was done in an open and frank manner of an
employee talking to his general manager about the skills and experiences that he had
obtained in an open employment situation. That employee had self-esteem, because he
had been trained and had then competed for and obtained a worthwhile job. Hamersicy
Iron values its Aboriginal employees because they are locals and do not come and go.
That is one of the best examples I have yet seen of self-esteem, and it comes about
through obtaining self-worth through employment.
In Tambellup, a company called Kal Services has a similar situation in a totally different
context. A group of young Aboriginal people, assisted by a white man who has building
qualifications, are rebuilding Homeswest houses which have in the past been wrecked by
Aboriginal people - and I mean wrecked; they are bulldozer jobs. I know the Leader of
the Opposition knows something about this because they told me about his visit. That is
working. Those young men, two of whom live in houses which have been rebuilt, are
able to walk down the swreets of Tambellup, look everyone in the eye, and be spoken to.
There is no problem. They have self-esteem and are respected in the wider community.
The pity of it is that they have to fight all over the place to get the minimal amount of
funding they require to keep it going. but it is working.
Some months ago, I presented certificates to the students of a commonwealth-state
funded hospitality course. That ceremony was attended also by Stephen Smith, the
federal member for Perth. That is a training course for young Aboriginal people which
wI lead to their obtaining jobs in top class hotels like the Sheraton Perth Hotel and the
Hyatt Regency Perth, which entertain so many of the tourists who come to this town.
On Monday, as I have mentioned, Homeswest commenced another training program for
Aboriginal people, because it is the intention of Homeswest that Aboriginal people
comprise at least 10 per cent of its work force within three years because it has such a
large Aboriginal client base and that seems to be a good way of dealing with some of the
particular cultural and social issues faced by Aboriginal people in regard to housing.
I must comment also on some of the issues raised by the Leader of the Opposition when
he spoke about what the federal leader of the Liberal Party said at the Liberal Party
conference this past weekend. The fact of the matter is that the Native Tide Act does not
work. Both this state's legislation - die land (Titles and Traditional Usage) Act - and the
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Native Tidle Act are taken from the High Court Mabo decision. What we did in this
Parliament last year was translate that decision into a workable system within the land
management processes of this state.
Dr Watson: You took away native title.
Mr PRINCE: Rubbish!
Dr Watson: It is not rubbish. It is true.
Mr PRINCE: It is not. The decision of the judges of the High Court describes a group of
usufructuary rights, and that is what we have taken and turned into legislation which
works. The Native Tide Act has taken that decision vastly further. It does not work. If
the member wants any better example than this, Mr Keating said that pastoral leases
would be fine; no problem. However, Mr Justice French, who runs the Native Tidle
Tribunal, has said that is not right; we need a test case. Therefore, we are back exactly
where we started. The Native Tidle Act is contentious and combative. It pits Aboriginal
against Aboriginal and Aboriginal against non-Aboriginal, and it will take an enormous
amount of time to sort it out, and the losers will be the Aboriginal people, because they
do not deserve to be the battle ground for that sort of nonsense. The system that we have
set up has been proved to work. As at 8 July, in excess of 850 applications had gone
through the Office of Traditional Land Use and it had dealt with over 230 objections.
Our legislation works. The Native Title Act does not work.
The principles espoused in this motion should require little debate. The principle of
justice and equity for all is one that all fair-minded people should support. We as non-
Aboriginal people have an obligation to work with Aboriginal people to achieve a united
Australia - and we are; I have just given members some examples of that - which does
not discriminate on the basis of race, provides equal opportunities for all members of the
community, and recognises the unique contribution which Aboriginal people can and do
make to the general society. The unequal and disadvantaged position of many, but not
all, Aboriginal people is a result of the past history. It is important to recognise that it
does not relate to today necessarily, but in some cases it does represent living memory.
In order to redress disadvantage, it is necessary to deal with the issues of social justice
which were outlined so well in the report of the Task Force on Aboriginal Social Justice.
It is by the implementation of the recommendations of that report that we will progress
reconciliation, in the proper sense of the word, within society. I have pleasure in
supporting the motion.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [8.46 pm]: I say on
behalf of the Leader of the Opposition that we welcome the statement by the Government
that it will support the motion before the House. This House is taking an important step
to support, hopefully unanimously, as was the case in the Federal Parliament, the process
of reconciliation. Part of the resolution of this House would be that we, both as members
individually and as a House representing the people of this state, are committed to
working for a united Australia which respects this land of ours, values the Aboriginal and
Tonres Strait Islanders' heritage, and provides justice and equity for all.
In that spirit of attempting to achieve a consensus, it is not the intention of the Opposition
to point out the shortfalls in Government policy Or practice, although we do believe that
they are many and significant, nor to debate the ungenerous and provocative comments
made by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, but to say that this is an opportunity for the
community to acknowledge that we have a serious social and equity problem and that we
will all benefit from a shared and stated commitment to overcome that. In my view, we
have a culture which undervalues both emotional and spiritual values, and that creates for
us a particular challenge in dealing with our indigenous people and in treating them as
equals.
The goal of the reconciliation process, whkch is to achieve a clear direction for this
country which is committed to valuing all of its citizens, is worthwhile. It is also timely
with the turn of the century upon us - and, in the year 2001, the centenary of federation -
the desirable outcome will be that we can celebrate and boast a reconciliation between
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Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islanders and non-Aboriginal and non-Tonres Strait Islanders
in this country. That would be a significant achievement. We ane among the leadens of
this nation, and if we have the will to do ic, we can bring that about.
We also need to face issues lie economic wellbeing, training opportunities that bring
about economic wellbeing, and personal factors. As a community that means
understanding the dominant culture, the materialistic base of that culture of which we are
all a part, and which we constantly deny. In denying our own basic values, materially
based as they are, we also deny the spiritual and land based qualities that underpin
Aboriginal culture which make a difference between them and us. We could overcome
those differences through mutual recognition and understanding. We can do this only if
we face our own reality.
The High Court's Mabo judgment took us a long way down that path because it said that
the people of Australia do not regard Aboriginal people as legally invisible; that was a
very big change in attitude. In my most charitable moments I understand to some extent
the difficulties members of conservative political parties have in dealing with that, but I
believe they have the capacity to come to terms with it. I hope to see a changed position
in their public statements, and to see that change reflected in their actions and policies.
The member for Kimberley is an outstanding person. In his speech he said that he is the
only Aboriginal person in this nation ever to hold a Cabinet post. That is a huge personal
achievement for him, and for his people. It would be accepted across this Chamber that
he is well respected and acknowledged as one of our most popular members of
Parliament. He has the capacity to put public concerns and debate into a context which
includes differing points of view and acknowledges the dignity of individuals. His use of
language makes that possible and he stands out, not because of his Aboriginality -
although that is very special and includes very real characteristics and accomplishments
that he brings to public life.
Until I beard the speech of the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I was going to desist from
quoting an ABC radio interview with Noel Pearson that I heard on 1 August 1994. I was
so impressed with the Minister's words, and the way in which he delivered those words,
that I asked for a transcript of the interview. It concerned this complex question of land,
and the different relationships of Aboriginal people and non-Aboriginal people to their
land, which the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs raised at the end of his long speech. We
never acknowledge our acquisitive, materialistic relationship to land. This interview
followed a statement by the federal Leader of the Opposition, Mr Alexander Downer.
Mr Pearson, who is the Director of the Cape York Land Council, was asked -

Mr Downer says that the legislation will be unworkable, you helped negotiate it,
is there any substance to his clam?

Noel Pearson replied -

Oh absolutely not, the Native Title is a complex issue that's come about 204 years
after initial settlement, it was going to be a legally and socially and politically
complex issue, but one which we spent 12 hard months as a nation working
through, but I think in order to understand Alexander Downer's willingness to do
this, you have to understand where he's coming from, his grandfather helped to
write the Constitution of this country, that didn't count Abos as Australian
citizens and saw us as so much legally invisible vermin. Now Downer's very
personal challenge has been to admit that grandfather was wrong, that Aboriginal
people aren't vermin and we are not legally invisible. Grandfather was a man of
his time a believer in racial superiority, but Alexander doesn't want to abandon
grandfather's ideology and I think that's a great shame on him.

Mr Pearson was then asked, "Where do you think it places the vote of Aboriginal
people?" Mr Pearson replied -

Well, I just think firstly, that treatment of Aboriginal people in this country in the
1990s is a barometer for a party's standing on social justice and political decency
generally.
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Mr Pearson is a significant Aboriginal who has articulated how some of his people feel;
his wards express a tragedy. Despite that we have a capacity through this move for
reconciliation to work towards and to arrive at something much more mature and
accepting of other people's values and cultures.
As a teenager I attended Perth Girls High School for two years. It is a mystery how a
young Aboriginal woman, 15 years of age in 1956, could have been the dux of that high
school, which was drawing in many young women from advantaged backgrounds. I have
never since heard of Dudie Bateman, although I often wondered what her opportunities
and life experiences were following that outstanding achievement. She had great
leadership qualities, and was a very happy, matre young woman who had outstanding
abilities beyond the rest of us. It may be that I Will never know what happened to Duxie
Bateman, but as a young woman of great ability she should have been one of our leaders
of the past two decades. Maybe she is in a community somewhere in this state, in some
other part of the nation or the world, such was her ability. I did not meet up with her in
the time I was inister and had opportunities to travel to communities throughout the
state. Out of personal insecurity, many people judge - and maybe we need to judge when
we are insecure - the difference in others as being less desirable. We take out on other
people the punitive feelings we have towards ourselves. Therein lies another tragedy.
For that reason a mature nation makes decisions which value and accept the non-
dominant groups within it, and values their cultures, different though they may be.
Reference has been made in this debate to the disadvantage of Aboriginal people and
Torres Strait Islanders in this country. I refer to a discussion paper on Aboriginal
reconciliation because it records succinctly the facts chat face this nation. In part, the
discussion paper states -

There is wide agreement in Australia - including across political parties and
among church and community groups - that there is a need to raise the level of
awareness of non-Aboriginal people about Aboriginal history, cultures,
dispossession, continuing disadvantage and the need to address that disadvantage.
Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander people are recognised by all governments
and all political parties as being the most disadvantaged group of people in
Australia today. This disadvantage is truly tragic: death rates up to 4 times higher
than the rest of the community, life expectancies up to 22 years shorter, infant
mortality rates up to 3 times higher and hospitalisation rates 3-5 times greater.
On every available measure of social disadvantage Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander people record worse outcomes than any other section of the Australian
population.
Action needs to be taken, therefore, on education, awareness-raising and social
justice strategies.

The paper goes on to refer to the Governor-General's speech opening the Thirty-sixth
Parliament on 8 May 1990 -

The Governor-General stated the Government's commitment to reconciliation,
intention to seek wide community support and bipartisan political endorsement
for an instrument of reconciliation, and noted the need to pursue broad equality
for Aboriginal people with other Australians in access to land, health, education,
housing, infrastructure and employment.
The Government's position is that a document which could be called an
instrument of reconciliation would be a valuable outcome of the process of
reconciliation and such a document should desirably be achieved by the centenary
of Federation, 1 January 2001.
However, as the Prime Minister has said, the process of reconciliation may be as
important as the final outcome and the initial focus would be on the process rather
than a document. The best possible outcome is one reflecting a consensus arrived
at through extensive community discussion.

There is a challenge for us to achieve such an outcome by 2001. We will need to be well
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on the way within the next ive years to achieve that aim. We have different points of
view in this House but, despite that, we are putting that behind us to commit ourselves to
the process of reconciliation. Thai is important. Even though we have been restrained in
our comments, we have managed to antagonise one another. Therefore, the challenge
will be great indeed as we take up our leadership positions within the community of
Western Australia along the path of reconciliation to see whether it can be achieved by
the time the federation of this very well-endowed and lucky country is 100 years oldL
Although we were not pleased with everything the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs said,
we were pleased to bear the Minister was representing the Government and indicating the
Government's support for the motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition.
MR BRADSHAW (Wellington) [9.06 pm]: I support the motion. It is worthy of
support. Over the years we have seen problems between the white and Aboriginal
communities. For the good of Australia in general, this is an area in which we need to
promote reconciliation to overcome the problems faced in the past. T'he passing of the
federal Act in 1991 was a step in the right direction. I do not want to be critical because
this is not an easy area to address, but not a great deal has been achieved. We need to
return to the grass roots level to achieve reconciliation. Unless we change the attitudes of
people on both sides, we will not get anywhere. Whether dealing with Aboriginal or
white people one can see that in some cases there is intense hatred between the groups.
Unless we can get through to those people and change their entrenched attitudes we will
make no progress.
Earlier this year it came to my attention that in my electorate some problems were being
experienced. I have -been trying to achieve some reconciliation to make the community
aware of the needs of both sides, and to ensure that we achieve some harmony between
Aboriginal and white people. It is Hoc easy because it is nor a matter of telling Aboriginal
people that they must change their ways; it is not only Aborigines who have a hatred for
the whites; some whites have the same problem. Until we change those attitudes and
agree that all people should be treated in the same way we will not get make any
progress. We must provide extra education for Aboriginal people particularly at a young
age because, unfortunately, many parents of Aboriginal children have not had a good
education. Without a good education, without an understanding of the education system,
the parents will not be able to instill in their children the value of education. Also, in
many cases, parents are embarrassed because they are not qualified to assist their children
to improve their standard of education.
At one school in my electorate I have been trying to get some extra assistance for
students so that perhaps they can stay in after school and do their homework rather than
go home and not do it. That will assist in later years, because if these students do not do
their homework and keep up with the school curriculum, when they reach high school
they will not be able to learn in the way we expect other students to learn. If we return to
the basics, we will be able to give these students some extra help. Some years ago in
Mnother part of my electorate, a survey was undertaken and students in general at the
school were found to be below average. Many of the parents were from an ethnic
background and. in some cases, did not have newspapers or books in the home. Again,
the children were not being given baskc support at home in the early, formative years
which would help them to learn at school. A program was put in place at the school to
attempt to lift the standard of learning. It is extremely important that we put more effort
into the education of Aboriginal students, particularly from a young age. In my
electorate, many Aboriginal students do not turn up at the high school on a regular basis.
Unfortunately, the consequence is that they will not be able to find a job or learn a trade.
They will not be accepted because they will not have the necessary qualification for the
job. It is important to lift those educational standards.
Today more businesses and government departments are trying to increase employment
and training for more Aborigines, some being provided under government schemes. That
effort must be congratulated. As a community we need to ask whether we are doing
enough. My answer is that we are not. More Aborigines must be employed and trained.
If we can increase the number of Aborigines in the work force, the effect will flow on to
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other Aborigines within the community and reconciliation will come. It is a little like
talking about politicians. Generally most people would say that they do not like
politicians. However, those who know their local member would say that they like that
person. Similarly, Aboriginal families within our community axe liked if they are known;
however, in the white community generally there is an andi-Aboriginal attitude. We need
to improve our attitude towards Aborigines so that they are accepted more. We also have
to change the attitude of the whites towards Aborigines to enable them to become part of
our community so that we can live together harmoniously. It is very important that
business and government departments employ more Aboriginal people and provide
training so that we can say that we are truly doing our bit to ensure that reconciliation
comes about.
One of the things that has disappointed me is the attitudes portrayed in a couple of
Aboriginal plays I have seen in the past few years, one at the Hole in the Wall and Bran
Nate Dae. These plays tended to be about all of the bad things that have happened in the
past. Perhaps Aboriginal plays could be produced which show a positive side.
Dr Watson: Bran Nate Dae is very optimistic.
Mr BRADSHAW: In certain ways it is; but it also dwells on the past a little.
Mr Court: Terrific music.
Mr BRADSHAW: The music was great; however, more emphasis should be placed on
the positive aspects of Aboriginal culture.
Mr Bridge: The music on Two Hundred Years Ago is also terrific. That is a very positive
video.
Mr BRADSHAW: I have not seen the video.
Mr Court: I think you had better mention Ernie's song, otherwise he will get upset.
Mr Bridge: If the member for Wellington has not seen the video, I would be happy to
make it available to him. The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs should certainly have
access to it.

