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THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 2.OO pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - WILD DUCKS, RESTRICTED OPEN SEASON WITHDRAWAL
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [2.02 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
die Parlianment of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We die undersigned residents of Western Australia request that you immediately
withdraw the Wildlife Conservation (Restricted Open Season for Wild Ducks
Causing Damage) Notice 1994, and return to the previous system of damage
permits to control wild ducks, if necessary.
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 certif 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 52.]

PETITION - AVON CiTYLINK TRAIN, INTRODUCTION
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.03 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned strongly support the introduction of the Avon Citylink Train.
It is one of the most important infrastructure items needed for the development of
this region. We also recognise that the train will ease the impact of the
metropolitan area in terms of services and demand for housing. The Government
also recognises; this region as a satellite city, therefore we urge the adoption of the
recommendations within the Avon Citylink Report.
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 bear 225 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 53.]

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE
Re port No 28 on Totalisator Agency Board, Tabling

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.08 pm] - by leave: I present for tabling report No 28 of
the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee concerning the Totalisator
Agency Board. I move -

That the report be printed.
I would like to thank the people who enabled this report to be put together for their
efforts, including members of the general public and people within the industry who bad
considerable input to the inquiry which was held into this matter. I also appreciate the
contributions of my fellow committee members and the officers of the committee,
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Michael Baker, Soraya Cary and Amanda Miilsom, who worked very diligently to ensure
the completion of the report.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned.
[Continued on p 1852.]

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - TREASURER
Stamp Duty Exemption, Family Farm Transfers

MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [2.10 pm]: The Government has received
numerous submissions from the rural community expressing concern that the efficiency
of Western Australia's farming sector is being hampered by existing stamp duty
arrangements. I am pleased to inform the House of the Government's decision to exempt
from stamp duty, transfers of the family farm between generations. This important
initiative will be welcomed by many in the rutral community. It is in keeping with this
Government's commitment to the rural sector and our commitment to supporting
Western Australian families.
Currently a farming property can be transferred between generations by way of a will on
the death of the owner for only a five dollar nominal stamp duty charge. However, if
farmers want to transfer their farm to their children in their lifetime, ad valorem stamp
duty applies to the transfer. For many farms, the stamp duty on a transfer can be as much
as $30 000, which is a major deterrent to such transfers proceeding. In many cases this
leads to the postponement of transfers, which can lead to farms becoming less
productive. Where farm transfers are postponed, the younger generation does not have
the certainty provided by ownership of the property. Consequently, it is difficult for
them to make the level of commitment needed to ensure the long term performance of the
farm. In some cases this can lead young farmers to leave the farm completely to pursue a
more certain future. Ageing parents may then be left to manage the farm as best they
can. Experience shows that in many cases they are less inclined to adopt newer, mare
productive farming techniques and innovations than is the younger generation.
Furthermore, as time goes on they may also be forced to reduce the size of the farm to a
more manageable, but less efficient size, by selling off part of their land.
The stamp duty exemption I amn announcing today will remove this major barrier for
families who wish to see the younger generation own and operate the family farm. Given
that very few transfers of this type are currently taking place, it is expected that the cost
to revenue of this initiative will be negligible. Full details of the scheme will be provided
when the legislation is introduced in the spring session of Parliament. With the passage
of this legislation, Western Australia should soon join Queensland, Victoria and South
Australia which have amended their stamp Acts to remove similar impediments to
transfers of the family farm. The exemption is intended to apply when the legislation
receives Royal assent. We axe looking at further anomalies that exist with stamp duty.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - TREASURER
Land Tax Exemption. Retirement Villages

MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [2.13 pm]: Ilam pleased to inform the House that
with effect from the 1994-95 financial tax year, the Government will ensure that
exemptions from land tax apply for all property used for bona fide retirement villages.
This initiative fulfils an important coalition election commitment to lift the burden of
land tax from all residents of retirement villages. Currently only limited exemptions
apply for land used for retirement villages. For example, where retirement village
developments are owned by charitable institutions or where a retirement village occupant
holds tidle to a unit in a village, land tax does not apply. Frequently, however, retirement
village properties are owned by commercial organisations who lease or licence their
properties without the occupants obtaining title. In these cases, where the occupants do
not have ownership, residential exemptions are not currently available.
Although the Residential Tenancies Act. 1987 specifically prohibits an owner from
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passing on the cost of land tax to a tenant, this has not prevented the tax generally being
passed on to tenants through inflated maintenance costs and other charges. The coalition
recognised this problem before the last election and committed a new coalition
Government to reforming the situation. Accordingly, the Government intends shortly to
introduce amendments to the Land Tax Assessment Act to provide an exemption from
land tax to those retirement villages which are currently excluded from available
exemptions due to the operation of lease and licence arrangements.
Although the full details of the exemption will be provided when the legislation is
intrduced into Parliament, the legislation will be designed to ensure that the exemption
does not open avoidance opportunities, particularly for quasi retirement village
operations. These measures will bring retirement villages in Western Australia broadly
into line with the land tax treatment faced by retirement villages in most other states.
The estimated annual cost to revenue of the exemption, based on 1993-94 land values, is
around $150 000. Although not a great loss of revenue, it represents another example of
the coalition Government's commitment to provide all of Western Australia's seniors
with greater security and a higher quality of life.

(Questions without notice taken.]

BILLS (2) - RETURNED

1. Fisheries Amendment Bill
2. Pearling Amendment Bill

Bills returned from the Council without amendment.

BILLS (5) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Stamp Amendment Bill
2. Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill

3. Pay-roll Tax Amendment Bill
Binls introduced, on motions by Mr Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.

4. Fish Resources Management Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr House (M inister for Fisheries), and read a first
time.

5. Local Government (Superannuation) Legislation Amendment Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Omodei (Minister for Local Government), and
read a first time.

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 14 June.
MR BOARD (Jandakot) [2.52 pm]: In makdig my contribution to the debate on this
Bill I will refer to some issues of importance to my electorate and, consequently, to the
state. We have limited opportunities to plc on the record our concerns regarding issues
of importance to our electorates and to the people in the community. it is important that
members in both places, on both sides of the political spectrum, are made aware of
matters of importance within electorates. That being the case, I will raise issues of
significance. Probably the largest single issue facing the people in my electorate, which
has been developing for some time and which is named after the largest geographic
feature in the electorate, is the Jandakot Airport. Of course, the airport is a general
aviation airport, is classified as a secondary airport, and is predominantly used for light
aircraft. About 95 per cent of all aircraft operations in Australia are classified in that
way. Jandakot Airport has developed into the third busiest airport in Australia, with
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around 350 000 flights a year. The projection is char within five years that figure will
increase to 500 000 flights. That is an incredible growth rate. The community must
come to grips with that situation; indeed the community has grown with the airport. That
situation has created some anomalies and difficulties. I implore members in this House
and in the other place to take on board and deal with this situation.
Jandakot Airport is run by the Federal Airports Corporation, which in itself has created
some difficulties. The corporation is a federal statutory body the main concern of which
is to run airports of this nature in a cost-effective manner. In doing so, the corporation
has failed to create a buffer zone around the airport. The lack of a buffer zone has given
planners, landowners and developers the expectation that they can develop the area up to
the boundaries of the airport, and that development has occurred. This situation has
created a dilemma for the community and for the operators of the airport. The pilots and
the main operator - the Royal Aero Club at Jandakot - face the same dilemma. As
members of the community, pilots expect that they can use the airport in the manner for
which it is designed. The aero club is the largest in Australia; it is probably the largest
Royal Aero Club in the world. It has developed to the stage where it is making
reasonable profits which are returned to pilot training and other services. As the
development of the airport and its activities increase, so too do the dilemmas for the
community. Developments bordering on the boundaries of the airport are increasing
rapidly. I support the ability of the council and private landowners to carry out such
development. The problem does nor lie in that area. The problem lies with the Jack of
planning by the original developers of the airport because they did not create a reasonable
buffer zone.
The general community expects general aviation activities at the airport, and that has
been progressing at a reasonable rare, but they did not expect such a rapid increase in the
number of training flights. This increase has been brought about by the training of
international pilots from Singapore Airlines, and other airlines, who have been attracted
to Jandakot Airport by its safety record, and the ease with which pilots can take off and
land. The airport is cost effective and pilots can be accommodated with ease while
undergoing training. This situation is well and good but it has created a rapid increase in
the number of high performance aircraft using the skies over Jandakot and other areas
such as Bullcreek, Leeming and suburbs within close proximity.
Some confusion has occurred ab~out the situation, particularly in the local Press in my
area. We need to support the ability for international carriers to train their pilots at
Jandakot Airport. We need the infrastructure and the subsequent income to the airport
but also we must find the mechanism to be able to relieve some of the loss of amenity to
the community. I will put forward a few proposas on how to do that. As a result of the
increased number of training flights, various action groups have been formed. The
largest group is the Jandakot Noise and Action Group which claims to have around 5 000
members, comprising mainly people who are concerned about low-level, repetitious and
our-of-hours flying. The Federal Airports Corporation, in conjunction with the Civil
Aviation Authority, has done a great deal to meet the needs of these action groups, but
there has been a rapid increase in the number of training flights. Currently about 60
pilots a year from Singapore Airlines are being trained, and I understand that that figure
will double or treble over the next year or two, in addition to other airlines which will be
using the facility on a lease basis. So, we are looking at about 200 pilots training in high
performance aircraft on a daily basis from Jandakot Airport. That will create
approximately three to five times the number of training flights around the residential
areas. Although we should support that facility, we certainly must find another
mechanism for circuit training and take offs and landings. I suggest that, in conjunction
with the Federal Airports Corporation and the Civil Aviation Authority, this Government
and the Federal Government get together and consider creating a strip solely for training.
I understand strips are available and that some people are offering to provide strips which
could help alleviate this problem. Of course, it will cost some money.
Mr Osborne interjected.
Mr BOARD: The member for Bunbury is telling me they should go to Bunbury. I am
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not sure the pilots will want to fly that far. There will come a day - we need to think it
through - when the rapid increase in training flights cannot continue. Although we
support and protect them now, we will not be able to have 100 different aircraft in the sky
at one time over residential areas. It will lead to dangerous situations. We need only one
major accident for the community to become much more vocal than at present. We must
look to the future to prepare for this onslaught of training. I believe the answer is to
maintain the facility at Jandakor, and promote it, but at the same time consider a training
strip not that far from Jandakot, but which will not cause amenity problems for people in
the residential areas.
It is an area I have pursued with other members in a bipartisan way and with federal
members. However, I have not at this stage had much luck with the new federal member
for Fremantle. I am pursuing that because she made a number of statements prior to the
election on how she would protect the amenities of people in her area. At this stage I am
happy to report that we have a bipartisan approach to the problem. We have onside the
councils, the FAC and the CAA all wishing to achieve the same objective. Most federal
members are willing to assist. It will take coordination and some money. I believe it can
be done and I suggest we approach it with the utmost urgency before any great
difficulties arise in the foreseeable future.
I refer now to the lack of police presence in my electorate. I have mentioned this to the
Minister for Police on a number of occasions. It is not an issue for which I blame this
Government, or one that can be alleviated overnight. However, ir is important I put on
record the concerns of my electorate and raise the awareness of other members to the
extent of the problem. Historically, the Brentwood Police Station has looked after the
area which borders my electorate. In fact, there is no police presence in my electorate.
Nonetheless, the very small police station in Brentwood now looks after an area which
contains 130 000 people. Its areas of concern are the suburbs of Applecross, Mt Pleasant,
Ardross, Booragoon, Brentwood, Winthrop, Bateman, Murdoch, Leerning, Rossmoyne,
Willetton, Riverton, Bull Creek and Shelley. Since that police station was established,
there has been an incredible rise in the growth, the population density and the number of
concerns in the area.
There are of course a large number of new suburbs. The ara south of the river,
particularly the zone between the western-southern corridor - if I can use that term - and
the south east corridor has grown at a rapid rate around the freeway extensions, which
continue to grow. As those suburbs have grown so too have the densities of the older
suburbs. About eight years ago the Brentwood Police Station used to look after
approximately 70 000 people; now it looks after approximately 130 000 people. A large
number of new schools have been built to accommodate the maximum number of
children. Industrial areas have also grown.
Mr D.L. Smith: How many new schools in this year's Budget?
Mr BOARD: There are no new schools in my electorate. Canning Vale Primary School
was completed in last year's Budget. A large number of commercial precincts have
grown and a park and ride station has been put into the area. I mention that in particular
because it is an area over which police need to keep control. Growth has occurred at
Murdoch University, the TAFE colleges and St John of God Hospital, all of which
require additional police presence. Growth has also occurred in the Neighbourhood
Watch program which, I am proud to say, has the highest participation rate anywhere in
Perth. Yet, as a result of the lack of police presence, we are unable to provide to that
program the full service we wish.
I reiterate, it is not something I feel this Government should be embarrassed about nor
something over which I am pointing my finger at the previous government. The growth
of Perth is extraordinary and with that comes many difficulties. The concerns of the
communities are becoming stronger and we must support those concerns. We were
elected on a law and order issue and to my way of thinking we are meeting many of those
concerns. However, we certainly must support and help our police who are out in the
suburbs.
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The Brentwood Police Station has 13 active police and has had chat number for a very
long period. Behind that station is the CIfi station. In 1983 it had five active officers to
look after 77 000 people. In 1994, with a population of 130 000 people that office has
been reduced to three officers. I know there axe specific reasons for char, but it is
completely understaffed and needs support. By putting this on the record today I hope to
indicate to the Minister for Police, as I have done previously, that it would be a good idea
to get some additional clerical support to Brentwood which may help relieve some of the
13 overworked police officers.
A growth has occurred in the corridor approach to the police presence. Police stations
are around dhe southern corridor of Palmyra, Fremancle, Hilton Park. Cockburn and
Madora- a strip virtually following the coast downwards - and the south east corridor,
following Albany Highway. South Perth, Victoria Park, Cannington and (3osnells. That
was all right 10 years ago when those corridors were the growth zone. However, much
of that wedge of land in between has now been populated. As I indicated previously, the
population has risen fronm 70 000 to 130 000. 1 am unhappy, as th state member for
Jandakot - a rapidly growing area which covers approximately 60 kmn - chat not a single
policeman is assigned to that area. I hope to remedy that situation within my first term as
a local member.
The last issue I want to touch on is Roe Highway. It is of great concern to my electorate
and I have touched on it before in a grievance in this place. However, as I have the
opportunity it is important to reiterate the great concerns in my electorate. It is probably
one of the biggest single issues that is raised daily in my office because it is located on
South Street, which is one of the major roads and operates on an east-west basis. South
Street today has in the order of 35 000 movements a day. Albany Highway also has
35 000 movements a day. South Street is as busy as Albany Highway now, but it is
projected that by 1997 the movements on South Street will reach 50 000. It is also
projected that if Roe Highway meets South Street and does not proceed any further the
movements will reach approximately 80 000 a day. The street can in no way handle that
volume of traffic. Already a great number of vehicles, including trucks, avoid South
Street and use residential and other streets.
Mr Shave: That's occurring in my electorate as well.
Mr BOARD: It affects everyone's electorate and it is why I raise the issue. I will not go
through the lack of road funding - because that issue has been raised in this House in
recent times - or why construction of Roe Highway is not progressing. Every person
south of the river is affected by the slowness of the construction of Roe Highway. Only
recently a number of people who have had accidents or whose children have been injured
by heavy vehicles using residential streets have visited my office. Such vehicles should
not be on those streets, but they are using Farrington Road and other access roads to
bypass South Street to avoid the congestion.
That is occurring now. If Roe Highway is not completed through to the Kwinana
Freeway within a short period - bearing in mind the projected growth in the south east
corridor, the major amendments to planning, which will brig on approximately 15 000
blocks in the Canning Vale area; the industrial growth in Canning Vale; the growth on
the Kwinana strip; and the residential growth alongside the freeway - there will be a lot
of movement west with no major road to account for it. I hope that both sides of this
House will get behind us and assist in putting pressure on the Federal Government to
provide additional funding for Roe Highway through to the Kwinana Freeway in the
shortest possible time.
MR GRILL (Eyre) [3.12 pmj: I will speak about industrial development, value-adding
and downstream processing. Government policy on utility and headworks charges in
regional areas spells doom for any realistic possibility of industrial development of any
great nature in country areas. Certain'members within the Court Government espouse
strongly the dry rational economic argument of the level playing field and that new
industry should be developed only on the basis of competitive advantage. Some fairly
strong statements have been made to that effect by the Minister for Resources
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Development. I suspect he very much represents the Government's policy on this matter.
Part and parcel of the espousal of that is the adoption of the shibboleth of the user pays
principle. If a strict user pays policy is applied to utilities charges - I am talking basically
about water and power charges, and other infr-astructure charges in country areas - that
policy militates against the establishment of heavy industry in country areas, and as a
result also against the establishment of light industries, the sorts of service industries
which are the backbone of employment creation in this state.
Western Australia is a resource development state. We are all proud of the fact that a
large proportion of this country's exports comes from Western Australia. The Treasurer
quoted a figure of 27 per cent and I have no reason to doubt that. We hope that that sort
of growth in our share of exports from Australia will continue. It is my strong belief that
it will not continue; that we will begin to stagnate unless we can start to move into
processing, value adding and manufacturing. I do not know how that will occur in the
regional areas of this state, given the application of the present Government's policies on
utility charges.
Mr Omodei: The present Government's policies on utility charges are no different from
those over the past 10 years. We are doing something about that. A task force has
reported to the Deputy Premier on headworks charges.
Mr GRILL: We are now getting on towards 18 months of this Government. Very little,
if anything, has changed in that respect. I am not uncritical of the policies adopted by
previous governments of both persuasions. On previous occasions I have gone to the
trouble of writing a couple of papers on this matter. It seems that although people are
prepared to pay lip service to the concept of regional development and heavy industry
being located in regional and country parts of Western Australia, when it comes to doing
something about it. very little is done. The mineral and petroleum exports of this state
have burgeoned over the past decade. The great bulk of the growth in mineral exports
took place during that period of Labor administration. That is not to say that the scene
was not set by the outgoing Court and O'Connor governments. Nonetheless, there was a
huge growth in mineral and petroleum exports during that period.
It also appears as though that growth is now starting to taper off. I do not want to use the
word stagnate because that is too strong a word. However, it appears, and it is a logical
consequence, that we cannot continue to expect the same sort of growth in the mineral
and petroleum exports in the forthcoming decade that we have seen over the past 10
years. That is largely because some of our industries are starting to reach maturity.
Some of them have reached maturity already, and in terms of tonnage there probably is
not great scope for additional growth. There is probably even less scope for growth in
price because the price that we can demand for most of the exported commodities will
not increase in real ternms. A number of those commodities have been in decline in
nominal dollar terms in the past two to four years. That situation is lamentable. If one
considers the trend lines over the past 30 years one can see that nearly every commodity,
with the possible exception of gold, has declined. Cold was held down artificially by the
Bretton Woods agreement and by the American government's policy. It was finally freed
up by Nixon in 1971 on the basis that gold was an antiquated mineral and could no
longer play a part in world finances, and that stagnation would probably occur. Nixon's
advisers were wrong in that respect. Gold found its own true level in its value on world
markets, contrary to the belief of Keynesian economists. We will not have the same sort
of scope for an increase in the price of gold in the next 10 years simply because we will
not have the artificial situation which occurred nearly 25 or 30 years after the Bretton
Woods agreement to pull that price down. Investors in the Stock Exchange both here and
overseas, especially in the United States, are presently banking upon an increase in base
metal prices. In the short term stocks are underpinned by way of their value but base
metals will probably increase in price. However, in the long term, and even in the
medium term, it appears as though the trend in prices which we have witnessed in the last
30 years will continue. We cannot rely on price increases to ensure that exports from this
state will burgeon in the way they did in the last 10 years. I do not want to be pessimistic
and I hope that actual tonnages shipped from Western Australia and the price of those
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tonnages will increase. Realistically, we cannot expect dramatic increases, but we can
expect gradual increases.
If this state's economy is to develop in the way we hope, we must make a real effort at
downstream processing and value-adding. We all agree that is a fine goal and I am sure
that members, especially the Minister for Resources Development who mentioned this
last week when we debated a similar issue, agree that some of the visions held by
previous Premiers and governments in respect of value-adding have not come to fruition.
The reality is chat in Western Australia we have a fraction of the downstream processing
and value-adding that is necessary and those visions have not come to reality, particularly
in the regional centres.
In Western Australia there are three major mining centres - the eastern goldfields, an
established goldmining area; the Pilbara, a more recent area for iron ore mining; and the
south west. I am surprised at the number of people who do not appreciate chat the major
industry in die south west is not agriculture or tourism, but mining.
Mr Omodei: Royalties amount to $3b.
Mr Prince: What art your criteria for judging that?
Mr GRILL: I am referring to the value of that production.
Mr Prince: Not in tenms of the number of people employed?
Mr GRILL: No, and I will come to that shortly. The problem with resource extraction is
that it employs very few people. I appreciate the point the Minister is making; that is,
that there are different criteria for judging the success of an industry, but I am tal[king
about growth, wealth, and expon value. In that respect the mining industry in the south
west provides, as the Minister for Local Government said, $3b in royalties.
The industries I am referring to are big and if members consider these regional areas they
will appreciate that little value-adding or downstream processing is taking place there. In
the Pilbara we have the confluence of huge amounts of energy by way of natural gas and
petroleum and huge amounts of ore, basically iron ore, and there is virtually no
processing. Some years ago there was a slight degree of processing. Pellet plants were
in operation, but that is no longer the case and one of them has been picked up and
shipped elsewhere. After 30 years of mining in the Pilbara virtually no processing is
occurring there. In the eastern goldfields there is some processing, but in truch very little.
The nickel smelter is largely a product of the Whitlamn Government and the gold refinery,
which was part of the ColdCorp operation, is a product of the Burke government.
Outside that, not a lot of value-adding or processing is taking place in the easterni
goldfields.
In die south west there is some processing - a greater degree than one finds in other areas
of the state - but not a large amount of processing is occurring in the areas in the south
west where the minerals are actually found. Most of the processing takes place on the
Kwinana strip. Western Australia has had one heavy industry site for a considerable
number of decades. Many social, planning and environmental arguments have been put
forward about whether Kwinana should remain the one industrial site in this state. Most
people agree we shouid be decentralising and that Kwinana should not remain the only
site at which industry is centred.
As a former Minister for Thbe South West and the Minister with special responsibility for
"B unbury 2000" I had the job of overseeing some establishment of heavy industry in the
south west. When I visited the south west as inister with special responsibility for
"Bunbury 2000" people told me chat they had the land, the minerals and the energy and it
was virtually a matter of snapping their fingers and downstream processing, value-adding
and manufacturing would cake place. However, when it was analysed it was found that
they did not have the land, the infrastructure or the ability to commence value-adding or
to go into any heavy scale engineering because the plans had not been put in place for it
to happen. We found that puffing those plans into place was a lot harder than first
imagined. The silicon plant established by Barrack Industries was a case in point. I
asked the South West Development Authority where such a project could be sited. It told
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me it had lots of land, particularly at Picton, and that the then government could proceed
to put that heavy industry on that site. The people at Eaton suddenly woke up that Picton
was across the river fronm them and they did not want that development. T7hey mounted
an intense campaign against it and their actions forced me to enter into secret
negotiations with the Shire of Harvey to convince it that the land which had been set
aside at Kemerton for an aluminiumn smelter and for which both governments had given a
commitment that it would not be used for any other meason, should be opened up as a
general heavy industry site. It was no easy job and it underlies the fact that getting value-
adding, processing and heavy industry under way in Western Australia is fraught with
considerable difficulties.
Notwithstanding that, residents and citizens in country areas deserve to expect that some
value-adding and downstream processing will take place in their area and provide jobs
for their children. In this state's country and regional areas, almost without exception.
the young and best people are stripped away at a very early age and do not go back. In
addition there should be some retained wealth in these areas. One of the first things that
strikes a person who visits Kalgoorlie and Boulder is that there is very little retained
wealth there, yet it must be one of the wealthiest spots on earth.
Mr House: You fought hard against the Federal Government's gold tax. In hindsight, do
you think it would have been better if the State Government had applied a royalty and
then applied it to the end result of development rather than letting the Commonwealth
take it? This state produces 70 per cent of the gold produced in this nation. If we had
seized the initiative we would have kept the wealth in Western Australia for the
development of its regions.
Mr GRILL: The problem that the Minister and I have is that often politics prevents us
from doing the right thing. In hindsight, the Minister is absolutely right. That is the
reason that today I advocate not a state gold tax but that local government should receive
a much greater share of some of that wealth. Perhaps it is a subject we should debate on
another occasion. It is through local government that we can retain some of that huge
wealth which now does not come to Western Australia.
Mr Cowan: Are you suggesting an amendment to the rating for the mining industry?
Mr GRILL: Yes, I am, and I hope that will come forward shortly. Perhaps the Minister
for Local Government can comment on that. My understanding was that we might see an
amendment to the rating legislation which would allow local government to charge some
reasonable rates in regard to mining tenements, particularly when they are operational
mines.
Mr Qmodei: Do you think section 533B of the Local Government Act in regard to
agreement Acts should be removed from that amendment Bill?
Mr GRILL: Yes. That provision needs to be looked at as well.
Mr Omodei: Most of the new developments do not have the protection of agreement
Acts.
Mr GRILL: But I think the Minister has also looked at the general ability of local
government to raise additional taxes in regard to mining tenements. My understanding
was that the Minister was contemplating, or, hopefully, was in the process of drafting.
legislation to allow that to happen.
Mr Omnodei: flat is completed. Theme is just one contentious area. It is a local
government amendment Bill that has four pants to it, one of which is the rating of mining
tenements. We have not completed one of the other pants, but it is nearly ready to come
into the Parliament.
Mr GRILL: The Minister too must be stuck by the absence of retained wealth in areas
like Kalgoorlie.
Mr Omodei: Sure.
Mr GRILL: That matter needs to be addressed. In many instances, people in country
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areas are left with second class facilities; an atmosphere and environment of
impermanence; and, unfortunately - more than one government is at fault in this respect -
fly in, fly out operations. I hope we do not see any more fly in, fly out operations in
Western Australia, but I will not hold my breath on that subject. The Court Government
has held out the prospect of regional value-adding and regional heavy industry. Frankly,
it does not appear to me that we are making substantial progress towards that end. I do
not believe we will make progress in that direction until some of the major impediments
are removed. The major impediments am represented by government taxing and
charging regimes, in particular headworks charges and other basic power and water
charges which are applicable to industries in country areas but not in the metropolitan
area If we are to have major nodules or centres of population in Western Australia, they
have to follow heavy, light and service industries, and if we do not have heavy industries,
we will not have the light or service industries.
There are now two and a half industries on the Kemerton industrial estate which has been
developed in the south west. We made provision for six industries, and part of the
agreement which I entered into with the Shire of Harvey was that we would not put more
than six industries on that site. When I was Minister for Economic Development, I
commissioned, through the Industrial Lands Development Authority, consultants to look
at heavy industry sites at Meenaar near Northanm, and at Qakajee near Geraldton, in the
eastern goldfields, and further sites in the south west area. In the interim period my
colleague, the now Leader of the Opposition, took that process further, and that policy
has seen some industries set up at Meenaac, Mungari in the eastern goldfields is in the
process of being set up; Oakajee hopefully will go ahead; and Kemerton is in place.
However, it is one thing to put in place industrial sites; it is another to ensure that
something happens on whose sites. Nothing will happen on those sites unless the
Government can change its policy in regard to utility charging. There has been a lot of
talk about the Mungari site, which is between Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie in the eastern
goldfields, and some government money has been put in place to ensure that the site is
amenable for the establishment of heavy industry. However, no heavy industry, or even
light industry, is on the horizon that wants to relocate to that site. Why do companies not
want to take advantage of the close proximity of that site to mineral resources and set up
a processing operation on that site?
One of the major impediments is the fact that the State Energy Commission and the
Water Authority of Western Australia have in place charging regimes which make highly
unattractive and almost impossible the establishment of those industries. Electricity
charges in the Mungari area are just one example of what happens in country areas
outside of the south west grid. All mining or industrial developments which draw over
one megawatt of power per annum have to pay additional charges, which come under
three headings. The first is a line charge of $250 per kilowatt per annum. That is said to
be a charge to defray the capital cost of the transmission line from Muja to Kalgoorlie.
That is a substantial charge. The second is a surcharge of between 5 per cent and 10 per
cent over and above the normal tariff for industries which operate in the metropolitan
area. That is a further impost. The third is headworks charges. I cannot be specific
about the headworks charges because SECWA says that those charges actually represent
the real costs, and they can vary between a fairly small amount and a fairly large amount,
but in many cases 100 per cent of the additional headworks charges are applied to new
industrial developments. Those three categories of substantial and very daunting charges
are applicable to new industries in the eastern goldfields but not to industries in the south
west of the state.
I turn now to the WAWA charges. If an industry takes less than 50 kilolitres of water per
annum, it is subject to a charge that is uniform across the state. That is fair; I would not
argue about that. However, if an industry uses more than 50 kL, there is what WAWA
calls a notional charge to maintain the capacity of the pipeline to the goldfields. That
amounts to $12 600 per kL per day. To give an example, Ashton Mining Limited has a
possible rare earth deposit not far from Laverton. I am told that the headworks and other
charges for it to set up at Mungari will be $13m, which it will have to pay to WAWA. if
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it sets up at Meenaar near Northamn, it will have to pay $S1m. The difference represents
the additional WAWA charge to which I referred earlier. If that amount of money, and
the interest that would be chargeable on it, were added to the capital cost of the operation,
it would be almost impossible for that operation to be set up in Kalgoorlie or Laverton.
The ridiculous part is that the company will mine ore in the Laverton region, put it on
trucks and transport it all the way to Meenaar close to Northamn. It will be processed and
the residue or tailings, which in volume are rater than the original ore which was
trucked, will be trucked all the way back through Kalgoorlie to Laverton, and placed
back in the hole.
Mr Omodei: Why?
Mr GRILL: Partly because of the headworks; charges prescribed by the agency under the
Minister's jurisdiction.
Mr Omnodci:- Some element must be involved.
Mr GRILL: They are the same elements within the residue which need to be dealt with.
Mr Omodei: And properly disposed or.
Mr GRILL: Yes, but all of that goes back. The real point is that partly, not totally,
because of the headworks charges in respect of the utilities controlled by the State
Government, it is impossible for the process to go ahead in the eastern goldfields.
Mr Omodei: But the member must acknowledge that to provide the water resource
would cost money. To refurbish the pipeline would cost $5 000 a kilometre.
Mr GRILL: We all accept that. If we unthinkingly adopt this cavalier process of user
pays in every instance we will not have any industry in regional areas. We cannot.
Those headworks charges by way of electricity power charges and other charges make it
impossible for those industries to establish at the sites, which the Minister and the
Government support. If the Government holds out on the one hand the possibility of
those industries being set up in the eastern goldfields and elsewhere and, on the other
hand, says it will recover all costs by way of headworks charges and additional tariff
charges we will never achieve regionalisation of industry in this state. The Deputy
Premier needs to think about this, and so does the Minister, because current policy is
counterproductive.
Mr Omodei: That is not right. Our tariff reforn package has assisted businesses in the
metropolitan area. I am not sure whether the mining sector pays for beadworks charges,
but I acknowledge that is a problem. Where do you suggest the money will come from?
Mr GRILL: The figures come directly from the Minister's office. I have not dreamt
them up. I telephoned and I received these figures. I have checked them. The figures
belong to the Minister- If we apply chose figures to any industry of any size in the
eastern goldfields, or anywhere else, it will make it impossible for those industries to go
ahead.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Riebeling.
[Continued on p 1867 .1

