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Thursday, 15 September 1994

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 10.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - ROAD TRAINS, METROPOLITAN AREA
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.03 am]: I
present a petition in the following terms -

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned ask the State Government to reverse its decision to allow
road trains up to 45 metre (140 feet) long to hravel along Thomas Road, South
West Highway, Bedfordale Hill Road and Mbany Highway.
We believe that road trains in the metropolitan area will cause serious accidents,
traffic hazards, excessive noise, and damage to our roads.
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 235 signatures and I certify that it conforns to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the Roust.
[ See petition No 107.J

PETITION.- URBAN BUSHLAND, KELMSCOTr, PROTECTION
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale - Deputy Leader of die Opposition) [10.04 am]: 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 urgently seek to protect and preserve the unique remnant of
urban banksia bushland fronm development at Kelmscott. We therefore request
funding assistance as a matter of high prioiy from the State Government, to
purchase the land located at the junction of Camillo Road, Railway Avenue and
Bray Street, Kelmscott in the City of Armadale (Lots 1, 2 and 3 Cammillo Road
and Lots 4, 5 and 6 Bray Street) in line with the draft Urban Bushland Strategy.
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 577 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petitdon be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 106.]

PETITION - SEWERAGE, SWAN VIEW
MRS van do KLASHORST (Swan Hills) [10.05 am]: I present a petition which
reads -

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 as Swan View
residents bounded by Talbot Road, Chapman Street, Frost Street and Reynolds
Drive, that the Government and Parliament of Western Australia provide deep
sewerage facilities in our immediate area.
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The urban precinct we live in is presently isolated from existing sewerage
facilities in the wider suburb and septic tank systems have not proved successful
due to the heavy clay soils in the area.
We are all prepared to make a modest contribution towards the extension of
nearby sewer mains.
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 25 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 108.]

MINISTERiAL STATEMENT - ATTORNEY GENERAL
Justices of the Peace Review

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [10.07 am]: In November 1993 I
appointed a review committee chaired by Stipendiary Magistrate Mr Peter Thobaven to
review the system of justices of the peace and commissioners for declarations in Western
Australia. This review acknowledges that the system of justices must remain responsive
and efficient in the context of changing laws and community expectations.
The recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody
concerning JPs were also considered by the review in the Western Australian context
The review addressed four key areas of concern; namely, the appointment process of iNs
and commissioners for declarations; the powers and responsibilities of both; the
effectiveness of existing training programs regarding the contemporary needs of victims
and Aboriginal and ethnic communities; and, suitability of existing registration systems.
The committee's report contains some 78 recommendations, and I thank all committee
members for their contribution to public discussion and, ultimately, decisions on the
future of the system in Western Australia.
I now touch on just a few of the 78 recommendations: It was recommended that the
classification for justices be changed to cover active and inactive JPs, with 70 years as
the standard retirement age. In accordance with the views of the Perth Coroner, Mr
McCann, the committee recommended that the power of justices of the peace to be
coroners be removed, and that the powers under numerous other Acts be examined. The
review also recommended that members of Parliament not be appointed as justices of the
peace or that, if they are, they must undertake the mandatory training. The report also
recommended moves to streamline administrative procedures.
An abridged version of the report including ail recommendations, has been produced to
ensure that it is widely accessible and that all Western Australians have an opportunity to
comment No critical decisions about the future will be made until all public submissions
have been fully considered. Copies of the complete report will be forwarded to key
stakeholders, and a copy will be available at all Ministry of Justice-operated courts
around the State. Also, copies will be available at electorate offices of all members. I
expect multiple copies of the summary report to be distributed to electorate offices early
next week, and I look forward to receiving submissions by 7 November 1994. An
advertisement to this effect will appear in The West Australian on Saturday. A copy of
the full report, which I table, will be distributed to members today.
[See paper No 295.1

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS
Industrial Relations Legislation, Public lInformation Camwaign

MRt KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [10.10 an]: Members will
be aware that an allocation of $400 000 was made in the 1994-95 Budget to inform the
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public fturther about the changes to the Western Australian industria relations legislation.
The Department of Productivity and Labour Relations is about to start a new information
campaign on television and in newspapers. I also inform the House that this public
information campaign has been ready for some time but was put on hold until after the
Helena by-election. This is despite the fact that the campaign is totally apolitical and
provides information which the Opposition and the unions have called for at various
times. It is a direct response camnpaign inviting the public to call on the department to
obtain expert advice about workplace agreements.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Tornlie.
Mr KIERATH: The department will have advisory teams available to go, on request,
into the workplace to inform employees and employers. They will1 be able to answer the
"How, when, where and why" of workplace agreements. The expenditure for this new
information phase is $179 540.65, which includes all production, on-air and publishing
costs. The television commercials are quite special; they are very different fronm anything
currently on air and should attract a great deal of interest. They feature an animation
technique and were produced by a Western Australian company. There is also a short
instructional video, recently produced at a cost of about $13 000, which can be shown at
meetings of people interested in workplace agreements.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Thomnlie.
Mr KIERATH: I will provide the names of the advertising agency, the film company and
the remainder of the details concerning the production should any members require them.
Our expenditure is chickenfeed compared with the taxpayer-funded $27m package the
Federal Government is spending to promote Mr Brereton's industrial relations reforms.
With this $27m, Mr Brereton has set up what he calls "a reservoir of bargaining
knowledge of experience". That is straight-out waffle. The $27m is no more than an
attempt to prop up Mr Brereton's JR Act which is a flop. The Opposition in this House
and the union movement were wrong when they called our workplace agreements "sign
or resign" contracts. That was a scare tactic. Our workplace agreements are sensible and
functional while the Brereton legislation is overloaded with complexities.
There are 487 sections in the federal reforms and section 170 alone has 130 subsections.
How is this for a complicated piece of legislation? Section I7OMD(7)(b)(i)(A)! It has
been described as alphabet soup.
The federal industrial relations Act has already been amended twice and it is still not
right. The Western Australian reforms are easy to understand and offer equality, fairness
and the freedomn of choice; and that is exactly what the new phase of our information
campaign will continue to say.
In conclusion, I must say that in view of the misinformation campaign being conducted
by the Miscellaneous Workers Union over the workers at the Returned Services League
home in Geraldton, this new advertising campaign is most timely and will help tell the
true story to this State's workers.

MOTION - TIME MANAGEMENT SESSIONAL ORDER
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe -Leader of the House)1O. 13 am]: I move -

That for the balance of the present session, unless otherwise ordered the
following order shall apply -

(a) at any time during the sitting of the House or Committee, the Leader of
the House or a Minister acting on his behalf may move a motion without
notice specifying or varying the specification of time to be allotted to, or
for the completion of, any business or any stages or parts of that business,
but a motion may be moved in Committee only in relation to the business
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then before that Committee. Debate on that motion shall not exceed 20
minutes and no member may speak to it for more than five minutes;

(b) when the tine allotted to any business under this order has expired, the
person presiding shall put every question necessary to complete the
business in accordance with the time allotted without permitting further
debate or amendments, and shall in the case of a Bill in Committee also
put to the vote any amendment to the Bill proposed by a Minister or
Parliamentary Secretary, if those amendments appear on the Notice Paper
for that day;

(c) if any other business is before the House or Committee when a time
specified in accordance with paragraph (a) is reached, that other business
shall be interrupted and set down as an Order of the Day for that day's
sitting without a question put and the item of business subject to the time
allocation shall be called upon; and

(d) a closure under Standing Order 158 may not be moved on any question
which is the subject of time allotted under this order.

This sessional order is simply about the management of the time of this House. There are
a number of compelling reasons why this Parliamnent, and this House in particular, should
manage its time better. First, management of time in itself simply me~ans we work
through our parliamentary program, our agenda, in an orderly and systematic way.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr CJ. BARNEUT: Surely the Parliament is capable of doing what any business
organisation, sporting or social club is able to do: That is, manage its time and priorities
properly.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr CJ. BARNET: By managing our time properly we will, among other things, avoid
the rather crass situation that occurs at the end of every parliamentary year when large
numbers of Bills are rushed through this House on the last sitting day. Mso, by time
management, we will provide for the Parliament a sense of certainty for not only
parliamentarians and staff but also governent departments; and, importandly, members
of the community will know with some certainty when Bills will be debated and bow
much time might be reasonably allocated. I remind members of the situation in late 199
when the then Government was debating its adoption legislation. Many members Will
recall that a group of relinquishing mothers sat in the Assembly gallery night after night
waiting for the legislation to come forward. That was an emotional experience for them
and for all members.
Several members interjected.
Mr CJ. BARNEUT: It is reasonable for members of the community to know with
certainty when legislation will be dealt with in this place.
Several members interjected.
Mr CJ. BARNETT: Tune management will allow Parliament to focus on the important
issues. The importance of those issues under time management can be determined by the
Opposition. The onus will be on the Opposition to decide which matters members wish
to discuss.
The final improvement that I hope will come from time management will be in the
quality of debate in Parliament. I hope that we will have less tedious repetition and more
focused debate, with members on both sides of the House taking the time to be informed,
and to research and present argument in a powerful and succinct manner. The
community does not have a high regard for members of Parliament, nor for the
operations of this Parliament and this House. Every time we engage in tediously
repetitive debate we are viewed with some disdain by the community. We have the
opportunity to improve the quality of the operations of this Parliament.
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Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot allow the member for Thornilie to continue to interject
at will:. She has interjected many times this morning on the first item and now on the
second item of business. It is intolerable. Members are entitled to hear what is being
said. The member will have the opportunity to speak on the matter, if she wishes. I will
take action if she continues to interject.
Mr C.J BARNEfl7: The situation is in the hands of all members of Parliament. We
have had a number of serious problems in this parliament. The coalition Government
was elected on a mandate of policy. I concede that particularly in 1993 we brought to
this Parliament a number of far-reaching legislative measures for reform and a number of
controversial Bills - the industrial relations. legislation was part of that mandate -
including the legislation following the Mabo High Court decision, the restructuring of the
Perth City Council, and so on. I concede the point that they were controversial Bills.
Several members interjected.
Mr C.J BARNETT: Both last year and this year we have experienced repeated delays
and the frustration of the passage of business in this House. We have had endless debate,
the suspension of standing orders at will; we have even seen the suspension of standing
orders on the days allocated for private members' business. We have seen points of order
made on both sides, with little merit. We have even seen instances of members using
personal explanations to argue a point of policy. What concerns me most, from my four
years' here, and from talking to long serving as well as former members, is that we have
never before seen the authority of the Speaker and of the Chair challenged and
disregarded in the way that it has been done over the past 18 months.
Several members interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The level of behaviour of members in this House has been
appalling. We have also seen the situation where, despite the fact that the sessional order
did not apply for the first half of the year, the Opposition failed to maintain tihe
longstanding pairs arrangement. All of these. things reflect a breakdown within this
House. For the record I will cite some of the delays and frustrations that have occurred in
debates. In 1993 the Address-in-Reply debate went on for nine days with 57 hours of
debate and 17 amendments moved, and Opposition members accounted for the vast
majority of the 104 speeches made in this Chamber. In 1994 it went for six days with 29
hours of debate, nine amendments and 83 speeches. That is hardly getting on with the
business of government or the scrutiny of legislation in this Parliament. I refer to the
industrial relations legislation which the members opposite complained most about and
created a great deal of furore when the time management provisions were applied and the
matter was put to the vote. T7hey chose to ignore - the media failed to recognise this as
well - that in this Parliament a total of 132 hours of debate took place on the industrial
relations legislation. The legislation was hardly rushed through. We should compare
that with the total of 13 hours of debate on the federal industrial relations legislation last
year. Even in the past week or so there has been inordinately lengthy debate on the
juvenile justice legislation.
Law and order reform is the highest priority of the community. It was the issue of the
Helena by-election. We have a mandate and a responsibility to act. The Attorney
General has a series of Bills to deal with in this Parliament The one before the
Parliament now is the Young Offenders Bill. To this point we have had 20 hours of
debate and we are up to clause 64 of a Bill with over 230 clauses. How can we act to
address law and order if that is the attitude of members opposite on critical legislation?
Despite discussions that the Bill could be dealt with in the Committee stage by a further
six hours of debate this week, we have already had six hours of debate and of the 200-
odd clauses, have dealt with only 46.
Another problem with a lack of time management is the way in which Bills are rushed
through at the end of Parliament. It happened last year under this Government: 14 Bills
were put through on the last day. During the last year of the Labor Government in 1992,
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21 Bills were put through the House on the last day of the sitting. Thai is a guillotine by
any other name. We intend managing the time so that we do not have 21 Bills going
through on the one day. T"he work program will be spread sensibly and logically
throughout the year. Time management was used last year in the Parliament and if this
motion is accepted, it will be used again. I have said that it was used only after extensive
debate, and I do not intend that it should limit debate unnecessarily. However, it will
allocate reasonable time to the debate on Bills so that we can manage time.
I concede that the way in which the sessional order operated last year had its problems.
From a government perspective, the principal problem was that we allocated time to parts
of Bills. That made it easy for the Opposition to contrive a way to frustrate that process.
Members opposite spent all of the allocated time on one or two clauses so that the
remainder of the Bill went through without any debate. That was a contrivance; it was a
stunt that worked because the media swallowed it. Under the arrangements this year, we
will not be able to have such contrivances. If members opposite delay and do not focus
on the issue, they will be accountable to the lobby groups, the interest groups, the
community, the public at large and the media.
The use of time management is not something new. I refer to page 410 of Ersine May's
Parliamentary Practice which, of course, refers to the House of Commons. It states that
the time management order -

provides that a certain number of days or parts of days are allotted in the form of
a timetable to each of the remaining stages of the bill; on allotted days time limits
may be laid down by which proceedings on specified portions of the bill are to be
concluded.

Page 416 states -

From the inception of allocation of time orders in 1887 ...
Over 100 years ago -

regular use has been made of them, and since the 1939-45 war few sessions have
passed without one or more bills being subjected to them .. .

We do not even have to go back in history over 100 years to the House of Commons; we
can see varying systems of time management in various Parliaments throughout the
Commonwealth. We need go no further than the House of Representatives in the
Commonwealth Parliament where, as all members will know, the Labor Party is in
power. Between 1918 and 1983 the so-called guillotine was used 230 times. In the years
of the Labor Governments between 1983 and 1993, the guillotine was used in the House
of Representatives 567 times. In other words, in 10 years of Labor Government in
Canberra it was used 2.5 times more than it had been used in the previous 65 years of the
House of Representatives.
We should compare that situation with that in the We stern Austalan Parliament-. In the
past 18 months of the coalition Government, time management has been applied to 10
Bills. in the same period the Labor Government in Canberra in the House of
Representatives has applied time management to 125 Bills. While members opposite
screamn and complain that time management has applied to 10 Bills, their colleagues in
Canberra in the same period have applied it to 125 Bills. It is common in the House of
Representatives for time management to aply to between 15 and 20 Bills at one go. I do
not propose that we have such a brutal form of time management in this place.
Mrs Hallahan: Why ame you even mentioning it then?
Mr CIJBARNEIT: How will it operate? Ilam sure that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition wilil scream and yell, and the media will probably agree with her. However,
the real test is whether it will be applied fairly, whether it will improve the management
of this House and whether it will improve the quality of debate in this House.
Mrs Hallahan: Will it disenfranchise the members of the community?
Mr CJ. BARNETlT: Tme management of a farm similar to that which is proposed here
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has been used in many Parliaments but more recently in both the Victorian and South
Australian Parliaments. I will refer to a speech by the Speaker of the Legislative
Akssembly of the Parliament of Victoria when he addressed the Conference of Presiding
Offcer and Clerks in Darwin in June this year. Mr Speaker, you may well have been
there.
Mrs Haflahan: He is a mate that you will be quoting. Don't forge: he is a mate.
Mr C.J. BARNETT- I happen to respect the Speaker of the Victorian Chamber, as Ido
the Speaker of this Chamber. Mir Speaker, as your colleague from Victoria said -

As a general observation, there appears to be a recognition that the programming
of business has produced a more orderly conduct of proceedings as well as
providing Members of some certainty of weekly proceedings and sitting patterns.

Members on both sides of dhe House in either the Victorian or South Australian
Parliaments generally agree that the Parliaments are working better.
1 will now outline the way in which I propose tha time management will apply. The
sequence of events will be that Ministers presenting legislation in the House will forward
to me their estimate of how much debating dine might be required -for that Bill, broken
down into stages. Those inisters may well consult - indeed, I encourage them to
consult - with their Opposition shadow spokespersons.
Mrs Hallahan: Like the Premier consults.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is so impatient that she
embarrasses herself Once that has occurred, I will prepare a list which I will forward to
the Leader of the House for the Opposition. He will, have a list of all of the Bills and
what we think, whether or not there has been consultation to that point, on what should
be done. in a week preceding any week of debate in this House, I will informally discuss
with the Leader of the House for the Opposition the legislation that we propose to deal
with dining the following week I will then take the saine information to the Cabinet on
Monday morning. Once that is confirmed by Cabinet I will formally write to the Leader
of the House for the Opposition, and to dhe Independent member as I did this week -

Mrs Hallahan: We will have another bureaucracy for this.
Mr Taylor: The department of time management!
Mr CiJ. BARNETT: - confirming on a Monday mornineg the legislative progra for the
week
Mr Taylor Quaty assured, no doubt. You are a little fascist; that is all you art.
Mr CiJ. BARNElT:. Having done that, on Tuesday following question time there will be
a 20 minute debate.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition appeared to be preparing some
notes earlier, and the place was particularly quiet then.
Mr Taylor Hf you expect this to be a quiet debate, you have another think coming.
The SPEAKER: Order! Some interjections have been allowed. However, it is
intolerable to have several people interjecting together. That denies the opportunity for
interjections which are acceptable during which two people interact. When I call order,
members must come to order.
Mr Ci. BARNET:- Mr Speaker, following -

Mr McGinty interjected
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! I formally Call to order the member for Frernantle,
twice.
Mr Talr This is ridiculous! Do you expect a debate like this to he a controlled
debate? You, as Speaker, should know better.
The SPEAKER: Order?
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Mr Taylor- It is absolutely disgraceful.
The SPEAKER: Order! Itris not appropriate that when I make comments about disorder
and resume my seat - there was no formal call to order, despite increasing interjections -
the member instantly interjects, and then continues to interject when I rise to my feet.
Mr McGinty: It was a very pertinent interjection.
The SPEAKER: Order! I now formally call to order the member for Fremantle for a
third time.
Several members interjected.
Mr Taylor: This is absolute nonsense.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr CLJ BARNErr: Following question time on Tuesdays I will give notice of the
program for the weekz That program will be totally public and will be recorded on the
Notice Paper. It will be a very public process. The problem opposition members will
face is that the choice will be tirs, because any matter not dealt with will be put to a
vote prior to 6.00 pm. on Thursdays. It will be entirely up to opposition members as to
how they use that time. If they choose to go slow and not debate issues, or to spend all
their time on one Bill and ignore others, that will be their choice. I will not be involved
much: I will sit back and let opposition members decide how they use the time. If they
do not use their time effectively and make poor speeches and waste tinme, the community
will be watching. Time management is not all that will improve the performance of this
House. The Government has already allocated extra sitting hours on Wednesday nights
and Thursday mornings. It has already allocated an extra sitting week this year and it has
substantially increased the number of sitting days for next year. My colleague the
member for Scarborough will comment about a proposed select committee to consider
wider procedures of the House.
Mr Taylor: We already have a select committee; die standing committee on the way this
House runs is headed by the Speaker.
Mr CJ. BARNEfl: We will debate that in time.
Mr Taylor: It is about time the Speaker did the job in relation to how the House is run.
Mr CJ. BARNETlT: The Leader of the Opposition can speak in a minute.
Time management is taking this House and this Parliament into the twentieth century.
What we are proposing has long been practised around the world.
Mrs H-allahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It would not be fair if I picked out the last interjector, since her
interjection was relatively small compared with the others. However, I must ensure that I
take action against those who fail to come to order when I call order.
Mr CiJ. BAR.NETT. Time management has been practised for over 100 years. It is
practised in Parliaments throughout Australia and the rest of the world. The Government
is about having orderly, sensible, quality debate on legislation on the important issues.
The Opposition argues against what any social club or small business in the community
can do; namely, manage its time properly. The test is not in the debate today, but in how
time management operates. I undertake publicly to apply it fairly and reasnably.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETY T'he community will be able to decide whether I ant fair, because I
will be very public about time allocations, The Opposition will be open to scrutiny on
how it chooses to use die time. Time management will put the onus and responsibility on
the Opposition to use rime effectively and efficiently, and to scrutinise legislation. I
commend the motion to the House.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [ 10.34 am]: There is no way in
the world that this Opposition will agree to this motion. I take this opportunity to point
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out to members the content of the motion. It is probably the case - as it often is with this
Government - that its own members are not aware of the content. The proposed sessional
order states that at any time during the sitting of the House or a Committee of the House,
the Leader of the House or a Miister acting on his behalf may move a motion without
notice specifying die time that may be allotted to the completion of business, and so on.
At any time that opportunity would be available to this arrogant little sod, the Leader of
the House, who would be bowter suited -

Withdrawal of Remarks
The SPEAKER: Order?! The member will resume his sear. I ask him to withdraw those
remarks, particularly the word "sod".
Mr TAYLO)R: I said "arrogant little sod". so I withdraw "sod" and just say he is "little
and arrogant".
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask you to withdraw the expression "arrogant little sod".
Mr TAYLOR: I withdraw "arrogant listle sod", but make the point that this Leader of the
House is small-minded. He is the most arrogant member of Parliament I have ever seen
come through this place in the time I have been here. His behaviour as the Leader of the
House is totally reflected in this sessional order. You, Mr Speaker, sit there as chairman
of these proceedings; you should be in charge of what goes on in this House. You am
absolutely and completely beholden to the Government that elected you.
lie SPEAKER: Order' I direct you to withdraw those remarks and apologise. That is a
total reflection on the Chair.
Mr TAYLOR: It is a total reflection on the Chair. I withdraw the remarks and apologise.

Debate Resumed
MrTAYLOR: Mr Speaker, you can take how muchlImean that as far as you wish. if
you ask me to withdraw things I say I willdo so. because I intend to complete this speech
without being thrown out of this House by you. However, be in no doubt that you are in
the position of Speaker - as I have pointed out to you before - because you got the
Government's vowes. You did not receive the vowes of the Opposition, and you still do
not have them. You are allowing these sorts of things to happen in this Chamber without
even your knowledge and involvement - if you did have knowledge and involvement, it
mnakes it even worse - when we should have the opportunity to debate ths matter. you
are sitting back and copping it. You are the persn who will be on the receiving end of
the nature of debate in this House. You ane the Speaker; you are responsible.
The SPEAKER: Order! Resume your seat. Whether you directly or indirectly impugn
the Chair it is inappmropiaze. You should know tha lgo outof myway to give you an
extra advantage compared with all other members because of the position you hold as
Leader of the Opposition. I urge you to not abuse that position.
Mr TAYLOR: Mr Speaker, the abuse of proceedings in this place today is not by me but
because sitting on the other aide of the House is a Government with the numbers to do
what it bloody well likes. The Leader of the House tells us that we should have orderly
and systematic management of time; that, like business, sporting organisations and social
clubs, we should make certain that we behave ourselves; and that we should ensure that
the sort of time management that applies to a range of business associations in this
community applies to this Parliament. The fact is that we are elected to represent people
and to put our point of view; not to be beholden to a Government and a Speaker who run
over this Parliament and this State with an arrogant and fascist jackboot approach to life.
We will not cop that.
The SPEAKER: Order! Resume your seat I direct you to not continue to bring the
Chair into this matter. I had the same knowledge -probably less than you -ofthis
motion. I played no part in this motion being placed on the Notice Paper today. From
my own experience I know that similar motions. have been placed on the agendas of
Parliaments of the Commonwealth on many occasions. The motion is not out of order. I
urge you not tobring the Chair into the debate on this motion. I played no part in it.
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Mr TAYLOR: That once again highlights My point. I am interested to hear the opinion
of a Speaker about how this House runs and the way in which this Leader of the House
runs it. You, Mr Speaker, should make your point of view known on how this House is
managed by the Leader of the House. You should make known to the public your point
of view on die way this House is run. That is your job whether you like it or not. You
have been elected to that position. The substantial difference between this House and
other Parliaments throughout this land is that when this conservative Government is in
power, the Legislative Council, in which Chamber we happen to be sitting at the
moment, is also a House dominated by conservative forces.
Mr CJ). Barnett: The majority is one.
Mr TAYLORL A majority of one in Parliament, is a majority, full stop. The upper
House is dominated by conservative forces; there is no process of review. It is not a
House of Review like the Senate in the federal Parliament, and that is the essential
difference.
The report of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and
Other Matters states -

The legislative responsibility of the Parliament is an onerous responsibility. The
community has entrusted members with the capacity to interfere: with the rights,
liberty and livelihood of citizens. That capacity should only be exercised after
Parliament has given the best consideration of which it is capable to a legislative
proposal The use of committees on legislation is an important means through
which such consideration can be given. The Parliament is not, and should not be
allowed to become, the rubber stamp of measures put before it.

This sessional order does exactly that: The Parliament becomes the rubber stamp of this
Government for measures that come before it. One need only look at today's Notice
Paper to understand that the Parliament deals with a whole range of issues. It lists 29
orders of the day that affect in one way or another the day to day lives of people in the
community. The Alumina Refinery (Womsley) Amendment Bill may not have a
substantial impact on their day to day lives, but others will have a substantial impact on
the way they live. This Government is putting aside the responsibility of the Parliament
to deal with these sorts of issues. It is putting aside the responsibility of members of
Parliament to protect and put forward the views that reflect the people whom they
represent. In this Parliament the backbenchers on the government side have no
opportunity, or do not take the opportunity, no put forward that point of view. Those
members who have sat in opposition, and there are a number on the other side of the
House, know that approach is taken by opposition members. Opposition members have
that responsibility, and they should have that right. The Government is in the process of
taking away from the members in this Parliament their right and responsibility to reflect
the views of the constituency of Western Australia. To have a sessional order that says
that at any time during the sitting of the House the Leader of the House or a Minister
acting on his behalf may move a motion reducing the amount of time available is
unbelievable.
Mr C.J. Bantt: That is interesting because it is there for the benefit of the Opposition.
Mr Ripper It is Orwellian.
Mr Ci. Barnett: it is a safety valve.
Mr TAYLOR: If it is a safety valve, it is one which will blow on regular occasions. In is
the exact opposite of a safety valve. The proposed sessional order states that if any other
business is before the House, when a time specified in accordance with that particular
restriction on speaking time is reached, than business will be interrupted. No matter what
critical issue we might be dealing with at that time, it will be interrupted and brought to
an end. On top of that, the orer of the day will be put to an end with no vote whatever.
A question will not be put. There. will not even be the opportunity for members of
Parliament to sy either aye or no.
I am astounded to hear that the Speaker has had no involvement in this process. I am
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concerned chat the Speaker is not even aware that could be the case. I have always found
that this place works best when people cooperate. We have many aggressive and,
sometimes, even nasty debates, but most of the time we waik together. The Leader of
die House is making certain that for the remainder of his time as Leader of the House we
will have in this place an aggressive and nasty side of politics with which not many
people will feel happy or satisfied. The Leader of the House is setting people at each
other's throats within the confines of, and outside, the Parliament for his own reasons.
Although it may not seem important to die community, the Leader of the House will have
caused the situation where members of Parliament will not be prepared to have a drink
together because of the nastiness that will be created by his jackbooted and arrogant
approach to running this House. The approach the Leader of the House has taken is a
reflection of his lack of personal skills to consult, negotiate and resolve issues. The
Leader of the House says, "You will do it my way, or else." That lack of personal skills
reflects directly on the Leader of the House as an individual, People who have held that
position before the Leader of the House have had those personal skills and that ability to
get the best out of people. We are faced with this sessional order because the Leader of
the House does not have those personal skills.
This sessional order will not work; it will bring to this place an unnecessary degree of
aggravation and nastiness that, in the end, will embarrass the Government. We will be
puffing through the Parliament without question, without debate, without discussion,
without a vote on many occasions, legislation which will directly affect people in the
community. They will get angry because mistakes will be made, and the Government
will have to bring legislation back to this place. The Legislative Council Will not debate
those issues, because we all know chat while members opposite are in government the
Legislative Council in this State operates as no more than a rubber stamp. It is told what
to do by the Government and it does exactly what it is cold. This sessional order is an
abysa igae tw haunt hsplc o as lOng it exists. It will bring to this place a

de r of unea s a n one of us has ex pei nc d G v ment members of the House

naiesieaetme a fe tmM Spaeyulso will feel the unease and

prs u tat wl fow r m ths jc kb oe ap r a h and perhaps you might think
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cannot handle the job. As a result of chat we have his jackbooted approach. The
Opposition is adamant- it determinedly opposes this sessional order. It will oppose it
every hour and every single day that it exists. Unfortunately, the people who sit in that
Chair and you, Mr Speaker, in particular, will be on the receiving end.
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [10.50 am]: We all recognise that the motion
before the Chair is simply a mechanism for time management, and the comments made
so far indicate that it is the way in which a motion such as this will be implemented that
should he the point at issue. I am one of the members who supports moves to improve
the time management of this place.
Since being elected to Parliament I have had the opportunity of being on both sides of the
House, as have most of us in this Chamber. I recall a debate on a clause of the Kings
Park legislation that related to changing the powers regarding the commercial aspects of
Kings Park That debate - which was very important because of the nature of Kings
Park - continued for three days. I am quilt suit that the government of the day felt very
frustrated as the debate continued. In hindsight, if the Opposition had had its act in
order -and most of the speeches were made by members of the Opposition - anthe
points could have been made, many members would have had a reasonable opportunity
to speak, and instead of caking three days the matter could have been comfortably
handled in one aftrnoon.
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On occasion, when giving taks to community groups, I have said that sometimes this
House has debated the title of a Bill for five hours. The difficulty is that the Government
desires to get on with its legislative program, while the Opposition righdly demands a fair
opportunity to put its point of view. However, a problem arises because time after dine
members get up and say exactly what previous speakers have said. The opportunity to
speak is abused.
1 have been on both sides of the House and, regrettably, I have seen this Opposition
placed in the same situation as occurred when we were in apposition. It is true that when
matters are debated people get behind the cause and often decide to slow down the
legislation. Far too many speeches and time wasting tactics occur in this place. The
difficulties faced at the end of a sitting year are demonstrated by the fact that 21 Bills
were dealt with in a day under the previous Government, and reasonably large numbers
of Bills were dealt with in short time frames under our GovemnmenL. That is not good.
That is a guillotine simply by exhaustion. It is ridiculous to have a legislative program
over a full year but to have very few Bills passed during the year. resulting in a queuing
effect at the end of the year. when massive numbers of Bills ame dealt with in a short time.
This often results in our sitting through the night, and people complain about the effects
that has on their health. There is a good deal of support for time management in this
place, and I strongly support it.
I am also a strong supporter of the Opposition having a very fair and reasonable
opportunity to make the points that should be made so that proper scndny is given to the
Bill. This sessional order places a huge onus of responsibility on the Leader of the House
to ensure that that occurs. I believe the Leader of the House will live up to that
responsibility. However, if things start going wrong, he must have a mechanism which
can be triggered so that we can get on with the business of the House.
On Tuesday of this week, my observations from the Chair were that the debate was
entirely appropriate. Good progress was being made on the Young Offenders Bill.
Clauses 19 to 57 were dealt with, and in the seven hours devoted to it there was good and
fair debate. If people want an understanding of what is fair, I believe fair and reasonable
progress was made on the debate on Tuesday, when the members involved had sufficient
opportunity to make their points.
The Leader of the House has foreshadowed the possibility of a select committee on the
procedures of this House. The intention is to give notice formally of the creation of such
a select committee next Tuesday, and to debate the matter next week. The select
committee will include time management as part of its work. However, it will be more
far-reaching than that. I advise the Leader of the Opposition that infornal discussions
will be held today to enable the Opposition to be brought up to date with what is
proposed so that there is plenty of opportunity for discussions before next week.
I reiterate that government members, including backbenchers, strongly support time
management in this House, and there is also strong support for the Opposition to have a
very fair and reasonable opportunity to make its point. There is strong support because,
after a time, governments go into opposition. As governments oscillate between
government and opposition, regard must be had for all of these aspects when action is
taken in this place.
This House and its members will be the judges as to the fairness and reasonableness of
the way in which this order is implementedL The proposed select committee will provide
an opportunity for members to become involved, to come with us to see what goes on in
other Parliaments and this Parliament, and to report to the House wit recommendations.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) 110.59 am]: The motion moved by the Leader of the House
today reveals the Government's attitude to the royal commission. As far as the
Government is concerned, the royal commission has been a great succss. It served its
purpose; $30m of taxpayers' money has helped lead Labor out of power and now there is
not much need for the Government to pay further attention to the recommendations of the
royal commission. As far as the Government is concerned, all is right with the system;
the royal commission has done its job and it now has the right people in power and does
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not need to make any further changes! We know that is not what the royal commission
proposed. It made 40 recommendations for change to the system. It stands to reason chat
the royal commission would do that because behaviour which respects ethics and
democracy is not the monopoly of any one side of poliwics. Unfortunately and sadly
neither is behaviour which does not respect ethics and democracy solely confined to one
side of politics. Human weakness occurs on both sides of politics and theft is a need for
changes to the system. However, that is not the approach of this Government
It seems to have the approach thai is encapsulated in the Disney film The Lion King.
Members opposite have a lion king version of recent history. Sirnba, manipulated out of
his rightful inheritance, returns, defeats the usurper and drives out the hyenas. On his
retur to the throne the land blooms and all is right. That is the Premier's version of
recent history. He sees no need to make any further changes, he is simply Siniba
returned, gnawing at the usurper and snapping at the byenas while the drought ends and
the land turns green again.
Mr Thomas: Memories of his father!
Mr RIPPER: Simba's father speaks to hint out of the clouds. Many in the community
believe a similar phenomenon operates in state politics. That is a Disney version of
events; it is not the version that any sensible person with some perception should apply to
recent stat politics.
As the royal commission concluded, there is a need to change the system, in particular to
improve the way in which Parliament performs. The royal commission's views on
Parliament were that Parliament's own procedures and in particular question time and the
committee system are not constituted and practised in ways that bring the Executive fully
under the scrutiny of Parliament The royal commission goes on to say that there is no
reason why committees of the Parliament should not be chaired by the Opposition. We
have seen very little enthusiasm for that from this Government now it is in power.
Mr Cowan: Hey!
Mr RIPPER: I know that the Deputy Premier has cooperated in forming one particular
select committee of which I am a member.
Mr Cowan: Two.
Mr RIPPER: However, regarding the important committees that are central to the
accountability functions of Parliament, now that it is in power the Government has shown
no willingness to abide by that recommendation. I reiterate that the royal commission
placed great importance on the need to refonn Parliament in order to ensure better
accountability. It further stated -

5.1.1 At the centre of many of our proposals, is the Parliament ...
51lA The Parliament has the first responsibility to promote the realisation of the
thre goals of openness, accountability and integrity upon which our system of
government depends.