Mr BRADSHAW: I would like to see it.
Mr Court: We still have heaps of your tapes on board the plane.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order!
Mr BRADSHAW: I hope the song of the previous Minister for Aboriginal Affairs is a
positive one because it is important to promote that image and not dwell on the past and
continue the antagonism that has existed. We need to be putting across the positives, not
the negatives, to promote this reconciliation phase.
I have some doubts about whether the Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander Commission
is a good thing. A great deal of the money allocated to it will be gobbled up by its
bureaucracy. We need to get that funding to the grass roots level. I would have preferred
to see that money put into the Health Department, Education Department and perhaps
Homeswest where it could have been targeted towards the Aboriginal communities
where people at ground level could help to provide education and health services. More
Aboriginal people could be employed in those areas - currently that is being done by
Homeswest - so that at the grass roots level Aboriginal people axe helped to improve their
lot in life. ATSIC is a step in the wrong direction. It seems to have a divisive nature
about it because it is to provide services purely for Aborigines. In Australia we are one.
I do not care whether people have a white or Aboriginal or Asian or any other
background. We are one people in Australia and ATSIC seems to have a divisive nature.
The money going to ATSIC should be targeted directly to education and health for
Aborigines. I support this motion. I hope more people can change their attitude towards
reconciliation and get on with making Australia a better place in which to live.
MIS WARNOCK (Perth) [9.15 pm]: I support this motion and will make some brief
comments about why this reconciliation motion should be supported. I was one of the

2702 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 3 August 1994] 70

many people who had the responsibility and the great privilege of serving on the board of
the Australian Bicentennial Authority, the organisation which planned, funded and
organised the celebration of Australia's bicentenary of European settlement in 1988. 1
had some strong reservations about serving on that board and I hesitated before accepting
the appointment.
Mr Court: You had a good time.
Ms WARNOCK: We worked very hard for five years. It was a very controversial effort
and we did a very good job, too.
Mr Court: You did a very good job and had a very good time.
Ms WARNOCK: One of the difficulties I had in accepting this position was my concern
that this celebration might have been offensive to the original inhabitants of Australia, the
Aborigines. I discovered that the authority had thought through this dilemma well and
truly long before I arrived and had gone to a great deal of trouble to involve those
Aborigines who warned to be included in the celebration and to accommodate the wishes
of those who opposed the celebration, some very vigorously. About $7mi was spent on
the Aboriginal program for the bicentenary and some of these projects had a great and
lasting value. I mention one in particular: The establishment of Australia's first
Aboriginal publishing company, Magabala Books in Broome. All Western Australians
can be very proud about that. That was one of the great achievements of the bicentennial
year.

One of the most powerful and memorable moments from that year was an extraordinary
day, 26 January 1988. The moment I remember particularly was when a huge Aboriginal
march made its way through the city of Sydney to a promontory near the Sydney Opera
House where the official celebrations were taking place with a lot of prominent white
citizens. In a silent and dignified protest red, black and yellow wreaths were thrown into
Sydney Harbour as the First Fleet tall ships came through the Heads and anchored in the
harbour. Those of us who saw that on that day - millions of other Australians saw it on
television - would have to agree that it was a peaceful and unforgettable protest. It made
a great impression on those of us who recall the day. It told those Australians who were
fortunate enough to be there and also the world's media the most significant things about
this nation: Australian Aborigines had a voice that demanded to be heard; 1988 was only
the beginning of the process of reconciliation which had to take place between
Aboriginal Australians and the rest of the population; and this process had a very long
way to go.

It is an immensely important process. As everybody in this House knows - many have
spoken about this subjet before, some of us this evening - Aborigines remain the most
disadvantaged section of the Australian community. While they suffer these
disadvantages, we simply cannot regard ourselves as an egalitarian nation. We are often
very fond of saying that we have an egalitarian society in Australia, and that is the case
provided we do not happen to be an Aboriginal person. It seems to me that this
imbalance is damaging to the whole of the Australian community. I am not talking about
it only in the eyes of outsiders. There is no doubt that internationally it is certainly
damaging. It is also damaging to our national self-respect. We all need to learn to live
together without discrimination and prejudice, if that is possible, and certainly so far as it
is possible. The formal process presently undertaken by this Council of Aboriginal
Reconciliation is one of the ways to go about this. It is lead by some prominent citizens
in this country, including Sir Ronald Wilson and Patrick Dodson. Those sincere and very
hardworking people have as their vision the involvement of every person in this country
in some way, so that by the end of this century we have a united Australia which respects
this land of ours, values the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander heritage and provides
justice and equity for all. That seems to be both an important vision and one which I
hope is attainable.
This idea, or vision as it is spoken of in the council's reconciliation document, is not just
symbolic - I understand the value of symbols; they are extremely important to all of us -
but also vital because the process is envisaged as dynamic and ongoing, involving all
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Australians. AUl the rest of us must get to know Aborigines better and understand their
culture and history and admit that mistakes were made in the past and that we can now
move on from those mistakes and hopefully do very much better. I have been very
encouraged to hear tonight from both sides of the House some commitment to ways that
we can go about doing better.
The Leader of the Opposition mentioned earlier this evening the uses that have been
made of Aboriginal cultuire by various groups in our comnunity. Because of my interest
in the arts and long involvement with the Aboriginal community dating back to my
youth, I have been able to see the dramatic effects of the exposure of our wider
community to Aboriginal culture. 1 know how intrigued overseas visitors am with the
richness and uniqueness of Aboriginal culture and how important it is to our country;
indeed, one of the first things that a lot of visitors from Europe, for example, ask is how
they can become acquainted with whatever they can find of Aboriginal culture. The rest
of us should celebrate this and take advantage of it, in the sense that we think of it as our
Australian culture and something we should be proud to promote. It seems to me the
New Zealanders have integrated Maori culture into their mainstream in a way that we
have not done with Aboriginal culture up to this date, and I believe it is time for us to do
that.
The former Aboriginal Affairs Minister, the member for Greenough, will recall having
seen last year a remarkable exhibition of artworks from the Warburton area in Western
Australia at the Perth Institute of Contemporary Art, the gallery in Northbridge. That
exhibition by a whole group of Aborigines from Western Australia came complete with
sand and bush from the desert area. It was Aboriginal culture presented as it is seen by
Aborigines themselves, but it was brought to the city as a whole, as it were, in a holistic
sort of approach to demonstrate that it belongs to all Australians. It gave the opportunity
for all of us to experience it and gave us the chance to embrace it. We should certainly
do that We should have respect for it, and use this culture as a way of seeking
reconciliation.
I have been privileged throughout my life to have many Aboriginal Mrends, and I wish
the same good fortune to other white Australians. We must support Aboriginal
reconciliation. It is one of the most important things we can do as we come up to the
centenary of federation in this country. We have to think about other things in this
significant decade, many of which we are talking about, including the possibility of
Australia becoming a republic. One of the other very important things we must do as a
community to become whole and to heal the wounds that have existed in this society for
a long time is to become reconciled as a people; that is, the original Australians and all
those of us who are migrants to Australia since 1788. As!I said, it is not only a symbolic
gesture that we must make, but also something we must do to heal the spirit of this
country. Therefore, I am very pleased to note that the other side of the House will join us
in this reconciliation statement, and I hope all of us will seek the opportunity in our work
as parliamentarians to make sure that the effects of this process of reconciliation are
taken out to the wider Australian community.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [9.25 pm]: I am delighted that we have this opportunity in
this House of Parliament to be able to commit ourselves to this process of reconciliation.
Of course, it cannot stop here, because reconciliation will really only be effected if all
Australians enter into the processes with the utmost goodwill and preparedness to learn
about Aboriginal history and to go about reconciliation knowing that it is about healing
on both sides of the Australian population.
The last recommendation of the report of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths
in Custody directed itself to this process. I will not go over the ground that so many
members on each side of the House have previously covered. However, the process is
about social justice, and I see it very clearly and closely linked to the issue of native title.
In the interest of bipartisanship this evening I will not raise that issue, because that also
raises my ire and that of other people here.
Let us look at the history of dispossession we share with Aboriginal people. Every
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Aboriginal person, every family and every community has a history of dispossession
from their land, from their families, from their language and from their culture, and with
each generation it has become worse. We must not kid ourselves that that process does
not continue in too many parts of Australia. That is where some members opposite have
really to come to grips with the native title issue and the need for people to have that
land. That dispossession has resulted in too many ways in bigotry, racism and prejudice.
That is the need for healing that we are committing ourselves to tonight,
In Aboriginal culture two issues are increasingly important to non-Aboriginal persons.
One is the issue of land, which, when it is raised too often, becomes threatening. The
other issue through which people can approach reconciliation in a non-threatening way is
to try to understand Aboriginal history and their optimism for the future through
Aboriginal arts, through drama - someone mentioned Bran Nue Dac - through music,
which appeals very often to young people, through paintings, and through an increasing
number of oral histories and autobiographies and the history of people raised at various
missions. All those things are helping people come to terms with that shared history.
However, chose aspects of Aboriginal culture are neither sought out nor known about by
some other Australians. The member for Perth said that tourists seek them out. The
notion of eco-tourism is that people can rake advantage of learning about indigenous
people and their natural heritage in certain places.
For instance, earlier in another debate, we talked about the Karijini national park, and
how the Karijini Aboriginal Corporation has developed a tourism industry. The members
of the corporation speak to people about the care they have had for their land for over
40 000 years. Although it is something tourists might seek out, I suggest other people
also need to seek it out. I never speak at a citizenship ceremony without reminding those
newly qualified Australian citizens of something of the history of the original
Australians. It is a salutary time for them to be reminded about the first Australians. I
usually say something such as, "We do not ask you to give up your heritage or culture or
language. You now have certain rights and obligations. You might not have known . . .
I pick out a little bit about Aboriginal people to talk about and make the point that every
day in Australia more than 200 languages are spoken and about 100 of chose are
Aboriginal languages. There is always somebody who is rather shocked by those
comments, because even native born Australians and people who have been living for a
long time as Australian citizens do not know those basic facts about Aboriginal
Australians.
We have a tremendous opportunity to do this healing, to learn about our indigenous
Australians by teaching school children. I am increasingly pleased that when NAIDOC
week comes around efforts are made by school teachers and community groups to do
something in a sometimes tentative, but increasingly wholehearted, way to acknowledge
the original Australians. A wonderful Aboriginal artist called Alma Toomath, who is
very generous with her time, lives quite close to my electorate. She is very committed to
reconciliation and to teaching non-Aboriginal people about some of the art and meaning
of traditional Aboriginal life. She does dot paintings and simple animal paintings in a
kind of traditional way in which non-Aboriginal students can participate. They are quite
big and are hung in libraries and in other places where people can see them. Not only
does that teach the non-Aboriginal people about the value of that culture but also it gives
the Aboriginal children in the school pride in seeing some reflection of their traditional
culture for everybody to share and enjoy.
That is a large part of this reconciliation process. So also is learning that it was not
Captain Cook who discovered Australia. We need to understand much more about the
real history of Australia as well as the effects of colonialism and of dispossession. I like
the big picture our Prime Minister has put on the agenda that by the year 2001 we should
more or less have the reconciliation process, if not completed, fully accepted by
Australians. The Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation is addressing whether there
should be a kind of treaty. It would be a good idea if there were a treaty. I understand
that the council is giving it serious consideration. The Act refers to it as a document of
reconciliation. That would then set out in a constitution a number of points that
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Australian citizens with various obligations and rights would be expected to accept and
live with.
Another aspect of that big picture is Australia's place in the Asia Pacific region as a
multicultural nation and an understanding of the hopes and aspiratians that migrants
bring with them for their children. In fact it is often a motivating factor in the decision to
emigrate that people can give their children a better life and mare opportunities in a new
country than they could have had in the old. What mart could people want who are from
migrant countries or who are indigenous Australians ar native barn Australians than to be
able to leave to their children and grandchildren a country which knows only peace and
which is without prejudice and racism? We are working towards that through this
reconciliation process.
The other issues about Mr Keating's big picture conemn the republic and how Aboriginal
people view that. Increasingly they are having a number of things to say about their
place in a republic or in a constitutional monarchy. I cannot see that a constitutional
monarchy has much to offer them for their future, for their children ar grandchildren.
They are also having quite a lot to say about the shape our flag should take. All those big
picture issues are tremendously important to this process. They are all interlinked.
One of the things the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation is undertaking is a series of
consultations. In this part of the consultation process, a number of study circles have
been fanned in various communities and organisations. For example, trade unions can
organist a study circle for trade union men and women to come together and learn about
Aboriginal history and the part they can play in reconciliation. In my own electorate, the
Uniting Church minister runs a study circle for the community. They meet on
Wednesday nights once a week for eight or 10 weeks.
I will read a statement referred to previously in the debate which is quite often taken and
used in a variety of contexts. Patrick Dodson, the Chairperson of the Council for
Aboriginal Reconciliation, says in a foreword to a booklet called "Making Things Right,
Reconciliation After the High Court's Decision on Native Title" -

One of our Council members, a leading Aboriginal law-man in central Australia,
Mr Wenten Rubuntja, once said, 'We have ta work out a way of sharing this
country, but there has to be understanding of, and respect for, our culture, our
law.'