WATER AUTHORITYV AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed fromn 31 May.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.43 pm]: This Bill proposes to give the Water Authority the
power to subsidise certain country local authority sewerage schemes. The power will be
limited to 15 schemes which are currently subsidised through consolidated revenue. One
of the schemes is for the small town of Nyabing in which I grew up, so I am pleased to
support the Bill. The Water Authority already operates 76 other schemes in country
areas. in 1992-93 those schemes incurred a loss of $1 1. 1im. We have one scheme of
cross-subsidisation of country sewerage schemes through the consolidated revenue fund
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and another scheme of subsidisation through Water Authority losses on its own sewerage
operations in the country. In addition, the Water Authority already administers the
subsidy char is given to the 15 schemes through the consolidated revenue fund. It makes
sense to have one agency responsible for the provision of financial support to country
sewerage operations and one set of accounts to examine. It makes sense to ensure the
transparency of the subsidy arrangements and accountability by enabling this change to
be made. The Opposition therefore supports the Bill.
However, one effect of the Bill will be to transfer the obligation to support the 15
schemes from die consolidated fund to the Water Authority. That will mean that
consolidated revenue will be relieved of an obligation of about $500 000, and chat will be
taken up by the Water Authority. Thbis is one more way in which the Government can, in
effect, extract some extra resources from the Water Authority, in addition to the
resources which the Government takes out via the statutory levy. In 1992-93 the
statutory levy was $18.6m. This legislation can be seen as a de facto increase in the total
taken by the Government out of the Water Authority via the statutory levy.
I have looked at the annual report of the Water Authority, as I did with the legislation
debated yesterday, and it could be argued that for the sewerage business which makes up
part of the Water Authority's operations, this is not an unsound move. After all, the
sewerage business, according to the Water Authority's accounts, was in surplus to the
tune of $22.2m in 1992-93. However, that disguises the losses of country sewerage
operations of the Water Authority which amount to $1 1.1m. Therefore, we have a profit
of $22m even though there has been a loss in the country of $11. 1 mn. I am concerned that
this loss by country operations will increase as more country towns are sewered under the
Government's mnill sewerage strategy.
Mr Cowan: You will have to talk to your friend, the member for Eyre. He advocates that
we extend the level of that loss.
Mr RIPPER: As I listened to the member for Eyre I was aware of the direction he was
taking with his contribution.
Mr Cowan: Is this a factional split?
Mr RIPPER: I would not say that. The member for Eyre is a country member and he is
entitled to argue the case for people in country regions. If anyone is to receive a subsidy
or some support, a good argument should be made in support of that case. Th1e member
for Eyre was putting up such an argument for decentralisation and industry development
in country areas. I would like to see the Minister deal with the question of the extent of
the subsidy and the rationale that justifies it. Can the Minister say what the prospects are
for country sewerage operations as the expansion under the infill program proceeds? If a
loss of $11 l1lm is incurred by 76 operations, if die Government spends about $500 000 on
subsidising 15 others, what will be the total loss plus the subsidy to cover all the new
country areas as a result of the infill. sewerage program? I do not seek an interjection at
this stage, but perhaps the Minister can pick up that point in response to the second
reading debate; or, if necessary, when the advisers are present, we can ask the question
when in Committee.
I am also interested in the financial projections for the sewerage business. That sewerage
business now makes a profit but the Water Authority has always argued that infihl
sewerage, in particular, is nor a commercial proposition. In other words, the rate of
return on a commercial basis does not justify the investment in infill sewerage.
Investment in mnill sewerage must be justified on social, health, environmental and
planning grounds. Those grounds are justified but it does not change the position that,
from the point of view of the finances of the Water Authority, investment in mufll
sewerage is an uneconomic proposition. As we invest more in mnill sewerage as a result
of this Government's program, presumably the financial position of the Water
Authority's sewerage business will deteriorate from an overall surplus of $22m. I would
be interested to know whether the Minister can give the House an indication of the
financial projections of the Water Authority.
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Earlier the Minister and I had an exchange about the country services cross-subsidy
which amounts to $74m per annumn for the Water Authority. It is the largest single
community service obligation undertaken by the Water Authority. This legislation will
increase that community service obligation, already at $74m. From the taxpayers' paint
of view there will be no increase because the amount is simply shifted from the
consolidated fund, where it is paid by all of the taxes and charges the Government levies,
to the accounts of the Water Authority, which are paid by water consumers across the
state. The Government's proposition is a rational one. At least the cross-subsidy will be
transparent because it is within one agency which is careful about the way in which it
reports, and the extent of those community service obligations are quite clear in its
annual report.
It is important to know the answers to the questions I have asked in this debate, but as I
said last night, not from the point of view of the Water Authority, but from that of its
customers who must in the end pay the costs which arise from charges which the Water
Authority has to bear. The context is the overall pressure which is already being placed
on the Water Authority's finances. I dealt with this matter at some length last night but I
will repeat some of the figures I indicated then. As a result of the infill sewerage
program the average debt repayment of the Water Authority will fall from $32m a year in
each of the past five years to $1 1.3m in each of the next five years. The average new
borrowings of the Water Authority will rise from nil in each of the past five years to
$21m in each of the next five years. In short, in each of the next five years we will see a
$21m loss in repayments of debt and $21m more in borrowings. Those average figures
disguise the full extent -
Mr Omodei: That is not correct. Look at the average repayment of debt over the lengthy
period. It is between Slim and $15m. There was an enhanced debt repayment scheme
in the last year of the Labor government and in the first year of our Government that paid
off about $90m of high interest debt. There was a deliberate strategy by the Water
Authority to retire the high interest debt. It will go back to roughly $15m a year.
Mr RIPPER: The Water Authority adopted a deliberate strategy of accelerating
repayment of debt and was able to do so quite significantly in the past two financial
years. I was about to say that those average figures that I was quoting are understating
the position. Debt repayments in 1993-94 were not the average of $32m which I quoted.
but $52.8m.
Mr Ornodci: It is $50m and $40m.
Mir RIPPER: I think the Minister will find that there was $50m and $60m of debt
repayment. I do not have the precise figures in front of me. One payment was more than
50m and one was more than $60m in the past two financial years. Although I quoted
the average new borrowings in the next five years at $21 m, in some years the borrowings
will be as high as $30m.
Mr Omodei: That would depend on a number of factors. It may not be anywhere near
that.
Mir RIPPER: These are the projections given to the House. Although I have given some
average figures which the Minister says are overstated, given the arguments I have just
put, it is quite clear that the averages understate the transition that will occur from the
financial position in the past two financial years when there have been no borrowings and
very significant repayments of debt, to the financial situation that will apply in the next
five years when there will be significant new borrowings of up to $30m a year in some
years and much lower repayment of debt of about Sli m.
There axe significant financial pressures on the Water Authority and we should bear those
pressures in mind when we impose additional obligations on the authority. In the past
few days we have seen two pieces of legislation which impose additional burdens on the
Water Authority. Last night we dealt with legislation abolishing drainage rates in the
country. That will reduce the revenue flowing to the Water Authority to offset its loss
making drainage business. Today we are dealing with legislation to transfer
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responsibility to the Water Authority for subsidising certain country sewerage schemes;
again it is an additional burden on the Water Authority in a context where its debt
position is deteriorating as a result of the Government's commitment to the infil
sewerage program. I do not speak on behalf of the Water Authority when I make these
statements, but on behalf of its customers1 particularly the domestic customers who will
have to bear the burden of this proposition in the long term.
I will leave the subject of the finances to make some general points about sewerage
provision in the country. The country provides a perfect opportunity for extensive vrials
on alternative technology in the treatment of sewage. I would like to see the Minister and
the Water Authority embark on much more extensive trials of alternative technologies
than they have so far been prepared to contemplate.
Mr Omodei: Are you talking about things other than vacuum sewerage and gravity
sewerage going towards Envirocycle and aerobic treatment units?
Mr RIPPER: Yes. I have in mind sonic projects which I could mention int just a
moment. Even the most lukewarm commentators on alternative methods of dealing with
sewage acknowledge that these alternatives may be appropriate in outer urban and
country areas.
Mr Omodei: I do not think there is any argument about that.
Mr RIPPER: That is good; but I would like to see some commitment to more extensive
trialling of these systems. The Minister would be aware that same of these systems are
able to be fitted to existing septic systems. I will mention one commercial product,
without necessarily endorsing it over others; that is, the Ecomax system which can be
retrofitted to existing septic tank systems or installed on a lot by lot basis.
T'he Minister mentioned the Biocycle system, and there are other people developing
various package treatment plants which will deal with anything from a few households
up to, say, 500 households. I am not seeking to promote any particular commercial
altemnative- A range of these options should be trialled, because they have some
advantages. One operator tells me his system could be installed for about $5 200 per lot,
which is a significant reduction in the capital costs of dealing with the sewerage needs of
a lot with deep sewerage. When one takes into account the public and private costs it
comes out to about $ 10 000 per lot.
Mr Ornodei: It depends on the soil type; if it is a vacuum system the costs are far less -
about $5 000 or $6 000. It depends where it is, whether in a consolidated urban area or
on the fringe of the city.
Mr RIPPER: All sorts of variables ame involved. Some blocks will cost an enormous
amount and others will be relatively cheap, but taking an average it is $ 10 000 per lot,
because the Water Authority costs are $8 000 and the private connection costs $1 000 or
$2 000. Here we have an operator who says he can provide another system for a bit over
half that capital cost. That is a claim worth seriously investigating. The savings would
be quite substantial from the point of view of the capital requirements of the Water
Authority.
Mr Omodei: What if they get an application for a high density subdivision?
Mr RIPPER: There is some dispute over that. I am prepared to concede that the ardent
proponents will say that urban consolidation can be conducted in conjunction with this
sort of scheme. It is the way in which one plans a super block which is important. Other
people, who claim equal expertise, will argue that these schemes are suitable only when
there is a lower density. I think the Minister's advisers in the Water Authority tend
cowards that latter argument, but even if they are right, the country, with its lower
densities in some places, provides the perfect opportunity for the sorts of trials about
which I am talking. It is not only a financial question; there are some interesting
environmental issues to be considered as well.
Mr Board: Are you aware that there is a toilet used heavily in Europe, which is a dry
toilet? There is one on display at Murdoch University.
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Mr RIPPER: I have seen i4, and I have also been approached by die Organisation
Creenpeace, which promotes that method of dealing with domestic waste. We must
operate within the limits of public acceptability, and while there may be people who
would be more than happy to have that system installed, there may be others who would
find the adjustment not to their Iiking. My other concern about those systems is that they
require a level of householder attention. While the great majority of people may be
domestically competent and responsible enough to operate the systems properly, houses
get sold and other people move in, and some assessment would need to be made of the
failure rate, as it were, in terms of domestic irresponsibility and incompetence and the
outcome in those cases where people do not operate the systems properly. There may be
some locations where it would be appropriate to trial those systems as well. They are not
the ones I am talking -about today. I am talking about ones like the Biocycle and the
Ecomax systems. The operators of some of these systems claim that they produce high
quality effluent.
Mr Omodel: High quality water, do you mean?
Mr RIPPER: It is all effluent, even if one could drink it. Shall we say they produce a
high quality discharge, in order to avoid any confusion? They say a very high proportion
of some nutrients have been removed, and the majority of others. The water can be
reused for irrigation purposes or safely discharged into the ground water. That is a claim
that needs to be tested. That is why we need these trial programs about which I have
been talking. Obviously, as a community we would need to be satisfied that a claim like
that would stand up over the long term operation of a system like this on a fairly
widespread scale.
There are other advantages: They use no energy; in most cases gravity does the work,
and that is a very significant factor because the Water Authority's power bill is
significant. I have not the precise written figure, but I understand it is about $36m per
annum. That makes the Water Authority one of the State Energy Commission's largest
customers. Therefore, power usage in our water supply and waste systems is a very
significant financial and environmental concern. If we shift to a system which uses no
energy that would represent a significant advantage. Of course, our current waste water
treatment system involves pumping to the ocean water, in effect, which could be used for
irrigation, were it safe, or otherwise discharged to replenish ground water, if it were safe.
Therefore, a system such as the Ecomax or Biocycle, which does not involve using lots
of electricity to pump the water down to the ocean, where it is wasted, has some
advantages. The current waste water systems involve pollution of the ocean. There may
be some argument about the extent, and some studies ame going on to determine how safe
it is to continue our current and projected sewage-pumping into the ocean. If we could
come up with systems which avoided the current ocean pollution resulting from the
sewage treatment plants, that would be a significant advantage.
In short, we have the possibility of using ways of treating sewage which are cheaper to
install, more efficient in energy use and in the use of fresh water and less polluting to the
ocean. There aye some sceptics who worry about the reliability of these schemes, their
longevity and the actual level of health and environmental protection that is offered.
There is no doubt that the traditional deep sewerage system offers the most certain
protection of the ground water, wetlands and the rivens, and there are people who,
because of the level of protection offered, would opt for infili sewerage. It is not 100 per
cent certain that it would protect ground water, wetlands and rivers, because we do get
power failures and pumping stations overflow into the river, and we have other failures
of the system from time to time. Nevertheless, most people would agree that deep
sewerage offers the most certainty of protection.
The point that needs to be really nailed down is, can these alternative mechanisms offer
an acceptable degree of protection to the ground water, wetlands and rivers? The
proponents claim they can and that they have other financial and environmental
advantages. I would like to see some serious, large scale trials of these alternatives to
nail down all of these considerations, because we could save a lot of money and could
achieve some significant environmental advantages if these schemes check out. The only
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way that we could make that saving and achieve those advantages is if we take the leap
and trial the systems. It seems appropriate to make these remarks while we are talking
about country sewerage schemes, because the perfect opportunity to undertake these
trials would be in the country. I hope the Minister will open his mind to advice from
outside the Water Authority on these matters because people who have significant
expertise disagree with his official advisers in the Water Authority.
Mr Omodei: I meet them on a regular basis. They have been trying to convince me on
the benefits. You have hit the nail on the head when you talk about longevity. It is still
yet to be tried and proved. That is the main stumbling block at the moment until the
Water Authority is satisfied with the quality of the effluent.
Mr RIPPER: There is a chicken and an egg argument here. How can we be satisfied
with the longevity if we do not trial them?
Mr Omodei: They are being tialledl.
Mr RIPPER: Not on an extensive basis. I think a particular country town should be
trialled on a whole of town basis with appropriate guarantees being given to residents for
dealing with any disadvantages that might arise and appropriate incentives being offered
to those residents if the scheme turns out to have the advantages that the proponents
argue it has. If the thing is not tirialled, we will be forgoing the possibility of those
advantages about which I have spoken. The financial advantages are significant.
However, I believe the environmental advantages am also significant because people will
be more and more strongly campaigning against sewage being discharged into the ocean
and for higher and higher levels of treatment of that waste water before it is pumped into
the ocean. People will be looking for tertiary treatment and that will require a significant
investment. The inister is committed already to a very costly infill, sewerage program.
I think he will find some strong financial reasons to undertake the actions that I have
suggested. The environmental and health concerns need to be satisfied. The proponents
are quite clear. They say that they can satisfy those environmental and health concerns.
There are some sceptics. The only way to achieve the advantages about which I have
spoken is to trial.
Enough on that digression from the principal topic of the Bill, the transferring of
responsibility for subsidising a limited number of country sewerage schemes from the
consolidated fund to the Water Authority. With the reservations that I have expressed
and the suggestions that I have made to the Minister, the Opposition supports the
legislation.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [4.13 pm]: As the member for Belmont indicated, the
Opposition supports the general thrust of the legislation. The object of the legislation is
to transfer from the consolidated fund to the Water Authority the responsibility for the
subsidies paid to 20-odd sewerage schemes in country areas. We have been told that the
estimated cost of that this financial year was $475 000 including $30 000 for
administration costs. Although members on this side have nor been caucused on the
issue, as a country resident I argue that the Bill does not go far enough. All it does is
transfer the cost of providing the subsidy. in my view, these schemes were developed at
a time when the old Department of Public Works did not have the resources to provide
sewerage schemes to these towns and local authorities, in order to achieve their own
priorities, decided to establish their own schemes and accept the subsidy approach to it
Many of the schemes are ageing and the infrastructure needs replacement. Some local
authorities believe they do not have the resources to do that as it needs to be done. There
is also an ongoing concern that they are controlled by the local authorities that are also
the health inspectors for the area and that that conflict is not necessarily in the general
public health interest.
Most importantly, we are moving from a time when sewerage was hard to come by to a
situation where this Government has committed itself to providing $800m a year over the
next 10 years for infill works. In the context of an $800m expenditure, we could look at
taking over all of these schemes in country areas and using part of the $SO0nm to ensure
that the infrastructure of all of the schemes is in good condition and, in those towns that
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have a prospect for growth, we could consider expanding the schemes to enable that
growth to occur. The biggest constraint on development in all inland towns is the cost of
subdividing and selling land developments. One of the biggest components of that cost is
the cost of sewerage. If we are serious about increasing the population of many of the
country towns, we have to look at ways of making sewerage development a state
responsibility and reducing the cost of land development in the process. The best way to
do that would be for the state to run these schemes. In my view, it should extend to the
two remaining independent water boards, Bunbwry and Busselton. It is high time that the
Water Authority of Western Australia took over bath of those water supply authorities. It
is ridiculous that a centralised authority within the Bunbury municipal boundary is
supplying water to residents within that small area, but that WAWA is supplying water to
the fringe suburbs such as Gelorup and Eaton.
It would be easy for WAWA to take over the responsibility for those country sewerage
schemes because in most areas it has the obligation to provide water and it has regional
or district offices in those areas and staff on the ground who are responsible for
maintaining the water supply infrastructure. To that extent, it would not be a difficult
exercise.
As I said, this Bill transfers from the consolidated fund to WAWA the recurrent funding
of subsidies. What worries me is the question of the infrastructure and the future
development of those schemes in the towns involved. I hope the Minister bears my
comments in mind and in due course looks at the more essential question of whether
WAWA should take over these schemes entirely and whether the two remaining water
supply boards in Busselton and Bunbury are to be taken over. There is a need to ensure
that the 20-odd country towns have access to the $800m to do what they can to improve
their local communities in terms of bath the existing sewerage infrastructure and the
expansion into other areas to facilitate subdivisions for additional residents to live in
those country towns.
MR OMODEI (Waren - Minister for Water Resources) [4.18 pm]: I thank members
opposite for their support of the Bill. As has been said, the current funding of the subsidy
scheme is under the control of the miscellaneous services division of the consolidated
fund Estimates and has been run by the Water Authority for a number of years. I will
quickly cover some of the questions asked by the Opposition spokesperson, the member
for Belmont. He asked whether the cross-subsidy on sewerage will continue. It will
continue for quite some time. It is interesting to note that his colleague, the member for
Kalgoorlie, believes there should be some kind of cross-subsidy, if not an allocation from
the consolidated fund for assistance to industry so that, if the funds were not available
from the consolidated fund, there would be a cross-subsidy from metropolitan consumers
to country consumers.
Mr Ripper: What is the future for the cross-subsidy? I imagine it will grow as we infill
more country towns.
Mr OMODEI: That is correct. The member correctly noted that infill sewerage does not
pay. Approximately 100 000 blocks will be deep sewered in the next 10 years, 80 000 of
which are in the city and 20 000 of which are in the country. The community services
obligation will continue to be a part of the operation. The only time we will rationalise
that is if we follow the line of corporatisation of the Water Authority, in which case the
community services obligations would be made transparent. This would involve the
subsidies, including the pensioner component, in the $74m. Also, $20m-odd goes to the
State Government through the levy, and that amount has grown over a number of years.
I have already made an arrangement to have the answers to the question relating to
country drainage forwarded to the member for Belmont; it should arrive today. The
figures 1 cited of $1.m in income and $5.4m in loss are fairly accurate, and they do not
relate only to Busselton. I will provide the figures for the past three years and the debt
levels over the past three years in relation to cross-subsidy in country sewerage divisions.
Sewerage is the only paying business in the Water Authority, and this is mainly paid for
by businesses - water operations break even and irrigation services run at a loss. The
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cross-subsidy issue must be addressed. As I mentioned last night, the new package plants
are using state of the art technology, and these are at the Watson's factory at Spearwood
and the plant at Pemberton which services approximately 1 000 people. It is known as
the hybractor technology, and these package plants are being developed for export
potential as well. Some of the Commonwealth Better Cities funding is allocated for new
sewerage technology, if private companies wish to be involved in sewerage technology,
they can do so.
The member referred to a couple of brand names such as Ecomax. which is a fairly large
prototype which has been successfully tialled on large blocks. Other operations involve
the red mud or karri soil which attracts phosphorus. This appears to be working well.
However, the Health Department is not satisfied with the treated water on health grounds.
Mr Taylor: When the red mud has collected the phosphorus, can it become saturated?
Mr OMODEI: That is the point. It has not been proved how often the mud must be
replaced, if at all. Those things must be determined. The process would be applicable to
the member for Roleystone's area in the hills. Other alternative methods such as the
Biocycle or other types of aerobic treatment are in operation.
The first person to install this alternative technology on a site would be enthusiastic to
ensure it works well. However, if the ownership of the property changed, another person
may not maintain the facility and this could present a problem. These operations require
the pumping of air into the process and the Health Department is concerned about the
microbes and bacteria which result. If the resulting water is pumped onto the surface of a
small block, the black may not be useful to the owner, for example, it may be unsafe to
allow young children to play on it. The member for Jandakoc referred to composting
toilets, which can be used on the periphery of towns. However, I am yet to be convinced
that a better alternative to deep sewerage is available for populous and closely subdivided
areas of the state.
Mr Ripper: You will acknowledge that academics of standing argue the alternative point
of view.
Mr OMODEI: Certainly. A matter for investigation is whether a whole town, which is
based on quarter acre blocks, could operate on the new technology. If a new village area
is to be developed, and somebody wanted to trial new technology, that could be done.
Mr Ripper: That somebody should be you!
Mr OMODEI: If a private proponent of a subdivision came to me and the Minister for
Health with such a proposition. I am lure we would consider it. However, it would have
to be bigger than the avenage 1 000 m block.
Regarding ocean outflow and pollution. I like to think we am not polluting the ocean.
We have secondary treatment plants operating at Beenyup and Woodnman's Point. I
recently visited Wellington in New Zealand where raw screened sewage is pumped into
the ocean, and trouble is arising with the Maori population who believe waste should not
go into the water. We have launched a program known as Waste Water 2040, which
takes in the area from Alkimos to Cape Naturaliste. This is an ongoing study; the first
stage, which Dr Des Lord has undertaken, will be completed shortly. The community is
calling for alternative methods of disposing of waste water, and many people believe it
should be disposed of on land.
Mr Ripper: And reused.
Mr OMODEI: Indeed. A number of areas across the state ame reusing water on
recreation grounds. A good example is the use of treated water on land at Albany on a
blue gum plantation, which is proving a great success. This program was started by the
previous Labor government and completed by this Government.
Mr Ripper: Do you believe that a danger exists that when the 25 per cent of Perth
properties currently unsewered have deep sewerage, we will exceed the capacity of' the
ocean to safely accept the waste?
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Mr OMODEI: I do not think so. The earrnern plants will be altered as the increased
volume comes on stream. Also as new technology is developed I hope that the volume
will be diminished.
I have covered the areas raised by the member for Mitchell regarding local authority-
owned treatnment plants, and this matter will be further considered by the Water Authority
in the futu=e I thank members opposite for their contributions, and I will be more than
happy to provide answers to any further questions they may have.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Omodel (Minister for Water Resources), and
transmitted to the Council.

MOTION - ATT7ORNEY GENERAL TO STAND ASIDE
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [4.30 pm]: I move -

That this House is of the view that the Attorney General should stand aside due to
the fact that her personal interests and loyalties conflict with her duties and
responsibilities as the state's first law officer arising from -

(a) her known association at a political, financial and personal level with
Dr Wayne Bradshaw;

(b) the role she and her husband played in controlling Liberal factions within
the Wanneroo City Council in conjunction with Dr Wayne Bradshaw and
the member for Wannemoo;

(c) the ongoing investigations into the activities of the member for Wanneroo,
as highlighted in the Kyle report, that included a close business
relationship with Dr Wayne Bradshaw; and

(d) involvement of Dr Wayne Bradshaw in eliciting money from developers
improperly.

In socking to bring forward the truth of this issue, we need to delve into the history and
background of what has become commonly known as Wanneroo Inc. In the northern
suburbs there was a political machine which had at its bead Dr Wayne Bradshaw, now a
fugitive and wanted for questioning by the police in connection with obtaining illegal
funds. We know that already there is a conflict within government ranks about the role
played by Dr Bradshaw. If one believes the Premier, Dr Bradshaw was a small player in
the politics of the northern suburbs. The Attorney General again runs the story that,
although Dr Bradshaw was a close personal friend, the relationship really was based on
his role as the mayor of Wanneroo, and on the friendship that existed on a personal level
between the mayor of Wanneroo and the Attorney General's husband, Colin Edwardes. I
suggest that it was also based on the great, driving ambition of the Attorney General, who
was then a person outside the Parliament, to become a member of this Parliament.
Dr Wayne Bradshaw, of course, had influence not only over the Attorney General as an
individual, but also over the whole party mechanism in the northern suburbs. The
member for Wanneroo, Dr Bradshaw's business partner, within 48 hours of the Premier
and Attorney General saying that Dr Bradshaw had played hardly any role in the running
of politics of the northern suburbs, was quoted as saying he was the key political operator
in the northern suburbs. By my definition - and I am suit by the public's understanding -
that means he ran everything and called the tune.
The Liberal Party minutes of the Moore electorate council and the minutes of some
branch meetings, including the south Whitford branch, indicate that Dr Bradshaw played
a significant role. He was able to do that with his influence over the party, and with the
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full assistance of the Premier and the group that ran the Liberal Party. We know how
Bonry MacKinnon and the member for South Perth suffered at the hands of that same
faction. That faction battle was fought openly and viciously in the northern suburbs.
Quite honestly, it would stretch the limit of our imagination for members on this side of
the House to believe that the Attorney General, the member for Whitford, and the
member for Wanneroo were simply oblivious of this battle and played no part in it or, if
they did, that Dr Bradshaw did not play a part, bearing in mind that the member for
Wanneroo referred to him as the key political operator in the northern suburbs. The
minutes quite clearly show the total involvement of Dr Wayne Bradshaw in the running
of politics. Of course, because he had that control he was quickly able to indicate his
ability to influence and run numbers by the stacking of branches. That indicated the way
forward and the support he could give to people such as the Attorney General, the
member for Whitford and the member for Wanneroo.
Mr Shave: Row do you stack numbers?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That is an interesting question because the member for Melville
and I have had some experience at that. I am interested in what was happening in the
northern suburbs and the role Dr Bradshaw played; I suggest by definition that the
Attorney General, the member for Whitford, and the member for Wanneroo also played a
role. Let us look no further than an article in The West Australian of 27 March 1989, the
year in which the Attorney General came into Parliament, under the heading 'Young
Liberal blasts report" -

A key figure in the row over branch-stacking in the Young Liberal Movement
yesterday branded the findings of a party inquiry into the matter as "grossly
unfair".
Former Young Liberal national president Cam Tinley said the inquiry committee
had not spoken to him or the other people named in the report.
The report said Mr Tinley and two executives from the Young Liberals Stirling
branch had refused to disclose the source of about $1000 used to finance the
"igift"i memberships.

That gift membership was used not only in Stirling but also, according to this report, in
Cowan. That is the very area in which I am interested with regard to the role of the
mayor of Wanneroo, the member for Wannemoo, the Attorney General and the member
for Whitford. I suggest that as this inquiry into Dr Wayne Bradshaw unfolds, we shall
learn that he was more than likely the source funding the Young Liberals to buy
membership to the Liberal branches. It was so farcical within the northern suburbs that
one whole branch of the Liberal Party - south Whitford - in the lead-up to the election for
the federal seat of Moore, resigned in protest at the stackings being organised en masse
by Dr Wayne Bradshaw, the Attorney General and the member for Wanneroo. People
who were secretaries, presidents or members of the south Whitford branch are only too
willing to say they are no longer involved with the Liberal Party because of the role
played by the Bradshaw faction, which everybody says involved the Attorney General,
the member for Wanneroo and later the member for Whitford, who tried to fill
Dr Bradshaw's. role as the Liberal guru on the Wanneroo City Council when he took over
as mayor. He failed miserably because he did not have the political clout or driving
ambition of Dr Bradshaw, not only to manipulate a political party but also to bring in
finances from developments that had taken place.
In trying to paint that broad picture, setting the political scene, we see what was
happening at both a council and a political level. We know from the Kyle report that
Dr Wayne Bradshaw had a Liberal Party clique on the Wantneroo City Council which he
used to get through developments that he personally supported. It is interesting to note,
when one breaks down the Kyle report, considers the individual development
applications approved and reads the minutes of council meetings and copies of the
Wanneroo Times that, except for one, they were all rejected by the city planner. The city
planner advised the Wanneroo City Council that it should not approve the developments;,
that they did not meet the council's guidelines; that they did not comply with the
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standards of planning that had been set down by the city - the standard that should apply
not only to people who would give kickbacks, but also fairly to everybody. This political
guru was linked with his political disciples on council - the member for Wanneroo, the
member for Whitford and the member for Kingsley, who is now the Attorney General.
At the end of the day we will see how smart the Attorney General is. Everybody is
watching her but she has not measured up. That is not my judgment. I can sit down right
at this very moment and the people of Western Australia will make a judgment not on
me, but on the Attorney's actions. I am simply trying to get to the bottom of this matter,
to unwind what has become the most deceitful, corrupt area of politics this state has ever
seen.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You are trying to take advantage of innuendo and slur.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That is an interesting interjection from the Leader of the House.
All I am trying to do is to apply the standards that were applied by the Premier when he
was in opposition. They are the same standards he wanted to apply when he criticised
the Ministers of the previous government. I seek no more than the Premier did in those
days - that is to get to thre bottom of this sordid issue. The minutes of the Liberal Party
branch meeting show that Dr Wayne Bradshaw set out some two years in advance of
1989 to put those three people into Parliament. They were more than happy to be part of
that. They were ambitious and they wanted to be part of the party scene. We know that
the member for Wanneroo went further than that. We know be was a close business
associate of Dr Bradshaw, and a partner in Silkwood Nominees named in the Kyle report.
It was brought to our attention that he was a very close personal friend of the Attorney
General, and continues to be. In fact, so close was their personal relationship that when
the member for Wanneroo was a police officer, and acting as a real estate agent while a
police officer, and before Dr Wayne Bradshaw and his real estate partner Mr Harman fell
out - as reported in the Kyle report - the member for Wanneroo was operating his real
estate licence front Mr Harman's office. That is on the record. The member for
Wanneroo then switched over to a company known as Richadson and Wrench at
Joondalup that was owned by Colin Edwardes' mother and father and a bloke called
Thomnas or Thlompson who lives in Willetton. It is an interesting connection. I raise it
because it is the sort of link to the way this gang operated that people genuinely need to
question today. This was more than a convenient political relationship. This was about
setting up a method not only by which politics could be controlled but also by which
money which was illegally obtained, mainly from developers, could be used. The
Richardson and Wrench operation at Joondalup was a family company with links from
the Edwardeses to that company.
Mrs Edwardes: You would not dare say this outside.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: So it is not your husband's mother's company? Her name is not
on the tidle?
Mrs Edwardes: It is. Why don't you go one step further with your insinuations and take
this outside?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I do not know the point the Attorney General is making. We
have searched the titles office, because one tries to get all the information one can for a
speech like this.
Mrs Edwardes: It was reported in The West Australian last year.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: So what is the Attorney wordied about? It should be put on
record in Hlansard. That is the sort of link that people are now questioning. I remind the
Attorney General that the Kyle -report says that as mayor Dr Wayne Bradshaw sat on the
council for five years and never once divulged to the council that he was the owner of
Ron Harman Realty. He never once put up his hand and showed that he had a vested
interest, and it is interesting that the member for Wanneroo worked out of there with a
licence and he did not divulge that either. That is what we are faced with. When that
relationship fell apart, when thieves fell out, the member for Wanneroo switched to the
company owned by the Attorney General's mother-in-law. That is what is on record.
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Those sorts of questions must be asked. The Attorney General said it was in The West
Australian, and I will leave it at that. It is the sort of question thiac is being asked, and the
people of Western Australia deserve to have it answered. All 1 am seeking of the Premier
and the Government is no more than was done while they were on this side of the
House - diat is, calling on the Government for a royal commission. I am raising no
greater accusations of impropriety against Ministers of the Crown than members opposite
raised while they were in opposition.
Mr C.J. Barnett: There is a vast difference.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: What is the vast difference, Leader of the House? Tell me; you
are such a smarty.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You tell us. You purport to put up facts, but you give us lots of
innuendo, association, and tracing of family links. Show us where the impropriety is.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Is that all the Leader of the House wants me to do?
Mr CiJ. Bernett: There has been a lot of gutter politics. We have spent three weeks on
this.
Mr Taylor: You should recognise it because you indulged in gutter politics year after
year.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: My conscience is clear.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I doubt you have one.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: My conscience is clear. The Minister for Energy was not even
satisfied with the outcome of the royal commission. It never stopped him from making
damning attacks and continuing to call for the dismissal of Hon Joe Berinson in his role
as Attorney General.
Mr Pendal interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: fle member for South Perth is quite right; so he should not talk
to me about the moral standards I have on this side of the House in pursuing the truth.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Did you ever see an attack on Joe Berinson's family?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! The level of conversation is such that I
am having difficulty hearing the member for Peel. No doubt Hansard is also having the
same problem. I ask members to keep their conversations to a minimum and if they want
to carry on a loud conversation they should move outside.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I refer to the area of conflict with which the people of Western
Australia are concerned at the moment. This matter is about credibility and truth - ir is
not my credibility or what I say that is on the line. The Minister may be right; at some
time in the future that may be the case. However, at this stage it is the credibility of the
Government that is on the line. With reference to the Attorney General's campaign
funds, in a 48 hour period the following events took place: The Attorney General
suggested to the people of Western Australia that all she had received from Dr Wayne
Bradshaw was 32 000 and the loan of a facsimile machine. At the end of the same day
she said her campaign had cost $30 000 in total and she had had very little to do with
Dr Wayne Bradshaw. She said he was a friend, but not in a political sense. By the very
next day two interesting things happened: The member for Wanneroo, the business
partner of Dr Bradshaw, already setting in place the defence by which he and his partner
will stand when they go to court, said the same as Dr Bradshaw said from the Maldives;
that is, that Dr Bradshaw personally donated $30 000 to the member for Kingsley's
campaign. The member for Wanneroo put it in a different light. He said that
Dr Bradshaw was the key political operator and gave tens of thousands of dollars to the
Liberal Party. Dr Bradshaw said he gave $30 000 to the Attorney General, She said the
whole campaign cost only $30 000. I ask the Attorney General whether Dr Bradshaw, on
the basis of his own statement. paid for the whole of her campaign.
Mrs Edwardes: You are misrepresenting both points.
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: They are the questions to which the people of Western Australia
want to know the answers. By the end of the same day the Attorney General's campaign
manager - I presume that was her title - stated that in fact approximately $57 000 had
been spent. It is a pity the Premier is not here but, again, I raise this matter because they
are questions being asked by the Western Australian public. Why are there these
discrepancies? I might agree that the Minister may not be in a position to know every
single donor to her campaign, but sureiy it is her responsibility, as the candidate, to make
sure when accepting donations that she is not receiving drug money or tainted money of
any ind.

Point of Order
Mr CiJ. BAIRNETI: I think the member for Peel is going beyond what is reasonable
when he starts to make imputations of drug money and laundering of money. In this sort
of debate a fair amount of tolerance is allowed, but the sort of reference he is now
making is quite out of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! I will accept it as a partial point of
order. I believe some of the last few words he said in relation to drug money are
probably inappropriate arid reflect on another member in this House. I therefore ask him
to refrain from that sort of comment.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!

Debate Resumed
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Members opposite never cease to amaze me. I thought my
statement was quite unequivocal; I have no need to back away from it. I do not expect
the Attorney to know everybody who gave her a dollar. However, as the candidate, I
expect her to make sure it is a clean dollar. That is what the public expects. Under the
new federal legislation, which requires members to make sure every dollar is accounted
for at the end of their campaign, it is in members' best interest to ensure they are dealing
with clean and untainted dollars. One of the things the Leader of the House is concerned
about is the article I pointed to earlier about the Young Liberals stacking branches with
money. He has refused to tell the public where that money came from. The Liberal
Party set up an inquiry into the stacking of the branches and it demanded to know where
those Young Liberals got that money from. The West Australian said they refused to say.
It is amazing.
We are now looking at the federal seats that were involved in the Wanneroo Inc business.
It is the responsibility of the party and its leadership to resolve the matter. We are
seeking the same standards that the Leader of the Government sought from us when he
was in opposition. We are simply asking members opposite to apply the same standards
to themselves. If they cannot do that, as sure as night meets day that is how members
opposite will be judged on this matter. They are not willing to acknowledge that they are
dealing with a government in crisis. The Government is absolutely moribund because of
Wanneroo Inc. It is going nowhere. It cannot get that issue out of the headlines. Every
day there is a new story about the Attorney General's involvement with Dr Wayne
Bradshaw, and how she is running her department. In fact the running of her department
is a reflection of how she ran the northern suburbs with Dr Bradshaw. it is a disaster.
One cannot treat people in the way this group set out to do, and not expect them to come
running with tales. Their worry is they do not know where the next story is coming from.
They have upset so many people on the way through - key people in the Liberal Party
such as the Mck Nanoviches and the Brian Coopers. They were Liberal Party candidates
and are bow saying, "Norm, thank God you have raised this issue."
Several members interjected.
The ACTTNG SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The evidence of how moribund is this Government is indicated
by the fact that the member for Wanneroo has cancelled his education nrip to Europe so
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that he can stay behind to open his front door for the police; so chat he is on hand to play
the butler for the next detective who visits. Once upon a time they would call around to
say "G'day mate, how are you going?" Now they say, "Wbat are you doing here still?"
That is die difference; that is why he cancelled his trip. The Opposition is so concerned
because it is receiving information which raises questions which should be answered in
the light of the actions of Dr Wayne Bradshaw and his henchmen in the northern suburbs.
Norma Rundle, a successful local government candidate in the 1989 election in
Wannemoo, was asked by Colin Edwardes to run for the seat of Wanneroo. On being
approached she told Mr Edwardes that she did not have the financial resources to run for
the seat. She was then advised that there would be no problems; that her finances. would
be looked after. Does the Attorney General agree that at the time of being asked she was
a constant visitor to the Edwardes' house?
Mrs Edwaides: Whom are you talking about?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I ain talking about Norma Rundle. Did she visit the Attorney
General's house on a number of occasions?
Mrs Edwardes: Keep going.
Mr Kobeike: That is an embarrassed laugh.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That is interesting.
Mrs Roberts: Maybe it is a nervous giggle.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The member for Glendalough describes it very well. When
Norma Rundle indicated that she was willing to run but needed har finances looked after,
Colin Edwaitles, as a political operative from the Wanneroo council, told her that
Dr Wayne Bradshaw would pick up the tab. Norma Rundle was a little concerned about
that because she had heard by then that although Bradshaw was willing to pay the funds
of many candidates who ran, sometimes if they lost he did not come forward with the
money. She telephoned Dr Bradshaw herself and was advised by him that he was willing
to pay the money in advance - she could not afford to have debt - and that he would get
Colin Edwardes to telephone her that afternoon to arrange to deliver the money.
It is true that no such telephone call took place and it is true also that no money changed
hands. However, to finish the story, when she went to her first council meeting she was
approached by David King, in front of witnesses whom she has named, who
congratulated her on winning. He informed her that Dr Bradshaw had called a meeting
and it was decided that she was uncontrollable and not worth financing. I do not suggest
that the Attorney General knew anything about that activity. That is up to the people of
Western Australia to judge. Her name was not mentioned by Norma Rundle other than
as being present in the house on numerous occasions when she was asked by Colin
Edwardes to run for council. They were close working allies. The Wanneroo Times
shows that the Hepburn Heights issue was the vehicle by which the parties met. Norma
Rundle was a concerned citizen and the Edwardeses, I suppose as concerned citizens,
saw the opportunity to claim some political mileage-
Without suggesting that the Attorney General was involved in that activity, they are the
sorts of stories which the Norma Rundies of this world are telling all over die northern
suburbs. They believe Wannemoo Inc has reached such a level that the truth must come
out. I have heard stories from witnesses who saw Colin Edwardes on 20 April 1991 hand
over at a soccer game a 50 mm bundle of $100 notes to a key person in the community.
Those people are willing to come forward and say that this happened within reach of
them; that the conversation they overheard was Colin Edwardes saying to a leader in the
community that he wanted that person to take the money for the work he had carried out
for him. When the community leader said that he did not want the money Colin
Edwardes continued to insist that he take it. Once again, the community leader said no.
Cohin Edwardes continued to insist that he take the $100 notes. An eye witness says that
he was so close that he could see the colour of the notes in the 50 mm bundle, which the
doctor took on the third occasion.
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The member for Wannerco will know the incident because he was there. He was with
the Attorney General's husband when he handed over the money. He could not help
himself. At least Colin Edwardes had the good grace to hand over the money and then
walk away. The member said to the witness, 'The game's all over mare; you're rorted.
There's only two weeks to go to the election;, you're finished. We have just fixed that."
Mr Shave: Sour grapes.
Mr MRLBOROUGH: Again, I am not suggesting chat that action involved the
Attorney General. I am suggesting simply that this Government should apply to itself the
same standards that it sought to have the former government apply when it was in office;
that is, the calling of the royal commission and the voluntary standing down of Ministers
so we could get to the bottom of what became known as WA Inc. These stories may well
have been rumours for a number of years but now people are puffing their names to them.
It is not only Norm Marlborough who is putting forward these stories. People can either
love me or hate me. I do not really care.
Mr CJ. Barnett: You have come in here -

Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House should wait.
Mr C.I. Barnett: You are not willing to put up when it comes to the crunch.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House reminds me of Jack and the beanstalk
with the giant. He knows only one way up, and he is going one way down. He is not
worth worrying about
Mr CiJ. Barnett: This is another sleazy accusation without fact.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: There is more to come.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Can I ask you a question?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House can ask me what he likes, but I am nor
listening.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Because you don't want to be rested on what you say.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am not the one who is being tested.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You have parliamentary privilege. You should tell the House who the
person was who allegedly received the 50 mm bundle of notes, then the public can ask
him the truth of the matter.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I thought I had done that. What about asking the member for
Wanneroo; he knows.
Mr Ci. Barnett: I am asking you. Put up or shut up.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House has the opportunity to get from the
member for Wanneroo probably the only honest statement he has given since he has been
a member of Parliament. The Leader of the House should ask the member to whom the
money was given.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Why won't you name the person? You raised the issue in this
Parliament. Why do you lack the courage or integrity to follow through with the
accusation? You have come in here and accused a private member of the community of
handing over money at a soccer match. Put up the name or shut up. Here is your big
chance to get the front page of The West Australian. Let us see the Leader of the
Opposition back you up, too, on this exercise. Let us all be in this together if you want to
go down that path.
Mr Taylor: You have already been down that path, so you would recognise it well.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order!
Mr Ci. Barnett: I want to know where you stand.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I remind the member for Peel to look at his motion
very closely and centre his remarks around the motion.
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: I thought I was doing that.
The ACTING SPEAKER: No, you are not. You art beginning to stray onto dangerous
groundL andlIask you to look -
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Mr Acting Speaker, do you not want me to answer the question
put by the Leader of the House?
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am quite happy to have interjections, but I remind you of the
motion before the House. You should stick to that motion.

Point of Order
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Mr Acting Speaker, I want to know how you can rule that
anything 1 have said is out of step with the part of the motion which refers to -

(b) the role she and her husband played in controlling Liberal factions within
the Wanneroo, City Council in conjunction with Dr Wayne Bradshaw and
the member for Wanneroc;

(c) the ongoing investigations into the activities of the member for Wanneroc,
as highlighted in the Kyle report, that included a close business
relationship with Dr Wayne Bradshaw; and

(d) involvement of Dr Wayne Bradshaw in eliciting money from developers
improperly.

I am talking about a soccer game that occurred two weeks before the local government
elections in 1991. Dr Wayne Bradshaw was there, according to the official guest list of
the Wanneroo Council. Thuee councillors were invited - Dr Wayne Bradshaw,
Councillor Smith and Councillor Colin Edwardes. Dr Wayne Bradshaw opened the
function and then left. My witness was there campaigning politically for himself for
election to local government. He was talking to a community leader to see what he could
do to gain his support for the coming election - what assistance would the community
need, and what he could do. At the same gathering, Colin Edwardes and Wayde Smith,
the now member for Wannerco. were banding out pink political pamphlets for Dr Wayne
Bradshaw.
Mr C.J Barnett: Is this a speech or a point of order?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am going on with my speech. What is wrong with that?
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! You took a point of order and it is a very long winded
point of order, and I was wondering when you were going to get to the conclusion. Your
last remarks show that you clearly think you are not speaking to dhe point of order but
continuing your speech. To answer your original point of order, I want to remind you
that you are getting very close to alleging corruption on the part of two members of this
House, and that is not actually contained in your motion. I was advising you to stick to
your motion and not stray over the edge.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Which two members in this House?
The ACTING SPEAKER: The two members about whom you have been talking. I am
not going to have a debate with you now; I am pointing out that you should be wary and
stick closely to your motion.