What has the Government done about those recommendations of the royal commission?
What is taking place is not progress, but a worsening of the ability of Parliament to hold
the Executive accountable. That was brought home to me when I beard the Leader of the
House compare Parliament with business operations. The Leader of the House should
=emember chat Parliament is not a business or a tennis club.
Mr CJ. Barnlett: The community and all sorts of organisations can organise their affairs,
They are totally unimpressed at seeing us sit all night and pass large amounts of
legislation without debate. They wonder why the leaders of the Stat cannot similarly
organise themselves. That is their valid expectation of us.
Mr RIPPER: The Leader of the House has made his speech and I will deal later in my
remarks with somec of the ways in which this place can be organised more effectively if
we have proper leadership from a person occupying his position.
Mrs Hallahan: Hear, hear!
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Mr RIPPER: As I said, Parliament's performance is going backwards ratlier than
forwards and that is epitomised by the comparison made by the Leader of the House
between die Parliament and a business. We can have more certainty in the Parliament if
that is what he wants, but if thaz certainty is to be brought about by this measure it will be
achieved at die expense of democracy and of those very things to which the royal
commission drew attention as most important functions of the Parliament.
IT Leader of die House says that the onus will be on the Opposition. That is not
correct. This motion is not about more orderly arrangements in Parliament; this is about
government control of the Parliament. Tids is about the Government reducing the
opportunities of the Opposition to scrutinise its performance: about the Government
seeing Parliament simply as some sort of sausage machine for the passage of its
legislation; and about the Government ignoring all of those other very important
functions of Parliament. It will result in the onus being removed from the Government.
Rather than the Government having to exercise some self-dicipline in order to see its
legislation program put through Parliament, we will see a Government that is free to
behave as it wishes, bnowing that its legislation, courtesy of the guillotine, will be
rammed through at the end of the week.
We will see a double disadvantage to Opposition opportunities in this Parliament. First,
the overall time for the debate of Bills will be reduced, second, the time that is available
will be taken up increasingly by government Ministers and government backbenchers to
launch political attacks on the Opposition. The times available to the Opposition will be
reduced by that double effect. I predict government contrivance. The Government wili
spend hours on trivial Bills, preventing the Opposition from having the opportunity to
debate at length controversial legislation which the Government has introduced. This
sessional order will enable government manipulation of the Parliament and restriction of
Opposition opportunities. We are not here just to pass legislation at the dictates of the
Government; we are elected to participate in debate. This sessional order fundamentally
attacks the rights of members of Parliament and the basis on which this Parliament
operates.
The Leader of the House said diat die House had experienced repeated delay and
frustration. Four Bills have been passed this week. Is that not enough? Is this week's
work by the Parliament inaeut in his view? He was able to talk to the Opposition; he
asked us to put through those fou Bills in two days and that was done. Progress can be
achieved by proper negotiation, self-discipline and planning of Parliament's weekly
program by the Government. The Leader of the House complained about what he saw as
Opposition misuse of the Parliament. He also complained outrageously about the
Opposition daring to move a motion to suspend standing orders when he himself
suspended standing orders for a day's debate when the Government sought to attack and
undermine the Opposition. That is the measure of the Government's commitment to its
own legislative program and of the hypocrisy of his remarks. If one added up all the time
taken by opposition debate on die suspension of standing orders, it would amount to what
die Leader of the House spent on one day when he virtually handed over the Parliament
to a debate on political matters and abandoned his own legislative program. He should
not talk to us about the proper exercise of our role to scrutinise the Government when he
himself has used the same mechanism to attack the Opposition. Our rights as opposition
members of Parliament, and those of all private members of Parliament, have already
been attacked by this Government, which has cut private members' time from the
traditional four and a half hours to four hours. One of the ways in which the Leader of
the House could have achieved a better working relationship with the Opposition would
have been to restore the four and a half hours of private members' time allowed to the
previous Opposition when the Lawrence Labor Government was in power. That would
have been a simple gesture. There is no reason to have taken that half hour from the
Opposition in the way it was done. As I have pointed out to the Government on
numerous occasions, it is an irritant and has contributed to poor relations.
Mr CJ. Baruett: If the member for Scarborough is successful in forming a committee,
the duration and timing of private members' dine are issues which could be considered.
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Mr RIPPER: I will shortly make some comments about the suggestion to appoint a select
committee. The Government tends to complain about the way Bills have been bandied
but does not acknowledge its own responsibility. The way in which the inister for
Labour Relations behaved last year contributed very significantly to the difficulty the
Government had with die industrial relations legislation.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You spent over two hours debating the name of the Bill. That is how
you started. it was a complete joke.
Mr RIPPER: The Leader of the House can criticise us, but I draw attention to the
Government's responsibility. The Leader of the House has also complained about the
way in which the Young Offenders Bill has been dealt with. The Opposition has
attempted on a number of occasions to have that Bill dealt with in a reasonable way. It
has not been adequately discussed with people in the community who have concerns
about it It is a complex Bill on an important issue. Therefore, the Opposition
recommended to the House that the Bill go to a select committee. That was rejected by
the Government. The Opposition then sought an anrngcment whereby when die Bill
reaches the upper House it should go to the Standing Committee on Legislation before it
becomes an Act. Evenwually that has been agreed, but it has been very difficult to get the
Government to negotiate with the Opposition ways in which that debate on the Young
Offenders Bin can be handled more effectively and efficiently. Therefore, there is a
Government responsibility for the way in which legislation has been dealt with in this
House. The way the Leader of t House proposes to exercise that Government
responsibility is to say, 'We will forget the discussions and the tradition in this House
and we will forget the processes of negotiation. We will establish this by brutal use of
our numbers." That is exactly what we will see if this sessional order is carried. The
Leader of the House says that the use of the time will be entirely up to the Opposition. I
have already pointed out that that is wrung. What guarantee do we have that the time
will not be taken up by feral Ministers and ambitious backbenchers on the Government
side? Opposition opportunities will be lost
Comparisons were made with other Parliaments. It is ironic that we are debating this
sessional order in the Legislative Council Chamber, because other Parliaments have
fairly elected Houses of Review. We do not have a fairly elected House of Review in
this State. We have a corrupt electoral system which has seen the coalition side of
politics dominate the upper House of Parliament since its inception. if one changes the
electoral system to produce a genuine House of Review which does not have five
Ministers and which is elected on a fair basis, the Leader of the House might then want to
come back and discuss with the Opposition whether there can be some time management
in the lower House. All the Parliaments with which the Leader of the House compares
this Parliament have fairly elected Houses of Review. While a guillotine might be
applied in the House of Representatives, the Federal Labor Government knows it must
negotiate with the parties in the Senate.
Mr CJ, Barnett: Come on! T1hey applied the guillotine to 15 Bills at a time. Even one
of your colleagues with whom I had dinner the other day said that he winced when he
found out what Kim Beazley was doing.
Mr RIPPER: if he saw the way in which the Leader of the House behaved he would do
more than wince.
Mr Ci. Barnett: I explained what we were doing. He thinks I am moderate.
Mr RIPPER. I donot think very many people feel the Lader of the House is moderae.
He is cerainly not moderate in the way he approaches the management of business here.
I repeat. that the guillotine is a particularly pernicious device when it is combined with a
corrupt electoral system and a House of Review which the Government and coalition side
of politics has controlled since responsible government began in this State. The
Government has not learned from the royal commission; so Parliament rather than being
improved, will go backwards. The Government has approached this issue in entirely the
wrong manner.
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On a nunber of occasions in this House I have asked for the Standing Orders Committee
to meet, but it has not met this year so it has certainly not considered this sessional order.
This is a very poor state of affairs, If the Government had a genuine interest in reforming
this Parliament it would have done something to convene the Standing Orders
Committee. The possibility exists of a more orderly arrangement of business in this
House, which can be achieved without resort to this anti-democratic measure that is
entirely out of synchronisation with the spirit of the royal commission's
recommendations. With this device we will get more government control, less scrutiny
of the Executive and fewer opportunities for the Opposition and private members in
general. The Government knows that what it wants can be achieved in other ways: By
the Government planning its program in a more disciplined way; advising the Opposition
in advance more regularly what it proposes to do; sticking to the advice it gives the
Opposition instead of chapping and changing from day to day; most importantly,
adopting a process of negotiation with the Opposition; and, finally, thinking more
carefully about the legislation it brings to the Parliament. If it brings to the Parliament
controversial legislation which attacks the rights of Western Australians, which has not
been discussed with people in the community who will be affected by it, where theme has
been inadequate consultation with others, where the legislation is defective and there are
dozens and dozens of amendments on the Notice Paper to fix it up. of course there will be
trouble with the legislative program and extra debate. What is the Government's
response to this? Does it improve the legislation or the process by which it develops
proposals to bring to the Parliament? No, the Government chooses the blunt weapon of
the guillotine to ram through its defective and controversial legislation.
MR BROWN (Morley) (11.20 am]: I oppose the sessional order. Th1is sessional order
symbolises the approach this Government has adopted towards the Parliament and the
people of Western Australia. It expresses the values of this Government and it
symbolises the value that this Government places on the people of Western Austiralia.
Firstly, it seeks to impose silence. It seeks to silence the critics and it seeks to ensure that
those who have a contrary point of view are not heard. It is the hallmark of a
Government that wishes to stop scrutiny and that wishes to wrap itself in a cloak of
secrecy about what it is doing and about the affairs of State. It symbolises the arrogance
of this Goverrnment. Its attitude is that it does not have to listen to other ponts of view; it
does not need to consuIl It is a belligerent Governent. It is indicative of as Government
that has decided that its views are correct, and that it does not need to listen to alternative
points of view while it rams its legislative program through the Parliament.
I will deal with those criticisms singularly. This sessional order represents four different
attitudes of the Government It is an attempt to silence, an attempt to stop scrutiny, and it
is indicative of the arrogance and belligerence of this Government In relation to
scrutiny, since this Government has been in office it has passed a number of Bills that
impose limitations on information that is made available to this Parliament and to the
people of Western Australia. This Government does not want open debate on the
changes it wants to make. The Government has, in various Bills it has brought before
this House, imposed restrictions on information that should be available to the people of
Western Australia.
Mr CSJ. Barnett: Do you call 132 hours spent on the industrial relations legislation
restrictive?

Mr BROWN: That legislation gave to the Minister for Labour Relations, no-one else, the
right to seek information. If the Leader of the House looks at this week's Notice Paper,
he will see answers to questions from the Minister for Labour Relations which state that
the information sought by the Opposition is not available to members of this House, that
it is not available to the people of Western Australia, but that it is available only to the
Minister for Labour Relations. That is the attitude of this Government. It is the attitude
of a Government that is smothering under a cloak of secrecy, is not open and
accountable, and is seeking to stop scrutiny.
Let us look at another matter- The scrutiny wich the Government is seeking to avoid.

4397



The Minister for Labour Relations, who is no shrinking violet when it comes to having
somethinig to say, sat at die Table of the House for hours on end durinp debate on the
workplace agreements legislation. When he was asked questions on certain clauses in the
legislation he sat mute. It was necessary, therefore, for another speaker from the
opposition side to try to dragoon answers from the inister and when that failed, another
Opposition speaker ruse to his feet to try to dragoon the information from the Minister.
The Minister sat mute all the time. Anyone who knows him knows that that is totally
unusual and unique for the Minister for Labour Relations. One should have relished that.
However, the reality was that opposition speaker after opposition speaker berated the
Minister to get him to answer questions that he did not want to answer.
The same situation applied the other day when the Committee was debating the Young
Offenders Bill. We were debating the very important issue of parental responsibility.
The Government has said that it is concerned about parental responsibility and it wishes
parents to take greater responsibility for their children. Yet, the other day when we
debated a clause in that Bill relating to parental responsibility, the Attorney General
ignored question after question put to her by opposition members. The questions were
not difficult, but the Opposition was trying to obtain from the Attorney General her
interpretation of clauses in the Bill. The problem was that what the Attorney said a
clause meant, the clause did not mean. When we asked her to explain in words of one
syllable where the Bill said what she claimed it said, she could not answer. That delay in
dealing with that Bill was not the fault of the Opposition. It took us an hour to dea with
that one point. Government Ministers should be able to provide answers to questions. if
they cannot, they should obtain the information and come back later and provide that
information. The Government should tell us directly what it is seeking to achieve.
However, it would not do that in this case. The Opposition, therefore, was required to go
on and on trying to extract information so that the broader community - especially those
people interested in the Bill - may have some understanding of what is the Government's
intent and how that was reflected in the Bill. That was not done. The Leader of the
House said that the Opposition should be able to organise itself properly. He should
know that it takes two sides to cooperate. The Leader of the House knows that as well as
I do. Cooperation cannot be one way. The Government is seeking to deal with Bills
expeditiously -

Mr CJ. Barnett: You have been very cooperative on pairs over the last 18 months!
Mr BROWN: I am not worried about pairs. We are worried about the time of the House.
Pairs are a different matter. If the Leader of the House wants to debate that, we will do
that on another day.
Mr CJ. Barnett interjected.
Mr BROWN: The Leader of the House will not distract me further.
Dr Hames: He has distracted you.
Mr BROWN: We will see how it comes out in Hansard.
The Leader of the House talked about cooperation. Cooperation is not a one way street.
Two sides are required to cooperate. If the Governmient were keen to get through its
legislative program tn the time frame that is acceptable to it, its Ministers should answer
questions honestly, sincerely and to the. best of their knowledge instead of prevaricating
at the Table, instead of trying to hop over the issues and instead of trying to camouflage
the real intent of the legislation. It should have the courage of its convictions and tell the
Parliament and the people of Western Australia what the legislation proposes instead of
trying to hide it. That has not been the case. As long as the Government seeks to cloak
itself in secrecy and camouflage the intent of its legislation, and seeks to push through
Bills that mean one thing in this place and something else elsewhere, the Opposition will
seek to ScrutiniSe it. If it takes one speech, 10 speeches or 2Ospeecs toget the point
across, that is the number of speeches that we will make and it will not be the
Opposition's fault that legislation is delayed. It will be the Government's fault by its
actions and by its prevarication.
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Mr CSJ. Barnett: A simple counting of die pages of Mansard will provide a simple bit of
research to test that.
Mr BROWN: A simple counting of the pages of Hansard will not. Obviously, the
Leader of the House does not understand the point I am making. Perhaps I should go
over it again.
Thomas Hobbes, an Engishb philosopher, once said that true and false are attributes of
speech, not things, and where speech is not. there is neither truth nor falsehood. That is
true. The only way that we will have the opportunity of disclosing information to the
people of Western Australia and to the Parliament is through debate in this Parliament.
The public should be aware of the true intent of any legislation that comes before the
Parliament. That will come about only by the Parliament discussing the legislation and
asking questions about it. The Government is seeking to limit that By telling the
Opposition that it cannot do that, it is seeking to disguise the real intentions of the
legislation. It is a Government which seeks to put in place -

Mr C.J. Barnett: If I accept your view, is that your view of the federal Labor
Government?
Mr BROWN: We ame debating the practices of this House.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Why go back to the English philosophers of the seventeenth century?
NU BROWN: I know the Leader of the House is very uncomfortable because of my
comments.
This motion is about the Government's political timetable: Firstly, it wishes to ensure
that some of die measures it will push through this House are not understood by the
community before they are passed. Secondly, and more importantly, it is the
Government's intention that the Bills be passed at the earliest possible opportunity and
certainly well before the next election. That is the Government's imperative; it is not
about the manner in which Bills are dealt with. The Government wants the controversial
pieces of legislation to be out of die way before the lead up to the next election.
Mr Johnson: Some of the controversial legislation has already been passed. 'The people
of Helena had an opportunity to judge the Government on its industrial relations Bills.
Mr BROWN: The people of Helena did not conduct a plebiscite on the industrial
relations Bills. They voted on a variety of issues, If the member for Whitford wants to
say that the Helena by-election was a plebiscite on the performance of this Government
he could equally say that die voters in Cilendalough conducted another plebiscite and that
was only three months before the Helena by-election. If members opposite are looking to
a by-election result to say whether the voters of Western Australia support or oppose the
Government's legislation, they should look to the first by-election and die by-election in
the federal seat of Fremantle. Despite all the media hype the reality is that the
Opposition won. One cannot say some time after the event when there were a number of
variables -

Mr C.J. Barnett: If I follow your argument perhaps the community was concerned about
the industrial relations Bills at the Glendalough by-election. Obviously they have
become thrilled with it judging from the result of the Helena by-election. You should
add somne substance to your argument.
Mr BROWN: The Leader of the House has missed the point. I understand the difficulty
he has in following the argument and perhaps I should speak a little slower.
This sessional order is, firstly, the height of arrogance. It demonstrates that this
Governent does not want to listen to other ideas and it believes it is the fount of all
wisdom. It is not. When this House debated the Young Offenders Bill the other day the
Attorney General accpied a number of amendments moved by the Opposition. That can
only be done if we have ample opportunity to debate the issues. The Government has a
hide to say that no-one but those on the Government benches has any idea of what is
appropriate. It is the height of arrogance to silence those people who have alternative
points of view.
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Secondly, it is the right of members in this House to represent their constituents. A
member could sit in this place for hours on end waiting to make one speech on a
particular clause of a Bill. Under this proposal other members who feel strongly about
other clauses of that Bill may take up the time of the House debating them, rightly or
wrongly. The member who is waiting patiently - it may be the member for Flomat - for
clause 180 to be debated may not be given the opportunity to put her constituents' point
of view. When the member goes back to her electorate and is asked why she did not put
the community's view which had been expressed at several public meetings she, like
other members, hopefully will say, "I wanted to put that point of view but the
Government did not want to listen."
Mr Johnson: She may also say that she wanted to put that view but the Opposition had
taken up the time of the House debating other clauses.
Mr BROWN: One might say that, but the Government is not respecting the rights of
members.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I remind members of the difficulties under which we
are working. We have exr seats in the Chamber and we do not have sufficient
microphones. It is very difficult for the Hansard reporter and me to hear some members.
Theme must be greater cooperation from members and an extra special effort made to
contain background noise to a minimum, If that does not occur the working situation will
be extremely difficult. I ask members to reflect on my comments and if they see fit to
interject they should direct it to me so it is heard.
Mr BROWN: This sessional order is the hallmark of a Government which displays great
arrogance. It seeks to take away the legitimate, democratic right of members on this side
of the House to represent the interests of their constituency by bringing the views of their
constituents to this place for consideration. It is an abuse of the Parliament which is here
to scrutinise and debate proposed laws. It is a reflection of what this Government stands
for and it must be condemned.
I refer members to a quote by Oliver Wendell Holmes, a United States writer and
physician. He said -

It is the privilege of knowledge to speak and it is the privilege of wisdom to
listen.

Those who say that others have no right to speak display an arrogant attitude and those
who refuse to listen display that same attitude. Unfortunately, that appears to be the
hallmark of this Governent by every test when one considers this sessional order.
I oppose the motion and will continue to oppose it I will certainly let my constituency
know in very blunt terms that the Government's intent is to use this order to prevent
debate and scrutiny, to maintain secrecy and to abuse what should be the rights and
entitlements of electors and members of this House.
MRt JOHNSON (Whitford) [11.39 am]: Mr Deputy Speaker -
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Catania: As anew member he neds all the advicelIcan give him'
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Balcatta has disregarded my request
for order. He is normally very well behaved and for that reason I will not formally call
him to order. The member for Whitford has the call and he has not had the opportunity
to say anything.
Mr JOHNSON: I appreciate the member for Balcatta's assistance. He is always trying to
give me advice, although I do not know whether it is particularly good advice. I am sume
he means well. I will not take up much time because I am more than happy for members
of the Opposition to have their say on this occasion.
Mr Taylor: Not many backbenchers take up the time of the House.
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Mr JOHNSON: It is obvious that members opposite have a different philosophy from
members on this side of the House. I will uphold to my last breath die democratic right
of every member of the House to have his or her say, and to have a fair and equal chance
to debate any issue that comes before the House.
Mr Taylor: Now comes the "but".
Mr JOHNSON: No butt.
Mr Taylor: Then you must vote with us to opos ths motion.
Mr JOHNSON: Not at all.
Mr Taylor: What is the "but"?
Mr JOHNSON: I will not say "but'; however, good time management is essential in this
House. Throughout the world good time management operates in other Parliaments, If
this Parliament were a corporation -

Dr Gallop: Whtich it is not.
Mr JOHNSON: I know it is not, but if it were we would be absolutely brake by now and
the shareholders would be disenchanted with the board members. To some extent, one
can draw an analogy between members of Parliament and the people of Western
Australia, and board members and shareholders. It is our duty to reflect and represent the
people in our electorate, and members of Parliament have ample opportunity in which to
do that. However, members also have a duty to spend their time productively. That
obligation to the people of Western Australia is not fulfilled when we waste time in this
House and force the House to sit for extended hours. This incurs enormous expenditure
for the people of Western Australia.
Mrs Hallahan: Are you saying your board would cease to sit on the basis that it would be
too expensive?
Mr JOHNSON: Once again the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has it wrong. The
board members would not waste time in the way many members of the Opposition waste
time.
Mr Catania: You am a bad example to the schoolchildren in tie Public Gallery.
Mr JOHNSON: Members of the Opposition have acted disgracefully in the past when
even younger children have been in the gallery.
Mr Catania: That is absolute nonsense.
Mr JOHNSON: The member for Balcatta raised this issue and he does not like the
response. When young children were in the Public Gallery on previous occasions
members on the other side of the House used disgusting and disgraceful language. The
member for Peel has done it often. I also raise in this debate the behaviour of members
opposite -

Mrs Hallahan: We axe not interested in your comments on our behaviour, actions or
language. We are judging yours.
Mr JOHNSON: That is part of this debate. We need time management because of the
behaviour of members opposite and the time lost because of their obstruction.
Mr Catania inteijected
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Balcatta. The debate has been
proceeding very well until the last few minutes when many members have been trying to
express their points of view across the Chamnber. Some interjections are allowed but the
level has gone beyond that which is acceptable. The member on his feet should direct his
comments to the Chair, so that fewer interjections are made and the speech will be
concluded sooner.
Mr JOHNSON: Since I have been a member of this Parliament I have experienced a
great deal of time wasting and bad behaviour. I have visited other Parliaments in my
travels and I have not seen in them some of the disgraceful behaviour I have witnessed in
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this parliament. The reflections on the Chair which we unfortunately heard today from
the Leader of the Opposition were disgraceful. You. Mr Deputy Speaker, and I have
spent much time in the Chair and also as Chairmen of Committees, and the reflections on
the Chair have at times been an absolute disgrace.
Mr Catania: Do you want us tositclike goodlitle boys and girls?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Balcatta. will come to order.
Mr JOHNSON: People who have occupied that Chair, including me, have exercised
extreme tolerance towards members on the opposite side.
Ar Catania: I will get on my knees in a moment and apologise. You should not be so
silly, this is a House of debate.
Mrs Hallahan: You are very pompous in your comments.
Mr JOHNSON: That sort of interjection would not be tolerated in almost any other
Parliament
Mrs Hallahan: You are hardly an authority on anything, let alone any other House of
Parliament
Mr Catania: He is an authority on arrogance.
Mr JOHNSON: Why does the member not give his mouth a chance to rest and listen for
five minutes? He might learn something. He is not the fount of wisdom he thinks he is.
Mr Catania: I am showing the same charity the Government is showing in its motion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! [ formally call to order the member for Balcatta.
Mr JOHNSON: The reflections on the Chair have been horrendous. Before the last
recess, I was in the Chair at one point, as were you, Mr Deputy Speaker -
Mrs Hallahan: Together?
M~r JOHNSON: I was Deputy Chairman of Committees, and the Deputy Speaker was in
the Speaker's Chair. The sort of abuse and insults we received from members opposite
would normally have warranted sending at least six of them on holiday for a few days.
Mr Catania: I would rather be on holiday than listening to you.
Mr JOHNSON: The member for Balcatta can walk out of this Chamber any time he
likes. I amn told the previous Speaker was a pretty fair person.
Mr I. Barnett: You were given accurate information.
Mr JOHNSON: I did not expect any disagreement from the member for Rockinghami I
am told he ran the House strictly but fairly. No members opposite can say that at any
time the person occupying the Chair in the Legislative Assembly has not been fair.
Mrs Hallahan: We certainly can.
Mr JOHNSON: They may say it but not in all truthfulness, because they know it is not
true.
Mr Catania: The member for Scarborough is a fair person.
Mr JOHNSON: But nobody else who occupies that Chair?
Mr Catania: I reserve my judgment on other occupants of the Chair.
Mr JOHNSON: We have a duty to the people of Western Australia to manage our time
effectively and productively while in this House. We are not doing the people of
Western Australia justice by wasting time and obstructing the legislation that comes
before the House. This Government has a mandate from the people of Western Australia
to put through its Bills.
I am completely confident that the Leader of the House and the backbenchers will ensure
full time is allowed for proper debate. However we will not stand by and allow time to
be wasted by the Opposition, as it has been in the past 18 months. I have no problem
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supporting this sessional order and I have every confidence it will work with full
consultation with members opposite. It will be up to them to ensure that they use their
time productively.
DR CONSTABLE (Flo"ua) [11.50 am]: I start my contribution with a quote from a
speech made in this Parliament almost exactly 10 years ago on a similar motion. The
member said -

I return to the real and pragmatic meaning of Parliament. It is all very well to say
it is the job of Parliament to legislate; but the real and proper meaning of
Parliament today is to provide a forarm for members of Parliament to check the
Executive of the day. That is quite clear. That is the main purpose of Parliament,
whether it occurs by way of debars on a eml, an urgency motion, or a motion
moved on private members' day, or whether it be a grievance or even during
question time.

The person who made that speech was Andrew Mensaros, who was the member for
Floreax for 23 years, as all members will know.
Mr Catania: He was spot on.
Dr CONSTABLE Yes, absolutely. I an proud to repeat what he said 10 years ago
because those words still hold true today, regardless of what the men of the 1990s sitting
opposite think should happen with time management. The now Premier said in
opposition on 26 November 1992, in response to an interjection from the member for
Noliamara -

I will tell the member how the Opposition runs debates. We let the matter run
through; members can speak as much as they wish.

How times change when an opposition becomes the Government and picks up the script
of government; it tends to forget very quickly what this place is really about. The
Premier said also in that same speech -

The process in this place, particularly with important pieces of legislation, should
nor be taken for granted. it has evolved over hundreds of years for good reason.

Indeed, it has. TIS place is not meant to be run efficiently. Ir is meant to be run sensibly
to allow each of us to speak on motions or in debates as we think important in
representing the people who put us in this place. This motion demonstrates the
Government's contempt for Parliament and its proceedings. To say that the sole criterion
for our existence is efficiency is absolute nonsense. To set weekly targets, as the
Government is proposing to do, is some sort of middle management mentality that we
can do without. If we do not meet our targets, we will be punished for it. The Parliament
is not a business. It is not here simply to do the bidding of the Executive. It is here to do
the bidding of the people of Western Australia.
Mr House: I do not like sanctimonious speeches.
Mrs Hallahan: This is an intelligent speech. We had an absolutely embarrassing speech
from a member opposite, and you did not say anything then, yet you inerrupt an
intelligent speech.
Dr CONSTABLE: It could be that this Government and Executive are trying to do too
much in too little time. Perhaps we should sit longer. Perhaps we should start earlier in
the day.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We all know that inteijections are acceptable, and
when the person on his or her feet pauses and accepts the interjection, it very often allows
a fnifu exchange. The difficulty I have now is that the member Maused for a
considerable time, several members interjected, and then while the member was trying to
continue her speech, the intrjections continued across the Chamber and we had, in
effect, three people vrying to make a speech.
Dr CONSTABLE: The purpose of this place is to give members the opportunity to
represent a diverse range of views - not just one point of view that may come from the
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Executive or die Government. This sessional order demonstrates this Government's
contempt for the people of Western Australia and makes a mockery of the meason that we
are here. Why bother if we ane to be told we cannot speak? The guillotine takes away
the fundamental right of all members of Parliament to have their say in this Parliament.
It takes away particularly the fundamental right of the Government's backbenchers,
because they are the ones who will suffer mome than anyone if this guillotine continues.
The motion is too open-ended. The Leader of the House quoted from Erskine May.
Erskine May states clearly that if we are to be put in the extreme situation where a
guillotine motion or sessional order of this type is introduced, it should be specific to one
Bill or motion and not open-ended and applied to whatever we like.
Members of the now Government pushed very hard for a royal commission, and we spent
$30m on that royal commission. The royal commission said a lot of interesting things
about what should happen in the Parliament and how we should look at ourselves.
Paragraph 5.1.2 of the second pant of the report of the royal commission states -

Much of the focus of the Commission in this part of the report has been on the
steps that might be taken to restore and maintain public trust and confidence in
the integrity, the processes and the practices of the executive and administrative
arms Of goverment The Parliament is central to our proposals. Above all else,
if there is to be government for the people, there must be public trust and
confidence in the processes and practices of Parliament and in the role it performs
in advancing and in safeguarding the interests of the public.

That is what we should be doing. This sessional order undermines any confidence that
may be left in the public's mind. This means that the Executive can work unchecked
week by week, determining what should be passed through this Parliament and not
allowing full and open debaite, scrutiny andI questioning.
The Leader of the House used the example of a Bill before the House at the moment - the
Young Offenders Bill - and said that we have had 20 hours of debate and are only up to
clause 65. with 232 clauses to go. By any standard, that is a long and important Bill, and
because it is important to the community it is not a Bill that should be rushed through as
the Leader of the House is suggesting. It should be given time for proper scrutiny and
explanation so that everyone understands what it is about. Mr Deputy Speaker, when you
spoke on this matter, you pointed out the good progress that is being made in Committee,
where we are now up to clause 65 after six and a half hours of debate. I have calculated
that on that score, we will probably need another 20 hours in Committee to complete the
remaining 232 clauses. We can compare that with the debate on the Freedom of
Information Bill in 1992, where we spent three weeks in Committee because of that
Eml's importance. Perhaps we should say that important Bills need a lot more time than
die Leader of the House is prepared to give them.
This sessional order, if invoked week after week, will. have a long-lasting and detrimental
effect on bow this Parliament works. People will accept that the middle management
mentality of putting matters through on the basis of weekly targets is what we should be
doing. That is not what we should be doing. We should be remembering the words of
the former member for Floreat and take our time to properly scrutinise the legislation that
comes before this Parliament to question the Executive, and to make the Executive
accountable to the Parliament. We ane not here to do the Executive's bidding. The
Executive is here to do our bidding as members of Parliament, This motion demonstrates
the Government's total contempt for the role of members of Parliament.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.57 an): We
have made it clear that we absolutely and strenuously oppose this sessional order. We
happen to have in the Public Gallery a number of young people who an witnessing what
could be the beginning of an attack which will destroy our democratic processes. It is
very instructive for them to be here today and to see how such a destruction of a system
of government can be effected. The Leader of the House said in his opening comments
that the way in which the business of the House is managed has broken down. It seems
to me that what we have is an inability by the Government and by the Leader of the
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House to manage the business of the House. I do not want to single out the Leader of the
House particularly, but clearly he has been incapable of carrying out his task of moving
legislation through the Parliament and ensuring that the Government's business is
transacted. While the Opposition does not have an objection per se to time management,
we do believe firmly that time management must be arrived at by negotiation. This
motion has not been introduced on the basis of cooperation or negotiation. It worries the
Opposition that this is an stack on the running of the House and the way in which
legislation will be treated in Western Australia, and we absolutely reject it. when in
government we made great strides with cooperation in the Parliament. Tis Government
is capable of that cooperation, but a change of attitude is needed. I understand that a lot
of tension exists in the Government ranks. An allegation has been made that the Leader
of the House is not tough enough. Are we dealing in this motion with a domestic brawl
in the Government ranks? Does the Leader of the House want to portray to his
colleagues that be is not a softy and so must get tougher, more authoritarian,
undemocratic and even fascist, to convince his Cabinet colleagues that he is doing a good
job? If that is the dynamic of the Court Government, it is a sad commentary. This will
go down as one of the most shameful periods of this Government when we see the effects
of this method of dealing with legislation. Members opposite have no understanding
whatsoever of the consequences of legislation which is guillotined through Parliament, in
some cases without debate.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Did you have a problem with 21 Bills passing through in one sitting in
1992? That was a guillotine by any name.
Mrs HALLAHAN: We all know of the tradition of Bills being dealt with in a hurry at
the end of a session. Often the Bills dealt with in that way are not controversial. When
in Government, we debated controversial Bills and dealt with minor and more
mechanical Bills in that way.
Mr C.J. Barnett: They were major Bills.
Mrs HALLAHAN: They were not. They were Bills which could be moved through the
Parliament in that way with the cooperation of the current Government, the then
Opposition. One must keep in mind that members opposite always had the balance of
power in the upper House. Nevertheless, they went along with that arrangement at the
end of the session - it could not have been a concern to them. Government members
remain responsible for the process which they now criticise.
A good example of cooperative effort will be seen this afternoon when the Young
Offenders Bill is before the Chamber. Reference has been made to the time taken to
debate clauses in that Bill, and the fact that many clauses ame still to be debated.
However, a great deal of debate is necessary on that Bill because the Attorney General
introduced into the House a very defective Bill which did not have the benefit of
community consultation; adequate input was not sought from providers of services, legal
experts and those involved in a whole range of a matters relating to young people and
offenders in our community. The Bill was not thoroughly prepared, and it has caused
enormous concern inside and outside this Parliament.
The Opposition said to the Government, took, this Bill has a lot of problems and it will
take a long time to debate. Let us send it to a select committee which can deal with it
thoroughly.' I amr sure that all members have had approaches regarding community
concerns relating to this legislation. After the Bill has been dealt with by the committee,
it can come back to the Chamber to be changed to a form which deals with the
community concern. However, the Government said "No way. We're not doing that"
Following that response, the Opposition could still see the problems with this Bill and the
process of dealing with it The Opposition said, "Perhaps we could let the Bill progress
to the Legislative Council and pass to the Standing Committee on Legislation." For the
benefit of our young visitor in the Public Gallery the Standing Committee on Legislation
is a committee of the Legislative Council. A growing tendency has emerged in recent
years to refer difficult and controversial Bills to that committee so that members, in a
bipartisan way outside the Chamber, can work out the best way to dea with the
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legislation. I understand that Bills come back in an amended form which is more
satisfactory to the community as progress is made through agreement on both sides of
politics. It sounds like a mactur approach in the modern day.
The Opposition made approaches in the Legislative Council on this matter and agreement
has now been reached. That Bill will complete its Comnmittee stage in the lower House
this afternoon, and it will then go to the Legislative Council. It will then pass to the
Legislation Committee for proper scrutiny which will allow genuine commnity concerns
to be heard. That is a mature and modem method of bringing about a satisfactory
resolution to a difficult piece of legislation. Particular difficulties arose because this is a
contentious issue and the Government did not give the Bill the required attention before
its introduction.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Such suggestions could be logically considered by the committee
proposed by the member for Scarborough; I do not have fixed views on those proposals.
Mrs HALLAHAN: It is very unsatisfactory to the Opposition that the Government is
promoting another committee to facilitate better processes, but at the same time adopting
a jackbooted approach. If die Leader of the House were genuine, he would not put this
motion before the House. he would let the select committee examine the matter and
present recommendations for consideration. The Leader of the House is not genuine.
Mr C.J. Barnett: T'he truth will be seen in the application.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Young Offenders Bill has created contentious debate. It will be
handled better through proposals initiated by the Opposition in both Houses of this
Parliament, which will lead to a much better outcome. We did flat see such suggestions
coming from Government members. Sadly, an attitude of great arrogance was evident in
the speeches by government members of this House, and I have no doubt that attitude
will be reflected in the way this sessional order will be used in this place.
We can have mature negotiations as opposed to authoritarian approaches to legislation.
We have heard some simplistic approaches by members opposite. I do not know whether
the Government was sat down by a board of company directors and told how to run a
company - we also beard about running the local tennis club. However, the Parliament
was told how it should operate like a company board. It was a charming, almost cute,
contribution by the Leader of the House. A great difference exists between a board of a
company and the Parliament of Western Australia. We are making laws here by which
people must live. Tlhat means we must have input from the community and
representatives of those whom we expect to live by the laws. I no way can we run this
state like a board of management or a tennis club and expect people to live according to
laws made in that way.
I was amazed to hear some of the contemptuous attitudes expressed by Ministers and the
government back bench. These sentiments seem to permeate the Liberal and National
Parties front and back benches. Therefore, it is understandable that the Opposition could
not see a measure of goodwill or good management in this motion; it is about
authoritarianism and promoting the views of the Government. Sadly, members opposite
want to disenfranchise nearly 50 per cent of Western Australia's population. That is the
Opposition's concern. We will not stand by and see Western Australians
disenfr-anchised -