That is what reconciliation is about. Father Frank Brennan used that same quote to good
effect when writing about the Mabo decision and the native title legislation. Aboriginal
voices are increasingly demanding to be heard. We must listen and share. I am delighted
that there can be bipartisan support for this motion tonight. We should remind each other
about any variance from it in any debates that might arise here.
As a reconciliation project the Baha'is constructed a banner to collect signatures. It
would be appropriate for this Parliament to present the Council for Aboriginal
Reconciliation with a banner containing every member's signature to say that we support
this vision for a united Australia.
When the Act's debate was completed in the Federal Parliament all the members went to
the middle of the floor and shook hands. Although I do not expect to do that today, it
was an appropriately symbolic gesture of how important reconciliation is, not to us as
Labor or Liberal politicians particularly, but for our children and for their children.
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [9.40 pm]: I support the motion.
The intention of the Council for Aboriginal Reconciliation is to facilitate discussion and
processes to overcome the discord within the community. Those discussions cannot be
completed nor can they be comprehensive until the eight research papers an the key
issues which have been outlined by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs are all made
available. Therefore, the perceptions of the implementation of the council's intention and
the implications of those outcomes cannot really be articulated.
The motion as it stands is worthy of support, particularly in order to promote that process
of reconciliation between the indigenous and wider Australian communities. The council
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had bipartisan federal support. The key issues which are still in the process of being
made available winl ensure that general discussion in the wider Australian community is
able to proceed. The Government supports the council's intention on that. It is important
that that discussion occur, particularly if we are to have a better range of communications
and if we seek a united Australia which recognises that we are all Australians under the
federal Constitution. That is particularly important when we consider Prime Minister
Keating's stance at the moment. If we support reconciliation it would appear that from
time to time he supports division. I suppose that comes through in no less a way than
with die United Nations' Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous People.
At the moment a draft working document is being distributed to indigenous organisations
for comment. No Australian government or government of any other country is
represented on the working party, which constitutes a five member body of independent
experts of the UN subcommittee on the prevention of discrimination and the protection of
minorities. That draft declaration will have a major impact on the federation. Article 31
of that declaration will create a state within a state. It will ensure that countries which
support that declaration must have regard and respect for indigenous laws and practices.

In Australia that will mean Aboriginal customary law. That is a complex issue and is not
something we as a community can readily support at this time.
Mrs Hallahan: I am sure we could work our way through it.
Mrs EDWARDES: The issue was raised at the Justice Coordinating Council by the
Director of Public Prosecutions. It has also been trmalled, probably more in the Northern
Territory that anywhere else. An example was given to me recently where the
punishment for a young offender in New South Wales who committed a stealing offence
within the Aboriginal community was to go between two rows of elders and be beaten
with sticks. It was reported to me that that punishment did not break the skin. The view
was that it resulted in a major reduction in the level of crime. It was reported to me by
the magistrate that in the event of this young offender re-offending the women would
then take up the sticks. We cannot have one law for one group of people and one law for
another, although we need to ensure that in prosecution and sentencing we do not provide
for double jeopardy in the penalties.
The Government is working through that issue at the moment in the sentencing
legislation. It is not readily acceptable to divide the country in its laws and rights.
Article 31 of the draft declaration on the rights of indigenous people states -

Indigenous people, as a specific form of exercising their right to self
determination, have the right to autonomy or self-government in matters relating
to their internal and local affairs, including culture, religion, education,
information, media, health, housing, employment, social welfare, economic
activities, land and resources management, environment and entry by non-
members, as well as ways and means of financing these autonomous functions.

That would create separate and distinct rights for indigenous people, apart from the rights
of other Australian citizens. As such, it is something that we need to ensure does not
proceed, because it has the potential to create division and conflict, rather than what we
are talking about here tonight - reconciliation. It is in total contrast to the present state
and federal human rights type of legislation such as the Equal Opportunity Act, which
applies equally to all people, regardless of race, sex, origin or political persuasion. A
declaration is far less than a treaty, but if we consider the way the courts have interpreted
the external affairs powers - section 5l1(xxix) of the Constitution - it may well be that at
some future time the courts would give the Commonwealth powers to make laws
implementing as Commonwealth legislation the terms of a UN declaration. However, if
the UN takes up this declaration and Australia is a party to it, we all know that the
pressure will then come on Australia and each of the states to see whether every piece of
legislation complies with that UN declaration. We have seen that occur with the rights of
the child and in relation to other pieces of legislation.
If we refer to the High Court's reference in Mabo 2 to international law, this declaration,
if adopted, has serious ramifications for Australia and the states. More importantly, it has
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important and serious ramifications for the whole issue of reconciliation, If
reconciliation is to be meaningfully pursued and maintained it should be achieved
throughout the local Australian community and, in particular, at the local Parliament
level, through each one of us who supports reconciliation. It should not be imposed by
the international community. What is being imposed on Australia are standards, criteria
and rights which have been determined and set outside Australia in accordance with the
needs of other countries, without reference to the particular needs of Australia or Western
Australia. Our legislative standards, our rights, and our conditions must be considered in
this process. It is absolutely essential that if we are serious about reconciliation this type
of declaration must be opened up to the wider community for a greater amount of
discussion to ensure recognition of the local achievements and endeavours in the field of
Aboriginal affairs.
The working reference group in Western Australia does a wonderful job coordinating
meetings and bringing forward the needs of Aboriginal communities. Its performance is
better than the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission. ATSIC is divided.
Aboriginal communities do not support ATSIC; I am not talking about the ATSIC
councillors, but the bureaucrats in Canberra. There is concern relating to the funding of
ATSIC. Complaints have been received regarding the way funds are granted. ATSIC is
not totally supported by the whole of the community. If we are serious about
reconciliation we must look at those divisive elements which are occurring, particularly
as the Prime Minister Paul K~eating tries to stifle debate on these issues. We know where
he has gone with native title.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mrs EDWARDES: No, he is not. When we wrote to him outlining the concerns of this
state regarding the declaration, one of his advisers replied that the declaration would be
an inspirational document which would impose no legal obligation. In fact, the UN
declaration would be binding on Australia and the Prime Minister misled us regarding the
effect of that document. It is very serious. This declaration has the potential to destroy
the Australian Constitution without reference to the Australian people. It requires that
Aboriginal people be given autonomy and self-government; a state within a state and
access to the financial and technical resources of the state. That is not going to promote,
assist or support Aboriginal reconciliation within the wider Australian community. This
debate is important because it will ensure that we all understand exactly what a united
Australia is, and that a united Australia is one which recognises that we are all
Australians. As the member for Kenwick stated, we recognise other people's cultures
and other people's right to speak their own language. As the member for Kenwick would
agree, we do not support female genital mutilation. Why? It is against the law in
Western Australia.
Dr Watson: Is this about reconciliation?
Mrs EDWARDES: Yes. It is an aspect of somebody's culture. It is not necessary to
state that we support absolutely every single aspect in Western Australia, or Australia
generally.
Dr Watson: Is the Minister still speaking for the motion?
Mrs EDWARDES: Absolutely. I am talking about reconciliation, not division and
conflict, which is what Prime Mlinister Paul Keating espouses, particularly when the
concern I raise in this House relates to the UN declaration on the Tights of indigenous
people.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [9.55 pm]: I support the motion before the House. This is a
historic debate. In the 23 years that I have been in ibis House there has never been a
supportive debate of this nature. Twenty-three years ago the House would not have had
the capacity to do so. We have come a long way. The views have been put forward by
both sides and I understand the sensitivity and the genuineness with which members have
entered into this debate. I compliment the inister for Aboriginal Affairs for his
understanding and the progress he has made from the Government side. It is indicative
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of a person who has a genuine desire to carry out his sensitive task. One need only go
back to debate that recognises Aboriginal reconciliation and to previous legislation
within this Parliament. As with other Parliaments, any debate involving Aboriginal
welfare discusses attitudes and considerations of the time. In previous years natives were
not regarded as Australians. Natives were simply not counted as being Australians.
Some progress has been made in a relatively short space of less than 30 years, but there is
a long way to go.
I take this opportunity in this debate to single out a former member of Parliament who
has stood supreme in this area in Australia. He has been denigrated in some quarters for
what was seen as a socialist attitude, which I believe was wrongly based. I congratulate
Fred Chancy as a great Australian. He had a very genuine desire to improve the lot of
people. He was a conservative who at his own cost extolled the causes of Aboriginal
people. I have no doubt in my mind that when Federal Parliament presented its decision
relating to conciliation that a very substantial influence came from the conservative side
of politics which would have been put forward by Fred Chancy. Aboriginal Affairs was
my responsibility for some time, and I appreciated the challenges facing me. I recognise
the important contribution that Fred Chancy has made. In recent days I returned to a
number of Aboriginal communities. Aboriginal people, irrespective of where they live
and their political views, all praise Fred Chancy. Whether they are Liberal or Labor,
Fred Chancy is the person for whom they have a very genuine regard. The member for
Kimberley might comment on his fairness and honesty.
Mr Bridge: I agree with the member.
Mr BLAIKIE: Some years ago I visited a number of communities with Fred Chancy,
two being Kalumburu and Qombulgurri. After visiting those communities I addressed
school children in my electorate on an Australia Day celebration. There were almost
1 000 people at the gathering. In the spirit of Australia Day I asked those children who
had either parents or grandparents who were not born in Australia to raise their hands;
approximately one-third did. A similar number raised their hands when I asked whether
their parents were born in Australia. I told them dhem how fortunate we are to live in
such a tolerant country as Australia where people from all over the world are regarded as
Australians. I discussed how I had the privilege of travelling to remote places such as
Kalumburu and Oumbulgurri where all students in the school were black and Australian.
I also said that something that I found interesting in one school was the biggest Father
Christmas I have ever seen, and I have visited many schools. He stood about six or seven
feet high. I explained to the children of Margaret River in my electorate how this Father
Christmas was black. I was endeavouring to convey to them that the community was
black and that that was the way they saw the world around them. However, two parents
came to me afterwards and told me that they appreciated the geography lesson, but that I
had to understand that Father Christmas was always white and it was nonsense to say that
black children had a black Father Christmas.
We have made a lot of progress and come a very long way and, even in the spirit of this
motion this evening, there is a long way to go. With sensitivities of this accord and with
the understanding that I have of a genuine desire of a number of Aboriginal people to
improve the lot of their people and with the wider understanding of all Australians, I
support the motion.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [10.01 pm]: I thank the
Government for its support of this important motion. However, the debate has not
canvassed in-depth the wide range of issues that affect Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Island people in our nation. It is fair to say also that we have avoided deliberately
debating some of the more political and difficult issues associated with reconciliation.
That must be accepted in the nature of this debate.
I pay special tribute to the way my colleague and friend, the member for Kimberley, has
participated in this debate. If I had my way, he would have moved the motion.
However, it was in my name on the Notice Paper. Of all the Aboriginal people that I
have known, Ernie Bridge is probably the most well known and the most respected
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person. In many ways - I have told him this before - be is the most popular politician I
have come across. He fully deserves that popularity because he reflects in every sense
issues of which Aboriginal people are very proud. In that sense, reconciliation is
recognised in the part that people like I have played in this process. For that I thank him
and congratulate him and I thank the Government and its Ministers, in particular, for their
cooperation and support for this motion.
Question put and passed.

STATEMENT - MEMBER FOR KIMBERLEY
Shaking Hands with Minister for Aboriginal Affairs

MR BRIDGE (Kinmberley) [10.04 pm]: This is a very significant outcome. As a
symbolic gesture I offer my hand to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. It is only fair
that we shake hands because that was done in the Federal Parliament.
[Applause.]

STAMP AMENDMENT BILL
Report

Report of Committee adopted.
Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Court (Treasurer), and transmitted to the Council.

PAY-ROLL TAX AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 16 June.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [10.06 pm]: The House is
aware, by the natur of these Bills, that we usually deal with two stamp Bills, one the
amendment Bili and the other the assessment amendment Bill. I take this opportunity of
reminding the Treasurer of the commitments he made on payroll tax prior to and after the
last state election. He said in his policy speech that payroll tax and fuel excise would go.
He said the Government had a moral obligation to remove a tax on jobs. I remind him
also that he claimed in his small business policy that payroll tax would be abolished for
all small businesses in Western Australia. Instead, we have a halhearted attempt by the
Government in this year's Budget to reduce the level of payroll tax. That attempt has
seen collections of payroll tax increase from $529m in 1992-93 to $593m in 1994-95, an
increase of approximately 12.2 per cent. This Government which was so adamantly
opposed to payroll tax because it was a tax on jobs found that, after the federal coalition
loss at the polls in 1993, it could no longer rake that course of action. He said in July
1993 that payroll tax would be abolished over two terms; that is, eight years instead of by
October 1994.
When payroll tax makes up half a billion dollars or more of the state's revenue
collections, there is no indication that payroll tax will be abolished over that eight year
period. Instead, it has been increased significantly as a proportion of the revenue
collections of Western Australia. In 1992-93, payroll tax totalled 10.6 per cent of the
recurrent revenue collected in Western Australia. In 1994-95, that figure will rise to 11.2
per cent of the total revenue collected. Itris an increasing proportion of the state Budget
rather than a reduction and is in contrast to the commitment made by the Treasurer to do
away with payroll tax over two terms in office.
While the Opposition welcomes the measure taken by the Government, it leaves a lot to
be desired in terms of the commitment made to business to do away with payroll tax.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [10.08 pm]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition
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for his support of these changes. I take this opportunity to spell out the fact that the
thresholds have been increased in two Budgets by nearly 50 per cent. Payroll tax
collections, as a percentage of the taxes, fees and fines collected has gone from 25.1 per
cent in 1992-93 to 23.2 per cent in 1994-95. In other words, it is playing a smaller role in
the area of taxes, fees and fines.
Mr Taylor: It is figures like that that Benjamin Franklin referred to as lies, damn lies and
statistics. I gave you figures that relate to payroll tax as a percentage of the recurrent
fund under the consolidated fund and it has increased. While you may have some
percentages to show it changed downwards, I have figures that show it has gone up.
Mr COURT: We should check who is ight. I am saying that, as a percentage of the total
tax, fees and fines collected it has been moving down although not quickly enough; we
would love it to move quicker. We have been dealing with federal Treasury in trying to
come to some arrangemnent whereby, if we reduce the amount of payroll tax collected, it
will be advantaged with an increase in its company tax payments. Thie Government has
tried to negotiate a formula whereby the state receives some benefit. If it can be
substantially reduced the Federal Government's revenue will increase. The Government
is not asking a great deal. If there is an incentive for the Government to do that it could
move more quickly to lessen the dependency on it. The Government would like to
reduce it more quickly, but at this stage it is receiving no cooperation from the Federal
Government.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

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

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 16 June.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [10. 11 pm]: I have no intention
of repeating the comments I made about payroll tax in the debate on the previous Bill
because this Bill is consequential to it.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [10.12 pm]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition
for his support of the legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