Debate Resumed
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am not sure you are listening to the speech I am giving,
Mr Acting Speaker, but I thank you for your guidance. I am talking about only one
member being at the function; the other member was not at the function. I made that
clear from the outset. l am not talking about the Attorney General being at the function, I
am talking about her husband being at the function. I am talking about the conflict of
interest that she has with her husband's role in running the politics of Wanneroo in
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conjunction and working with the fugitive Dr Wayne Bradshaw. This was not simply a
friendship; this was a political link.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Gone off die soccer game, have we?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I will come back to the soccer genie; I have not left it at all. The
Minister just does no: want me to talk about it any more.
Mr C.). Barnett: I do want you to talk about it.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Minister does not even want to know the result of the
soccer gamne.
Mr CiJ. Barnert: When you come into this House and use parliamentary privilege to
imply corruption, the corrupt act not only of giving money but also of receiving money,
and then lack the courage to name the person so chat that person - and I do not know who
it is. I have no idea - who has now been impugned by your action and has no opportunity
to defend himself -
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: As I have said before to the mob opposite, all the Leader of the
House demonstrates with that sort of inteijection is his own standing in the community; it
says more about his position then mine. What he does in making that sort of statement is
ignore what 1 have put before him. I have already said that there is an independent
witness, with nothing to gain from politics; and I have already suggested, and I am doing
it again, that the other witness to the event was the member for Wanneroo. Why not ask
the member for Wannemoo who got the money?
Mr C.J. Barnett: For one reason: You are the one who raised it in the House. Put up or
shut up. You are down at the level where your discussion is. You are a wimp!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House is a typical Claremont winger He has
very little go in hinm, very little substance end very little run. He runs between the half
back flank and the half forward flank, and that is about the length of the field he knows.
Mr C.J. Barnett: At leaut I don't come in here and impugn members of the public.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Oh. is that so? And nobody on the member's side does that?
Several members inteijected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House should ask the member for Wanneroo
who got the money. He was there. He saw it happen. It will be a question asked of the
member for Wenneroo by the media even if the Leader of the House and the Premier will
not ask him. This is all about leadership. This is coming home to show the style of
leadership of the Governmen The people will not tolerate this smokescreen the
Government is putting around dhe Attorney General. If members opposite continue with
the smokescreen they will all suffocate. The money in $100 notes was handed to Dr Van
Phac Nguyen, the leader - or one of the leaders; he was not such a good leader, although
Mrs Edwardes might have thought he was in terms of the numbers he could supply
because the Attorney General ran him as her candidate in the 1994 local government
elections. He got beaten, and do members opposite know why he was beaten? He was
beaten by a very smart, intelligent Vietnamese community. The Attorney General's
candidate was beaten in 1994, but to reward him, this man who took the hundred dollars
at a footy game - I do not know what he took the hundred dollars for -
Mrs Edwardes: A hundred dollar note or a hundred dollars?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I said "hundred dollars"; a 50 mm roll of hundred dollar notes.
She was not satisfied. She said, "Sorry you lost the local government election, but I will
put you on the constitutional committee." That is where he is now; he is on the
constitutional committee. The Attorney General was not at the soccer game and played
no role in handing over the hundred dollars. I am not suggesting what the hundred
dollars were for.
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They are the questions to which the public demands to know the answers. How can this
person continue in her role as Attorney General when her husband has been so linked
with the Bradshaw activities in the northern suburbs and with the Liberal Punty activities
and, to put it bluntly, has been the bag man for Dr Wayne Bradshaw?
Mr Lewis: That is your accusation.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: It is, and it is the same accusation made by everybody who is
telling me the story. I tried to warn the Attorney General last week by telling her that
people in the various branches of the Liberal Party and others who saw this sordid mess
unfold are now running and telling stories.
Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Of course people have given me money.
Mr Lewis: Why don't we conduct an inquiry into that?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I invite members opposite to do that. It hurts members opposite
to know they can do all those things to me because it does not worry me, I do not give a
damn - what do I have to hide? Establish an inquiry and I will give the Government the
bank books. All the money is accounted for. I am prepared to put my financial details on
the cable, which is more than members opposite are prepared to do. Members opposite
are having a go at me, but let us consider what the Liberal Party said in the last two
weeks it is not willing to do. The Premier is not willing to put the 1989 financial records
of the Liberal Party on the Table of the House or hand them over to an appropriate
inquiry. The Opposition knows that the relevant information was put before the Royal
Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters because the
Premier said so in Hansard. The commission commented on them. It is all right for
members opposite to have a go at me.
I have written to the Attorney General nominating the appointment of justices of the
peace. How long does it take her office to turn around a JP1?
Mrs Edwardes: It depends upon the police investigation. In situations involving
Aboriginal, remote and ethnic communities the applications go through very quickly. It
depends on the nature of them.
Mr Court: Under your government we did not get any through.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Quite honestly, I did not think that was such a bad thing. Hon
Joe Berinson said there were too many J~s doing nothing and why should the
government waste money appointing more.
Mr Court: He appointed a lot. Get your facts right.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: He put a moratorium on them. I ask every member of
Parliament in this House to examine his or her conscience and consider how long it takes
this Attorney General to have a turnaround for a JP.
Mr Tubby: With Joe Berinson - two years.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am talking about this Minister. Dr Van Phat Nguyen, who is
now on the constitutional committee and who was beaten as the Liberal Party's candidate
in the Wanneroo City Council election for the south ward this year because of his
rejection by a very smart and intelligent Vietnamese community - they were the people
members opposite worked on to try to win their support - was appointed a justice of the
peace by the Attorney General in only six and a half weeks. That is unbelievably quick
for a police record check to be done on somebody. I have never known a government
department to move that quickly.
Although the Attorney General was not at the soccer game when the money was passed
over, this is part of her involvement. She has full knowledge of who is involved in the
Liberal Party, who are her friends out there and how long they have been her friends.
Dr Wayne Bradshaw introduced her to them in the same way as he introduced her to the
rest of the Liberal Party. They are all part of Wanneroo Inc and this is how the Attorney
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General looks after them. Sadly for the Attorney General, people are now coming out
and willing the truth. These people sre willing to stand up and be counted.
One wonders why people do not want their names mentioned and that is understandable
when one reads the Kyle report and determines from it what is the track record of these
people. Several people have spoken out against this band of vagabonds and I will outline
what happened to them. Mr Arnold Dammers said on '"The 7.30 Report' that when he sat
in his sear at the Wanneroc City Council and opened an envelope tre was a white
feather in it and he received death threats. He also said that two councillors threatened
him by saying they would divulge his police record. Members should chink about that,
Members opposite may not like me, but these people are ordinary citizens. Members
opposite have the audacity to sit here and ask how I dare raise these matters. I dare
because these people dare. Do members know what has happened with this sordid mess?
Mr C.J. Barnett: The challenge for you was to name these people and reluctantly you
have done that.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House is involved in it. What happened is
shocking his colleagues. It is unbelievable. Before today these people dared on their
own and they suffered at the hands of the Attorney General's husband, Dr Wayne
Bradshaw and the member for Wanneroo. As I said, Arnold Danimers received death
threats and was cold by two councillors that they would expose the details of a criminal
record he had when he was 16 years old. He is now a successful businessman. This is
not fiction or Marlborough making it up as he is going along; it is exactly what happened.
Mr Lewis: What are you saying?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am saying that the Attorney General's husband was involved
in it.
Mr Lewis: That is an outrageous statement.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am suggesting the member for Wanneroo - NIr Acting Speaker
(Mr Johnson) you are in a precarious position because you were on the City of Wanneroo
Council when these things were going on, but you amt safe for another day -

Points of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETI: Mr Acting Speaker, this is a difficult situation for you.
Mrs Hallahan: Get him out of the Chair.
Several members interjected.
Mr CSJ. BARNETT7: It is quite inappropriate for the position of Chatr to be brought into
a debate.
Several members inteijected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order!
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition does not seem
to stop talking when I ask her to do so. When I call order, she should come to order.
This is not a point of order. I have no problem sitting in the Chair. The member for Peel
can say whatever he likes within the bounds of the standing orders. It would be totally
inappropriate for me to enter into this debate from die Chair. I hope I will have the
opportunity later this evening to answer anything the member for Peel may wish to say
against me.
Mr RIPPER:- It would seem appropriate, given the nature of this debate and the point of
order taken by the Leader of the House, that since you, Mr Acting Speaker, are acting in
the position of Speaker and since the Deputy Speaker and another Deputy Chairman of
Committees are in this House, that you leave the Chair to take the opportunity to
participate in this debate.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! That is not a point of order, it is a matter of opinion.

1816 [ASSEMBLY)



[Wednesday, 15 June 1994] 81

The member for Peel is at liberty to say whatever he likes about me while I am in the
Chair in the same way as he would if the Speaker were in the Chair. It would be
inappropriate for me to enter the debate from this position. I am happy to keep order and
to make sure that members do not go beyond the bounds of the motion before the Chair.

Debate Resumed
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I am sure you recall that the
minute you took your position in the Chair I asked about my ability to raise issues with
you while you were in that position. I was concerned that you may have been put in an
unfair position. I did not move to put you in the Chair. If the Leader of the House.
believes that you are in an unfair position he should get you out of the Chair.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I do not control who is in the Chair.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: AD] I am saying is chat it was clear between you, Mr Acting
Speaker, and me that I was concerned about your position in the Chair.
The statements I have made today have been brought forward by people who have
nothing to gain but the truth. When the Leader of the House attacks me about my role, it
means nothing to me, because I know there are people in die community who have paid a
far greater price than I ever will in tryig to get to the truth of Wanneroo Inc. They have
been subjected to death threats, personal innuendo, and the threat thai their criminal
record will be disclosed to their famnilies. We know that Councillor Baddock committed
suicide, under strange circumstances, after a week of intense problems. That is all in the
Kyle report. We will have an opportunity in the future to revisit Councillor Baddock.
When the Leader of the House has a go at me from the lofty heights of his Claremont
residence, it does not affect me at all.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Mossie Park, actually.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: They have moved him out of Claremont. It does not affect me
at all. I amn just a simple lad, who likes simple things.
Mr Shave: We could not disagree with that.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Exactly. I knew the member for Melville would not disagree,
because he has known me for a long time.
Mr Cunningham: Did Baddock really commit suicide?
Several members inteijected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That will be revisited. That is a legitimate interjection. That
question is being asked by many key people in Wanneroo.
I want to give the Government some idea about the things that are being said. Arnold
Darnmers is quite happy for his name to be used. He has been in die media. He has been
subjected to death threats, and to a threatened expose of some criminal activities
committed when he was 15. He was never charged, but that did not stop that gang
opposite from threatening him; they were not interested in whether he had been charged.
What we are dealing with here is unbelievable. If members opposite think I am the only
one telling the story, they have a lot to answer for. Shortly before the 1989 state election,
Arnold Dammers said that he was contacted by Dr Wayne Bradshaw, who asked if he
would donate to the camnpaign of Cheryl Edwardes. He agreed to do so, and
Dr Bradshaw then said that he would have Colin Edwardes contact him to discuss the
amount and the method of payment.
Dr Gallop: The method?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Yes. This is the Liberal Party scam that we are now coming to.
Colin Edwardes then suggested to Arnold Damnmers that, rather than make a cash
donation, he could pay for some advertising space for Cheryl Edwardes in the Wannero
Times. Arnold Dainmers agreed to the arrangements described above, and Cohin
Edwardes said he would have the Wanneroo Times bill him directly. Anyone who knows
Arnold Danimers would know him to be a man who will go to any lengths to find and tell
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the truth. He has suffered from the modus operandi of members opposite. He was
telephoned, usually late at night or early in the morning - that was usually the job of the
member for Warneroo, because he knew all the police tactics - with the threat that his
criminal record would be divulged. The member for Wanneroo was the bloke who
sourced and fed diem all of that information about criminal records. Dammers was nor
the only one who was threatened in that way. Baddock was also threatened, just before
he committed suicide, and he went to see Brian Cooper and told him about it.
We are dealing heme with potentially the most disgraceful thing that this stare has seen in
many years. After all of the inquiries of the royal commission and all of the money that
it spent it said that although it could pass judgment on whether there was bad or good
government, it could not find corruption. We have in this situation total corruption. We
have people in the community who are willing to say they were exposed to this
corruption. We have seen the third part of how members opposite operate - issue writs.
That is how the Wanneroo City Council operated. The Edwardeses and the member for
Wanneroo issued writs left, tight and centre. Any person who moved to expose what was
going on in the Wanneroo, council was issued with a writ by this gang of rogues and
vagabonds opposite. They would steal the eyes our of a dead man, and take the pennies
as webl, if they could. That is what they were capable of doing.
I say, now that the Premier is here, that I am seeking to set no higher standard for how he
should act in regard to this matter than that he sought when he was Leader of the
Opposition and was demanding that we call a royal commission and that Ministers be
stood aside. Now is the time for the Premier to apply those same standards and to set in
place a process whereby the people of Western Australia can find out the truth about this
sordid mess - this Wanneroo Ic, this stone around the Government's neck that will
drown it.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [5.36 pm]: I will concentrate on the way in which these
matters conflict with the duties and responsibilities of the State's frst law officer.
Mr Court: Are you going to pick the eyes out of dead bodies?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Possibly the eyes our of the material that has come to light. I have
made the point previously in this place that the greatest fault of this Attorney is that she
has no understading of the nature of her role as the first law officer of this State. She
has no understanding of the fact that a person in the position of Attorney General must
remove herself from the politics of the day and her personal interests and ensure that
everyone's perception of the way in which justice is being administered in Western
Australia is that it is absolutely impartial, fair, and free of any personal interests.
Since this Attorney has achieved that office, she has simply denied all the responsibilities
that that office entails. She has had the benefit of advice from former Attorney General
Hon Ian Medcalf; the example of former Attorney Genera Hon Joe Berinson; and advice
from me, the judges, and almost everyone involved in the administration of the court
system. However, rather than listen to any of that advice, her personal interests continue
to rake precedence over her role as the first law officer. Her political interests and those
of her political party, and the interests of her family and friends, continue to take
precedence over the proper administration of justice in this Stare. It comes as no surprise
to me that after 16 months in the job, this Attorney is receiving letters like the one which
she received from the Chief Judge of the District Court, and like the one from the former
President of the Children's Court dated 21 December 1993; that statements by that
former president, which reflect his views in that letter, are published in this morning's
The West Australian and made in a public arena; and that concerns are being expressed at
Law Society meetings about her conduct, and which, I am privy to say, extend to the
dealings of the Chief Judge with this Attorney.
Mr Lewis: How can you say that? You have no idea what the Chief Justice would have
said to her.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I can assure the Minister that the system is leaking all over the place.
Mr Lewis: It is a fabrication.
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Mr D.L. SMiTH: I can say all of that, knowing that it is the truth and that it reflects their
view that this Attorney's problems are such that she can no longer continue to hold
office. The Premier should see that, and stand her down. The judges have been trying to
go over the Attorney's head to the Premier about budget and other matters. That is why
they like direct discussions with him. The judges have had great difficulty in arranging
meetings with the Attorney General because of the personal difficulties that exist
between her and the individual members of the judiciary.
One need only look at some of the correspondence, to which we are privy, to understand
the sorts of things reflected in the correspondence with the relevant judicial officers. A
letter from Judge Jackson to the ministry reads -

May I simply express the hope that in future if it is to be said that the judiciary
have been consulted about these matters then appropriate arrangements can be
made for papers to be distributed in advance and for there to be meaningful
discussion.

Clearly, the message there was that it was being said by the Attorney in the public arena
that the judiciary had been consulted on some matters, when they had not been provided
with copies of the papers that were being discussed, and there had been no meaningful
discussions in relation to them. The judge continues -

The issues are not at all assisted by the fact that the judiciary and the court system
has to operate within the context of a much larger Ministry dominated by other
interests. I think some decision must be made presumably at the highest level,
either to consult adequately with the court system and the judiciary or not to
consult at all at least until a separate Department for court administration is
created...

When the Director of Public Prosecutions was asked whether some of the delay could be
avoided by exercising his discretion not to prosecute more effectively, he said -

The matter is outside the terms of reference. The DPP has published a
Prosecution Policy. While I acknowledge that my staff are still becoming
familiar with its use, the decision to terminate a charge is a quasi judicial decision
and should not be a factor in criminal case management by the courts.

And further on -

I must say at the time I met with the Director General and the Chief Judge, it was
not my intention that you would be second guessing the work already done and in
particular the work of the Chief Justice's Criminal Delay Reduction Project.

Clearly, with the Attorney General's attitude, and the dominance of her administration by
the corrective services end of the ministry, she is creating mistrust and misunderstanding
with the judges and the Director of Public Prosecutions. The Attorney knows that the
Chief Justice has asked for an extra judge, and that request has not been met; the
Attorney knows about some of the problems she has had in her dealings with him -upon
which I will not expand. All of this began with the most splendid example that will not
go away. I refer to the Attorney's capacity to mislead and to exercise second-guess
judgments about her own standards and integrit.
That, of course, was the statement prior to the last election that she recognised that her
husband, Colin Edwardes, could no longer continue to work in the ministry if she became
the Attorney General. That was her public rhetoric, but as soon as she became the
Attorney General she allowed her personal interest in the career of her husband to cause
her to reconsider her commitment made prior to the election. It extends all over the place
with Wannerco Inc, and the appointment of the FOI Commissioner.
The Attorney should have sought someone impartial and independent of the Government.
But she appointed to that position someone who had had an election sign in her front yard
saying "Vote for Cheryl Edwardes". Thte Attorney's personal relationship with the
applicant was more important than the notion that the person holding the office of FOI
Commissioner should be someone seen as being impartial by both sides of this
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Parliament But the Attorney was not prepared to do that- She exercised her patronage to
her friends and supporters in the electorate.
It is a similar situation in relation to the appointment of justices of the peace. We know
that members of Parliament generally have been accorded the privilege of being
automatically appointed as justices of the peace, after proper consideration. But the
Attorney General should have been able to perceive, in the case of t member for
Wanneroo, that could not be the case. Instead, the Attorney allowed her personal
judgment and her links and friendship with the member for Wannerco to override that
judgment- She appointed him, knowing that he was the subject of investigations by the
police and knowing of his association with Dr Wayne Bradshaw. That reflects on the
integrity and standing of every justice of the peace in Western Australia. Is it any
wonder that one of the complaints made by Mr Will Rowe about the Attorney General
was that he was not able to devote his full time to his job because he was constantly
being asked to represent the Attorney at training seminars for justices of the peace? One
of the reasons the Attorney avoids the seminars is that she knows that her relationship
with justices generally is at rock bottom because of the way in which she has destroyed
their reputation and integrity by appointing the member for Wanneroo as a justice of the
peace.
Also, the Attorney General knows about the person that the member for Peel was talking
about in relation to the cash contribution paid over by her husband to his election
campaign. There were barely six weeks between that person's nomination as a justice by
the member for Marangaroo, and the appointment of that person. I do not know of
anyone in this state who has been appointed as a justice of the peace so quickly. The
Attorney General wrote to all members of Parliament at the time that person was
appointed as a justice of the peace. She stated that the appointment of justices of the
peace was under review, and that the Attorney would not be appointing new justices until
the review was completed. Six weeks was hardly enough time for a proper police
investigation and report. She appointed her political supporters and her husband's
political supporters in the City of Wanneroo to be justices of the peace. flat says an
enormous amount about the way the Attorney is willing to use her official office for the
patronage of her friends.
When we talk to people in the corrective services area of the inistry of Justice, we are
told that the major problem in the corrective services and youth justice areas is the fact
that most of the major changes being implemented are being made by people who have
been dropped into the ministry at the direction of the Attorney and under her patronage.
We should not worry about the old purple circle. It is doing its best to defend the system.
It is the people from outside who are dropped in by the Attorney General who create
problems in the administration of the ministry.
It does not matter with whom we talk, we get the same story. When the Attorney
General wanted to get rid of people who were formerly responsible for court
administration, she decided that in future people who were in charge of that area should
have tertiary legal qualifications. The Attorney General knew that those on her hit list
were not so qualified when she imposed that criterion; therefore, they would be
automatically excluded from being candidates for those positions. Mr Will Rowe was
brought across and, fortunately, after a very short space of time learned the character of
the Attorney General and, in disapproval of her, has allowed himself to be retired early
from that position and has gone back to Victoria in disgust.
What do we now find with the Attorney General's search for his replacement? Her
preferred candidate does not have the tertiary legal qualifications upon which she insisted
in order to get rid of the candidate that she did not approve of last time. What has the
Attorney Genera done? She has removed the requirements for that qualification so that
her nominee can get the guernsey. Putting that person into the director of courts
administration position for a short time is just the first step towards the Attorney
General's making him the deputy director general of the department. This is someone
who has come from outside the ministry to be her political adviser and who was then
appointed as a permanent public servant in the inistry of Justice, and now is to get the
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guernsey as the director of court services and then to become the deputy director general
of the Justice Ministry. That is the way this Attorney General distributes patronage to her
friends.
What has the Minister for Public Sector Management to say about how this conforms
with the Public Sector Management Bill? How does that apply to the way in which this
Attorney General is utilising her ministry? Let us look at the case in relation to the
extended circle of that adviser. The preferred people from outside the ministry who were
associated with that adviser prior to his coming into the Attorney General's ministerial
office have been hand-picked. Thie Attorney General has been writing little messages on
files saying. 'This candidate is my preferred candidate for this position." This Attorney
General is interfering, trying to play the role of chief executive, not knowing how she is
degrading the standards of integrity required of a Minister and an Attorney General, not
knowing the consequences of what she is doing to the courts administration, and putting
her personal interests ahead of those of the office that she holds.
In relation to the current court proceedings which supposedly have been begun against
me and Mr Peter Kyle - I hope to get a copy of the writ soon by courtesy of the solicitors
handling this matter on behalf of the Attorney General's husband - let us look at the
standards involved. The Attorney General had the deceit to say that she did not know
that her husband intended to take that court action. Yet in The West Australian of 6
November last year, her husband made a public statement that he was considering such
action. It reminds me that she was not aware of any allegations of corruption at
Wanneroo, even though the local newspapers were absolutely full of it. The Attorney
General was saying, "I did not hear about that; I did not see it. Although it was in the
newspaper, I did not know that the person whom I go home to every night was
considering issuing court proceedings at his own expense against the former Minister and
Mr Peter Kyle." That is incredible. I do not accept that it is a fact. It simply reflects that
this Attorney General is prepared to say anything in the public arena that suits her
political interests, and anything in this House that she thinks will obfuscate the truth
about her intentions and motives and the personal interests that are dominating her
judgment about so many of these matters.
She has said that somehow or other she will distance herself from this matter by handing
all of it over to the Solicitor General and devolving some of her responsibilities for the
administration of the Solicitor General's Office to the Minister for Local Government.
She knows the whole of the Crown Solicitor's Office is the subject of a review initiated
by her and this Premier. She also knows that the Crown Solicitor is on her hit list, that it
was partly the Premier's suggestion that the Crown Solicitor go onto that hit list because
of the Premier's niew of that person on the basis of advice he had received from people
outside the Government who ame now directly involved in that review of the Crown
Solicitor's Office. That outside person is Mr Bill Hassell. A political person like
Mr Hassell eased into a contract involving consultancy services for $180 000 when the
best estimate of the cost of those services by those who were designing the specifications
for the tender was $60 000. He is now directly involved, as a former Liberal Leader of
the Opposition in this state and a former Liberal president in this state, in that review.
Mr Lewis: Is he a former Attorney General?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am not sure whether he made it. He had the Corrective Services
portfolio at one time.
Mr Lewis: But he would qualify.
Mr D.L. SMITFH: He is qualified but he has a very strong political colour and odour
about him. The Crown Solicitor, who is expected to be conducting the defence on her
husband's behalf, is placed in a position of insecurity by this Attorney General. She has
claimed that she will be independent. We will see how independent she is when she
makes a decision and when she tells this Parliament whether she will involve herself in
the prosecution of that action by her husband. Will she give evidence on his behalf?
Will she provide an alibi about certain matters, so-called? Will she provide evidence or
rationalise her husband's behaviour? Will she do those things? She has not separated
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herself from this matter. If so, she has achieved only half of the equation in separating
herself from chose proceedings. A person cannot go into the courts as an Attorney
General and purport to give evidence and ask the courts which are considering that
evidence to treat her as they would treat any other witness. I learnt the lesson in the firs
few weeks when I was the Minister for Justice. I appeared in the Administrative Appeals
Tribunal trying to complete a matter on behalf of a constituent in relation to a Telecom
Australia compensation claim. The very next day it camne back to me from judges, who
were not involved in those proceedings, that they thought it was inappropriate for me to
be appearing in a federal jurisdiction because I was the State Minister for Justice, which
could clearly be seen to be influencing their decision making in a way that was
inappropriate.
I had not perceived that on that occasion but I immediately accepted chat advice and,
thereafter, ceased to appear for anybody in any of those matters which I had formerly
been involved in and asked for chose matters to be passed to other solicitors. The
Attorney General's position will be absolutely no different, whether she appears as an
advocate or as a witness in her husband's proceedings. She is not a beginner. People
have been trying to advise her for 18 months about the standards that she must attain.
When the Attorney Gener-al goes into the proceedings as a witness, when she sits by as a
loyal spouse watching the proceedings with her husband and his friends, she will be
exercising an influence for no other reason than that she is the Attorney General for the
state of Western Australia. She will not be appearing before a federal Admninistaive
Appeals Tribunal; she will be appearing directly in front of the judges for whose
appointment she is responsible and whose courts she is responsible for administering.
The Premier should see chat the Attorney General cannot divorce herself from her
relationship with her husband. Uf her husband, after 18 months, has deemed it
appropriate to take action about the Kyle report, he and the Attorney General should see
the obvious consequences of what the Attorney General's husband has done; that is, he
has created a conflict of interest for her, the judges and the Crown Solicitor with which
no concept of suddenly dividing herself from a situation is comparable.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm
Mr D.L SMITH: I regret that the Premier is not present, because I really wanted to
address some of my concluding remarks to him. On ABC TV news tonight he was
confronting the judiciary on the basis that it should stay out of government. I want the
Premier clearly to understand that the problem in Western Australia is not the judiciary
getting involved in government but rather the Government getting involved in the
judiciary. I will quote from a source in which the Premier may have some interest, which
is the McCarrey commission report at page 55, where it speaks of Parliament and the
judiciary. It reads -

The Consolidated Revenue Fund estimates provide, in Part 1, separate estimates
for expenditure on the functions of Parliament. The amount voted for
parliamentary salaries (and chose of judges) is fixed by statute and, rightly, does
not lie at the discretion of Executive Government.
There is, however, no separate vote for the operation of law courts which, in the
Commission's view, is anomalous given the centrality to our legal and social
system of ensuring the separation of Parliament, Executive Government and the
Judiciary. Funds for court services are presently provided as part of the vote for
the Crown Law Department. The Court Services Program is a division of the
department with the express role of supporting and participating with the
judiciary in the management of the court system.

It later scares -

Under the present arrangements there tends to be a blurring of the lines of
admintistrative authority and responsibility of the judicial officers, who have a
serious interest in the administration of the courts, and those who are responsible
only for administration.
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The general thrust of that is that, in the view of the McCarrey commission, and I might
say the views of die judges, the Law Society and the Opposition, clearly there should be a
clear separation of powers and a clear division of responsibility. The only reason the
judiciary in this state has been provoked into action is the defence of that separation of
powers. Rather than criticising the courts, the Premier should be looking at his own
record in that regard.
I refer also to the reasons given in the other place for the resignation of Mr Will Rowe.
This answer was given on behalf of the Attorney General -

Mr Rowe decided not to seek renewal of his contract on the basis that he felt
unable to address the emerging issues for courts administration "in the resource
competitive context of an omnibus department". The Director General of the
Ministry of Justice informed the Attorney General that Mr Rowe was made well
aware that his calls for the establishment of an independent courts administration
were not consistent with the Government policy at this time.

Everyone told this Government and this Attorney General at the time when the omnibus
department was being created that it would lead to corrective services driving the whole
judicial administration in the state, and that was wrong in principle and wrong ethically
and it would lead to that blurring about which the Premier is now complaining. The only
reason the judges are coming out as strongly as they are is that they are defending judicial
independence and the judicial system and they feel they have to do it in the face of
attacks being made upon them by this Attorney.
I personally, and I am sure members on this side of the House, do not find the hard ball
politics of the 1990s easy. We know when we raise these matters in this way that we are
dealing with people whom in many cases we do not know; but the issues are important. I
say this to the Premier: The fact that this Attorney has got herself into this mess does not
have to do with my forensic skills, or with any parliamentary or investigative skills thac I
or any other members on this side might have. The problems of this Attorney are entirely
of her own making. As I have said before, she has had advice from all sorts of different
sources - former Attorney General Medcalf, the judges, the Opposition in this place - but
what does she do but go on digging a bigger and bigger hole, not by any unfair attacks by
this Opposition but by virtue of her own actions. The simple fact of the matter is that the
hole is now so big that the Attorney is never going to get out. In fairness to the judges -
and I do not like publishing correspondence between judges and Attorneys General in
government and I do not like involving the judiciary in the politics of this place - it would
be remiss of us on this side of the House not to use the information that we have to
highlight the desperate plight of the courts.
Mr Court: Defend yourself with that.
Several members intrjected.
Mr DL. SMiTH We on this side know that the only reason the Premier is supporting
the Attorney is the support she gave him in his original leadership bids. We also know
that discussions have taken place in the past couple of months about the Premier's
performance and whether he could or should be challenged. I do not think those
challenges will come to fruition, but they will if people on the Premier's side start to
recognise that he is not prepared to act as Premier in relation to the misconduct of his
Ministers and his members of Parliament. When he fails to act as a result of their
misconduct, their misconduct becomes his. Their misconduct, which colours the
attitudes and reputations of all members on the other side of the House, also begins to
colour the Premier's reputation and standing. The Premier can go on defending the
Attorney against the judiciary, against people in the ministry, against people out in the
community and against the attacks on her integrity and self-interest, but ultimately he is
the one who will go down into the hole with the Attorney, burdened by her and those
other people on his back, which were never a pimple but a real malaise in his
administration and his personal reputation. The longer the Premier goes on responding to
these sorts of issues by those sorts of gestures -
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Mr Court: You are pointing at me.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am pointing at the Premier because I am addressing matters I regard
as absolutely critically important to the proper administration of our courts and legal
system.
[The member's time expired.]
MR CJ. BARNETTI (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [7.38 pm]: Before the dinner
suspension the member for Peel made what I considered to be a most serious allegation
against a member of the public.
Mr Taylor: You blokes never did that. Mr innocence himself.,
Mr CiJ. BARNETT: Without the benefit of Hansard, my recollection is that the member
for Peel accused the husband of the Attorney General, Mr Colin Edwardes, of handing
over a number of $100 bank bills described as a roll 50 millimetres thick at a soccer
game on 20 April 1991 to one Dr Van Phat Nguyen. I know nothing of those alleged
events. I do not know Dr Van.
Mr D.L. Smith: You walked right into that trap set for you, my friend.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I seek the indulgence of the House because I consider
what I am saying to be at least serious and it will take only a minute or two. I assume
that those accusations made by the member for Peel came from him. I give the
opportunity for members opposite to distance themselves from him, if they wish to do so.
Mr Taylor: Like you people distanced yourselves from the dirty politics you played for
years. Don't worry.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition.
Mr C.J. BARNETIT: I take it from that that the Leader of the Opposition identifies
himself with the accusations made by the member for Peel. I have never met Dr Van and
know practically nothing about him. It was brought to my attention through the
Premier's office that Dr Van was aware of accusations made about him in the Parliament
and that he was coming to the Parliament.
Mr M. Barnett: When?
Mr C.). BARNETlT: I became aware of that before the dinner suspension. 1,
accompanied by the Deputy Premier, met with Dr Van during the dinner suspension.
Only the three of us were present. Dr Van, the Deputy Premier and 1. We simply alerted
him to the accusations made in the House and asked him to recount the events as he
recalled them. I understand that Dr Van may make a statutory declaration at some time
in the near future when he has the transcript.
Mr Marlborough: What about the member for Wanneroo? Is he going to make a
statutory declaration?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr C.J. BARNET. As Dr Van explained it to me and to the Deputy Premier, as the
president of the Vietnamese community in Western Australia, he was involved in the
organisation of a Vietnamese soccer competition called the Hung Vuong Cup. Each year
the Vietnamese community sought sponsorship from the Perth City Council, the
Wanneroo City Council, state members of Parliament and individual councillors of the
City of Perth and the City of Wannemoo. Dr Van said that while he received sponsorship
from the City of Wanneroo for the Moon Festival, there was no sponsorship for the
soccer carnival. He told me and the Deputy Premier that on the day of the camnival, Colin
Edwardes gave him a cheque for $ 100 and a letter. Dr Van said that he understood that it
was a personal donation from Mr Edwardes. He said that the amount of around $100 was
used for purchasing a trophy for the junior competition. I am sure that Dr Van will make
his position known more clearly. He does not have the opportunity -

Mr Taylor: What did the member for Wanneroo have to say about it?
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Mr CiJ. BARNETIT: AUl I am doing is relaying to dhe House on behalf of Dr Van, whom
I stress I had not met until half an hour ago, his account of the events. I do so because
the accusations made by the member for Peel were -

Mr Marlborough: Ask the member for Wanneroo. You did not ask him.
Mr CiJ. BARNEfl: I have not risen to argue the matter before the House. [ have risen
to give, through my voice, Dr Van the opportunity to immediately respond in this House
to the grave and serious accusations made by the member for Peel.
The SPEAKER: Order! When the Leader of the House spoke he was given 60 minutes,
of which he used five minutes. He may not be the lead speaker. If the Attorney General
is to be the lead speaker, she should advise us so that we can take appropriate action.
MRS EDWARIJES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [7.44 pm]: I am happy to be noted
as the lead speaker. The motion before the House has as its base a conflict of interest.
On that test alone, the motion fails because there is no conflict of interest. The points
raised by members opposite are not new except in one element and that element also has
proved to be totally incorrect. It is pant of a grubby campaign that members opposite
have continued to run. It is a vindictive, personal campaign because, in the Leader of the
Opposition's words, it is pay back time. Why is it pay back time? Members opposite
have said we raised issues - which were quite appropriate - in the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters involving the then Premier and
the Western Women affair. The Opposition has been trying unsuccessfully for a number
of weeks, if not months, to peddle the accusations, innuendos and rumours based upon
information that has been fed to them without corroboration. Time and time again the
information which has been brought to this House has been proved to be incorrect.
Mr DiL. Smith interjected.
Mrs EDWARDES: Yet, members opposite have made these assertions as if they are true.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mrs EDWARDES: Members opposite would not know the truth if they fell over it. The
only reason they do not accept the information which is provided -

Mr DiL. Smith interjected.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will also cease interjecting. In the seven
minutes that member for Mitcheli took to conclude his remarks after the dinner
suspension, he was heard, I think, without any interjecuions. This is a very serious
motion- it is one of the most serious motions that can be dealt with by this House. It is
the practice of this place that, during the debate on motions of this nature1 interjections
are few. I am not seeking to stop every person from making interjections. However, I
believe it is impossible for us to allow an arrangement whereby the person who is
speaking cannot be heard.
Mrs EDWARDES: As I said earlier, this is a vindictive, grubby campaign. It has
included people who have not been able to defend themselves in this House.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: Parliamentary privilege is the right of every member of Parliament.
It is imperative that it is not abused -

Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! If the member for Peel interjects again [ will take action.
Mrs EDWARDES: - particularly when allegations of such a serious nature are made,
allegations made in the House which can impugn people's characters when they do not
have the ability, once reported in the newspaper, of being able to refute those allegations.
Even more care needs to be exercised in relation to criminal matters. What have we seen
from members opposite? They convict people; there is no presumption of innocence.

1825



Mr DL. Smith inteiJected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: One would think that the member for Mitchell, as a former Minister
for Justice, would have some knowledge at least of the law and the administration of
justice and the propriety of the comments which have been made.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell for the second
time.
Mrs EDWARDES: In March this year, I gave the Parliament a letter written by the
Director of Public Prosecutions which referred to his concerns about the continued public
debate by members opposite of these matters.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the third time the member for
Mitchell.
Mrs EDWARDES: The impropriety of their comments should be known by a former
Minister for Justice. These comments could not only prejudice a person's right to
innocence until proved guilty, but also influence the public at large from which a Jury
would be selected. Only last year we had the application for a stay of proceedings on the
basis of public interest and press coverage of a case involving a certain person. That is a
concern for the Director of Public Prosecutions. He is concerned about his
investigations, and those of the police. If justice is to be seen to be done, it is essential
that members opposite respect the valuable rights they have in this place; they should not
abuse them in the way they have.
This Government camne to office with a strong law and order platform. We announced
that we would be establishing a Ministry of Justice to bring together for the first time the
former department for corrective services, the youth justice bureau - from within the
Department for Community Development - and the Crown Law Department. This move
was to ensure a greater level of coordination in justice in Western Australia. The
previous government had done very little in 10 years. Our reforms will ensure that
coordination occurs not only in this area, but also with the police. The former
government talked about establishing a justice department and a justice coordinating
council, but nothing happened. We have established a Justice Coordinating Council
comprising a relevant CEOs and Ministers to ensure that we have a whole of
governiment approach.
The formation of the Ministry of Justice was never going to be easy as it involved
bringing together what were regarded as different cultures. It seems that people who
were formerly employed in the department of corrective services were given positions in
the corporate executive of the Ministry of Justice. Obviously, some people's noses were
put out of joint by this. Pain was expected for people who were unable to accept the
changes. Those who could accept the change took the opportunity to shift to other areas
of promotion and other positions to utilise their experience.
The Ministry of Justice has created greater opportunities for people to advance, In the
past a succession model was utilised; namely, the Assistant Under Secretary for Law
would automatically be promoted to the Under Secretary for Law position. It was
principally an old boys club - a network. Of course a degree of pain has been felt by
disaffected people who believe that their positions have not been recognised. The
Government is aware of the situation, and the process of appointments and other matters
is being carried out to the letter of the law in association with the Public Sector
Management Office. That is an important point
We wanted to ensure that like for like positions were created in the ministry. New
positions were advertised within the Ministry of Justice, and not generally within the
Public Service. This was to give those within the ministry a chance to be appointed to
the new positions of the restructured body. Following that process unfilled positions
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were advertised outside. Some concerns have been raised- however, the majority of
people working within the Ministry of Justice are totally committed to the changes we
have implemented. Those changes could not have been made without a high degree of
professionalism from most people in the ministry. This professionalism has been
displayed from level I employees through to middle and senior management, and they
have worked hard and long hours to ensure that all the processes, the information
technology and the drawing together of the three corporate executives - not an easy task -
were carried out.
For the frst time juvenile justice has a division of its own within the Budget. For the
first time these people will be listened to regarding the approach they want to take in this
area. They will not have to compete with areas within the Department for Community
Development In the past, say, child abuse would become a priority at some stage and
money would be allocated and juvenile justice would miss out. This would be followed
by a high speed car chase, and money would be provided to the juvenile j us tice. area until
the next change in priority. We have provided for a greater level of coordination within
the Ministry of Justice.
The courts division of the ministry has had very little change for many years. It is very
important that the courts division management recognise that it provides a service to
customers, and that it is accountable to the taxpayers for the funds for which it is
responsible. Thai is what we are about: The Ministry of Justice is about accountability
and ensuring that services are provided to meet the needs of the community, which is the
customer base. This includes everyone who comes into the court, such as victims,
witnesses, prosecutors, orderlies, perpetrtors and the judiciary.
I accept that along the way with these changes some pain has been experienced, but this
has not been to the extent that members opposite purport. In claiming that the Ministry
of Justice is divided, they are simply wrong. Some disaffected people may be leaking
documentation because they do not like the changes; do not believe in a justice charter, in
having responsibility to customers, in a mission statement, or in providing guidelines as a
basis for decisions; or do not like a Minister questioning them before a ministerial
conference on the views of a broad range of people affected by an issue. Some people
believe that the changes have been too fast, but they are from the old system; namely, the
1960s style of managemnent which is no longer relevant to the 1990s, particularly
regarding accountability for taxpayers' funds.
This Government was elected on a strong law and order platform, and that is my job. I
will continue to carry out that job. Members opposite can raise innuendo and all the
rumours they like. Not one member opposite has produced evidence or anything
substantive, and the one thing they raised tonight which they claimed was substantive has
proved to be absolutely wrong.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: What is more, they have seriously defamed in a criminal way a
person who is a very respected -

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr THOMAS: The Attorney General said that members of this House had behaved in a
criminal manner. That is not an assertion she can make without moving a substantive
motion. Therefore, it must be withdrawn.
Mr CiJ. BARNET:. I was listening carefully to the Attorney General, and she said
"defamed in a criminal manner".
The SPEAKER: That is not acceptable and I ask that it be withdrawn.
Mrs EDWARDES: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mrs EDWARDES: When talking about a level of impropriety and pain, members
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opposite engaged in an unfounded campaign of smear and innuendo to adversely portray
innocent members of the public who cannot come into this place to defend themselves.
No wonder people in die community have lost respect for members of Parliament No
wonder the public has lost respect for members of the Opposition as a result of the way
members opposite have carried on! Frankly, the people of Western Australia deserve
better from this Opposition than the type of campaign which it has continued to run.
What it has done tonight is absolutely appalling.
There is no conflict of interest and no basis whatsoever to this motion. Like all its
predecessors in this House, this Opposition motion has no substance. The Opposition is
waging psychological warfare. It is part of that psychological warfare that it has not been
able to produce one shred of evidence of offences by people, who are outside this House,
whom they are defaming. The Opposition has resorted to the worst and lowest level of
grubby politics I have seen for a long time.
Members come into politics for a particular purpose. I became a member of Parliament
to serve the community, and one does rnot expect to put up with this type of nonsense,
even to the point where members deliberately mispronounce my name. These grubby
tactics will not work. I am here to stay, and to do the job [ was sworn in to do: that is, to
make sure the administration of justice in Western Australia is carried out in a proper
way. At the end of the day the truth will hold out. I have consistently told the truth.
MR JOHNSON (Whitford) [8.02 pm]: One thing I learnt since coming into this place
is that if one mixes with dirty people - I refer to people on the Opposition benches - one
must wash one's hands regularly.
Mrs Roberts: If you lie down with dogs you get fleas.
Mr JOHNSON: The member for Clendalough would know that better than anyone. She
was a councillor on the City of Perth. I ant getting involved in this debate because the
member for Peel has again made some unsubstantiated allegations, and he has included
me in those allegations. I have kept quiet up to now.
Mr M. Barnett interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: Do not say "No"; come up with some proof. I will let the House know
about my involvement with the City of Wanncroo.
Mr Ripper: You are distancing yourself.
Mr JOHNSON: No, this is telling the truth, which is a little different from what the
member for Peel does. He lets off all the stink bombs and then he does a runner.
Mr Marlborough: I heard the dulcet tones of the member and I knew I must return.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr JOHNSON: My reason for desiring to go on the Wannemoo Council was the actions
of certain members of council at that time. One of those members was Dave King, who
was the local councillor in my ward. The other member that I had great apprehension
about -