Mr House: The Government in Canberra has exactly the same system. Do those
comments apply to that Government?
Mrs HALLAHAN: That Government does not have the attitudes, the management
practices, that we see here today.
Mr House: Mr Keating is a lovely fellow!
Mrs HALLAHAN: He is a bright and brilliant man.
Several members interjected
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
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Mrs HALLAHAN: I have lost my train of thought.
Mr House: I am not surprised. You are thinking about Keating.
Mrs HALLAHAN: He is a bright and outstanding Prime Minister, If we have a model in
Federal Parliament tint works so well, why do we not wranspiant as closely as we can,
those processes to tis Parliament?
Mdr CJ. Baretc: While I am Leader of the House I will not guillotine 15 Bills through in
one move, as your colleague Kim Beazley did!
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Loader of the House should not say what he will or will not do.
What he proposes to do is a disgusting thing for the history of democracy in this State.
Why does die Loader of the House say that we need a select committee to go to other
States and come back with good ideas about how to run this place, if a model already
exists? There is no constancy or credibility in his argunment-.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Opposition has made it clear today that it opposes the sessional
order. Sadly, such an order will mean a breakdown in the goodwill on which this
Parliament depends in order to pass business through the House. If it means, as the
Deputy Premier threatened, that government members and backbenchers. will take up all
the time ir, the House on the rationale that they must represent their constituents, to the
exclusion of opposition debate, members opposite will be roundly condemned by the
community and savagely resisted by the Opposition.
It is a sad day when we have reached this position. The necessary management could
have been achieved by cooperation and goodwill. The Loader of the House does not
have the ability to achieve that end, and now this very blunt instrument is being imposed.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [12.12 pm]: It is important to note that when we are
considering a guillotine measure in our form of government we must return to first
principles. The first principle in our system of government is that we have our particular
version of democracy which has come from Westminster. That version, of course, has
the executive arm of government coming out of the Legislature itself, This has always
posed problems for the role the Legislature will play as a major mechanism of
accountability in die system because if die Executive comes out of the Parliament it
implies that the Executive already has support within the Parliament to form a
government and, therefore, can come back into Parliament secure in the knowledge that it
has the numbers to get through the particular measures it wants.
If we are to preserve that important distinction and separation between the executive arm
and die legislative arm of government, two things must foMow. First is that what we call
the conventions of the Westminster version of the parliamentary system must operate,
and the spirit of the system must permeate the way we conduct our proceedings. In other
words, the Government of the day must take note of the important role that the
Parliament will play to check it. T'hat requires an attitude of mind and an approach on the
part of the Government that will be self-disciplined, and which will note the important
role that the Legislature has in checking the Government of the day. Certainly our
experience of this coalition Government in the Legislative Assembly is that it does not
understand the conventions or the spirit of the system. It is not satisfied to have only the
numbers; it also wants to control debate.
The second way that our version of the Westminster system of government can preserve
the distinction between the Legislature and the Executive, even though the Executive
comes out of the Legislature, is to have a strong upper House; indeed, to have an upper
House that is elected differently from the lower House. This was one of the major
recommendations of the royal commission. The royal commission said that if we are to
have proper parliamentary government in this State we need an upper House that
contains a broad range of interests and which can check the Executive. The key to that is
an electoral system that is very different from the one that puts the Government in the
lower House. Only then can we have a proper check. Th7ere is an interesting analogy
with the Senate. Since 1949 , the Senate has been elected on the basis of proportional
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representation, and gradually the electors of the nation have worked out that if they have
proportional representation they not only have a chance to elect a government but also a
chance to elect a check on the Government. The smaller parties have come in and won
influence and power within the upper House, and as a result they have checked the
executive arm of the Government. These are the two ways in which our Westminster
system can preserve the parliamentary process, firstly through the proper observation of
the conventions of the system, and secondly through the institution of a vigorous upper
House elected on a different basis from the lower House.
The current system in Western Australia falls clown in two ways. This Government is
reinforcing that failure. Fily, it falls down because we have a government in the lower
House that is not satisfied unless it both has the numbers and controls debate. That is a
real weakness on the pant of the Government, and it emanates from a number of sources.
The fnrt source has been alluded to by the members for Armadale and Floreat. Members
opposite see this Parliament as a company. Unfortunately, the institution of Parliament
was not set up like a company; it was set up to represent interests, and that is a different
concept. Parliament is meant to be disruptive. It is meant to ask questions. It is meant to
annoy the Executive. That is the role of the Parliament and the parliamentary institution.
That is the first mistake the Government makes. It takes the model of the company and
tries to impose it on the Parliament, and it does not work. The second problem is that the
Leader of the House, who is impetuous and impatient, finds it difficult to deal with
people who have a different point of view. He is annoyed about the events that occurred
when Parliament last sat because they upset his conception of how things should work,
and now he wants to punish this side of the House. The way he can do that, of course, is
to impose on this side of the House severe restrictions on the way we can debate
particular measures.
Mr Catania: Why doesn't he give us the strap?
Dr GALLOP: For those who went to Christian Brothers, that is an analogy that might
work, but I was a state schoolboy and we did not have that particular institution.
The Government has failed completely to accept the recommendations of the royal
commission and to improve the upper House by establishing a broader base to its
representation. The upper House, where we are sitting today, has in recent times made
some improvements. However, it could be so much better, that is, if the electoral system
was such that whoever was in government would have a check placed upon them in the
upper House.
The second failure of this Government then is to reject the fundamental reforms that have
been introduced time and time again in the past decade by members on this side of the
House, that would have improved our parliamentary procedures so much. The difference
between Canberra and us is this: When my colleague the member for Swan, Hon Kim
Beazley, introduces a guillotine to the House of Representatives, he -knows that the
legislation will go to the Senate. He knows every clause of any piece of legislation that
goes through the Senate will have to be negotiated.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Do they?
Dr GALLOP: Indeed, that is the case. The Senate is a vigorous Chamber. It
understands, and exercises, its rights in a very vigilant way. When this Leader of the
House introduces legislation into the Legislative Assembly, he knows that he has the
numbers not only in that House but also in the Legislative Council. This intensifies our
view that this is an improper move to make in the Legislative Assembly. The move is
bad enough, but the degree of inappropriateness of the measure is intensified by the fact
that the upper House is controlled by the same coalition that controls the lower House.
The Government has failed on both fronts. Firstly, on the observance of the conventions
of a parliamentary system which has it that the Parliament should be the check, should be
vigilant, should be disruptive and should give an opportunity for every individual interest
in this Stat to be represented. If it takes longer to debate a clause than the Government
might wish, the debate should be restricted only in exceptional times. Those exceptional

4408



[miursday,l15 September 1994] 40

times do emerge when we come to the end of a inting, and time management should
quite appropriately come into play. Secondly, the Government has done nothing to fix
the upper House, which adds so much to our system Of governet
Let us refer to the primary authority on these matters: Erskine May's Parliamentary
Practice. As I read it, the chapter that deals with the sessional ordlers to restrict debate in
the Parliament states three things. Firstly, such a measure should be inu-oduced only in
relation to a particular Bill. In other words, it should be specific to a particular Bill.
Secondly, them should be very fair circumstances that justify this move away from the
normal process of parliamentary proceedings. There should be some extreme
circumstances or some urgency that justifies such a qualification to our parliamentary
system of government.
Let us look at both of these arguments. Is this measure being introduced to deal only
with specific legislation? No. This sessional order is being introduced insa blanket way
to cover all of the proceedings of this Chamber in the forthcoming session.
Mr CJ. Barnett: No, it will not.
Dr GALLOP: I am afraid that we can only take the Minister on mrust. Our experience of
this Minister is that when he is upset, he tries to punish those who have upset him. That
is his instinct, his morality, that be brings to this Parliament. If only he stepped back and
refleced on what it takes to negotiate, he would find that the business of the House
would proceed much better.
We have a blanket application of the principle for all of the proceedings of the House,
rather than for a specific Bill. That is the first failing under the prniles that Erskine
May sets down for these sorts of sessional orders. Secondly, there shul be some sort of
urgency. There should be a specific set of circumstances that leads us to conclude that
we must introduce a measure such as this. This is not the end of the session; we are not
coming to the Christmas break: we are at the beginning of a session. flat indicates that
this Government is not introducing this motion because it has a justifiable problem that
needs to be addressed, it is doing so because it wants to control the process of debate.
The Government is not happy with the knowledge that it will win the debate. Both the
Government and I bnow that. We have only come close on occasions when Government
members have not turned up for a division. That conclusion was determined at the last
election. We know that the Government will win the debate on issues. Why this
necessity to control the debate? I will tell members the result if the Government
continues with this approach. Government members do not understand a very important
distinction in public life, that between having power and having authority. They have the
power, but I am not so sure that they have the authority, If they exercise their power in a
way that breaks the traditional conventions of a Westminster system of government. that
ignores and tramples upon those conventions, and Government members continue to do
that, gradually, but steadily, their authority as a group of people who were given, in trust,
the Government of this state, will be eroded. Over time it will start to impact on their
political fortunes in the community. It will do that for a very important reason. The
report of the royal commission made it clear - this view is held in our community - that it
was very inportant that the parliamentary institution, as the central institution of
accountability, had to be improved. They felt that the executive arm of government
throughout Western Australian history had been subjected to too much temptation to use
its numbers to trample upon the Parliament. The royal commissioners said to us as
legislators, "Improve your performnance; establish a better system of parliamentary
accountability. If you do not, you will have let down the peole of this State, those who
believe we could do things better." That royal commission report is now widely
understood in this community. It is certainly widely understood among those who
comment on politics, either through the media or through their reporting of politics. It is
widely understood by the young people of this State in the way they expect us to conduct
the parliamentary process. If the Government does not heed that warning, its use of this
mechanism of brutal power in this Parliament will gradually, but steadily, erode its
authority.

4409



4410 ASSEMBLY]

The guillotine has been used in recent times on only a small number of occasions. It was
used in 1974 when the then Premier, Sir Charles Court, was pushing through his
amendment to the fuel, energy and power legislation to try to restrict the rights of
workers in this State. He was so impatient in wanting that measure passed that he
introduced die guillotine. It was used in 1984 when the then Government of the day was
dealing with its land conservation and environment legislation. It was used in 1988 in
debate on the Budget and, of comre, it was used last year in this Parliament. It was
applied to the proceedings of the Legislative Assembly on 10 occasions last year. It was
used in 1974, 1984, 1988, 1993 and again in 1994. It is becoming a habit; it is becoming
institutionalised.
Mr C.I. Barnett: That is cret
Dr GALJLOP: Exactly. Our Chamber will be powecr for it. I conclude with a simple
illustration of how that Chamber will be poorer for it. When the guillotine is imposed
and a raft of legislation is passed, if indeed it is built up, none of those clauses is debated.
None of the interests of the community affected by those clauses is brought into this
Parliament and reponted in Hansard. Indeed, the very essence of Parliament is
undermined, because the essence of Parliament is not just to deal with the general
philosophy of a Bill through the second reading, but to engage in a detailed discussion of
every clause of the legislation.
One of the issues on which I have some agreement with Enoch Powell, a conservative
member of die British House of Commons, is his opposition to the use of citizen initiated
referendums and vetoes on legislation because they are too brutal. All that can be voted
on is a raft of legislation. The role of Parliament is to disentangle chat and consider every
clause. The essence of Parliament is to consider every detail of legislation to see how
that detail impacts on the rights and interests of the citizens of Western Australia. The
very essence of a guillotine measure is hostile to the principles of parliamentary scrutiny
of legislation. For that simple reason we should oppose it. We should also oppose it
because we have an upper House that cannot act as a check on what goes through our
own Chamber, the Legislative Assembly. For those reasons I urge all members of this
House to oppose this brutal imposition of' a restriction on our right to come into the
Chamber and defend the rights and interests of our constituents.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) (12.32 pm]: I am uncomfortable with the introuction of
this sessional order into the House. I have great reservations about any sessional orders,
although I recognise that we must have a system that works.
Dr Gallop: As long as the trains are on time we are all happy.
Mr TRENORDEN: Mussolini and the member for Victoria Park are a finely matched
pair.
As has been said in debates before, nearly every Parliament in Australia has brought in
this sort of sessional order - the guillotine. However, the debate on this motion is totally
inappropriate. It should recognise that other Parliaments have had to do the same thing,
and it should be about how the system will work and how it evolved. As other members
have already said, this system evolved over many centuries. It is a tried and true system,
but one thing has changed: The system relies - not heavily, but totally - on two things;
principle and goodwill.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: I can understand the member for Peel laughing. If anyone lacks
principle in this House, it is he. He would not have a clue about what principle was. If
members of this House do not have principle and are not prepared to act with goodwill -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Wr Johnson): Order! The member for Greenough has
forgotten the protocol of Parliament. I ask him to apologise. He has just walked between
the member on his feet and the Chair.
Mr Minson: I apologise.
Mr TRENORDEN: Principle and goodwill are absolutely essential if this system is to
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work. There is now no principle or goodwill left in this system of running the House;
however, the House must still run. The blame for what is happening today - it is a sad
day - is not with the Leader of the House or the Govemnment; the blame must be worn by
each and every member of this House. This place must function, but we cannot just
throw in a sessional order and say that it wil solve the problems. We must examine
other places and find a new mechanism by which this House can operate and by which
members can be elected to this place and represent their constituents.
When I was in Opposition I was often guided by my leader, the member for Merredin.
Many times in Opposition we felt angry about how things were progressing. However,
the member for Merredin often pointed out to us that this place required goodwill and
stability in its operation. I believe we were marginally better than this Opposition - we
were not fantastic - but this Opposition has lost any abilty to create goodwill in the
process of the House. Members opposite can argue that it is my fault or the Leader of the
House's fault; however, the fact is that there is no goodwill left in this Houre. I can
remember many times being furious with the person who occupied the Chair when I was
in Opposition. Many times I wanted to vote against that person because I felt anger
about the bias and attitude of the Chair. However, older members, such as the previous
member for South Perth, and my leader, the member for Merredin, regularly reminded
me that there are two aspects to that; one is the individual and the other is the position
itself - the position of Speaker of the House. Even though members may disagree with
the actions and decisions made by the Speaker, if they do not recognise the position of
Speaker, they fail to recognise the House of Parliament itself.
Mr Graham: Rubbish.
Mr TRENORDEN: It is not rubbish. If members do not allow goodwill to prevail, they
do not have any mechanism at all. Unfortunately, we have reached that stage in this
place.
Mr Marlborough: Are you suggesting that we do not recognise the Speaker?
Mr TRENORDEN: The member for Peel does not recognise anything. Of all the
members in this House, he is the one in the gutter.
A new system must be found. This is not the first Parliament that has taken this action.
The Leader of the House points out that it is happening on a wholesale basis in the
federal Parliament. However, because it is happening there, is not enough reason for this
Parliament to do the same. We should be looking for a better mechanism. The truth is
that the Executive controls every House of Parliament in Australia. flat is not a
reflection on this Government; it was like that when I was elected in 1986. The royal
commission clearly pointed out that the Executive paid no attention to its backbench.
The backbench of the Burke, Dowding and Lawrence Governments did not question the
Executive at all.
I cannot be too critical of my Executive, all I want to do is express my discomfort and
sorrow that we have come to this position. If there were any people of goodwill left they
would try to rnd mechanisms which allowed members of Parliament to represent their
constituents in this place. There must be a role for the backbench in this Parliament. It
cannot be ignored. Governments and Executives cannot use the backbench just to make
up the numbers. Unfortunately, Australian Parliaments use them in that way. Australian
Parliaments are about the arrogance of numbers. I sat on the opposition benches for
seven years, and I saw the arrogance of numbers day after day. I am not surprised that
the current Opposition is angry when it sees those numbers used day after day, because
the truth is that when we walk into this Chamber all that counts is the numbers. We all
know that. All we can ask from the system is the ability to represent our constituents. It
is important to me that I represent my constituency. I will seek a new method by which I
can represent my constituency. The current system, from A to Z, is unworkable. Its two
components, goodwill and principle, are absent.
The Press is dhe other party to this debate. It has a substantial role to play in all of this,
and it is interesting, particularly with the actions of our Prime Minister, bow often the
Press writes up his parliamentary activities as smart politics. I can remember many times
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in this place the previous member for Fremantle, David Parker, being written up by the
Press as a very smart politician. He was lying to the House, and misleading the House.
but the media at the time was saying that he was a very smart, sharp politician. The Press
also had apartto play in the demise of this Chamber. fle demise did notsatnwith this
Government. The situation is little different today from 1986, when I was elected. The
member for Noliamara said at the beginning of his speech, in a debate that continued all
night not so long ago, that he would speak for an indetenninate time. If it were not for
the manoeuvring of the deputy Leader of the Government who outsmarted him by calling
for an adjournment for lunch, the member for Nollamnara would have kept going. That is
a precise example. of how goodwill and principle have gone from this House.
Mr Ripper The Government's actions prior to that speech contributed to that breakdown
in the relationship.
Mr TRENORDEN: Goodwill and principle have gone; I am not saying that it has gone
only from the other side.
Mr Ripper: I do not agree that goodwill has gone; for example, we have agreed that this
debate will finish at one o'clock.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Opposition is not debating the real issue;, that is, how this place
will function. It is debating its anger. I have no doubt at all that if members opposite
were sitting over here, they would do the same thing. They did exactly the same thing
when they were in government, and I was here to witness ft.
Mr Graham: Thai is not true.
Mr TRENORDEN: I was here when 11I Bills passed through this House in one hour. I
was angry that it occurred. This is no different from what happened in the last days of
the Lawrence Government. The Government has the right to move in this direction. The
Opposition must question that direction. I believe this system has collapsed, that it is
unworkable and we must find a new mechanism that will allow time not only for the
Opposition and the Government front bench to debate issues, but also and, most
importantly, for backbenchers to represent their constituencies.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [12.46 pm]: It is appropriate that this debate is being held in
the Legislative Council Chamber because this Chamber is a shrine to the conservative
corruption of the political system in Western Australia. It is the home of the worst
gerrymander in the western world. This guillotine motion is an extension of that
conservative corruption in this State.
The Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters
conducted the most recent investigation into our parliamentary system. Despite what the
member for Avon says with his innovative rewrite of history and his somewhat negative
view of our adapted Westminster system, the system can work. It has worked for
hundreds of years, and it will work if and when the Government of the day determines
that it will work. The royal commission reported on the democratic principle of
Parliament. It stated that the Parliament is at the centre of many proposals. It is entirely
appropriate that this be so. In our constitutional system it is the public's representative
forum, and it derives its ultimate legitimacy from the public on whose behalf it acts. Thle
commission stated that the Parliament is central to our proposals. Above all else - they
are key words - if there is to be government for the people, there must be public miust and
confidence in the processes and practices of Parliament and in the role it performs in
advancing and safeguarding the interests of the public. It is not to advance t interests
of either Richard Court, Hendy Cowan, Larry Graham, the Labor Party or the Liberal
Party, but the interests of the public. This motion removes the responsibilities of this
Parliament and any ability of this Parliament to have any effect in the public interest.
Unfortunately, the Press takes very little notice when I object to the euphemism of time
management, nor should it, I suppose. This is not a process that will lead to the
management of time. This is a proces that wil lead to the curtailment of rational debate
in the Legislative Assembly. Time management could be instituted in many other ways.
One process that has been tried and proven over the centuries is simple negotiation in
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good faith; a measure that is beyond dhe ability of the Leader of the House. I say that and
single him out for attention quite deliberately. I have done that before. He is one of the
root causes of the difficulties experienced in the maladministration of this Parliament
since the election. I will not go through the points I was going to raise. The member for
Victoria Park has capably stated the comparisons between our system and the federal
system and the comparisons between this shameful place and the Senate, and the system
by which people are represented. This guillotine is designed for one purpose, and it is
not time management. It is not designed for the better munning of the House; it is
designed so that the Government can avoid scrutiny.
I will give an example. Today, the principal prosecuting officer in Western Australia
brought down his annual report in which he made allegations about the impropriety, as he
sees it, of die Attorney General of Western Australia. The principal prosecuting officer
and the principal law officer of this State are at odds, with one alleging impropriety in the
senior office. It is a matter this House should deal with. IfT, as a member of Parliament,
wished to move a motion to enable the Parliament legitimately to look at a problem of
political corruption in our judicial processes. I could not do so if the guillotine were to
come into effect. Part (c) of this motion requires that my business - the business of a
legally and properly elected representative of the public of Western Australia, raising a
legitimate issue for debate in this Parliament - must be put to one side so that government
business can have priority. It is absolutely outrageous. It is not debate or negotiation that
is to determine priority in the Parliament; it is to be determined by the proposed order. I
must listen to sanctimonious garbage from members such as the member for Avon,
discussing how this system has collapsed. There is no clearer indication of corruption in
the system than that. Entrenched in this proposed sessional order is the fact that the
priorities of the Parliament will no longer be in the hands of the Parliament. They are to
be in the hands of Executive Government, and in this place principally in the hands of the
leader of government business, whom I consider to be the least competent person to deal
with any sort of negotiation or ordering of priorities;, the Parliament is being asked to
give the least competent person the ability to determine our outcomes.
Let us consider previous guillotines in this Parliament since this Government has beetn in
office. Three lots of legislation were rammed through this place when the previous
guillotines were brought down. The first one was the legislation relating to Mabo, the
Land (itldes and Traditional Usage) Bill. The Leader of the National Party now publicly
states that the Government should reconsider its own legislation to ensure it meets its
obligations. It does not matter whether I agree with the Government's legislative aims;
the number two man in Western Australia in a political sense is stating that that
legislation requires re-examination. Why was it not examined in this Parliament? It was
not because it was good legislation or bad legislation; it was not examined in this
Parliament because it was guillotined through this House and through the Legislative
Council so that the people's representatives in Western Australia never officially
considered that legislation. And guess where it is? It is under challenge in the High
Court.
Let us consider the legislation that deals with workplace agreements and the
arrangements that relate to people's work. Nothing in our western civilisation is more
fundamental than what one does and what one gets paid for it. Did the Parliament of
Western Australia scrutinise that legislation? No. It was guillotined through Parliament.
The Government had commissioned a survey into the effectiveness of its legislation
which it rammed through this Parliament. In an attempt to avoid scrutiny it belted the
legislation through here. Thc- Government's own polling shows that no-one in Western
Australia understands what it did. I understand why the public does not understand it:
No-one in Parliament understands it, because members were never allowed to look at it,
nor to debate or scrutinise it.
Mr Cowan: It is nonsense.
Mr GRAHAM: It is not nonsense. Let us consider the workers' compensation
legislation, which is near and dear to my heart. I raised problems with that legislation in
the limited debate we were allowed to have. If I remember correctly, when the guillotine
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was applied I was speaking on a problem with that legislation. Since then we have had
two or three ministerial statements, a series of press gatherings, and a series of canyigs
on from the Minister stating 1 was wrong. What we have had behind the scenes is a
Minister manoeuvring the insurance industry to introduce guidelines which are contrary
to the legislation. That had to be done to save the Minister. We were not able to deal
with that legislation in the Legislative Assembly or the Legislative Council because it
was guillotined through the Parliament. The three key pieces of legislation that have
been guillotined through this Parliament are all under challenge in other places because
the system here did not work.
When discussing the competence of the Government, we must discuss the competence of
the Chair. That is difficult to do without reflecting on the Chair. Until recently, never
had I seen a Speaker of the Legislative Assembly speaking on television claiming what a
good job the Premier was doing. That occurred recently. It is difficult to describe those
two figureheads of the two arms of government as independent one from the other when
one appears on television supporting the other. It is also difficult to consider the misuse
of the ministerial statements provisions in the Parliament and the inability or the
unwillingness of the Chair to do anything about that. That is something I will raise in
another place at another time. There is a huge discrepancy between the decisions of the
Chairmen and the rulings given by the Speaker. Rulings differ from one Chairman to the
other, all of them different from those made by the Speaker. If one puts all that together
with the proved incompetence of the Leader of the House, one is left with nothing to do
other than to say that this Government is not capable of running the business of the
House.
There is no clearer example of that incompetence, unwillingness and inability to run this
place than this motion. We are not the first Opposition that has come into this place with
its own agenda, despite the claptrap from the member for Avon. Members of the
Assembly who were here at the time will remember vividly how bitter the Liberal
Opposition was in 1989 when it came into the House after having lost the election. It
swore it could never lose, and there was no goodwill on either side of the Parliament.
Nonetheless) the system survived because the Government of the day was capable of
dealing with a hostile Opposition. This one is not. I finish with this pertinent quote,
again from the royal commission -

When a Government commands a majority in both Houses of a bicameral
Legislature, neither chamber is likely to provide a stringent check upon the
executive's activities.

We know the Legislative Council will not do anything to check this Government, but the
speech from the member for Avon shows quite clearly thac members on the backbenches
of this Government are not prepared to do anything other than make trite speeches and
say they know this motion is all wrong and they should not be passing it. but they will
vote for it anyway.
Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr Cowan (Deputy
Premier).

Sitring suspended from 1.02 to 2.00 pm

MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT - SWEARING-IN
Parker, Rhon~da Kathleen

The Clerk of the Assembly produced the writ for the electoral district of Helena and
announced that Mrs Rhonda Kathleen Parker had been duly elected as the member for
Helena.
Mrs Parker took and subscribed the Oath of Allegiance and signed the Roll.
The SPEAKER: On behalf of the House, I congratulate the member for Helena on her
election and welcome her to the Chamber.
[Applause.]
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[Questions wihout notice taken.]

MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST - DISABILITY SERVICES
THE SPEAKER (Mr Chako): Today [ received within the prescribed time a letter from
the member for Kenwick seeking to debate as a matter of public interest the crises in the
disability services field.
It is not appropriate for the Leader of the Opposition to get up from his seat to move
around as Isam speaking; he is aware of that.
Mr Taylor interjected.
The SPEAKER: Ordr! I ask the Leader of the Opposition to reflect on his behaviour
today.
Mr Taylor: And yours.
The SPEAKER: Order! If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.
(At least five members rose in their places.]
The SPEAKER: In accordance with the sessional order, a half-hour will be allocated to
my left and a half-hour to my right, and three minutes will be allocated to the
Independent member, if she decides to take the call.
The member for Fremantle will resume his seat.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr C1. BARNETT-: At the end of question ine the member for Mitchell reflected upon
the Chair in an unparliamentary and distasteful manner. Maybe you did not bear that
comment, Mr Speaker, but certainly a number of members heard his reflection on the
Chair. I draw it to your attention, Mr Speaker, and hope that the member for Mitchell
will withdraw and apologise for his comment.
Mr THOMAS: The Minister should have taken this point of outer when the Speaker was
on his feet. He did not do so; therefore, his point of order has lapsed.
The SPEAKER: I have found the member for Mitchell to be most cooperative in
circumstances like this; if he said something of the nature alleged, I ask him to withdraw.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Whatever it was I said, I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.39 pmj): I move -

That the Government be condemned for -
(1) ignoring advice from the Minister for Disability Services that the

Government will be facing a human crisis of grave proportions by the
middle of 1996 unless major inroads are made in the service backlog for
people with disabilities;

(2) rejecting advice from the Minister that an additional $3.9mn is necessary to
begin addressing only the most critical and immediate needs; and

(3) failing to uphold pie-election commitments to allocate any additional state
funds to the area.

Thte House calls on the Government to allocate a minimum of $4m to Disability
Services from its $200m windfall.

I am pleased to bring this issue to the forum of the Parliament. It is not very often that
we have the opportunity to advocate for the most vulnerable members of our community.
I refer to people with a range of disabilities: namely, one in every eight Western
Australians. In shorthand, dhe disability services field is in crisis leaving thousands of
people without access to such services. Thousands and thousands of people with
disabilities in Western Australia have been left without services, by the Minister's own
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acknowledgment. On iwo occasions I have been to see the Minister to offer to work with
him in a bipartisan way. I have acknowledged that the minute to which I will be referring
extensively in this debate is one that is well argued and should have been supported in
Cabinet but, unfortunately, the Minister for Disability Services was unable to persuade
Cabinet to fund the area and to keep the commitments given dwing the course of an
election campaign. Although one of my colleagues will be elaborating on the prevous
Government's achievements and commitments in this area, [ can say now that there were
increases in real terms in difficult economic times, and this year there has been a real
decrease in funding of 2.3 per cent despite the $200m windfall in revenue.
When I refer to the minute that was taken to the Cabinet by the Minister for Disability
Services and elaborate on some of the areas, members in this House will find it very
revealing about the support services that are lacking for their constituents. One of the
first commitments that the coalition made as it went into the election campaign was to
provide accommodation support. It funded a special round in December 1983 of $1.8m
attracting, the Government said, 290 applications from people in urgent need of
accommodation. Of those 290 people, only 71 could receive the necessary services. We
discovered daring the Estimates Committees hearings that of those people in critical
need, 50 were unable to be funded even though the caret was old, 11, even though the
carer was seriously il; 34, even though they were homeless or at immediate risk; and a
further 91 whose support networks were at risk. That means there has developed a six
year backlog for services for accommodation support for people with disabilities. That is
the situation now, and it is estimated that another 50 people each year will join that
waiting list. It is interesting to note also that the ages of the bulk of the people were
between 20 and 54 years.
The coalition election commitments included a promise for action on school age therapy
services. It was said there would not be any more studies, reports or committees in any
of those areas of disability. Thai is, the coalition was committing itself to action.
However, already we see a shortfall of 88 therapists to provide services to 4 060 school
children; the needs of preprimary children have not been quantified in the memorandum,
but the gap in service is acknowledged. It is most important for us to consider that this is
a critical time for therapy and intervention, before the child develops and before any
preventable complications arise. Last week I received letters from parents pleading for
the kinds of services to be provided at school. Thtis letter has been provided to the
Minister and to Ray Young, the Chairman of the Disability Services Commission. In the
recent Cerebral Palsy Association bulletin, note was made that 11I people need urgent
accommodation support, five need urgent respite support, and before the end of the
century 80 children will need educational support The system is in crisis. I would like
us to develop a bipartisan way to progress ways and means of developing services for
people who am in such dire need.
A number of other issues were raised, including the need for 4 350 people with
disabilities in the metropolitan area to have access to the local area coordination program.
The coalition promised an expansion of such programs with a ratio of one coordinator to
50 people. In answer to a question that I recently asked, it is clear that where there are
local area coordinators they are dealing with case loads of up to 70 people and that 468
people are unable to receive the funds needed to remain within the community. They are
living in poverty, in tremendous hardship, which is causing further hardship for their
families.
Most of us, as constituency politicians, have been most impressed by the people who
come to us at their wits' end, needing respite services, although the numbers arm difficult
to quantify. Services are needed for children, young adults and sometimes for people
who are caring for parents and older people. It is clear to me that there should be a
coherent, across-the-board examination of respite services. It should be funded properly.
Organisations should not be in the position of being able to tell me, without needing to
compute it, for instance, that at the Activ Foundation 400 individuals have been denied
respite services because there is simply no government funding.
No community-based services are run by the Disability Services Commission for people
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with psychiatric disabilities. Even though the Disability Services Act gave the Minister
and the commission the statutory authority and responsibility to provide services for
people with psychiatric disabilities, I cannot see any evidence, and the Minister has not
given me any comfort in answers to questions, that anybody with psychiatric disabilities
is under the umbrella of the commission. I acknowledge that some people have a
combined intellectual and psychiatric disability, but funding for organisations such as the
Association of Relatives and Friends of the Mentally M, Grow, the Schizophrenic
Foundation and others, has not come through from the commission.
An area of tremendous concern, both to us when in government and to the people in the
community now, is the lack of services, accommodation and community-based services
for people with acquired brain damage. I turn now to a report that was delivered
yesterday, having been sat on since May. I was most distressed, and I made that distress
known to various sections of the media, that the Minister gave no commitment in this
House to rectify the issues that were addressed by the inquiry, nor did he give any
indication that certain conditions had been rectified, even though the inquiry said that
should have very high priority. In particular, it is unclear whether the person about
whom thre complaints were investigated is still locked up by herself for 23 out of 24
hours a day. I acknowledge the difficulties that some of these people present to their
carers; however, I can only concur with the writers of that report that this person's
treatment is inhumane. I ask the Minister to take advantage of the time that will be
available to him in this debate to provide some information about the care for that person.
We shall be following up with questions in the House about other aspects of the report,
the one that the Minister has sat on since May.
I know the Minister has been sitting on another report since April, one to do with people
with acquired brain damage. There are 131 people aged under 65 years in unsuitable and
inappropriate accommodation, in nursing homes with old people, away from the stimulus
of other young people. I fear the Minister has had the report in his office since April and
has not released it because he cannot get the support from Cabinet for the furnding needed
to implement the recommendations that have been made. As the coalition said in its pre-
election commitment, we do not want more committees, we want action. I can tell the
Minister that the Opposition would support him in any way that he asked for its support
to be able to provide the appropriate accommodation and services for people with
acquired brain injury.
It does not help the Minister's or the Government's image in this field to have the
chairman of its commission's board actively repressing advocacy and participation in the
field. Minutes of a meeting of representatives of various groups have recorded that Ray
Young told them that they should not go to members of the Opposition for help in their
decision making process. Mr Young said that he had no objection to local opposition
members of Parliament being involved, but not on the basis of creating problems -
presumnably he would classify our debate today in that way. He said, "It simply means
that the Cabinet comes under more pressure to ignore that sort of pressure, and I do not
want that to happen."
The Cabinet has pressured the Minister and has said, 'You might present us with a well
argued claim for more money, but you will not get it. We will be charging everybody
whatever we can." This comes at a time when the Health Department has introduced a
fee for services for people with disabilities - the subject for consideration by a
subcommittee that I think should be formed from members of this House; when the
Disability Services Commission and the Government are trying to implement what they
can of the recommendations in the Report of the independent Commission to Review
Public Sector Finances, the McCarrey report; when the Government is trying to privatise
and sell off various services; and when the incidence of disabled persons, for all sorts of
reasons, is increasing in this State.
The shortfalls to which the Government tries to draw the attention of Cabinet comprise a
litany of broken promises. People have been duped - and they know they have been - and
they ame angry. As the motion says, the Government will be facing a crisis of enormous
proportion, not only because it cannot provide the services that it has promised, but also
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because it cannot manage die public relations side of things, provide information to
people, and analyse and resolve existing circwmstances with a whole range of options for
people to choose through proper consultation processes.
I fear that die Cabinet is not committed to this area of social and public policy. Clearly,
an argument was put for $3.9m for a minimum set of services and program, but was not
given. In this year's Budget the Minister managed to get only an additional $200 000, a
decrease of 2.3 per cent in real terms. Therapy services were allocated $ 100 000. flat
amount will buy two of the 88 therapists who amt needed. If I am getting letters every
day, every other member will also be getting them, from constituents and interest groups
saying, "Our kids cannot get the services they need for their limbs, their speech and their
whelchai is", or whatever it may be. It is not sensible. If we can provide these services
to three, nine and 12 year olds, their claim for services when they are adults will not be as
great. A pound of prevention is worth a ton of cure.
We must have more debate in this place about social policies. We rarely get the
opportunity to raise these sorts of issues in the House. They are certainly not raised by
the Government. I am pleased to be able to do this for the hundreds of people who have
contacted me and my colleagues since it was made very clear during die Budget
processes that the Government has not been supporting disability services by putting its
money where its mouth is and by committing itself to the election promises it made. It
has failed to uphold its pre-election commitment to allocate additional state funds since it
has been in government. Had it not been for the Commonwealth Government's
contribution of $8.9m over the past two years, quite frankly I do not know where we
would be.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for Disability Services) [2.57 pm]: I would have
preferred to hear all of the arguments from the Opposition - we have not heard much so
far - because I would have liked to have something to refute. As the Opposition has
chosen not to present the rest of its case, I will address not only the matters that have
been laid out in the motion -

Dr Watson: They were your words.
Mr MINSON: I was hoping that the member would fill out the argument a little more. I
will also address some of the other comments that were made. The motion says that the
Government should be condemned for ignoring advice from me, for rejecting advice
from me and for failing to uphold pre-election commitments to allocate any additional
state funds. It also mentions a $200nm windfall. I will deal with the core of the motion.
The member for Collie would like to address some matters of concern to her, which time
I am happy for her to have, and another member will address the final comment of the
member about the $200m.
Dr Watson: You should be able to allocate the $200m windfall.
Mr MINSON: Has the member not looked at the accounts of the State for the past
decade, at the mess we were left with? She says that we have a $200m windfall, yet the
previous Government lost $1 .3b-odd.
Mr Pendal: She was in the Cabinet; she sat around and made those decisions.
Mr MINSON: That is exactly right. Unfortunately, the member is completely out of
date. I confirm that I most certainly wrote that briefing to the Cabinet estimates. I
thought it was a particularly well-worded and carefully thought out document.
Mr Ripper: Cabinet hasn't done anything about it.
Mr MINSON: If the member for Belmont waits a while, he will see that it has. Not only
has Cabinet not ignored or rejected the advice, but also it has done a number of other
things. I will give members a precis of what I inherited.
I inherited a very disparate group of people who were directionless. There was no real
plan in place. The former Government in its dying days made totally unfunded promises.
It promised funding of $2.5m, but forgot to tell Treasury. I then came into office.
Catholic Care for Intellectually Handicapped asked if it could have its cheque for
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$500 000 because it wanted to build a respite house. I said that I was sorry, but that
Treasury had no knowledge of that. A careful check indicated that the good
Dr Lawrence, who is now in another place, made a number of promises about the amount
of money the former Government would give the disabilities area. An amount of
$477 000 was to be given to post-school options for 1993 school leavens. The
Independent living Centre of Western Australia was promised a huge amount of money,
but it was unfunded. The accommodation backlog was to be addressed, however, that is
totally unfunded.
Dr Watson: They nearly didn't get any from you.
Mr MINSON: Excuse me. I will come to that in a minute. Catholic Care was
promised -

Mr Pendal: I hope you looked after them.
Mr MINSON: We looked after them. Remember what Bob Menzies said: Never, never
upset the church of Rome. Catholic Care was promised $500 000, but did not get it. The
first thing I had to do on coming to office was to sort through this mess. I managed to
fund the unfunded commitments made by the previous Minister and Premier in the dying
days of that Government during an election campaign. I found amounts of $477 000 and
$10 000 out of public sector reform, something this Opposition always wants to sling off
at. I was able to rejig the Commonwealth- State Disability Agreement funds for
accommodation backlog with $1.8m. I was able to give Catholic Care $506 000, also
from the CSDA. I have pointed out to Cabinet the problems I inherited and that there
were a number of impending problems unless something was done.
Dr Watson: No new money.
Mr MINSON: We will get to that.
Cabinet allowed me to do several things. It allowed me to keep the public sector reform
savings, which were considerable. Another significant matter, which members opposite
choose to ignore, is that in July the Commonwealth changed the rules on CSDA money.
A letter from Mr Brian Corcoran, first assistant secretary to the disability programs
division, states -

At the Disability Services Sub-Committee meeting of 23 and 24 May 1994, the
issue of underspent 'transition' and 'growth' monies was discussed.. .These

discussions identified a need to clarify the meaning of and use that 'transition'
monies could be put to.
We have subsequently sought legal advice on this matter and our advice is that
the meaning of 'transition' payments would require that the majority of the funds
should be used to upgrade or czpand existing services but funds can also be used
to fiund new services. In effect 'transition' funds under the CSDA may be used to
provide funding for new services but the majority of funds should be provided to
upgrade or expand existing servces.
On this basis, the Minister for Human Services and Health..,. has agreed that
States may treat 'growth' and 'transition' monies as a pool to allow greater
flexibility in administration ...