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

SELECT COMMITT'EE ON WITTENOOM
Report, Printed

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR MARSHALL (Murray) [10.13]: I wholeheartedly support the motion. It was a
pleasure to work with a committee which comprised such talented members and was
chaired so enthusiastically by the member for Pilbara. The committee was fortunate to
have on it two medical practitioners - the member for Dianella and the member for
Maylands - and a lawyer, the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. Their knowledge in the
field of medicine and law enabled members of the committee to ask pertinent questions
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and assisted the committee in assessing the answers it was given during the inquiry. The
committee interviewed 39 people during the inquiry, including Wittenoom residents and
a wide range of experts. It was certainly a great learning experience for all members of
the committee. Before the inquiry the committee members knew a few things about
Wittenoom but they were not familiar with the problems confronting the people there. At
the end of the inquiry the horizons of the members of the committee certainly has been
broadened. I can now roll off the tip of my tongue the words "mesothelioma" and
"crocidolite". I must admit that when I actually write them I have to be very careful to
spell them correctly.
The list of experts the committee was able to call on was impressive. Among those who
gave the committee their expert opinion were Dr Murphy from the Department of
Resources Development, Dr Musk a physician in respiratory medicine at Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital, Dr Psaila-Savone from the Western Australian Health Department
who specialises in environmental health and Mr Jack Rush, a Queens Counsel from
Victoria who has extensive knowledge in the area the committee researched. Mr Steve
Crawford from the Western Australian Tourism Commission and Mr Ron Powell from
the Environmental Protection Authority also made valuable contributions to the
committee's investigations.
During the term of the inquiry the committee learned that the most commonly exploited
form of asbestos is crocidolite which is the blue asbestos - there is also white and brown
asbestos. Crocidolite is made up of very fine needle-like fibres which readily penetrate
the lower lung. I also learned that inhalation of asbestos fibres is associated with pleural
diseases, asbestosis, lung cancer and mesothelioma. Wittenoom is the only town in the
world which has been completely contaminated with crocidolite tailings. It was
confirmed that mesothelioma is a rare tumnour and its risk is higher in Wittenoom than in
Perth or any other Western Australian country town.
The committee had the opportunity to walk around the Wittenoom townsite and it visited
the mine and tailing dumps and saw the crocidolite fibres in the bitumen woads, at the
airport and the racetrack. The mess left by CSR and the Hancock and Wright mining
operations is a disgrace. The committee recommends that the companies involved
undertake a huge clean up of the gorges and around the townsite of Wittenoom. The
contamination of the town of Wittenoom is a problem and because of its stunning beauty
the area around the town is a major tourist destination. This means the problem is not
just a minor one; it is one that requires an immediate solution.
The committee members were fortunate to have the opportunity to tour the gorges and
they were impressed with its beauty. I agree fully with Mr Steve Crawford who is
reported as saying -

I think just about anybody who has gone to the area comes away in absolute awe
of the enormity of it and just the sheer experience of seeing this sort of thing. I
cannot think of anywhere else in Australia where you have a similar type of
experience.

His comments echo the remarks made in a comprehensive study carried out in 1986 by
Barrington and Partners which said that the scientific grandeur, wildflowers and iron ore
deposits of the Hamersley Range place it high on the list of major tourist attractions in
Australia.
The dilemma facing the Government is to come up with a solution that will make the
town safe so that tourists can enjoy this remarkable area. The safety of visitors to the
area is of paramount importance. Diseases associated with asbestos fibres may not
develop until many years after coming into contact with them. It is important that the
Government does not leave itself open to litigation in either the short or long term.
The committee's 34 recommendations are aimed at coming to terms with this dilemma.
Some of those recommendations are that the town of Wittenoom remain open; the policy
of phasing-down be actively implemented; the Hotel Fortescue not be reopened; the
airport be closed immediately; tourism to the area be promoted; a new tourist centre be
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located in the Karijini national park; appropriate warning signs advising of the health risk
at Wittenoomt be placed at strategic positions; and a transport system be developed to
divert people away from the Wittenoom townsice and into the national park. Naturally, it
is not possible to please everyone. However, I feel that the committee's
recommendations are practical and will go a long way to providing an acceptable
solution.
I congratulate the member for Pilbara for his leadership of the committee and I also
express my appreciation to the research officer, Evana Beaton, and to parliamentary staff,
Patricia Roach and Victor Moate, for the work they did. Mr Moawe worked tirelessly
throughout the 50 weeks of the committee's inquiry. The research has been thorough and
the committee has come up with sound recommendations. It is now up to this
Government to act on these recommendations.
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [10.20 pm]: I am proud to have been a member of the
committee which compiled this report. In the long run it can be a constructive report of
which the Parliament and others involved can be proud. We took evidence from
39 witnesses, producing 635 pages of evidence, and we received 28 submissions. The
committee visited Wittenoom and heard and read a great deal of other evidence from
around the are. This committee involved more work, particularly background work,
than any other parliamentary committee with which I have been involved. I am very
proud that the report is so well presented and visually pleasing. I will not refer to the
recommendations again as a number of members have commented on them. The
committee recognised that there was, is and will continue to be a hazard in the area and
that the policy of phasing down of the town should continue. We made significant
recommendations on the clean-up, and they appear on the front page of tomorrow's The
West Australian.
During the course of the committee's work one aspect constantly vexed me; namely, why
had this situation been allowed to happen, and why did the tragedy we know as
Wittenoom occur in Western Australia? I shall refer briefly to the work force as it was at
the time the mine operated to try to glean why this situation transpired. From 1943 to
1966 nearly 7 000 people worked at Wittenoom. Those workers who are still alive today
face the terrible legacy of wondering whether they will be struck down with
mesothelioma. Wittenoom had a young work force comprising nearly all single, migrant
men. Of the work force 60 per cent were under 20 years of age or were in their twenties.
Also, 60 per cent of the work force left the mine within six months of arrival. Therefore,
the mine had a constant turnover of young people with no work history. Also, 60 per
cent of the work force were either from Australia or the United Kingdom. Unfortunately,
it appears that the statistics do not distinguish between Australians and British migrants.
Nevertheless, it is known that 20 per cent of those working at Wittenoomn were southern
European migrants and that English was not the universal language at the minesite; a
number of other languages were spoken. The work force was almost entirely male as
approximately only 20 women were ever employed, mainly in administration - certainly
not in the mine or the mill.
The work force adopted what could be said to be three responses to the conditions under
which they worked: First, that of departure. Some people gave evidence to the
committee that workers arrived on the aeroplane, took one look at the place, felt the heat
and then hopped on the plane again. About 50 per cent of the work force stayed for only
three months. Only 20 per cent of the work forte stayed for more than one year. The
turnover was constant and this has been significant in the follow-up to the operation; that
is, it appears that people exposed to only tiny amounts of asbestos dust have developed
mesotheliomna. The work force had a culture of unskilled people who worked in very bad
conditions with little support. In the 1940s a health inspector visited the area and
commented on the squalor of the camp. Part of the problem was the way in which the
work force was recruited. The first method of recruitment was to give people a two year
contract. These people tended to be brought from overseas. and they could not really
leave Wittenoom within two years because during that time they had to pay off their air
fares - it was fairly expensive for them to get out. The second method of recruitment was
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to get people from migrant camps in Western Australia, usually from Northam, on six-
month contracts. If a worker completed his six-month contract, his air fare was refunded
and he had a better chance of leaving. Undoubtedly, many workers felt trapped for the
period of their contract.

The second response to the conditions at Wirtenoom was that of silence - the workers put
up with it. This response was partly due to the dominance of the company, as it supplied
justices of the peace and so controlled the courts; it owned the shops and the social
venues;, it took airline bookings and knew who was coming and leaving the town;, and it
ran the state housing commission homes. People who lived at Wittenoom thought that
the state housing commission homes belonged to the company. The only institution
which appeared to be somewhat independent was the Catholic Church which ran a
convent school in the town.
Part of the company's dominance involved the manner in which the workers were paid;
that is, workers had deducted from wages their air fares to travel to Wittenoom; store
debt; mess account; contribution to the mine workers' fund; contribution to the Flying
Doctor Service; contribution to the ambulance fund; hospital fees; and, if they arrived at
the mine with nothing - as many did - a deduction was made for a mattress and linen.
Although the miners were at times paid reasonably well, they did not have much of a
disposable income. Therefore, they did not have the means to get out of the situation.
Another factor was that the work force had no mining tradition. People in the work force
had previously had occupations such as shoemaker and one had been a ladies' tailor.
Without the mining tradition the work force did not have the expertise to recognise the
hazard it faced. Evidence taken by the committee appeared to indicate that various
officials tried to draw the magnitude of the hazard to the attention of the company, but
these officials were not heard. It appears that the company was not up to date with
overseas evidence available at the time of the mine's operation that ashes tosis definitely
was a hazard. Lung cancer was emerging as a hazard, and mesothelioma was starting to
appear. We cannot be proud of the tragedy of Wittenoom. Today Wittenoom continues
to be a hazard. Although the report has reaffirmned the right of people to remain living
there, we were concerned about this hazard and made recommendations in that regard.
The committee, apart from me, visited the area last year, and the tourism potential of the
surrounding area was impressed on members, and we ensured that our recommendations
picked up on that.
Much more could be said about the report, but it has already probably been said by other
members. I reiterate the thanks already given to the chairman of the committee, the
member for Pilbara, for the outstanding job he did and the great leadership he gave. I
thank the research officer, Evana Beaton, for her contribution; she probably was amazed
by the process involved in bringing the committee's work to a conclusion. I also thank
Victor Moate, who supported the committee at all times. I thank other members of the
committee because party hats and views were always left at the door as members
approached their work with an open mind. Ultimately, this committee can he proud of its
work and it is with pleasure that I commend the report. to the House.
MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) [10.28 pm]: I am grateful to
the House for allowing me to continue to he a member of this committee after I became a