Mrs Hallahan: Was it the member for Wanneroo?
Mr JOHNSON: The member should be quiet and listen for five minutes.
The SPEAKER: Order! Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
Mr JOHNSON: The other member of the council I had great concerns about was Dr
Wayne Bradshaw. The member for Peel has been implying that Dr Bradshaw has been
some sort of mentor and friend of mine.
Mr Ripper: Do you want to distance yourself from him as well?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr JOHNSON: Nothing could be further from the truth. Dr Wayne Bradshaw's actions
as mayor were deplorable and unbecoming of a mayor. The member has referred to the
white feather business. That happened before I was elected to council, and I thought it
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was disgraceful behaviour. 1 am on record as saying that. I stood as a councillor for the
City of Wanneroo because of centain actions of those members, in particular, Dave King.
I did so at the request of many members of a residents' association.
Mr Graham interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: I am as squeaky clean as the member for Pilbart.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Pilbaxa not to interject from out of his
seat.
Mr JOHNSON: The member for Peel called me squeaky clean. I stood for council at the
request of my local residents' association, of which there are many members. They were
unhappy with centain things. The first time I met Dr Wayne Bradshaw was when I led a
delegation of those concerned residents to the planning committee to put our case and to
argue against an industrial development the council was prepared to allow very near our
homes that we thought was totally inappropriate. We were also unhappy that petrol
stations were being designated for every street corner in Wanneroo. We felt that was
wrong. I held no brief with Dr Bradshaw other than I believed he was not a very good
mayor and he should be replaced. I had the same view of Councillor Dave King. as he
then was, and I was happy to defeat him. The people in the south west ward were happy
to see the end of Councillor Dave King.
Mr Shave: Did Dr Bradshaw support your standing against King?
Mr JOHNSON: I do not know. I want to blow out of the water a lot of what the member
for Peel has said, because the muck and rubbish he has been talking was brought home to
me when he said earlier today that two years prior to 1989 Wayne Bradshaw had put
everything in place to get three members into this House; that is the Attorney General,
the member for Wanneroo and myself. I point out that either Wayne Bradshaw has
telepathic powers or the member for Peel is talking a load of garbage again. I was not in
Australia two years prior to 1989. It would have been very difficult for him to have
known I would end up as the member for Whitford.
Several members interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: I will tell members all that I know, which is fairly limited, in response to
some of what has been said today. That blows out a lot of the arguments of the member
for Peel. If he is inaccurate over that, what else is he inaccurate about? I certainly was
not at a football match, or whatever it was he was talking about, so I do not know if there
is any truth in that at all. I am drawing an analogy by saying that if what he says about
me is incorrect, I am sure what he says about other people could well be incorrect. Until
he comes up with substantial evidence -

Mr Marlborough: Were you on the council on 20 April 1991?
Mr JOHNSON: No, I was not. I was elected in May 1991. The member for Peel said
the other night by interjecdion, "You're all right, you're clean. You're the Robin Hood of
Wanneroo." I know Robin Hood was a great fellow; nevertheless, he did steal. I said.
"Perhaps you could rephrase that and call rme something better." He offered to change
the name to Maid Marion, but I thought that was a bit of an insult.
I want to put these things into context so that people know whether there is any
substantiation of what the member for Peel has said. There is no substantiation
whatsoever of some of the comments he has made in this Chamber today. 1 knew no
members of that council until a few months before the May 1991 elections. I have met
Wayne Bradshaw on only two - as I do not want to mislead the House I will say that it
could have been three - occasions. On each of those occasions I have had no time for
Wayne Bradshaw whatsoever. I did not believe he was doing anything good for
Wanneroo. When I went onto the council 1 met a lot of people in my capacity as a
councillor.
In defence of Wayne Bradshaw - it might seem strange that I say this, given all the
criticisms that I still hold - I have to say that I met a lot of people in Wanneroo, some of
whom owe their lives to him.
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Mr Taylor: That is what doctors do. They are supposed to be involved in saving
people's lives.
Mr JOHNSON: He helped a lot of the small battlers - not big developers - who were
having difficulties with the City of Wan neroo, who would never have been able to
organise an extension to their house, let alone anything else, without his help. I have told
members my opinion and I am now telling them of the opinion of others about Wayne
Bradshaw, so I do not appear to be misleading members. I would like to be fair to
everybody.
Mr Taylor: You have distanced yourself from Bradshaw. What is your position in
relation to die member for Wanneroo and Colin Edwardes?
Mr JOHNSON: I cannot speak about the actions of those people before I was on the
council - it would be totally inappropriate for me to do so - because I was not with them
in the Bradshaw days, as the member for Peel has called them.
Mr Taylor: You have distanced yourself from Bradsbaw.
Mr JOHNSON: The member should let me answer his question. I have distanced myself
from Bradshaw and also King. I was fairly successful.
Mr Taylor: I thought you went on the council and sorted out these people.
Mr JOHNSON: I ousted King and Bradshaw had gone.
Mr Marlborough: You are not claiming a victory by beating Bradshaw, are you?
Mr JOHNSON: Yes.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I form ally call to order the member for Peel for the third time.
Mr JOHNSON: I anm more than happy to answer the interjections from the Leader of the
Opposition. He asked my opinion of Mr Colin Edwardes and the member for Wanneroo.
While I was on the council those people befriended me. Some of the others did not.
Norma Rundle, a friend of the member for Peel, who now works for the member for
Balcauta, would not have a bar of me because she thought I was a Bradshaw dummy.
Nothing could be further from the truth. It took about a year for people, such as Norma
Rundle, Arnold Danimers and Bill Marwick, who was quite a good councillor, to know
that I was someone who had not been brought into the coujncil by Wayne Bradshaw. In
that time I had no problems with former councillor Colin Edwardes and also the member
for Wanneroo in his former capacity as a councillor. I did not believe there was any
corruption whatsoever during the term when I was a councillor, either by the council or
by any of the councillors.
Mr Taylor: What did you tell Kyle?
Mr JOHNSON: Had the Leader of the Opposition read the Kyle report, he would know
that Kyle asked whether I would have a word to him about the City of Wan neroo in
general trms; the size of it, the splitting of it, and various other matters. I was more than
happy to do so because I was the mayor of the day. I told Kyle that as far as I was
concerned, while I was on the council - chat is, for two years until I came to this place - I
was not aware of any corruption whatsoever. I told him - as I told this place earlier
tonight - that I was concerned about what Councillor King and Wayne Bradshaw were
doing and the number of developments that were going on. They related to petrol
stations on too many corners, against the wishes of residents.
The other thing that the member for Peel has said - I believe he is getting lots of his
information from Norma Rundle who, as any councillor from the City of Wanneroo
would know -

Mr Cunningham: A member of the Liberal Party.
Mr JOHNSON: No. I do not believe she is a member of the Liberal Parry.
Mr Cunningham: Are you sure?
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MrT JOHNSON: As far as I am aware, she is not a member. She would be in a lot of
trouble if she were, given that she is working for a member of the Opposition and feeding
the Opposition with all of the tripe that is coming out. The member for Peel makes
Norma Rundle out to be seine sort of a saint, a wonderful crusader, who got onto the
council. The member for Peel may not be aware chat Norma Rundle was the first
candidate who was scrubbed because she got so few votes. She got onto council on the
back of the colleague of the member for Peel, Fleur Fraeme, who gave her second
preference to Norma Rundle - and lived to regret it.
Mr Taylor: A lot of people have done that because that is the nature of the system.
Mr JOHNSON: We know the nature of the voting system. Norma Rundle would not
have got anywhere newr the City of Wanneroo council had it been a tinst-past-the-post
system. She got onto the council as the crusader for saving Hepburn Heights. She
mortgaged her house but it did not take too long before she sold out all those principles
and lay down and died. I wonder why.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I call the Leader of the Opposition to order.
Mr JOHNSON: 1, and many people, think that what I am saying is very different from
what the members opposite were saying earlier about a member of the public. I am not
alleging corruption. Norma Rundle certainly got disenchanted with the Liberal Party.
Mr Cunningham: She was a very active member of the Liberal Party. You know that.
Mr JOHNSON: Norma Rundle has obviously acquired a good friend in the member for
Marangaroo and she was also a very good friend of the former members for Wannero
and Whitford.
Mr Taylor: Where is she in the Kyle report? It would be a joke.
Mr JOHNSON: She certainly figures in the Kyle report. Norma Rundle, the person who
is feeding this information to the member for Peel - I am aware of it and he is aware of it
and knows it to be true - is a disaffected member of the Liberal Party. She has had a
personal vendetta against certain members of the Liberal Party. I thought that she had
forgiven me and accepted me as being a fairly decent bloke. She told me before the last
election that that is what she thought of me. Obviously she has been encouraged to
change her mind by the member for Peel who is trying to spread this mucky net of
innuendo. He is not satisfied with making adverse comments about the Attorney General
or the member for Wanneroo, he now wants to spread the dirt to me as the member for
Whitford. He knows there is no foundation whatsoever of any wrongful involvement by
me in any of those things&
Mr Taylor inteijected.
Mr JOHNSON: It does not matter whether I am here. Why should the member who sits
behind the Leader of the Opposition muckrake and drag me into a situation that he knows
is untrue? The Leader of the Opposition can ramble on as much as he likes. I did not
hewr what he said and I do not think anybody else did either.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Leader of the Opposition.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! If the Deputy Leader of the Opposition continues to react like
that when I call order, I will have to take some action against her.
Mr JOHNSON: The question has been asked about both the member for Wanneroo
when he was a councillor and Colin Edwardes when he was a councillor. I can only
answer that, during the time when I was on the council - that is the only tine I can speak
about - they both acted honestly and with integrity. They were both very hardworking
councillors. Colin Edwardes was always helping local people. I came across many
people, especially when I was the mayor, who would compliment the work that Colin
Edwardes did. For Opposition members to make these dirty accusations which have no
foundation is a disgrace. It shows the standard to which they are prepared to descend.
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Government members: Hear, hear!
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [8.20 pm]: It appears that the
Premier does not want to be involved in this debate, having made a contribution of only
13 minutes in defence of his Attorney General last week. The defence of the Attorney
General in relation to matters before this House did not even canvass the issues that
should be of concern to her and her Premier.
Mr Court: We are waiting for you to apologise for what the member for Peel had to say.
Mr TAYLOR: The Premier should not give me that hypocrisy concerning apologies in
this House. Time after time he has been one of the worst slander mongers I have ever
heard in this House.
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It will be better if the Leader of the Opposition avoided the
distractions and directed his remarks to the motion.
Mr TAYLOR: There axe a variety of issues an which this Attorney General has refused
to respond in this debate. I will start with her administration of the Justice portfolio and
her dealings with one of the very senior officers, whose performance she is publicly
seeking to denigrate. I am referring to the officer who left recently and who has revealed
the problems caused by her day-to-day interference in the operations of that portfolio and
the appointment of officers. This has happened despite the fact that the Premier, when he
came into office in this state, said he would set new standards of ministerial behaviour, If
that is an example of the new standard he is asking for when his Attorney General, of all
his Ministers, is so hands on and proud of it and the fact that she is destroying carters and
portfolios, it is hardly good enough.
It is extraordinary that in this state seniorjudicial figures such as Chief Judge Heenan and
District Court Judge Hal Jackson are prepared, not only on one occasion, but on two or
three occasions, to say that the handling of the Justice portfolio by this Minister is not up
to standard. It is fine for the Premier to say those people should stay out of politics and
out of his government, but they have a responsibility as a separate arm, apart from
government, to have their say. It is unusual to say the least that they have made those
statements. The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs nods his head and shakes his head; I am
not sure what he is meaning.
Mr Prince: It is not unusual for judges to criticise the law as it is enacted. It is highly
unusual for them to say anything about the personalities of people in politics. On Peter
Kennedy's "Drive Time" this afternoon Hal Jackson said that the personality was the
least important thing; but that he disagreed with the policy.
Mr TAYLOR: He also disagreed with the way in which this Attorney General was
running her portfolio. I agree that judges have a role in making judgments and
commenting on the laws we should or should not pass in this place. They are the people
to whom, for better or worse, we give the job of handing out the results of our
deliberations here. However, District Court Judge Jackson and Chief Judge H-eenan have
gone further than that. They were not talking about the laws or the outcome of what we
do in here. They have focused on this Attorney General. I have not been in this place a
long time, but certainly in the time I have been here I have not seen it happen before.
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has been involved in law for much longer than I and
will be much more familiar than I with many of these issues. I would be surprised if he
has heard of this happening before.
Mr Prince: I have not heard it done publicly anywhere, which makes it unusual that any
judiciary officer would criticise in any way the handling of their portfolio.
Mr TAYLOR: The Minister may wonder whether they should have spoken out, but as
my colleague just reminded me, one must ask oneself why they should take that option.
They have taken that extraordinary and unusual option because of their grave
dissatisfaction with her handling of this portfolio and because the Attorney General is
incompetent in her handling of this matter. That issue alone should be sufficient for the
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Premier to have second thoughts about the way this Attorney General goes about her job.
Added to that are the comments by the Solicitor General, a man of vowy high standing in
the law in Western Austrlia, who himself raised the question about the Attorney
General's, not apparent, but quite clear conflict of interest in the way she manages her
portfolio and about the fact that her husband has now taken out writs against Peter Kyle
and David Smith. It is not possible to pretend that Chinese walls exist in these instances;
they do not. We heard Mr Edwardes say on television tonight that his wife, the Attorney
General, had nothing to worry about because she had done nothing wrong. If the
Attorney General has not discussed these issues or has not canvassed them with her
husband, how could he make that sort of comment? It is a nonsense far the Attorney
General to suggest that we should believe that she had nothing to do with this process.
A few months ago she made the comment that the Kyle report was unfair to her husband.
Today she said she regretted having made that comment. Nonetheless, she did make that
comment in relation to the Kyle report. Now she finds herself having to handle these
issues. The third issue - probably the most critical, and which most upsets the
Government - is about the goings on of the Liberal Party in Wanneroo. It is the issue
with which members on the opposite side of the House are intimately linked. It is an
issue with which, one way or another, the Premier must deal. As we pointed out, it will
not go away. As will be pointed out by the member for Peel, despite the claims and the
shock and horror shown by the Leader of the House about the matters raised today, they
will not go away.
Mr Court interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: They are matters that must be inquired into and on which I note the
member for Wannerco, who was mentioned during this issue, has chosen not to
comment. Why was the member for Wanneroo not party to the conversation at dinner
tonight to verify what supposedly happened?
Mr C.J. Barnett: Because on this side of the House we have same integrity. That is why
I have no knowledge other than what I have heard in this Chamber about the events in
Wanneroo; neither, to my knowledge, has the Deputy Premier. We were totally separate;
therefore it would have been inappropriate to meet with the member for Wanneroo.
Mr TAYLOR: Has the Premier discussed the issue with the member for Wanneroo or
canvassed it with him? Has he asked whether what the member for Peel said did happen?
Is it another Mann inquiry, where the work is paid for by the taxpayer and then
disappears into a black hole?
Mr Court: Your member just accused a member of the Vietnamese community of
receiving a wad of $100 notes. What the member has just said is false.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Peel did not even mention the fact that he was a member
of the Vietnamese community. Whether he is a member of the Vietnamese, Italian or
Anglo-Saxon community does not come into it.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Yes it does, my friend. You have a responsibility to substantiate claims
like that in this House.
Mr TAYLOR: His nationality or race is not a matter of concern on this issue.
Mr CTJ Barnett: You all back him up.
Mr TAYLOR: If the Leader of the House wants to make those comments he should also
have a talk to the righteous member for Whitford about the sonts of comments he made
about Norma Rundle. I wonder whether she will be happy to learn that she has allegedly
been working for Nick Catania.
Mr Johnson: Does she work for Nick Catania?
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Whitford was happy to make the statement, now he is
asking me whether it is the truth. It is not, and he is wrong. How much store must we
put in what he has had to say if he is wrong on that issue? He is wrong on one issue; is
he right on all the others? The member for Whitfordl wants to distance himself from
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Bradshaw and company, and he has done that nicely tonight. I approve of that. I have no
trouble believing the member for Whitford, and Kyle believed him too.
Mr Johnson: Can you have a word with the member for Peel? He obviously has some
sort of problem.
Mrs Hallahan: The member for Wannerco must be dead in the water. You didn't even
speak to him in the dinner suspension about something so critical.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TAYLOR: These issues will not disappear. They must be causing grave concern to
the Premier. If they are not, he is not doing his job as Leader of the Government in this
state. He should not give me the hypocritical nonsense about not being able to say these
sorts of things in this place. As I said before, we have sat on that side of the House and
listened to the comments of the now Premier. I listened with great interest to the
disgraceful comments that were made by the Attorney General when she was on this side
of the House about my colleague the member for Kenwick. She had no compunction in
trying to kick in those heads, yet all of a sudden we should bleed for the Attorney
General. Let me tell her that we do not, and I will not.
This issue will not disappear. The member for Peel day after day continues to receive
information on Wanneroo Inc. The information is far from a trickle now; it is almost a
flood. We will make certain that the avenues are used to expose what has gone on. I am
sure government members have already tried to get in touch with Bradshaw and make
sure he returns to look after them; however, the issue will not go away. Issues are being
dealt with even now that illustrate that the Attorney General is not suited for her role.
The time has come for the Premier to replace the Attorney General. He will have to do
that. As much as he may feel some great loyalty to her because of the support she has
given him, he has a far greater responsibility; namely, how he deals with this issue. I
urge the Premier to deal with the matter as quickly as possible and in the supposedly
open and accountable way in which he promised he would run this Government.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [8.34 pmj: We heard 13 minutes from the Leader of
the Opposition - part of his big attack. I thought he would have had the decency to
apologise for the unsubstantiated allegations by the member for Peel that have again been
made in this place. The member has accused a member of the Vietnamese community of
receiving a wad of $100 bills. I do not care what nationality the person is.
Mtr Hill: He did not say which community he came ftom.
Mr COURT: Not only did he name the man, he accused him of having stood for council
in 1991 in addition to 1994.
Mr Taylor: No he didn't get your facts straight.
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition totally supports the allegations made by the
member for Peel. Is that correct?
Mr Taylor: The only issue now is the amount involved.
Mr COURT: Does the Leader of the Opposition support the allegations made by the
member for Peel?
Mr Taylor: You should ask the member for Wannerco -

Mr COURT: Even the Opposition will not support the allegations. I will ask the Leader
of the Opposition for a third time.
Mr Taylor: You should ask the member for Wanneroo to speak on this issue, but you
won't. You should have an investigation into it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order! The Leader of the Opposition.
Mr COURT: Does the Leader of the Opposition support the allegations made by the
member for Peel? Do members hear the answer? There is no answer.
Several members interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: The motion before the House refers to the Attorney General's known
association at the political, financial and personal level. She has just told the House
about all of those associations.
Mr Taylor: No she hasn't far ftom iL.
Mr COURT: Members opposite have been making allegations for a month.
Several members interjected.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr COWAN: I heard the Deputy Leader of the Opposition make the statement, 'Don't
lie". That is unparliamentary and she should withdraw it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): The Deputy Premier's hearing is undoubtedly
far better than mine because I did not hear it. In the barrage of interjections it was
difficult to hear anything. However, on the basis that the Deputy Premier did hear
correctly, I ask that the interjection be withdrawn if that is what was said.
Mrs HALL-AHAN: The Deputy Premier heard correctly and I withdraw it.

Debate Resumed
Mr COURT: Opposition members resorted to personal abuse last week. Quite vulgar
attacks were made. Today they have gone one step further. Now the Leader of the
Opposition himself is involved in delving into the personal relationship between the
Attorney General and her husband.
Mr Taylor: What are you talking about?
Mr COURT: How low can they go in this House? Members opposite say that because
the Attorney General and her husband live together they must talk about these issues. Of
course people do if they are husband and wife. The one thing members opposite are
having difficulty coming to grips with is the fact that the Attorney General was a mother
in suburbia; she went to university as a matur age student; she became a lawyer she set
up a practice in the suburbs; she campaigned effectively in the northern suburbs; and now
she is the Attorney General with a whole lot of Labor dogs yapping along behind her.
Members opposite cannot accept the fact that someone has been able to defeat them in
that political game and is now the Attorney General.
The second pant of this motion goes to the role the Attorney General and her husband
played in controlling the Liberal factions within the Wanneroo City Council. The Leader
of the Opposition has told this House about the factions inside the Liberal Party. The
Labor Party is the absolute master when it comes to factions. The Opposition talks about
influence, who pulls the strings and jobs for the boys and girls. I refer members to some
of the comments made about the goings on inside the Labor Party. Among the dumped
Ministers was Mr Troy.
Mrs Haflahan: We know all about it so do not bore us.
Mr COURT: Mr Troy warned that the state Labor Party had become the victim of
factionalised disputes between the right and the left and said those in the centre were
losing out. He said he refused to join the factions within Cabinet and had suffered the
consequences. The Labor Party plays for keeps. If members do not have the numbers
inside their faction they are absolute history and this is evidenced in the following
article -

In his letter of resignation, Mr Donovan said the Labor Party had abandoned both
policy and principle, instead favouring decision-making on the basis of deals and
expediency.

I come now to the Leader of the Opposition and the information I have reads -

ALP sources said certain elements in the Left, the biggest faction in the party but
now reduced to 16 members, had used it for their own ambitions.
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They named Mr McGinty and Mr Halden as the main power brokers who used the
Left to get their friends endorsed for seats in State Parliament and then called in
favours.

That is how the system within the Labor Party operates.
Mr Taylor: Where do I fit into that?
Mr COURT: That was when the Leader of the Opposition quit the Labor left. I have the
following comment about the member for Mamangaroo -

The convenor of the Labor Party's new right wing faction in WA has been given a
senior job in the Burke Government.
Ted Cunningham has become executive officer to Cabinet Secretary Terry Burke
at an undisclosed salary between $25,041 and $47,25 1.
Mr Cunningham - the organiser of the emerging Labor Unity faction - is a close
friend of Premier Brian Burke, the group's senior figure.
He replaces John Kobelke, who recently left the staff.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: Members opposite have the nerve to put up a motion which refers to the
goings on in factions within the Liberal Party when their party is the absolute master at
manipulating these sorts of things.
The member for Nollamara likes quoting poetry in this place. I will quote a piece of
poetry which I did not write, but which was given to me and it refers to the goings on
inside the Labor Party.
Mr Kobelke: Are you going to tell us about the corrupt money that is funding the
factions in the Liberal Party?
Mr COURT: If the Government wanted to talk about corruption and improper activities
during the 10 years that members opposite were in government, members would be here
for wedks.
Mr Taylor: You have not been here for two years and there are problems.
Several members inteiJected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order! I anm having trouble distinguishing
who is the worst offender. There are so many interjections coming from both sides of the
House, but predominantly from the Opposition. I ask members to tone down the volume
and reduce the number of interjections.
Mr COURT: The piece of poetry I have reads as follows -

Labor has its factions
Centre, left and right
And then there's non aligned
And each is sub-divided
There's centre left, and centre
right
And, one just supposes,
Right left and left right
And somewhere in the middle
might
Be centre non aligned.
What each means, and what each
wants
The public it can guess at
But one thing is clear
Taylor is in fear

That left and right
And non-aligned, and others here
and there
Will decide they've had enough
Of petty, nasty bitching
That Labor needs to offer more
Than off-centre pitching
Then the plotting, it will start
Like Dowding's execution
And Taylor who began in left
But left to non-align
Will find himself bereft
Not right, not left,
But simply wrong
And very shortly
Simply gone!

[ASSEMBLY]1836



[Wednesday, 15 June 1994] 13

Several members inteijected.
Mr Taylor: No wonder it is anonymous.
Mr COURT: For the third week in a row members opposite have been prepared to
introduce a motion to make these unsubstantiated allegations against the Attorney
General.
Several members inteijected.
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition is wasting his time. He has shown that he is
prepared to sit in this place silently while the member for Peel makes outrageous personal
allegations against people both inside and outside this House. I ask the Leader of the
Opposition for the fourth time: Does be stand by the allegations made by the member for
Peel?
Mr Taylor: Ask the member for Wanneroo what he has to say.
Mr COURT: No, he does not. We now have a situation where the Leader of the
Opposition has lost control of the members on his side of the House.
Mr Taylor: You need to call a royal commission. That is the situation we have.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: They are all in the same boat. Not one member opposite is prepared to say
that he does not support the member for Peel. They are quite prepared to sit theme while
the mud is being thrown around and the allegations remain unsubstantiated.
Mr M. Barnett: I just told your members there was a 500 mm wad of money and they
said it was not 500 mm, it was 50 mm.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Some very serious allegations have been made in this debate tonight.
Mr Taylor: Absolutely; have an inquiry into them. A royal commission is required.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: I have made it clear that the proper processes are available, If anyone has
any evidence of corruption or wrongdoing it is his or her responsibility to make sure that
the matter is brought to the attention of the Director of Public Prosecutions or the Official
Corruption Commission, If any member on this side of the House is found guilty of
improper behaviour he or she would certainly be dealt with.
Mrs Hallahan: What about the member for Wanneroo?
Mr Kobelke: The problem is that you are hiding the facts as far as you can to stop any
convictions.
Mr Marlborough: Call an inquiry.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: I ask the member for Nollamara to please explain what things aiwbcin&
hidden.
Mr Kobelke: You had the Mann inquiry into the Wanneroo City Council and there am a
lot of things flowing from it, but your government has dragged its feet. It is stopping
those matters being followed up with prnseeuriv Whenf dd% Attorney General is asked
questions time after time she hides and runs away from them. You ame continuing to
refuse to address the fundamental questions that are being asked.
Mr COURT: The member for Nollaniara just accused me of hiding the facts and I ask
him to tell me what they are.
Mr Kobelke: For a start, the Mann report - table it.

1837



Mr COURT: As soon as the Government received the Mann report it went to the
Commissioner of Police.
Mr Taylor: Table it.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Have the persona] financial dealings of any members opposite ever been
tabled in this Parliament?
Mrs Hallahan: Have we ever had an allegation like this one about Wanneroa?
Mr COURT: We have given it to the Commissioner of Police. To which other body do
members opposite want it to go?
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order! Order! The member for Peel is
obviously hard of hearing because I have been shouting for order to the point where I am
hoarse.
Mr Marlborough: I thought he was asking a question.
The ACTING SPEAKER: I do not need to debate this issue with the member for Peel. I
am conscious of the fact that he has been formally called to order three times already. I
anm reluctant to do so a fourth time and to cause his eviction from the House, because that
would only add to the noise and confusion in this House rather than to the debate. I ask
the member to bear that in mind because if I have to, I will take the action appropriate to
his behaviour.
Mr COURT: When it comes to wheeling, dealing, factions and favours for this, that and
the other, the Labor Party is at the heart of it. What a nerve members opposite have to
stand in this place and move a motion about factions in the Liberal Party. Every second
day we read in the paper about the dealing and wheeling in Labor Party factions, If
members opposite have allegations to make, they should substantiate them.
Mr Taylor: They have been made in relation to this Attorney General and what happened
in Wanneroo in the Kyle report time and time again. Not once have you or your Attorney
General answered those allegations.
Mr COURT: I will ask the Leader of the Opposition for the fifth time whether he
supports the allegations made by the member for Peel today. I ask him to indicate his
support, and there is just silence. The Leader of the Opposition will not stand in
Parliament and support those allegations. In other words, the Opposition has sent in the
hatchet man, and allowed him to throw the mud and to make all the unsubstantiated
allegations. It does not matter whether they are true or false. The Opposition allows the
member for Peel to do the dirty work.
Mr Taylor: A royal commission is the only way out.
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition has indicated in the past couple of weeks the
standards he will set in the Labor Party.
MR CUNNINGHAM (Marangarco) [8.52 pm]: I will attempt tonight to participate in
this debate in a very moderate and measured way. We on this side of the House have
never been more united than we are tonight and have been in the past 18 months. After
listening to the member for Whitford I have no doubt that theme is a tooth fairy, an Easter
bunny and Father Christmas - and he is all three!
The member for Peel mentioned that many people were very keen to pick up a telephone
and speak to members of the Labor Party. The Government will say they are disaffected
members of the Liberal Party, but they are not. They are members of the Liberal Party
who are disgusted and appalled at what has happened in the City of Wannerno.
Mr Johnson: Are you saying that Norma Rundle is a member of the Liberal Party?
Mr CUNNINGHAM: Yes, Norma Rundle is a member of the Liberal Party. These
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people are disgusted by the antics of a yery corrupt clique that has operated in the City Of
Wanneroc for some years. I have known Dr Wayne Bradshaw since my election to
Parliament. I met him only six to eight months after I was elected. Dr Wayne Bradshaw
introduced me to the member for Wanneroo. The member for Wannerpo travelled the
electorate prior to his election as councillor, and I have never met anybody in my 37
years in politics who has been more supportive of me. He told school parents and
citizens associations, senior citizens and anybody who stood still that Ted Cunningham
was the best thing since sliced bread. He will not deny that because so many people can
confirm it. He told people he was not a member of Liberal Party and that he had no
interest in any politics whatsoever, he was interested only in the people of the south ward
of Wanneroo. I will never forget the afternoon prior to the pre-selections for the Liberal
Party at a Marangaroo Italian nursing home with a party of 10 or 12 people. The member
for Wanneroo called me over and asked me to meet all these wonderful people who were
his supporters. He told the gathering that we supported each other. I knew then he was
about to stand for the Liberal Party and to oppose Jackie Watkins. In no uncenain
fashion I told him that although we may represent Girrawheen and Koondoola as a
councillor and ?n MLA, we would never be associates. I know that the member recalls it
quite clearly and he will not deny it. I am a person who does not have1 and never has
had, tickets on myself. In the 1988 by-election I got a 21 per cent hiding. In the 1989
election, before the member for Wanneroo became a councillor, there was a swing back
to the Labor Party in the seat of Marangaroo - it was previously the seat of Baiga - of
between 4.5 and 5 per cent. Naturally. I knew the tactics the member for Wanneroo was
using; that is, jump on the coat-tail of a Labor person in Girrawheen and Koondoola and
he could not go wrong. That is what he did. I walked away from that election.
After his election people kept ringing me and saying that we should work together for the
betterment of our area. I bought that for a while. I was nor interested in internal politics
in my electorate; I was a new member. I was interested only in the betterment of
Girrawheen, Koondoola, Marangarco and Alexander Heights. I am guilty of being
interested in my constituents, knowing that if I got on with people such as Dr Wayne
Bradshaw, Colin Edwardes and Wayde Smith, they would promise moe the world.
Nothing was delivered, except a few street lights and one street kerb. The worst part of
this whole episode was a telephone call I received at 11.20 pm on Sunday, 24 March
1991. That was five or six weeks before the re-election of Dr Bradshaw. I had written a
letter, the gist of which was that the Girrawheen Junior Football Club had met with
Wayde Smith and Wayne Bradshaw in September 1990 and were promised for months
on end that the clubroomns would be provided with some heating and, a hot water system.
By 9 March 1991 nothing had happened. I wrote an open letter to the City of Wanneroo
saying that these things had been promised and they should be provided, because they
were needed now and not later. The telephone call on 24 March at 11.20 pm was from
the member for Wanneroo, who was then a member of the CIB. He suggested char
articles such as that would not be appreciated in the future.
He told me not to write articles like that again. I said to the now member for Wanneroo,
"Are you threatening me? Are you giving me the heavies?" This was at 11.20 on a
Sunday night. I did not report that at the time but I believed he was standing over a
member of Parliament. He said, "This will never happen again. Bradishaw was out of his
tree." I found out that Bradshaw was out of his tree on Sunday afternoon, 7 April. The
Attorney General will recall that afternoon. She should never forget it. I attended the
official opening of the scout hall in Girrawheen, and there was Bradshaw, screaming and
screeching, "I will get you, Cunningham. If it is the last thing I ever do, I will get you for
that article." This was only three or four weeks before the local government election. At
that time, I was sitting with the Attorney General, her husband Colin and her son Scott - I
do not know whether the now member for Wanneroo was there - and I said to the people
around me, because Bradshaw was still screaming, "This man is completely out of his
tree. He has flipped his lid." This was a man - and they worked in threes -

Mr Shave: Who was the third one?
Mr CUNNINGHAM: They were the now member for Wanneroo, Colin Edwardes, and,
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naturally, Dr Wayne Bradshaw. Naturally. [ went out of my way to support the man who
defeated Dr Wayne Bradshaw - Peter Nosow. Last week, the member for Wanneroo
screamed out to the member for Peel in this Chamber - it was niot reported in Hantsard -
"Why don't you ask the people on your side of the House about their associations wick Dr
Wayne Bradshaw?" I have had associations with Dr Wayne Bradshaw. Anyone in this
House who is a punter and goes to the races to put $30 on a horse will sometimes have a
saver - that is what I did.
Mr Shave: Has no-one ever told you that you cannot win on the horses?
Mr CUNNINGHAM: The member will get his chance later. The following day, at
afternoon tea ime, the member for Wanneroo said, "You took money off' Bradshaw." J
have never taken a cent off Bradshaw in my life. I was a bit too smart for that. I gave
both Dr Bradshaw and his opponent a one and a half page advertisement in my own
newspaper at no charge. My hands are clean. I did not intend to speak tonight, but the
member for Wanneroo accused me last week of taking money from Bradshaw for
advertising in my newspaper. I have not had a cent of Bradshaw's money. The member
for Wanneroo was a close friend of Bradshaw. Friends of mine are now going through
troubled times, but I would never deny a friend. Anyone who would deny a friend is not
worth a cracker. I have not heard one member opposite support Wayne Bradshaw. He
may have done some good things while he was mayor, as the member for Whitford said
tonight. So one does not deny one's friends. Members opposite have sold out Wayne
Bradshaw. Wayne Bradshaw was no small player in Wanneroo Inc; I assure members
that die member for Wanneroo was a huge player in Wanneroo Inc,
I turn now to the member for Peel's statement about the fastest ever appointment of a
justice of the peace in any state in Australia. I have been trying for six years to have
people appointed as justices of the peace; some have taken three years, some have taken
two years, and some have taken 18 months. However, Dr Van Phat Nguyen received his
justice of the peace appointment in six and a half weeks - the fastest appointment I have
ever seen. I wrote to the Attorney General a glowing letter about Dr Van Phat Nguyen.
Dr Van Phat Nguyen was at every polling booth on 6 February 1993; he brought out
people all day to work against me. However, I did my job as a member of Parliament.
Whenever a person approaches me for a recommendation to be appointed as a [P, and I
know that person, I will support that person. I do not agree with Dr Van Phat Nguyen's
politics, but that man was recommended to me by Detective Brian Griffiths. who I
believe is now in charge of the extradition proceedings for Dr Wayne Bradshaw; he
telephoned me on two occasions, insisting that I get a letter to the Attorney General as a
matter of urgency. I did that.
At the same time, I also nominated a person from the Buddhist community in
Marangaroo. which has 3 000 members. That same person got the greatest railroading in
his life for something that he did not even do. That person was here for three months
from Vietnam. There was a problem with some shopping that his wife had done, where
an item was wrongly priced. His wife did not speak English at the time, and when he
came to pick her up, his name was taken and he was issued with a summons. He had
nothing to do with the problem that his wife had experienced.
The Attorney General knocked back that man's nomination, after 10 months of my
telephoning her office every week and hearing her staff say, "We are thinking about it."
Yet Dr Van Phat Nguyen. who is working in the community with Vietnamese families,
received his appointment as a FP in six and a half weeks. Can any members in this place
say honestly that they have ever heard of anyone becoming a FP in six and a half weeks?
That appeared to mue to be a thank you to Dr Van Phat Nguyen for the work that he had
done to help the Liberal Party. He has the right to support any political party that he
wishes to support. but for heaven's sake let us be fair about this matter.
There is a major problem in the City of Wanneroo. The dogs are barking. It is no use
our burying our heads in the sand. People in Wannemoo are telling a story. That story is
getting worse. The wallets of some are getting bigger and thicker. That story must be
stopped. It is going around at 100 miles an hour. I do not like rumours, and I would
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never spread a rumour that I knew was not correct. I stated tonight - and there are people
in this room who are not happy with the statements that I have made - that there is an
absolute urgency for an investigation into the alleged suicide of that unfortunate person,
Councillor Haddock. A substantial rumour has been around over the past two or three
months that there should be a reopening of the Coroner's inquest into that death. Some
people believe that he did not commit suicide. This is a matter of urgency and the
Government should look into the whole issue.
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [9.10 pm]: We have just witnessed one of the most
appalling performances by the Government in an attempt to divert criticism from the
Attorney General. This has not been a smokescreen; the smoke is starting to blind
government members, and before long it will asphyxiate them completely. It is
incredible that the people who are now willing to state the truth are being attacked in this
way by the Government. Just as the Leader of the House had the opportunity to talk to
Dr Van Phat Nguyen during the dinner break, I have had the opportunity to talk to a
witness about the event. I will run through the whole event once again because I am
aware that the Premier was absent from the Chamber earlier. For a soccer game held on
20 April. the final match for the Hung Vuong Cup, the council issued invitations - of
which I have a copy - to Wayne Bradshaw, Wayde Smith and Colin Edwardes.
Dr Bradshaw was invited to open the soccer game, which he did. This was two weeks
before the local government election. On completion of the opening of the game.
Dr Bradshaw left the arena. He left behind Councillors Colin Edwanles and Wayde
Smith - the current member for Wanneroo. They proceeded to walk around in the crowd
handing out "how to vote" cards which were printed in Vietnamese, to the supporters at
the game. The cards were in support of Dr Wayne Bradshaw in the coming elections.
My witness was a candidate for the elections. I said that earlier. He was at the game to
see what support he could gather for the coming elections. He knew Dr Van Phat
Nguyen; he had a relationship with him. My witness is a person of outstanding integrity
in the community.
Mr Johnson interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am aware that the member has been here for only five minutes.
I know that I referred to him last week as Robin Hood - but we all make mistakes.
Lateral thinking is beyond that mob over there.
Mr Johnson: Don't be so touchy.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: My witness is an impeccable witness.
Mr Tubby: Not if he mixes with you.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: He does not mix with me. Why would a witness who wants to
seek the truth need to mix with me? I have never met him before.
Mr Johnson: How do you know that he is impeccable?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Because most people in Wanneroc who know him - and the
member must know him - think that his record speaks for itself.
Several members inteiJected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
Mr MARLBO0ROUGH: While trying to talk to Dr Van Phat Nguyen. the witness noted
this scene: Colin Edwardes and Wayde Smith were walking through the crowd; they
passed by him as he was talking to Dr Van Phat Nguyen. They said hello. The doctor
excused himself and told my witness that he needed to speak to them. He was no more
than two metres away from my witness and although the witness did not hear the
conversation clearly, he heard and saw clearly what Colin Edwanles was saying to the
doctor. He said, "You take it, we owe you this." Does that ring a bell in members' minds
that it has something to do with a $100 cheque for ajunior trophy?
Mr C.J. Barnett: Can we clarify that? When you related this story earlier, it was a
50 mur thick bundle of notes.
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Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am not bypassing that point. I will describe that again for the
Leader of the House.
Mr Court: T'he person could not hear, but clearly heard him say that!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I said he could not hear the tenor of the conversation, but he
heard clearly from Colin Edwardes, "You take it, we owe you this." The witness then
saw, in the presence of the member for Wanneroo, Colin Edwardes hand over to the
doctor a 50 mm thick wad of $100 notes. The witness described to me how he could
clearly see the colour of the notes. The doctor's reaction was to say, "No, I don't want
the money." Is that the sort of thing he would say to a $100 cheque for a soccer trophy
for the junior team frm Cohin Edwardes? Members of Parliament amt often asked to
donate chat sort of thing. It would not have been the sonl of response one would make.
But not put off by the rejection by the good doctor, Colin Edwardes persisted - so my
witness said - and said, '"We insist you take the money." "No, no", said the doctor again,
1I don't want it." Again. Colin Edwardes, in the presence of the member for Wanneroo,
insisted -
Mr Court: Remembering that the person could not hear!
Several members inreijected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: This is no let out. I am saying exactly what the witness could
hear. I wili pose a proposition which will put the matter to rest immediately. Again, for
the third time, the doctor said to Colin Edwardes, "No, no" to the bundle of $100 notes.
The member for Wanneroo was a witness; he was there; he was in that party. On the
third occasion the doctor took the wad from Colin Edwardes. At that stage Colin
Edwardes left in one direction and the member for Wanneroo could not help himself - he
had to catch up with the candidate who had viewed a of this, and tell him that the game
was over; that he was wasting his time running for the local government election; that it
was fixed, and that he should give it a go next time. It was all over.
The test of all this will be that - even with the level of inquiry that is now under way into
the Police Force by the Director of Public Prosecutions - the member for Wanneroo, will
be questioned by the police over this incident. The husband of the Attorney General will
be questioned by the police over this incident. My witness will also be questioned by the
police, and I know which one the police will believe. It is not either of Government's
two. It is neither Colin Edwardes nor the member for Wanneroo.
Mr Court What about the doctor who said what you are talking about is nonsense?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The doctor is entitled to have a view.
Mr CJ. Barnett: You accused him of corruption.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Leader of the House is really an amateur. Could I suggest
that when he is talking he takes both hands out of his pockets and does not put words in
my mouth. I am on record in Hansard -
Mr CJ. Barnett: You panicked-
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I did not panic at all.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Are you accusing Mr Colin Edwardes and Dr Van Phat Nguyen of
corruption?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Do not let the Leader of the House put words in my mouth.
Mr Ci. Bament: Are you accusing them of it? No, you won't
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I made it quite clear when truthfully reporting my witness.
What is the point, Mr Acting Speaker, in my telling a distortion of what a witness has
told me?
Mr Court: You said you never met the witness.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: At the end of the day, as I have stated to the Premier, this will
go before the police and they will probably come and question me. What is the point?
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Mr Court: That is a very good paint!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: There is no paint in it at all.
Several members interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The reaiy is I have never suggested for what reason the money
was given, and neither does the witness know the reason. The witness never suggested
any reason why the money was given. He was simply so shocked at what he saw
occurring in front of him that his initial thoughts were that it was done deliberately to
cause him to react in a certain way. He then went home and told it to his wife. He is one
person who does talk to his wife about these things, unlike the relationship of the
Attorney General with her husband. She probably never would have told him at all. He
did tell his wife. It so concerned him that he is now willing to come forward and tell the
story because he wants the truth to come out. Let us not nit pick. There is no paint in my
exaggerating what this witness tells me.
Mr Trenorden: None at all! It is your normal style. That is what you do. Remember
two years ago?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The member for Avon has difficulty -
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The member for Avon has difficulty understanding much
beyond a $2.50 bet on the TAB. The reality of it is that there is no value in my
exaggerating the story of this witness. He is a very creditable witness, and any extension
I want to put on his evidence will be taken away when an inquiry is held. There is no
point. The reality is that I am tiling the truth about what he saw. We have seen here
tonight the same sorts of attacks on small people who have no political ambition; who
have very little or nothing to gain from the truth coming out; and in fact, people who, in
the last four years of their involvement in trying to get the truth out of this issue, have
been the subject of death threats. Both Norma Rundle and Arnold Dammers have been
the subject of death threats. They have been subjected to having writs served on them.
That is how this lot operated. If anyon stood up and said anything against the member
for Wanneroo when he was a councillor, or Colin Edwardes or Dr Wayne Bradshaw, he
received a writ. The other method of operation -