This is the core of why there has been no further response from the Cabinet estimates
committee. The committee has asked me to find out how much of this money is now
available to be used in other areas of Disability Services. What happened with the CSDA
funding is typical of what happens right across state and federal relations when it comes
to funding. The Federal Government gives tied grants, just to make sure that its
particular ideologies are Met. It gives little bits of money with tags saying, "Aren't we
wonderful? We've given you $lm, but you must use it for this purpose." It is absolutely
ridiculous.
Mr Riebeling: It is to keep you honest.
Mr MJNSON: Does the member for Ashburton think it is good that we might have
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several milion dollars in the kitty but be unable to use that money for a particular
purpose?
Mr Riebeling: You should use it for the purpose far which it is given.
Mr MINSON: Tell the people of Western Australia whether that is a fair and reasonable
thing. If a sore need for accommodation exists, but the money is not earmarked for that,
does the member for Ashburton think that is a reasonable thing to do? It is no good the
member putting down his head and pretending mouse his calculator.
Mr Riebeling: Don't try to talk to me like that.
Mr NINSQN: The member should not sit there mumbling in his boots. He should tell
the people of Western Australia -

Mr Riebeling: Uf you are given money for a specific purpose -

Mr Brown inteijected.
Several members inteijected.
The ACING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
Mr MINSON: Saved by the member for Morley! The member for Ashburton could not
answer it.
in the disabilities field all that tagged money could not be used for anything else. Some
of the other States revolted and said that they had such a crisis that they would use it
anyway. The Federal Government was so embarrassed that in July it said that it was too
difficult politically.
Dr Watson: You are distorting what happened.
Mr MINSON: No, I am not. The Federal Government said that it could not stop those
States from spending the money, because politically it could say that the money was
spent properly on disability services, even though it did not go into the little pigeonhole.
An amount of money was left that previously we could not use under the CSDA
agreement. I mild the Cabinet estimates committee that the situation had now changed-,
that I had an amount of money but that I did not know how much. I had requested the
Disability Services Commission board to address that matter and provide me as quickly
as possible with a detailed list of the amount of money available. There are a number of
unmet needs. Accommodation and therapy services are the two important needs, as well
as local area coordination and post-school options. Theme is absolutely no point in
spending the money on accommodation or therapy if I cannot match it in the next
Budget. I must get the amount of money that is available. I give to Cabinet a five year
plan that has been put together. Members opposite never did that; they spent fr-om year
to year. I say to Cabinet thatlIhave a certain amount of money, and ask it toadd xif it
can and then give me a commitment that we can continue funding that, because we
cannot house people for six months and then throw them out. The Cabinet estimates
committee has told me that when I provide it with the details of the money I now have, it
will be pleased to consider that matter. That is good management.
Mr Riebeling: Rubbish.
Mr MIINSON: Is the member saying that it is all right to house someone for six months
and then say that we do not have any more money? Let me show the House what public
sector reform can do. In asurvey at the end of last year we identified 290people whozI
believed were in critical need of respite accommodation of one form or another. I was
able not only to take in the exta 50 or 60 who came in, but also to make arrangements
for a further 7!1, purely and simply out of public sector reform measures; so the number
has shrunk to 219. Eighty-eight therapistsare required, and even if Ihad the funding the
therapists are not trained. We must make some arrangement to trai them. The
post-school options is a good program, but it is expensive. We must make sure they are
funded. I cannot occupy them for a few months, and then throw them out Local area
coordination has been particularly successful in country area, although it had some
problems and has been reviewed.
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Cabinet did not ignore me; it listened to me. It was responsible of Cabinet to ask me to
provide a plan showing how much money had been released by the Commonwealth
Government and how much money will be needed for the next five years. That five year
plan will set out how many people need to be housed and how much money we will need
to take care of the rest of die people on an ongoing basis. I inherited a mess, and I anm
proud of die way the board of the Disability Services Commission has gone about its
functions. It comprises some of ihe most dedicated people in the field.
Dr Watson: What about the acquired brain damage board report?
Mr MINSON: I have not sat on the report since May, as the member for Kenwick said.
The report I tabled yesterday shows that I requested further information, which was
provided to me on 3 August. I then wanted ine to digest that information and to discuss
it briefly, and then to do what a responsible Minister should do; that is, come into this
Parliament, table the report and make a short ministerial statement about the matter. I
considered this report in its entirety, churned it over in my mind, and I referred it to the
board of the Disability Services Commission and asked it to provide me with an action
plan on how to address the problem in its five year plan.
Dr Watson: Is that lady still alone for 23 out of 24 hours?
Wr MINSON: That lady is a particularly large, particularly strong lady, who is

sometimes particularly charming and sometimes plainly dangerous. There are people
like that in die system. We do not like having to keep any human being in a secure
surrounding. Steps have been taken so she is not left alone for that length of time. In
that instance, the duty of care was not properly carried out, and steps have now been
taken to rectify that. The worst aspect of all of that was not that the lady was isolated and
left alone, but for a time the key could not be located. Had there been a fare, a tragedy
could have occurred.
I have no hesitation in saying that as far as I am concerned Pyrton and all of those other
hostels are out of date and physically substandand. I visited Pyrton during a rain storm
about two weeks ago; the ceilings leaked. Nothing can be done with that building except
to phase it out. I received word this morning, in response to my request to the
commission, that a number of other people are now being moved out of Pyrton, and
another wing will be closed. I have asked the commission to provide me with a timetable
for shifting the remaining residents out of Pyrton, because it is not appropriate for people
to be kept under those depressing circumstances. The previous Government not only
allowed the situation to continue, but did nothing about the renovations. The building is
now beyond renovation, and, unfortunately, lie many things built in the 1960s, Pyrton is
not particularly well built and the roof and ceilings sag. Although the buildings were
considered appropriate at the time, they are completely inappropriate in the 1990s. All
the indications we have are that nothing can be done.
The indicators for the suitability of buildings for this purpose are rather unusual. We can
walk into a building and say that we liked the layout, the colour scheme, etc; however,
indicators for Pyrton include such things as the number of head hangings there are, the
hours a day the residents spend crying, and the level of mutilation these people inflict
upon themselves. It has been found that when these people are shifted into other areas,
and into the community, by all of those indicators they are much happier. It is not a
pleasant matter, and the politicisation of this area is not very helpful at all.
I give a commitment to this Parliament that, while I ant Minister for Disability Services, I
will work with all haste to relocate those people and to look after the backlog in an
appropriate way. I have had support from the Cabinet estimates committee, and Cabinet.
They insisted on my doing my duty by making sure that the bureaucracy is efficient and
is making best use of the money. I do not apologise for that and nor should the Cabinet
estimates committee, or Cabinet. Cabinet has not ignored me; it is waiting for more
information. I reject the motion.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.17 pm]: I strongly support the motion moved by the
member for Kenwick, and I suggest that the Minister should support it too. If be looked
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carefully at the wording of the motion, he would recognise his own words. He used the
same words with his own Cabinet, but so far they have not resulted in any action from his
Cabinet colleagues to improve services for one of the most disadvantaged groups in our
community. The Minister takes the typical tack of a rattled Minister in this State
Government: Firstly, he blames die Commonwealth Government; and, secondly, he
criticises die Opposition for its record in government. We are not here to talk about the
Commonwealth Government's contribution. We are talking about the fact that this State
Government has made no additional contribution of its own to provide services for
people whom every member in this House would recognise as being among the most
disadvantaged in the community. The Minister's own memorandum to Cabinet states
that no additional state funds have been allocated to the area. That memo is date stamped
as being received by Cabinet on 14 May 1994. Cabinet received that memo before the
Budget was brought to this Parliament. It is clear from the estimates for the coming
financial year, tat the Minister's Cabinet colleagues did not listen to him.
The State's financial position has improved as a result of the change in economic
conditions. Given that improvement, there should be some consideration for those most
vulnerable in the community. The Minister's Cabinet colleagues have rejected that
position, and the Minister has again sought to criticise the Opposition for its record in
government to justify the reluctance of his Cabinet colleagues to assist people who most
need assistance.
I want to look at what was done by the previous Government to rebut the Minister's
attemppt to escape by criticising us. The Budget allocation in 1992-93 for disability
services increased from $90.4m to $93m; that is, an increase of 2.9 per cent, &r about 2.6
per cent in real terms. Leaving out the income from other sources, the State
Government's contribution increased from $85.7m to $89.lm; that is, 3.9 per cent, or
about 3.6 per cent in real terms.
I remind the House that was at a time when the national economy was still suffering from
the recession. What has this Government done? On a similar basis it has increased
funding from $89.lm to $92.8m in 1993-94. That is an increase in notional terms of 4.1
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allocated $93m to the Disability Services Commission. That is an increase in notional
terms of only 0.2 per cent; in real terms, it is a decrease of 2.3 per cent. That is
disgraceful. This Government budgeted last financial year for a huge increas in
revenue. Not only did the Government get that huge increase in revenue, but it also
received a huge, unexpected, further increase of over $200m as a result of growth in the
economy.
The Opposition is not saying that the Government should spend all of this $200m. T7hat
would be foolish. However, when we think of the most vulnerable people in the
community, those people who are faced with severe stress within their families - namely,
ageing parents who have cared for people with disabilities for 50 or 60 years - surely the
state Government can find it in its heam to devote a small proportion of that huge,
unexpected windfall to providing additional services for those people. The Ministe
advised his Cabinet colleagues that there is every prospect that the Government will be
facing a public relations and human crisis of grave proportions. If that is the advice finnm
the Minister for Disability Services, what is wrung with his Cabinet colleagues? Why
can they not see that this is something to which they should respond sympathetically and
urgently? What has happened in the Budget? Absolutely nothing, and there has been a
decrease in allocation in real terms.

The Minister has sought to escape from this embarrassment by criticising the
Opposition's record. I stare very clearly for the record that every commitment made for
the 1992-93 financial yea could have been funded within the Budget set for 1992-93,
and every commitment made for financial years beyond 1992-93 could have been met
within the Budget process for those financial years. The Minister expressed concern
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about the task that faced him when he came to office, but it is the normal task for a
Minister to reallocate priorities to meet the commitments that have been made. The
commitments that were made when I was Minister for Disability Services would have
been honoured within the Budget allocations for 1992-93 and for 1993-94 onwards.
The Minister was very critical of the Opposition's record in government. I quote
someone for whom the Minister might have some respect someone whom the Minister
has appointed to the Disabilities Services Commission; that is, the former member for
Jandakot, Hon Barry MacKinnon. Mr MacKinnon's view on the record of the previous
Government with regard to disability services, was reported in Hansard of Thursday, 3
December 1992, where Mr MacKinnon stated -

...I am disappointed that the Minister for Disability Services, Mr Ripper, is not
in the Chamber because of his illness. I know he has a sincere interest in this
matter and I would prefer to have paid the compliment to him in person for the
work he has done in this area. I do not often compliment the Government but
when it is due it should be given. The Minister has done a good job and I
acknowledge that

Than is a much better summary of the previous Government's record in the provision of
disability services than what we just beard from the Minister for Disability Services as he
tie to escape from his failure to convince his Cabinet colleagues to do something about
a grave human crisis by criticising the previous Government.
it is weil known in the community that significant advances were made during the time
of the previous Government in the provision of disability services. Those advances were
underpinned by increases in financial allocations, as I have already indicated to this
House. It is not good enough for the Minister on one hand to blame the Commonwealth
and on the other hand to blame the Opposition, because the fault lies not with the
Commonwealth, not with the Opposition, but with Cabinet.
Ms Warnock: That is where the buck stops.
Mr RIPPER: That is exactly right. Cabinet expresses its financial priorities when it
authorises the Budget. The Budget has been presented to this Parliament. What has the
Minister done in his area for some of the most vulnerable people in the community? The
Minister has won them a real decrease in State Government contributions of about 2.3
per cent. That is a magnificent performance, and I place most of the blame on the
Minister's colleagues in Cabinet. However, it raises questions about the Minister's
ability to advocate for clients in his portfolio in Cabinet. because he has not had a
success. He has not received the proper response.
The Opposition, when in government, provided increased funds for this area despite very
difficult economic circumstances. This Government faces economic circum stances the
reverse of those faced by the Lawrence Labor Government It has received a huge,
unexpected windfall and cannot allocate a cent of it to some of the most disadvantaged
people in the community.
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [3.28 pm]: I address this debate as a person who has a strong
involvement in development in our community. I cannot speak very loudly today.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): If the member wishes to take a position
closer to Hansard, that is quite acceptable given her sore throat, and I am sure the House
will allow that to happen.
Dr TUIRNBULL: Does that mean I can move to the front bench?
The ACTING SPEAKER: Temporarily, the member may.
Dr TURNBULL: I presumelInow have a stay of aminute and ahalf on the clock
Mr Ripper While the member isocuying that position, perhaps she can do something
about the Cabinet allocation for thtae?
Dr TUJRNBULL: That is exactly what I want to talk about. The provision of services for
people with disabilities is not just a matter of money. It is not a matter of a specific
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organisation being created to deal with that problem and thereby put the matter in a little
box. People with disabilities are members of the community and art serviced by many
departments, including die Education Department. As members opposite well know,
disabled people nre integrated into the mainstream schooling system. Therefore the very
large amount of funds that are spent on integrating disabled people into schools does not
appear as a charge against the Disability Services budget. 1t is part of the budget
allocated to the Education Department. Similarly, services for the disabled are provided
within die health system. A very good example of this is the allocation of funds for the
very high cost of aids needed by disabled people. The Health Department is currendly
holding an inquiry into the proposal of cost recovery far these aids. I can assure the
member opposite that that issue is of extreme concern to all members of the Government.
Dr Watson: Good.
Dr TURNBULL: We must try to resolve this situation. We know the Minister for Health
has already said those people who have a health care card will receive their aids through
a free system. It is a fallacy for the Opposition to argue that just because a certain
amount of money has not been allocated to the Minister for Disability Services his budget
and his department are disadvantaged.
Dr Watson: He said it; not us.
Dr TURNBULL: Plenty of money is being spent. The Cabinet knows there are other
ways in which the services can be delivered. One example is the local area coordinators,
who are part of a scheme initiated by the previous Minister, Mr Ripper, whom I have
previously complimented in this House. It was a very good move to establish local a
coordinators. Our Government has extensively increased their number in recognition of
the fact that they provide a very good service.
Dr Watson: T1hey do not have access. You made a commitment.
Dr TURNBULL: There were fewer under the Government of the member for Kenwick.
Several members interjected.
The ACING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
Dr TUJRNBULL: I place on record the excellent service and skills the local area
coordinators provide, particularly in my area. I know that the service is not as well
developed in some country areas. I can assure members opposite that the electorates of
some country backbenchers and other country members unfortunately do not enjoy as
good a service as is provided in the south west. However, plans are in place to remedy
that. I can assure members that the most important thing about these local area
coordinators is that they can deal with all forns of disability, whether mental, physical or
sensory. That is the great strength of the coordinators in the country areas. The Health
Deparment and the Department of Disability Services want to ensure that in country
areas those people who deliver the services are multisicilled and can cross the boundaries
of the various services. The Minister no doubt recognises that multiskilling must also
happen in the metropolitan area. Employing people who are super specialised does not
mean they can service a large number of people. In the country one local area
coordinator services up to 70 families. That is a magnificent record.
I refer now to the work of Actiy Foundation. A few years ago the Federal Government
introduced a set of standards to raise the level of services for people with disabilities.
Unfortunately, that led to an enormous panic throughout the community because it meant
the introduction of a number of services which required new buildings. During this
period of construction of the new facilities there are high budgetary demands in Western
Australia, due to the very high capital costs. Part of the problem of fulfilling the service
needs of the disabled is the very high capital cost of the facilities that must replace the
old hostel system. I know we are all moving towards the improved services and it is a
good move, but unfortunately it is a very expensive move. We must take this into
account when considering the allocation of Budget funds. From now on, much money
for accommodation will be allocated not by the Departmient of Disability Services but
through Horneswest, which is increasingly providing accommodation for these people.
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MR SHAVE (Melville) [3.36 pm]: Mr Acting Speaker -
Mr Ripper: Welcome back.
Mr Brown interjected.
Mr SHAVE: What a joke members opposite are. They criticise us for not giving people
$4m or $5m for a disability area.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SHAVE: It is interesting that they got rid of $413m an the Petrochemical Industries
Co Ltd project, $451m on the State Government Insurance Commission shares, $22.5m
on Rodiweils Ltd, $l29.6m on the Teachers Credit Society, $18.4m on the Swan
Building Society and more than $300m on property writedowns -

Mr Ripper interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SHAVE: I have only three minutes left. They lost a grand total of $1.334b. That
amount of money capitalised at 10 per cent would return $133m a year. If we relate that
to the motion moved by the member for Kenwick that the Minister needs $4m, every two
weeks this Minister could add moretham $4m to hisportfoio. I happento be on the
board of the Head Injured Society of Western Australia, and therefore am one of the
involved people to whom this rabble opposite ate referring. Here they are moving in this
House a motion condemning this Government for the way it spends money. The member
for Kenwick sirs on the front bench opposite in shame as a former Cabinet Minister and
has the audacity to criticise this Minister despite her rotten behaviour when in
government.
Dr Watson: She doesn't you know.
Mr SHAVE: She let her friend, Brian Burke, who is in gaol, get rid of that money that
should be going to needy people. Yet she expects the people of this Stare to have some
concern for the Opposition's credibility. She has no credibility; she is a disgrace. The
Government of which she was a member will be remembered as the most corrupt
Government that Western Australia has ever seen. What staggers me is that the Leader
of the Opposition has allowed that ex-Minister, who was one of the Ministers in the
Government that the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and
Other Matters has identified as being corrupt - the worst Government in Western,
Australia - to come in here with this rubbish.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (21)
b&rM..Daren Mr Graharn Mr Ripe
Mr Bridge Mr Grill MrsRobet
Mir Brown Mrs Hallaiwn Mr DL Snith
h& Cazanlia Mrs Headmasn Mr Taylor
Mr Cunningham Mrt Kobelke Mr Thomas
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Riebeling MS Warnock (Teller)

Noes (26)
Mr CS. Barnt Mr Johnson Mr Pince
I&rBoard Mr Mcaeh Mr Shave
Mr Bradshaw Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Cowl Mr McNee Mir Strickland
MrCowan Mr Minso Mr Tubby
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Dir Turnbull
Mrs Edwanics MrOsborne Mrs van de Kiashwue
Dr llamas MrS Patsf Mr Marshall (Teller)
Mr House Mr Fendal
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Question thus negatived.

MOTION - TIM MANAGEMENT SESSIONAL ORDER
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [3.45 pm]: I was interested to hear the
member for Victoria Park quote from Erskine May, somewhat inaccurately I might add,
when he was speaking to this motion.
Dr Gallop: I did not quote from it.
Mr COWAN: He certainily indicated that Erskine May had expressed an opinion about
allocation of time orders. It was very interesting to hear the member for Victoria Park,
who, because of his previous profession, is usually meticulous in his interpretation of an
opinion expressed in a document. In this instance he spent some time indicating that time
management motions were referred to in Erskine May as being preferred on the basis of a
single piece of legislation at a time. I read Erskine May and did not discover an area
from which he could have made that interpretation, nor did I find anything from which he
could have quoted. It makes clear that Governments for a long time have been faced
with a choice where, when they have particularly important legislation, they must decide
whether they, having the majority, will be constantly frusirated by the actions of a
minority. Ultimately there comes a choice: Do they sacrifice their legislative program in
the interests of adhering to the standing orders of this place as they exist and are being
used by the minority, or do they eventually determine that their government program
must proceed and they will have some form of time management?
in this case the resistance of the minority, as it is referred to in Erskine May, has been
quite significant. For the first time in my experience we have witnessed a system
adopted by the Opposition which really is designed to waste time and frustrate the
program of the Government An example is that on one Bill only three members of the
Opposition were in the Parliament at any one time during the Committee proceedings.
As everybody in the House knows, three members can speak on each clause for a total of
105 minutes, and that is without moving an amendment. If those three members make
full use of dhik time on just two clauses, they can occupy the House for three and a half
hours. That practice was adopted because we saw not just that system but a relay,
whereby after those three members had used up their three and a half hours or whatever
was allocated. another group of Opposition members camne in to take on the next part of
the debate. It became quite clear that it was not a question of reasoned debate, as has
been the basis of the argument put by the Opposition about the lack of need for time
management. its major objective is to frustrate the business of the Government.
Mr Ripper: Have you considered that the Opposition has different members specialising
in various aspects of the Bill?
Mr COWAN: That is not the case. The Opposition understands the standing orders very
well. it knows how to frustrate the business of the Government and it deliberately set
about doing that The Government is then faced with three options. The first is that it
can adjust the legislative program that it wants to see pass through the Parliament and
reduce it; second, it can extend the hours of sittings; and tird, it can introduce time
management On different occasions, this Government has attempted all three. It has
allowed the legislative program to be adjusted. The Leader of the House has indicated on
many occasions that we are well behind the legislative timetable that we have set
ourselves. I am as aware as anybody that any timetable set for the Parlianment is open to
challenge by anyone on the Opposition benches to ensure that it is not met. Opposition
members have risen to that challenge very well and they have succeeded. Our first
attempt to adjust the legislative timetable so that it was acceptable to the Government
was tried. We then tried to extend the sittings of the House. I am sure that members

ppoitwilrealthtwcaiorveylong period recently. We sat from2.00 pmion
theWenesayaftrnonto 1.00rpm the next day and we would have been here longer
had it not been for the fact that we were able, without interrupting the member who had
the call, to introduce the sufflotin because the motion was that the Bill that was being
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debated and a number of others - by this time we were angry - should pass through all
stages by 1.00 pm. While the guillotine has been mentioned in this debate, I think it
would be fairer to call it time management.
The Leader of the House has indicated that something like 10 Emls have been the subject
of time management in this Parliament since we have been in government. During an
equivalent period, 125 Bills have been the subject of time management in the House of
Representatives. I have not heard members opposite or the media - that rat bastion of
democracy - say that the House of Representatives or the federal Parliament is any more
or less democratic than our state Legislature. All Parliaments are able, under their
standing orders, to apply time management and every Parliament does it. Nobody has
told me that our Parliament is less democratic than theirs or that their Parliament is less
democratic than ours.
Mr Kobelke: Ours is less democratic as was pointed out in the debate because we are the
one State with a corrupt upper House.
Mr COWAN: I will defend everybody's right to express an opinion on the upper House.
However, that is a furphy and the member knows that it is not true. He knows there is no
corruption in the Parliament of Western Australia. However, he would have to admit that
there was corruption in the previous Governments and that has been found out through
the processes of the royal commission. The member for Nollamara was not a member of
that Government but he was a member of the party that supported it. Because that
Government has been found to be corrupt, he now suggests that the Parliament from
which the Government was commissioned was corrupt and he knows that that is not true.
Mr Kobelke: You know that the report did not say that.
Mr COWAN: The courts will make that determination. I will allow the member to judge
whether there was corruption just as the courts will make that decision. The public will
tell the member what its perception is of the previous Governiment.
From memory, somebody on the other side said that this motion could be opposed on the
basis that it says -

... at any time during the sitting of the House or Committee, the Leader of the
House or a Minister acting on his behalf may move a motion without notice
specifying or varying the specification of time to be allotted to, or for the
completion of, any business or any stages or parts of that busness ...

T7hat is a simple safety valve. We should not read into that that a member could discover,
while he is on his fret debating a matter of public importance, a time management motion
could be moved. Members opposite will be allowed, I imagine with good sensible
management, to continue with matters of public importance without interruption.
However, we will have to agree that the debate will take place at a time that does not
coincide with time management being in place. If a time management motion required
that the Bill that was the subject of the motion had to be passed through all stages by
4.00 pmo, we could have, as we did today, a matter of public importance. It would mean
that less time would be available for debate of that matter.
Although the Government is introducing time management, it has indicated that under no
circum stances will it change the number of days We Sit. Nor will it change the number of
hours we Sit. I am hoping that we will sit fewer hours rather than more because I do not
like leaving here after midnight and then having to get to work on the next day at a
reasonable hour. I think the motion if passed will bring rationality back into the way we
manage this place. That is important.
The member for Avon suggested that the goodwill in this place had been destroyed.
What he said basically was that the goodwill of the Parliament has been lost. I
acknowledge that it takes two sides to cooperate for there to be goodwill. However, we
have been out of government for 10 years and we are a bit toey to get on with the job.
m~ue management is introduced only when a Government sees its legislative program
being frusurated by a minority and it has to make a choice. The choice is that it reduces
the program, we sit for longer hours or the Government introduces time management.
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Clearly, the most straightforward alternative for the Government is to introduce time
management.
This is a sessional order and it will be in effect for this session. The member for
Scarborough has signified to the Parliament that it is his intention to move a motion to
establish a select committee to look at the procedures of this Parliament. I support that.
We must look very closely at the way in which this Parliament conducts itself arid
handles its business. I am strongly of the view that one of the recommendations that
committee will make is that legislation be referred to a special committee where
members can have a feeling of ownership of legislation instead of adopting an adversarial
approach. Through that feeling of ownership the committee members will be able to
work through the difficulties that am perceived with legislation and report to the
Parliament accordingly. It will snlow the Parliament to not only look at the legislation,
but also have alongside it a report from an all party committee which really deals with
and analyses the problem and makes recommendations for change. This process will
rake away some of the adversarial approach which is evident at the moment and it would
be a good thing.
This motion is the Government's best choice as a means of introducing timte
management. It is to be a sessional order and while it is being applied it will give
members a yardstick against which they can measure the way things were done in the
past. I can only assume that the committee the member for Scarborough will move to
establish will be appointed. It is a rather safe assumption and when it is appointed it can
examine that and compare: the two issues. It could prove to be of great benefit to this
Parliament. It will determine how we can best get on with the business of the House
without in anty way curtailing the tight of members to speak. All it will do is prevent
them from speaking too much and all members would support that.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (29)
Mr Ainswonth Mr House hMs Prince
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Johnson Mr Shave
Mrlaikie WrKierath WrW. Smithi
Mr Board Mr Lewis Mr Strickland
Mr Bradshaw M McNee WrTubby
Mr court A&rMinSo~n Dr Turnbull
Mr Cowan Mt Nichols Mrs van de Kiashoms~
Mr Day A& Osborne Mr Wiese
Mrs Edwardes Mrs Parkar Mr Marshall (Teller)
Dr Hames Mr Pendal

Noes (22)
Mr Ki Barnett Mr Gnahum Mrs Roberts
Mr Bridge Mr GiiU Mr D1. Smith
Mr Brown Mrs Hallahan Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mrs HeadmanO Mr Thomas
Dr Constable ?r Kobelke Dr Wato
Mr Cunningham Mr Marlborough Mr Riebelig (Teller)
Dr Edwards MrhMcGinty
Dr Gaflop Mr Ripper

Question thus passed.

ALUMINA REFINERY (WORSLEY) AGREEMENT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR CJ. BARNEfl (Cottesloe - Minister for Resources Development) 14.06 pm]: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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The purpose of ibis Bill is to amend the Alumina Refinery (Worsicy) Agreement Act
1973 by inserting a new clause, 12C, which deals with the noise emanating from the
overland conveyor belt operated by Worsicy Alumina Pry Ltd. In addition, section 17
will be amended to be consistent with the new clause. Clause 12C will remove legal
risks and constraints relating to the noise made by the conveyor and allow the conveyor
to operate with certainty and long term security under the State agreement.
The 51 kilometre overland conveyor transports bauxite ore from the mine south of
Boddington to the Worsley refinery near Collie. The conveyor traverses state forest in
the main, but passes over 12 kmn of private land in the Hothamn Valley. The conveyor
cannot fully comply with the current and draft noise regulations at two nearby rural
residences. I am advised that Woruicy has expended some $l0m on noise reduction
works. Although greatly reduced through Worsley's efforts, the noise continues to
exceed, the regulatory levels and it is now apparent that no realistic technical method is
available to reduce the noise further.
In August 1990 Worsley proposed a major expansion to the refinery but this was held up
pending resolution of environmental clearance due to the failure of the conveyor to
comply fully with the existing noise regulations. Members should be aware that any
further expansions to the refinery are not expected to increase the noise levels emanating
from the conveyor, but will require the conveyor to operate for longer hours.
Worsley employs over 1 000 people and the conveyor is vital to the continued operation
of the refinery. Worsicy would be forced to cease operations if the conveyor were not
available to deliver bauxite to the refinery. This could occur if existing noise regulations
were invoked without discretion. Alternative strategies to that which is proposed to the
House have been intensively examined. These included the use of exemptions under the
Environmental Protection Act, possible changes to the draft Environmental Protection
(Noise) Regulations 1993 and the potential resumption of land to form a buffer zone.
Thiese alternatives either fail to deliver adequate long term security or are more socially
undesirable.
During the Government's consideration of this problem it has been its intention to avoid
any action which would disadvantage the neighbouring community. I believe that ibis
carefully designed solution is a balanced one combining, as it does, legislative security
and financial compensation. T'herefore, the Alumina Refinery (Worsicy) Agreement
Amendment Bill includes the following provisions -

12C(l) will enable Worstey to operate the conveyor with security under the
Worsley agreement Act, notwithstanding any other legislation which relates to
noise.
12C(2) will specify the locations at which conveyor noise will be measured and
specify the maximum level that will be permissible.
12C(3) will provide for noise measuring equipment, its operation and the
monitoring programs to be agreed between the Minister and Worsley. with the
results to be provided to the Minister.
12C(4) will enable the Minister to require Worsley to take steps to reduce the
noise if it exceeds the level specified. This may include temporary suspension of
operation of the overland conveyor.
12C(5) will require Worsley to take all reasonable steps to maintain and service
the conveyor or any extension to it to limit the noise levels emitted during
operation.
1 2C(6) will ensure that Worsley is not liable to pay compensation for any alleged
noise nuisance caused by the operation of the conveyor. This is to protect the
company from opportunistic common law actions. Members should be aware that
the owners of the two properties which are currently directly affected will have
available to diem substantial compensation packages provided by Worslcy
Alumina.
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12C(7) will Slow non-noise aspects of any conveyor extension to be assessed
under the Environmental Protection Act It is proposed that the Minister for die
Environment will not refuse approval under the Environmental Protection Act on
any pund that relate to conveyor noise. Instead, the Minister responsible for
the Worley agreement Act will assume responsibility for proposals which relate
to noise and specify appropriate conditions.
Cause 17 of the principal agreement gives precedence to environmental
legislation. A small change will be required to make this consistent with the new
clause 12C. However, it is important for members to note that all relevant
environmental legislation will continue to take precedence in every other respect

I believe it is entirely appropriate for the State to provide long term security for the
Worsicy operation, which is a major employer in the south west I commend the Bill to
the House.
Debate adjourned. on motion by Mr Riebeling.

STATUTES (REPEALS AND MINOR AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second Reading

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [4.11 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Bill seeks to revise the Statute law by repealing spent, unnecessary or superseded
Acts, and by making miscellaneous minor amendments to various Acts. It is the
Government's intention to introduce such a Bill annually. This will expedite, and make
mart efficient, the Parliament's legislative program by reducing the number of
amendment Bills dealing with relatively minor legislative amendments and repeals. To
be included in such Bills, amendments or repeals must be short and noncontroversial, and
not impose or increase any obligations or adversely affect any existing rights.
In addition to amendments or repeals initiated by Ministers, Parliamentary Counsel's
office can also include in the Bill miscellaneous clerical corrections and amendments
which are discovered when it is drafting other Bills or compiling reprints of Acts. The
Bill will be introduced by the Premier. Subject to the orders and practices of the House,
it may be possible for different Ministers to have responsibility for the Bill at different
times during the Committee stage of debate.
The present Bill consists of the deletion of, or amendment to, various Acts which have
been identified as requiring attention by the Parliamentary Counsel over a considerable
period. AUl the changes included in the Bill are recommended by Parliamentary Counsel.
I also advise that explanatory notes which accompany the Bill briefly explain what each
minor amendment or repeal entails. These explanatory notes will be made available to
all members for their information. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Ripper.

EAST PERTH CEMETERIES REPEAL BIOLL
Second Reading

MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [4.14 pmj: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill seeks to repeal the East Perth Cemeteries Act 1932 and to formally transfer
management of a disused cemetery reserve from the Department of Conservation and
Land Management to the National Trust of Australia (WA).
The East Perth cemetery adjacent to Plain Street was Perth's first cemetery, and most of
the people who died in Perth between 1830 and 1899 were buried there. The graveyard
was divided into areas on religious and ethnic grounds. It became full by the turn of the
century and the replacement Kamrkarta cemetery was opened in 1900. The East Perth
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cemetery was declared closed in 1932 and the East Perth Cemeteries Act 1932 revesred
the land held by the religious bodies and individuals to the Crown. It is likely that the
1932 Act referred to the plural term "cemeteries" on the basis of the sepatrat burial areas
for religious and ethnic groups. The Act relates only to an area of approximately 4.5
hectares which is now the class A reserve No 21054, with the purpose of "disused burial
ground". The cemetery was originally made the management responsibility of the board
appointed under the Parks and Reserves Act 1895.
The East Perth Cemeteries Act was amended in 1976 to transfer management to the
National Parks Authority. By way of the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984,
the management responsibilities for the cemetery passed to the Departnent of
Conservation and Land Management. Vesting is held by the National Parks and Nature
Conservation Authority. Following negotiation, the National Trust of Australia (WA)
agreed to accept vesting and management of the East Perth cemetery as a historic site.
Advice fronm the Department of Land Administration was accepted that required
amendment of the 1932 Act to allow vesting and management of the reserve to be
transferred to the tuIst. Repeal of the East Perth Cemeteries Act 1932 was agreed to be
the best course of action. Individual management and vesting arrangements by way of a
separate Statute axt no longer required. Vesting can be accommodated under the Land
Act 1933 and management by way of the National Trust of Australia (WA) Act 1964.
This Bill will also transfer the vesting of the class A reserve 21054 from the National
Parks and Nature Conservation Authority to the National Trust of Australia (WA). This
will remove the need for such a transfer to be approved by Parliament through Reserves
Bill action. The reserve's purpose will also be amended from "disused burial ground" to
"historic site". The repeal of the East Perth Cemeteries Act 1932 and transfer of the
cemetery reserve are now appropriate courses of action. I commend the Bill to the
House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Ripper.

ACTS AMENDMENT (HEALTH SERVICES INTEGRATION) BILL
Second Reading

MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [4.17 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to enable mental health services to be provided at public
hospitals and, in particular, at the facilities now being completed on the sites of Bentley
Hospital and Fremantle Hospital These facilities have been constructed at a cost of
approximately $25m.
The integration of psychiatric services at public hospitals is part of implementing the
1992 national mental health policy. Locating mental health services within a mainstream
hospital, where mental health is linked to the wider health system, results in a number of
benefits. These benefits include the reduced stigma attached to people with mental health
problems, improved quality of mental health services, and enhanced equity of access to
other health services. The Bill allows for a momt decentralised mental health service,
closer to people's family, community and cultural networks. The Bill will make it legally
possible to transfer psychiatric patients from Heathcote Hospital, and to deliver
psychiatric services at Bentley Hospital and Fremantle Hospital.
The main provisions of the Bill are as follows: Clause 2 provides that the Act will come
into operation on Monday, 10 October 1994. This day has been chosen because of the
imminent closure of Heathcote Hospital, and to facilitate the proposed transfer of patients
on 1 November 1994. A specified date for the operation of the Act is necessary so that
the appropriate logistical and administrative arrangements are in place before patients are
moved
Part 2 of the Bill makes provision for the Hospitals Act 1927 to continue to apply to a
public hospital, even though an order setting aside the relevant facilities as an approved
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hospital under section 19(3) of the Mental Health Act 1962 is in force. Part 3 amends the
Mental Health Act 1962 to limit the responsibilities of die Director of Psychiatric
Services to the hospitals or services established under that Act. The director may
delegate any of his or her duties under the Mental Health Act, other than the function
wider section 20, to the psychiatrist in charge at a public hospital. However, because of
the sensitive nature of this area of health, the director will retain the final determination
as to the nature of the treatment to be provided for any person requiring tratmient under
the Act. For that purpose the Director of Psychiatric Services will continue to be able to
review directions given by a psychiatrist of a public hospital.
Finally. section 83 of the Mental Health Act 1962 is amended to allow a referral for the
purposes of the Mental Health Act to be given by a medical practitioner of an approved
hospital. This will allow medical practitioners employed by both approved hospitals and
public hospitals to give referrals for admission for treatment. This will overcome the
current difficulty being experienced with some admissions. I commend this Bill to the
House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Thomas.