inister. In the circumstances it was right and proper that that should happen as a vast
majority of the work and evidence collected had been completed by January of this year,
the time of my appointment to the Ministry.
I join other members of the committee in thanking the chairman for his leadership. The
committee was very well organised and run. I acknowledge the great efforts of the
research officer and particularly thank the clerk, Mr Moate, for his work. I also thank the
witnesses for their contributions; I understand that we saw more witnesses than is usually
the case with select committees. The committee was innovative in that most witnesses
came to Perth to give evidence rather than the committee travelling. To that extent the
taxpayer has received good value for money from this committee. The only travel
involved was a trip to Wittenoom, staying at Tom Price for a few days to see witnesses,
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the area and the town, which obviously was an essential part of the work. I also extend
thanks to the President and Shire Clerk of the Shire of Ashburton who, while we were in
Tom Price, were very helpful and put themselves out to assist us in our movements
around the area, as well as appearing to give evidence.
The only matter I wish to address with regard to the report is the legal considerations at
page 54. 1 suspect that part of the report has benefited greatly from others taking some of
that which I wrote and translating it into reasonable English. The history of this matter
from a legal point of view has been very well documented many times and I do not
propose to go over it. However, for the purpose of a brief explanation it is necessary to
understand that two groups of people have been or are potentially adversely affected in
their health by the asbestos found at Wittenoom. The first group is obviously the workers
employed by Australian Blue Asbestos, and their numbers, identities and the periods
during which they worked are well documented. To a certain extent that is not a matter
of much substance or interest in the future, because it is very much a matter of v rklace
liability between employee and employer. The only comment I make with respect to
people who worked in the area is that they are not confined to people employed by
Australian Blue Asbestos, but also include many people who were employed on a casual
basis. This particularly involved those on the trucks taking the bags of asbestos from
Wittenoomn to Port Samson, and among whom we are told were a number of Aboriginal
people. The incidence of disease arising in those people from their contact with the
milled asbestos is not documented and probably cannot be documented. We received a
good deal of apocryphal and anecdotal evidence, but it is very difficult to evaluate.
One of the greatest problems of asbestos related disease is the latency period, particularly
with mesothelioma. The other area of liability with respect to disease is the
environmental area. I relate that to a situation where people have visited or lived in the
area for some time, but have not been workers, and who at some later date - perhaps
decades later - contract mesothelioma. In the cases that have appeared before the courts,
the first of those in which liability for a worker was established occurred only in the late
1970s and early 1980s. Only very recently has liability been established for people who
were not workers in the sense of being employees of Australian Blue Asbestos, but who
were visitors or residents. The report documents the most leading cases at page 55 and
thereafter. In November 1992 a Mr Taylor received a settlement. He was a resident of
Wittenoom, but was not employed in the mines. In December 1992 a Mrs Pedri, who
was also a resident but not employed in the mine, received a settlement. A number of
cases are pending before the courts, one involving a man who was a cook and worked at
Wittenoomn after the mine was closed. He suffers from lung cancer. A person called
Tyler has died. She was a police officer's daughter who resided there as a child between
1960 and 1962. A Mr Skidmore has also died; he was a resident of Tom Price who
visited Wittenoomn on many occasions.
The problem with regard to legal liability in future arises from an extrapolation of the
Skidmore situation. It comes down to the fact that there is no other known cause of
mesothelioma than asbestos. The asbestos found in and around the townaite of
Wittenoom, and particularly in the gorges, is in such a condition as to be almost perfect
to cause disease because it is not found in its natural state of a band in the rock; it has
been crushed and milled and is, therefore, in a broken state. Often the fibres have been
broken down and separated from their original and natural form. Hence, while the first
page of the report contains a photograph of a chunk of rock with a band of blue asbestos
in it, that is not the form in which the asbestos is found around the townsite and in the
gorges. That is shown more adequately in other photographs in the report of the tailings
and the streets of Wittenoom. The asbestos in the form in which it is found in that place
is probably in its most lethal state. However, if it is not disturbed, the amount of fibre in
the air, and hence able to be respirated into the lungs, is at a minimum. To that extent the
committee came to the conclusion quite rightly that the risk is very low; hence, the
potential legal liability to whomever may be liable is minimised. However, if there is an
increase in activity, which will of necessity raise the level of respirable fibres in and
around the area, that clearly will raise the incidence of potential disease to anyone in that
area. This is where the problem arises. We may well be dealing decades after the event
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with a person who has contracted a terminal disease, as mesothelioma now is, and says
he once visited Wittenoom. It is more likely than not that any court faced with that
scenario will decide that the causative factor in the disease - the respiration of the fibres -
occurred at Wittenoom. It must then decide whether there was a liability to some person
or instrumentality. We then come to the situation, which was to a certain extent an
anomaly under the then Mining Act, where the tailings are the property of the Crown in
the right of die state of Western Australia. Certainly in Wictenoom much of the activity
in the building of roads, for example, was in one form or another activity of the state or
activity of the Shire of Ashburton. The problem arises of what has been done or what
will the state and the shire do to discharge the duty of care raised as a result of the
activities of the past and the present situation. We received a significant amount of
advice as a committee on this particular critical issue. I do not intend to recap it all but
point members, and anyone else who reads the report of this debate, to that section of the
report, particularly the comments made by Mr Rush, QC, who was one of the lawyers
who gave evidence to the committee. He encapsulates the argument as it is quoted at
page 57 of the report.
Basically it is a question of proximate relationship. Was there a foreseeable risk of
injury? If so, there is a duty of care. How is this to be discharged? The1 only effective
method of attempting to discharge that is of trying to prevent people from incurring the
disease by keeping them away. The answer is by advice and signage so that people who
come to the area inevitably must have as much knowledge as can be given to them of the
dangers and risks associated with going into the area. Itris reasonable to suppose that if
people are suitably and adequately warned, they will not go there. The few who do may
then perhaps be said to have voluntarily assumed the risk of so doing and hence will not
be able to claim a duty of care arises that has not been discharged. I carefully used the
word "may" because although it may well be the case with respect to the law as it
presently stands, to a certain extent the comments I make are speculative in that we are
predicting what may be the jurisprudential situation in 10, 20 or 30 years' time. Those
who are interested or who read the report would be well advised, if this is a concern, to
read the transcript of evidence from various lawyers who have speculated on what the
state of the law may be in years to come, and whether or not asbestos - as with fire and a
number of other substances - will have the status of strict liability; that is, it may not be a
question of duty of care and discharge thereof, but a strict liability may attach to it. That
is a possibility that was speculated upon particularly by Mr Rush, and I would urge
anyone who has any concerns in this regard to read the evidence rather than rely upon
these few remarks and that which is written in the report.
With regard to future liability for die state and the Shire of Ashburton, it is, in my view,
essential that both the state and the shire act in order to minimise the risk to people and
by so doing to obviously minimise the risk from the point of view of a liability situation
arising at some future date. I urge the Government to take careful note not only of the
recommendations but also of the report and the evidence given by the lawyers. It is not a
matter here, when I am dealing with the law, of talking about abstracts of liability &r
abstracts of compensation that may be awarded to someone who at some future date has a
claim. It is not a matter of economics. It is a matter of responsible government in
dealing with a unique situation which is potentially threatening. I have been tailking
about adult persons who go to the area and subject themselves to the risk in full
knowledge of what they are doing. That does not apply to children. No child could ever
be taken to have sufficient knowledge or sufficient warning so as to remove from the
state or shire any such liability. In any event, children should not be there, and that is the
conclusion to which we have come, however regrettable that might be for the people who
live there at present.
I take pleasure in commending the report to the House. This has been for me a very
interesting and educative lesson. I am pleased that I was able to contribute in some
modest way to what I regard as a most significant exercise of this Parliament.
MR M. BARNETT (Rockingham) [10.41 pmJ: Firstly, I thank the members of the
committee and the staff who were involved in the presentation of this report. While I
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have had only a short time to look at the report and have only leafed through it, it is clear
that the decisions which have been made by the committee have been prepared carefully
and are, more importantly, very gutsy in the face of the problems to which they might
give rise as they ant implemented.
I have agreed that my contribution tonight should be brief. Members will understand
why it is necessary for me to make a contribution, despite the fact that I am not a member
of the committee, when I say that my contribution is a result of a commitment which I
made to a lifelong personal friend who died only recently of mesothelioma. In fact,!I laid
the ashes of my friend to rest only two weeks ago at Fairbridge Farm School, where we
both started out some 34 years ago. At the end of our time at Fairbridge Farm School we
were all found jobs. There was no real choice about where they might be; we just took
pot luck. Both of us were given jobs on stations. My job was to go to a station at
Mt Magnet, his to a station at Millstream. My job at Mt Magnet was easy compared with
the life that he experienced, and I will tell members briefly about his experiences at
Millstream in order to point out why he ended up contracting mesotlioma, obviously
some years ago.
He started his life on Millstream Station as a stockman, with a rather large group of
Aboriginal stockmen, and spent almost all of the first six to eight months out in the bush
mustering cattle. At some stage in his career at Millstream Station he was brought in
from the bush and asked to caretake the station while the owners went away. They said,
"We will be away for two weeks and we will leave you a certain amount of food, and
someone will bring you meat long before your meat runs out, and you Will be all right.
We will be back in two weeks." Three weeks later they had not come back, no-one had
brought him any meat and all of his food had run out, so he took to shooting spinifex
pigeons. If any members went to Millstream Station now, they could see the kitchen area
where he used to sit on the verandah, shoot the spinifex pigeons, put them in a pot in the
kitchen, and cook them. However, that source soon ran out and he decided that he
needed to make his way to a source of food, so he walked out of the station onto the main
road, and somewhere between Millstream and Point Samson got himself a lift on a truck
and went into Point Samson. He secured for himself over a period of a few months a
number of different jobs, which led eventually to a job on the Point Samson wharf, where
he loaded bags of asbestos onto railway trucks. The trucks then took them out to the
ships, where he would join the workers who loaded them into the hulls. Last year, when
he took me to the northwest to point out all these things, he spoke to me very vividly
about the conditions under which the people worked in the ships, with the blue asbestos
dust being so bad that they had to wear cloths over their mouths so that they could
breathe properly. At that stage, none of them was told of the difficulties that they would
probably experience in their later lives as a consequence of that work.
He told me also - I was interested to hear the comments of the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs - of the trips from Wittenoom to Point Samson, where the truckies would bring
the Aboriginal kids, sitting in the back and clinging onto the bags, on a trip to the seaside,
where they unloaded the bags, and then loaded the Aboriginal kids back onto the trucks
and took them back to Wittenoom. I understand that was a regular event to which the
kids looked forward. My friend also made regular trips to and from Wittenoomn in the
same fashion on the back of the trucks, simply in order to have somewhere different to
go. It seems to me that while the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has indicated that the
number of people who were involved in that way cannot be quantified, in the future a
substantial number of people will contract mesothelioma and will clearly be able to point
to those tips to the seaside as having marked them so that they too will die in the tragic
way that my friend died - in increasing pain every day, his body wasting away until he
was simply a skeleton of his former self and finally died. Mesothelioma is the most
tragic disease that I have ever seen, and I feel strongly about it because this man was my
close personal friend. Nonetheless, it is a disease which need not strike so many people.
I understand that some 747 people in this state have been listed as having died of
asbestos-related diseases. My friend asked me last year to make this contribution to the
Parliament because he said it did not finish at Wittenoom. The bags were unloaded at
Point Samson and the asbestos dust and fibres were everywhere in Point Samson. The
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bags were also unloaded at a place in Roebaurne next to die fire station, ta which he took
me, and were kept there in storage, and I understand that the trucks were washed down in
that place. While some work has been done to clear up the Point Samson site, very little,
if any, work has been done on the Roebourne site. I am told that the Point Samson site
was basically cleared by bringing in a lot of topsoil and covering it oven. There are small
monitoring stations on that site, which he pointed out to me, which are supposed to pick
up any levels of asbestos fibre and dust, but they do not pick up very much at the moment
because of the amount of topsoil which has been deposited on that site. I am told that
those people who visited the site had no need to dig for asbestos with a shovel; they were
able to kick the topsoil with their feet and find it. Yet at the same time my friend was
showing that site to me, and knowing he was dying of mesothelioma, lots were being sold
to people as housing sites. I am told that about 10 houses have been built or are in the
process of being built on that very site.
My commitment to my friend is to explain that the problem is not restricted to
Wittenoom; it is not being addressed in Point Samson in a way that it should be. I do not
know what the level of contamination is on those Point Samson sites, but as a result of
my Mrend's death, and what he showed me at Point Samson, I do know that we should
not be selling them as house sites. We should not be giving death sentences to the people
and their children who will occupy those homes. We must guarantee them absolutely
that the site has been cleared. At the moment it is not clear. If one can kick the topsoil
and find lumps of asbestos, it is not suitable for housing. If one can go to a site next to
the Roebourne Fire Station and see blue asbestos - not in the quantities and volumes one
finds at Wittenoom - and people living around it, the work this committee has done in
Wittenoom has not solved the problem. The parameters under which the committee
worked did not allow it to look in depth at other places in the State. I ask the Minister
and the Government to use this report to expand the good that will come from the
committee's recommendations to those areas where my friend lived; it is because he
lived in those areas that he died.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [10.53 pm]: I thank the committee for the report it has
presented today. So many people will be delighted with the report and its
recommendations; and, most of all, to see them acted upon. Joan Joosten, who was the
second person to try to claim damages for the occurrence of mesothelioma, was a
particular friend of mine. Mr Maas made a claim in 1977, but he died before it could be
taken to court. Joan was diagnosed in 1978. She was a young woman who went to
Wittenoom with her husband, a Dutch migrant, in the early 1950s. She worked as a clerk
in an office that was screened off from the minesite only by flywire, and twice a day it
was necessary to clean the asbestos off the flywire. In effect, she was breathing in
asbestos dust while going about her clerical duties. Her husband was the mine worker.
The last time I saw him he was still quite fit; but one can imagine the fears he and their
child have about the potential to develop this deadly disease, loan was an inspiration to a
number of people who helped her to form the Asbestos Diseases Society, including Betsy
Buchanan, Tony Cooke and Robin Winkler. We mourned Joan's death, which was on
the day her appeal went to the High Court. I sat with her during proceedings in the
Supreme Court, which she lost; but her lawyers decided it must be appealed. When
Slater and Gordon eventually won those cases against CSR Pty Ltd we all celebrated
because we knew Joan would have wanted that. There can be no justice for those people
who have died, for their families, or for those people who will be diagnosed as having an
asbestos related disease, whether they hail from Wittenoom or Port Samson, or were
employed in the building trade or any other occupation. Those people did not die in vain,
and Joan .Toosten's experience and energy while she was dying inspired us to keep
working for better conditions for workers, which resulted in the Occupational Health,
Safety and Welfare Act, fairer workers' compensation and common law claims as their
due.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10-56pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MABO - ADVERTISING COST
Wr TAYLOR to the Premier:
(1) What is the actual cost to date and estimated total cost of the

Government's Mabo advertising campaign?
(2) What is the actual cost to date and estimated total cost of the brochures on

the State Government's response to Mabo which awe to be distributed to
households, including cost of -
(a) artwork;
(b) printing;
(c) distribution?

(3) Who produced the brochures?
(4) What is the actual cost to date and estimated total cost of the print and

electronic media advertisements on the State Government's response to
the Mabo High Court judgment?

(5) Who produced the advertisements?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) $109 292.78.
(2) (a) Artwork, copywriting and typesetting - $20 318.48

(b) $42 466
(c) $47 829

(3) Stratagem Advertising and Communications Consultancy.
(4) $109 292.78
(5) Marketforce.

MABO - PAMPHLET DISTRIBUTION
NSW, Victoria, Queensland, Largely Not Susceptible to Claims Assertion

6. Mr TAYLOR to the Premier:
(1) With reference to the Government's pamphlet distributed to all

households on the Mabo issue, on what basis does the Premier justify the
assertion that New South Wales, Victoria and Queensland are largely not
susceptible to claims?

(2) Can the Premier confirm that the pamphlet indicates that pastoral leases
and national parks in Western Australia are susceptible to claim, despite
the fact that these ame expressly protected by the Federal legislation?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) 1 am advised that most of the land in New South Wales, Victoria and

Queensland has been alienated under freehold and leasehold tides which,
under the High Court's judgment in Mabo 2, is considered to have
extinguished native tidle.

(2) Yes, the Commonwealth has expressed the view that die issue of whether
pastoral leases extinguish native title will need to be settled in the courts.
The National Native Tidle Tribunal has accepted native tidle claims in this
state over land which is or was subject to pastoral lease. So far as national

parks are concerned, Mabo makes it quite clear that they do not extinguish
native title. Although the Commonwealth Act purports to authorise the
states to confirm public access to public places, this does not prevent a
claim for native title over the land.

2719



2720 [AS SEMBLY]

MARTIN. BRIAN, QC - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
Mickelberg Case, Interim Report

154. Mir GRAHAM to the Attorney General:
(1) What payments have been made by the Government to date to Brian

Martin QC?
(2) Has Mr Martin produced an interim report in his investigation of the

Mickelberg case?
(3) Has the Attorney General received a copy of the report?
(4) If so, when?
(5) If not, when does the Attorney General expect to receive the interim report

and final report?
(6) Given that Mr Martin is costing taxpayers $2,400 per day, has the

Attorney General set a deadline for completion of the report?
(7) If not, why not?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) One payment of $17 584 and another of $12 684.
(2)-(7)

Mr Martin did not produce an interim report. 1-us final report was
received in my office on 19 May 1994.

MABO - POLLS COMMISSIONED BY GOVERNMENT. FINDINGS TABLING
157. Mr GRAHAM to the Premier:

Will the Premier table the findings of all polls commissioned by the
Government on the Mabo issue?

Mr COURT replied:
Polls of 27-28 October 1993 and 7 November 1994 commissioned on the
Mabo issue have been tabled.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - PURCHASING POLICIES
REVfIW BY OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR GENERAL

Purchases in Contravention of State Supply Policies Finding
234. Mr RIPPER to the Attorney General:

(1) Have staff in the office of the Auditor General reviewing purchasing
policies found that within the Crown Law Department there was
insufficient evidence indicating that written quotations had been regularly
obtained, in contravention of State Supply policies that written quotations
should be obtained for purchases above $5,000 per line item?

(2) If yes, on which date did the Mlinister become aware formally or
informally that such a finding had been made or was likely to be made?

(3) If yes to (1), what action has the Minister taken to ensure compliance with
State Supply policies in the purchasing practices of her agencies?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:

1 am advised by the Director General of the Ministry of Justice that the
matter raised first came to light during the latter part of 1992 in the term
of the then Labor government. The then Crown Law Departmnent was
formally advised of the outcome of the audit, by letter, on 9 February
1993. The Under-Secretary of Law responded on 4 March 1993 stating
that corrective action had been taken. The Auditor General's report was
finally published during November 1993. There was no specific reference
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to the Crown Law Department other than as one of the departments. I was
advised by the inistry of Justice on the finding on 12 May 1994 as a
result of the newspaper article naming the department on 30 April 1994.

(3) Since the creation of the Mlinistry of Justice the requirements for public
tenders for purchases over $5 000 have been observed. A purchasing
procedures manual was circulated throughout the ministry during July
1993.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - PURCHASING POLICIES
REVIEW BY OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR GENERAL

Purchases in Contravention of State Supply Policies Finding
235. Mr RIPPER to the Attorney General

(1) Have staff in the office of the Auditor General reviewing purchasing
policies found that within the Crown Law Department there were
instances where goods of a value in excess of $50,000 were purchased
without going to public tender in contravention of tender practice
guidelines issued by the State Supply Commission?