Mr Court: I am still defending all the writs you people issued against me at some
expense.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The third level was probably the most despicable. It is one of
the campaigns of thuggery that these people ran against those who tried to get the truth
out. They dragged up any police records that they could find. Who fetched them? Who
do we think the public believes when we look at the member for Wannerco and where he
is today? Who do we think the public believes is feeding to Wayne Bradshaw, Colin
Edwardes and others police records of people of 15. 16 or 17 years ago?
Mr Marshall: It could have been one of a hundred.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Does the member believe that is the sort of thing that should
occur- that people's past records should be dragged up and used against them in a
threatening sort of way?
Mr Johnson: That is disgraceful.
Mr MARLBO0ROUGH: It is absolutely disgraceful. I agree with the member for
Whitford, who should kniow in saying that it is absolutely disgraceful that it is in the Kyle
report. Arnold Dammers has been on "The 7.30 Report" when this was not the issue it is
today. As a small person seeking the truth he went on "'he 7.30 Reporf" and told the
story. He had death threats. 1I had two councillors approach me", he said, "who
threatened to expose to the public, the world and to my family a charge laid against me as
a 17 year old boy.' /
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Mr Trenorden: I guess he has to get older sometime. He was 16 last time you told this.
Mr MARLBO0ROUGH: The member is pathetic. No wonder the rest of his colleagues
are not taking any notice of him. He was a young man.
Mr Court: There are a few of your members who are disgusted at what you have brought
them to tonight - disgusted!
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: He was an innocent young man who was not charged with an
offence, but two of these councillor thugs - elected counciliors - the Bradshaw clique; the
Edwardes, Bradshaw, Smith trifecta on the Wanneroo Council, threatened to expose his
police record. We know the same sorts of tactics were used against Baddock. We know
prior to his committing suicide he was threatened wit some piece of information, that
charges laid against him when he was a young man would be dragged up. That is what
he was told. The result of that, I suggest to members, had a tremendous effect on his
decision to take his life. I do not want to get into that at this stage other than to say there
are questions emanating from that death threat that require further investigation by this
Government. Many people believe Baddock was not suicidal when they saw him that
week, and there was no evidence to suggest that he should be suicidal. The Coroner's
inquiry should have been broader than it was, and the reason it was not was due to the
police report on the death. This must be revisited. It is all part of this sordid scene.
However much the Premier might like to attack me personally, let me say that I wear that
as a badge of honour. It does not affect me one iota other than to give me more strength
to go on, to go back to the Norma Rundles and the Arnold Dam merses of this world and
to my witness who saw $100 bills in a bundle being handed over at a soccer match by
Colin Edwaides, to continue to encourage thenm to tell the truth. While I am in this
Parliament and while I can use this Parliament to protect them and get the truth out, I will
continue to do so. So will every one of us on this side of die House. This is now about
leadership. In fact, it is about lack of leadership.
I said earlier in the Premier's absence chat all I am seeking to do is to get him to apply the
same moral standards to his government that he was demanding that we apply when we
were in government. We all recall the constant carping for a royal commission. We all
recall his demands for Ministers to be stood aside while a commission or inquiry was
being held. it is on the record. It is now time for him to answer his own rhetoric. It is
time for him to visit his inner self. It is time for him to stand up before the people of
Western Australia and tell them that the principles that he espoused as being good
enough to win him government in 1993 are the same principles that he will stand by now.
He should tell them that he can no longer tolerate having in this state an Attorney General
who is running a department that is failing apart, that he can no longer tolerate having an
Attorney General who does not have the confidence of the senior judges or the heads of
her department, who are resigning all around her. He should tell the people that he can
no longer tolerate not being able to get on with the job of governing because he is
continually being attacked in this place, by the headlines on the front page of The West
Austiralian and by the editorials and cartoons in that newspaper, as we saw in this
morning's edition. He should tell them that we can no longer afford to allow this corrupt
network of individuals to drag down his government. The Premier should tell them that
what must come first is the honesty and integrity of government.
I suggest that the question he will be sleeping on tonight is whether this Attorney General
is worth the bother. That question is certainly in the minds of his colleagues, many of
whom are new to the political arena and many of whom are not new to the truth. Before
many members on the other side of the House entered this Chamber, they lived by truth,
proper and decnt standards, and integrity. What they did not expect when they became
members of the Government was to see those characteristics dragged down to the same
level as the Attorney General's, her husband's, the member for Wanneroo's, and
Dr Wayne Bradshaw's. They did not expect that, five minutes after becoming
politicians, this evil web of intrigue would be hung around their necks. They did not
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think that five minutes after coming into this place they would have to defend this issue
by saying that the Attorney General had done nothing wrong. The gathering of the
morning tea parry in Nedlands has convinced itself that there is nothing wrong with the
Attorney General not knowing about her husband's impropriety with Dr Wayne
Bradshaw. That gathering has admitted to itself also that there is nothing wrong with her
not knowing what the member for Wanneroo was up to, even though he ended up
carrying his real estate licence under Richardson and Wrench, through an office owned
by the Attorney General's mother-in-law, with her father-in-law's name on the title,
while he was a police officer, their friendship was close and their business relationship
and the goals they aimed for were closely intertwined, until Dr Wayne Bradshaw fell out
with his mare, that other thief among the many others, the real estate agent, Harnan.
When the member for Wanneroc was a police officer, he was a considered a joke. He
spent approximately 18 months in the fraud squad and in that 18 months he never made
one cop. I ask him to tell us now whether he made a cop. [ will give him time to answer.
Give us a hint. Some of his colleagues in the Police Force told me, "Nonn, he never
mnade a cop in 18 months." This is the bloke who was going to take an overseas nrip to
investigate what crime is about. What he did not tell us was that the investigation was to
be on how he could improve his crime. That is what chat trip was about. His fellow
officers who worked with him in the fraud squad told me that he spent all of his day on
the phone doing business that was not police business and doing business that was all
about maing money for him and Dr Wayne Bradshaw.
Members opposite can sling what they like at me because it does not hurt one bit. It does
not hurt because, as each day goes by, I get enthused by the headlines that are getting
closer and closer to the truth; I get enthused by the telephone calls I receive; and by some
of the comments made to me in the corridors of this place by members of the
Government. They are not happy. They have had enough. I do not know whether they
have told the Premier yet, but they have had enough. They are sick of lowering their
standards. They do not want to have to go to their homes and their families and talk to
them about the standards they have to cop in here - the lack of honesty, integrity and
decency. It does not wear. It cannot work. We had the same problem in government
when the calls were building for a royal commission. I have been through it. It does not
wear. Even their closest fiends will tell them that it is not on - that their breath stinks. I
will close -

Mr Trenorden: You have run out of time.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I have not;!I have another 18 minutes. I do nor want to take up
al] the time of the House. However, the time has come for the Premier to rake notice of
the little people and not denigrate them. They will not go away. They will nor be bullied
any more. Dr Wayne Bradshaw is gone and the member for Wanneroo is not far from
gone. These little people will not be bullied any more.
Mr Court: Who is the little person - the Vietnamese doctor you referred to?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: He may well be a fairly innocent little person in the scheme of
things, although when one looks at innocence in the scheme of things, one must look at
the evidence. When one looks at the evidence, what does one see in the good doctor? I
was told he got his justice of the peace appointment from the Attorney General in six and
a half weeks.
Mr Court: How long did yours take to get?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am not a JP. Does dhe Premier know why I am nor a JP? The
system is terrible. I do not support [Ps. I do nor think they are qualified. They wear the
appointment as a badge, historically for doing favours for Liberal politicians in their
electorates. That is why it was given. That is why Joe Berinson placed a moratorium on
more appointments. There were thousands of them out there, drinking port, smoking
cigars and doing bugger all. I made a decision that I did not want to be a JP. I do not
believe in the system of J~s. I do not believe in a JP businessman sitting in Roebourne
puffing a young person in jail for six months for breaking a window on a Saturday night.
Get somebody else to sign the documents as I do not believe in it. I am nor alJP. Dr Van
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Phat Nguyen wook six weeks to become a FP - that is unheard of. Nobody can show me
anyone who has been appointed quicker.
I then discovered that in die Wazmeroo local government elections in 1994 in the South
Street ward, Dr Van Phat Nguyen was the Edwardes' candidate. He was a Liberal Party
candidate put in by the Attorney General and her husband. He was encouraged to run,
but he was beaten by the vote in die Vietnamese community. The very intelligent
Vietnamese could smell a dead rat at a hundred miles. However, that did not satisfy the
Attorney General, who cannot smell a rat from that distance where the good doctor is
concerned. The Attorney General decided that once the good doctor had missed out at
the local government election, he should have a consolation prize. She thought, "Why
not put hint on the constitutional committee headed by Mr McCusker, QC?" What a
joke! When I am asked about the little person in Dr Van Phat Nguyen, I do not know; we
will have to make judgment on that. I look at his record and say, 1I have my own view
on whether he is a little person in the scheme of things." Other people can make different
judgments.
People who have lived, smelled and felt this corruption all around them in Wanneroo,
with the key players of Bradshaw, the Attorney General, her husband and the member for
Wanneroo. and now see that Dr Wayne Bradshaw will be called back to face court,
realise that nobody in Western Australia believes in the member for Wanneroo. Nobody
in Western Australia believes the Attorney General. No-one believes her stories; even
the cartoonists do not believe her. A cartoon appeared in die newspaper of the Attorney
General hiding her husband from attacks; it made it clear that these two people do
communicate at certain levels, That is a judgment that cartoonists make. That is their
right.
The little people are seeing that die thugs are falling apart - the thieves are falling out. It
is now a safe environment for people to come forward and tell dhe truth, and they no
longer must be bullied by die Attorney General, by Noel Crichton-Browne with his
branch stacking, or by Chilla Porter, with his accepting money for the Liberal Party
regardless of where it has come from. People no longer have to see articles in the
newspaper which indicated branch stacking within the Liberal Party. On that occasion
the president of the Young Liberals refused to tell a Liberal Party committee where the
money had come from to buy bodies to stack branches. This Government cannot sort out
clean money from dirty money in its party system. No wonder the rest of the party is
corrupt - the Government sets the example! The Young Liberals' president refused to
give the state executive committee evidence on where he received branch stacking money
to pay people to walk through the doors.
Honest and good people are leaving the Liberal Party in droves. The south Whitford
branch of the parry is closing down as people are leaving en masse. The Ocean Reef
branch was run by Dr Bradshaw and the member for Wanneroo was the vice president.
The president of the Young Liberals was part of that branch and he was told to go out and
multiply and was given a few dollars with which to work. A few dollars across the palm
of the hand results in Liberals appearing on every corner and these people are dragged
into the branch meetings. The players say, "Let us get our people in there as we want
barriers in front of us, so they cannot get to us. We want die forward troops out there
stemming the tide of criticism and the demand for truth which is heading our way."
When asked about these matters the president. of the Young Liberals, Mr Tinley, would
not tell an internal committee investigating branch stacking where money came from.
The committee found that money is being used within the Liberal Party to buy branch
membership. Mr Tinley told the committee to get lost. He was not telling it where the
money camne from. I suggest to the Premier that it came straight from Dr Wayne
Bradshaw. That is one of the reasons that the Premier is unwilling to call for a proper
inquiry.
This matter goes beyond the links between the Attorney General and Dr Bradshaw; it
goes to die heart of the Liberal Party. It goes to the statement made by the member for
Wanneroo, who told the world that Dr Wayne Bradshaw was the key Liberal operator in
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the northern suburbs. He told the world that Dr Bradshaw would select candidates and
then fund their campaigns. Bradshaw fought their battles at preselection. In fact, he
went further People like Peter Harrop who knocked off Bradshaw's candidate, found
that Bradshaw would pay for the campaign of the Independent who ran against them. He
paid for the Clifford campaign against Peter Harrop and provided $27 000. How do I
know that? When Dr Bradshaw stood for the federal seat of Moore against Filing, he was
asked at a meeting in die electorate whether he had participated in the Clifford
Independent campaign and provided money. He answered yes, be had paid for it, and
that he had participated.
We all remember that on the day of the general election it was pouring with rain. What
did we see when driving through Wanneroo that day? The Wanneroo Council allowed
political posters to be stuck in front lawns, and we saw Peter Harrop working his
backside off in the electorate as the endorsed candidate. He had to drive from boo--th to
booth, seeing the posters for Clifford, the Independent candidate for Moore, falling
forward in the rain an backing boards provided by Bradshaw. How many witnesses does
the Premier want for that? That was the level we were at.
As the member for Wanneroo said, this is the man who bankrolled the Liberal Party, and
he did so with corrupt money. He laundered corrupt earnings through the Liberal Party.
If the Liberal Party held out its hand to Bradshaw, it was an easy conduit to get rid of
corrupt money. The Premier cannot go on with this nonsense. He cannot sit there
smugly ignoring the baying of the public outside demanding the truth.
This is all I seek: The Premier must recognise that it is now time for the truth. It must be
foremost in his mindL This goes back to the promise he made to the public when this
Government was elected. The Premier must say to the Attorney General that in the
process of chasing the truth he must request that she stand aside while a proper inquiry is
held into Wanneroo Inc. I would be the first to say, if at the end of the inquiry the
Attorney General was found to be innocent, that she should be reinstated to her position.
I have no difficulty with that. However, I am fairly certain what the outcome of that
inquiry would be. I may be wrong, but if such an iqryfound her innocent, of course
she should be back as Attorney General. I am not a viditve person.
I am not chasing the Attorney General for any reason other than that when I look at the
scales of justice in this state at the moment, I see the Attorney General holding in her
hands all of the aces in order to protect her mate, Dr Wayne Bradshaw; her husband; the
member for Wanneroc; and, in particular, herself. The Attorney General should not have
her hands on the wcales of justice. Those scales of justice have meant a great deal to the
Westminster system of government in this country. We should allow those scales of
justice to stand for a short time untainted. The Government should establish a body of
inquiry to investigate this matter so that it can say to anyone who is interested in justice,
truth and honesty - and this is the challenge that the Premier has before him - "We in
government put that before anything else". T'he people of Western Australia want the
Premier to take up that challenge. I suggest that as each day goes by, many more of his
colleagues want him to take up that challenge. This nonsense, this charade of protecting
the Attorney General, is not worth the loss of government; and, mark my words, that is
where the Government is heading. That is how we started.
Several government members interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Members opposite can laugh. We would be the first to admit
that when things started to go wrong, our first and foremost defence was to protect those
around us. We are all part of a team, and we try to protect each other. However, I will
tell members opposite what happened in our ranks and what will happen to members
opposite. At the end of die day, the truth will come our. When we were in government,
certain individuals - not necessarily Ministers - within Caucus demanded that the truth
come out It was not easy, because we always fear the unknown. We always fear there
may be a massive black hole into which we will all fall. However, in opening that door,
we have to think beyond ourselves. We have to look at the bright speck on the horizon
which equals truth, which the people demand, and aim for that. That should be the
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Premier's goal, nothing else. That should be what we all strive to achieve, and the
opportunity is there for che Premier.
No attacks on me, on Norma Rundle, on Arnold Darnmers, or on any other witnesses that
we have - and there are many - will diminish the view that the public of Western
Australia have about this Government. This Government is moribund. It is wrapping
itsel in a sheet of deceit, lies and innuendo. That sheer will suffocate the Government.
The Government has time to take off that sheer and to give to the public. of Western
Australia a proper board of inquiry that can investigate all of these matters. The Attorney
General should be stood aside while that inquiry takes place so that all of the matters that
have been raised both inside and outside this House can be addressed. Only then will the
Government start to regain the credibility that it has lost over the last six months of this
Wanneroo Inc debacle. Members opposite are in government, not us. The community is
demanding that the Government show leadership and decisiveness; that it leave no stone
unturned in hunting out all of the corruption that has gone on in Wannerco and that has
involved Dr Wayne Bradshaw, the member for Wanneroo, the Attorney General, and her
husband, and that it set aside all of the rumours. The challenge is before the Premier.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes ('23)
Mr M. Barnett Mr Grill Mrs Roberts
Mr Bridge Mrs M-alahan Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Brown Mrs Henderson Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Hill Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Ms Warnock
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mr Graham Mr Ripper

Noes (27)
MrAinsworth Mr House Mr Shave
Mr CJ- Barnett Mr Johnson Mir W. Smith
Mr Blaikie Mr Lewis Mr Suickland
Mr Board Mr McNee Mr Trenciden
Mr Court Mr Nicholls Mr Tubby
Mr Cowaji Mr Omodei Dr Turnbull
Mr Day Mr Osborne Mrs van de Klashorst
Mrs Edwardes Mr Pendal Mr Wiese
Dr Harass Mr Prince Mr Marstiall (Teller)

Question thus negatived.

SOIL AND LAND CONSERVATION AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr House (Mnister for Primary
industry), read a first time.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD BETTING AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 7 June.

MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.00 pm]: The
Opposition supports die Bill. Te Government is amending the Totalisator Agency
Board Betting Act to allow the Western Australian TAB to continue to participate in the
combined win and place betting pool SuperTAB after the Victorian TAB becomes a
public company under the name TABCQRP. At present it is a statutory authority in that
state, I understand that the legislation to convert the Victorian TAB to a public company
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has passed the Victorian Parliament and that arrangements are progressing for the public
company to be formed. Originally that was to have taken place on 1 August 1994. 1 amn
not sure whether arrangements have progressed to the extent that that will take place;
nevertheless, it is the intention of the Western Australian Government to have this Bill
amended so that the interests of punters in Western Australia are protected and our
legislation is in hand. It is because of the interests of puntcers in Western Australia chat
the Opposition is supporting the Bill in a cooperative way to make sure it is expedited
and no hiatus occurs between the legislative move in Victoria and the required legislative
amendment in this place.
For members who are not aware, if this Bill is not passed our Act would not allow
punters through the TAB in this state to take part in that SuperTAB because our Act
currently states that the TAB's participation in combined pools is limited to any other
states or any territory, or any authority, and precludes any participation with a public
company. This is a simple amendment which will allow the TAB here to participate with
a public company.
One other point worth making while we are considering this rather straightforward piece
of legislation is the contract which will be necessary for the TAB to enter into this
relationship with a public company. That contract will not be tabled in this House, but
there will be an indication to the House via regulations that the TAB is being authorised
to enter into a specific contract. In this case of course the specific contract would be with
TABCORP. It is important that members be vigilant when the regulations are introuced
because it may well be that people will want to view that contract. I hope there will be
nothing that would preclude members in the House viewing that contract. I understand
that the only way it will be brought to our attention is through the mechanisms of the
regulations which are regularly tabled in this House. It might be a reasonable gesture on
the part of the Government if it were to indicate that it would bring the contract to the
Opposition's attention and discuss with the Opposition the nature of the contract. It is
quite a radical departure from anything we have known previously.
Given the generally bipartisan support that is forthcoming for the racing industry, an
undertaking that the Opposition will be briefed on the nature of the contract that will be
entered into should be given. The Opposition, however, supports the Bill. Everybody is
desirous that there be no obstacle to prevent our punters taking part in that large pool
because smaller punters particularly would be disadvantaged if that were the case. We
acknowledge the benefits that have flowed to Western Australian punters by participation
in SuperTAB, and our support for this Bill signifies our desire to. have that continue
uninterrupted.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [10.07 pm]: This is only a small Bill but it has many
ramifications for this state. Before the state went into the super pool some years ago the
turnover in the state TAB was around $480m. Right now it is approaching $580rm, an
improvement of $1lO0m in turnover. Part of the reason for the improvement in that
turnover is that punters in Western Australia are able to put their funds into a larger pool
with a great deal more confidence. Of course the winner from that is the State
Government, which gets a share of that increased turnover, Of course, the pun ters get a
distribution of those funds through the TAB.
The Victorian TAB has been corporatised. The entity in Victoria has now changed the
rules of operations of TABs in Australia. There was agreement in the states that TAB
agencies would stay within their boundaries. Now the Victorian TAB is a private
operation it does not have to live by those rules and some believe that ramifications of
this Bill could be similar to those when the Government Insurance Office was privatised
in New South Wales. It made it its business to be in every state in Australia and
aggressively attacked its marker, which was the insurance market. The charter of the new
TABCORP in Victoria allows it to go beyond the boundaries of Victoria and aggressively
seek to gain patronage from punters throughout Australia. That puts the WA
Government at risk in its efforts to raise revenue for the benefit of Western Australians
and its ability to raise money for the codes.
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It is the impression of those people who write for papers such as The Australian about
activities of ex-Prime Minister Hawke and individuals in the ACT and in Vanuatu and
other prominent individuals who are doing a similar operation in Bangkcok, that there is a
big push to control the gambling dollar in Australia. If that occurs, it is very likely.
according to some commentators on the issue, that totalisator agency boards may be
forced to amalgamate. Instead of having a TAB in every state and territory, it might
quickly reduce to two - one bloc-k being Queensland and New South Wales and the other
being the rest of Australia. Others argue it may go down to one TAB. The ramifications
of that for Western Australia would be quite dramatic.
This is not a minor matter of being able to align ourselves with a company that is to float
publicly. It is something we must all watch with a great deal of interest This new
privatised company in Victoria will bring considerable pain to people who try to compete
with it. The member for Peel talked about me as being a punter. If he wants to have a
winning punt he should consider buying shares in this privatised company) because I am
sure it will do very well.
MR LEAHfY (Northern Rivers) [10.12 pm]: I support this Bill. Both previous speakers
ably covered the area, but I wish to add a few points. The introduction of combined
pools was an initiative of the previous Minister for Racing, Pam Beggs. Other initiatives
related to the return of the oncourse totes to race clubs and a reduction in tote turnover
tax which went back into the racing codes. It caused a dramatic increase in the
profitability and viability of those codes. In fact stake money at metropolitan meetings
has increased from around $13 500 to $20 000 and the WATC is talking of making the
figure $25 000. That is an example of what that reduction of the Government take of the
turnover tax has meant to the racing industry of Western Australia. Prior to the combined
pools, many big punters in Western Australia were investing by telephone through the
eastern states TABs because they had raer protection on their retuirn. The pool in WA
being considerably smaller meant a large bet on a horse would swamp the pool and
provide a much reduced return to the punter. Of course the bigger punters who had
access to the eastern states pool went that way rather than risk betting on the much
smaller WA TAB. Thbe introduction of combined pools and the ability of the WA TAB
to bet with the Victorian pool will relieve that problem and allow the punters' money to
stay in WA.
The member for Avon is right in saying that the new privatised TAB in Victoria will be
an aggressive marketer of its product. While we have access to that pool I do not think
there is a danger. However, if the Privatised TAB in Victoria says that WA can no longer
have access to that pool, we will face difficulties. We will certainly need then to try to
access the pool money in New South Wales and Queensland so that we can protect our
position. If we return to the bad old days of having a limited pool in Western Australia,
we will be severely disadvantaged as we were in the past. I realise that, as the member
for Avon said, the push to control the gambling dollar in Australia is a problem, but I do
not think the Victorian TAB will be in a position to market into WA for some time.
While we have a reasonably sized pool, the WA punters will be fairly satisfied with it,
especially with the service they are now receiving.
As the member for Avon will be aware, Western Australian punters require a service of
at least a radio broadcast. The WA TAB owns Radio 6PR, and although there has been
some flak about what has happened to that station, it has been providing a comprehensive
racing service. With the help of the State Government it has only recently obtained a
dedicated licence which in future will be sending out a signal to the rest of WA
containing radio broadcasts of eastern states and Western Australian racing. That can
only augur well for the future of racing. The turnover, as people in the country know,
will increase if one is able to receive a broadcast of a race in one's own home. Nobody
likes to bet on a racehorse if they cannot hear the race. That is an initiative of the State
Government and will prove a big benefit to the TAB in WA. As I say, the initiative of
participating in the eastern states totes came from the prvius state government,
especially the Minister at the time, Pam Beggs. This legislatioto ensure that we can
continue to bet into the privatised tote in the eastern states is an initiative of this
Government, for which I commend it.
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MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [10.15 pmn]: Mr Acting
Speaker -

Mr Cowan: I hope you will nor refer to the fact that I was once part owner of the
goldfields horse of the year.
Mr TAYLOR: What was the name of it?
Mr Cowan: Iron Justice.
Mr TAYLOR: I will remember that name. I am now the parr owner of a horse which I
hope will be the goldfields horse of t year. I was going to declare that interest at the
start now that I am a horse owner again, not having been a horse owner for some years. I
was also going to declare chat I am patron of the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Racing Club before
making comment on this Bill.
The issue I want to deal with concerns the distribution of the TAB funding that I suppose
is partly related to the nature of this legislation. This sort of legislation and the pooling
system has been a great bonus for the TAB and for racing in Western Australia. A great
deal of credit goes to former Minister Pam Beggs for bringing that together. It took a
great deal of convincing other stares to ensure it was possible. Nevertheless, it is now
seen as the positive thing that it really is for racing in Western Australia.
One of my particular concerns is country racing. That area suffers most when TAB
turnover is not considered in the distribution of TAB funds. I refer to a paper that has
been prepared by Bill Colgun from the Country TAB Racing Association. Country
racing is feeling very left out by the Western Australian Turf Club. It has pushed country
racing to the position where it has decided to formi an organisation to represent its special
interest in racing. The WATC is nor seen as a Western Australian turf club and that is
why country racing feels it must do something about its position.
Mr Colgun says that the figures for 1992-93 show that country racing generates more
TAB turnover than the combined turnover of country and city trotting. But it receives
less than half of what the trotting industry receives from the TAB. He says that the
combined city and country trotting turnover of 241 meetings in 1992-93 was $33.4m, the
TAB combined city and country trotting distribution was $8.8m and the country racing
distribution was $3.676m. The point he is makcing is that no-one has recognised the
significant role played by country racing in generating TAB profits in Western Australia.
It is a valid point and it is felt very much by country racing clubs throughout Western
Australia. Without wanting to go over the top, I believe my own club, the
Kalgoorlie-Boulder Racing Club, is the most progressive club in Western Australia. It
knows how to get on with the job, but it feels its success has penalised it over the years in
that it has not recived its fair share of the TAB distribution of the Racecourse
Development Trust funding or its share of funds in general from the Turf Club. Although
its success has been enormous, that success has meant that it has had to battle harder for a
more equal share of the funding available to racing in Western Australia. That is an
important point and one that should not be underestimated by the Government when it
considers these sorts of issues.
Another issue which concerns the club is that the Government has failed to implement
through legislation the commitments it has made to the racing and trotting shares. If
people are to work in the industry in the future they must know exactly what is going on;
however, they do not know what the story is with this Government. They are concerned
that the Minister for Racing and Gaming does not seem to understand many of the issues
associated with racing in Western Australia. They feel they do not have the ability to get
through to that Minister on these issues. The main point I make tonight on this issue is
that the country racing industry feels that it has been left out in the cold in the distribution
of TAB funds.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [ 10. 22 pm]: I thank all members who have
spoken in this debate for their support for the Bill. There is no doubt as members have
said that it is a simple amendment. It merely allows the Western Australian Totalisator
Agency Board to enter into arrangements to deal with a body corporate as opposed to a
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state or statutory authority; in other words, with a private body such as SupeffAB. By
allowing that to happen the Government expects that it will to some extent retard the
enthusiasm by which the Victorian corporate body, TABCORP, might decide to come to
Western Australia and compete directly for punters' funds. That would mean a great loss
because some serious punters, as the member for Northern Rivers said, would be
disappointed that they would not be betting in a pool of any substantial nature, as the
Victorian pool is. They would prefer to bet into a pool that is much larger. That is one of
die reasons the Government has introduced this legislation. When the privatisation of the
Victorian TAB takes place and it becomes a private body the Government, through the
Western Australian TA.B, can enter into an arrangement to allow punters to place their
bets direcdly into the Victorian pools.
Other members made some comments that were related to racing, but did not in any way
relate specifically to this legislation. As a Minister representing another Minister it
would be most inappropriate for me to comment on that, other than to say that the
comments have been noted and I will make it my duty to ensure that they are conveyed to
the Miinister for Racing and Gamning. I do that because I have a duty to do so, and as a
representative of a country seat - even though we have no racing tracks as opposed to
trotting tracks - I understand that many of the country racing fraternity expressed the
same concerns that were expressed by the member for Avon, the member for Northern
Rivers and the Leader of the Opposition. It would be responsible of me to ensure that the
Minister for Racing and Gaming knows of their concerns.
Mrs Hallahan: What about my comments about die contract?
Mr COWAN: I apologise to the member for Armadale for not remembering that. The
TAB can enter into those contracts only under the prescribed terms that will be issued in
the form of regulations. Members will have an opportunity to read the regulations and
see the conditions upon which any contract can be entered into. If one has dissatisfaction
about the terms and conditions upon which t TAB can enter into a contract with
another private company one will have the opportunity to express that, because all
regulations can be brought before the Parliament and disallowed. That is the safeguard
the member is seeking. I will ensure that the Minister for Racing and Gaming confirms
that by responding to the member for Armadale directly. I thank members for their
support and commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Cowan (Deputy Premier), and passed.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE
Report No 28 on Toralisawr Agency Board, Tabling