ESTIMATES COMMITTEES - A AND B, REPORTS AND MINUTES
PRESENTATION

Resumed from 14 September.
MR BROWN (Morley) [4.20 pm]: I will be extremely brief, not because the subject I
shall deal with is not important but because I am aware that other members also wish to
contribute to this debate. My contribution relates to a matter which was discussed in the
Estimates Committees; namely, the operation of the supported accommodation assistance
program. Earlier this year, the inister for Community Development commissioned a
report into this program. That report was delivered in February 1994. The report was
released by the Minister for public comment and distribution on 20 July 1994, some five
months later. The report recommends wholesale change to the supported accommodation
assistance program. Indeed, the Minister has indicated that he wishes to implement the
broad objectives of the report by 30 June 1995. That has caused great concern among
those agencies, both religious and community-based, which take responsibility for
looking after homeless persons.
The agencies have conveyed to me their strong view that before the Government moves
to make any changes or implement any of the recommendations, a critical analysis of the
report be carried out and a plan of implementation provided. The field, as it is generally
known, needs to know whether the Minister believes that better services will be provided
as the outcome of the recommendations of that report. Currently, the field - that is, those
non-governent agencies which receive government funds under this program - have
been invited to forward submissions about the review. However, normally there are three
steps to the process of a review. The first step is the review; and that has been carried
out. The second step is the formulation of the Government's attitude towards the
review - does the Government accept some recommendations and reject others? There is
then the third stage of inviting the agencies to make submissions for funding according to
what the Government then wants to do.
However, what has happened here is that the Government has missed the middle stage.
The Government has had a report presented and said to the agencies, "Make submissions
and we will detennine eventually who will and who will not be funded". The agencies
covered under the supported accommodation assistance program are women's refuges,
homes for homeless men and women, and forms of accommodation for other homeless
persons, including homeless youth. These agencies do not know what the Government's
intentions are. They do not know what criteria will be used to assess applications for
funding next year. Indeed, if the Governent is to allocate funds on the basis of
outcomer, as is recommended in this report, then the agencies must be advised well
before they put in submissions exactly what the funding criteria will be. This report
proposes that a number of agencies will close. There is no indication of which agencies
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will close. It is proposed also that the agencies will be located neatly within eight
boundaries. However, when we asked the Minister whether those boundaries had been
determined, we were told they had noL
Other matters which the Government must address are property ownership, and what the
Government means by "a partnership with the field", which is the term the Government
uses in its rhetoric. There is a host of questions that these agencies want answered.
Questions have simply not been answered by the Minister. I direc members' attention to
Hansard and to the questions which were answered this week, all wish the simple answer
that there is no answer to the question. This is causing considerable concern among those
agencies which are involved in the provision of accommodation for people who arm in
desperate need. What appears to be happening at present is that we have a report but this
whole process is being driven by government without any clear guidelines to agencies.
Therefore, while I will not spend any more time on this matter today, I do not want that
to be interpreted as meaning that there is not great concern among the people who are
involved in providing women's refuges, youth shelters and accommodation for homeless
men and women, and among other people who deal with the vulnerable in our society.
The agencies believe at present that they are being railroaded into a process which is
unclear, ill-defined and, frankly, irresponsible. If agencies are not given greater time to
understand this report, to have input into a plan, and to complete is according to known
guidelines which the Government must lay down, it will be a travesty, not only for those
agencies which wil be defunded under these arrangements, but more particularly for the
clients and needy persons who will go without accommodation as a consequence of a
rushed and ill-considered process.
I urge those few members of the Government who are in the Chamber at this time so
convey to the Minister for Community Development that more time is needed to consider
this repor, and to tyto ensure that aproper process is put inplace wherebythe
Government further considers this report determines its attitude towards is, and advises
agencies how to make submissions so that they can know clearly whether they will be
funded for 1995-96.
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [4.28 pm]l: I rise to speak as Chairman of
Committees. Firstly, I record my appreciation that one of my deputy chairmen started off
the process yesterday by moving the motion while I was absent to attend a funeral.
Normally, of course, I would have moved the motion and would then have had the
opportunity to say a few words about the adoption of the reports of the Estimates
Committees. This year, we have again used the two committee system and provided
approximately 60 hours of opportunity for the Budget to be scrutinised. One of the
difficulties that arises each time is the subdivision of that Committee time so that the
whole of that 60 hours is used fruitfully by members of this place so put their questions.
One or two parts of the committee proceedings finished early, but many of the divisions
were scrutinised thoroughly through cooperation.
It is important that the committee process operate with goodwill, and I express
appreciation to she work of the committee chairmen in helping to rim the two
committees. The chairmen were busy moving from one committee to the other across
three long days. However, the feedback I received was that the chairmen did a good job
in the circumstances and the committees provided the proper opportunity we would
expect for Budget scrutiny.
This year a definite improvement occurred because Hansard could record both
committees. This provided a prompt and accurate feedback to members of proceedings
so they were in a better position so prepare questions and make further points. Therefore,
is is most important that some liaison occur next year between the Legislative Assembly
and the Legislative Council to ensure that the Council is not sitting during the time of the
Assembly Estimates Committees. In that case, H-ansard can cover both committees. This
is an essential part of the process.
We have recently completed an exercise relating to time management, and to cover all
divisions within the Budget it was necessary to make a guesstimate of a reasonable time
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frame for dealing with each division. I mentioned my appreciation of the cooperation of
members in this respect. I chaired one session in which 14 divisions were to be
considered. We were able to suspend the standing orders and deal with some divisions
quickly in order make more time available for the major Education division.
Also, a member bad a long list of questions. Copies of those questions were provided to
the Parliamentary Secretary and his advisers. With the support of the chairman, the
committee was thus able to accommodate additional questions, although it was necessary
for the Minister to clearly indicate which questions could be provided as supplementary
information.
This brings me to another problem in the committee process: The success of the
committee is determined by the information which members obtain. Some information
can be provided on the spot, but much information does not fall into that category; it may
involve statistics and information in filing cabinets within departments. The difficulty is
for Ministers and Parliamentary Secretaries to decide whether the information can
realistically be provided as supplementary information. For instance, some information
may take three or four weeks to obtain, and the Minister cannot indicate that it will be
provided as supplementary information to be included in Hansard. A cut-off time is
involved and a problem arises in providing the information before that time. That
problem has existed with all Estimates Committees we have had. The information which
has been obtained has been incorporated in a supplementary information booklet.
However, some information is still outstanding. The dilemma could be considered by the
foreshadowed select committee into procedures.
Finally, the two committee system provided a fair scrutiny of finances and expenditure.
In the past the three committee system did not enable members to attend sessions on the
divisions of interest. It was possible with two committees to attend desired divisions,
even if it meant arriving a little late for some divisions. The three committee system
created huge problems in that regard. MAo, a single committee would operate over two
weeks which would effectively create an extra week in the parliamentary sitting year.
The two committee system reasonably achieved its objective.
The problem of supplementary information requires further consideration; it is not a
major problem, but it is very annoying and difficult for staff who must chase up the
complete information. This does not mean that the information cannot be obtained, but it
is slower than desired in being submitted and is not included in the supplementary
information booklet. All members in this place judge Ministers according to how they
respond to these matters.
NM D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [4.38 Fm]: The Estimates Committee this year was a
great disappointment. Instead of it being used to make the Government accountable to
the Parliament and the people of Western Australia, the Government misused the process
by arrnging for Government members to be present at all sessions; the chairmen would
then give equal time to Government and Opposition members. That resulted in
filibustering sessions which allowed the Government to avoid proper scrutiny by the
Opposition and the Parliament At almost every session I attended, whether it related to
the Attorney General or other Ministers, a number of divisions were not scrutinised at
all -we simply ran out of time. It is adisgracecthat the Parliament should allow certain
divisions to be passed without any scrutiny at all. I give the important example where
there was no examination of the affairs of an agency; that is, the Director of Public
Prosecutions. Given the importance of the role of the DPP, especially in prosecutions
arising from the royal commission, I am amnazed that this Government should consider
that it is adequate to allow the Estimates Committees to be placed in a position where no
time was allocated for the examination of the funds and resources available to the DPP.
Mr Strickland. Surely that was in the hands of the committee.
Mr DiL. SMITH: It was, but as a result of a combination of dhe roles played by
governmrent members in filibustering and by the chairmen of committees in allowing that
to occur, and by tryig to ensure an equal division of time between governent and
opposition members to question Ministers, we did not reach some of the critical areas.
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There is no more important area of government than those portfolios wider the control of
die Attorney General, of which we should have such public scrutiny. The Attorney is the
most uninformative and unaccountable Minister of any description - let alone an Attorney
General - that this Parliament has ever had. As an example, the Attorney General is
responsible for 30 per cent of the unanswered questions on the Notice Paper today, and
there are 15 or 16 Ministers.
Mr Shave: She gets more questions.
Mr D.L SMITH: She does not get mome questions. She answers fewer questions than
any Minister. On the rare occasion that she answers a question she tries to evade the
question and not provide the information.
Mr Shave interjected.
Mr DiL. SMiTH: She has more staff than any other Attorney General I have ever known.
The Attorney General is responsible for almost 80 per cent of the questions that have
been on the Notice Paper for the longest time, Reports t come to her in the course of
her official duties - whether on the inquiry that was the basis of the formation of the
Ministry of Justice, a review of the Crown Law Departnment, or a review of the
accommodation fir the courts by Kolomansi - are never made available by this Attorney
General. When she does get around to providing information she is more likely to
mislead Parliament than to do anything else.
Mr Stricland: That has nothing to do with the committee system.
Mr D.L SMITH: As an example of how the Attorney General misleads Parliament I
refer to page 363 of the Estimates Committee B Hansard. In relation to a proposed select
committee of inquiry into medical services at Bandyup Prison, she stated -

In terms of the establishment of a select committee to review the circumstances.
As the director general has indicated to you, although he is satisfied with the
reports, as I amn -

Mr Shave interjected.
Mr D.1- SMITH: It is important that the member for Melville understand how the
Attorney General misleads Parliament. The Attorney General's answer continues -

- he has referred those matters to the Ombudsman to ensure there is an
independent review.

To make sure she was not misquoted she also said -
The medical reports had been made available to me by very weli qualified people.
However, as concerns have been raised, even though we are satisfied, the director
general has referred the matter concemning those individuals to the Ombudsman to
ensure it received independent review.

She is saying that it was the director general who referred these matters to the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations to ensure that
independent advice was given. That clearly paints a picture of the Attorney wanting
independent advice; therefore, she has arranged for the director general to refer the
matters to the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations. What was
the truth of the referral? I remind members that that estimates debate ocud on 24
August. On 7 September the Parliamentary Commissioner, the person to whom allegedly
the matter had been referred by the director general, wrote to Dr Judyth Watson.
He said that he would like to point out that the Parliamentary Commissioner has received
no reference from the Attorney General in relation to these matters, although statements
in the media may have given the impression that the matter was referred by the Director
General of the Ministry of Justice. He went on to say that he had initiated the review of
the incidents under his own powers because he was unhappy about the nature of the press
reports on the incidents. That is, it had nothing atullto dowith the director general or
the Attorney wanting an independent review. It was the Parliamentary Commissioner, as
is his proper duty, exercising his own powers to go to the director general and say that he
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warned to independently review the investigations because the commissioner was
unhappy.
Misleading parliamnentay committees is not different fronm misleading Parliament. The
Attorney General not only does not answer questions or provide reports but also misleads
Parliament by telling us it was a result of her good intentions that the director general
referred the matters to the Parliamentary Commissioner, when the Parliamentary
Commissioner said it was his initiative because he was not satisfied with the situation.
Beyond that, of course, we have witnessed her conduct in relation to the Director of
Public Prosecutions and the incidents that occurred today at question tine and the tabling
of the Director of Public Prosecutions' report.
Incredibly, we have been told that the Official Corruption Commissioner approached the
Government for a copy of appendix 1 to the royal commission's report The chairman of
the commission is a former Supreme Court judge. I ask members to bear that in mind.
When the royal commissioners handed down their report they said, in relation to
appendix 1 -

A confidential record of matters which we are recommending to the Director of
Public Prosecutions for his consideration. This document is not included in the
bound volume of the report. It must be emphasised, as we said in the introduction
to the Report, that merely because a matter is referred to the Director of Public
Prosecutions for his consideration, it does not follow that the Commission has
recommended the instiwution of criminal proceedings. We have done no more
than draw attention to evidence which in our view wan-ants the Director's
consideration. Ihe Commission recognises that there are many factors...

Clearly, the commissioners intended that appendix 1 go to the Director of Public
Prosecutions. As I understand it, the former Premier was surprised when it turned up
with her copy of the royal commission's report. It was in a sealed envelope, and it was
clear to the former Premier that she should not have that document. She immediately
rang the Director of Public Prosecutions and arranged for someone from his office to
come to her office. She handed aver the document in a sealed condition, clearly fulfilling
the wish of the royal commissioners that the person who looked at the matter was the
Director of Public Prosecutions. If the Official Corrption Commission wanted a copy of
the report why did it not go to the Director of Public Prosecutions, the holder of the
report - as intended by the royal commission - and ask for a copy? We have been told
that somehow Justice Wickham did not recognise that. as the correct thing to do; that
somehow the commission made a request to the Government. The Attorney General
today was careful to make sure that she did not disclose who in the Official Corruption
Commission asked for the report, nor who was asked for the report.
Mr Cowan: You should be debating the reports of the Estimates Committees.
Mr D.L. SMITH: We are dealing with the report of Estimates Committee B.
Mrt Cowan: I don't think that you are doing that.
Mr DJ.. SMiTH: In a general sense we are.
Mr Cowan: But this is not a general debate.
Mr D.L. SNMI: The Government, the Attorney General and the Premier today,
collusively, did- not tell us who in the Official Corruption Commission requested the
report or from whom in government the report was requested. The tinting is important
because it was about when the future of the then Leader of the Opposition and the
Fremantle by-election were being considered and hence, a Stare by-election in
Glendalough as well. It is a bit strange to me that the Government should suddenly
become interested in the confidential part of the royal commission's report when
speculation is abroad in the community that there will be a by-election for the federal seat
of Fremantle and for the stat seat of Glendalough. Suddenly the Government wanted to
get hold of appendix 1. What did it do initially to try to get hold of it? It got an officer
within the Attorney General's department. Mr Easton, to telephone the Director of Public
Prosecutions on 4 February. It was not until 8 February, subsequent to that conversation,
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that the Attorney General got around to giving a direction on her behalf and on behalf of
the Cabinet. Initially in his response the Director of Public Prosecutions states -

MaylI say at the outset how disappointed I am that this matter was not the subject
of discussion between us prior to its receipt.

Thai is, why was it left to an officer within the Attorney General1's ministerial office to
make the oral request which was followed by a direction by the Attorney General on her
own behalf and at the direction of Cabinet for provision of this document to the Official
Corruption Commission? The DPP is saying that in his view that is improper. A matter
of this importance warrants a personal approach from the Attorney General. One of the
reasons is that that might have told the Director of Public Prosecutions the reason for the
request. At page 5 of his letter to the Attorney General, the DPP expresses this view -

There is no doubt that Appendix 1 is the property of the State of Western
Australia. This would seem to be true of all documents created by authors
employed by the Stare.
In fact, I expressed that view to your Executive Officer, Mr Easton, by telephone
on the evening of Friday 4 February last in the course of discussion. He requested
information as to the circumstances in which Appendix 1 caine to be handed over
to Me.

Why would Mr Easton be making that inquiry at that time? He was silent about the
reason for the information. A messenger who made the request did not know the reason
for it or, if he did, he was keeping silent about the reason. That is why the Director of
Public Prosecutions is saying that matters of this importance are not to be dealt with by
people who amr employed in the Minister's office; they should be dealt with directly by
the Attorney General and the director. What does the Director of Public Prosecutions say
later about this minute? He says -

The minute raises important issues both as to the relationship of the government
with bodies required by law to carry out their functions independently and also as
to my own future.

In response to this request, he said that this was an improper interference to his
independence and it raised very important questions about the role that he had as an
independent person and the Tole of the Attorney General in her political capacity. He
said -

There has been one occasion of interference in the functions of the office ...

It was not a possible interference, in his view. He stated quite clearly that on one
occasion there had been an interference in the function of the office during the year. He
states -

The issue raised an important question of principle as to the freedomn of the office
from political direction.
The circumstances are fully set out in Appendices A and B2t this report being the
Attorney General's request ...

The important thing about the outcome of that improper request was that the DPP said in
his letter to the Attorney General, "I cannot give you this document for the purpose of
your giving it to the Official Corruption Commission. If you direct me to do that, I will
refuse to do so because you have no lawful power to make that direction. In terms of my
responsibility to uphold my office and its independence, I could not accede to that
direction, even if it were given. However, you have a residual right to prosecute people
in your own right as Attorney General and for that reason I am required to give you
access to such information that might be in my possession to enable you to discharge
your duty. Therefore, in terms of that duty, I am giving you that report."
He was saying two things: One, that under no circumstances would he give the
document to the Official Corruption Commission; secondly, he was obliged to give itto
her, not for her to give it to the Official Corruption Commission but as part of her duties
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as die Attorney General. He was giving her a choice about acting with due propriety. He
was saying, "Hlere is the report. I do not believe you can direct me to give it to the 0CC;
I do not believe you should give ic to the 0CC; but I ant giving it to you for another
function. You are die Attorney General and have residual powers, and I anm obliged to
give you information to assist you to exercise those residual powers." Having said that in
the clearest possible terms in February, for some reason that we do not know - probably
because the Attorney General was trying to find some way around the response - in June,
four months later, notwithstanding what the Director of Public Prosecutions said, the
Attorney General sent to the Official Corruption Commission's office that which the
Director of Public Prosecutions refused to give it
The Director of Public Prosecutions had given her the choice of acting in a proper
manner, with due propriety, and the Attorney General, as usual, has failed the test that the
Director of Public Prosecutions gave her. She has failed the test of accountability, and of
independence; she has failed in her role as Attorney General because she has allowed that
role to be politicised and has allowed herself to be directed by Cabinet to take action in
the political interest of government, rather than as the State's independent law officer.
There can be no clearer case than that this Attorney General should resign her position.
Her behaviour in this matter has been of such base character, of such a low standard in
terms of accountability and integrity, that she should resign from the ministry and the
Parliament altogether.
MR MeGINTY (Fremantle) [4.58 pm]: As a member of this Estimates Committee, I
will raise questions relating to the office of the Director of Public Prosecutions, as did the
preceding speaker, the member for Mitchell. As he relayed to the Rouse, during the
Estimates Committee hearing we did not have the opportunity to spend time investigating
the allocation to the office of the DPP.
Mr D.L. Smith: We now know the reason why.
Mr McGI2NTY: Yes. It is quite fortuitous that today in the Parliament, the Director of
Public Prosecutions tabled his annual report It was a shocking report from the point of
view that it has revealed a measure of political corruption at the highest level and in the
most improper fashion in Western Australia. In this report we see a clear statement by
the Director of Public Prosecutions that the Attorney General has brokien the law; that an
unlawful direction was made by the Attorney General in terms of both the Statute in
question and the propriety of the high office which she holds. Very strong advice was
given by the Director of Public Prosecutions which has been ignored by the Attorney
General; that is, it was inappropriate for the confidential appendix to the royal
commission's report to be handed to the Official Corruption Commission, for reasons the
DPP elucidates in his report.
The DPP has also cast doubt over his own future in that position as a result of the
improper and illegal behaviour by the Attorney Genera]. I will deal with those matters
because they raise serious questions that should occupy the time of the Parliament. It is
most appropriate in dealing with the budgetary allocation to this office for the year ahead
that we consider what has occurred, and the improprieties and irregularities, in order to
judge the appropriateness of the allocation made to the forthcoming year. I will deal first
with the question of the political interference and the improper release of documents by
the Attorney General.
This Attorney General is rapidly establishing a flack record of grave impropriety in her
position as Attorney General. It is abundantly clear to me, and I suspect to most people
in this House, that the Attorney General is not capable of making the necessary
discrimination between her role as a politician and her role as the State's first law officer.
Two offices of this Parliament require their occupants to be somewhat removed from the
day to day burly-burly of the political process in the discharge of their functions. T'he
first is obviously the office of Speaker. The British tadition is different from ours. In
Britain the Speaer is somewhat protected from the harsh political realities of elections
and the like in order to ensure the impartiality of the position of Speaker. We do not
have that tradition in Australia; nonetheless, it is expected that the Speaker will be fair
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and non-partisan in his or her chairing of the Parliament. People in this Parliament get
angry when that is not done. Thai obviously requires the Speaker at times to do other
than follow the party line.
The second position which requires the occupant to somewhat remove himself from his
party political position is that of the Attorney General. The Attorney General as the
Stares's first law officer must not act as a politician when he or she administers the laws
of this State.
Mr Cowan: Did you give this advice to Joe Berinson?
Mr MeGRNTY: Joe Berinson was impeccable on this issue of the separtion of the legal
and political roles of the high office of Attorney General. People will not see that
criticism raised against Joe Berinson on this question.
Mr Cowan: That is a subjective judgmen As many people will say that he did not as
you claim will say that he did.
Mr McGINTY: A report was never tabled in this Parliament from statutory office
holders saying there was political interference by Joe Berinson in the admuinistration of
matters over which the Statute barred him from interfering. That is what we are dealing
with here today.
Mr Cowan: I think you will find that there was.
Mr McGtNTY: I am certain there was not.
The State's chief prosecutor who deals with all indictable offences says there has been
improper, political interference in his office. When this Parliament set up the position of
the Director of Public Prosecutions it was intended that it operate in an independent way.
This Attorney General is rapidly establishing a track record of impropriety in this regard.
We all remember the Barry Carbon affair; I wore so than most because I was on the
receiving end of iL. This Attorney General took a document, which was not hers, that
was given confidentially and in good faith to the Crown law Department for the purpose
of assisting the State in defending an action against it. It was a statement made by me to
assist the State in determining its response to a writ served on it by the former head of the
Environmental Protection Authority.
Every legal precedent says that that sort of statemnent given for the express purpose of use
in the court or assistance in defending the position is privileged and confidential. It is -n
unlawful act for someone whose document is is not to use it for another purpose. In that
case the Attorney General used that document to advantage her and sought to
disadvantage me in the broader political debate. That action by the Attorney General
sent shock waves throughout die legal community because it meant that no-one who in
good faith went to the police, the Director of Public Prosecutions, or the Crown Law
Department in order to assist the police or other investigating agencies with their inquires
was safe, because this Attorney General would use is against him or her for base political
reasons. That is the reason the outcry occurred at that dine. That is black mark No 1
against the Attorney General.
Last week yet another leak of similar proportions occurred. Is was a matter subject to
parliamentary privilege and of parliamentary confidentiality. A document prepared by
the Attorney General's department found its way to the Premder's office. The Premier
called a press briefing last Friday - I do not know why everyone always picks on me -
again, to damage rme.
Mr Osborne: You have broad shonldemit
Mr McGINTY: I need to have.
Mr D.L. Smith: Those with most ability are most often the targets.
Mr McGINTY: I thank the member for Mitchell for diat.
A document prepared by the Attoney General's department was to be used in a press
briefing by she Premier and his officers on the day before the Helena by-election in order
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to smear me. That document was a Crown Law opinion as to the propriety and legality
of a payment of $50 000 to the then Chairman of the Heritage Council of WA. Again,
the Attorney General's department is involved. The document may not have come front
the Attorney General's office; however, we have a clear statement by the Director of
Public Prosecutions about the extent to which the Attorney General has control of those
various agencies, including die supposedly independent DPP, that fit within her
department Thai press conference was cancelled 15 minutes before it was due to take
place. For the sake of the propriety of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee and its members who were to be involved in that press conference, I amn glad
it did not take place. It would have been a most messy exercise and would have involved
the destruction of die public accounts committee. It would also have destroyed a number
of political reputations - not mine - in the process because of that improper behaviour.
The document originated in a department controlled by the Office of the Attorney
General. I can suggest to this House only that the leak came from that office. What is
revealed in the report tabled today is yet another example of where the Attorney Genera
has not had the necessary ability to discriminate between her political role and her legal
role. It is revealed here that the Attorney General unlawfully directed the Director of
Public Prosecutions to do something which under his Act she could not do. That is
crystal clear from the documents that are appended to the report of the DPP. The letter
from the Attorney General to the DPP on 8 February states -

...as directed by Cabinet, I request that the volume now be made available to the
Chairman of die Official Corruption Commission, the Hon Mr J1 L C Wickham
for his confidential information and retention.

The view of the Director of Public Prosecutions of that matter is that it is clearly in the
nature of a direction. It was not a request; it was a direction made by the Attorney
General to the DPP that he rightly pointed out was an unlawful direction and one with
which he would not comply. Section 29 of the Director of Public Prosecutions Act states
that the director is not subject to direction by the Attorney General or any other person in
the performance of his functions.
If there is any doubt as to the extent of that meaning, section 27 of the Act provides that
after consultation with die director, directions may be issued by the Attorney General as
to the general policy to be followed in the performance of any function by the director,
but a direction may not be issued in respect of a particular case. Clearly the Director of
Public Prosecutions Act makes it unlawful for the Attorney General to direct in respect of
a particular case or other than in respect of broad general policy issues. In this case it
was found by the DPP to be a direction and he refused to comply with it- I compliment
him for having the courage to stand up to the Attorney General and say, "No, your
demand of me is unlawful." The direction from the Attorney General was clearly
something which was not sanctioned by the Statute.
More importantly, and this has been alluded to by the member for Mitchell, if one looks
at die timing of this particular demand of the Director of Public Prosecutions, it seems
that the same sinister overtones of the two earlier cases of the leaking of the Crown
Solicitor's advice in respect of die Heritage Council and the misuse of the statement in
relation to Barry Carbon were both designed to damage a political opponent This
particular improper demand by the Attorney General has exactly the same qualification.
One need not be a great believer in conspiracy theories, but the big political event
happening in early to mid-February in Western Australia was the resignation of the then
Leader of die Opposition, Dr Carmen Lawrence, to run for the federal seat of Fremantle.
It is no coincidence that the day after Carmen Lawrence announced her resignation as
Leader of the Opposition in this State, the direction went from the Attorney General to
die DPP to release a document which everybody had previously regarded as something
which should be for the eyes of the DPP only.
The royal commissioners said that; we said that; everyone said that. Here was a chance
for the Attorney General, by breaking every rule in the book, by breaking the law, and
issuing a direction she had no authority to issue, to damage a political opponent and
achieve short termn political mileage. In her short, grubby career as Attorney General in
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this State we have seen her improperly, arguably illegally, using her position to abuse the
accepted processes and laws of this State to achieve a short term political advantage.

Points of Order
Mr LEWIS: I though: this was a third reading debate, but it has become a direct attack
on the Attorney General. The rules of this House ame that if a Minister of the Crown is to
he censured or criticised it shall be by substantive motion. The member for Fremantle is
straying wide of the mark in the protocol of a third reading debate and I draw the Chair's
attention to the fact that he should not be attacking a Minister of the Crown without a
substantive motion.
Mr McGINTY: This is not a third reading debate as the Minister has suggested-, it is a
debate on the report of the Estimates Committee to the Parliament. If the Minister has a
problem with the language lIon using, that is fine, but die substance of that is contained
in the annual report of the Director of Public Prosecutions. Thec operation of the
department is a matter that comes within the purview of the Estimates Committee. I amn
obliged, as is every other member of this House, to draw to the attention of this House
and the public any impropriety, illegality or misuse of public funds. That is exactly what
I am doing.
The ACTIlNG SPEAKER (Mr Day): Standing Order No 132 states that all imputations
of improper motives and all reflections shalt be considered highly disorderly. It is
correct, as the member for Fremantle states, that we are debating the adoption of an
Estimates Committee report. I am not sure that the words that the member for Fremantle
has so far used fall under Standing Order No 132. therefore I do not believe there is a
point of order.

Debate Resumed
Mr McGINTY: These are very serious issues of political interference involving improper
releasing of documents which come within the responsibility of the Attorney General,
who is responsible for the administration of this department.
The second matter arising out of this most alarming report is the position of Official
Corruption Commission. We heard during question time today clear staements from the
Attorney General and the Premier that it was appropriate that these documents be placed
in the hands of the Official Corruption Commission. For those members who may not
have had the opportunity to read the report of the Director of Public Prosecutions I refer
them to a brief entact on page 3 of the letter from the DPP to the Attorney General,
which is appendix B to the annual report of the DPPR Tle Diretor of Public
Prosecutions outlines why the document should not be in the hands of the Official
Corruption Commission. He states -

The 0CC is charged by its Act with the function of receiving information and
forwarding it to other bodies, It has no investigative or proseutorial functions.

Why on earth would anyone want a document which is confidential to be in the hands of
someone who had no investigative or prosecutorial functions? The Director of Public
Prosecutions continues -

The Commissioner of Police is the body charged with investigating crime.
Therefore, immediately upon receipt I made available copies of Appendix I to
relevant police officers. Although we have worked closely with Police, they are
able to pursue matters which they consider require investigation, whether or not I
am of the same view. Thus them is already a degree of review over the DPPs
function in respect of the Report without the intervention of the OCQ.
Not having been extended the courtesy of a copy of any reasns as to why the
Report is to be delivered to the 0CC, I am unable to comment as to which of its
functions or powers are exercised by the direction. I do advise, however, that
Appendix 1 contains comments about individuals and actions not specified in s.7
of the Officiol Corrupuion Commission Act, dhe section which enumertes the
Commission's function.
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The Director of Public Prosecutions is saying that the 0CC should not have the document
and that a great deal of material in the appendix to the royal commission report is
irrelevant to the statutory functions of the 0CC. It is the Director of Public Prosecutions
who is casting doubt over why the Attorney General issued the improper direction to him
that she did. Every one of those legal authorities fits under the umbrella of the Attorney
General. Whether it be the Crown Solicitor's Office, the reports of the police that come
into the hands of either the former Crown Law Department, the Office of the Director of
Public Prosecutions, or the Director of Public Prosecutions himself, the DPP is sounding
a very large note of warning to us; that is, the Attorney General has well and truly
overstepped the mark On page 5 of his letter to the Attorney General to which I have
just referred, the DPP states -

As your minute contemplates the possibility that Appendix 1 may be released
more widely in the future, it would follow that if the document is subject to
direction by Government, any report by Police to the Commissioner or the DPP
on any person may be releaed by Cabinet for publication. One can readily think
of other examples.

Again that is a dramatic understatement that what has occurred herm is an undermining of
one of the fundamental tenets upon which our legal system is based; that is, that
confidentiality is vested within those law offices under the jurisdiction of the Attorney
General. That confidentiality is respected and is the basis upon which our legal system
operates, and the Attorney General has undermined that authority, Therefore, 1, or any
other citizen, in Western Australia will not feel any confidence when they give a report to
the police, to the Commissioner of Police, to the Director of Public Prosecutions, to the
Crown Solicitor's Office, or to anyone else. The Attorney General will not exercise her
power to release that report in a damaging way, as she has done now on a number of
occasions, which is designed to achieve short term political gain at the expense of the
great principles that are involved. For those reasons, I find this a most unsatisfactory
state of affairs regarding the Attorney General, and she should resign.
ACTING SPEAKER (M~r Day): Under the Sessional Order, the time permitted for the
debate of this motion has now expired. I am required to put the motion that the repor be
adopted.
Question put and passed.
[See papers Nos 291 A and 291B.J

YOUNG OFFENDERS BILL
commirtee

Resumed from 13 September. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Day) in the
Chair, Mrs Edwardes (Attorney General) in charge of the Bill.
Progress was reported after clause 64 had been agreed to.

Clause 65: Court may refrain from punishing in some cases -
Wr COWAN: To ensure the Opposition cannot make some claim at a later time that we

have taken it by surprise or that we have put the question before it has had time to
prepare itself to debate clause 65, I am sure that any moment now the Attorney General
will be ready to debate clause 65. I see that she is now able to do that.
MW RIPPER: Just as the Deputy Premier stated that he did not want to provide the
Opposition with any reason to argue that a question had been put to it by surprise, I also
want to prevent a situation where our spokesperson, the shadow Attorney General, the
member for Mitchell, feels that he has been taken by surprise. Clearly events in this
Chamber have moved a little more smartly than some people expected. I understand that
there has been some discussion behind the Chair on the progress of the Committee stage
of the Young Offenders Bill, and I know that the member for Mitchell has been an
important pant of that discussion. Before the debate proceeds, it would be of advantage
to the Chamber if the member for Mtchell were here, because he has been involved in
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those discussions with the Attorney General. I see that my remarks have at least borne
fruit and dhe member for Mitchell is ready to make the contribution I have been
foreshadowing.
Mr D.L. SMIT7H: I am pleased to advise the committee that after a considerable period
debating with the Attorney about the wisdom of doing this, she and the Leader of the
House have agreed that this legislation will be referred to the Legislation Committee
when it gets to the other place. That is something the Opposition thought should have
occurred very early in the piece. Had that been done, we would have been much further
advanced, in fact, this legislation would have been passed quite some time ago. Now that
the undertaking has been given - that is. it will go to the Legislation Committee in the
other place as a Bill - we have decided that, rather than delay the matter any further,
especially in light of the fact that we would probably be subject to a guillotine at 5.55
pm, we will not further debate any of the clauses except mn relation to those amendments
that the Attorney wishes to move and those amendments on the Notice Paper in my name
to whicb she is willing to accede. As far as possibleeach of those will be passed simply
with a brief explanation by the person proposing the amendment, and nothing more than
that. Thtat is subject only to the member for Morley speaking in relation to some of the
aspects dealing with sentencing and the serious and repeat offenders and general
principles. We assure the Committee that we anticipate the completion of the Committee
stage and the third reading by six o'clock with a view to the Bill going to the Legislation
Committee in the other place.
Mr BROWN: I concur with the comments of the member for Mitchell. We agreed to
this process on the basis that the legislation would be referred as a Bill to the Legislation
Committee in the other place. However, it must be placed on the record that, in agreeing
to that and in agreeing to expedite the amendments, it does not remove our very serious
reservations regarding a range of provisions relating to the supervised release orders, to
serious repeat offenders, and to boot camps or military style camps, as the case may be,
and a number of other provisions. In the 32 minutes remaining for debate this evening, it
will not be possible to deal with all of those matters, and as they will be examined
elsewhere we see that as appropriate.
I also place on record one other matter relating to the serious and repeat offenders
provisions. I ask that the Attorney and her advisers consider the research of Morgan,
particularly the decisions of the Supreme Court in the Queen v S. No 2, a child, as
reported at page 434 of the Western Australian Reports of 1992. and the subsequent case
of McKenna and the Queen, because they are important cases. In considering those cases
and the way in which the courts have applied sentences to juveniles, there is some real
prospect in the manner in which the court has acted in those cases that the serious and
repeat offenders provisions could amount to double counting.
It is important to place on the record the sentencing principles the court has considered in
its decisions on those matters, particularly how those principles may work uinder the new
regime envisaged by this Bill where parole is involved and where a real fear exists of
double counting, particularly where juveniles can be sentenced to longer periods of
incarceration than adults for the same offence. Having said that, it is appropriate for the
mechanical steps envisaged by the member for Mitchell and the Attorney General to be
proceeded with.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 66 to 79 put and passed.
Clause 80: Amendment of order other than for breach -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -
Page 50, line 18 - To insert after "chief executive officer" the words "or the
offender'.

We are seeking to add the words so that the court may at any time, on the application of
the chief executive officer or the offender, vary or amend the youth community based
order.
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Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 81: Attendance at court for breach at order -
Mrs EDWAIIDES: I move -

Page 51, lines I and 2 - To delete "offence that resulted in the making of the
order" and substitute "failure".

The amendment has been made to clarify the fact that dealing with the offender for the
original offence is not the only way of dealing with the failure.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 82: Powers of court upon breach -
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 51, line 15 - Ta delete "in any other way".
Page 51, line 17 to page 52, line 6 -To delete the lines and substitute the
following -

(2) If this section applies, the Court may -
(a) order that no further action be taken because of the failure to

comply with a condition upon which the youth community based
order was made;

(b) if it decides that the offender should be further subject to a youth
community based order, amend the youth community based order
previously made; or

(c) cancel the order and deal with the offender for the offence that
resulted in the order being made (in this section called "the
original offence") in any manner in which it could have done
when it found the offender guilty of that offence.

(3) The discretion given by subsection (2)(a) to order that no further action be
taken can only be used if the court is satisfied that the failure is of such a trivial
nature that no further action is appropriate, and the court making such an order is
to record in witing the reasons why it considers that no further action is
appropriate.
(4) The court, when considering how to dispose of the matter wider subsection

(2) or when dealing with the offender for the original offence under that
subsection, is to take into account -

(a) that the youth community based order was made;
(b) the time for which the person has been complying with supervision

conditions under the ouder, and
(c) anything that was done, or that was not done but should have been

done, under the order,
and may take into account, either as an aggravating or a mitigating factor, the
behaviour of the offender in doing anything under the order.

Deletion of the words "in any other way" in clause 82(1M(b) will allow a notice to attend
court to be used where the breach has been by the committing of another offence. The
amendment to 82(2)(c) will more clearly refer to the original offence, thus avoiding
confusion with the offence by which a condition of the oider was breached.
Amendments put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
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Clauses 93 to 85 put and passed.
Clause 86: Notice of court applications.-
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 53, after line 13 - To insert the following -

(2) Where an application to the court is made under this Division by the
offender, the court is to cause notice of the application and of the time and
place fixed for the hearing to be given to the chief executive officer.