(2) If yes, on which date did the Minister become aware formally or
informally that such a finding had been made or was likely to be made?

(3) If yes to (1), what action has the Minister taken to ensure compliance with
State Supply policies in the purchasing practices of her agencies?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1 )-(2)

I am advised by the Director General of the Ministry of Justice that the
matter raised first came to light during the latter part of 1992 in the term
of the then Labor government. The then Crown Law Department was
formally advised of the outcome of the audit, by letter, on 9 February
1993. The Under-Secretary of Law responded on 4 March 1993 stating
that corrective action had been taken. The Auditor General's report was
finally published during November 1993. There was no specific reference
to the Crown Law Department other than as one of the departments. I was
advised by the Ministry of Justice on 12 May 1994 as a result of the
newspaper article naming the department on 30 April 1994.

(3) Since the creation of the Mlinistry of Justice the requirements for public
tenders for purchases over $50 000 have been observed. A purchasing
procedures manual was circulated throughout the ministry during July
1993.

EASTON, BRIAN - EMPLOYED BY ATT'ORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
297. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:

(1) Is Mr Brian Easton still employed by the office of the Attorney General?
(2) If not, when did he cease to be so employed and what was his position and

level?
(3) If he is employed in the Ministry of Justice, what is his position and level

and on what date did he commence in that position?
(4) Was this position advertised?
(5) If yes, when and where?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(5) Not applicable.
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CORONERS ACT' - REVIEW, LEGISLATION INTRODUCTION
Remnoval of Body Parts Inquiry, Legilatdon Introduction

303. Mr D.L. SMIT7H to the Attorney General:
(1) Does the Attorney General intend to introduce legislation to implement

the recommendations of -
(a) the inquiry into the removal of body parts;
(b) the general review of the Coroners Act?

(2) If yes, when does the Attorney General expect to introduce this
legislation?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The Government is broadly supportive of the recommendations of the

report of the Committee of Inquiry into Aspects of Coronial Autopsies and
of the 1989 -Ad Hoc Committee into the Coroners Act. Accordingly,
legislation will be introduced to implement the broad thrust of the
recommendations contained in both reports.

(2) It is anticipated that a new Coroners Act will be introduced during the
1994 spring session.

PRISONS - CRIMINALLY INSANE HELD IN CUSTODY
Numnbers; Location; Longest Period of Time

307. Mr D.L SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) How many persons who could be described as criminally insane are still

being held in custody in Western Australia?
(2) Where are they being held?
(3) What is the longest period of time for which any such person still in

custody has been in custody?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2) Five at prisons and six held at Graylands Hospital.
(3) Eight years and 10 months.

ATrORNEY GENERAL - COMMITTEES OR PERSONS APPOINTED TO
INQUIRE INTO ]MATrERS UNDER HER PORTFOLIOS

311. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) How many committees or persons has the Attorney General appointed to

inquire into any matter under her various portfolio areas since she became
Attorney General?

(2) What is each of the inquiries called?
(3) When was the committee or person appointed for each such inquiry?
(4) What are the terms of their remuneration?
(5) When did they report, or when does she expect each of the ones which are

still outstanding to report?
(6) What has been the cost of each such inquiry to date?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(6) The member's question is not sufficiently clear as to indicate the

information being sought. If the member has a specific query relating to
inquiries I would be pleased to respond accordingly.
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PARLIAMENTARY COUNSEL'S OFFICE - SOLICITORS' EMPLOYMENT
Non Solicitors' Employment; Bills Drafing

318. Mr D.L. SMITTH to the Attorney General:
(1) How many solicitors are presently employed in the Parliamentary

Counsel's office?
(2) What are their classifications?
(3) How many non solicitors are employed in the Parliamentary Counsel's

office?
(4) What are their classifications?
(5) How many bills are currently being drafted by the Parliamentary

Counsel's office?
(6) How many other bils have been approved by Cabinet for drafting, on

which work has yet to start?

(7) What is the longest period of time that any bill still with the Parliamentary
Counsel's office has been there, in terms of the length of time since
Cabinet approval was given for drafting?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Fourteen permanent officers - two currently on maternity leave; one

contract officer.
(2) Parliamentary Counsel x 1

Deputy Parliamentary Counsel x 3
Assistant Parliamentary Counsel Class 4 x 1
Assistant Parliamentary Counsel Class 3 x 2
Assistant Parliamentary Counsel L 7/8 x 2
Assistant Parliamentary Counsel L 617 x 3
Assistant Parliamentary Counsel L 4/5 x 2

(3) Twelve.
(4) L6xl

L5 xl
L4x I
L3x3
L2x2
LI x4

(5) 71.
(6) 42 - no instructions to draft yet received.

17 - instructions to draft received but drafting not yet commenced.
(7) 15 months - Bill approved for drafting 22 March 1993. Finaised

instructions to draft received 31 May 1994.
WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - REVENUE FROM

WATER SERVICES, DOMESTIC AND BUSINESS
334. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) What is the Water Authority of Western Australia's projected total
revenue from domestic water consumers in -

(a) 1993-94;
(b) 1994-95?

(2) What is the Water Authority's project total revenue from business water
consumers in -

(a) 1993-94;
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(b) 1994-95?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) (a) $150.3m

(b) $157.4m
(2) (a) $119.1m

(b) $116.5m
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY TRIBUNAL - SMITHl AND MITCHELL CASE

AGAINST SANDALWOOD MOTEL PTY LTD
Right of Appeal

337. Mr PENDAL to the Attorney General:

Referring to the decision of die Equal Opportunity Tribunal on 15 April
1994 in the case of Shirley Smith and Josephine Mitchell against
Sandalwood Motel Pty Ltd -

(a) is there a right of appeal under the Equal Opportunity Act 1984;
(b) if so, to whom;
(c) is the Attorney General satisfied as to the adequacy or severity of

the tribunal's decision?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(a) Yes, on a question of law.
(b) The Supreme Court.
(c) It is not appropriate for the Attorney General to comment on a decision of

the Equal Opportunity Tribunal.
PRISONS - PRISONER MANAGEMENT PROBLEMS PREVENTION

396. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:
Further to the answer given to question on notice 103 of 1994, what
management regimes, incentives and disciplinary provisions will prevent
potential prisoner management problems?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
A hierarchical system of management operates in security prisons, where
prisoners are progressed through varying degrees of supervision according
to their conduct level. Incentives available to prisoners include reductions
in security rating at the appropriate time and transfer to minimum security
prisons or inclusion on home leave and community based work release.
Prisoners whose conduct is not satisfactory may not qualify. Good work
performance may result in an increase in gratuity. Loss of privileges for
specified periods may be imposed for a range of offences. In the event of
an escape related offence, a six month period of loss of privileges is
invoked upon return to custody. This is in addition to any sentence
imposed by a court for the escape. Such privileges include access to a TV
or radio in a prisoner's cell, contact visits and spending at the canteen.
Part VII of the Prisons Act 1981 provides other punishment options for
superintendents or visiting justices when dealing with prison offences.
Prison performance is taken in consideration by the Parole Board when
determining the dare of a prisoner's release on parole.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - AGENCIES LIMITING OR FAILING TO
RECORD INFORMATION TO AVOID OR LIMIT ACCESS

416. Dr CONSTABLE to the Attorney General
(1) Is the Government aware of any instances of agencies - within the

meaning of the Freedom of Information Act - implementing practices of
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limiting or failing to record information with the purpose of avoiding or
limiting die effectiveness of potential applications under the Act?

(2) Will the Minister or the Information Commissioner conduct or
commission studies to determine the extent of such practices?

(3) If yes, when?
(4) If no, why not?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Instances as outlined have not been drawn to my attention and the

Information Commissioner has received no complaints of this nature to
date.

(2)-(4) Thke Information Commissioner has jurisdiction should a complaint be
lodged concerning a decision by an agency about access to documents.
Any undesirable practice adopted by an agency which comes to the
commissioner's attention during the course of an investigation will be
reported upon, should it be contrary to good record keeping or the spirit of
the Freedom of Information Act.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - SOUTH WEST
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION AND PEEL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

AREAS
Staff Redundanci es; Positions Abolished; Community Group Funding; Saving

482. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Housing:
With respect to the areas covered by the South West Development
Commission and the Peel Development Commission and with respect to
each and every agency, board, department, statutory authority,
commission or other organisation for which the Minister may be
responsible, or which may operate under a Statute for which the Minister
may be responsible -I

(a) how many staff have been made redundant;
(b) how many and what positions have been abolished;
(c) what community groups have had their funding -

(i) declined;
(ii) withdrawn;
(iii) renewed;

(d) what has been the total saving to the State Government in respect
to each redundancy and/or reduction?

Mr PRINCE replied:
(a)-(b) None.
(c) The Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority does not provide community

groups with funding on a recurrent basis.
(d) None.

STATE BUDGET - CONSOLIDATED FUND ESTIMATES, BUDGET PAPER
Noa2

Adjustments to Revenue and Expenditure to Calculate Underlying Changes
532. Mr TAYLOR to die Treasurer:

What adjustments need to be applied to Consolidated Fund Estimates of -
(a) Revenue;
(b) Expenditure;
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as published in the 1994-95 Budget Paper No 2 in order to calculate
underlying changes?

Mr COURT replied:
The major adjustments in relation to changed accounting and funding
arrangements are set out in the following revenue and expenditure tables -

(a) Revenue Estimated
out-mum Estimated
1993-94 1994-95

600D9.4 5925.8

-38.5-

-56.7-

-99.9 -

-6.1 -21.1

Total revenue (as per estimates)
Accounting adjustments:

Australian National Training
Authority (the exchange of
cheques no longer applies)
Building Management Authority
(Since 1 January 1994 revenue
has been netted against the WA
Building Authority)
Revenue impact of net
appropriation arrangements
Fleetwest hire rates (since 1 July
1993 hire charges have been
credited to revenue and an
equivalent amount reappropriated
to a miust fund)
Full year impact of hypothecated
revenues

Adjusted revenues
Comprises:

Recurrent revenues
Capital revenues

(b) Expenditure E

Total expenditure (as per estimates)
Accounting adjustments:

Building Management Authority
(Impact of revenue adjustments
and expenditure recoups)
Australian National Training
Authority
Revenue and expenditure impact
of net appropriation arrangements
Transport Trust Fund (lower con-
tribution to MT bus operations)
FleetWest hire rates (reappropriation)
Full year impact of hypothecated
revenues

Adjusted expenditures
Comprises:

Recurrent expenditure
Capital expenditure

590427

5709.2

5 904.7

Estimated
1994-95

5 958.9

-59.9

-38.5

-108.0

-6. 1

5934.8

5 384.8
5=a

5 934.8

-0.9

5925.9

5424.6
50U

5925.9
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596. Mr
(1)
(2)

PILBARA - NATIONAL TRUST
GRAHAM to the Minister for Heritage:

Is there a representative of dhe Pilbara region on dhe National Trust?
If not -
(a) why not;
(b) by what processes are the interests of the Pilbara region

determined by this trust?
(3) If so -

(a) who is that representative;
(b) what qualifications does that representative have to represent the

Pilbara region;
(c) by whom was that representative nominated,
(d) on what date was that representative appointed?

(4) What are die processes used by this trust to solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions are made?

(5) What consultative processes are in place for this trust to deal with the
residents of the Pilbara?

(6) Has this trust visited the Pilbara region since 6 February 1993?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) If so -

(a) what towns in the Pilbara region have been visited by this miust
since 6 February 1993;

(b) what was/were the purpose/s of the visitls;
(c) with whom did the trust meet during its visitls?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Appointment to the National Trust is subject to the criteria as set out in

section 10(1)(b) of the National Trust of Australia (W.A.) Act 1964-1970.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) When the trust undertakes a task it publicly encourages the community to

participate in the program through various public seminars.
(5) See (4).
(6) Yes.
(7) Not applicable.
(8) (a) Roebourne, Exmouth and Port Hedland;

(b) to commence a conservation plan for Roebourne police complex,
and to conduct regional seminars on defence heritage sites; and

(c) the community and the local government authorities.
PILBARA - TOWN PLANNING APPEAL TRIBUNAL

Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Is there a representative of the Pilbara region on the Town Planning

Appeal Tribunal?
(2) If not -

(a) why not;

597.
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(b) by what processes are the interests of the Pilbara region
determined by this tribunal?

(3) If so -
(a) who is that representative;
(b) what qualifications does that representative have to represent the

Pilbana region;
(c) by whom was that representative nominated-,
(d) on what date was that representative appointed?

(4) What are the processes used by this tribunal to solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions are made?

(5) What consultative processes are in place for this tribunal to deal with the
residents of the Pilbara?

(6) Has this tribunal visited the Pilbara region since 6 February 1993?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) If so -

(a) what towns in the Pilbara region have been visited by this tribunal
since 6 February 1993;

(b) what was/were the purpose/s of the visit/s;
(c) with whom did the tribunal meet during its visit/s?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Representation of various regions' interests is guaranteed by the

constitution of the tribunal which is set out at section 42 of the Town
Planning and Development Act 1928 showing the requirements of the
three members -

(a) one shall be a practitioner as defined by the Legal Practitioners Act
1893 of not less than eight years' practice and standing;

(b) one shall be a person having knowledge of and experience in town
planning; and

(c) one shall be a person having knowledge of and experience in
public administration, commerce and industry.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) Not applicable. See answer to (7).
(5) Section 50 of the Town Planning and Development Act 1928 sets out the

grounds for the tribunal to examine various witnesses -

(1) The appeal tribunal may summon all persons required by a party or
by the appeal tribunal to give evidence before it and may examine
those persons on oath or affirmation and may require the
production of any documents, plans or other papers in the custody
or control of any party;

(2) the parties and their counsel, solicitors, witnesses and ali other
persons attending the appeal tribunal shall have the same rights
and privileges and shall be subject to the same obligations and
penalties as in the trial of an action at law in the Supreme Court;
and

(3) the appeal tribunal has, until it has made its determination, all the
powers of the Supreme Court insofar as may be necessary for
hearing and determining the appeal.
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(6) No.
(7) Theme has never been an appeal from the Pilbara region brought before

this tribunal.
(8) Not applicable.

PILBARA - TOWN PLANNING APPEAL COMMITTEE
598. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Is theme a representative of the Pilbara region on the Town Planning
Appeal Committee?

(2) If not -

(a) why not;
(b) by what processes ame the interests of the Pilbara region

determined by this committee?
(3) If so -

(a) who is that representative;
(b) what qualifications does that representative have to represent the

Pilbara region;
(c) by whom was that representative nominated;
(d) on what date was that representative appointed?

(4) What are the processes used by this committee to solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions are taken?