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
PAR TRENORDEN (Avon) [ 10.26 pmn]: The main emphasis in the Public Accounts
and Expenditure Review Committee's report is the urgency which will prevail in this
state and upon Australia from the dramatic changes that are occurring elsewhere, to
which I referred when I spoke on the previous Bill. The evidence gathered by the Public
Accounts Committee is that change will visit the Totalisator Agency Board agencies
throughout Australia quickly. Those changes will come about through the use of
technology. If the punters have a telephone and they are able to get information before a
screen at home - through cable television, or through an application to Sky Channel - it
makes little difference who takes their wager, whether it is die local TAB through a
private account, a bookmnaker in the Northern Ternitory, or a company operating perhaps
in Vanuatu or Bangkok.
That will have a definite impact because if other people are prepared to offer less than the
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14.25g in the dollar deduction that is taken out of the Western Australian pool, the
sizeable or keen punter may be attracted to another place. That will impact heavily an
the revenue of the state and on the revenue on the codes. It is with particular emphasis
that the report refers to the codes. The TAB is an important entity in the health of the
codes. It cannot survive without the codes; the codes cannot survive without the TAB.
The issue of the privatisation of the Victorian TAB brings to light the risks that exist for
the Western Australian TAB. The main thrust of this report is to attempt to get our
industry in a position where it can quickly manoeuvre the change that will
unquestionably visit it. It is important that the TAB's board is structured to concentrate
on the commercial factor of running a TAB only. That is what the majority of the report
states. There is a minority report, but I will leave discussion of that to the member
concerned.
If the TAB is unable to respond quickly to change, the losses to this state and the effect
on the wellbeing of many Western Australians will be considerable. It is argued that the
racing industry is the third or fourth largest industry in Western Australia. That is
immaterial. Many people depend on the TAB to generate the health of the industry. It
provides about 60 per cent of the financial activity of the industry, and is therefore
obviously of considerable importance.
The TAB has been plagued in the past by board members who believed they must argue
their code position rather than argue from the point of view of being a board member and
placing emphasis on earning income for the TAB and not necessarily for the codes. The
TAB has a responsibility to make sure it is commercial and as well run as possible, and
obtains maximumn revenue. There is ample proof in the report - and I hope members will
read it - of people taking their code affiliations into the TAB and disrupting that process.
More importantly, when change comes to Western Australia it will be absolutely
essential for those individuals on the board of the TAB to be able to concentrate on its
health and wellbeing. The codes have a similar responsibility to look after themselves.
Another important point we discussed at some length in the report is the question of who
owns the funds generated in the TAB. The report comes down on the side of the funds
being public funds, and says they should be treated accordingly. That is an important
matter. If members look at the information in the report which we gathered in
Queensland and New Zealand, they will see the importance of who controls the money
and the attitude towards that money.
Another major point in the report is our recommendation that a racing industry board be
established to make sure that several of the main functions which are important to the
TAB, such as the allocation of licences and dates, axe controlled by the TAB. The TAB
mnust have very clear access to the product and an influence over the product to make sure
it can schedule properly. It must be able to meet the demands of punters and give them
access to the system they want as users. The TAB must make sure the system runs
smoothly and delivers a major benefit to the state as a whole.
There were many other matters on the periphery, but the important aspect of the report is
that the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee has concentrated on the
TAB and the distribution of funds. We were not drawn outside our charter, although a
fairly sizeable debate is continuing at the moment. It was not our charter to look at
anything other than the financial aspects of the TAB, and that is what we have done.
We have also put some time fr-ames in our recommendations. I do not believe many
people in Western Australia are conscious of the immense change that is taking place in
the gambling industry. In our travels we were told that it is a $10b industry. We were
told that people such as Mr Murdoch and Mr Packer are keen to be involved in getting
hold of some of that revenue. We were also told by Macquarie Bank Ltd, which
represents the racing industry in the Victorian privatisation issue, that it had
recommended to the new entity that it should reduce its take to 12o in the dollar.
I know that is only a recommendation by a professional adviser and is nowhere near
becoming reality, but if pressure were applied by a Vaunuatu operation, a Bangkok
operation or a privatised Victorian TAB to reduce the take from the TAB, it would have
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an immediate impact on the Western Australian TAB and the Western Australian
Government to the tune of millions of dollars. The downturn the industry experienced
during the middle and lace 1980s would look minor compared with the loss it would
experience.
I commend the report to the Parliament. I think it will be well read by members of the
racing fraternity. it will not necessarily be accepted by everyone because I do not believe
many people in the racing fraternity understand what is going to be visited upon them. I
expect that this report will be alive for some rime.
MR BROWN (Morley) [10.37 pm]: During the course of witnesses giving evidence to
the committee it was continuously stressed that the racing industry was an important
industry to Western Ausnralia and to Australia as a whole. The committee was informed
of the employment opportunities created by the industry and of the businesses that would
be affected quite dramatically if significant changes were made to the detriment of the
industry. Committee members were constantly advised that the industry needed to
remain viable. I thank all the people who took the rime and trouble to give evidence to
the committee. I found that most witnesses were very frank and keen to assist the
committee and exhibited a commonality of concern about the future of the industry.
I turn to the first two recommendations in the summary of recommendations. These
recommendations relate to the composition of the TAB board and provide that the board
should comprise seven members selected on the basis of business and commercial
experience and industry experience. During the course of our deliberations we were able
to agree on a number of matters, but not on the composition of the TAB board. That fact
is evidenced by my minority report appended to the report of the committee.
A further difference is whether the racing, trotting and greyhound industries and the
Western Australian TAB Agents Association should have direct representation on the
TAB board. As indicated in the majority report, the majority of members argued that the
TAB board needs a commercial focus and to achieve that it is important to cut the link
between direct representation from the codes and agents and move to a commercial
board. I concur with the view that the TAB board needs a commercial focus, but where I
part company with the majority report is that to have that focus we need to remove all
forms of code representation. Hence, the recommendation in the dissenting report relates
to each of the codes as well as the TAB agents having direct representation on the TAB
board. This would result in the board having a commercial focus. My recommendation
suggests that the TAB board should comprise nine representatives - four would be direct
nominees of either the codes or the agents, four nominees selected on the basis of their
business and commerciil expertise, and an independent chairperson. This would provide
a situation whereby the codes, when making decisions on behalf of the TAB - as opposed
to considering their position with respect to the TAB board - could be overridden by the
majority of directors on the board who would have been appointed because of their
business expertise. More importantly, it is necessary for the codes to retain a high level
of confidence in the TAB board and that confidence would be maintained if the board
had direct representation from the codes.
I do not accept the view that it is essential to eliminate code representation in order to
ensure that the TAP board has a truly commercial focus. If code representation is
limited, as propose& in the minority report, the overwhelming view on the board will
always be rtie of looking at what is in the best interests of the TAB as opposed to looking
at the mc jt narrow interests of a particular code or the TAB Agents Association. I
support the board being restructured, but for the reasons indicated in the minority report.
A vexing question for the Government is the manner in which TAB funds should be
divided between the three codes and, more importantly, between the racing and trotting
codes. Strong and persuasive submissions were put to the committee by both the racing
and trotting industries about the way in which TAB funds should be apportioned to each
of the codes. Suffice it to say, the committee brought down a series of options for
consideration. It must be stressed that they are options for consideration and were views
expressed by various members of the committee. Not every option in every detail is
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supported by every member of the committee. Although members of the committee,
including me, were happy to have these options included in the body of the report for
consideration, I do not want it put to me at same time in the future that I agreed with each
and every detail in each and every option. That is not the case. They are simply options
for consideration and that is the reason they were not incorporated in the report as
recommendations.
Mr Blaikie: They have been included for wider discussion. I strongly endorse your
comments.
Mr BROWN: The establishment of an industry board would benefit the industry, but it
should not be imposed by government. Such a board should be established by the
industry, for the industry and with the industry. In that way the codes would deal with
matters collectively. That view is reflected in recommendations which call upon the
industry to establish such a board.
A great deal more could be said about the report, but there will be an opportunity on a
future occasion for those matters to be debated if certain recommendations in the report
are taken up.
MR BOARD (Jandakot) [10.47 pm]: As a new member of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee and a new member of Parliament it was a pleasure and a
great experience to be involved in what was a wide-ranging inquiry into the Totalisator
Agency Board. It required a great deal of work by members of this House, people who
are supportive of the committee and the people from the industry who made verbal and
written submissions to the committee. I endorse the remarks of the previous speaker that
the people who made the statements were very frank and open in their comments, which
greatly helped the committee's deliberations. I thank those people interstate and overseas
who assisted the committee in its investigations and I refer to the people in Queensland,
Victoria and New Zealand. They were able to shed some light on the industry
Australiawide and that assisted the committee greatly in bringing down its
recommendations. I will not repeat the remarks made by previous speakers because most
of what they said is embodied in the report.
When the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee was established early last
year the committee members decided that they wanted the committee to be proactive. I
hope the House will excuse the pun, but it did not want to be a committee which shut the
gate after the horse had bolted, but a committee which would go about its work by not
only using the Auditor General's reports to look at areas in which people had already
failed, but to go beyond that. It wants to advise this Parliament, and the people who will
listen to the Parliament, how the organisations, departmnents or statutory authorities can
rectify the adverse remarks about them in the Auditor General's reports and other reports
which are submitted to the committee. With that in mind we set about looking at the
relationship between the TAB and the industry. We were particularly concerned about
the accountability of TAB funds. We found a breakdown had occurred in the
accountability of TAB funds, and we found an industry which had become very
dependent on TAB funds. The TAB was created as a result of illegal betting, so that the
people who wanted to bet on horse racing and other forms of racing could do so in a legal
manner. We found that the industry which had created the organisation had now become
dependent on it. Witness after witness told us that the industry was no longer on a drip
but was on a heroin line, so to speak. The TAB had become the industry, and all roads
led to Rome. The industry had to do everything the TAB wanted, because in the end the
TAB controlled the times races were held, when they were televised, how people bet,
how much money came back to the industry, and how much stake money was made. The
industry was competing against itself and was no longer concerned about other forms of
the industry.
We were told by many witnesses that the galloping industry would like to see the trotting
and the dog industries disappear. Why? Because it wanted more money for stakes. Why
did it want more money for stakes? Because the higher the stake money, the better the
horses; the better the horses, the more interstate betting; the more interstate betting, the
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more money camne back to the industry. The cycle continues. We saw an industry that
was no longer interested in what happened on the track, because it was concerned only
about what happened at the TAB and, in the main, in off-course betting. Witness after
witness told us chat in many ways people at the track were an inconvenience; they had to
be catered and cared for but there was no future in that. We saw that the country industry
was slowly dying and disappearing because the major part of the stakes was going to the
city. The social infrastructure relating to the industry was dying, and the industry was
making decisions based on TAB turnover and not based on what we thought, and they
knew, was needed for the future of the industry. The industry was interested only in
racing, and the TAB in itself was starting to develop elsewhere, as it was in Victoria,
New South Wales, Queensland and New Zealand. The TAB was looking at other forms
of betting; we know that in Western Australia it is now becoming involved in football
and cricket. The racing industry gave no credence to that In many ways we saw a
conflict, not only within the industry but also in the breaking down of the relationship
between the industry and the TAB.
With all those parameters in place, we were not only challenged with making the public
funds of the TAB accountable, but also we needed to adjust a mechanism to make those
funds accountable mid to give security to the betting industry for the future of this state.
The industry is changing and will not be as it is today in the year 2000. The racing
industry was not prepared for change, and the committee has produced a set of
recommendations it believes prepares the industry and the TAB for the future. It is an
important set of recommendations. Even more so, it has been done in such a way that we
hope the industry will be able to develop mechanisms for change itself. We are not about
regulation or over-control, but we know where the future lies. The committee saw chat
future direction when it visited other states, and we need an industry in Western Australia
that can move in that direction. In these recommendations the committee has provided a
mechanism whereby the industry can change and bring itself into the year 2000,
competing with other states and the rest of the world. If it fails to do that, other
recommendations in the report will force it to take certain actions, because public moneys
are at stake which must be accounted for.
I thank everybody involved in this committee. It has been a tremendous learning
exercise for me. I thank the staff of the public accounts committee and all other
committee members.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [ 10.56 pm]: At the outset I record my thanks not only to the
staff of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee but also to my
colleagues on that committee. I became a member of the public accounts committee after
the study had begun and much of the investigative work bad been completed. I thank my
colleagues for their tolerance, and their ability to put me on the right path when I
misunderstood mactens contained in reports. Of course, there is a difference between
reading a transcript of events and being there, soaking up the atmosphere and nuances in
people's submissions.
In my view, the threat in Western Australia by the Victorian TAB is not to be underrated
but, also should not be overrated. I say that because there has been a gentleman's
agreement between the governments of the states with TABs that restricted the operations
of the TABs to within their own states. Although some limited telephone betting occurs,
generally the Western Australian TAB does not operate in other states, and vice versa.
With the privatisation of the Victorian TAB, there is a constitutional bar to any
government restricting the trade of that private organisation within the country. It poses
a real threat to our TAB and other TABs in Australia, in that they will be open to
competition. In my view that is not the biggest threat confronting punters and betting in
Western Australia. The internationalisation and the high tech betting field will be
introduced with cable and satellite television, as has occurred in a number of places. I
have seen it in operation in Europe where people can bet via their television and handset.
Given a choice between walking down the swreet to the TAB and betting, for example, on
the Kentucky Derby or the Tokyo Cup in Japan, I have no doubt that people will- use their
televisions and handpieces. flat will have a significant effect on punting in Western
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Australia. Events that punters in Western Australia have not to date envisaged betting
on, will be open to them through the technology of satellites and cable television. The
State Government is unable to legislate to control it, and will get no return frm it. It is a
significant challenge for the gambling industry in Western Australia.
I have no major difficulty wish many of the recommendations and the substance of the
report, but I have one difficulty which I will outline. I decided against making a
dissenting report because in my view to do so would have served no great purpose. Also,
committee members put the argument, which I accepted, that a major dissenting report
may well have caused some terminal damage to the report of the public accounts
committee. I accepted that valid argument. As a new member on that committee, I did
not want to sabotage the work of the people who had conscientiously worked for a long
time towards an end.
At page 47 of the report I make the comment that prior to the recommendations -
principally prior to the recommendation to form a racing industry board - it was my view
that the recommendation for such a board was clearly outside the terms of reference of
the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee study. That was a minority
view. Other members of the committee do not agree with me, but I hold that view dearly.
I consistently argued that point of view early in our deliberations. Some changes were
made to reflect that argument. Without wishing to go over all the arguments about
whether this issue is outside die terms of reference, or whether the committee should
have made that recommendation anyway, I simply say that when terms of reference are
published for a study of any kind, and people are invited to make submissions addressing
those terms of reference, and a decision is made about actions to be taken, we must
ensure that the actions fall within the tenms of reference. In this case, I am not
convinced - although the wording in the report was changed to accommodate my view
technically - that the effect of she recommendation to form a racing industry board in
Western Australia effectively will mean a restructuring of the racing industry, It is that
restructuring that the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee has said
publicly it does not want to see. The committee wrote a letter to the editor of The West
Australian - which was not published - pointing out that the press speculation that the
committee was about reorganising the industry was not correct; the cornmittee was all
about dealing with the Totalisator Agency Board and associated public funds.
The effect of the recommendation is the restructuring of the Totalisator Agency Board.
if I were not sure that was she recommendation, and that was the effect of the
recommendation, my position has been significantly strengthened by the article in the
racing section of tomorrow's early edition of The West Australian. The country edition
comes out around 10.30 pm and we have the ability to see tomorrow's news tonight.
Mr Cowan: What do you mean you have the ability to see tomorrow's news tonight?
Mr GRAHAM: Of course we have. It is only I11 o'clock and we already have
tomorrow's paper.
Mr Cowan: Do you need to read the newspaper to find out the news?
Mr GRAHAM: Of course. I am not a mover and shaker like the Deputy Premier. I am a
humble backbencher in opposition.
Mr Cowan: I will get back into my box.
Mr GRAHAM: The article headed "New board proposed" reads -

The WA Turf Club and the WA Trotting Association would be replaced as the
controllers of their respective codes under a major recommendation of the
Trenorden report into the TAB.

It was not the Trenorden report into the TAB; it was the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee report into the TAB. Further on, the article states -

The recommendation of a new board to oversee the industry brought a mixed
reaction from the three racing codes.

1857



I do not make this comment in order to be destructive, but because it needs to be made.
That view of the industry and about what the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee has done was entirely predictable, because the recommendation to form a
racing industry board will restructure the racing industry. I may or may not agree with
that, but the point I made during deliberations of the PAC and in the report is that the
PAC is not the appropriate body to carry out that sort of restructuring. For example, if a
select committee of the Parliament had been set up to deal with the racing industry and
related issues there would be no argument. A select committee would have the power,
authority and ability to make that sort of recommendation, and to have something further
to say about the implementation of it or the application of pressure on the Government to
make it happen. The experienced members of the committee say clearly that the racing
industry needs some reorganisation. They understand that, and that was the evidence
submitted to the committee. I do not dispute that. I dispute whether the issue could and
should have been addressed by the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee.
I again take this opportunity to thank the staff assisting the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee for their time and work, particularly late at night when
last minute amendments had to be drafted.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [11.08 pml: As a member of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee I also wish to comment on its twenty-eighth repon. The
PAC inquired into and reported on the distribution of funds of the Totalisator Agency
Board and a series of other matters relating to that board. It is important to outline the
work carried out by the PAC - the public watchdog on behalf of the public of Western
Australia - in relation to the activities of the TAB. In 1993 the board's total turnover of
taxpayers' funds as a result of betting was $5 19m. That is a large amount of money and
the taxpayers of Western Australia have a right to know how those funds have been spent
and distributed. The racing industry received a direct distribution of $29.3m, and direct
funding to the Government amounted to $31 .2m. That is also a significant amount of
money. In its first 30 years of operation, the Totalisator Agency Board has distributed
$335.5m to the racing codes, and it has paid out $339.3rn in turnover tax to the
Government.
The Totalisator Agency Board has considerable funds and it is important to ensure that
those funds are collected appropriately and distributed appropriately, and that the TAB is
fully accountable. The difficulty faced by the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee in its investigation into the TAB is that it could not divorce the racing
industry from the TAB because the racing codes ensure the existence of the TAB, and
that is the area from which the funds are generated. We went to great pains to ensure that
the committee did not carry out an investigation into the racing industry per se. Our
terms of reference would not allow that, and we took great pains to address that aspect.
One matter of concern was the constant media speculation on the possible
recommrendations that would be contained in the report. I have sat on a number of
committees of inquiries and this is the only one that has had constant media speculation,
and invariably they have shot pretty long bows and were not on the mark. It is
disconcerting to members of the committee that its work can be frustrated by media
predictions, inaccurate as they might be.
WMUil: There was a fair amount of lobbying.
Mr BLAIKIE: Notwithstanding the amount of lobbying, it is the only committee I have
sat on, out of 14 or 15, where I have seen that. I recall that the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee inquiries into the Notre Dame land grant created a
similar set of circumstances. As a member of Parliament who was not a member of the
committee, I thought the media comment prior to the Notre Dame report being released
was outrageous in the extreme. Media speculation played a significant part in destroying
the credibility of whatever reports were brought in by the committee.
The Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee is an important committee
within the Parliament, and within that area we need to work to preserve that entity. We
do not report to the media, to the Opposition or to the Government. Our responsibility is
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to report to die Parliament, and for die Parliament then to make its observation one way
or the other.
While I amn on this subject. I find it bloody deplorable that the best time that we can get to
bring a report that is of major consequence to the Parliament is 11. 10 at night. This is
unsatisfactory to the workings of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee, and to the people who have given their time to present their evidence and
views to the committee. I believe the people in the Totalisator Agency Board and the
racing codes should have had an opportunity to be in the Parliament to hear at first-hand
the comments that die members of the committee made. It is a matter I have criticised in
the past and I intend to work to ensure there is a far better understanding of the work of
the committee. An appropriate time needs to be set aside when committees can report to
the Parliament, which does not impinge on government business - because the work of
the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee is not the work of government -
or on private members' time. An appropriate time should be set aside so members will
know what is going on. The members who have already spoken have the knowledge
from working on this report, but it should be available to other members. We should
have a mechanism in the Parliament where this debate can be adjourned for consideration
in a week or two weeks so that any other member of Parliament who wishes to make a
comment about this or any other report has the opportunity to do so. They may comment
of their own volition or at the request of people who may be adversely affected by
matters in the report. I will be bringing forward these matters again to ensure we get
separate time.
I compliment the members I worked with. I found it was very rewarding. The spirit of
cooperation that can be achieved among five people of different attitudes and views is
remarkable. We met a number of people from Western Australia. An important part,
from my perspective, was when we had the opportunity to visit Queensland, New South
Wales and Victoria to see how those states had restructured their industries, to learn of
their concerns and how they needed to move in the future. Western Australia has not
done that. Our recommendations indicate a series of changes that should take place. It is
up to the industry whether that takes place. We have put in certain recommendations and
if the industry fails to recognise certain things the Government has the responsibility to
act. We can but report. I suggest that if the industry does not take heed, the advances of
communications will play a significant role in the totalisator agency boards of Australia
where there are thousands of millions of dollars at stake.
The distribution to the racing codes is important; the distribution to government services
is also very important.
Recommendation 7 said that legislation should be introduced requiring accountability for
all TAB moneys. Currently there is relatively no accountability. The codes determine
how funds are spent. I find that inappropriate when $30m is being spent. Although the
codes indicate they have a reasonable overview, it needs to be understood that $29m or
$30m happens to be publicly generated funds going through a public organisation such as
the TAB and there needs to be full public accountability. That is a principal
recommendation.
The final recommendation relates to the agencies of the TAB, and the staff who work
there. It became apparent that security within Western Australian TABs falls far short of
the high level of security that is provided in agencies in other states. Again it must be
understood that the Totalisator Agency Board agencies take in pretty significant sums of
money.
Mrs Hallaihan: Conditions generally would be superior elsewhere.
Mr BLAIKIIE: As an overview I would agree with that, but more importantly the security
of personnel and finances should be paramount. If security is lacking, that becomes an
encouragement for people with criminal intent to either cause injury or endeavour to steal
these moneys. Security should be a very important priority.
I have great admiration for the staff of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
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Committee for all their work. They were diligent and understanding. Notwithstanding
the comment I made earlier, membership on the committee was one of the highlights in
this session. The PAC is the only watchdog this Parliament has on behalf of the people
of Western Australia.
Question put and passed.
[See papers Nos 122(a) and (b).]

PERTH INTERNATIONAL CENTRE FOR APPLICATION OF SOLAR
ENERGY BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 9 June.
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [11.19 pm]: The Opposition supports this legislation, and
is very enthusiastic in that support. The Bill seeks to incorporate the Perth International
Centre for Application of Solar Energy under Western Australian legislation to enable the
centre to be established here. That is a development which we should all welcome and
be very pleased about. It is a credit to the Deputy Premier and his predecessors - the
former Deputy Premier, the Leader of the Opposition, the member for Kalgoorlie; and
the former Minister for Energy, the member for Victoria Park - who have all played a
part at different times in the quest to have the centre located in Western Australia. I am
pleased to be able to speak in favour of the legislation in a number of capacities: I am the
Opposition spokesperson on science and technology; the Opposition spokesman on
energy; the Chairman of the Select Committee on Science and Technology; and, most
importantly, the member for Cockburn, the electorate in which this centre is to be
located. In each of those capacities I am very pleased that this legislation is now before
the House.
Members may be aware that the centre is essentially a franchise of the United Nations
Industrial Development Organisation, UNIDO, which is lending its status to the centre
and licensing it from among the various contenders around the world. The centre is to be
established as an international organisation which will support research in renewable
energy. It is important to realise that it is an international centre and the research and
development that it supports will not necessarily be Western Australian and will not
necessarily create work directly in Western Austrlia. It will create work where merit
would suggest it should. The fact that Western Australia has been approved as the site
for the establishment of the centre reflects well on the work that has already been done
here. The fact that it will be located close to the Energy Research Institute at Murdoch
University - a very credible organisation in its field - which already receives a substantial
input from private sector industry in solar and other renewable energy reflects credit on
that institution and on the private industry here. As I was advised in the briefing that we
had yesterday, $500 000 per annum will be allocated to the centre by the State
Government over the next five years. Thbat commitment will be matched by the
Commonwealth Government. It is unfortunate that, because of its budgetary processes,
the Commonwealth commitment is for only three years; but at the appropriate time it is
expected that that commitment will be extended to match that of this state's for the
additional two years. One hopes that it will become a continuing institution in Western
Australia in one capacity or another.
Last year the Select Committee on Science and Technology tabled an interim report
which addressed the level of activity - funding can be taken as an index of activity - in
science and technology in Western Australia. We reported that Western Australia is
missing out very significantly in that area. That is most unfortunate not only because
such activities are desirable in themselves but also because we are missing out an the
potential economic flow-on from scientific research and development. All members will
be familiar with, and will have read avidly, the interim report of the select committee and
will be aware of the fact -

Mr Cowan: We responded to it, too.
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Mr THOMAS: I know that. I was talking about other members who would have been
avid readers of the interim report of the select committee.
Mr Cowan: They did- I got hundreds of letters.
Mr THOMAS: For those who have not read the repont or might have forgotten its
contents, I will refer to it anyway. Western Australia constitutes 10 per cent of
Australia's population and roughly the samte proportion of the nation's gross domestic
product; but only 7 per cent of scientific research and development occurs here. That
missing 3 per cent, $180mn, is equivalent to funding for another university. One of the
major reasons that such a small level of research and development is being done in
Western Australia is the low Commonwealth funding. I indicated that we have only
7 per cent of the nation's total scientific research and development effort; that is, die total
effort of the State Government, private industry, the Commonwealth and higher
education. We attain that level of 7 per cent because the State Government in Western
Australia provides twice as much funding as do state governments generally across the
nation. Were it not for that funding and were we to be totally dependent on the
Commonwealth's contribution, that effort would be half of what it is today. The state
receives only 3.5 per cent of Commonwealth funding for research and development.
That is a scandalous situation considering that we account for 10 per cent of the nation's
population and gross domestic product.
How do we rectify that situation? As our interim report indicated, there is no point in just
belly-aching about the situation. There need to be new developments and they need to be
focused. Western Australia is backward in these areas essentially due to an historical
legacy. We are a mining and agricultural state, and we do very well in research in some
associated areas, such as research in agriculture. Traditionally we have not had
manufacturing industries and, of course, a lot of the research and development is
associated with that sector. To rectify the situation we need to be focused and ask what
strengths can we as a state expect to have in future years and attempt to have programs
put in place which will result in expenditure on research and development in those areas.
The establishment of a centre for application of solar energy here is consistent with the
select committee's recommendations. We have a great future in energy.
Most of the discussion that is taking place is primarily about the traditional area of
energy, petroleum- Western Australia is becoming the major centre. for petroleum
production in Australia as Bass Strait winds down, and with the development of the fields
in the north west, it is becoming the major oil producing state of Australia. A proposal is
before the State Government and the Commonwealth Government to relocate some
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation facilities to Western
Australia, particularly those associated with petroleum and minerals. That has been
promoted as a proposal which should take place in the context of promoting Western
Australia as a centre for research and development in the petroleum industry. That is a
very desirable thing as it could be widened to be an energy centre. Not only do we have
the natural advantage of becoming the major petroleum producing province in this part of
the world but also we have -

Mr Cowan: Can we win the petroleum and mineral centre first?
Mr THOMAS: I am talking about this in that context.
Mr Cowan: Can we win it first before we expand it?
Mr THOMAS: The argument that can be put to get the centre for petroleum and minerals
research located here is that it can expand once it is established. I will relate to the House
the success story of the Queensland Centre for Advanced Technology, a CSIRO division
that was relocated from Victoria to Queensland with some state government support -
much less than is being sought in this proposal. The advice which has come to our select
committee and which will be dealt with in the committee's report later is that that has
been very successful in attracting private industry to Brisbane which is servicing the
Asian region. It could have been located in Singapore, Jakarta or any number of places,
but it chose to locate in Brisbane because it would be next to the Queensland Centre of
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Advanced Technology and because it had access to some of the infrastructure that went
with it. That is being done on a commercial basis. Industry is paying for use of the super
computer and other elements of the infrastructure in that centre. That is the type of
direction we need to take. This CASE reflects an area where we have a natural
advantage. That is one of the reasons char the centre was chosen to be located here in
Western Australia. We have the problem of providing energy to remote communities and
that has meant that we have had to develop technologies, which are not necessarily
developed in advanced countries, to provide energy services to some of the remnote.
communities, particularly Aboriginal communities.
I had the advantage and experience some months ago of visiting a hospital in Cambodia
which is using some of the Western Australian technology. Western Australia has had to
find ways of providing energy resources and services to remote Aboriginal communities,
and chose technologies are applicable in other circumstances, Throughout Asia there are
communities which, in the foreseeable future, will not be part of a comprehensive energy
grid as we know it. There is, therefore, a market for the renewable energy technologies
in order to provide chose services. When CASE is established here in Western Australia,
one would hope that will be a stimulus to encourage this state to provide that technology
and those services to this region, not only here in Western Australia but also throughout
this part of the world.
I am very pleased to note that the Bill provides, I think in clauses 13 to 17, for an
international advisory committee. That will comprise, as I was advised at the briefing we
had yesterday, people who are relevant to the users and the funders of the various
projects that might be involved. It is most desirable that we, as a state seek to have a role
in industries and to encourage contacts. It is often those familiarities with industry here
in Western Australia which influence decisions to use our industry and ultimately provide
jobs here rather than use people in other areas who might be able to provide the same
service. Once people are familiar with an area, they take it into account when making
purchasing decisions.
In summary, the Opposition is very enthusiastic about this Bill and is pleased to see it
here. We congratulate the Government for putting it forward. I thank the Deputy
Premier and his officers Peter Brown and Angela Frodshamn who provided a briefing for
us yesterday.
MRS van de KLASHORST (Swan Hills) [11.33 pm]: I also support this Bill. My
interest in solar energy began when I was teaching at a hills school where, as pant of the
year 5 curriculum, we ran up and down the playground exploring various forms of
energy. During that time I found that children were very turned on with this type of
activity. It was a wonderful medium by which to teach them skills and at the same time
get them involved and interested in science. One of the problems in schools is that many
children need encouragement to take an interest in science. The exploration of energy
sources such as wind and solar energy is a wonderful way of doing this. I am rather
chuffed by the fact that two of the children I taught in grade 5 - that continued when I
moved into the library and taught them the skills of research to carry on with the same
topic - won the Western Australian award two years in a row for the inaugural
international solar model car challenge. I am not sure whether I had anything to do with
it, but I like to think I sowed the seed in their minds of what could be done.
I have lived in the outer metropolitan area for 26 years. For 13 years we were without
electricity and are still without running water. Naturally, therefore, as with most people
in the hills, we became involved in looking at alternative forms of energy. Solar energy
is an alternative form that, together with my husband and other people in our area, I
investigated. We observed the various forms of energy used by some of our neighbours.
As a result I picked up some information which I used as a learning tool in the classroom.
The Government is to be commended for establishing the Perth International Centre for
Application of Solar Energy. We are starring to use a technique and something that is
relevant to Western Australia. I am talking about the sun which is free to all of us here.
In the future in this nation and in the world generally we will be using the sun much more
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to our advantage. This centre will bring us into the twenty-first century with advanced
solar energy technology. It is a concept that we can use and develop and of which we are
at the beginning. We have a long way to go before we will be using the sun to its full
potential. This centre will promote opportunities for the export market. We will be able
to develop technology that we can export to people who need it in the remote areas of the
Third World countries.
I understand that the Bill provides for a group of people to go into the Third World
countries to show them bow the use of solar and renewable energy can make their lives
much easier. This is a wonderful way of assisting in the development of Third World
countries, while showing that we have the people here with the expertise and knowledge
to be able to experiment in this area.
The Eastern Hills Senior Hligh School students proved that young people coming through
the school system art interested in this type of technology. A centre such as this will
encourage them and allow them to develop some of their ideas in the future. The group
will be led by an eight-member board of directors comprising people from Murdoch
University who will have a major part in this, from both State and Commonwealth
Governments, and other interested stakeholders. They will have regular meetings to
guide and direct the setting up of the centre, the hiring of staff and the undertaking of
contracts with developing countries.
One of the wonderful things is that even though it is being funded by both the
Commonwealth and the State Governments it is planned that within five years it will be
self-funding. However, that may happen earlier because of the direction it will take.
International experts will come to Western Australia which will result in spin-offs for this
state. They will add their expertise to ours and the centre will grow considerably. It will
be a credit to all Western Australians that we will be able to develop and export advanced
technology from this state.
The provision of assistance to developing countries will have the spin-off for us of
overseas markets. At home we have an opportunity to use some of the renewable energy
in some of the outback areas, because I can see it helping some remote communities in
WA too. We are starting to do this. We have the solar telephones out in the middle of
the Nullarbor and along the freeways. We are starting to use some of this technology
ourselves. This will continue to grow. India, Thailand and Vietnam have already shown
an interest and want to find out what we do. I believe that feelers have already been put
out in those countries. An Indonesian factory has requested that some people be sent out
there to show how they can help with development.
Mr C.J. Barnett: We have the world's first and only solar powered toilet on Rottnest
Island. It flushes by the airflow, which is solar powered.
Mrs van de KLASHORST: I hope the panels are on the top and that it has a roof.
The attraction of overseas students to Western Australia will also have a spin-off for our
universities and our education system because of the opportunity to train them here.
Perhaps one day we might see a chair of solar energy in our university where our own
youngsters and people coming up will learn as well. Associated industries will grow
from the parts we need, and this will also lead to further development. I see this like a
black hole in space where a whole load of information and energy will gather. We are
the world leaders now, and I see this becoming a major part of Western Australian
industry. I congratulate the Government and commend the Bill to the House.
DR WATSON (IKenwick) (11.42 pm]: I also take this opportunity to congratulate the
Government and the United Nations Industrial Development Organisation for what I see
as an exciting contribution to development, both in our remote regions and those
underdeveloped countries which are our neighbours in South East Asia, India, Asia and
especially African countries, notably South Africa. There are opportunities to be
developed for aid and trade with South Africa and the majority government that has now
been democratically elected there.
We have had two recent power cuts, and people in Perth have suffered enormously from
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the impact of those cuts. We are used to being able to turn on a switch or turn on a tap
and be lit, air-conditioned, cooled or heated and have our stoves heated and our food
cooked or safely refrigerated. We know that most people in the world do not live like
that. We found it tmendously difficult to adapt for those few short hours, for some
people some days. I reminded myself and my colleagues here that most of the world
lives without those amenities. That has tremendous implications for the health, hygiene
and safety of people living in countries where it is not possible. Indeed, in our remote
areas the health and safety of Aboriginal children is daily put at risk because there is no
safe refrigeration, no lighting and very often no water supply, as it is very often
dependent on some kind of electrical start up pump.
I see the Perth International Centre for Application of Solar Energy as being responsible
for three major areas of client groups. One of them will be our own remote settlements
for Aboriginal communities and mining companies in the exploration phase. Another
will be for people in developing countries. Another will be for those individuals perhaps
in rural and remote communities who need some kind of assistance because they have a
disability. The Deputy Premier and I participated in a forum last week where we
examined with various' interest groups the needs of people with disabilities to remain
living safely and comfortably in a remote or rural community. Very often support was
contingent on some sort of mechanical appliance. I suggest that with this kind of
technology there would be a benefit for people with disabilities in remote areas.
When I was Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I visited the remote area technology unit at
Murdoch University. It was always very interesting to see the way that some of these
facilities were able to be transported to Pundulmurra College at Port Hedland. assembled
there as a training and employment opportunity and then transported to Halls Creek,
Fitzroy, back down to Kalgoorlie and to various communities where it gave Aboriginal
people, who were very often living on the fringes of town, an opportunity to live where
there were ablution blocks and scope for laundry facilities, and for the camp to be lit at
night because of the particular solar technology. In general, there was an opportunity to
improve the safety of their living conditions. I refer again to the scope for refrigeration,
which is a very important necessity for health, because of the scope to ensure that food
can be kept safely, as well as water.
The other example for our own community is communications. A tremendous tragedy
occurred in 1990 when a lot of people left Punmu community in the western desert. A
truck overturned killing eight people and injuring several others. Carmen Lawrence, who
was Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, instituted an inquiry into communications for people
living and travelling in remote areas. A number of recommendations were made about
telecommunication systems and also water pumps at regular stages along those moutes
that were most often used as roads. I believe this centre of CASE can go on to develop
that technology for use in Western Australia and, indeed, in the whole of Australia. I
understand with regard to the Alice Springs unit that there is scope for transfer and
adoption elsewhere. That will be the focus of my short speech to the House tonight.
Australia has always been most generous. Our Federal Government has made a
commitment to overseas aid, and individual Australians have responded to requests for
solid commitments such as community aid. Many people in this House give a
commitment to programs such as Community Aid Abroad's Aware program and also
respond generously in times of crisis. This program is a tremendous commitment to
sharing our knowledge and developing our own industry so that we can contribute to
developments in Third World countries. We should remind ourselves that most of the
world's people are locked into an endless struggle for survival. Millions of the worlds's
children are malnourished and die of otherwise preventable diseases. Theme is a constant
battle with the consequences of cultural imperialism and damaged ecosystems. That is
how most of the world's people live. I refer members to a 1991 UNICEF report on the
state of the world's children which points out what can be done when a commitment is
made to eliminate one disease over a 10 year period; namely, polio. Polio is on the way
out. A commitment was made through UNICEF and the World Health Organisation to
immunise 80 per cent of the world's children over a 10 year period.
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The reason I am drawing the attention of the House to this commitment is that it cannot
be done without refrigeration. Perhaps 100 per cent of the world's children could be
immunised were those kinds of technologies for communication, refrigeration, and clean
drinking water able to be ensured in countries such as Vietnam. As a young nurse in the
infectious diseases branch of Royal Perth Hospital I nursed people who had contracted
polio in the early 1950s. Years later they still required breathing assistance at night.
Only the other day a refugee child from Vietnam came into my office. He is seven years
old and his legs are wasted because he contracted polio when he was four. It was a
salutary reminder to me and to people with whom he has come into contact at Princess
Margaret Hospital for Children that polio is a common condition in countries such a
Vietnam. The UNICEF report states -

Eighty per cent immunization does mean an 80 per cent reduction in deaths,
because disease is both more common, and more commonly fatal, among the
minority who have not been reached. .

This kind of technology has the potential to provide safer childbirth; immunisation
programs - reminding ourselves that every minute eight children under the age of five die
in the world; safe food; to defeat dehydration; to reduce the infant mortality rate; and to
provide water pumping equipment. I have spoken in the House a couple of times about
my two visits to Zimbabwe. We went the last time just before an election. One of the
key election commitments Robert Mugabe made was that no woman would have to walk
more than nine miles on a return journey for water. That is a tremendously foreign
concept to us. The adaptation of these technologies can play a major role in those kinds
of issues; in water supplies, sanitation, education and, of course, industrial development.
These sorts of programs enable us in Australia to be part of the solution to
underdevelopment.
Underdevelopment is a political issue. It is a threat to health. It thrives in famine,
poverty, illiteracy, population explosion and environmental destruction. In those sorts of
conditions armament manufacturers just walk into a country and militarism thrives. This
is a much better way to be spending our money. There is a great future for the
development and application of this kind of technology in the Indian Ocean countries, in
Africa, the Middle East, South East Asia and in those Asian countries immediately north
of it, as well as in our own communities.
Mr Hill: And if costs are brought down sufficiently, in remote parts of Australia to a far
rater extent.

Dr WATSON: Yes, there is tremendous scope for application. I like the point the
member for Swan Hills made that this is the kind of science that can get our own
schoolchildren interested and motivated because they can then see a future in which they
can be involved. Most of our kids want to do something that will see the world a better
place. This initiative of CASE has that potential. I hope we will see it grow and develop.
I congratulate the Government on this Bill. Most of all I say to UNIDO many thanks for
making Perth its first centre.
MR COWAN (Merxtdin - Minister for Commerce and Trade) [ 11.58 pmn]: I thank
members who have contributed to this debate for their supporting remarks. The member
for Cockburn, who was appointed the Opposition's lead speaker for this Bill, is
unfortunately in the process of losing his voice. I am sure he would like to have made
more comment about the contents of the legislation than he was able to; nevertheless,II
took on board the thrust of his remarks. I will respond to those he was able to make.
The member is correct that funding for this proposal is from matching moneys from the
Commonwealth Government and the State Government. The state is already committed
for five years for $500 000 in each year. As the member for Cockburn said, because of
the budgetary system adopted by the Commonwealth, it can project its Budget forward
only three years. We have been given an assurance that, notwithstanding the fact that it
cannot be included in any budgetary framework, when the time is appropriate two
additional years will be added to the funding for this program.
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One thing that has not been mentioned in this debate is the additional funds that will be
set aside for capital works. I presume these funds will be for a building to house the
project, the cost of which will be in excess of SIm. Although the Government has no
indication of precisely when this building will be built, it is anticipated that the centre
*will be established in available office space, but its permanent location will be adjacent to
Murdoch University.
The member for Cockburn commenced on the level of funding available for research and
development in this state. His comment which was not directly related to this legislation.
but certainly has some general relationship to it, is quite accurate. I am sure the member
for Cockburn is aware that the Government did respond to the interim report handed
down by the select committee of which he is the chairman. I think the response the
Government received from those applicants for cooperative research centres has been
very positive. The Government made available some very limited financial resources to
assist the CRC applicants in the gathering of data and undertaking basic research - it was
not a significant amount. More importantly, the Government appointed Professor Ralph
Slatyer to act as a consultant to the applicants for CRCs in Western Australia. He
undertook to meet every applicant or applying group and gave them the benefit of his
advice. In every instance the Government has been informed his advice was very much
welcomed. The Government has great expectations that it can lift the level of success in
respect of applications for CRCs. The trouble is that in its dealings in the past with the
Commonwealth the Government quite often built up its expectations only to have them
dashed. However, in this case the groundwork which has been done is likely to provide a
greater opportunity to receive funds from the Commonwealth for research and
development in this state.
The member for Cockburn referred to all forms of energy necessary for the future of this
state. I agree with him. He related his comments to the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organisation establishing its petroleum and minerals division here.
While it would be admirable to include in any research and development the additional
arm of renewable energy resources, I will be quite content if I can successfully entice the
CSIRO to establish its petroleum and minerals division in Western Australia. It would be
a significant event.
The member for Helena was somewhat critical of the Government when he made a claim
in this House that this Government was not working hard enough to attract centres of
excellence either through private enterprise or institutions like the CSIRO. I can assure
him that nothing is further from the truth. I also advise him that the figures he alluded to
in this House in respect of the Government's attempts to secure not the whole of the
Motorola proposal, but its research and development section, were wrong. Nonetheless,
that is a matter which he and I can take up privately.
The member for Swan Hills commented on the importance of the use of renewable
energy resources by the younger generation, particularly students. I agree with her
comments. While I have not had the complete details of the total operation of this
research centre, I have no doubt at all that it will be involved to some extent in promoting
what it does and I hope that will include an education program. Again, that is not
covered in the legislation, but it is something the board will determine as soon as it is
appointed.
There is no question that the sentiments expressed by the members for Swan Hills and
Kenwick that the focus of this centre is to provide a whole range of resources using
renewable energy in remote and perhaps underdeveloped countries are correct. That is its
whole purpose.
I am sure when the member for Cockburn said he welcomed the provision for an
international advisory council to be established that he was well aware of the major
objective of this centre. He is quite right: There is no doubt that the international
advisory council will play a very significant part in giving advice to and assisting the
board of the centre to develop its business plan or strategies.
Once again, I thank all members for their support of this legislation, particularly the
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member for Cockburn. I am awart of his interest in matters relating to science and
technology and I am very pleased he has, on behalf of the Opposition, given his approval
to this legislation. I quite freely acknowledge that this Bill is not an initiative of mine. It
was well and truly under way when I assumed responsibility for my portfolio, and I am
pleased I have been able to bring to fruition the work of my predecessor.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Cowan (Minister for Commerce and Trade), and
transmitted to the Council.

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR RIEBELIN (Ashburton) [12.10 anm]: I shall cover a number of areas in this
debate. Firstly. I shall refer to my area of responsibility as shadow Minister for Local
Government, and then to some issues impacting on my electorate. If!I have enough time
I shall also refer to matters raised in this House today about what used to be called the
Crown Law Department and is now the court services section of the Ministry of Justice.
As members are aware, over the last 18 months or so a number of public inquiries have
been conducted into local government. The Kyle report has been made public and has
been debated in this House. When a report of this type is released it takes some time for
the facts to be known by the public. The facts relating to the Kyle report are now coming
out into the public arena, and undoubtedly more facts relating to that report will be
debated over the months to come; some members of this House may not like that idea,
but it will happen. When inquiries are released to the public, people learn what is going
on.
Other reports are currently in the hands of the Minister, and unfortunately have yet to be
released. I have mentioned the Greenough inquiry previously, in which Councillor
Garrett rightly or wrongly has come under the notice of the department concerning
actions relating to planning issues. Also, an inquiry into the Boddington Shire involves
two people under investigation regarding planning issues. Many inquiries and areas of
concern relate to planning issues because most money is to be made in that area if
someone wants to cause mischief.
It is important that the community's mind is put at rest and confidence is restored in the
planning system damaged during the past 18 months or so. The Government should
indicate clearly that councillors and senior council staff must not participate in
commercial transactions over which they have control. That principle has not been
adhered to over the past 18 months, and probably before that, as councillors maybe do
not fully understand their responsibilities. It is not acceptable for a councillor to declare
a pecuniary interest in a matter, and then partake in council debate on the matter through
a third party. This occurred at the Wanneroo Council, and was highlighted by the Kyle
report. It was alleged that a person who had declared a pecuniary interest passed notes to
a third party who pursued that interest. The Kyle report said of the two gentlemen,
Councillors Edwardes and Smith, involved in the transaction -

While it is clear from the record that Edwardes did not play any part in the formal
part of the Council and the Committees, the inquiry has received evidence that
strongly suggests that Edwanles was active behind the scenes and in prompting
councillor Smith when he spoke at the April Council meeting in support of the
changed location.