This relates to the change to clause 80 and, where an offender applies to the court for
amendment, requires that the chief executive officer be informed of the application and
hearing.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 87: Requirement to attend -
Mr DJi. SNMI: I move -

Page 53. lines 18 and 19 - To delete all words after "or other course".
This clause would have enabled the purposes for which the offender had to attend in
response to an order to be expanded substantially by regulation. The amendment is to
delete that power. Subclause (2) seeks to enable the procedural arrangements, but not the
purpose for those attendances and time limits to be prescribed by regulation.
Amendment put and passed.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move a further amendment -

Page 53, lines 20 to 22 - To delete the lines and substitute the following -

(2) T7he court cannot impose attendance conditions requiring the
offender -

(a) to attend over a period that is morn than 6 months;
(b) to attend at a place that is more than 30 kilometres from the

offender's residential address; or
(c) to attend for any continuous period that is more than 7

days.
T7hat will correct the position on time limits, and supports the intent of dealing with
attendance conditions of the offender.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 88 put and passed.
Clause 89: When community work conditions can be imposed -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -
Page 54, lines 3 and 4 -To delete "will have reached the age of 12 years when the
work is to begin" and substitute "has reached the age of 12 years".

That change ensures that Uffenders under the age of 12 years are not sentenced to
community work. Currently young children are remanded for lengthy periods so they
can commence work when they turn 12.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 90 to 92 put and passed.
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Clause 93: Regulations relating to community work conditions -
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 55, line 4 - To delete "die appointment or and substitute "persons to be
designated as".

This change is to provide for die designation of persons as overseens. A sessional worker
may be appointed to carry out a variety of functions, one of which may be an overseer.
This situation is consistent with current practice.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 94 to %6 put and possed.
Clause 97: Intensive youth supervision orders may be made-
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 57, line 8 - To delete "attendance and supervision conditions that may be
imposed are not subject to the limits placed by the regulations on those kinds or
and substitute the following -

supervision conditions that may be imposed are not subject to the limits
placed by the regulations on supervision

This amendment provides for the distinction between a youth community based order and
an intensive youth supervision order, which would be only to the extent of the
supervision conditions and not the attendance and supervision conditions. Again it
follows through the intent of the amendment made earlier.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 98 and "9 put and passed.
Clause 100: Order with detention -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 57. line 23 to page 58. line 2 - To delete the lines and substitute the
following -

(1) If an intensive youth supervision order is made and a sentence of
detention is imposed, the intensive youth supervision order is referred
to in this Act as a conditional release order.

(2) If the court makes a conditional release order, the offender is to
be released from detention under the sentence as soon as the sentence
would have commenced if there were no conditional release order.

The effect of this amendment is to more accurately define what will be an intensive youth
supervision order where detention is imposed as a conditional release order. It also mome
accurately defines the structure of the conditional release order as starting as soon as
detention sentence would have started had there been no CR0.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and possed.
Clauses 101 to 107 put and passed.
Clams 108: Certain conditions implied in order -

Mrs EDWALRDES: I move -

Page 60, lines 8 and 9 - To delete the lines and substitute die following -
(c) the offender is not to move to a different residential address

without the approval of the supervising officer.
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The words as originally drafted were that the defendant was required to notify a change
of address rather than to remain at the address given and to seek approval to change the
address.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 109 and 110 put and passed.
Clause 111: Amendment of order other than for breach -
Mrs EDWAPDES: I move -

Page 61. line 6 - To insert after "chief executive officer" the words "or the
offender".

This amendment allows the offender to apply for an amendment of the order. In the case
ofthe CtO an offender can ask the court to cancel it, in which case heor she will have to
serve the balance of the original order in detention. For example, when an offender feels
he is unable to comply with the requirements of the order, it will be advisable for an
offender to ask the court to cancel the order rather than have the order breached, with
worse consequences.
Amendment put and passed.
Clans., as amended, put and passed.
Clans. 112 put and passed.
Clause 113: Powers of court upon breach -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -
Page 62. lines 3 and 4 -To delete "in any other way".
Page 62, lines 6 to 16 - To delete the lines and substitute the following -

(2) If this section applies the court may -

(a) order that no further action be taken because of the failure
to comply with a condition or undertaking upon which the
conditional release order was made; or

(b) amend or cancel the conditional release order.
(3) The discretion given by subsection (2)(a) to order that no further

action be taken can only be used if the court is satisfied that the failure is
of such a tivial nature that no further action is appropriate, and the court
making such an order is to record in writing the reasons why it considers
that no further action is appropriate.

(4) The court, when considering how to dispose of the matter under
subsection (2), is to take into account -

(a) the time for which the person has been complying with
supervision conditions under the order and

(b) anything that was done, or that was not done but should
have been done, under the order,

and may take into account, either as an aggravating or a mitigating factor.
the behaviour of the offender in doing anything under the order.

The meason for the deletion of the words "in any other way" is that clause 82(1)(b) would
allow a notice to attend court to be used where the breach is by committing another
offence.
Amendments put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 114 and 115 put and passed.
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New dlanse 116 -
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 63, after line 14 - To insert the following new clause to stand as clause 116 -
Notice of court applications
116. (1) Where an application to the court is made under this Division by
or on behalf of the chief executive officer, the chief executive officer is to
issue a notice to attend court that describes the nature of the application
and requires the person affected by the application to appear before the
court on die hearing of the application.

(2) Where an application to the court is made under this Division by the
offender, the. court is to cause notice of the application and of the time and
place fixed for the hearing to be given to the chief executive officer.

This new clause was omitted from the Bill. It is the same as clause 86, but in this case
refers to intensive youth supervision orders. It describes the process for the chief
executive officer to pursue amendments to an intensive youth supervision order.
Subclause (2) relates to clause 116(1) and requires that where an offender applies to the
court for amendment to an intensive youth supervision order, the chief executive officer
must be notified of the application and hearing.
New clause put and passed.
Clause 116 put and passed.
Clause 117: Order for a particular kind or detention.-
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 64, line 8 - To insert after "consents to it" the following.-
and cannot be made if -

(a) the offender has not reached the age of 16 years when the
sentence is imposed; or

(b) the offender -

(i) has been previously convicted of an offence
prescribed for the purposes of this paragraph by the
regulations; or

(ii) has previously served all or any of a sentence of
imprisonment or detention

This amendment supports the intent of the amendment moved by the member for
Mitchell in relation to clause 117 and is in keeping with the drafting of thle Bill.
Mr D.L. SMITH: This is the work camp clause, and the Opposition wants to make it
clear that although we are not debating the clause or the amendments we are very
opposed to the concept of work camps, particularly the sructure, the site chosen at
Laventon and the way in which the work camp will be staffed. That is a matter that
hopefully the Legislation Committee will consider when the Bill comes before it.
Amendment put and passd.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 64, after line S - To insert die following -

(3) The court may, upon the application of the chief executive officer,
cancel a direction under subsection (1) and, if it thinks fit, adjust the
mininmum period, as specified in section 119(5), for which the offender is
to iremain in custody before the offender can be released under a
supervised release order.

In relation to the concerns raised by members opposite, all I would say is, give it a go. If
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this operates as a circuit breaker for some of those young offender who have never been
in prison or detention, I think we will all win as a community, particularly the young
offenders. We will evaluate this after it has been in operation for six months. I look
forward to my visit to the site with the member for Mitchell.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 118 put and passed.
Clause 119: Minimum period before release -
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 65, lin 13 - To delete "is" and substitute "ends at the end of'.
This amendment to subelause (5) provides that where the sentence of detention relates to
a designated activity, the period to be served at the designated activity is four months as
specified in clause 117. Therefore, unless the provisions of clause 117(3) as amended are
applied, the offender has to remain at the designated activity for the full four months.
T7his just ensures that the offender completes the four months at the work camp.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 120 and 121 put and passed.
Clause 122: When this Division applies -
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 66, line 28 to page 67, line 10 - To delete the lines and substitute the
following -

122. (1) This Division applies to the sentencing of the offender for a
serious offence ("the current offence) if -

(a) the offender is a person who has committed and been found
guilty of an offence for which a custodial sentence
("sentence 1") was imposed, and

(b) after being released from custody having served a portion
or the whole of sentence 1, the offender committed and was
found guilty of Mnother offence for which another custodial
sentence ("sentence 2") was imposed: and

(c) after being released from custody having served a portion
or the whole of sentence 2, the offender committed the
current offence; and

(d) the court1 after takdig into account the offender's history of
n-offending after release from custody, is satisfied that
there is a high probability that the offender would commit
further offences of a kind for which custodial sentences
could be imposecL

(2) Where the sequence referred to in subsection (1)(b) of release,
reoffending and imposition of another custodial sentence has occurred more
than once, the reference to sentence 2 in subsection (1)(c) is a reference to
the custodial sentence most recently imposed.

Again. these changes have been made to further clarify the eligibility to be dealt with by
the special principle and/or the special order which was mentioned earlier. The points
raised by the member for Morley on the sentencing principle in those two cases have
been taken into accont, as has the Morgan report.
Mr DL SMITH: Had this Committee stage been conducted in the ordinary course of
events, we would have opposed die whole of division 9. We still recognise that recidivist
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offenders need to be provided for separately. We believe that they should be subjected to
the programs, etc, as part of whatever community custodial arradngements: are made for
them. We have come to the conclusion that while cte serious and repeat offender
legislation chat we introduced was an interesting innovation and while we still believe
that it had some deterrent effect, in the end cthe substantial weight of professional opinion
was that the legislation was faulty in a number of respects and would not succeed. We
have come to accept, eventually, that that weight of professional opinion is correct. This
legislation is more abhorrent in many respects than the old legislation. The only good
part about it is that it leaves the discretion with the courts whereas our legislation did not
leave that discretion with the courts. We had a number of other things to say about what
we believe is wrong with the current proposal. However, as I have said, we have struck a
bargain that this Bill will be referred to the Legislative Council Standing Committee on
Legislation. It would have been guillotined at 6.00 pm in any event. Had we had a full
debate, we would have opposed the whole of division 9 of the Bill.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 123 put and passed.
Clause 124: Circumstances in which a special order can be made-
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 67, line 24 - To insert after "court" the following -

.,he disposing of the matter,
page 68, after line 9 - To insert the following -

(5) Without limiting section 21 of the Children's Court of Western
Australia Act 1988, the court cannot make a special order if it is
constituted by or so as to include a magistrate.

The first amendment ensures chat the application, consideration and imposition of the
special order must cake place when the court is disposing of the matter per subclause (1)
and not at a later date. The special order must be imposed at the time the last custodial
sentence is imposed. This change was proposed by the youth groups. The new subclause
in the second amendment specifies chat magistrates arm not to have the power to make a
special order. The power may be exercised only by the judge. This change again was
proposed by the youth groups.
Amendments put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 125 put and passed.
Clause 126: How the special order operates.-
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 69, lines I11 to 13 - To delete the lines.
This change reflects the previous amendments.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 127: Application to discharge the special order -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 70, after line 22 - To insert the following -

(9) Nothing in this section affects any right to appeal against the
imposition of the special order.

The insertion of subclause (9) clarifies that the position in relation to the application to
discharge the special order in no way affects the offender's right to appeal. The
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discharge essentially is for compassionate reasons to ensure that the applications are not
frivolous.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 128 to 133 put and passed.
Clause 134: Certain conditions implied in order -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -
Page 73, lines 15 and 16 - To delete die lines and substitute the following -

(d) die offender is not to move to a different residential address
without the approval of the supervising officer.

The clause as originally dmfsed required the offender to notify a change of address rather
than to remain at the address given and to seek approval to change the address.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clawss 135 to 142 put and passed.
Clause 143: Courts to notify Board on finding further offence committed -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 77, line 5 - To insert after "Board" the words "and the chief executive
office?'.

This is consistent with amendments previously made to ensure that the juvenile justice
division is aware of any breach of further offending.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 144 to 162 put and passed.
Mrs EDWARDES - by leave: I move all of die amendments standing in my name on the
Notice Paper. The majority of them are self-explanatory, particularly those relating to
the annual reports. They flow on from other amendments made to the Bill.
Amendments agreed to were as follow -

New clause 163.-
Annual report
163. Before 1 October in each year, the Board is to make a written report to the
Minister as to -

(a) the operations of the Board wider this Act up to the last preceding
30 June;

(b) the number of persons released under supervsed release orders
during the year ending on the last preceding 30 June, and the
number returned to custody upon cancellations of such orders
during that year; and

(c) the operaon of this Acso far asit relates to the release of
offenders under supervised release orders and the activities wider
this Part of officers generally during that year.

Clause 178: Chief executive officer may make rules.-
Page 96, after line 24 - To inserthde following -

(c) confer on persons who are prison officers under the Prisons Act
1981, or such of those persons as are specified in the rules, such
functions under this Act as are speified in the rules;
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New clause 225 -

Page 113, after line 10 - To insert the following new clause Io stand as clause
225-

Section 34 amended
225. Section 34 of the principal Act is amended by repealing subsection
(2).

Clause 226: Section 43 amended -

Page 114, line 4 - To delete "167" and substitute "175".
New clause,233 -

Page 116, after line 12 - To insert the following new clause to stand as clause
233 -

DivisionS5- Other Acts amended
Miscellaneous amendments
233. The Acts referred to in Schedule 4 are amended as set out in that Schedule.

Schedule I1-
Page 120, after line 11I - To insert the following -

s.64AA Driving with 0.05% blood alcohol content
s.64A Driving with 0.02% blood alcohol content

New schedule 4 -
Page 125, after line 27 - To insert the following new schedule -

SCHEDULE 4
[section 2331

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMIENTS TO OTHER ACTS
Consiuton Acts AmendauntAct 1899
Schedule V is wmended in Part 3 by inserting in its appropriate alphabetical
position the following item -

The Supervised Releas Review Board established under the Young
Offenders Ac: 1994."

Freedom of Information Act 1992
Schedule 2 is wmended by inserting after the item relating to the Parole Board the
following item -

" The Supervised Release Review Board.
juries Act 1957
The Second Schedule is amended in Part I, in item 2 -

(a) by deleting the semicolon at the end of paragraph (in) and
substituting a fall-stop; and

(b) by inserting after paragraph (in) the following paragraph -

"(a) Member of the Supervised Release Review Board under
the Young Offenders Act 1994."

Spent Con victon Acd 1988
Schedule 3is amended in the Table to clause I by inserting after item Ilthe
following item -

-IA. The Supervised Releas Review Board Division 4
established under the Young Offenders Act 1994.
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Clauses 163 to 232, as amended, put and passed.
Schedules lto 3, as amended, put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported, with amendments.

House adjo-nwdoat 5.8 pm



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PRISONS - ESCAPES
294. Mr DiL. SMIH to the Attorney General:

(1) How many prisoners have escaped fromn each prsnor other place of
detention administered by the Ministry of Justice i 993-94?

(2) What were the classifications of these prisoners at the time of their
escape?

(3) Have all of these prisoners been recaptured and, if not, what was the
classification of those still at large?

(4) What was the longest period of time which any prisoner who has since
been recaptured was at large?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The following figures relate to the period 1993-94 -

(1) Broomne Regional Prison 5
Bunbuiy Regional Prison 7
Eastern Goldfields Regional Prison 9
Karnet Prison Farm 5
Pardelup Prison Farm 3
Wooroloo Prison Farm 26

(2) Minimum security - in all cases.
(3) Six are still at large and are all classified as minimum security.
(4) Five months.
For the information of the member, the following figures relate to the
period 1992-93 -

(1) Broome Regional Prison 6
Bunbury Regional Prison 6
Canning Vale Prison 1
Eastern Goldfields Regional Prison I11
GIreenough Regional Prison 1
Kamrne Prison Farm5
Pardelup Prison Farm 2
Woorolco Prison Farm 27
Wyndham Regional Prison 1

(2) Three medium security, the remainder minimum security.
(3) Yes.
(4) Six week.

MICKELBERO CASE - MARTIN REPORT

304. Mr DiL. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) Has the Attorney General received the report of the inquiry conducted by

Mr Brian Martin QC into the Mickelberg case?
(2) If yes, when does the Attorney General expect to make the report findings

public?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1Ido notpropose to makezdiereport public.
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JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - BUDGET
Expenditure; Excess Approval

309. Mr DL. SMITHI to the Attorney General:
(1) What was the total budge: for the Ministry of Justice for 1993-94?
(2) How much of that budget had been spent up to 31 May 1994?
(3) Has she had any mason to seek the approval of Treasury, the Premier or

Cabinet to spend in excess of the allocated budget?
(4) If yes, for what was the excess sought, how much was the excess, and

which section of the ministry or agency was involved in the expenditure. of
the money?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) $254281000
(2) $206 276 064
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AC' - APPLICATIONS FOR INFORMATION
Numnbers: Fees; Ouissandfng

314. Mr DL. SMITHI to the Attorney General:
(1) How many formal requests under the Freedom of Information Act for

access to information have been made to date?
(2) With respect to these applications, bow many have involved the payment

of fees?
(3) Whatiarethestotalfees collectedto date?
(4) How many applications are still current and/or outstanding?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The Freedom of Information Act 1992 requires applications to be lodged

direct with the individual agencies concerned, therefore, the statistics
requested are not available. However, arrangements have been initiated
by the Information Commission to require agencies to provide quarterly
statistical returns for the purpose of providing an overview to Parliament
during the year. Tlhe most recent report by the Information Commissioner
covers the period 1 November 1993 - when the legislation came into
effect - to 31 March 1994. This was tabled on 10 May 1994. The
commissioner's report shows that 1 314 applications were lodged to
31 March 1994.

(2)-(3) The commissioner's report shows that $12 817 in charges was received by
agencies in respect of applications for non-personal information. The top
20 agencies received 213 requests for non-personal information. A more
comprehensive analysis will be contained in the information
Commissioner's annual reporL

(4) As at 31 March 1994 367 applications were still to he decided.
CONNELL, LAURIE - PROSECUION COSTS

Romeo, Versace and Others, Prosecution Costs
316. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:

(1) What were the total costs incurred by the Crown and/or the Ministry of
Justice, Mnd/or the Director of Public Prosecutions office, and/or the
District Coon, and/or the police in prosecuting Mr Laurie Connell for the
charges relating to race fixing and conspiracy?
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(2) What were the same costs with respect to the prosecution of the charges
relating to conspiracy and cultivating cannabis on a pastoral station
(Romeo, Versace and others)?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The office of the Director of Public Prosecutions' accounting systems are

not stuured so as to generate expenditure costs on a case by case basis.
It is therefore not possible to provide a precise costs figure for this matter.
However, it is estimated that the direct costs - principally the salary costs
of Crown Prosecutors and support staff - to the office of the Director of
Public Prosecutions in prosecuting The Queen v L.R. Connell conspiracy
matters Were approximately $450 000.

(2) Given the financial qualifications outlined in (1) it is estimated that the
direct costs - principally the salary costs of Crown Prosecutor and support
staff - to the office of the Director of Public Prosecutions in conducting
recutions against Romeo, Versace and others were approximately

CROWN LAW DEPARTMENT - JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF
Barristers and Solicitors Enploynm, Numbers and Classificadon

317. Mr DL. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) What were the numbers of barristers and/or solicitors employed by the

Crown Law Department as at 1 February 1993, and what were the
numbers in each classification?

(2) What were the numbers and classification of similar staff employed bythe
Ministry of Justice as at I May 1994?

Mrs EDWARDES repliect
in respect of the Crown Solicitor's Office -

As at 1.2.93 As at 1.5.94
Crown Solicitor special 1 1
Crown Counsel Special 1 1
Stir Assistant Crown
Solicitor Advisings Special 2 2
Conveyancer Specia 1 1
Stir Assistant Crown
Solicitors/Counsel Class 4 4 2
Stir Assistant Crown
Solicitors/Counsel Class 3 23 17
Assistant Crown
Solicitor Class 1 1 1
Assistant Crown
Solicitors/Counsel Level 7/8 8 9
Legal Officers Level 617 11 9
Legal Officers Level 415 18 19

CANNABIS - DECRIMINALISATION, LEGISLATION INTRODUCTION
363. Mr D.L SMITH to the Attorney General:

Is the Attorney General considering the introduction of legislation to
decriminalise the possession of caninabis for personal use?

Mrs EDWARflES replied:
No.
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PRISONS - PRISONERS, EXTRADITIONS FROM OVERSEAS COUNTRIES
368. Mr DJi. SMITHI to the Attorney General:

(I) How many prisoners have been extradited and from which overseas
counties to Western Australia sinc 1 February 1993?

(2) How many unsuccossfiul applications for extradition have been made and
from which counties since I February 1993?

(3) What has been the total costs of such extraditions and/ar applications?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(3) Nil.

JURIES - FEES
370. Dr WATSON to the Attorney General:

(1) What is the current fee for ahalf and afull day's jury dty?
(2) When was that fee last increased?
(3) Does the Minister believe this fee should be increased?
(4) Does the Minister agree that women jurors are adversely affected by the

cunrent level of fee?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Regulation 2 of the Juries (Allowances to Jurors) Regulations provides -

(1) Where the time of atendance does no: exceed one
half-day $10.00
Where the time of attendance exceeds one half-day but
does not exceed 3 days, for each day $15.00

Where the time of attendance eceeds 3 days but does not
exceed 10 days for each 10 days for each day, after the
third day $20.00
but where a person attending as a juror satisfies the
summoning officer that he has by reason of his so attending
as a juror incurred a loss greater than the amount of the fee
prescribed in this subregulation in respect of such attendance
the summoning officer may allow payment aflike actual loss
incurred by that person but so that any such payment shall
not exceed an amount of $75.00 per day.
(2) Where a person summoned and attending as a juror is
required to so attend for any period in excess of 10 days
the attorney general may fix the appropriate rate offee
payable in respect of such attendance.

(2) 19 June 1987.
(3) The base fees art paid to all jurors irrespective of gender or employment

status with the exception of public sector workers whose salaries or wages
sit paid in the ordinary course while attending conrt as jurors. The fees
only seek to provide compensation towards out of pocket expenses in
keeping with the underlying principle that jury duty is a community
service. Any juror who does suffer a financial loss can be reimbursed up
to $75 per day by the sheriff or summnansing officer and losses greater
than $75 per day can be accommodated in accordance with the provisions
of regulation 8 which provides -

In exraordi nary circumstances such remuneration may be allowed
as shall be decided by the Attorney General after taking the
circumstances into consideration.
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(4) The current fee level applies to both men and women jaros.
NISTERIAL TRAVEL - MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT

Karijini Nodonal Park
548. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Did die Minister or his representative visit the Karijini National Park
recently?

(2) I o -
(a) who visited;

(b) how was the local member advised of the visit?
Mr LEWIS replied-

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response-
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Hon Eric Charlton, MILC

Minister for Transport

Mr Brent Higgins
Office Minister for Transport
Hon Philip LoDckyer MLC
Member for Mining and Pastoral Region
Mr John Bradshaw, NRA
Parliamentary Secretary to the Cabinet
Hon Norman Moore, MLC
Minister for Education
Mr Richard Lewis, MLA
Minster for Planning
Mr Mike Waflwork
Director Rual Operations, Main Roads Western Australia
Mr Cinema Stephens
Director Pilbara Development Comrmission
Ms Tonia Swennen
Senior Projects Officer, Pilbara Development Commission
Mr Chris Muller
Regional Manager CALM
Mr Keith Cunningham
Ranger in Charge, Kauijini National Pak
Mr Terry Baker
President Shire of Ashburton
Mr Peter Foote
Councillor Shire of Ashburton
Mr Dennis Hodge
President Shire of East Nibara
Ms Lee Woolley
Councillor Shire of East Pilbara
Mr Phil Mining
Shire Clerk Shire of East Pilbura
Mr Ron Mundy
President Shire of Roeboumne
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Councillor Town of Port Hedland
Geoff Shoemark
Director Town Services Town of Port Hedland
Mr John Fisher
Divisional Engineer, Pilbara Division, Main Roads Western
Australia
Mr Laurie Vicar7
Shire Clerk Shire of Asbtn
Mr Richard Mann
Shire Engineer Shire of Ashburton
Ms Helen Soter
Councillor Shire of Ashburton

(b) All local members were verbally advised of the visit beforehand, with the
member for Pilbara being personally informed by the Minister for
Transport.

MINISTERIAL TRAVEL - ATTORNEY GENERAL
Canberra

550. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:
Who paid for the Attorney's trip to Canberra on or about 10 February 1994?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

Details of all travel undertaken in my official capacity as a Minister of the
Crown is tabled quarterly by the Premier. The most recent "Report of
Interstate and Overseas Travel Undertaken by Ministers and Officers on
Official Business" covers the three month period ending 31 March 1994
and was tabled on 15 July 1994. 1 refer the member to this report for the
information he is seeking.

PILB ARA - APPEAL COSTS BOARD
625. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:

(1) Is theme a representative of the Pilbara region on the Appeal Costs Board?
(2) If not -

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

determined by this board?
(3) If so -

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

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

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

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

(6) Has this board visited the Pilbara. region since 6 Febrary 1993?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) If so-
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(a) what towns in the Pilbara region have been visited by tis board,
since 6 February 1993;

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

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) NO.
(2) The Statute provides for die board to consist of three members appointed

by the Governor of whom one shall be hppoiined as chairman; one shall be
nominated by die Law Society of Western Australia; and one shall be
nominated by the Legal Practice Board.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) Applications and submissions to the board pursuant to the Act are required

in writing.
(5) The Statute provides for the procsses to be used in dealing with

applications.
(6) No.
(7) See (4).
(8) Not applicable.

PILBARA - COMMERCIAL TRIBUNAL - EXPERTS PANEL
630. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:

(1) Is there a representative of the Pilbama region on the Commercial
Tribunal - Experts Panel?

(2) Ifonot -
(a) why not;
(b) by what processes are the interests of the Pilbana region

determined by this panel?
(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 panel to solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions are taken?

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

(6) Has this panel visited the Pilbara region since 6 February 1993?
(7) Nf not, why not?
(8) ifso -

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

(b) what was/were the purposals of the viuit/s;
(c) with whom did the panel meet during its visit/s?
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Mrs EDWARDES wepied:
(1)-(4) Members of the panel are appointed on the basis of their general industry

experience. They do not further represent specific industry interests.
Their responsibility is to assist the commercial tribunal to conic to a view
on the basis of the evidence presented. The tribunal has responsibility to
hear and determine disputes legally within its jurisdiction. It is the
responsibility of the parties to a dispute to ensure that tie tribunal has
access to relevant evidence and information including issues milating to
location.

(5) The panel is not a consultative body.
(6)-(7) The need for the tribunal to sit outside the metropolitan area has not

arisen.
(8) Not applicable.
PILBARA - COMMERCIAL TRIBUNAL - FITNESS INDUSTRY PANEL

631. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney Genera]:
(1) Is there a representative of the Pilbara region on the Commercial

Tribunal - Fitness Industry Panel?
(2) Ifnot-

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

determined by this panel?
(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 panel to solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions arc taken?

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

(6) Has this panel visited the Pilbama 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 panel,
since 6 February 1993;

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

Mrs EDWARDES replied-
(1)-(4) Members of the panel are appointed on the basis of their general industry

experience. They do not further represent specific industry interests.
Their responsibility is to assist the commercial tribunal to come to a view
on the basis of the evidence presented. The tribunal has responsibility to
hear and determine disputes legally within its jurisdiction. It is the
responsibility of the parties to a dispute to ensure that the tribunal has
access to relevant evidence and information including issues relating to
location.
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(5) The panel is not a consultative body.
(6)-(7) The need for the tribunal to sit outside the metropolitan -re has not

arisen.
(8) Not applicable.
PILBARA - COMMERCIAL TRIBUNAL - TRAVEL INDUSTRY PANEL

632. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:
(1) Is there a representative of die Pilbara region on the Commercial

Tribunal - Travel Industry Panel?
(2) If not -

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

determined by this panel?
(3) Ifso -

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

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

(4) Whazare the processs used by this panelto solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions are taken?

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

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

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

(b) what wastwere die purposels of the visitls;
(c) with whom did the panel meet during its visitls?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(4) Members of the panel are appointed on the basis of their general industry

expriece.They do not further represent specific industry interests.
Thi= rsosibility is to assist the commercial tribunal to come to a view
on the basis of the evidence presented. The tribunal has responsibility to
hear and determine disputes legally within its jurisdiction. It is the
responsibility of the parties to a dispute to ensure that the tribunal has
access to relevant evidence and information including issues relating to
location.

(5) The panel is not a consultative body.
(6)-(7) The need for the tribunal to sit outside the metropolitan -re has not

arisen.
(8) Not applicable.

PiLBARA - RETRMEMENT VILLAGES DISPUTES TRIBUNAL
638. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:

(1) Is there a representative of the Pilbara region on the Retirement Vilages
Disputes Tribunal?
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(2) If not -
(a)
(b)

(3) If so -

why not;
by what processes are the interests of the Pilbara region
determined by this tribunal?

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

Pilbama 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 taken?

(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) Iso-

(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 visits;
(c) with wham did the tribunal meet during its visit/s?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) No.
(2),(4) Ihe tribunal comprises a referee and numerous members, who are

appointed on the basis of their general industry experience. They do not
further or represent specific industry interests. Their responsibility is to
assist the tribunal to come to a view on the basis of the evidence
presented. The tribunal has responsibility to bear and determine disputes
specific to its jurisdiction. It is the responsibility of the parties to the
dispute to ensure that the tribunal has access to relevant evidence and
information, including issues relating to location.

(3) Not applicable.
(5) Ihe tribunal is not a consultative body.
(6)-(7) The need for the tribunal to sit outside the metropolitan area has not yet

arisen.
(8) Not applicable.

PILE ARA - COMMERCIAL TRIEBUNAL
Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:
(1) Is there a representative of the Pilbamt region on the Commercial

Tribunal?
(2) Ifnot -

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

determined by this tribunal?
(3) If so -

641.
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(a) who is that representative;
(b) what qualifications does that representative have to represent the

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

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

(5) What consultative processes ame in place for this tribunal to deal with the
residents of die 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,

Mrs
(1)
(2)

(3)

since 6February 1993;
(b) what was/welt the purpose/s of the visit/s;
(c) with whom did the tribunal meet during its visit/a?

EDWARDES replied:
No.
For any particular hearing the commercial tribunal comprises a chairman
or deputy chairman and one or two panel members, the choice of panels
being determined by the nature of the dispute. The tribunal has
responsibility to hear and determine disputes legally within its jurisdiction.
it is the responsibility of the panties to a dispute to ensure that the tribunal
has access to relevant evidence and information including issues relating
to location.
Not applicable.

(4)-(5)
The tribunal is not a consultative body.

(6)-47)
The need for the tribunal to sit outside the metropolitan area has not
arisen.

(8) Not applicable.
PILBARA - GUARDIANSHIP AND ADMINISTRATION BOARD

Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:
(1) Is diere a representative of the Pilbama region on the Guardianship and

Administration Board?
(2) Ifnot-

(a) why non
(b) by what processes awe the interests of the Pilbara region

(3) Mao -
(a)
(b)

(C)
(d)

determined by this board?

who is that representative;
what qualifications does that representative have to represent the
Pilbara region;
by whom was that representative nominated;
on what date was that representative appointed?

642.
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(4) What are the processes used by this board to solicit the views of the
residents of the Pilbara when decisions -r taken?

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

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

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

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

Mrs EDWARDES replied:.
(1) No.
(2) Members are appointed on the basis of their knowledge and expertise of

matters which are administered by the board.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) Only parties deemed to have a proper interest in an application are advised

of the board's hearings.
(5) Community education is undertaken by the Public Guardian's Office.
(6)-(7) The need for the board to sit in the Pibara. has not arisen.
(8) Not applicable.

PILBARA - RAILWAYS CLASSIFICATIONS COMMITE
652. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is there a representative of the Pilbara region on the Railways
Classifications Committee?

(2) If not -
(a) why not;
(b) by what processes are 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

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

(4) What are the processes used by this commit"e 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) Iso -

(a) what towns in the Pilbara region have been visited by this
committee, since 6 February 1993;
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(b) what was/were the purpose/s of the visit/a;
(c) with whom did the committee meet during its visit/a?

Mr LEWIS replict
The Minim for Transport has provided the following response -

I presume that dhe member is referring to the Railways Classification
Board and on that basis my answer is as follows

(I)()The Railways Classification Board deas exclusively with
industrial matters relating to Wesnrail officers, none of whom arm
employed in the Pilbana region. Accordingly, the interests of the
Pilbara region are not a matte for consideration by this board.

WORK CAMPS - STAFF QUALIFICATIONS
689. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

Will staff directly in charge of the detainees of the proposed military style
work camp be -

(a) mined and experienced prison officers;
(b) required to hold a certificate in residential and community care?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
Staff selected for the work camp will have a wide ringe of skills and
qualifications and be trained accordingly.

DRUG DOG SQUAD - EMPLOYMENT
699. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) How many officersemployees are employed on the drug dog squad?
(2) What is the qualification and classification of each employee?
(3) Are employees engaged full time on drug dog squad activities or arm they

involved in other duties?
(4) Is the drug dog squad only used in prisons or in relation to prison

operations?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Thee.
(2) Group 2 Industrial Officer x 1

First Class Prison Officer x 2.
All officers are appropriately qualified for the positions they hold.

(3) Yes.
(4) The squad operates in prisons, juvenile detention cents and in police

lock-ups at the request of the police.
DIESEL - TAX CHANGE

703. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister representing the Minmer for Tranport
Does the Minister have any plans to amend the current anomaly whereby
diesel users pay a higher tax per litre than petrol users?

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

This matter, as with all matters in my portflio, is subject to continual
review.
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POLICE - CASH CONVERTERS ASSISTANCE
706. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) Which branch, or officer of die Police Force provided assistance to Cash
Converters with the introduction of their proposed client identification
system?

(2) On whose authority was this assistance provided?
(3) Was any payment made by Cash Converters to the WA Police Force or

any police officer for die provision of this assistance?
(4) Does the Police Force provide like assistance to any other sector of the

retail industry and, if so, which?
Mr WIESE replied:

I have been advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -
(1) The officer in charge of the public affairs branch and the officer in

charge of the CIB dealers squad.
(2) Commissioner of Police.
(3) No.
(4) Yes. Such assistance is available, free of charge, on request to any

member of the retail industry or the community. Crime prevention
advice has been provided by police to a wide cross section of the
retail sector since 19,76.

POLICE - CASH CONVERTERS ASSISTANCE
708. Mr CATANIA to die Minister for Police:

Is the Minister aware that the assistance of the Western Australian Police
provided to Cash Converters abets the traffic in stolen goods by not
ensuring that stolen goods are returned to their true owners and/or
insurance companies which may have acquired ownership of those goods?

Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police has advised chat -
The Western Australia Police Department is not assisting or abetting Cash
Converters in the traffic of stolen goads or any other unlawful practice or
activity. It is standard police procedure when dealing with the
complainant, to establish if the property reported stolen should be returned
to the complainant. In the event that settlement of an insurance claim has
already been made, the appropriate insurance company is notified.

POLICE - STOLEN GOODS RECOVERY, INSURANCE COMPANIES
NOTIFICATION

711. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
(1) Will die Minister advise why insurance companies are not notified when

stolen property is recovered?
(2) Will the Minister undertake to implement procedures whereby insurance

companies' interests can be confirmed in conjunction with stolen property
reports and where those companies can be advised of any relevant
recovery?

Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police has advised -

(1) The Police Department only deals directly with the complainant
reporting die offence.
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(2) This matter is being addressed in conjunction wich representatives
frm the Insurance Council of Western Australa, with a view to
having enhancements made to the police mainframe to enable this
to occur.

SELECT7 CONMMTE INTO LAND CONSERVATION - FINAL REPORT
RECOMMENDATIONS, ACTION TAKEN

794. Mr GRILL to the Minister for Primary Industry:
What action has the Minister taken in response to each of the
foliowing recommendations of the Final Report of the Select
Committee into land Conservation -

(a) 1.3.1
(b) 1.3.6
(c) 1.3.7
(d) 1.3.11
(e) 1.3.12
(f) 1.3.16
(g) 1.3.17
(h) 1.3.18
(1) 1.3.19
U) 2.3.1
(k) 2.3.2
(1) 2.3.4
(in) 2.3.5
(a) 2.3.6
(o) 2.3.11
(p) 2.3.12
(q) 2.3.13
(r) 2.3.14
(s) 2.3.15
(t) 2.3.16
(u) 2.3.17
(v) 3.3.6
(w) 3.3.7
(x) 3.3.8
(y) 3.3.9?

Mr HOUSE replied.
The member's questions (PQ 794, PQ 795) refer to 42 recommendations
of die final report of Select Committee into Land Conservation. There
were 204 recommendations in total. The Soil and Land Conservation
Council reviewed progress generally and reported to me on 9 December
1993, identifying six priority areas for further action. These are being
pursued, but like many of the recommendations, in modified form to take
account of changing circumstances and budget and time constraints.
(a) The sustainability principles have generally been incorporated into

areas of government policy.
(b) The SLCQC, the Department of Agriculture and the Commissioner

of Soil and Land Conservation do report annually.
(c) Natural resources surveys will cover the agricultual areas by 1997

and the rangelands by 200.
(d) A comprehensive system of monitoring sites is being installed and

used in the rangelands. The Department of Agriculture is
developing performance indicators for its sustainable agriculture
systems programs to allow monitoring of environmental
performance.
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(e) Several of these measures; are being implemented
(O)-(g) A pastoral wool industry task fore has made recomnmendations;

which are generally being implemented.
(ht) Most of these measures arm being implemented.
(i) A pea body representing horticultural interests is proposed.