(5) What consultative processes are in place for this committee to deal with
the residents of the Pilbara?

(6) Has this committee visited the Pilbara region since 6 February 1993?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) If so -

(a) what towns in the Pilbara region have been visited by this
committee, since 6 February 1993;

(b) what was/were the purpose/s of the visit's;

(c) with whom did the committee meet during its visits's?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) The Town Planning Appeal Committee has members who have

qualifications and experience relevant to investigating town
planning appeals. It is not a body of regional representatives.

(b) The committee does not assess the relative interests of different
regions. Individual members investigate planning appeals arising
from decisions on specific development and subdivision
applications.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) When investigating an appeal in the Pilbara a committee member will

consult with the appellant and the local authority which represents
residents. All letters and submissions on an appeal received from
residents are taken into consideration.

(5) See answer to (4)-
(6) Committee members have visited the Pilbara on three occasions in this

period.
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(7)
(8)

599. Mr

(1)
(2)

Not applicable.
(a) Port Hedland and Karratha.
(b) To investigate appeals.
(c) In relation to three different appeals the individual committee

members met with the appellants, council officers, a police
sergeant, a school principal, residents and business operators.

PILBARA - BOARD OF VALUERS
GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning:

Is there a representative of the Pilbara region on the board of Valuers?
If not -

(a) why not;
(b) by what processes are the interests of the Pilbara region

determined by this board?
(3) iso -

(a) who is that representative;
(b) what qualifications does that representative have to re;

Pilbara region;
(c) by whom was that representative nominated;
(d) on what date was that representative appointed?

(4) What are the processes used by this board to solicit the vie
residents of the Pilbara when decisions are taken?

(5) What consultative processes are in place for this board to de2
residents of the Pilbara?

(6) Has this board visited the Pilbara region since 6 February 1993?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) If so -

(a) what towns in the Pilbama region have been visited by

(b)
(c)

Mir LEWIS

(1)-(8)

since 6 February 1993;
what was/were the purpose/s of the visit/s;
with whom did the board meet during its visit/s?

replied:

)resent the

ws of the

J with the

this board,

The Board of Valuers has no jurisdiction outside of the metropolitan
region.

PILBARA - STATE PLANNING COMMISSION
Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Is there a representative of the Pilbara region on the State Planning

Commission?
(2) If not -

(a) why not;
(b) by what processes am the interests of the Pilbara region

determined by this commission?
(3) If so -

(a) who is that representative;

601.

2730



[Wednesday, 3 August 19941]73

(b) what qualifications does that representative have to represent the
Pilbara, region;

(c) by whom was that representative nominated,
(d) on what date was that representative appointed?

(4) What are the processes used by this commission to solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions are taken?

(5) What consultative processes are in place for this commission to deal with
the residents of the Pilbara?

(6) Has this commission visited the Pilbara. region since 6 February 1993?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) If so -

(a) what towns in the Pilbara region have been visited by this
commission, since 6 February 1993;

(b) what was/were the purpose/s of the visit/s;
(c) with whom did the commission meet during its visit/s?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) With a five member body comprising part-time members it is

impossible to make appointments based on regional representation.
(b) By consultation with local government authorities, regional

development commissions, community groups as necessary and
advertisement of pians of proposals for public comment.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) See answer (2)(b).
(5) Direct liaison with local government authorities, regional development

commissions and by departmental officer representation on various
committees undertaking studies in the area and public consultation.

(6) No.
(7) As noted in part (2)(b), members of the commission are part-time with

heavy commitments in other areas of employment. Visits to various parts
of the state are therefore not easily accomplished. However, departmental
support staff make regular visits and confer most directly with local
government authorities.

(8) Not applicable.
METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME - STAGE 4 INTERIM[ REPORT,
SEMENIUK RESEARCH GROUP REPORT, NO RELEASE DECISION

703. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Does the Minister support the decision taken by the Corporate Executive

of the Department of Planning and Urban Development not to release
copies of the report of the Semeniuk Research Group (1992)
Environmental and Landscape Audit of the South West. North West,
North East, South East and Foothills Corridors, Perth Metropolitan Area,
Stage 4 Interim Report?

(2) If so, for what reason or reasons?
(3) Is the Minister aware this report has been used as a reference source in the

Perth Environmental Review of the proposed Perth Darwin National
Highway from Reid Highway to Muchea?
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(4) If so, how does the Minister expect community groups to respond to the
proposed amendments to the Metropolitan Region Scheme if they are
unable to have copies of the reports used as reference material?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) The corporate executive decision was to make the reports available for

inspection in the Department of Planning and Urban Development's
library.

(2) Ihe reports were never intended for publication. They are preliminary
working drafts.

(3) Yes.
(4) See answer to0(1).

TAB - PUBTABS
Locations near Existing Agents; Compensation Scheme Reduction

724. Mrs MALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and
Gamning:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the Totalisator Agency Board is locating

PubTabs in close proximity to existing agents who have invested
significant capital through the franchise system?

(2) Will the Minister explain why the PubTab compensation scheme has been
reduced to one year only in these circumstances?

Mr COWAN replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -
(1) The Minister is aware that the TAB is locating PubTabs within 3

kilometres of existing agencies.
(2) The TAB is able to establish agencies at its absolute discretion and

has no contractual liability to agents in respect of turnover and
remuneration losses as a result. Notwithstanding, the board
decided to implement a compensation scheme in 1991 subject to
review. Following the review of this scheme in 1993 the board
determined that the 12-month compensation scheme provided
more than sufficient time to enable an affected agent to recover
from any downturn which may be experienced as a result of the
PubTab agency opening.

TAB - NATIONAL POOL FOR NOVELTY BETS
725. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and

Gaming:
Is the Totalisator Agency Board involved in any negotiations to establish a
national pool for novelty bets such as trifeccas, quinellas. doubles, and
quartets?

Mr COWAN replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -
Yes. A national superfecta pool managed by the New South Wales TAB
has been approved by racing Ministers, but only New South Wales and
Western Australia appear likely to participate in the short term.

TAB - VICTAB, PRIVATISATION
726. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and

Gamning:
Will the Minister advise on the effect of the privatisation of VicTab on the
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Western Australian Totalisator Agency Board in the area of inducement to
punters?

Mr COWAN replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -

All states except South Austraia have a policy of prohibiting the payment
of inducements to TAB punters. However, the policy may need to be
reviewed, depending upon the mode of operation adopted by the
privatised 'Victorian TAB, TABCORP. It is premature to advise on any
effects at this stage.

TAB - AGENCIES, SECURITY UPGRADE
727. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and

Gaming:
(1) Will the Minister instruct the Totalisator Agency Board to act on

recommendation 8 of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee's report on the TAB to upgrade security at TAB agencies as a
matter of priority.

(2) If not, why not.
Mr COWAN replied:

The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) It is a matter to be determined by the board of the Totalisator

Agency Board in accordance with subsections 2 and 3 of section 4
of the Totalisator Agency Board Betting Act, as the Minister may,
in accordance with section 5(3) of the Act, only give to the board
directions of a general character as to the exercise of its functions.

TAB - BOARD, RESTRUCTURE
TABistros, Control of Sky Channel on Large Screens Policy

728. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and
Gaming:
(1) Does that the Minister intend restructuring the Board of the Totalisator

Agency Board and removing representatives of the three codes and TAB
agents?

(2) What is the TAB's policy on control of Sky Channel on large screens in
TABistros?

(3) Does the hotel or the TABistro have first priority on the large monitor?
Mr COWAN replied:

The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -

(1) Cabinet has not determined the Government's response to the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee's
recommendation that "the TAB Betting Act 1960 be amended and
the Board be reconstituted. The new Board should be appointed
by the Governor and comprise no more than seven members
selected on the basis of business/commercial expertise and
industry experience, but excluding current officials of any
principal club."

(2) The TAB supplies large screen TV sets to TABistro agencies for
use by TAB agents and the hotel proprietor to enhance the
"entertainment" atmosphere at the location. TAB policy is that
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major sporting events are a priority for these sets. When there are
no major events being telecast, agents should screen Sky Channel
on the large TV.

(3) During TAB agency hours, TAB agents have priority for the large
TV and this is passed to the hotel when the TAB agency closes.

TAB - TABISTROS
729. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Mlinister for Racing and

Gaming:
(1) Has Totalisator Agency Board policy on the number and location of

TABisnr's changed in the last 18 months?
(2) Is there a maximum or minimum number to be established?
(3) What is it?
(4) What factors are considered when the decision is made to establish a

TABistro?
(5) When a TABistni is established does the agreement between the hotel and

the TAB include the requirement on the hotel that meals be served during
business hours of the TAB in the adjacent Bistro area?

(6) If so. does the TAB enforce the terms of the agreement?
(7) If not, why not?
Mr COWAN replied:

The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2)
No.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) The location and profile of the hotel, the physical suitability of the

hotel premises, the availability of parking, and the business
acumen of the hotel operator.

(5) There is no formal agreement between TAB and the hotel
operators regarding the provision of meals in TABistros.

(6)-(7) Not applicable.
TAB - AGENCIES IN SHOPPING CENTRES

730. Mrs HALLAHAN to the inister representing the Minister for Racing and
Gaming:

Does the Totalisator Agency Board intend establishing agencies in
locations such as shopping centres which would be convenient for women
punters?

Mrt COURT replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply-
Many TAB agencies are located within shopping precincts and some in
shopping centres. The TAB Strategic Management Plan allows for
improved service in shopping centres and the potential of this will be
further examined during the development of the TAB's network plan.

TAB - STAND ALONE AGENCIES
731. Mrs HALLAHAN to the inister representing the Minister for Racing and

Gaming:
(1) Does the Totalisator Agency Board intend maintaining stand alone

agencies?
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(2) If so, how many and where?
Mr COURT replied:

The Minister for Racing and Gamning has provided the following reply -

NQ) Yes.
(2) The TAB's network plan will set broad objectives regarding the

mix of agency types, but the exact number and location of each
will depend on circumstances and opportunities that arise from
time to time.

TAB - PROFIT ON PROPERTIES SOLD, REFURBISHMENT FUNDS
732. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and

Gaming:
Where Totalisator Agency Board properties are sold, is any percentage of
the income derived retained in reserve for refurbishment of agencies
which will be required in future years?

Mr COWAN replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gamning has provided the following reply-
The TAB Board decides on the retention of profits from the sale of assets
on a case by case basis. Profit on properties sold on the transfer of
agencies into TABistro locations are currently retained to fund the
establishment of TABistros and the upgrade of agencies. In addition,
approximately $3.5m is budgeted in 1994-95 to be expended on TAB
agencies.

PLANNING - APPEALS
Video Game Parlours or Pool-Snooker Centres, Local Governemt Areas

734. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) How many planning appeals have been lodged with the Minister since

February 1993 seeking approval for the establishment of video game
parlours or pool-snooker centres contrary to the determination of local
government authorities?

(2) How many of these appeals have been upheld by the Minister?
(3) What were the local government authority areas of these appeals where

they were upheld in whole or part by the Minister, dismissed totally or yet
to be determined?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) Four.
(2) Three.
(3) City of Perth - Mt Lawley

Appeal upheld against council's imposition of a 12 month only approval
period for an amusement centre within existing commercial premises.
City of Bayswater - Noranda
Appeal upheld against council's refusal of an amusement parlour within
an existing shopping centre.
City of Stirling - Mt Lawley
Appeal upheld against council's refusal of a pool and snooker centre
within existing commercial premises.
Town of Port Hedland - Cooke Point
Appeal yet to be finalised against council's refusal of an amusement
centre within an existing shopping centre.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ATTORNEY GENERAL - NATIONAL PARTY SUPPORT
144. Dr GALLOP to the Deputy Premier

I refer to the Deputy Premier's refusal yesterday to commit his party to
full support of the Attorney General. I now ask die Leader of the National
Party again to state his party's policy.
(1) Is it the case that the National Party has strong reservations about

the member for Kingsley remaining as Attorney General?
(2) Does the National Party fully endorse the Premier's refusal to have

the Attorney General stand aside?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1)-(2) A much more famous person than I made the statement in this place that if

the Opposition wants to come fishing it should bring a little bit better bait
than it has just offered.

Mr Taylor: It was not bad bait yesterday. You took the hook, line and sinker.
Mr COWAN: The fact of the matter is that I gave the member for Victoria Park

an answer. I am very disappointed that other members of the Opposition
front bench have demonstrated the same hearing affliction he has.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: Maybe we can make the excuse that the level of interjections was

pretty high and people did not hear.
Several members interjected.
TMe SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: Let us just hope for one moment we can have some peace, so that I

can state -

Mr Hill: Why are you waffling?
Mr COWAN: I want to make die point. Let me state in clear terms, so that

people cannot draw conclusions and then write quite dishonest
impressions about what was said.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many interjections. The interjections

do not even allow the person on his feet to respond to previous
interjections. I ask members for their cooperation in allowing die Deputy
Premier to say what he wishes to say.

Mr COWAN: I finish by repeating exactly what I said yesterday, which the
Opposition and Press chose not to hear. I am not going to rise to the bait.
If members opposite want to go fishing they should try someone else. Let
me cell members what I said. I said this: If the Opposition wants to
introduce a substantive motion, I challenge it to do so, and it will see the
National Party's response.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Despite the comment I made a few moments ago

certain members continue to interject. I ask and advise them not to
continue to do so. The member for Swan Hills.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Resume your seat, member for Swan Hills. I formally
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call to order the member for Cockbun. I am very close to doing the same
for the member for Morley. I advise you not to interject when I am on my
feet.

PERPETUAL T RUSTEES WA LTD - IMPROPRIETY ALLEGATIONS
145. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Premier:

Is the Premier aware of allegations of impropriety by the management and
directors of Perpetual Trustees made by the member for Nollamara in this
Parliament yesterday?

Mr COURT replied:
Mr Speaker, yesterday -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the member

for Peel.
Mr COURT: With the full support of the Leader of the Opposition the member

for Nollamara made some outrageous allegations in this Parliament. He
accused a member of my family, along with the management and directors
of Perpetual Trustees, of grass mismanagement, of brealdng die Trustee
Act, the legislation in this state; he questioned the management of
Perpetual Trustees and exposed the personal financial dealings of a
husband and wife, whose only sin is to be memibers of the Liberal Party.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will come to order.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I formally call to order the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr COURT: He used provocative language to say that the public could have no

trust in this company and mentioned grave disquiet about its lending
practices.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Like most things they do -
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Fremantle.
Mr COURT: They got it completely wrong.
Several members interjected.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order die member for Nollamara.
Mr COURT: Everything that company did was completely above board Yes; it

did lend money, but it was within the 66.66 per cent limit laid down in the
Trustee Companies Act.