This relates to a toilet block. It continues -
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Edwardes was seen to pass notes to Smith while Smith was addressing the
Council on the issue. Edwanies maintains that these notes had nothing to do with
the debate before the Council, but commonsense makes it bard to accept that as
true.

The Kyle report emphasises my point; namely, that councillors should be very careful to
ensure that they stay well away from matters being discussed in which they have a
pecuniary interest.
Mr Johnson: The business about the notes is absolute supposition. No evidence
whatsoever suggests that the notes had anything to do with the matter with which the
council was dealing.
Mr RIEBELING: Kyle conducted the inquiry, and he did not believe them. He included
that reference in his report. People at council must be seen to be correct, not only be
correct.
Mr Johnson: I agree with you on that scorn.
Mr RIEBELING: The Kyle report also indicates that people should not declare a
pecuniary interest, and then pursue relevant matters as a councillor outside of council.
The Department of Local Government should stipulate that once people have declared a
pecuniary interest at council, no activities should be pursued outside of council relevant
to that interest acting as a councillor.
Mr Johnson: That toilet block was a nonsense. Your Minister of the day included it in
the terms of reference which were added to the original inquiry because he believed some
political advantage could be gained. There was no pecuniary interest in a toilet block
which cannot be seen from their house.
Mr RIEBELING: Kyle disagrees with the member.
Mr Johnson: He was very selective on some things.
Mr RIEBELING: That is the member's opinion, and perhaps he should challenge
Mr Kyle's findings.
it is imperative that the Minister takes immediate action to restore public confidence in
the state planning system, damaged over the past 18 months mainly through the Kyle
report and the actions of the Wanneroo Council. The Government must establish a
system to ensures that actions that led to the Kyle inquiry do not occur in the future.
The Wannerc Council was not the only one that came to grief in relation to planning. In
my electorate, the Shire of Roebourne recently had a problem on a planning issue. The
council planner decided to enter into a commercial transaction and trade in land in a
commercial zone in Kanratha. That may appear to be reasonable. However, he also put
forward a proposal for the building of storage units on a block of land which had already
gone to council under a different developer. The developer of the first proposal had been
the recipient of conditions which complied with the shim rules which made it
uneconomic for the development to proceed. This development related to storage
facilities in the centre of town. The conditions were such things as a certain type of
building; a minimum amount of landscaping; a certain number of car parking spaces; and
the retention of a certain amount of undeveloped land. Because of those restrictions the
first developer decided it was uneconomic to proceed and, therefore, the land was not
sold. A year or so later the new town planner saw this as an opportunity, and purchased
the land with a view to constrcting an almost identical development. Unfortunately for
the community, a deputy planner imposed different conditions than were imposed on the
original development. He proposed smaller storage sheds than the council had earlier
approved, and also allowed more of the block to be utilised than was previously allowed.
He also allowed - and these recommendations were made to the council - for a cheaper
form of construction in the town centre, and reduced car parking and landscaping.
Understandably, the developer of the original proposal was annoyed when he saw his
project being developed by the new town planner at far less cost than he would have
incurred had his development proceeded. In addition, the land for the development was
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obtained at a much lower cost than it would have been had he proceeded with the project.
Thankfully, the original developer of the project contacted the Press, which brought the
matter to the attention of the public. Because of the publicity surrounding the bunflght in
the Press, council reviewed the application. I am pleased to say thai more stringent
conditions were applied to the development, in line with development in the town centre.
If the planner now wishes to proceed with the project, that is fine. This case highlights
the fact that people must be very careful when dealing with matters over which they have
control. They must ensure that they do not try to take advantage of their position, which
people will see as undermining public confidence in the local government system.
The behaviour within the City of Wanneroo in the past has been scandalous. This
Government should put in place rules making it quite clear that it is an offence for staff
and councillors to take part in any proceedings when they have a pecuniary interest.
Rules should also be put in place indicating that council staff must be more responsible
for recommendations they make to council. It appears from recent events that council
staff have tried to set up councillors by giving tern bad advice, which they acted upon,
and then moving away from the decisions. That kind of action not only annoys the
councillors who receive the bad advice, but also makes the public lose confidence in
council's ability to make rational decisions. When council decisions have been made,
provided they are made lawfully and after due consideration, it should be an offence for
council employees to canvass those decisions in public, to try to build up animosity
towards the decision and to overturn it in the public debate. Once an expert in the field
of planning, for example, has his recommendations knocked back by council, he should
accept the decision and then, as much as possible, support council's determination. In
that way the public can have as much confidence as possible in the planning system. I
urge the Minister for Local Government to seriously consider the problems raised in the
various reports in his possession, to which we do not yet have access. He should take
strong action so that public confidence can be restored in the system, which should work
much better than it has over the last few years.
I turn now to the town of Wickhamn and the services under threat in that town. An
inquiry is ongoing into the health services delivered to the towns of Wickhamn and
Roebourne. My main concern is the service provided to Wickham. I am quite
convinced, as are a number of other people, that the Wickhanm District Hospital will no
longer operate as we would expect such an institution to operate. I think it will be
replaced by a system in which various health services are provided to the hospital, which
will become a multifaceted facility. People may be treated in such a facility for a number
of ailments but it will not have facilities for patients to stay. That will be the function of
the Roeboune District Hospital, and services will emanate from the Nickol Bay
(Karratha) Hospital. The health people to whom I have spoken have tried to convince me
that if services are improved at the Nickol Bay (Karratha) Hospital, people in Wickhanm
will be better off. That is not the case because Nickol Bay is approximately
60 kiometres from Wickham. The services in the town of Wickham have been run down
and this is one of those services the people hold dear. This inquiry has been set up with a
predetermined result; that is, the closure of the hospital. In the same area an inquiry is
being held into the provision of nursing care in the region. Nurses tell me that one of
their main concerns is that the system will require nurses trained to operate within
hospitals to carry out external work and vice versa, with those specialising in external
work expected to operate in the hospital sector. Some people may say that is a good
thing, and is better utilisation of staff. However, many nurses are concerned that at this
stage they are not trained to perform that dual role. They are al so concerned that regional
health offices around the country are in danger of being closed, and there is strong
evidence to suggest that is occurring now.
The people of Wickham are currently very concerned about the police station in that
town. At the moment it is manned by one sergeant and two constables. The crime rate in
Wickham is exceptionally low and in my view that is achieved because of the police
presence. The three police officers are doing a great job in achieving this low crime rate.
This Government's commitment is to a reduction in crime, an increase in the Police
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Force and improvement of facilities. However, in Wickham the Government's
commitment is to close the station. This town has a population of more than 1 000, yet
two of the police officers will be relocated to the Roebourne Police Station, and the
sergeant will be relocated to Perth. The police regional officer of the Police Force
advises us that the Wickham community will be better off under the new arrangement,
because Wickham will have access to the 13 police officers stationed at Roebourne. We
are told it is not a closure of the police station because police from Roebourne will patrol
the area and the town will have access to a larger pool of officers. I do not believe that,
nor does the community of Wickham. The people of Wickham have heard that sort of
rhetoric before. They have heard the rhetoric that the police station will still have
equipment in it and that a police vehicle will still be based at Wickham. It is ridiculous
to suggest that a police station with no police officers is still a police station. From 1
July, the police constables will be based in Roebourne and will report there for work, and
the sergeant will report somewhere in Perth for redeployment in the metropolitan area. I
believe that this move by the Police Department and the Minister is a result of poor
administration throughout the region. I understand that the Minister's rationale for what
will occur in Wickhanm is the perceived need by the regional officer to remove the
sergeant from Wickham; the only way he appears to be able to do that is via this
sledgehammer approach of closing the police station. That is a chronic situation, and the
Minister for Police should step in and ensure that does not occur.
I turn now to the Budget.
Mr Johnson: A very good Budget.
Mr RIEBELING: We do not know whether it is a good Budget. We do not know what is
in it It is an amazing document, which gives us the broad picture but is remarkably scant
on detail in regard to bow it will affect individual electorates. I am surprised that the
Press knows more about the Budget than what appears in the Budget. Ministers seem to
have a great ability to issue press releases about how much will be spent in my electorate,
but that is not -found in the Budget documents. Obviously, the departments know what is
happening, hut they do not get that information from the Budget documents.
It appears that the State Energy Commission will spend some $4-9m to upgrade
generating plants in Kalgoorlie, Wyndham, Port Hedland, Esperance, Carnarvon, Broome
and Karratha, but there is no information about how that will be split up. An amount of
$l.4m will be spent on the acquisition of spares for six gas turbine units. I applaud that
move, because the more gas that is used from my area, the better. An amount of
$655 000 will be spent by the Fisheries Department to commence the construction of two
new research facilities, one in the north west and the other in the South west. However,
the north west is a large region, and I suggest to the Minister that if he has not yet made
up his mind, Karratha would be a great place to spend $325 000 on a new facility.
An amount of $1.5m will be spent by the Health Department to provide staff
accommodation in remote areas. The Pilbara is a remote area, so perhaps we will get
some of that expenditure. I understand that the Government is looking at the possibility
of setting up a boot camp; I believe Leederville is one area under consideration. The
Government can keep that in the south. The Attorney General said, in answer to a
question on notice, that less security would be needed for a boot camp in a remote area
because juveniles would find it very difficult to get to population centres. However,
Leederville is right next door to a rail link to Karratha. Hopefully, the Minister will look
at what she said and abandon any thought of setting up a boot camp at Leederville. We
do not have hardened criminals in Karratha and the Pilbara. They are all nice people up
there. People in the south can keep the hardened criminals.
An amount of $800 000 will be spent to upgrade fire services. That is great, but we do
not know where that will be spent. The Police Department will spend several million
dollars to acquire land and to build new police cells, but it is difficult to identify where
that money will be spent. The Minister for Housing has managed to get $2.8mn to
complete 53 replacement units throughout the State for the Government Employees
Housing Authority. That is excellent, but I do not know how many of those units will go
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to the Pilbara. Areas such as the Pilbara have a high demand for accommodation, and if
employers do no: provide accommodation, they cannot get the best employees possible.
Mr Prince: I am fully aware of that problem, and it is a matter that requires priority.
Mr RIEBELING: I am told, other than through the Budget documents, that some $4rn
will be spent in the Karratha area on 20-odd units of accommodation. That is well
overdue, and it will give a boost to the construction industry.
Mr Prince: I am pleased you note the failure of your government. You said "overdue".
Mr RJEBELING: We had a three-year program to build 70 units, which this Government
cancelled. I am glad the Minister has realised the error of his ways and had a change of
heart. An amount of $4.8m will be spent on Aboriginal housing, but it is impossible to
find where that will be spent.
Another area of concern in the Budget is the lack of infornation about the replacement of
air-conditioning units at Karratha Senior High School. This matter has concerned many
parents and children in Karratha. Last year, $50 000 was alocated for the replacement of
those aged units., flat money did not eventuate, so the children have had to put up with
the continual breakdown of those units. It is very expensive for the department to
continually maintain those units, and they should be replaced. I note from the capital
works program that the Government has been able to find $600 000 to improve
Government House, and to put aside a couple of million dollars to promote an art
appreciation program at Como High School, but it appears unable to find $50 000 for an
essential service to Karratha Senior High School. People who do not consider air-
conditioning vital should visit the Pilbara. They will soon realise that air-conditioning is
not a luxury, as in many other parts of the State, but a necessity. If we want our children
to develop, we should spend money on that resource.
MS WARNOCK (Perth) [12.40 antI: In my contribution to the Supply debate I would
like to discuss the somewhat contentious subject of prostitution, a matter which the
Minister for Police addressed a few days ago. I note that the retiring Commissioner of
Police, Brian Bull, made some comments about it. I have had a long, although not
continuing, interest in the subject. During the 1970s I was one of a group of energetic
and active but rather naive women who sough: to improve conditions for women in the
prostitution industry and, in the process, to seek decriminalisatioh. There was a
movement at the time for decriminalisaion. Our approach was fairly naive;- We used to
go around visiting the houses, handing out a newsletter entitled "Pros and Cons". I think
I have a few copies of that newsletter at home in my files. Our efforts were received with
amazement and sonic alarm by the workers in the various houses that we visited. We
were very sincere but not very knowledgeable. I am not sure that our approach was the
correct one to this question because some 20 years later it is still a contentious question.
The legislators, people in the community - almost everyone I can think of, including
people in the sex industry - have very mixed views about the best way this activity should
be carried out in the community.
It is almost impossible to discuss the subject without introducing some double entendre,
but I intend to discuss it seriously. I have given some thought to it over the past few
days. It is a highly contentious matter which has been raised recently by the Minister for
Police. For something that has been around for so long, and which has been described as
the oldest profession, prostitution seems to present a remarkably difficult problem for
society and also for its legislators. With its complex mix of moral questions, health and
safety concerns - and most women who discuss the subject have concerns - and its
uncertain legal status, and that goes for most countries that I know about, and certainly
for all states of Australia, it seems to cause problems for governments of all political
colours. I am free to admit it is governments of all political colours; who have trouble
with the subject and put it in the too hard basket.
During the term of the previous Labor governiment in 1990 a committee of inquiry was
set up chaired by Beryl Gram, a respected community figure. That committee believed
that the so-called containment policy which we have all heard so much about, and which
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was established around 1976, should be explained clearly to the public so that it knew
exactly what it meant, and so chat the public could see how inadequate the policy was.
The committee suggested that decriminalisation with perhaps a licensing board was a
good option, and that the police should not have to deal with the potential for corruption
that offered itself regularly with this particularly contentious profession. As I recall, the
containment policy was set up in 1976 because there was a particular concern among
senior police officers at the time that the matter needed to be "cleaned up". There was
some concern about corruption involving various members of the community and the
containment policy was partly to address that problem.
I have spoken to a number of people about this matter over the past week, and members
of the 1990 committee expressed great disappointment to me that the government at the
rime had not been able to grasp the nettle - and it is certainly a nettle - and nothing had
been done to follow up their report into which they had put about 18 months of
immensely hard work. This old subject seems very difficult for many people to reSolve.
The industry is undecided, it is split about the whole matter. Opinions vary greatly
among practitioners in the industry, the people who control the industry, those who work
in it day to day, or night to night. The official representatives of the sex workers, who do
not cover all sex workers because they represent only some part of the profession, believe
that decriminalisation with some form of controls set up to regulate this multi-million
dollar industry is probably the way to go. Varied views exist about that. Legalisation is
preferred by some people. Certainly some police suggest that idea and some police, on
the other hand, prefer decrinminalisation. The people who work in the industry also share
the view of that 1990 committee chaired by Beryl Grant, and the outgoing Commissioner
of Police, Brian Bull, that a licensing board should be set up, similar perhaps to a
licensing board that might control, say, the gambling industry. Just as, for example, a
child care agency can be deregistered for failing to comply with certain regulations and
conditions set up for it, those who operate a brothel, a parlour or a massage establishment
could be subject to very stringent controls.
This so-called containment is obviously failing to contain. I do not think anyone in the
community would have any doubt about that. On some estimates at least, around 150
women work in "contained brothelst" and about 3 000 women work in the entire industry.
What should be done for those outside the present controlled system? It is obvious at
present that those many single operators - "singles" as they are called in the jargon; escort
agency workers, massage parlour workers, and others who work in surprising places in
the community - are not part of the containment policy. They are not only operating
outside the rather odd law we have in this state but also they run the risk of being
exploited by clients who, for examrple, offer a lot of mioney to not practise safe sex. This
is a very serious concern, and it is one of the reasons why the industry should continue to
be controlled in some way. These workers also run the risk of encountering clients who
may be violent and likely to assault the woman concerned. It seems to me - and I am in
concert here with the Minister for Police and the outgoing Commissioner of Police, Brian
Bull - that changes are obviously needed. Police know it; the sex workers know it; and
most politicians who think about the issue, will know it, but will we this time be prepared
to make those changes? That is a big question, because those politicians who have been
around this place for a while will know how difficult it is to deal with some contentious
subjects which involve a huge variety of views and sometimes deep convictions. It
appears to me that society as a whole for a long time has taken an illogical and
hypocritical stand about prostitution.
I do not think any of us can be in any doubt about this. We all know from a very early
age chat prostitution exists, and that it probably always will. I do not think there will be
any doubt about chat either. Because most of us do not much want to think about it most
of the time, we are content to disapprove of the women who work in it, and allow the
police to have the rather cumbersome task of running it, because that, in effect, is what
happens. We ignore the fact that a vast majority of this industry's clients are men who
are not prosecuted at all, which was the subject of some of the discussions that we had 20
years ago about this matter. Yet we still make an enormous fuss when any man - it is
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mostly men who are the clients of prostitutes - in a public position is thought to have
been anywhere near a prostitute. We have this extraordinary conglomeration and
complexity of views about this subject.
Many women have a great deal of ambivalence about prostitution. Even feminists, who
are sometimes thought to be of a single mind on most subjects - they are certainly not -
have a wide variety of views. They are ambivalent about this business. Some who,
perhaps, are members of churches find the whole subject morally reprehensible and
simply would like to see not so much dectiminalisation or legaisation as total
criminalisation. Although I understand the feelings that some people have, I find that a
totally unrealistic point of view. Indeed most churches find that to be the case as well.
Some find it repugnant that men exploit women in this way. Others cannot understand
why women would tolerate working in such a demeaning job. Certainly we find a wide
variety of views on this subject. This emerged when the Minister for Police saw fit to
make his views known to the public last week, as did the Commissioner of Police.
The Opposition has already consulted representatives of the industry about this matter,
and made it clear that it would support the Government in any effort to make necessary
changes to the industry. It has been made clear by our leader that, having tried to deal
with this difficult subject ourselves before, we are prepared to support any attempt that
this Government may make to deal with the subject- We believe that containment is not
working. We believe that police should not have the task of acting as managers of a
business that they are also obliged to police. It is very odd situation for someone to be in;
they are in effect the managers of something they then have to police. Women who seek
the protection of working in a house with other women, but who are not in an "~official"
contained brothel, but are in what may be described as a cottage industry with a group of
other women, should not have to operate from home or from the street if they do not want
to. We are also concerned that women's health and personal safety should not be
comnpromised in any way. We do not think that some should be prosecuted and others
ignored. This seems to be quite absurd. It has been one of the very serious and curious
problems about this business for some years that, while the containment policy did to an
extent clean up the industry - at least that is according to a police officer, now retired,
with whom I spoke at some length this week - it has created the rather absurd situation
that some brothels are "official" but others are not. Some people are therefore
prosecuted, and some people are not, for working virtually in the same business. The
official figures show that a relatively small number of women work in these houses when
literally thousands of people are workcing in the industry who are in an uncertain legal
situation, which is uncomfortable for anybody working in any business.
Mr Prince: Surely it is not an uncertain position. Those who are not in a contained
brothel are operating illegally if they are living off the earnings of prostitution or
otherwise infringing the Police Act. It might be anomalous; it is not uncertain.
Ms WARNOCK: That may well be the case. It creates a feeling of uncertainty in the
workers. For example, if the situation were made much less confusing for people who
work in the field they would be much more likely to be prepared to have regular health
checks, to go to police when they had been assaulted and so on. Presently, the people
who are contained in this odd way do have the protection - there is no other word I can
use - of the police, and the others do not. Because the others do not have that protection
they hesitate to report attacks, and it is very well known there are lots of attacks on
people who are woring as prostituites. In this age of HJV/AIDS serious concern is raised
because people will not seek health checks if they are in this anomalous legal position.
That is one of the strongest reasons we as a group of legislators should seek to do
something about it. Where people feel uncertain and uneasy about coming forward when
they have been assaulted, or when they believe they might have a health problem, we as a
community have a problem.
Mr Prince: How do you overcome the difficulty I struck, in representing some women in
the courts, of the motivation that leads them into the business as being rather more one of
necessity than anything else. They are, if you like, at the bottom of the heap and that is
why they resort to prostitution. How do you overcome by some form of legalisation the
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exploitation of people who are the weakest? How do you overcame that inevitable
feeling that you are exploiting the people who are least able to look after themselves?
Ms WARNOCK: By having a policy of decriminalisation, with some sont of board of
registration which was able to register people in some way so they were able to practise
legally, and did not have this feeling of being outcast members of society and therefore
subject to exploitation by people.
Mr Prince: Because they have become prostitutes they are then outcast and they are
exploited. How do you rationalise that with making it in some way an approved
exercise?
Ms WARNOCK: If we decriminalise something it ceases to be in the long term
something about which people disapprove. TIherefore, they cease to be despised
members of society and people easily exploited. If a person is a certified practising
accountant and can produce his card, he is a legitimate member of society and therefore if
somebody seeks to exploit him, he has a board to go to, the police to go to, and he does
not have to hide behind all sorts of smoke screens in order to take his legitimate place as
a worker in society. That is the way I see it in terms of occupational health and safety, If
a woman feels she is having to hide all the time because she is not an official part of the
containment policy she is very unlikely to seek help in any situation of exploitation,
whether it involves a standover merchant who threatens her with physical harm or
anything else. Whereas if her occupation were legitimised in some way, however
repellent some people may find it, she would have a legal and social right, the same right
as anybody else, to complain about exploitation.
hr Prince: You seek to change people's attitudes. Perhaps the state could take the
position adopted in some Hlindu countries.
Ms WARNOCK: That is something I have not considered. It seems to me that if we
legislate for something, we tend to change people's attitude about it.
Mr Prince: I would debate that at length.
Ms WARNOCK: I would be very happy to do that. I am on the Select Committee on
Road Safety, which is interested in changing people's attitudes to drink driving.
However, that is a story for another day.
Mr Prince: Try the family law legislation as an example.
Ms WARNOCK: We can change people's attitudes but sometimes it takes much longer
than we expect It is unrealistic to expect that within a couple of weeks people will
change their view about a profession that is alleged to have been going for thousands of
years. I anm concerned for the health and safety of workers involved in the sex industry. I
find hypocrisy to be a fairly repellent way of behaving. I find the hypocritical attitude
that some people have to prostitutes, when it is quite obvious that many people patronise
the service of prostitutes, rather hard to live with. The sooner we try to change those
attitudes, the better. I remember when I used to go around with a rather naive group of
much younger women to try to change the world. The women in the business used to just
about die every time a public statement was made that the clients as well as the workers
should be prosecuted. To use the jargon, they used to say, "You drive the Johns away."
Prostitution is a two party contrct. I cannot see why one party to that contract is
prosecuted in most countries in the world and the other is not. That seems to be a part of
the illogicality, and it arises out of the moral attitude that we have had to prostitution for
many centuries.
Ar Prince: You are saying that those attitudes ame pervasive in other parts of the world-
Our law is not much different It reflects the ambivalent attitudes to prostitution in our
society.
Ms WARNOCK: We are ambivalent about that; nonetheless, that does not mean that we
cannot do something to improve the situation of people who work in a particular industry
and to change the absurd situation where police officers are managing something that
they are also policing. Some of the women are "legal", and some are not. It Seems to Me
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that we could improve that situation. I do not say that by changing a law we will change
the view of the entire community overnight. As a parliamentarian I understand why it is
hard to change that attitude. There is bound to be a demonstration outside the Parliament
House door as soon as we try to change the relevant legislation. We all know the effect
that will have. A collective of sex industry workers is presently working on a proposal
which it wants to put to the Government. We have already had a representation from this
group of people. We urge the Government to take this proposal into account when it
considers what it might do about this matter. We also urge the Government to go back to
that sensible and down to earth series of proposals suggested by the 1990 committee of
review. A great deal has been written about it. I have a number of papers which are
extremely interesting to which I could point Government members if they are interested
in reading them.
The suggestions put forward include that the Government should consider
decriminalisation and the setting up of a licensing board to oversee the health, safety,
location - that is very important; that is where local government comes in - and drug
enforcement factors within the industry.
We remain utterly opposed to the exploitation of children as prostitutes. We would
expect that any decent society would do absolutely everything in its power to protect any
child who is being threatened with prostitution in any way at all.
Mr Prince: Someone under the age of 18?
Ms WARNOCK: We have a curious problem with our age of consent.
Mr Prince: That is why I was asking. Do you mean a person who is younger than 18?
Ms WARNOCK: I mean someone who is under the age of consent. As we know, the
age of consent is different for males and females, another interesting subject for another
day. There is a concern in my electorate about homeless children being exploited by kerb
crawlers who want to approach child prostitutes.
Mr Prince: As there is a contractual limit on a person under the age of 18. in a general
sense, you surely must be talking about people under 18 years of age. It does not come
into effect.
Ms WARNOCK: The Mlinister is the lawyer. I am concerned about people who are
under the age of consent. I am seeking to protect children from exploitation. There is a
federal attempt to protect children overseas from the so-called sex tours T1hat is proving
to be a very contentious and difficult matter. The exploiters would need to be brought to
book in the firmest way possible. I am sure everybody in this House would agree with
that view. I believe I represent the views of the Opposition in this matter. Given that
people can read pages of advertisements for sex services in the telephone directory and
the newspapers, the time has come to make some commonsense reforms to the
prostitution industry. To pretend that there are a few contained brothels and that nothing
else is happening - the member for South Perth has woken up - seems to be an absurd
idea. I realise there will be some opposition from churches, I have spoken to some
church leadens in the past few days and some are supportive of my views; to some police
who would like prostitution to be Iegalised, to the outgoing commissioner, who is in
favour of decriminalisation; and to some brothel owners who are quite satisfied with the
way things are at the moment For various reasons which members might understand, I
will forgo commenting further on those latter people. For the sake of the working
women involved in this business who deserve personal safety, health and decent
conditions for themselves and for their clients, we should have some sont of licensing
power I am very concerned in this day of the IVY and AIDS that people who use the
services of a prostitute and those who practice in the sex industry - male or female -
should be very aware of the need for safe sex. It is usually the clients who seek to
practice unsafe sex, not the workers in the sex industry.
This board might include a local government representative because the location of these
places is very important; a female police representative - several police officers suggested
that to me; a Health Department representative; a community representative of some
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kind; and a representative of the industry. The board could vet the character and the
criminal record of any participants. I spoke to one policeman who thought die idea of
anybody who might be in this business being of good character was quite laughable. We
agreed to differ on that point.
Mr Ripper: Until you said that, I was going to suggest the member for Wannerco.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Ms WARNOCK: He is not here so perhaps we should leave him out of this discussion.
The board could deal with the location of the places from which sex workers operate and
oversee the health status of working women. The police would continue to act on any
drug offences involving anybody in the industry and to protect male and female workers
in the industry from exploitation or standover merchants. There is still a problem with
standover merchants of which I anm suit members are very aware. This could be dealt
with in many other ways. Some of these ideas might be taken into account when the
Government is considering this matter. I recommend to the Government an excellent
paper on die subject from the Australian Industry of Criminology, Paper No 22, en tidled
" Prostitution Laws in Australia'. I think the general series is called "Trends and issues in
crime and criminal justice" and Dr Paul Wilson is the general editor. With diose few
remarks about this contentious subject which, as I said has woken up the member for
South Perth, I will conclude my contribution.
MR RIEPPER (Belmont) [1.09 and: I am very pleased to see that the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs is present in die Chamber tonight -
Mr Prince: And awake.
Mr RIPPER: - because I want to discuss what I regard is a case of discrimination against
Aboriginal people which has occurred in my electorate. To set the scene I quote from the
Southern Gazette, the local newspaper, of Tuesday, 3 May. The quote is from the
opening paragraph of the story on the front page headed "Waiting game for foster home"
and reads -

Belmont city councillor Don Randall has effectively blocked approval for an
Aboriginal foster home to be established in Hendra Street, Cloverdale.

The Aboriginal foster home was to be operated by the Catholic welfare agency
Djooraminda in a home to be purchased by the Anglican welfare agency, Anglicane, as
the article indicated, in Hendra Street, Cloverdale, quite close to the primary school. The
home was to be for children under 12 years of age in most cases, who were temporarily
unable to be cared for by their families. The proposal was for a maximum of six children
to be fostered at any one time. In order to establish the home, the applicants needed
planning approval from the Belmont City Council because of the number of unrelated
people living in residential buildings in a residential area. The matter was firstly
considered by the planning and development committee of the Belmont City Council.
The home would, of course, be similar to numerous foster homes in the metropolitan area
housing foster children. In most cases foster carers receive an allowance to reimburse
them for the expenses of caring for children, but they do not receive a wage. In this case
it was proposed that the couple who would be providing the care would receive a wage.
The children would be staying temporarily. These places must be in residential areas
because the children involved need all the services that residential areas provide. It
would be ridiculous to suggest that they should be housed in some area other than a
residential area. It would also be ridiculous and outrageous to exclude them from
particular residential areas if they were excluded on the basis of their race or ethnicity.
As I said, the matter was firstly considered by the planning and development committee
of the council. That committee received a report from the planning section of the
administration of Belmont City Council and read -

Thene do not appear to be any legitimate planning grounds upon which to refuse
the proposal.

The report recommended to the planning and development committee that the application
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be approved. There was then discussion at the committee in which the city planner
addressed issues of concern. Among other things, the city planner told the committee
that the application had to be assessed on planning grounds only. He told the committee
it would be unreasonable to refuse any application based on the fear or threat of
something happening. He specifically said to the committee that there were some
considerations which were not relevant to town planning for the subject application.
Those considerations were: Effects on land values of the application, issues related to the
management of the proposed facility, the ethnic characteristics or tradons applying in a
particular street or district in which the home was to be located, and the age of the
occupants. The planning and development committee resolved to refer the matter to a
fufl meeting of the Belmont City Council for consideration.
Mr Prince: Is that normal, or is it normal for the planning committee to make some sort
of recommendation?
Mr RIPPER: That is an interesting question. I think in many cases the planning
committee makes a decision and the council simply endorses the outcome of the meeting.
In fact, it seems unusual for planning approval reinted to a single residence to be referred
to the full council. It is perhaps indicative of the controversy and the pressure that
surrounded this matter.
Mr Prince: And the sensitivity.
Mr RIPPER: Yes. I can only speculate on the reasons it was referred to the full council.
One issue that did increase the sensitivity was a petition from residents of Hendra Street
against the proposal. I quote again from the Southern Gazette -

Residents petitioned the council opposing the foster home.
Why did they oppose it? I quote again -

They cited the effect on land values, management of the facility, ethnic
characteristics or traditions and the age of the occupants.

I regard any reference to ethnic traditions or characteristics in determining such an
application for planning approval as absolutely unacceptable.
Mr Lewis: Ilagree 100 percent.
Mr RIPPER: I regard it as reminiscent of the group areas in South Africa under the
apaitheid system and the separate development ideology that applied there.
Mr Prince: You equally would not deny die right of ratepayers to be heard?
Mr RIPPER: Naturally they have a right to be heard. There are, however, grounds on
which it is proper to make decisions on planning matters and grounds on which it is not
proper. Whatever individual ratepayers might feel, it is not proper for people to seek to
have people of only one ethnicity living in their street. While residents have many rights,
one they do not have is to exclude people of another race or ethnicity from living in their
district.
Mr Lewis: It is their right to "seek" it, but it is not their right to "have" it.
Mr RIPPER: I suppose we could split hairs there. Whether they have a right to seek it or
not, they certainly do not have a right to have it granted. No responsible decision making
body should make a planning decision on the basis of maintaining an ethnic characteristic
or a tradition in a particular street. Members might ask, what then happened. There was
a motion that approval be granted for the Djooraxninda foster care proposal. It was
passed by the council, six votes to five on a division. That was perhaps also indicative of
the sensitivity of the motion. I commend the councillors who were in the majority in that
division because I regard the position they took as responsible and principled. They
made the right decision to ignore considerations that did not relate strictly to what should
determine a planning decision.
What concerns me is what happened flCXL One of the councillors who was in the
minority gave notice of a rescission motion as follows -
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That Council rescind its resolution regarding approval for Djooraminda to
occupy 18 Hendra Swreet and that approval not be granted to Djooraminda to use
18 Hendra swreet as a residential building for the fostering of no mnore than six
children at any one time.

T7hat notice of motion was given by Councillor Randall, as I indicated when I gave the
opening quote from the Southern Gazette. The effect of that recision motion was to
prevent the council from giving effect to the planning approval following that decision.
So in one stroke a councillor, who gave notice of chat recission motion, was able to deny
democracy, deny die majority decision of his colleagues on the council, and deny
equitable treatment of an application for a facility which would have provided services to
Aboriginal children and, in my view, he was able to discriminate against Aboriginal
people.
Mr Prince: You are going a bit far in your conclusions from the evidence you art
presenting. lHe is not denying anybody anything. He has delayed When in the minority
that he was, then surely it is a pious hope that anyone will change their mind. A recision
motion obviously has to be dealt with, but it is only delaying the inevitable.
Mr RIPPER: There is a little more to this story, and perhaps the Minister should reserve
his comments until he has heard it. There wert no valid grounds on which to refuse
planning approval. I have given an account of the professional advice from the planning
officers of the council. There were only political grounds for refusing this application,
and they were not party political but the hostility of residents in the surrounding area,
which was based on hostility towards the Aboriginaliry of the venture. This hostility was
based on chose considerations regarding ethnic characteristics or traditions which I regard
as absolutely unacceptable. It was based on community fears and perceptions arising
from divisions between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people in Western Australia.
Mr Prince: You are not stating this as fact but supposition.
Mr RIPPER: It is my view that I regard Councillor Randall's actions as racial
discrimination.
Mr Prince: Again, that is your opinion.
Mr RIPPER: That is my opinion. I said I regard it as an act of racial discrimination, but
I can draw no other conclusion on the basis of the information made available to me
which I have given to the House.
Mr Prince: Have you asked Coundillor Randall?
Mr RIPPER: No. I have not. I have looked at the minutes of the meetings, spoken to the
applicants and!I have spoken to some of the other people who have been offended by the
decision.
Mr Prince: I suggest that before you condemn a person as a racist, it would be fair to ask
him.
Mr KIPPER: I am not condemning him as a racist, but I am saying that in my view what
he has done constitutes an act of racial discrimination. When there were no planning
prounds at all which would enable the council to refuse this decision and when the
majority of his colleagues had voted in favour of the approval, he gave notice of a
recision motion. That notice of a recision motion prevented the council from giving
effect to the planning approval, flat has had some significant effects, because the
applicants had already advised the council chat the settlement to occur the day after was
dependent on planning approval being pranted. In other words, a condition of settlement
was the granting of planning approval. They had the planning approval, but the council
cold not give effect to it because of the recision motion. Therefore, the settlement fell

throgh and the venture was aborted. So a project which would have provided much
needed care to Aboriginal children, under the age of 12 and unable to be cared for by
their own families, was thwarted first by the petition organised by residents and,
secondly, by the response to that petition of a councillor who was able to give notice of a
recision motion, thus thwarting the majority decision of the council.
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The outcome has been not only the thwarting of that particular project, at least in Hendra
Street, Cloverdale, but also some hurt to local Aboriginal people. I have been
approached by representatives of local Aboriginal people, who are regarded as leaden
within the community, who expressed to me their feelings of hurt and disappointment
when they read the article on the front page of the Souitern Gazette. They said that when
instances like this occur they do not feel welcome in Belmont. They do not feel that they
are invited to take their full place as citizens in the district. I have considerable sympathy
for their own feelings of disappointment, hurt and rejection as a result of this event. They
have not chosen to agitate or campaign about this. They are simply copping it quietly,
but I feel the need to raise this issue in the Parliament because I regard it as something
which should not have occurred and as an incident of racial discrimination. I regard it as
unfortunately symptomatic of some of the attitudes towards Aboriginal people which are
all too prevalent in our community.
Because of my own feelings about the issue I wondered if it were possible for action to
be taken under the Equal Opportunity Act, part 3 of which makes racial discrimination,
as defined for the purposes of the Act, unlawful. Section 46 makes discrimination in the
provision of goods, services and facilities on the basis of race unlawful. [ sought some
advice as to whether it would be worthwhile for an aggrieved person to make a complaint
to the Equal Opportunities Commission. I was told that there would be some difficulties
proceeding along that avenue. The first difficulty was the question of whether a planning
decision such as that taken by Belmont City Council is a provision of a service for the
purposes of the Act. I understand that matter is currently being considered by die
Supreme Court following the decision relating to Perth City Council's refusal to give
planning permission for a facility for people with HIV-AIDS in Northbridge. That is the
first difficulty - whether the planning approval was the provision of a service. The
second difficulty is that the aggrieved person who makes the complaint has to have a race
in order for the Act to apply, and if the aggrieved person is an organisation, such as a
Catholic welfare agency, the question might arise as to whether it has a race. I am no
lawyer and the Minister is, so he might put the difficulty more subtly.
A Government member interjected.
Mr RIPPER: If the member listens quietly that will make up for it. It is an important
issue, and I want to make some comments later which might have some relevance for
members' electorates. All of us face tensions between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal
people in our own electorates.
Mr Prince: I suggest there may be another difficulty as to whether there has been a
planning decision made.
Several members interjected.
Mr RIPPER: In my view this is an important issue. The Minister is engaged in some
debate with me about the subtleties of this matter. It is difficult for us to continue that
debate if we have the atmosphere of hilarity and triviality which is now coming from
those backbenchers. I will address my remarks to you, Mr Acting Speaker. I thought
that in this case there might be some room for approach to the Equal Opportunities
Commission. I was advised that there would be some difficulties. The Minister has
pointed to even more difficulties. There may be an argument about whether a planning
decision had been made. This points to some need for consideration of an amendment to
the Equal Opportunity Act.
Mr Prince: Or to planning legislation.
Mr RIPPER: I would like to think that events such as those which have occurred were
not within the law. We could either amend the Equal Opportunity Act - that would be
my preference - or, as the Minister suggests, there may be room to amend other
legislation, including planning legislation. I would like to see the Attorney General
examine this issue and perhaps bring amcndments to the House so that it is clear that the
making of planning decisions by councils on a discriminatory basis is outside the law.
Mr Prince: The Supreme Court action when it is handed down will undoubtedly give
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some guidelines as to what is &r is not a legitimate consideration. It is perhaps not an
equal opportunities exercise, but more of an exercise in planning laws being amended. I
am aware that in my own electorate a similar consideration has arisen about what is
called a gay and lesbian guesthouse. Other examples of which I am aware have occurred
where there is an ambivalence as to whether these considerations can be taken into
accounL
Mr& RIPPER: I am quite pragmatic on how it should be achieved. However, the
important point is that councils should not be able to make discriminatory planning
decisions under residents' pressure based on racial hostility. If they do make
discriminatory planning decisions they should in one way or another be subject to some
accounting, either through equal opportunity law or supervisory provisions in planning
law. I hope the Minister will discuss the need for those legal remedies wick the Attorney
General. Given the Minister's responsibility for Aboriginal Mfairs, perhaps when the
Supreme Court decision comes down and the matter is clarified he will consider what
action he can take, because it is Aboriginal people who are likely to suffer from these
sorts of decisions.
Another point I make as a result of my consideration of these events is that local leadens,
at whatever level of government, have a responsibility to combat racism and not accept
the pesur tat comes when people become upset on racial rounds. We all have a
responsbility whenever we come across racism not to go along with it, but to fight it; in
ocher words, to exercise our responsibility as community leaders. Nowhere is that more
important in our community than in dealing with relations between Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal people.
From time to time all members in their-electorates experience problems between people
of different ethnic groups. As a result of the fundamental division which seems to exist
in Western Australia between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people in particular we
experience tension between those two groups. I thought there would be some scope for
local reconciliation projects and I would be interested in exploring the possibility of
running such a project in my electorate. From time to time I experience outbreaks of
hostility between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal resident Sometimes those events can
become quite unpleasant with residents campaigning for -people to be evicted from
Homieswest houres, and those people facing difficulties as a result of hostility from the
residents around them.
Mr Prince: I assure you that I am well aware of that.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister is dhe Minister for Housing as well as Aboriginal Affairs, so
he is right in the middle of it. He would know exactly what I am talking about. He
would know how unpleasant the emotions can be and how difficult the situation can be to
resolve.
MW Prince: There are 37 000 Homeswest tenants but there have been very few evictions.
The percentage of evictions relating to Aboriginal people is very low. It is a problem that
is often blown out of proportion to the numbers. Mostly people get on cheek by jowl
very amicably.
Mr RIPPER: That is true. However, where there is an outbreak of hostilities, such is the
power and potency of the issue that it can become unpleasant for the residents, the
Hozneswest officers, and the politicians and others who must deal with the mailer.
Recently in my own electorate a group of residents were campaigning agaitsct what they
regarded as the antisocial activities of some tenants, who happened to be Aboriginal, in
Homeswest houses. Thie residents were hot under the collar and emotional about the
matter. About a week after they approached me a group of non-Aboriginal people visited
me at my office and said that they wanted to complain about a neighbourhood problem in
Cloverdale. My heart sank because I thought this was yet another example of what I had
already experienced. However, they said that they bad come to see me because they
were sick and tired of the racism in their street. They wanted to defend the Homeawest
tenants who were under attack by the other residents. Such commitment to
nondiscrimination in the defence of those under attack is, unfortunately, all too rare in