0) My recent announcements concerning the impact of seasonal
conditions on the south coast are consistent with this
recomnmendation.

(k) A major extension program is planned for the south coast situation.
Regulatory powers will only be used consistent with current
policy.

(I) See$0.
(mn) Under RAS guidelines this principle is generally followed
(n) Seek (k).
(o) The Governent has released its farm water plan for public

comment
(p) Changes in general interest rates have made this recommendation

irrelevant.
(q) The north eastern wheatbelt is included in the farm water plan.
(r) See (o).
(s) Implemented.
(t) This recommendation will be considered in the context of current

problems on the south coast-
(u) See (t).
(v) A large oil mallee project has commenced.
(w) These principles are understood and generally applied.
(x) Appropriate work has been done and findings published.
(y) Landholders have been trying lower cost options.

SELECT COMMITEE INTO LAND CONSERVATION - FINAL REPORT
RECOMMENDATIONS, ACTION TAKEN

795. Mr GRILL to the Minister for Primary Industry:
What action has the Minister taken in response to each of the following
recommendations of the Final Report of the Select Committee into Land
Conservation -

(a) 4.3.1
(b) 4.3.2
(c) 4.3.3
(d) 4.3.4
(e) 5.3.1.3
(f) 6.3.2
(g) 6.3.6
(h) 6.3.7
(i) 6.3.8
Q) 6.3.9
(k) 6.3.22
(1) 6.3.28
(in) 7.3.8
(nt) 8.3.35
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(o) 8.3.36
(p) 8.3.39
(qi) 8.3.40?

Mr HOUSE replied,
The member's questions (PQ 794, PQ '795) tufer to 42 recommendations
of the final report of the Select Comnmittee into Land Conservation. There
were 204 recommendations in total. The Soil and Land Conservation
Council reviewed progress generally and reported to me on 9 December
1993, identifying six priority areas for funkier action. These ame being
pursued, but like many ofder cmedations, in modified form to cake
acecount of changing circumstances and budget and tine constraints.
(a) The Soil and Land Conservation Council is preparing a

euwrophication and drainage strategy.
(b) Discussions have occwrred. The proposed strategy is now broader

than fertiliser management
(c) Implemented.
(d) Generally being examined.
(e) State Government's views ame well known.
(f) The Soil and Land Conservation Act will be extensively reviewed

in 1995, and will take account of this recommendation.
(g) This is generalily being done.
(h) This has been done for some time.
(i) This has occurred in some instances, and is increasing.

() There has been an increase in assistance generally, but targeting of
the support is just as important.

(k) See (f)
(1) This: proposal is under consideration.
(in) The Research Steering Committee into Land Use and Water

Quality has been reactivated.
(n) T'he department has adopted this approach.
(o) Investigation of these systems continues.
(p)-(q) The current review of the Primary Industry portfolio is examining

regionalisation policy and best service delivery.
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSION - ELECTORAL

REDISTRIBUTION, EXECOM. Mr LTD CONTRACT
824. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs:-

(1) When was Execom Pty Ltd granted the contract by the WA Electoral
Commission to undertake the necessary development work for die current
electoral redistribution?

(2) How many contracts are involved with either Execomn and/or other
companies which relate directly to the current electoral redistribution for
Western Australia?

(3) What tendering process was undertaken before the letting of any such
contracts relating to the electoral redistribution?

(4) What were the terms and conditions of each contract, including the
contract price?

(5) Does the Execoin contract, or contracts, cover software development only
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or is there a requirement for Execomn to provide some of the computer
hardware necessary for the electoral redistribution processes?

(6) What computer hardware has been purchased to support the electoral
redistribution and what is the value of the major items that have been
purchased and die all-up cost of this equipment?

(7) When were tenders called for the purchase of any such computer hardware
and which companies entered tenders for that equipment?

Mrs EDWARDES replied.
(1) Pant of die planning undertaken by the WA Electoral Commission for the

1994 division of the State by the three Electoral Distribution
Commissioners was to commission a feasibility study by the Execomn
Group Pry Ltd into using information technology to assist the distribution
commissioners with determining revised electoral boundaries. That study
was completed between May and August 1992 and the development of the
Electoral Boundary Redistribution System was commenced by die WA
Electoral Commission on 25 May 1993 with the appointment of a projec
manager hrorn Execom. A second Execomn consultant was appointed as a
pant time project director to amtend project steering committee meetings
and monitor overall qualty

(2) There are four contracts with four different companies for personnel
engaged on the EBRS project

(3) Requests for proposals were sent to agencies and organisations known to
the Electoral Commission as suppliers of information technology
persnnel for them to supply particulars of persons who may satisfy the
selection criteria. The agencies were asked to provide details of the
hourly rate required to obtain die services of the persons concerned. The
contract personnel were then selected from the applicants propoised in the
responses with the selection raking into account the selection criteria, the
expertise of the applicants and an assessment of the market price quoted
for the work involvedL

(4) Contract personnel or the company which supplied them signed a standard
contract which is recommended by the Department of Stare Services and
used by the WA Electoral Commission. A copy of this standard contract
is tabled with this response. [See paper No 296.]
The contracts are for the supply of services at an hourly rate. The
amounts paid under these contracts are indicated below -

Execom. (trading as Access 15.5.93 - 31.8.94 $165 000
Consulting Services)
Chip off the Block 15.10.93 -31.8.94 $104000
Gryphon Consultants 30.5 .94 - 31.8.94 $26 000
Mt uller 25.4.94 -31.8.94 $5000
As work is still proceeding, die final contrac prices will increase.

(5) The contracts with Execom. for the services of two consultants are for
consultancy service in respect of the EBRS development, including the
application of a wide range of management and specific technical skills to
the project This includes advice on the software development and the
acquisition of computer hardware.

(6) The all up cost of die major items of computer hardware purchased to
support the division of the State is $118 092. The major items are -

Geogrphical information system
SU PARC workstation $45 007

Hewlett Packard DJ 650C lnkjet $17 630
High Perforance Personal Computer DX 50 $15 545
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(7) After conferring with die State Supply Commission, the Electoral
Commission issued a 'Request for Quotation' fromt the 015 workstation to
the companies known as suppliers of the specialised equipment. On 19
August 1993 dhe State Supply Commission approved the purchase of the
workstation and it was delivered on 26 August 1993. Quotations for die
(US workstation were received from three companies. Eight companies
submitted quotations for the high performance personal computer which
was purchased on 26 July 1993 and the inkjet colour plotter was
purchased on 22 December 1993 after quotations were received from three
companies. Disclosure of the names of the companies would breach
commercial confidentiality.
BARRACK SQUARE LTD) - OLD PERTH PORT PROJECT

83!. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the nature and extent of the construction work which has

commenced4 on the eastern side of Barrack Square on the Perth foreshore?
(2) What is the anticipated cost of this construction work?
(3) What further stages are the developers committed to and what is the

anticipated cost of these further stages?
(4) What are the terms and conditions of the seabed lease which Will be

necessary for this consmruction?
(5) What was the date and die area of the lease granted for this work?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply -
(1) Barrack Square Ltd has commenced development of stage 1 of the

Old Perth Port project (including tourist related retail and dining
complex)) in accordance with the development approval granted
by the Minister for the Environment acting on advice from the
Swan River Trust. As the member would know, redevelopment of
this site was initiated by the previous Government.

(2) It is understood that the developer's cost for construction is in the
order of $2.2mi.

(3) Stages 2 and 3 of the Old Perth Port project are subject to
approvals being obtained under the Swan River Trust development
approvals process. The cost of these further stages is not known.

(4)-(5) The Old Perth Port project is covered by the Department of
Transport's nornal jerty Licence and seabed lease arrangements.
The jetty licence is fora term of 22years from 1 July 1994. The;
seabed leae is for a term of 21 years commencing from I July
1995. The developer has options to renew and extend the lease in
the event of stages 2 and 3 being approved at some (jiure time.
Stage 1 cove~a foreshore and seabed arSa of 1 372m. Stage 2
coven 1 435m and stage 3 covers 1 500m .

PUBLIC TRANSPORT - BUS SERVICES PRIVATISATION
Stock Quality Maintenance

834. Mr McGINT to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
What steps will the Minister take to ensure the maintenance of
quality of stock under his proposal to privatise public transport
routes?

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

[ASSEMBLY]4472



[Thursday, 15 September 1994] 47

Firstly, the proposal. is not to privatise public transport bus routes but,
radther to open the provision of public transport bus services to
competition.
The quality of stock used in the provision of public tanspont will be
maintained through the establishment, and inclusion in the operating
contacts, of safety and maintenance standards consistent with currnt
practice. The style of die contracts will be such that opeamtors will have
an incentive to continue to provide quality services and vehicles. In
addition, consideration is currently bein ie to establishing a maximum
and average fleet age which will also becnitent with accepted practict.
It is also anticipated that successful enderer of public transport services
will be quality accredited or in the process of obtaining such accreditation.

RAILWAYS - BOARDINCIS, NORTHERN SUBURBS, FREMANTLE,
MIDLAND, ARMADALE

835. Mr McGTNT to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) What were the. tota number of boardings for 1993-94 on -

(a) the northern suburbs railway;
(b) the Fremantle railway;
(c) the Midland railway
(4) the Annadale. railway?

(2) What were the figures for she sanme services in 1992-93?
Mr LEWIS replied:.
The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 297.1

RAILWAYS - NORTHERN SUBURBS
Travers Morgan Corssudrancy

836. Mr McGINY so dhe Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) What are the terms of reference under which consultants Travers Morgan

have been engaged to re-evaluate passenger loadings on the northern
suburbs railway?

(2) For what period have Travers Morgan been engaged?
(3) What is the cost of this consultancy?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply -
(1) Travers Morgan was contracted to provide advice regarding the

number and tinming of the purchase of additional rail sets for the
Fasirak network beyond its existing complement of 43 rail car sets.
Logically, part of this work included an evaluation of the original
patronage projections compared with current experience.

(2) From October 1993 to August 1994.
(3) The cost of she consultancy is $24 750.

MIDLAND WORKSHOPS - CONTRACTS AWARDED TO PRIVATE FIRMS
837. Mr McGINTY to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is the total value of contacts awarded to private fims for work
previously done at the Midland workshops?

(2) To which firms were these contracts awarded and what was the value of
contracts for each firm?
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Mr LEWIS replitd
The Minister for Transport has provided the foliowing reply-
(1) Up to 5 August 1994, $43 693 538.
(2) Company Value

*A& EKeil Pty I 1063914
*AGoninan &Co I.d 20869535
Ajax Spurway Fasteners 1 297 436
Bradken 607 716
Donliad Armica, 381 000
Forward Engineering 353 850
Freight Rail Workshops 87 480
GEC Alsthom 770 000
Gemco 8896614
Ledgers Engineering 111 806
Lucon Australia 1 287 345
Park Body Builders 568 378
Preformed Lined Products 56586D
Thompson Kelly & Lerwis 1186937
Transfield Tulk 187 000
WAMES 5458667
TOTAL 543 693 538

WESTRAIL - COACH SERVICES
Ministerial Task Force Recommnendosions Implementation

840. Mr McCIINTY to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport.
What action has the Minister taken to implement the
recommendations of the ministerial task force into Westrai
country coach services?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply -
I have asked the Commissioner of Railways to implement all of the task
force's recommendations. Implementation is already well advanced and
will be an ongoing process until all the recommendations have been put in
place.

ALCOHOL ADVISORY COUNCIL OF WA - BREATH TESTING AND PUBLIC
TRANSPORT RECOMMIENDATIONS

868. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Noice:
(1) Is the Minister aware the Alcohol Advisory Council of Western Australia

has recommended ftht
(a) ail police vehicles should be equipped with preliminary breath

testing devices;
(b) all drivens stopped for any reaso be breath tested;
(c) police should introduce targeted breath testing in addition to RBT;,
(d) public transport be improved so as to reduce reliance on driving

motor vehicles?
(2) Does die Goverment intend to implement each recommendation?
(3) Which recommendation does the Government intend to implement?
(4) When will such recommendations be implemented?
(5) Which recommendations has the Government rejected?
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21 Bills were put through the House on the last day of the sitting. Thai is a guillotine by
any other name. We intend managing the time so that we do not have 21 Bills going
through on the one day. T"he work program will be spread sensibly and logically
throughout the year. Time management was used last year in the Parliament and if this
motion is accepted, it will be used again. I have said that it was used only after extensive
debate, and I do not intend that it should limit debate unnecessarily. However, it will
allocate reasonable time to the debate on Bills so that we can manage time.
I concede that the way in which the sessional order operated last year had its problems.
From a government perspective, the principal problem was that we allocated time to parts
of Bills. That made it easy for the Opposition to contrive a way to frustrate that process.
Members opposite spent all of the allocated time on one or two clauses so that the
remainder of the Bill went through without any debate. That was a contrivance; it was a
stunt that worked because the media swallowed it. Under the arrangements this year, we
will not be able to have such contrivances. If members opposite delay and do not focus
on the issue, they will be accountable to the lobby groups, the interest groups, the
community, the public at large and the media.
The use of time management is not something new. I refer to page 410 of Ersine May's
Parliamentary Practice which, of course, refers to the House of Commons. It states that
the time management order -

provides that a certain number of days or parts of days are allotted in the form of
a timetable to each of the remaining stages of the bill; on allotted days time limits
may be laid down by which proceedings on specified portions of the bill are to be
concluded.

Page 416 states -

From the inception of allocation of time orders in 1887 ...
Over 100 years ago -

regular use has been made of them, and since the 1939-45 war few sessions have
passed without one or more bills being subjected to them .. .

We do not even have to go back in history over 100 years to the House of Commons; we
can see varying systems of time management in various Parliaments throughout the
Commonwealth. We need go no further than the House of Representatives in the
Commonwealth Parliament where, as all members will know, the Labor Party is in
power. Between 1918 and 1983 the so-called guillotine was used 230 times. In the years
of the Labor Governments between 1983 and 1993, the guillotine was used in the House
of Representatives 567 times. In other words, in 10 years of Labor Government in
Canberra it was used 2.5 times more than it had been used in the previous 65 years of the
House of Representatives.
We should compare that situation with that in the We stern Austalan Parliament-. In the
past 18 months of the coalition Government, time management has been applied to 10
Bills. in the same period the Labor Government in Canberra in the House of
Representatives has applied time management to 125 Bills. While members opposite
screamn and complain that time management has applied to 10 Bills, their colleagues in
Canberra in the same period have applied it to 125 Bills. It is common in the House of
Representatives for time management to aply to between 15 and 20 Bills at one go. I do
not propose that we have such a brutal form of time management in this place.
Mrs Hallahan: Why ame you even mentioning it then?
Mr CIJBARNEIT: How will it operate? Ilam sure that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition wilil scream and yell, and the media will probably agree with her. However,
the real test is whether it will be applied fairly, whether it will improve the management
of this House and whether it will improve the quality of debate in this House.
Mrs Hallahan: Will it disenfranchise the members of the community?
Mr CJ. BARNETlT: Tme management of a farm similar to that which is proposed here
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(6) Why have such recommendations been rejected?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) (a)-(d) Yes.
(2) Except for (1)(d), these am opertional matters for decision by the

Commissioner of Police who advises -
(1)(a) Generally speaking, this has been in place for some year.
(1)(b) Police are always mindful of drink driving offences and breath test

any person who has been drinking and driving, reguriless of the
reason for being stopped.

(1)(c) 'Targeted" breath testing has for many years been an operational
procedure for police. RET is additional to this strategy because
RBT legislation authorises; testing regardless of any other
consideration.

(1)(d) This matter comes under the Transport portfolio and the question
should be referred to die Minister for Transport.

(3)-(5) See (2) above.
(6) Not applicable.

ROADS - ALBANY HIGHWAY
Leach Highway-WeLshpool Road-Oars Street, East Victoria Park, Widening Project

907. Dr GAL]LOP zo the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the currnt status of the Albany Highway widening project

between Leach Highway and Welshpool Road/Oats Street, East Victoria
Park?

(2) Has the Main Roads Department completed negotiations with the owners
of Bentley Village, 1196-1198 Albany Highway over land resumptions?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply.-
(1) Negotiations am under way with owner for land acquisition.

Settlement is taking plate as agreements are finalised.
(2) No.
(3) The Main Roads Department is waiting for a response to an offer

made to the owner's solicitors on 12 July 1994.
GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - "WESTRAIL NEWS"

946. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) What was the cost of production of the document "Westrail News"?
(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply -
(1) The avenage production costs for the past year were $6 330 per

issue. There are 11I issues each year.
(2) The publication is a news bulletin for Westrai staff.
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(3) $300 for each issue.
(4) Westrail staff

Members of Parliament
Selected local authorities
Selected Westrail clients
Some media organisations.

(5) Picton Press, Perth.
GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - 'NINGALOO MARINE PARK - FISHING

GUIDE'
947. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) What was die cost of production of the document "Ningalco Marine Park -
Fishing Guide"?

(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Since May 1994. 20 000 copies have been printed for a cost of $5 132.
(2) Thte brochure is part is the Fisheries Department's recreational fisheries

community education program for Ningaloo Marine Part. The objectives
of the community education program include -

enhancing community awareness of existing fishing controls;
promotion of a conservation ethic among recreational fishers;
promotion of a notion of stewardship for die recreational fish
resource among users.

The document contains details of current and new recreational fishing
rules that apply this season in the marine park, and other background
information of relevance to recreational fishing.

(3) No exact figures were kept of distribution costs, which were directly
through head and district offices and through mail-outs. The cost of
mailing was absorbed within the department's normal postal budget - see
(4) - but was probably less than $300.

(4) Copies were distributed to fisheries district offices through the State, the
Exmouth Tourist Bureau, Exmouth office of the Depnntent of
Conservation and Land Management, the Milyering Visitor Centre in
Cape Range national park, recreational fishing associations, fishin* tackle
shops and offices of members of Parliament. Further copies are
distributed by fisheries officers and volunteers directly to recreational
fishers in the field, and on request from the departmen

(5) The first rn of the document was printed at Muhlings Pty Ltd in Perth.
The second run was at Scott Four Colour Pnr

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - "BELLYTIN"
957. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) What wasthe cost of production of the document "Billytin"?
(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
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Mir HOUSE replied:
(1) "Bihlytin" is produced in house by Agriculture Protection Board staff and

no separate coatings are kept. A cost estimate is around $500 per issue.
(2) To serve as a communication and extension medium between pastoralists

and others involved in feral goat eradication.
(3) Postage of approximately $80 five times a year.
(4) All pastoralists, Agriculture Protection Board, Landeare, and Department

of Agriculture staff in the Pilbara Gascoyne-Murchison and Easten
Goldflelds, plus Landcarv offices in other States, local government and the
rural media.

(5) Duplicated at the APB Centre, Bougainvillia. Avenue, Forrestfield.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - SEX OFFENDER PROGRAM

965. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:
(1) What are the selection criteria for employees or prospective employees

seeking employment in the sex offender program?
(2) Does the Ministry investigate the suitability of applicants seeking

employment in the sex offenr progra?
(3) If so. does that investigation involve a -

(a) police cher.c
(b) psychological testing;
(c) good character record?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The selection 'criteria vary according to the type of position. Those

involved in client service delivery are required to hold a degree in the
behavioural sciences.

(2) This is determined through the selection process which takes into account
referee reports, written applications, curricula vitae, proof of qualificaioos
and performance of interview.

(3) (a).(c) Yes.
(b) No.

FISHERIES - KIDNEY PATCH, BYCATCH FROM TRAWLING
975. Mr TAYLODR to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Has there been an analysis of the bycatch resulting from recent trawling in
the Kidney Patch area?

(2) If no. why not?
(3) If yes, what is the detail of the bycatch, by species and weight?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(3) Information provided to me indicates that at no time did by-catch levels

exceed pre-set guidelines of half a basket of critical by-catch per 20
minute trawl 1?y a 14-fathom net. Critical by-catch included soft and hard
coral, sponges, and rock substrate.

ROADS - BASSENDEAN. SECOND BRIDGE OVER SWAN RIVER
978. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport

Do road traffic studies indicate that, unless the current road structure in
the Swan Valley is altered, a second bridge over the Swan River at
Bassendean may be required around the turn of the century?
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Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply-
I -m not aware of any traffic studies that would require duplication of the
bridge over the Swan River in Gluildford.

PRISONS - WOMEN PRISONERS, AND IN REMAND
Self Mwiladon Injuries

1009. Dr WATSON to the Attorney General:
(1) How many women -

(a) in remand;
(b) prisoners;
have been injured through self mutilation in -

(i) 1991-929
(ii) 1992-93;
(ii!) 1993-94?

(2) Ini which prison did these injuries occur?
(3) What steps are taken to prevent such injuries?
(4) What action is taken when such injuries are inflicted?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

(1) (a) (i) Four
(ii) flutce
(iii) Nil

(b) (i) Seven
(ii) Eight
(iii) Three.

(2) AU at Bandyup except for one at Roebourne Regional Prison.
(3) Any prisoner perceived to be at risk is monitored by prison officers with

refenra to special needs team and medical staff where necessary.
(4) Prisoners are referred to special needs team staff for ongoing counselling

and assessment after first receiving medical treatment. Another option is
for aprisoner to share acell with another prisoner who is prepared to look
after her. Apeer support group has also been initiated at Bandyup to
provide support to those prisoners who require it.

BUS SERVICES - MORLEY BUS STATION
Park-N-Ride Facility

1057. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) When will a Park-N-Ride facility be provided at the Morley Bus Station?
(2) What work is being done to provide this facility?
(3) Where will it be located?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply-
(1) The Park-N-Ride facility at Morley is being investigated as part of

a feasibility study for a rapid transit - bus - link between central
Perth and the Morley Bus Station..
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(2) The feasibility ;tudy, managed by die Department of Transport,
will commence shortly.

(3) The most appropriate location for the Pait-N-Ride facility is yet to
be determined,

GOVERNMENT PURCHASING - AUSTRALIAN RECYCLJED PRODUCE
POLICY

1064. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education;
Employment and Training; Sport and Recreation:
(1) Which departments. within the Minister's portfolios have adopted

purchasing policies which have a degree of preference for Austraian
recycled products?

(2) When was each such purchasing policy adopted?
(3) What are the key elements of each such purchasing policy?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The answer was tabled.
(See paper No 298.]

GOVERNMENT PURCHASING - AUSTRALIAN RECYCLJED PRODUCTS
POLICY

1070. Mrs ROBERTS to die Minister for Police; Emeregency Services:
(1) Which departments within the Minister's portfolios have adopted

purchasing policies which have a degree of preference for Australian
recycled products?

(2) When was each such purchasing policy adopted?
(3) What are die key elements of each such purchasing policy?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) The Police Deparunent, Bush Fires Board and the Western Australian Fire

Brigades Board each comply with the State Supply Commission policy
Z93 with respect to the purchase of recycled/recyclable products. This
policy does not provide preference for Australian made products but
recognises the importance of recycling in the reduction of waste as
outlined in die State recycling blueprint..

(2) This policy was adopted by agencies on 2 February 1993.
(3) The key elements of the policy require departments to support recycling

initiatives by giving preference to recycled/recyclable goods if they are
available at die same or lower price than similar quality goods made of
virgn materials; giving preference to recycledrecyclable, goods unless
there are valid technical reasons for not doing so; and giving preference to
equipment which can use consumnables made from recycledkweyclable
materials.

GOVERNMENT PURCHASING - AUSTRALIAN RECYCLE PRODUCTS
POLICY

107 1. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Plazming- Heritage:
(1) Which departments within the Minister's portfolios have adopted

purchasing policies which have a degree of preference for Australian
recycled products?

(2) When was each such purchasing policy adopted?
(3) What are the key elements of each such purchasing policy?
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Mr LEWIS replied:
(1)-(3)

Departments within my portfolio do not have specific policies on
purchasing recycled products but they utilise the State Supply
Commission supply policy manual for guidance in this respecL.

HEALTH DEPART'MENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - ASBESTOS RELATED
DISEASES IN PILBARA ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES STUDY

1101. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Health Department ever conducted a study into the incidence of

asbestos related diseases in the Pilbara Aboriginal communities?
(2) If not, will the Minister instruct such a study to be carried out?
(3) Ifso -

(a) when was the study conducted;
(b) who conducted the study;
(c) which communities were assessed;
(d) was the study ever made public;
(e) will the Minister provide a copy of the study?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) No. However die Health Department of Western Australia collects

all cases of mesothelioma occurring in this State in a register
through a statutory notification system. Twelve cases of
mesotheliorna are known to have occurred in Aboriginals since the
Western Australia mesotheliomna register was started in the late
1960s. In 1985, the Health Department checked the chest X-rays
of Aboriginals who were known to have been employees of a
private contractor carting asbestos from Wittenoom to Point
Samson and one of these employees developed mesotheliomna.

(2) No, there is no indication that the issue is a significant one. The
department is however considering a proposal to X-ray all
participants to the Vitamin A prevention program, assess all
radiological abnormalities and follow these to identify causation.

(3) Not applicable..
GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - ' FOI BULLETIN"

1104. Mr GRAHAM to the Attorney General:
Which company printed the document "FOI Bulletin"?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
I refer the member to my response to question 942 of 1994.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - "MOST PEOPLE TRAVEL BECAUSE THEY
WANT TO - SOME TRAVEL BECAUSE THEY HAVE TO"

1114. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Multicultural. and Ethnic Affairs:
Which company printed the document "Most people travel because they
want to - Some travel because they have to"?

Mr KIERATH replied:
See answer to question 952.
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GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - t SAFErYLINE"
1115. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Labour Relations:

Which company printed the document "Safezyline"?
Mr KIRATH replieck

See answer to question 953.
GOVERNMNqT PUBLICATIONS - "HEALTHVIEW'

1123. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health
Which company printed die document'"Healthview"?

Mr MXNSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

The July-August edition of "Hcalthview" was primted by - Lamb Printers
Pty Ltd, 9 Robertson Street East Perth.

HOLYOAIKE PILBARA CENTRE - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
1129. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing die Minister for Health:

(1) Has funding been approved for the Holyoake Pilbara Cont for the 1994-
95 financial year?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) If so, what was the amount of funding provided?
(4) Is this amount different to that provided in 1993-94?
(5) If so, to what is the difference attributable?
(6) Is the amount approved the seine as the amount sought by Holycake?
(7) If not why not?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) $90 000 for dhe 1994-95 year has been allocated to the agency for

the purchase of counselling services for persons affected by
alcohol and other drugs.

(4) Yes.
(5) See answer to (7).
(6) No.
(7) The Holyoake Pilbnr Centre was provided with $190 000 to

establish new services in 1992-93 under the previous
Government's Social Advantage package. A special "one-off
allocation of $155 000 was made by the WA Alcohol and Drug
Authority for the 1993-94 financial year with dhe understanding
that a business plan be prepared by the agency in preparation for
the 1994-95 year.
Following detailed discussions with Holyoake both in Port
Hedland and in Perch, the Statewide purchasing authority
negotiated with Holyoake an amount of $90000D to provide
counselling services for the 1994-95 year. A contrct has now
been developed and signed with Holyoakc for the purchase of
services for the 1994-95 financial year. In addition to this amount.
the northern health authority offered Holyoake futnding to employ

4491



a consultant for die development of a marketing plan. Thc aimn of
the marketing plan is to assist the agency identify more clearly its
target groups, advertise its services to the community and attract
alternative sources of funding.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - "PERSPECTIVE - JULY 1994"
1132. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Works:

(1) What was the cost of production of the document "Perspective - July
1994"?

(2) What was die purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
(6) Which company printed the document?
(7) How often are issues of the document produced?
(8) Is the document printed by the sanme organisation for every issue?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) $60
(2) "Perspective" is produced to inform BMA clients, employees, suppliers,

etc, about BMA activities.
(3) $153.45.
(4) State Government agencies, employees, members of BMA's client

council, members of the Western Australian Parliament, media,
consultants and members of the national public works council and the
construction industry development agency.

(5) Belmont.
(6) Crystal Print.
(7) Four per annum.
(8) No.

FIELDING, COMM[ISSIONER - CHAIR OF INDUSTRIAL LEGISLATION
REVIEW

1133. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) By what process was it decided that Commissioner Fielding would chair

the review of the industrial legislation in the State?
(2) Was Commissioner Fielding the only person considered for the task?
(3) If so. why?
(4) If not, who were the other people considered?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Members of the Western Australian Labour Relations Advisory Council

were invited to recommend names for consideration. I chose Mr Fielding
on the basis of his acknowledged ability, his independence, his legal
background, and his widely respected competence, and long experience in
industrial relations as a commissioner and, latterly, as Acting President of
the Industrial Relations Commission.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
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(4) It is not customary to publish the names of all the people who am
considered when a task of this kind is being undertaken unless some
formal approach has been made.

SCHOOL DENTAL SERVICES - SOUTH HEDLAND PRIMARY SCHOOL
1134. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it proposed to close the dental health clinic at South Hedland Primary
School?

(2) If so, what are the reasons for the intended closure?
(3) If not, will the Minister give an assurance to this effect to the school?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Yes.

DELLA-POLINA, RAY - CHAIR OF HEALTUWAY
1135. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) What was the process by which Mr Ray Della-Palmsa was appointed as
chair of Healthway?

(2) Was Mr Della-Polina the only person considered for the task?
(3) If so, why?
(4) If not who else was considered for the task?
(5) What special qualifications does Mr Della-Polina have to qualify him for

the position?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) A review of those listed on the State Register of Interested

Persons.
(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) Is would not be proper to disclose dhe identity of other persons who

were considered for the position.
(5) Mr Della-Polina is the managing director of the highly successful

Western Australian retailer of automotive pnrt and accessories,
Marlows Limited. Through his skills, Mr Della-Polina has
transformed Marlows from a business of seven staff, payroll of
$59 000, advertising budget of $50 000 and an annual turnover of
S1.2m to a business of eight stores, 180 staff, payroll of $4.2m,
advertising budget of $I m and an annual turnover of $27mi. With
this management record Mr Della-Polina has demonstrated that he
has the credentials to be an effective chairman of Healthway.

PORT 1HEDLAND CHAMBER OF COMMERCE - SEMINAR
Spurliag, John, Remneration; Minister, Remneration

1139. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Did the Minister receive any remwxemation/compensation for speaking at

the Port Hedland Chamnber of Commerce on 4 July 1994?
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(2) Did Mr John Spurling receive any remuneradionlcomnpensation for
speaking at the Port Hedland Chamber of Commerce on 4 July 19947

(3) Is it government policy for a public servant such as Mr Spurling to arrange
appointments at a fee paying seminar?

(4) If not why was this permitted on this occasion?
(5) Who paid for the advertising of the seminar?
(6) What form did the advertising take?
(7) What was the purpose of charging admittance at the seminar?
(8) How many people attended the seminar?
Mr KITERATH replied:
(1)-(2) No.
(3)-(4) The government guidelines in relation to government officers participating

in conferences were followed in relation to this seminar.
(5)-(8)Mr&Spurling andlIspoke at aseminar in Port Hedland on4lJuly 1994,

organised through the Port Hedland Chamber of Commerce, at which
there were approximately 30 people. Isam not aware of the form or cost of
the advertising, but I am advised that any attendance charges were
nominal to cover the coats of die seminar.

For the member's information I and officers from the office of the Commissioner
of Workplace Agreements would be happy to speak at any public seminar where
people are genuinely seeking more information about workplace agreements,
whether there were admission charges or not

BESTE PHOTOGRAPHICS - PROSECUTION, COST
1141. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) Will the Minister have his department separately cost the prosecution of
the Bests Photogmaphics case?

(2) If so, will the Minister advise that cost?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Approximately $2 000.
(3) Not applicable.

STATUTORY AUTHORITIES, BOARDS, ADVISORY COMM~I TEES,
GOVERNMIENT INSTRUMENTALITIES - LIST

1166. Mr GRAHAM to the Mlinister representing die Minister for Health:
Will the Minister provide a list of all statutory authorities, boards,
advisory committees and government instrunmentalities in all portfolios
under his control?

M MINSON replie&
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
Anaesthetic Mortality Committee
Animal Resources Authority
Board of Visitors to Bentley Lodge
Board of Visitors. to Graylands. Hospital
Board of Visitors to Heathcote
Board of Visitors to La Salle Hospital
Board of Visitors to Lemnos Hospital
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Board of Visitors to approved psychiatric hostels Group I
Board of Visitors to approved psychiatric hostels Group 2
Board of Visitors to approved psychiatric hostels Group 3
Chiropractors Registration Board
Dental Board
Dental Charges Committee
Dental Prosthetists- Advisory Committee
Drug Advisory Committee
Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Advisory Committee
Food Advisory Committee
Local Health Authorities Analytical Committee
Maternal Mortality Committe
Medical Board
Nurses Board
Occupational Therapists Registration Board
Optometrists Registration Board
Perinatal and Infant Mortality Committee
Pesticides Advisory Committee
Pharmaceutical Council
Physiotherapists. Registration Board
Podiatrists Registration Board
Poisons Advisory Committee
Quadriplegic Centre Board
Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre Trust
Psychologists Board
Radiological Council
Western Australian Alcohol and Drug Authority
Western Australian Consultative Council on Alcohol
Western Australian Reproductive Technology Council
Teaching hospita boards -

Fremantle Hospital Board
King Edward and Princess Margaret Hospitals Board
Royal Perth Hospital Board
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital Board
Non-teaching or country hospital boad -

Beverley District Hospital Board
Boddington District Hospital. Board
Boyup Brook and Districts Soldiers Memorial Hospital Board
Bridgetown District Hospital Board
Brookion District Hospital Board
Bruce Rock Memorial District Hospital Board
Bunbury Health Service Board
Corrigin District Hospital Board
Cunderdin District Hospital Board
Dalwalinu District Hospital Board
Dwnbleyung District Memorial Hospital Board
Gnowangerup District Hospital Board
Goomafling District Hospital Board
Harvey District Hospital Board
Jerrantungup, District Hospital Board
Kalarnunda Disurict'Community Hospital Board
Kelierberrin Memorial District Hospital Board
Kojonup District Hospital Board
Kondinin District Hospital Board
Kukerin Nursing Post
Kununoppin and Districts Hospital Board
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Moom District Hospital Board
Morawa District Hospital Board
Mukdibudin Nursing Post
Mullewa District Hospital Board
Murray-Mandurali District Hospital Board
Nannrup District Hospital Board
Narembeen District Hospital Board
Norseman District Hospital Board
Northampton Kalbanri Health Service Board
Northcliffe Nursing Post
North Midlands District Hospital Board
Numbala Nunga Derby Nursing Home and Hospital Board
Pemberton District Hospital Board
Pingelly District Hospital-Board
Plantagenet District Hospital Board
Quairading District Hospital Board
Ravensthorpc District Hospital Board
Rottnest Island Hospital Board
Southern Cross District Hospital Board
Tambellup Nursing Post
Warren District Hospital Board
Williams Medical Centre Board
Wongan Hills District Hospital Board
Wyalkatchem-Kooida and Districts Hospital Board
Yalgoo Nursing Post
Yarloop, District Hospital Board
Government instrumentalities -

Alcohol and Drug Authority
Western Australian Health Promotion Foundation
Health Department of WA

Metropolitan hospitals -
Armadale-Kelmscout District Memoria Hospital
Bentley Hospital
Craylands Hospital
Hawthorn Hospital
Heathcotc Hospital
Hillview Terrace Hospital
Mt Henry Hospital
Osborne Park Hospital
Perth Dental Hospital
Rocingham-Kwinana District Hospital
Swan District Hospital
Stubbs Terrce Hospital
Sunset Hospital.
Wannerco Hospital
Wooduide Maternity Hospital
Wooroloo District Hospital
Country regional hospitals -
Albany Regional Hospital
Camnarvon Regional Hospital
Derby Regional Hospital
Genldton Regional Hospital
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital
Narrogin Regional Hospital
Northam Regional Hospital
Port Hediland Regional Hospital
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Oilier country hospitals -
Augusta District Hospital
Broome District Hospital
Busselton District Hospital
Collie District Hospital
Coolgardie Health Centre
Cue Nursing Post
D~enmark District Hospital
Donnybrook District Hospital
Dwellingup Nursing Post
Esperance District Hospital
Exmouth District Hospital
Fitzoy Crossing District Hospital
Halls Creek District Hospital
IKatanning District Hospital
Kununurma District Hospital
Lake Grace District Hospital
Laventon District Hospital
Leonora District Hospital
Marble Bar Nursing Post
Margaret River District Hospital
Meekatharra District Hospital
Minzies Nursing Post
Mt Magnet Health Centre
Newman District Hospital
Nickol Bay Hospital
Onslow District Hospital
Parabuitico District Hospital
Roeboumne District Hospital
Sandstone Nursing Post
Shark Bay Nursing Post
Telfer Nursing Post
Tom Price District Hospital
Wagin District Hospital
Warburton Range Hospital
West Kanibalda Nursing Post
Wickepin Nursing Past
Wickhiam District Hospital
Wittenoom Nursing Post
Woomoloo District Hospital
Wyndhiam District Hospital
York District Hospital

STATUTORY AUThRORITIES, BOARDS, ADVISORY COMMNrIEBS,
GOVERNMENT [NSTRUMENTAIrrIES - LIST

1167. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for the Amt:
Will the Minister provide a list of all statutory authorities, boards,
advisory com mittees and government instrumentalities in all portfolios
under his control?