Mr Kobelke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Nollamnara.
Mr COURT: The member is now questioning the valuations by L.J. Hooker

(WA) Pty Ltd.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
Mr COURT: Now he is going a step further.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Nollamara for
the second time.

Mr Taylor You cannot expect him to sit there when he is under attack like that;
call the Premier to order.

Mr COURT: Not only was it in line with the trustee laws, but also personal
guarantees were given by the directors and shareholders of the company
involved. At the end of this reply, I will table the letter that outlines those
matters. Do members think anyone will get an apology on this matter?
Do they think that Perpetual Trustees (WA) Ltd. one of the oldest, most
conservative, credible, solid financial institutions in this country -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: I suggest members opposite listen to this. In its long history as a

francial institution, Perpetual Trustees has not lost one cent of trust
money. Can any member opposite say his government did not lose any
money? Not at all. I listen to the carping of the member for Nollamara -

Mr Taylor interjected.
The SPEAKER: I formally call to order the Leader of the Opposition for the

second time.
Mr COURT: The member for Nollamara was fully awart of the problems

surrounding the Western Women group, and did absolutely nothing about
it.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: This irresponsible action can easily destroy confidence in the

community because as members opposite all know, a little mud always
sticks. These types of allegations damage the credibility of the company
and the individuals concerned and they damage the credibility of the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Taylor: Not at all.
Mr COURT: A false, wild allegation has been made by a discredited Opposition.

Another incident occurred last week in a similar vein when the member
for Ashburton took it on himself to brief the media in Karratha that Ansett
Australia had won a contract for government business because my brother
worked with Anseu. That suggestion was put to me on air. I put on the
record again that it was an outrageous allegation. My brother served the
previous Labor government loyally as a tourist commissioner. He did not
betray the confidence of that government, yet one of its members has
made those incorrect cowardly attacks. Allegations such as the ones made
by members opposite hurt innocent people. One false allegation after
another has been made.

Mr McGinty interjected.

Point of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I ask that the member for Fremantle withdraw that

comment.
Mr McGinty: He is a hypocrite.
The SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Mitchell and the member

for Fremantle. They should not interject when I am on my feet. I have
not stopped members from using the term hypocrite, although I have
always felt that it was on the margin. I do not ask the member to
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withdraw the word. However, we would be better off if members did not
use that ward.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr COURT: We have heard outrgeous allegations associated with the Penny

Easton affair and we have also heard outrgeous allegations against the
Vietnamese gentleman which turned out completely false. Before too
many momn allegations are made I suggest that members opposite and the
Leader of the Opposition rethink the standards that they arm applying in
relation to these matters.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Members opposite made those false allegations yesterday. We do

not expect an apology, because it is not the way they do business. The
Leader of the Opposition sits there and allows these things to go on, week
after week. He has the morals of Pontius Pilate. He is prepared to throw
innocent people to the rabble to protect his own weak leadership. I table
this document.

[See paper No 224.]
Several members interjected.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the member

for Mitchell.
Several members interjected.
Mr Taylor interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the third time the Leader of

the Opposition.

LIGHTS - PARLIAMENT HOUSE
146. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Heritage:

I refer to reports that the member for South Perth has glowingly endorsed
the design and aesthetics of the lights installed in this Chamber as adding
to the heritage value of Parliament House -

(1) Was the Heritage Council advised and consulted on the design of
the lights?

(2) Were adverse reports from the heritage section of the Building
Management Authority ignored when the design of the lights was
approved?

(3) Does the Minister agree that the design of the lights adds to the
heritage value of Parliament House?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1)-(3)

I suppose things are in the eye of the beholder.
Dr Gallop: Heritage issues aren't; they are scientifically determined. That is

something you don't know anything about. Just look at Council House.
Mr LEWIS: The member for Victoria Park is a fool. The member for South

Perth's opinion on the lights is his business and my opinion on the lights is
my business. Indeed, I have my own opinions on the lights, but I am not
qualified to give specialist technical advice.
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Mrs Haflahan: Did you consult those who do have that technical expertise?
Mr LEWIS: Of course I did not, simply because the matter has nothing to do with

me,. but with the House Committee of this Parliament. As I understand it -
I was not given any notice of this question - the Heritage Council of
Western Australia was not asked for an opinion.

CONSULTANTS, GOVERNMENT - REPORTS TABLING
147. Dr CONSTABLE to the Premier:

I commend the Premier on the quarterly reports on government travel. As
a further measure of government accountability will he undertake to table
on a regular basis comprehensive reports of all details of all consultants
engaged by the Government?

Mr COURT replied:
We have been asked to provide information on the consultants used by
Government. I do not see any difficulty at all in tabling that information
on a regular basis. We have started that process with travel and that will
be extended to include all travel, imprest travel, and the report relating to
consultants can be put together on a regular basis

COASTAL MANAGEMENT - LOCAL GOVERNMENT, COMMONWEALTH
FUNDING $70m

148. Mr JOHNSON to the Minister for Planning:
Some notice of this question has been given. Has the Mfinister's attention
been drawn to claims by the Leader of the Opposition that the Minister
has decided to opt out of a national coastal committee, thereby depriving
Western Australian local government councils of a proposed $70m
Federal funds for coastal rehabilitation programs? Is there any truth in
these claims?

Mr LEWIS replied:
I thank the member for the question. This is another glaring example of
how the Leader of the Opposition goes around the State spreading untruths
and misquoting what the Government is doing.

Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr LEWIS: The Opposition has had a captive audience and been absolutely

untruthful.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: The facts are that there is no $70m magic bag of money that the

Federal Government has allocated to local government for coastal
management. There is none. The truth is that the resource assessment
committee, a committee put in place by the Federal Government to look at
coastal management around Australia, recommended to the Federal
Government that there should be $70m. TMe Federal Government rejected
the resource assessment committee's recommendations and no money has
been allocated. What happened is that all states of Australia rejected the
resource assessment committee's assessments and recommendations on
coastal management in Australia. The Western Australian Government
stated to the Federal Government that it have no right to intervene in land
management on land in Western Australia. Indeed, a right exists offshore,
but no right exists onshore to intervene in the proper orderly management
of land in Western Australia. That right is vested in the State Government
which has controlled it adequately since 1829 or thereabouts. The
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message sent by us to the Federal Government, and endorsed by all states
of Australia, including Queensland, is to tell the Federal Government to
keep out of stat government business. Coastal management has not been
reviewed in this state for 15 years. Due to its multidisciplined nature
across many departments, a specialist committee headed by the former
president of the Western Australian Local Government Association, Hon
Bruce Donaldson, has been farmed. He, together with two experts in
coastal management, will review coastal management. Its functions will
be to coordinate the province of Western Australia. The task group has
attended 10 regional hearings in this state from Broome to Esperance and
will report to me in the next month or so. A loud and clear message has
been sent to the Federal Government to keep its nose out of coastal
management in this state. However, the state is sending two people as
observers to meetings next week on coastal management, and pending
their report a decision will be made regarding future attendance.

BADDOCK, ROB - DEATH, POLICE INQUIRY
149. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister for Police:

I refer the Minister to his answer to a question in the House yesterday
when he confirmed that the police are currently investigating outstanding
criminal allegations arising from the Kyle inquiry. Will the Minister now
confirm that the investigation into the death of Wanneroo City Councillor
Rob Baddock has been reopened?

Mr WIESE replied:
I object very strongly to the way in which the question is framed because
it alleges that I said things that I did not say. Nowhere in my answer
yesterdlay did I confirm that police are currently investigating outstanding
criminal allegations arising from the Kyle inquiry.

Mr Ripper: But they are not investigating them.
Mr WJIESE: Listen, you galak, to what I am saying.

Withdrawal of Remtark
The SPEAKER: Order! I call upon the Minister to withdraw that word.
Mr WIESE: I apologise, Mr Speaker, and I withdraw unconditionally.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr WIESE: The interjection made exactly the point that I am trying to make; that

is, there is a very poor practice in this Parliament of makcing allegations in
questions about remarks that were never made. For the information of
members, I will read part of the answer that I gave yesterday so that the
matter is cleared up. I said -

I would have thought that the member would be aware that the
allegations of impropriety or illegality highlighted during the Kyle
inquiry into the City of Wanneroo have already been referred to
both the Director of Public Prosecutions and the Western
Australian Police Force for further investigation.

Nowhere in that answer was there any reference to the words which the
question alleges I used.
In answering the question, I advise the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Peel that I have been advised by the Commissioner of Police
that the Coroner, in conjunction with the Police Department, is currently
reviewing the circumstances of the death of Mr Baddock.
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INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS - SECRET BALLOTS BEFORE STRIKE,
LEGISLATION

150. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Labour Relations:
When does the Minister intend introducing legislation to allow the secret
ballot by workers before they take strike action?

Mr KIERATH replied:
It is my hope that the legislation will be in this House before the end of
this year and will be part of die second wave of die industrial relations
reform which I have no doubt will be as successful as the first wave. It
has been interesting to watch the attempts by the member for Victoria
Park to hang onto the coat-tails of the new Labour leader in the United
Kingdom, Mr Blair. The member for Victoria Park is claiming to be very
influential in the development of his thinking, predominantly through a
number of late night talk sessions! Recently. I was in the UK and the
Labour Party in the UK has become more modem and progressive in its
thinking, unlike the dinosaurs that we have to tolerate in this state. Part of
its platform is that there will be no return to die trade union legislation of
the 1970s and secret ballots before strikes and union elections will stay. It
is also part of its platform that there will be no mass or flying pickets. The
Labour Party in the UK has become very progressive. I spoke to the
Trade Union Congress while I was there and was told that it was the best
thing that had ever happened to the trade union movement.

Mr Court: Did they mention Geoff's name?
Mr KIERATH: No, they did not mention his name, but they said the employees

won because they did not go out on nuisance strikes and were paid more
money, and the employers won because they did not have to put up with
the nuisance strikes. It is another situation in which everyone is winning,
but not the troglodytes opposite who are still living in the last century. It
will be an interesting dilemma for die member for Victoria Park. Will he
be a modemn, progressive Labor member of Parliament in this state or will
be be controlled by the people who control his party's purse strings - his
trade union mates and their colleagues? If he is as progressive and
influential and is so aligned with Mr Tony Blair as he thinks he is, I will
have great pleasure in acceptiig his support for the Government's secret
ballots legislation. Howevbr, I have grave fears that he will adopt the
same Jurassic stance as his mates by displaying the same terrible dinosaur
tendencies as they do and will not support it. It will be a great tragedy.
He is trying to be very influential but he will not support the legislation
and I sam absolutely sure of that. I appreciate his dilemma, but I look
forward to his support later this year.

SGIO INSURANCE LIMITED - PROSPECTUS
151. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

I refer the Premier to his letter to investors included in the 5010
prospectus. I also refer to the statement made by the company to its
annual general meeting on 23 May 1994 that it was still on track to meet
its projected profit of $28.5m.
I also remind die Premier of the company's announcement that investment
income to the end of May was only $1 1.8m, suggesting a shortfall of over
$6.7m on that contained in the prospectus.
(1) Will the Premier advise the House whether he was aware of the

drop in investment income suffered by the SGIO at the time his
statement was published?
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(2) Will he advise whether he ever discussed with the company or its
advisers the need for a supplementary prospectus to be issued?

Mr COURT replied:

The prospectus was prepared on the basis of the infonmation that was
available. I was never advised that there would be changes to the
projections on investment income. The member opposite should know
that is one of the things inside an insurance company that does not go up
and down - it is something he did not learn with the State Government
Insurance Commission which is facing a loss in excess of $300m.
Investment income is an important component. I was not aware that it
would change and the foreword in the prospectus was prepared on the
information available then. It is a good float and like all floats it
fluctuates up and down. The current management of that operation is
running a good insurance company and it will be a good long-term
iflvestmeflL

URANIUM MINING - GOVERNMENT POLICY
152. Mr AINSWORTH to the Minister for Resources Development:

Given the confusion and conflict created by the Federal Government over
the mining of uranium, will the Minister clarify the position of the
Western Australian Government on uranium mining?

Mr C.. BARNETFT replied:
I thank the member for the question because it is an important issue for
Western Australia. Under the Federal Government's three mine uranium
policy only three mines can produce uranium for export and they are
Ranger and Nabarlek in the Northern Territory and Olympic Damn in South
Australia. In recent weeks a number of statements have been made by
leading identities within the Labor Party on this issue. Its national
president, Barry Jones, showed that he did not understand the policy,
Senator Bob Collins described the policy as sitting on the fence and
Gordon Bilney agreed with Bob Collins. The member for Eyre described
it as hypocritical. Prime Minister Paul Keating described it to the Western
Australian Government as a policy that will stay in place.
The impact of the policy must be clearly understood. The policy does not
mean that the use of uranium for peaceful purposes will diminish. The
growth in the usage of uranium is 'estimated at 1 per cent over the next
15 years and its price is expected to double from $US 10 to $U520 a
pound. The only impact of the Australian three mine uranium policy is to
guarantee that Canada, not Australia, will meet the growing demand.
Australia has 30 per cent of the world's uranium reserves, yet it supplies
only 10 per cent of the world's output. Canada has 18 per cent of the
world's uranium reserves and it supplies 30 per cent of the world's
demand and that is increasing. Not only is there confusion in Australia,
but also the wrong message is being given overseas. Indonesia, one of our
closest neighbours, is investing in nuclear power.

Mr Marlborough: Do you support nuclear power?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, I do, although not for Australia at the present time.

Nevertheless, I support the use of nuclear power.
Legitimate safety questions arise in Indonesia as it is in an earthquake
prone zone. Recently our Foreign Minister, Senator Gareth Evans, was in
Indonesia telling people that they can buy uranium from Australia;
however, at home his government has a policy which does not support his
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comments. 'The Western Australian Government firmly believes that the
three mine uranium policy should be scrapped. The member for Eyre is of
the same view. Indeed, the Leader of the Opposition and the Labor Party
in this state would help this debate by expressing unequivocal support for
the abolition of the three mine policy, which is an absolute nonsense.

NINGALOO MARINE PARK - PETROLEUM TENEMENTS
153. Mrs HENDERSON to die Premier:

I refer to the Premier's recent announcement regarding drilling at the
Ningaloo marine park. Will he confirm that as a consequence of this
decision the boundaries of petroleum tenements, including EP 325, that
currently extend into the park will be altered?

Mr COURT replied:
A number of tenements are involved in the area of the Ningaloo marine
park, and I believe the member is referring to the two tenements at the top
end of the park. I would not see the boundaries changing, but a
prohibition on drilling applies in those areas.

Mrs Henderson: So you will leave them in place?
Mr COURT: The previous government put them in place! They will stay there

because they have already been issued, but as they are within the Ningalno
marine park they wfll not be able to do any drilling within the tenements.
Does the member have a problem with that?
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