Mr NICHOLLS replied-
The Minister for the Arts has provided the following reply -

Department forthe Arts -

Minsterial Arts Advisory Board
Visual Arts Crafts Advisory Pante)
Literature Advisory Panel
Aboriginal Arts Advsory Panel
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Music Advisory Panel
Dance Advisory Panel
Regional Arts Advisory Panel
Community Arts Advisory Panel
Public Art Task Force
2000 Seay Theatre Steering Committee
International Cultural Development Committee
Cultural Centre Development Committee
Western Australian Museum -

Trustees of the Western Australian Museum
Goldfields Branch Management Committee
Albany Branch Management Committee
Geraldton Brunch Management Committee
Western Australian Maritime Museum Board
Social and Cultural History Museum Board
Maritime Archaeology Advisory Committee
Meteoritec Advisory Committe
Library and Information Service of WA -

Library Board of Western Australia
Standing Committee on Public Libraries
Standing Committee on Public Records

Perth Thea Trust -
Trustees of die Perth Theatre Trust

Programming Subcommittee
Finance Subcommittee
Subiaco Advisory Committee

Art Gallery of Western Australia -

Board of the Art Gallery of Western Australia
Art Gallery of WA Foundation Council
Screen West -

Board of Screen West
Drama or Documentary Assessment Panel

STATUTORY AUTHORITIES, BOARDS. ADVISORY COMMITTEES,
GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITES - LIST

1168. Afr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading:
Will the Minister provide a list of all statutory authorities, boards,
advisory committees and government instrumentalities in all portfolios
under his control?

Mrs EDWARWES replied:
The Minister for Fair Trading has provided the following reply-
Minisnry for Fair Trading -

Builders Registration Board
Building Disputes Committee
Painters Registration Board
Land Valuers Licensing Board
Real Estate and Business Agents Supervisory Board
Finance Brokers Supervisory Board
Settlement Agents Supervisory Board
Motor Vehicle Dealers Licensing Board
Home Buyers Assistance Advisory Committe
Remail Shops Advisory Committee
Consumer Products Safety Committee
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STATUTORY AUTHORITIES, BOARDS, ADVISORY COMMITTEES,
GO0VERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES - LIST

1180. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Planning:
Will the Minister provide a list of all statutory authorities, boards,
advisory committees and government instrumentalities in all portfolios
under his control?

Mr LEWIS replied:
State Planning Commission -

Metropolitan Planning Council
Country Planning Council
Committee for Statutory Procedures
South West Region Planning Committee
Board of Valuers
South West District Planning Committee
Western Suburbs District Planning Committee
North West District Planning Committee
South East District Planning Committee

Port Kennedy Management Board
East Perth Redevelopment Authority
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority
Town Planning Appeal Committee
Town Planning Appeal Tribunal

STATUTORY AUTHORITIES. BOARDS. ADVISORY COMMITTrEES,
GOVERNMENT INSTRUMENTALITIES - LIST

1181. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister forleritage:
Will dhe Minister provide a list of all statutory authorities, boatds
advisory committees and government instrumentalities in all portfolios
under his control?

Mr LEWIS replied:
Heritage Council of Western Australia
The National Trust of Australia (WA)

GOVERNMENT REPORTS - COMMISSIONED BY DEPARTMENTS,
AGENCIES. STATUTORY AUTHORITIES

I1186. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) What reports have been commissioned by departments, agencies and/or

statutory authorities under the Minister's control since die State election in
February 1993?

(2) Which reports are available to the public?
(3) What was the cost of each report?
(4) Who undertook each report?
Mr KIERATH replied.
(1)-(4)

The member's question is unclear. Departments, agencies and statutory
authorities commission a wide range of reports internally, from other
government bodies and from private sector organisations and consultants.
To provide the requested details in respect of all such reports would
require considerable time and resources, If the member can be more
specific about the nature of the reports he is interested in, I will then
provide him with the detail he seeks.
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HOSPITALS - SIR CHARLES GAIRDNER
Coopers and Lybrand; Consultants

1188. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that consultants Coopers and Lybrand are

involved at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital (SCGH)?
(2) Can the Minister outline what the consultants are doing at SCGll?
(3) What is the cost for this consultancy?
(4) Are the consultants being used to check the work done by consultants

Booz Allan?
(5) When did Coopers and Lybrand begin their work at SCGll?
(6) When dothey expect to finish?
('7) Will the report be released?
(8) If not, why not?
(9) Can the Minister provide information on how many consultants have been

involved in projects at SCGll since 1990?
(10) Can the Minister inform the House of dhe total cost of consultants at

SCOHl since 1990?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) Yes.
(2) Examining some aspects of the hospital's supply operation as part

of an overall metropolitan supply management review for the
Government Health Supply Council.

(3) $77 000.
(4) No.
(5) 14 July 1994.
(6) 31 October 1994 at dhe hospital. Review completion anticipated

November 1994.
(7) No.
(8) The report is for the Government Health Supply Council's use in

policy and strategic development.
(9) The information cannot be gathered in the time available for the

period 1990 to lume 1993. However, since 1 July 1993, seven
consultants have been involved in projects at SCGH of which five
were part of wider health service initiatives and two were hospital
initiatives.

(10) Ile cost of consultants for the periodllulyl1993 to 30Junel1994
was$1 300 603.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - MI[GRANT HEALTH
Refugees Health Screening Service, Funding

1194. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
What funds were allocated for the health screening service of refugees
within the Migrant Health Unit for -
(1) 199-93;
(ii) 1993-94;
(iii) 1994-95?
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Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my answer to his identical question dated 10 August
1994.

HOSPITALS - SWAN DISTRICT'
Restoratlive Uit

1199. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Is a restorative unit proposed for the Swan District Hospital?
(2) If yes, how will the unit function?
(3) What will be the total cast of the Project?
(4) When will the coninrction commence?
Mr MINSON replied.

Ile Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) Yes, a 24 bed inpatient restorative unit is currently nearing

completion on the Swan District Hospital site. Other facilities
included in this phase of the redevelopment of the Swan District
Hospital include -

Pour operating theatres
Minor procedures theatre
Day surgery unit
Day hospital for elderly clients
Therapies black fir allied health outpatient services

(2) It will be run by consultant geriatricians and trinee medical
officers in conjunction with local general practitioners.
Appropriate support will be provided by nursing, alled health and
domestic staff.

(3) The redevelopment, incorporating all of the facilities described
above, is $14.7m.

(4) Construction commenced in February 1993. It is anticipated that
the new facilities will be commissioned in late October 1994.

PRISONS - BANDYUP WOMEN'S
Health Care Services, Report by Legal Aid Commission

1200. Dr WATSON to the Attorney General:
(1) What is the status of the report of the Legal Aid Commission's 1993

inquiry into health cart services at Bandyup Women's Prison?
(2) What are the report's recommendations?
Mrs EDWARDES replied-
(1)-(2)

There is no Legal Aid Commission report into health care services at
Bandyup prison. In September 1993 staff frnm Legal Aid attended a
number of meetings with prisoners in Bandyup to provide them with a
means of providing input to the Law Reform Commission's inquiry into
"Equality before the law: women's access to the legal system".

The prisoners' responses were summarised by a Legal Aid Commission
officer and formed the basis of draft rcommendations to the Chairman of
the Chief Justice's Taskfnrc into Gender Bias. The prisoners' responses
were also forwarded to the Law Reform Commisson
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PRISONS - EANDYUP WOMECS
Miscarriages

1201. Dr WATSON to die Attorney General:
(1) How many women at Bandyup are recorded as having miscarried in -

(a) 1989 - 1990;
(b) 1990 -1991;
(c) 1991 - 1992;
(d) 1992 - 1993;
(c) 1993 - 1994?

(2) How many women at regional prisons are recorded as having miscarried
in -
(a) 1989 - 1990;
(b) 1990 -1991;
(c) 1991 - 1992;
(d) 1992 - 1993;
(e) 1993 - 1994?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2) The medical records of women at Eandyup and regional prisons are

manually storedL To obtain the infornation requested would therefore
necessitate a physical check of each individual's file at a great expense of
staff resources. For the period 1 June 1993 to 31 August 1994, however,
thre prisoners miscarred during their sentence.

HOSPITALS - MT HENRY
Admissions, Wards 81,8B2, 11K; Beds Vacant

1211. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) What categories of patients are admitted to wards BEl, B2 and 13K at

Mt Henry Hospital?
(2) hAt new admissions being allowed to these wards?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) What will happen to these wards when they are empty?
(5) How many beds at Mt Henry am unoccupied?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) Bl - dementia, wandering. Hostel/nursing type residents who

would benefit from programs in these areas presently actioned in
non-government organisations. B2 - dementia and others, chair
fast, bed fast residents who require full nring cart. ilK - hostel
residents.

(2) These wards are currently closed to external admissions; however,
ward ElI is still admitting internally those residents who require
cart because of wandering behaviour.

(3) residents in these wards are more suitably placed in environments
closer to relatives and friends, and enjoy the added support and
visits of loved ones at frequent intervals.

(4) Plans for those areas are not yet formulated.
(5) Beds unoccupied at this time are 17 in the permanent care area.
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HOSPITALS - TELEVISION SETS. HERE COST
1212. Mr GRILL to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

I refer to the answer to question on notice 783 of 1994 and inquire as to
the cost of hiring television sets in the major public hospitals in Perth?

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

The costs of hiring television sets at Fremantle, Sir Charles Gairdner.
Royal Perth and King Edward Memorial Hospitals are as follows -

Daily onedaony$
oteris diy $5

Weekly 1 st week $28
2nd week $25
3rd week and thereafter $18

At Princess Margaret Hospital for Children television is provided in all
wards and departments free of charge by the hospital.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS - AWARDS, ENTERPRISE AGREEMENS,
WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS, DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES RESTRICTION

1213. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Has the Government issued an instruction to departitents and agencies to

the effect that certain conditions of employment are not to be included in -
(a) awards;
(b) enterprise agreements;
(c) workplace agreements?

(2) If so. what conditions of' employment are department and agencies not
allowed to include in -

(a) awards;
(b) enterprise agreements;
(c) workplace agreements?

Mir KJERATHl replied:
(1) (a) No;

(b) yes;
(c) yes.

(2) (a) Not applicable.
(b)-(c) Conditions relating to -

1. employment tenure in the Public Service;
2. redeployment and redundancy including the provision of

severance payments superior to the Government standard,
3. requirements under the Occupational Health, Safety and

Welfare Act 1984;
4. requirements under the Financial Administration and Audit

Act 1985; and
5. requirements under the Equal Opportuity Act 1984.
Regulations under the Public Service Management Act am also
likely to add conditions relating to matters which -

(a) -concern the management structure of the public sector and
(b) amedeat with by parts 5, 6and 7of the Act.
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Discipline issues we dealt with in PSMA part 5. Redundancy and
redeployment are dealt with in PSMA part 6. PSMA part 7 deals
with public sector standards.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS - AWARDS, ENTERPRISE AGREEMENTS,
WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS. DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES RESTRICTION

1214. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Does the Government have a policy of prohibiting departments and

agencies agreeing to certain coniditions in-
(a) awards;
(b) enterprise agreements;
(c) workplace agreements?

(2) If so, what conditions of employment an department and agencies not
allowed to include in -

(a) awards;
(b) enterprise agreements;
(c) workplace agreements?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1 )-(2) The Governent does not have a policy prohibiting government

departments and agencies agreeing to certain conditions being included in
awards, enterprise agreements or workplace agreements. However, any
major variations to conditions of employment will be subject to individual
assessment by the Government.

HOSPITALS - MT HENRY
Land Status

1216. Dr GALLOP, to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) What is the status of the land upon which Mt Henry Hospital stands?
(2) Has the status of that land.,all or part, changed at anydtme?
(3) Does the Health Department have any plans to use any of the land for new

or alternative uses?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) Mt Henry Hospital is located on reserve 25439 which is vested in

the Minister for Health for the purpose of Mt Henry Aged Persons
Homes - gazeted 22 December 1989.

(2) No change since 1989.
(3) Ile Health Department's plans for Mt Henry ame to continue to

provide aged care. services. However, options for the provision of
other clinical services in addition to aged care are to be considered
for this site under consultative strategic health planning.

SUBCONTRACTORS - INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS ACT, AMENDMENT
REQUEST

1219. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Has the Government received an approach from a subcontractors'

association requesting the Government change the Industrial Relations Act
to allow subcontractors access to the Industrial Relations Commission?

(2) If so, does the Government intend to apply to subcontractors the -
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(a) Minimum Conditions of Employment Act;
(b) Industrial Relations Act or part thereof;

(3) If not, why not?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) Subcontractors are independent contracors who have a right to earn their

living by hiring out their services to others. As the term implies, they are,
and should be, independent of any third party being able to intervene in
their private contractual arrangements.

AWARDS (INDUSTRIAL) - PRIOR TO01 DECEMBER 1993
1220. Mr BROWN to die Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) Does die Minister accept that prior to 1 December 1993, business
proprietor could not undermine the provisions of an award by creating a
second or arm's-length company to cary out the work covered by the
award?

(2) Does die Minister accept that prior to 1 December 1993. employees
covered by an award had a legal entitlement. to receive award razes and
conditions irespective of whether they were employed by a parent or
subsidiary or contract company?

(3) Does the Minister accept that prior to 1 December 1993, it was not
possible for companies to pay employees below award rates and
conditions by creating artificial subsidiary or contract companies to
employ such employees?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Not necessarily. this would depend on die scope clause of the award.
(2) Yes.
(3) Again this depends on the scope clause of the award.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - PAROLE BOARD
Parole Applications Accepted. Rejected

1221. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:
In the 1992-93 and 1993-94 financial years how many applicants had dheir
application for parole -

(a) accepted by die Parole Board on-
(i) die firs occasion they applied-,
(ii) the second occasion they applied?

(b) rejectedby the ParoleBoard on -
(i) the first occasion they applied;
(ii) the second occasion they applied?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
1992-93 (a) (i) 824

(ii) 149
1993-94 (a) (i) 952

(Hi) 171
Note: It is not possible to establish whether a prisoner has been
considered on two or more occasions by the board in respect of the same
parole sentence.
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1992-93 (a) (i) 106
(ii) 87

1993-94 (a) (I) 151
(ii) 123

TRUCK DRIVERS, - STIMUL.ANT DRUGS
1227. Mr RIPER to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) Have agencies for which the Minister is responsible received complaints
thar mrasport company schedules, deadlines and competitive pressures are
leading long distance truck drivers to misuse stimulant drugs?

(2) Is it State Government policy to treat the alleged misuse of stimulant
drugs by truck drivers as a occupational health and safety issue?

(3) If yes, what action is being taken by agencies under die Minister's control
to combat this alleged misuse of stimulant drugs?

(4) If not, why not?
Mr KJERATH replied:
(1) There have been very few complaints received by the Department of

Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare relating to dhe use of stimulant
drugs by long distance truck drivers. One recent complaint is currently
being considered by the department.

(2) The department has no specific policies relating to die use of stimulant
drugs by long distance truck drivers. The use of stimulant drugs has not
emerged as a major occupational health and safety issue in analysis of
coronial inquiries, statistical analysis of workers' compensation data or
complaints received by die department.

(3) Accidents or complaints relating to the occupational health and safety
implications of the use of stimulant drugs are investigated on a case by
case basis and appropriate action taken under the Occupational Health.
Safety and Welfare Act where necessary.

(4) Not applicable.
STATE PLANNING COMMISSION - BURSWOOD BRIDGE AND ROAD

(X)MIffTEE, REPORT
1233. ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Planning:

(1) When does the Minister expect the Sut Planning Commission's
Burswood bridge and road committee to report?

(2) When does he expect Cabinet to make a decision on the segmented
trenclilunnel option?

(3) When does he expect to announce a decision on the matter?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(l)-(3) 1 expect the Burswood bridge and road committee to make a final report to

Cabinet within the next two months. A Government decision on the
matter will be made in due course.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

DIRECT'OR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS - ATTORNEY GENERAL'S MINUT
403. Mr TAYLOR to the Attorney General:

Does the Attorney General recall that in a minute to the Director of Public
Prosecutions dated 8 February 1994 she said -
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It is my view that the confidential volume as part of the Royal
Commission report remains the property of die Government. As
such and as directed by Cabinet, ] request the volume now be made
available to the Chairman of the Official Corruption Commission,
the Hon Mr J L C Wickhanm for his confidential information and
retention. It is not proposed that the confidential report be released
beyond the Official Corruption Commission unless such action is
approved at a later time by Cabinet.

Does she believe that in her role as Attorney General she should allow
herself to be directed by Cabinet? In particular does she believe that
Cabinet should decide to whom a confidential report about potential
prosecutions should be distributed?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
Yes, I ant aware of die memorandum in the annual report of the Director
of Public Prosecutions, which was tabled today. Cabinet was acting on a
legitimate request from the Official Corruption Commission. Member,
will be aware that we are extending the powers of the Official Corruption
Commission so that it is able to investigate allegations of corruption at all
levels of government.

Mr Taylor Why was that request not made to the Director of Public Prosecutions
himself?

Several members inteijected-
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: The Official Corruption Commission m ade, the request to the

Governent and Cabinet considered the matter.
MrTaylor: To you?
Mrs EDWARDES: The Cabinet made a decision on a legitimate request. Why

does the Leader of the Opposition not want the report to go to the Official
Corruption Commission? Is that what the question should be: That he
does not want the report to be properly investigated? The Director of
Public Prosecutions and I have a legitimate interest in makting sure that all
these matters are properly and fully investigated, and we will ensure that
all proper resources and informanion are made available where there is a
proper and legitimate request.

Mr Court: It happens to be a government report which cost $30m. The report
was given to the Premier.

Mr Taylor Thbe Attorney is finished because she will have to resign.
Mrs EDWARDES: Why? There is no reason. It was at legitimate request.
Mr Court: Are you saying that the $30m royal comnmission report to the

Government cannot be made available to the Government? You have got
to be the biggest joke of all time.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Taylor It will make no difference.
Mr Court: I will back the Attorney General any day of the week, my friend.
Mir Taylor Your Attorney General is in deep strife.
The SPEAKCER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition.
Mrs EDWARDES: -To return to the facts of the matter, there was an official

request from the Official Corruption Commission.
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Mr Taylor To whom?
Mrs EDWARJ)ES: The Government
Mr Taylor To whom in government?
Mrs EDWARDES: The Cabinet considered the matter and made a decision. I

wrote to die Director of Public Prosecutions to ask him to nrnsfer die
confidential record to the Official Corruption Commission. It cost the
taxpayers of this State $30m to investigate dhe mismanagement of the
former Labor GovernmentL

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitcheli.
Mrs EDWARDES: It is obvious that die reason for the interest of the Loader of

the Opposition in this matter is that he would not allow die Official
Corruption Commission to have a copy of that report to be able to further
its investigation.

Mr Taylor It is your future -

Mr Court Her future is a lot safer than yours.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: The public of Western Australia has every right to have those

matters fully investigated and made accountable to it. It was the public's
money.

ROADS - KWINANA FREEWAY EXTENSION
Traffic Lights

404. Mir BOARD to t Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
I have received a number of inquiries in my office with regard to traffic
lights on the new extension of the Kwinana Freeway. How long are these
lights expected to be in place and is there any provision for overpass east-
west connections in the futur?

Mr LEWIS replied.
I thank the member for some notice of the question. I had to get some
advice from the Minister for Transport The fact is chat to make it a

pepr freeway - with no at grade intersections - would have cost an extra
$30m. The facility has cost $31.4mn. and installing those overpass

would have doubled the cost of the project. Of course, as members of the
previous Labor Governent will be aware, bearing in mind that it was
involved in the earlier extensions of that freeway when traffic lights were
installed -

Mr DL. Smith: We were involved in that decision. The extension was instigated
by the previous Labor Government.

Mr LEWIS: It is interesting to note that the member for Mitchell is criticising the
extension of the Kwinana Freeway.
We should all appreciate how Western Australia is getting a raw, bad deal
from the Federal Government on road funding. It is an absolute disgrace.
Federal Government fuel revenue has risen from $6.047b in 1983-84 to an
estimated $1.b in 1994-95. In 1983484, 20 per cent of all fuel revenue
went to woads. Today, 14 per cent goes to roads. Western Australia needs
$145m a yourfor the next 10 years if it is to meet the demands of the road
network and the national highway.
At the opening of the freeway extension last weekend, I told federal
Finance Mlinister Beatley that Western Australia was getting a raw deal. I
cold him that I believed it was above politics; it was a matter of getting
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equity for Western Australia which has over 25 per cent of the nation's
roads. The real rub is that, inde lastfederal Budget, the Federl
Government increased fuel taxes by 70 a litre and there was not a blea
from the Opposition in this Sumt or the media. No-one said anything
about it. That sucked out of Western Auswalia $150m which is now being
squandered in Canberra. Not one cent of it has come back to this State. It
is about time that the Opposition realised that it has a part to play in
convincing its federal colleagues that we are getting a raw deal in Western
Australia, bearing in mind our siz and the fact that we are getting only
8Sper cent and we should be getting 10 per cent of the funtding.

D13REC1rOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS - ATI ORNEY GENEAL'S MINUTE
Resignation

405. Mr TAYLOR to the Attorney General:
The Attorney General admitted in her request to the Director of Public
Prosecutions that she was directed by Cabinet to seek the document. She
admitted here today that she was directed by Cabinet to seek the
document. I refer her to her media statement of 21 May 1992 in which
she said when commenting on the role of the Attorney General that the
Attorney General holds a very special place in the Westminster system of
government since it is a position that is not directed by Cabinet and if
there is any conflict between Cabinet decisions and the independence of
the office of the Attorney General, then the occupant usually resigns the
position. In view of the Cabinet direction for the Attorney General to
performn her duty in relation to the confidential appendix of the royal
commission's report and the way the Attorney General accepted that
Cabinet direction, will the Attorney General now be rue to her word and
resign?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The Leader of the Opposition answered his own question.

Mr Taylor: Resign, Attorney General.
Mrs EDWARDES: There is no reason to resign because there was no conflict of

interest.
Mr Taylor: You have been directed by Cabinet - resign.
Ihe SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: T'here was no conflict of interes It was a proper Cabinet

decision, and it was a legitimate request from the Official Corruption
Commission. Therm was no conflict over the independence of the
Attorney General's role and the decision by Cabinet.

Mr Taylor: You have bastardised the processes of government in this State.

Mrs EDWARDES: Theme may be -
Mr Taylor: You have bastardised the system.

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I direct the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw those

remarks.
Mr TAYLOR: What remarks?
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition wil withdraw them.
Mr TAYLOR: Mr Speaker, I mean -

The SPEAKER: Does the Leader of the Opposition want me to repeat the words?
Mr TAYLOR: Yes.
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The SPEAKER: Sit down. The member said twice, "You have basmardised die
system" or words to that effect. Those words are inappropriate for this
Chamber and 1 direct him to withdraw diem.

Mr McGinty: Come on!
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Fremmntle will come to order.
Mr TAYLOR: I withdraw the remarks.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mrs EDWARDES: I stand by those remarks I made at that time. There is no

conflict of interest on this occasion between the independence of the role
of the Attorney General and the Cabinet decision. It was a Cabinet
decision.

Mr Taylor: You are finished.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Government accepts collective responsibility in relation

to Cabinet decisions, which is something the Opposition never did when it
was in government.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - GAS SUPPLY,
BUSSELTION

406. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Energy:
I have given some notice of this question. Will the Minister advise
whether there has been any progress in providing a reticulated gas service
to Busselton?

Mr CJ. BARNElT replied:
It was at the member for Vasse's instigation that I met representatives of
die Busselton Shim Council in February this year. Since then I asked the
State Energy Commission of Western Australia to do an analysis of
extending the gas supply to Bussehton. On a simple basis it was not
economic. I then instigated discussions between representatives of the
mineral sands operations at Capel and the gas section of SECWA. I amn
confident those negotiations are progressing well and they may lead to the
extension of the gas supply from Bunbury to Capel. It would then be
easier for that gas utility, when it is created, to be extended to Busselton. I
hope that in the next two or three months SECWA can deliver gas to
Capel and then extend it to the rapidly growing town of Busselton.

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS - ATORN~EY GENERAL'S MINUTE
407. MrD.L.SMiTH to the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Attorney General aware that in the Director of Public Prosecutions'
annual report to Parliament today die DPP has described her minute to
him of 8 February 1994 as an occasion of interference in the functions of
his office and that it raises an important question of principle as to the
freedom of his office from political persuasion?

(2) Does die Attorney General agree that her minute constitutes gross political
interference in the function of the office of the DPP and that she should
immediately resign her office as Attorney General?

Mrs EDWAIRDES replied:
(1) 1 regard the minute as a request, not a diretion.
(2) No.
Mr McGinty: It was an unlawful direction and you know it.
Mrs EDWABDES: It was a request and the DPP -
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Mr D.L. Smith: That is no: how the DPP construed it. You are finished because
you have no ethics or standards.

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell.
Mrs EDWARDES: The DPP raised an issue which was properly discussed in

Cabinet and it was resolved. It was a matter of process, which is
something the Opposition never understood when it was in government.
The Government went through the proper processes. There was full
accountability and that is the reason it is in the report.

Several members intetjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: There was no interference. Cabinet was acting on a

legitimate request of die Official Corruption Commission.
Mr D.L. Smith: Read die DPP's report.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the member

for Mitchell.
Mr McGinty: The Attorney General is misleading the House.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have previously indicated that when I sin forced to Call

someone to order and I am on my feet I do not expect the next utterance to
be another interjection. The member for Fremantle has already been
formally called to order three times today. if I formally call him to order
now he will be required to leave the Chamber. I do not wishbto dothat
and I ask him not to make inappropriate interjections.

Mrs EDWARDES: I come back to the facts of the case to remind members
opposite that it was a legitimate request from the Official Corruption
Commission and 'Cabinet decided it was appropriate to treat it
confidentially.

Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Gallop: Why was it appropriate?
Mrs EDWARDES: Because the 0CC has a role to play.
Dr Gallop: Don't you miust die DPP?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: Thbe DPP is exactly that. It has a prosecuting role.
Dr Gallop: We have the royal commission and the DPP and you don't need

anything mome unless you are engaged in a sleazy campaign.
Mr Court The report went to the Premier of the State.
Mrt Taylor As requested, it was passed to the appropriate authority - the DPP - to

handle.
Mr Court Who requested that?
The SPEAKER: OrMarl I ask the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition to

refrain from interjecting.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Official Corruption Commission has a role to inquire

into all allegations of corruption.
Dr Gallop: Did you not know that we had a royal commission?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Gallop: You have no notion of ethics.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order dhe member for Victoria Patk
Mrs EDWARDES: That is precisely the point.
Dr Gallop: You have no ethics.
Mrs EDWARDES: The royal commission cost this State $30m, and the taxpayers

have every right to ensure that all those matters are investigated.
Dr Gallop: To ensure that the Liberal Punty gets access to confidential

information.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call so order for the second time the member

for Victoria Park.
Mrs EDWARDES: I also add -
Dr Gallop: You are a disgrace.
Mrs EDWARDES: No. At the end of the day the member for Victoria Park and

other members opposite will have egg on their faces.
Dr Gallop: Everyone knows you are a disgrace. Look in the mirror and you will

see the guilt on your face.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: The processes of open government worked very well in this

instance. There was no conflict.
Dr Gallop: They did not work well with you involved.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the third time the member for

Victoria Park.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Solicitor General has provided legal advice that it would

not be unlawful to provide the report to the Official Corruption
Commission. The DPP felt constrained by his Act. but it was not unlawful
to provide the report to the Official Corruption Commission. There was
no conflict of interest.

Dr Gallop: You are ethically and politically conrpt.
Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the member for Victoria Park to withdraw that
remark about corruption.

Dr GALLOP: Which remark?
The SPEAKER: I direct the member to withdraw his remark asserting corruption.
Dr GALLO)P: I withdraw. However, I refer you, Mr Speaker, to the debate last

night in this Chamber during which an Acting Speaker allowed that phrase
to be used by the Deputy Premier of fti State.

1Te SPEAKER: I think it is inappropriate.
Questions wihout Notice Resumed

Mrs EDWAltDES: Prior to the Cabinet making the decision, the advice of the
Solicitor General was sought, and we were advised that it would not be
unlawful to make that report available to the Official Corruption
Commission.

ECONOMIC GROWTH - LATEST FIGURES
408. Mr JOHNSON to the Premier

Will the Premier inform the House of the latest growth figures for Wester
Australia, which were released earlier today?
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Mr COURT replied:
It is an interesting day when the Opposition in Western Austnala wants to
prevent the Official Corruption Commission fron getting a report made to
the Premier and Government. It is unbelievable. I never thought I would
see the day that the Opposition got it wrong so many times in a row.

Mr D.L. Smith: You are as crooked as she is.
Withdrawal of Remark

Mir CJ. BARNETT.: I asked that the member for Mitchell withdraw the remark.
The SPEAKER: I did not bear the remarkt, but if the member for Mitchell said

something unparliamntnwy he should withdraw it.
Mr DiL. SMITH: The Leader of the Rouse seems to be inferring that the

Attorney General is crooked. If that is the inference, [ withdraw it.
Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr COURT: Talk about losing the plot! In answer to the question -

Mr Taylor You are tied up in a messy, dirty little deal.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Oppoition.
Mr Taylor The way you run this Government is very messy and dirty.
Mr COURT: What about the 10 years of dirty deals wider the Labor Party?
Mr Taylor: After I8 months you are up to the dirty little deals.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the Leader of

the Opposition, and I also -call to order the member for Mitchell.
Mr COURT: Ten years of dirty deals resulted in a $30nm royal commission

report, and the members opposite do not want the Official Corruption
Commission to have a copy of the report. What an absurd situation.
In answer to the question, Treasury estimates that Western Australia's
gross state product rose in real terms by 5.75 per cent, and that compares
with the Budget forecast of 4.5 per cent. Those are the Australian Bureau
of Statistics figures released for the June quarter. I will repeat that for the
benefit of the Le&ader of the Opposition: It rose by 5.75 per cent and that
compares with 4.5 per cent in the Budget. The national growth was 4.2
per cent. Private investment in this State, which is an important indicator
for us, rose by 11.4 per cent in 1993-94, which was the strongest of any
State and double the national growth of 5.7 per cent. Those figures for the
lume quarter are a positive indication of the direction in which this State is
going, If dhe Opposition were to spend a bit more time on some positive
issues rather than on trying to criticise this Government for giving a royal
commission reotto the Official Corruption Commission, it would get
somewhere.

OFFICIAL CORRUPTION COMMISSION - ROYAL COMNISSION REPORT,
CONFIDENTIAL RECORD REQUEST. ATTORNEY GENERAL DIRECTED BY

CABINET
409. r D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General-.

(1) What was the purpose of Cabinet and the Attorney General seeking to
have the appendix to the report of the royal commission referred to the
ahairman of the Official Corruption Commission?

(2) In particular, isit to beinferrd thattelictorof Public Posecufmos
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did not have die confidence of the Attorney General and Cabinet to
discharge his duties arising out of that appendix?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The answer is simple: The Official Corruption Commission asked for it.
(2) 1 have absolute confidence in the Director of Public Prosecutions, and the

DPP and I have a proper relationship. As the DPP says in his report I
prefer to operate at arm's length; I have done so and will continue to do
SO.

Mr DiL. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Mitchell, you have been formally called to

order three times today. I urge you strongly to refrain from fther
interjecting, otherwise I will be required to take the next step. The
Attorney General.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Sorry; the question is complete. The member for Jandakot.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The reason I am giving the call to the member on my

right is that I gave the previous question to a member on my left- The
reason that the member for Fremantle was clearly on his feet before the
member for Jandakoc to me was associated with my not being await that
the Attorney General had finished her answer. However, I am not
required to give the call to the first person who stands. As members all
know, I go out of my way to give questions on a rotating basis, although
members might also be aware that yesterday or the day before, I did give
Labor two questions in a row.

PLANNING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT. DEPARTMENT OF - JANDAKOT
LAND USE AND WATER MAkNAGEMENT STRATEGY

410. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Planning:
Today, I was telephoned by a journalist who indicated that the
Conservation Council was concerned that the Jandakot land use and water
management strategy, which is due for release by the Department of
Planning and Urban Development, has been withdrawn because it does not
present enough opportunities for development. Will the Minister clarify
the situation?

Mr LEWIS replied:
Certainly. I thank the member for the question. The Jandakor land use
and water management strategy has been completed by the Department of
Planning and Urban Development and all submissions have been
considered. This Parliament has commissioned a select committee to

iqieinto land uses over ground water resources, and it was my decision
toakthe departent to hold that report until the select committee had

had the opportunity to consider it. Therefore, when the select committee
reports, that report will be made public. In regard to the inference about
my acton to withhold and perhaps sink a report on the basis that it does
not give enough opportunities for development, that is fallacious, and I
suppose reflects on the credibility of the Conservation Council.

OFFICIAL CORRUPTION COMMISSION - ROYAL COMMISSION REKORT,
CONFIDENTIAL RECORD REQUEST

411. Mr McGINTY to the Attorney General:
(1) On what dare did the Attorney General receive a copy of appendix I of the
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report of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of
Government and Other Matters from the Director of Public Prosecutions?

(2) Has the original or have any copies of the appendix given to the Atrorney
been wade available to any other person or agencies, including the
Official Corruption Commission?

(3) If so, to whom, and when were whey given?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1>-(3) The date upon which I received appendix 1, as enclosed in a letter from

the Directo of Public Prosecutions, was 10 February 1994. I made a copy
available to the Official Corruption Commission.

Mr Taylor Why did Mr Easton make a request and refuse to give reasons?
Mrs EDWARDES: I was officially on leave.
Mr Taylor Why did he refuse to give reasons?
Mrs EDWARDES:- I was officially on leave at that time.
Mr Taylor:. You were, not officially on leave so that you could not write the letter.
Mrs EDWARDES: I attended Cabinet. I have given a copy to only the 0CC, and

that was on 24 June this yea.
Severa members inteiJected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will came to order.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER - CEILING
432. Dr HAMES to the Minister for Works:

Some notice of this question has been given. Has the Building
Management Authority determined the reasons for the cracks appearing in
the ceiling in t Legislative Assembly Chamber?

Mr KEERATH replied:
The Building Management Authority has conducted an extensive survey
of the damage and the possible causes. I am sure members ame aware that
repairs are under way and should be completed by tomorrow afternoon. In
the meantime, members might have to smruggle in this Chamber to read
their documentation as it is a little less illuminated than the other
Chamber. Nevertheless, it is an illustrious place.
A crack in the ceiling in the oher place occwred when asmall area of
plaster sheeting pulled away from the timber joist to which it was nailed.
It is a problem which could occur in other sections of the ceiling in the
Chamber as a number of cracks in and between mouldings arc visible.
However, there is no reason for concern and, touch wood, neither the sky
nor the ceiling will fall ini
l am advised that a thorough cleaning of the ceiling cavity is required to
allow a complete examination of the ceiling. That must be conducted
before the inquiry can go farther. It is possible that the problem was
caused by a workman putting his foot upon the ceiling and not the trusses.
Ilam advised tt it was not caused by the new lights -thatzis avery
important point.
Talking about a person putting his foot in it, yesterday the member for
Fremantle put his foot in his mouth. Last night he went to the media and
said on Channel 2 news1 "Clearly that extravagant waste of taxpayers'
money we saw earier this year - that $76 000 spent on the lights - is now
causing the roof to fail in on us." He blamned it on the lights. However, he
spent all morning on radio trying to extricate himself from that position.
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On 6PR he denied making those comments, and just before the interview
ended he said that the only possible cause of the problem was the lights.
What does the BMA report say about whether the new light fittings art
responsible for the cracks in the ceiling? It indicates that the load from the
lighting is taken directy by die main roof stuurm, not die ceiling
swuacture. There is no reason to believe that the loading from the new light
fittings has endangered the roof. It is possible that a workman may have
inadvertently caused local damage to the ceiling. That is the truth of the
matter. I wonder whether that is a shoe lace hanging out of the member
for Fremantle's mouth!

The SPEAKER: Order! Questions without notice are concluded.
Mr Taylor Come on! You're joking.
Mr Mc~inty. You can only go so far. That is outrageous.
The SPEAKER: Order! Question time began at 2.03 pm; it is now 2.35 pm.

Members who can do their sums can work that out.
Mr DJL Smith: You know how to protect your own, Mr Speaker.
Several members intezjectecL
The SPEAKER: Order! That means that question time ran over the 30 minutes

allocate to it The remafts are out of order.

a
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