1880 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 15 June 1994] 18

these circumstances. That anecdote indicates the sorts of local problems char can arise
from time to time.
Mr Prince: Are you seriously suggesting char there is any way that legislation could
change that?
Mr RIPPER: No, I do not chink it is a matter which can be solved by legislation. The
question of discriminatory planning decisions can be dealt with by legislation; however,
the underlying problem of hostility between Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people can.
be solved only by ocher measures. A nationwide reconciliation process is under way.
There is a notice of motion regarding reconciliation on the Notice Paper in this House. I
suggest that there may be some scope for local projects, supported by State Government
funding, professional advice or initiatives, to help overcome some of these problems.
Mr Prince: With your reputation as a community leader, if you rake the initiative I will
instruct the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority to give you every assistance it can.
Mr RIPPER: I appreciate that because I regard this problem as significant. Itris not one
to be overemphasised but one which, nevertheless, does exist. In my view it has
contributed to the Belmont City Council's planning decision to which I referred in the
first part of my speech; and it has also contributed to other neighbourhood conflicts.
Mr Prince: You have identified and are aware of particular localities in your electorate. I
am suggesting that you have the stature to lead a program of that nature. I will make the
resources of the department available to help you.
Mr RIPPER: I appreciate the Minister's commitment.
I return to the issue with which I began my speech. I regard the outcome of the Belmont
City Council's handling of the application for planning approval for the Aboriginal foster
home as most unfortunate and, in fact, outrageous. I have great sympathy for the feelings
of disappointment and hurt of Aboriginal people who have been offended by what they
see as hostile treatment of their interests by other people within the local community.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) (1.40 am]: Those people who argue the case for deregulation
generally put forward four arguments: Firstly, that by definition deregulation results in
less government interference in business; secondly, the marketplace or the consumers are
the best people to determine an end result of a process: thirdly, competition, particularly
fair and open competition, assists in lowering costs; and, fourthly, business self-
regulation is better than any other sort of regulation. Generally speaking, that
encapsulates the argument for deregulation and it accurately reflects the philosophical
bent of this Government. Whether I agree of disagree with that is an argument for
another time.
What I want to explore tonight is what happens in the situation where the market that
people now vehemently believe in can become distorted, in a number of ways; for
example, when there is unfair competition, no competition, when regulation is removed
and no other processes are put in place to replace the regulation and when there is no
policing mechanisms to ensure that any competition is fair and open. The last situation I
outlined is probably the one which best describes the case in the Pilbara, but is nor unique
to the Pilbara.
In some ways the Pilbara. is a microcosm of Western Australia. The Pilbara is a very
small market by Australian standards, but by world standards Western Australia is a tiny
market. The ability for there to be free and unrestricted competition in tie Pilbara is very
limited because there is not enough business there, in any field, to provide for
unrestricted competition. The same applies to Perth, but to a lesser degree, and it varies
from field to field. In the Pilbara it is true that competition is distorted by the
shallowness of the marker, by the distance of the consumers from suppliers - I am rnot
talking about the retail trade, but from where the produce is available to where the
consumers are. The method of getting the product from production to end consumption
is complex. Again, that is also true in a limited degree for Western Australia.
About 15 years ago a major retail shopping chain arrived to rake its place in that very
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shallow market and brought wick it some changes. Whether those changes axe good or
bad for all concerned is largely academic. The first change it brought was chat the very
small, competitive forces that applied in the major regional Centre in the Pilbara were
destroyed overnight. None of the small markets or outlets in the retail trade could
compete with a Coles store which, in its first weeks of wrading, broke every wading record
in the country. That was nor because it had any great insight into what was needed in the
market, but because it arrived in the market in the Pilbara as something that had not
existed before. It was a novelty attraction and the buildings were new and air-
conditioned. Members who have visited the Pilbara. know about the temperature there
and the air-conditioning made it attractive for people to shop in a Coles store.
They arrived in a situation that was totally deregulated. The laws 'applying to retail
trading hours generally do not apply north of the twenty-sixth parallel. It is not a
question of how they will apply, who has input into them or to what degree they will
apply. Over 15 years the recall chains, which vary from town to town, found the
shopping hours that suited their economic needs. The people who believe in coral
deregulation would say, even though it is a warped market, that this is market forces at
work and a suitable level has been arrived at.
In my home town of Port Hedland the consequence of the major chains was that five
small supermarkets went out of business and Coles did very nicely in the only major
shopping Centre. A few years later, in another new shopping Centre, a Bi-Lo supermarket
was set up and in theory set up competitive forces in Port Hedland. Recently Coles
decided it would go from what had become the custom and practice in the north west
with wvang hours to 24 hour trading. I suggest that was not a genuine attempt to
improve its share of the market because it already has 95 per cent of it and it will not
improve on chat. it was not to increase its sales, because there is a limited population in a
country town, and it was not to benefit tourism. I suggest it went to 24 hour trading to
improve its position in the statewide argument for 24 hour wrading. The consequence of
that has been that 30-odd jobs have been lost out of the retail sector in Pont Hedland.
They included the jobs of people who worked in butcher shops, small delicatessens and
bakeries and they have been replaced after hours by one junior working for Coles.
The serious problem confronting businesses in Port Hedland is how to deal with the
problem. it is problem for the people in Port Hedland and it does not matter what are the
technicalities of the law. A review was undertaken of the Retail Trading Hours Act, but
that Act has no application north of the twenty-sixth parallel. People in Port Hedland
contacted the Minister for Fair Trading and sought from him some method by which they
could have their concerns addressed. 1 will leave out the political hype and rhetoric, but
suffice it to say the Minister has determined that he will not be regulating retail trading
hours north of the twenty-sixth parallel. I have difficulty with his decision because
recently in Mandurah when the local Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the local
community. the local businesses who were not members of the Chamber of Commerce
and Industry and the local member applied to the Minister for the 24 hour provision in
Mandurab to be stopped, it was stopped. It was that simple. If members like, I could
cake them thrugh the press releases to point out who said what, when and where, but this
is not the time. The process simply was that the local community, the local small
businesses, the local Chamber of Commerce and the local member complained. That
was done. The inister said that if the local authority knocked it off, he would approve
it. Surprise, surprise; the local authority knocked it off and the Minister approved it. It is
not a matter of whether the Minister should have done that, but whether he should have
made the provision available to other people in the state who have the same concerns;
that is what he should have done. Being north of the twenty-sixth parallel, we are not
covered by the Act. Therefore, the reality is that the Minister cannot, or more accurately
will not, act on this matter.
The people of the north west are not able to pursue their case with the Government,
which is simply not good enough. The people of the north west are not making
outrageous and outlandish demands. It is a matter of how these people deal with the
Government, which has a duty and an obligation to represent the interests of all Western
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Australians, not just those it likes or who happen live in certain electorates. At the
moment the people of the north west are not being heard on this issue. I have discussed
ibis matter previously and 24 hour trading is but part of the issue.
The people of the Pilbara are more concerned in relation to deregulation, monopolies and
how we deal with them. No controlling body in Western Australia exists to which
complaints regarding monopolies can be taken. These complaints may relate to the
operation's propriety and the way it conducts business as a monopoly, but no regulations
or measures govern that area.
We hear the rhetoric of deregulation and privatisation and how these things are beneficial
to the consumer. The United Kingdom experience is that the privatisation of government
monopolies results in a private monopoly which is no more responsive to the demand of
the consumer than the government body was. It is a change of hat for which the
government receives a bag of money, but it does not change the forces which drive that
monopoly.
Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: The member might be right. A monopoly may operate in the private or
public sector. Unlike the rest of Western Australia, the north west has a private
electricity system running from various power stations, and industry feeds into the grid.
It is not a matter of whether we privatise the electricity supply. The water systems in the
north west operate with a mixture of public and private enterprise, and we have public
infr-astructure paid for by private enterprise. Those aspects do not cause concern in the
north west. The biggest concern is retail traders who earmark a town to establish a
monopoly. For example, Charlie Carters operate inland, Woolworths in Karratha, and
Coles in Port Hedland. However, no price monitoring, market forces or competition
controls these captive markets. In a totally deregulated system, these operators can do
whatever they like, and people have nowhere to go if they have a problem. As a
consequence, shopping in the Pilbara is the most expensive in Western Australia,
Mr Lewis: That shouldn't be.
Mr GRAHAM: The Minister is dead right, but it is. It is cheaper to shop at Kununurra
than at Tom Price, which is absurd. The argument put by the retailers, which usually
applies relating to freight and fringe benefit taxes, does not apply in these situations. The
difficulty is that major retail chains are profiteering out of the Pilbara though captive
markets.
The second form of monopoly which causes nearly everyone in the Pilbara to arc up is
the airline monopoly. Ansett's argument has substance in proposing that the market
cannot sustain two airlines; in other words, it cannot sustain competition. The argument
which applies throughout my speech is that the market is able to influence supplies of
goods and services only when the market is big enough to exert its influence through
legitimate choice. The choice does not exist with airlines. I agree with some of Ansett's
claims that since deregulation it has provided such things as more discount fares and
flexible flights. However, why is it that one can fly from Perth to Bali, and receive a
week's accommodation in Bali, at a cheaper price than to fly from Perth to Port Hedland?
That is absurd.
This monopoly was not sorted out through the competition from East-West Airlines
Limited. East West, Ansett and Skywest Airlines Pty Ltd were all owned by the same
consortium, so it was not fair competition and wrade, as the one company competed with
itself. The issue has not been resolved by deregulation, and it begs the question: How
can we resolve this situation? I do not know the total answer, but I know that this
Governiment's policy framework has a gap in relation to monopolies and some sort of
government instrumentality to regulate those monopolies.
Again relating to competition, I refer briefly to service stations and fuel prices. Port
Hedland has seven or eight petrol stations, which should create a market of legitimate
competition. As long as we have heavy laws and penalties to prevent price setting, I am
happy to leave the free market to sort out the price of fuel. Fuel prices in Port Hedland
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are capped. However, a one service station town, which has no price cap or market force,
has no regulation to control the fuel price. It is the market argument turned on its head,
and this should be rectified.
The last major monopoly with which I will deal relates to the provision of shopping
centres. Although I have been critical of the retail chains for the way they perform in the
centres in the Pilbana, I gun remarkably gentle with them compared with my views about
shopping centre owners in the north of the state. Essentially, these centres are steel
framed, Besser brick buildings with a tin roof. They are air-conditioned and tiled inside,
with various forms of planas and arcades. They are not, and were not, expensive to build.
They are not built to a standard such that they would stand out in Perth as remarkable
examples of modemn architecture. They ame not buildings that would be constructed in
the new shopping centres in Morley or Karrinyup, and be claimed as shopping ventres.
They do not have particularly elaborate gardens or car parking areas. They do not have
exorbitant numbers of staff;, they usually have contract security people, a shopping venue.
manager and a cleaner. They do not pay exorbitant rates. It is one of the quirks of the
north west that, although residential rates are extraordinarily high, shopping centres in the
major towns in the north west pay rates that are significantly lower than those that would
be paid in capital centres. However, the rent on the South Hedland shopping centre pe
met is double the price of floor space in St Georges Ten-ace. There is no reason to it,
other than the shopping centre owners' profiteering, which they have been doing for
many years. I am not one of those people who is anti-profit; but there is a significant
difference between making a profit and profiteering. I suggest that shopping centre
owners in the north west are profiteering. I will go through some of the things that
happen when small business people in shopping centres are confronted with a set of
negotiations with a major shopping centre owner. They are immediately disadvantaged
for the following reasons.
As their name suggests, they are small business people - perhaps a husband and wife or
single person business. Prior to the lease negotiations taking place, the shopping ventue
management sends a group of people to the area talking about redevelopment in the
shopping venue, closing it down and so on. One way or another they totally destabilise
matters and throw the business of the shopping centre into chaos. Ir is a planned exercise
to weaken the position of individual tenants. There is no competition between the
shopping ventres in the town. A person who does not like it, does not have the option of
going out of the shopping venure to the strip shops. It is not possible to do that because
the retail centre in these towns is the shopping centre1 and there is nowhere else to go.
One of the shop tenants close to my office in the South Hedland shopping centre has been
told what will happen unofficially - nothing ever happens officially. Officially the lease
goes on the table and the owners are prepared to negotiate. The shopping centre owners
have pointed out that the lease expires in May and if he does not renew it and relocate,
unsavoury businesses will be located next to his business. When the tenant asks for that
in writing, he is told there is nothing to put in writing and it will be dealt with when they
negotiate the lease. However, the lease is never negotiated until the person is paranoid
and prepared to move. Even then, they have nowhere to go. People are being told they
must move and refit the shops they are moving into at their own expense. However, the
shopping centre owners say they will hire a designer and help these people, but not until
after they have negotiated the lease. A person running a restaurant, for example, who is
told he must move to the other end of the shopping centre when his lease expires, is
offered the bait of someone redesigning the premises, but one does not need to be very
smart to realise what happens after the lease has been signed. People who have always
paid their rent in the middle of the month - perhaps for 10 or 15 years - start to receive
their bills at the beginning of the month and are harassed into moving. That harassment
stops when they pay the bills at the beginning of the month. Some tenants in South
Hedland have written into their lease an annual increase of 15 per cent. Incidentally, they
do no: speak English but they were obliged to sign the lease or move out of the shopping
centre. People whose leases expire in the near future are being told that the owners of the
shopping venure are not interested in negotiating further on their leas. The shopping
centre owners have decided that one-quarter of the shopping venure will be convented into
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a food hall. Thke business people located in that area are being shown plans for a food
hall, regardless of their particular business, and are asked to relocate.
I make the point that all of those cases, and the many more I could detail, are legitimate.
They are able to happen because, firstly, no laws are applicable in the north of the state;
and, secondly, where the Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreements Act is
applicable, these people have no access to it. They are entitled to have the pmoperty
valued, but where does one find a valuer in Tom Price or South Hedland? The short
answer is that one cannot find a valuer in those towns and the business people accept die
owner's valuation or do not get premises in the shopping centre. People are put in a
position of signing leases that are illegal. It is illegal to require people to trade outside
normal hours, but those conditions are in the leases and people are required to sign them.
Shopping centre owners ask people to sign those leases even though they know they are
illegal. They say they cannot enforce them, but they will not change them because they
are standard leases. The lease ties in the small business people to wrading at the same
hours as the major retailer in the centre, and when they do not, all the pressure goes on
behind the scenes. That pressure is not applied to Coles or major retailers. Nobody has
any say in their trading hours, but the pressure is placed on the small retailer for his
trading hours to coincide with those of the major outlets.
The Government must at a policy level address t question of the north of the state and
decide whether it will be included in all the legislative packages. If it is to be included,
the Government must decide. how it will be done. Secondly, the Government must
consider how to deal with monopolies in Western Australia, because our legislation is
silent on that question. Thirdly, it must decide how the residents of the Pilbara can put
their case to the Government, because they are not able to do so at the moment.
[The member's time expired.]
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Leahy.

House adjourned at 2.09 am (Thursday)

1885



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CARR, DR DAVID - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT
276. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Is Dr David Cwm working as either an officer or a consultant for the
Minister or an agency for which the Minister has responsibility?

(2) If so, by whom is Dr Canr employed and what are the conditions of such
employment including remunerations, terms of employment and his
particular responsibilities or projects?

(3) What role has Dr Carr played in initiating the planning strategy which the
Minister is proposing for the Leutwin-Natunaliste ridge?

(4) Is Dr Carr to have any continuing involvement in the development of a
planning strategy for areas within the Busselton and Augusta-Margaret
River Shires and, if so, what are the objectives, terms and conditions of his
involvement?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) As a member of the South West Regional Planning Committee Dr Canr

saw the need for a review of the 1987 Lecuwin-Naturaliste region plan
and was the instigator of the recent cape to cape planning workshop.

(4) No.
PLANNING - SUBDIVISIONS OR OTIHER APPLICATIONS,

DELEGATED POWERS TO REFUSE, MINISTERIAL DIRECTIWE
319. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has the Minister requested or given any form of instruction that officers of
the Department of Planning and Urban Development ane not under powers
delegated by the State Planning Commission to refuse subdivisions or
other planning applications but only give approvals, thus requiring all
prospective refusals to be decided by the Committee for Statutory
Procedures or the South West Regional Planning Committee?

(2) If yes, are such instructions a formal directive varying the delegated
powers?

(3) If no, is the Minister intending to give the necessary formal directive and,
if so, when will this occur and to what purpose?

(4) What was the date of that request, instruction or directive?
(5) Will the Minister provide a copy of any such request, instruction, or

directive already made?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(3) No.
(4) 17 March 1994.
(5) The relevant correspondence is available if requested.

HILL.VIEW CHILD AND ADOL-ESCENT CLINIC - PRESERVATION
Friends oft/it Child and Adolescent Psychiaric Services Report

389. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Minister for Health received a report on Hiliview Child and
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Adolescent Psychiatric Services from the Friends of the Child and
Adolescent Psychiatric Services?

(2) Will the Minister meet with the Friends of CAPS and consider their case
for die preservation and improvement of Hiliview?

(3) If not1, why not?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes. However, as the decision is a management one for toe East

Metropolitan Regional Health Service their efforts would be better
directed to consultation with that region. I understand that CAPS
have withdrawn from talks with the East Metropolitan Regional
Health Service. I regret this attitude as being most unhelpful. I
would be more willing to consider their suggestions if they had
made an effort to deal with the East Metropolitan Regional Health
Service.

(3) A report from the East Metropolitan Regional Health Service is
still being finalised. Once this has been received the Minister will
make a decision as to what further action is then required.

CASEMDC FUNDING - DESCRIPTON
393. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) What is casemix funding?
(2) Will casemix funding mechanisms be applied to Western Australian

public hospitals in 1994-95?
(3) What role, if any, will casemix funding play in the Western Australian

health system?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Casemix funding is an arrangement whereby health service
providers are funded according to their outputs, as defined by
casemix classes. Under casemix funding systems, account is taken
of the number and avenage cost of production of each service
within each casemix category.

(2) Yes, it is intended that the acute inpatient component of hospital
services will be purchased on a casemix basis for 1994-95.

(3) Casemix is a tool for classifying, costing, purchasing and
managing health services. While only acute hospital inpatients
will be purchased on a casemix basis for 1994-95, new casemix
systems dealing with other health services are being developed and
will be adopted at the appropriate time.

AIDS - EDUCATION PROGRAMS FOR REMOTE ABORIGINAL
COMMUNITIES

394. Dr GALLOP to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) What AIDS education programs have been developed for Western

Aninalia's remote Aboriginal communities?
(2) Has the Government undertaken any reviews of such programs?
(3) If yes:

(a) who undertook to review; and
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(b) what conclusions were reached about the effectiveness or
otherwise of the programs?

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

(1) -A wide range of culturally appropriate and technically correct
AIDS education programs have been developed or adapted for
Western Australia's remote Aboriginal communities, These
include community development and media approaches, primarily
developed by Aboriginal people. These have been supported
through the provision of funds to community agencies,
partnerships between government and community projects, and the
training of Aboriginal health workers. These include -

Videos in community language on HIIV/STD risk factors, contact
tracing and treatment factors.
Posters, pamphlets and workshop training materials - Roebourne.
stories - suitable for low literacy Aboriginal populations.
Education tours of the Western Desert communities using "a Story
in our Hands".
STD flip charts.
Cross-cultural counselling cards.
Health awareness days.
Performing arts approaches which raise awareness and promote
HIV prevention methods: for example, No Prejudice, Duck Corbet
and Brown Sugar Band, Bran Nate Doe.
Strategies incorporated in the hri-stare project - Northern Territory,
South Australia and Western Australia - which encompass the
Ngaanjajara community.
Pilot comic series, traditional educational materials.

(2) Yes, various programs have been reviewed.
(3) (a) Specific reviews have included -

Strategic review of HIV/AIDS WA initiated by the AIDS
advisory committee, November 1992.
Review of STD/lHV services in WA, H-DWA, December
1993.
Comprehensive review of the needs of rural and remote
Aboriginal communities, conducted by Ms Kate George.
Presented in June 1994.

(b) The strategies employed in WA to date have been
relatively successful in controlling the transmission of HIV
infection. However, there continue to be unacceptably high
rates of STDs in particular regions of the state. A
comprehensive STD/HJV strategy for remote and rural
areas is being finalised by further consultations with all key
participants in improving Aboriginal health.

CROWN LAND - JOONDALUP, UNDEVELOPED
399. Mr HILL to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

Approximately how much undeveloped Crown land exists in the
Joondalup area?

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

210 ha (this relates to the remaining Crown holdings of the
original Joondalup Development Corporation land area.
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110 ha for future freeway reserve purposes
100 ha subject to development planning).

60 ha approx. of undeveloped vacant Crown land adjoining Lake
Joondalup which is reserved for parks and recrtation
under the Metropolitan Region Scheme.

9 ha approx. of state forest in the Joondalup mra.
STATE PLANNING COMMISSION - ADVISORY GROUP ON URBAN

BUSHLAND AND ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES, ESTABLISHMENT
407. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has the Stare Planning Commission advisory group, which under the
Government's urban bushland strategy is to advise on urban bushland and
environmental issues, been formed?

(2) If no, when does the Minister intend that it be formed and operational?
(3) If yes to (1), then who are the members of this advisory group?
(4) When was the first meeting of this advisory group?
(5) What statement of directives or objectives have been provided to this

advisory group?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Following the closure of the public submission period on 30 June 1994,

and preparation and Government endorsement of a final strategy.
(3)-(4) Not applicable.
(5) An outline of the group's function is provided on page 5 of the Urban

Bushland Strategy.
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - ARMADALE AND JOONDALUP INTERVENTION

PROJECTS. GOVERNMENT FUNDING
409. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Community Development:

What funding, if any, have the Armadale and Joondalup domestic violence
intervention projects received from government sources to date?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
The Department for Community Development does not fund the
Armadale or loondalup domestic violence intervention projects. Funding
allocated by other government agencies outside my portfolio
responsibilities is unknown.

FAIR TRADING, MINISTRY OF - CONSUMER COMPLAINTS
414. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading:

What is the number of complaints made by consumers in each of the last
five years, and what were the major categories of complaint?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The Minister for Fair Trading has provided the following reply -
This information is contained in the following annual reports for the
Ministry of Consumer Affairs -

1989-90
1990-91
1991-92
1992-93.
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The information for the period 1 July 1993 to 31 May 1994 is as follows -

Product Category Number Per Cent
Food. Beverages. Tobacco, etc 71 1.1
Clothing, Footwear, Drapery 206 3.3
Appliances and Furnishings 816 12.9
Motor Vehicles and Other Transport 1 428 22.6
Building and Construction 654 10.4
Miscellaneous Products 420 6.7
Transport and Energy Services 303 4.8
Insurance and Finance 385 6.1
Real Estate and Accommodation 729 11.6
Fast Tracked Real Estate Files 235 3.7
Mscellaneous Services 787 12.5
Not Speciftec/ldentified 71 1.1I
Application for Licence 203 3.2
Total New Complaint Files 6 309 100.0

SWAN PORTLAND CEMENT LTD - FRETrTING MORTAR COMPLAINTS
417. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading

(1) Has the Minister received the results of the scientific study of the problem
concerning fretting mortar complants involving Swan Portland Cement
products?

(2) If yes -
(a) what were the results of the study;
(b) will the Minister table the results of the study;
(c) what action has been taken by the Minister as a result of the study?

(3) If no -
(a) why not;
(b) when are the results expected;
(c) what action 4as been taken by the Minister in the interim and, in

particular, what advice has he provided to consumers complaining
of defective mortar?

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

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) (a) Investigation is not yet complete.

(b) I am advised that the state Chemistry Centre intends to
report to the Ministry of Fair Trading by the end of June
1994.

(c) I intend to announce this week a broadening of the
investigation. Consumers who have contacted the Ministry
of Pair Trading regarding fretting mortar have been advised
to lodge complaints with either the ministry or the building
disputes committee, whichever is appropriate.

FAMILIES - TASK FORCE
Western Australia Consortium for Social Policy Research Report

419. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) Will the Minister release the full report prepared by the Western Australia
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Consortium for Social Policy Research for the Task Force on Families in
Western Australia?

(2) If no, why not?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) No.
(2) It would be an inefficient use of public money to print the consortium's

report. All relevant material has been incorporated into the broader
interim report of the task force on families in Western Australia -
"Looking at Families". This report was publicly released on 4 May 1994.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - BP OIL CO-
GENERATION PROJECT

106. Mr TH-OMAS to the Minister for Energy:
I refer to reports of an impending major power agreement between
SECWA and BP Oil to provide 100 megawatt of power to meet the
expected power demand in 1996-97 and to the Minister's decision in early
1993 to delay construction of the proposed 600 MW coal fired power
station in Collie, and his more recnt decision 'to halve the size of that
station.

(1) Does the Minister now concede that his Government's decision in
deferring and downsizing the Collie coal fired station was clearly in error?

(2) Will he give a commitment that no agreement will be entered into with BP
for the supply of power at a price in excess of that achievable from the
new Collie coal fir-ed station?

(3) Will the Minister also give a commitment to fully disclose the contract
price and pricing mechanisms in relation to the proposed contract?

Mr C.J. BARNETIT replied:
(1)-(3)

Members opposite should be aware that negotiations with BP Oil about a
possible co-generation project go back to the time when they were in
government. Having said that, it is potentially a very good deal for
Western Australia. It brings onto supply approximately 100 MW with no
capital cost to the State Energy Commission or to the taxpayers of
Western Australia.

Mr Grill inreijected.
Mr C.I. BARNETT: Yes; about $2b.

There will always be incremental additions of gas capacity and co-
generation. In this state we have a choice. If BP's co-generation project
does not go ahead, some part of the Pinjar project will happen more
quickly. It is a matter of sequencing them. Construction will start next
year on the 300 MW power station. Before that is completed there will
probably be at least 200 MW of gas or co-generation capacity coming on
stream. There will then be additional gas of co-generation capacity
coming on stream after Collie has been completed. Only then will it be
the appropriate time to decide whether a second 300 MW unit is required
at Collie. It is a matter of sequencing them so that the amount of power
generation is balanced and neither SECWA nor the state is exposed to
unnecessary expenditure. The price has not been finalised. Th1e media
report is somewhat premature. I have had some involvement in the
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negotiations and they are not yet complete, but I hope they will be
completed. There will be nothing secret about the deal.

TRANSPERT1H - PARK'N'RIDE FACILITY, SOUTH STREET-FREEWAY,
CONSTRUCTION

107. Mr BOARD to the Minister representing the Minister for Transpont:
Will the Minister advise the House when construction for die proposed
$500 000 park and ride complex at the corner of South Street and the
freeway will commence, the expected completion dare and the capacity of
this facility?

Mr LEWIS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The question is
pertinent to the member's electorate. The project has been completed to
final design stage and site works are ready to commence. The design
provides for 596 car bays, 60 motorcycle slots, 20 bicycle lockers and
kiss'n'ride holding facilities. The facility will be supported by a shuttle
bus operated by Transpenth and will service the Wellington Street bus
station, the busport, the park'n'ride and the Murdoch super block. The
anticipated patronage is approximately 500 two-way trips for the
park'n'ride and 500 two-way trips from the Murdoch University and other
institutions. In all, up to 1 000 trips and as many as 500 cars will be taken
off the road each weekday when the park'n'ride commences. The
Minister for Transport has approved state funding of $325 000 to complete
the project within its original design parameters. The funding is being
made available immediately and construction is programmed to be
completed around mid-October 1994.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - COURTS DEVELOPMENT AND
MANAGEMENT, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Law Degree Requirement

108. Dr GALLOP to the Attorney General:
I refer to the appointment last year of Mr Will Rowe to the position of
Executive Director, courts development and management.
(1) Is it a fact that the Ministry of Justice put a case to the Public

Service Commission that a law degree should be essential for this
new position which Mr Rowe subsequently filled?

(2) Was this action taken to render ineligible officers such as Mr Ross
Monger, the then director, court services, whom this new position
replaced?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
I do not know how that position was created and the requirements, etc, in
relation to it, but I will be happy to inquire and take the question on
notice.

SCHOOLS - NEWTON MOORE SENIOR HIGH
Performing Arts Centre Construction

109. Mr OSBORNE to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the extreme difficulties faced by the Newton

Moore Senior High School band in storing instruments and finding
adequate practice facilities?

(2) Will the Minister advise the House what, if any, possibilities exist for the
construction of a performing arts centre at the Newton Moore Senior igh
School?
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Mr TUBBY replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the questdon.
(10)-2) The Minister is aware of the situation at Newton Moore Senior

igh School, and he thanks the member for pointing out ts
appalling set of conditions to him when he was visiting Bunbwy.
Unfortunately, due to other competing demands within the
Education budget there is not the possibility -

Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr TUBBY: We cannot say specifically on what date the new performing arts

centr is likely to be established.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - COURTS DEVELOPMENT AND

MANAGEMENT, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Advertisements, Change

11ia Dr GALLOP to the Attorney General:
This question is a little closer to the present. I refer to my previous
question concerning the position of executive director, courts development
and management, and the two advertisements appearing in the recruitment
section of The Weekend Australian on 4-5 June and 11-12 June.
(1) Why does the first advertisement require a law degree whereas the

second, placed two working days later, does not?
(2) What pressure was brought to bear on the Public Service

Commission to make this change?
(3) Was this action taken to facilitate the appointment of her principal

private secretary, Brian Easton, to that position?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2) I have no knowledge at all.
Dr Gallop: You have no knowledge at all!
Mrs EDWARDES: In one dhe member is talking about the particular dates, etc. I

do not know
Dr Gallop: I am talking about the advertisements.
Mrs EDWARDES: I do not know when those advertisements went in.
Dr Gallop: I can tell you when. What I want to know is why they were changed.
Mrs EDWARDES: I do not know that they have changed.
Dr Gallop interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Victoria Park. You have asked the

question.
Mrs EDWARDES: Mr Speaker, I have no information in front of me in relation

to the fact -

Dr Gallop interjected.
Point of Order

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I simply make the point that the Antorney General is entitled'
to answer the question.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Gallop: Go on, answer the question about your malpractice.
The SPEAKER: Order! I did nor intend to do this, but I must now formally call

to order the member for Victoria Park. You must nor interject, and
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certainly not in chat way, when I am on my feet. I do not consider there is
a point of order, but it is important that members who ask questions do not
take such a position that the person who is seeking to answer cannot get
the answer out.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mrs EDWARDES: I would like the comments the member made in relation to
malpractice withdrawn.

Dr GALLOP: Mr Speaker, I withdraw.
Questions without Notice Resumed

Mrs EDWARDES: In relation to the last pan of the question -

Dr Gallop: What about the first two? Why did those advertisements change?
The SPEAKER: Order! That point has been made very clearly.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Public Service process is not within my -

Seven]J members inteijecred.
Mrs EDWARDES: I am happy to take the first two parts of the question on

notice and provide an explanation. In relation to the third part, Mr Brian
Easton is a very senior public servant, who has been a senior public
servant in both the federal and the state arenas. If he wishes to apply for
any position whatsoever within the Public Service, he is at liberty to do so.

WESTRAIL - HOUSES, NORTH-AM AND WHEATBELT, OWNERSHIP
111. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) How many houses are owned by Wescrail in the town of Northam?
(2) How many houses are owned by Wes trail within the wheatbelt?
Seven]l members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: When I get to the last part members will understand why I

am asking the question.
(3) Are all these houses occupied by Westrail staff?
(4) Will the Minister support a program of disposal of these houses to the

current occupants with the proceeds going to new initiatives such as Avon
Citylink which has my heart and soul in this place?

Mr LEWIS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question.
(1) Westrail owns 60 houses in Northam.
(2) Over 190 houses are owned by Westrail in the area broadly defined

as the wheatbeir.
(3) Not all of those homes are occupied by Westrail employees. Many

of them are leased to private residents.
(4) 1 would be prepared to support a program for the sale of homes

that are not required to support the proposition that the member for
Avon has been pursuing for some time; that is, to put a rail service
into the Avon region, which is called Citylink.

EDWARDES, COLIN - LEGAL PROCEEDINGS AGAINST KYLE INQUIRY
Attorney General's Involvement

112. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
I refer the Attorney General to the fact that last Monday her husband,
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Colin Edwardes, issued a writ against me and Peter Kyle over the contents
of the Kyle report.
(1) As I am a former Minister, will the Attorney General assure me

that the service of the Crown Solicitor or the Solicitor General will
be available to me to fully defend those proceedings?

(2) Will the Attorney General volunteer to give evidence in those
proceedings to support her claim that the Kyle report treated her
husband unfairly, or do anything else to support her husband in
those proceedings?

(3) Was the Attorney General correctly reported when she claimed
that she had no idea that her husband was intending to issue legal
proceedings to challenge the findings of the Kyle inquiry?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) During the 10 hours of debate yesterday, after the very action the member

for Mitchell urged that I take, I delegated formally to the Solicitor General
all my powers and functions. I will read the letter to the House.

Mr Taylor inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition.
Mrs EDWARDES: The letter states -

These proceedings have been instituted by my husband. They
relate to an inquiry under the Local Government Act conducted by
the first defendant and actions of the second defendant when
Minister for Local Government.

Mr D. Smith: This is not an answer to the question I asked. It is a little
prepared statement.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: Yes it is. The member should have some patience. The letter

continues -

In the circumstances I wish to avoid any reason for me, as
Attorney General, to be involved in matters relating to these
proceedings.
For this reason I hereby delegate to you all my powers and
functions under the laws of this State insofar as they relate to these
proceedings. It is my intention that you should exercise any power
or function under this instrument of delegation without reference
to me.

The member for Mitchell will need to make application totally
independent of me because I have delegated my powers and functions in
relation to that matter.

(2)-(3) My husband has not involved me or sought my advice on these
proceedings. I table the letter.
(See paper No 123.]

MANDURAH. - OCEAN ENTRANCE, DREDGING PROGRAM
113. Mr MARSHALL to the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport:

Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARSHAL:- The member should not shout at me like that. I ant not a

woman; remember that. I ask -
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Growing concern exists among the boating fraternity of Mandurab
that the sand bar will once again restrict their recreational pursuits.
What are the Minister's intentions with regard to keeping the
channel entrance open?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Government has nearly doubled the funding allocation to the
Department of Transport for the Mandurab ocean entrance dredging
program from $180 000 to $350 000. Together with a similar allocation
for bypass dredging at Dawesville, this will mean that $700 000 has been
allocated by this Government to operations in the Mandurah region. It
will ensure that the Dawesville channel and the Mandurah ocean entrance
remain open for boating. Discussions are continuing in relation to the
long term management of both of those channels in an endeavour to find a
more permanent solution to keeping thern open.

ATTORNEY GENERAL - JUDGES' CRITCISMS, PREMIER'S CONFIDENCE
IN JUDGES ANT) CROWN SOLICITOR

114. Mr TAYLOR to the Premier:
I refer the Premier to the criticism levelled at the Attorney General by
District Court Judge Hal Jackson, who accused her of having a prison
mentality; the Chief Judge of the District Court Des H-eenan's scathing
attack on the integrity and ability of the Attorney General; and the senior
court administrator who resigned in disgust at the Attorney General's
failure to address unacceptable court waiting lists. I ask -

Do the Crown Solicitor, Mr Peter Panegyres, the Chief Judge of
the District Court Des Heenan, and District Court judge Hal
Jackson have the Premier's total support and confidence?

Mr COURT replied:
I understand that the matters referred to by Judge Heenan were resolved
even before the letter was written and that there was some
misunderstanding about what action had been taken. All of the people
referred to in the question have my confidence. However, I do not believe
that Judge Jackson did the right thing yesterday in criticising the policies
of the Government -

Mr D.L. Smith: And the personality of the Attorney General.
Mr COURT: I do not believe it is appropriate for any judge to criticise the

Attorney General or any Minister for that matter.
Mr D.L. Smith: It must be an indication of how they feel about your Attorney.
Mr COURT: The Opposition is like a pack of rabid dogs today. What is wrong

with them? There is a very clear distinction between the role of the
Executive and the role of the judiciary. It is the Executive's role to
implement the policies of the elected Government and it is the role of the
judiciary to ensure that our laws are properly interpreted and that those
laws are properly enforced. As I said, I do not believe it is appropriate for
those sorts of comments to be made.

Mr Taylor: Judge Heenan said that he stands by his comments.
Mr COURT: I was asked whether I had confidence in him. The answer is yes.

However, I do not think Judge Jackson's actions yesterday were correct.
SPORTS GRANTS, FEDERAL - TO WESTERN AUSTRALIA, MONITORED

BY MINISTER; CENTRAL WHEATBELT REPRESENTATIONS
115. Mr TRiENORDEN to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

Does the Minister- monitor grants given to Western Australia by the

1896 fASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 15 June 1994]189

federal Office of Sport? My calculations indicate that the cennrl
wheatbelt area has, for a number of years, been unable to attract grants
from the federal Minister. Is that correct and, if so, will the Minister make
representations on behalf of the central wheatbelt?

Mr TUJBBY replied:
(1) No, the Minister does not receive information on the grants to be

provided.
(2) The Commonwealth has decided to discontinue its community cultural,

recreational and sporting facilities program for the foreseeable future. I
am not exactly sume why it has decided to do that. It will meet only
existing commitments. In the past the state Ministry generally received
advice of approvals and had no prior involvement in or consultation with
the Commonwealth before the decisions were made.

EDWARDES, COLIN - LEGAL PROCEEDINGS AGAINST KYLE INQUIRY
Attorney General, No: Aware Statement

116. Mr D.L SMITH to the Attorney General:
my question is a follow up to my previous question when I asked the
Attorney General to confirm the correctness, or otherwise, of her
statement on radio that she had no knowledge of her husband's intention
to take proceedings to correct parts of the Kyle report. I refer her to an
article in The West Australian on Saturday, 6 November 1983 headed,
"I'm a victim: Edwardes" which reads -

Civil servant Colin Edwardes feels naked in the aftermath of the
Kyle report into Wanneroo City Council.
And he is considering a legal challenge against adverse findings in
the report in a bid to spare his blushes.

I again ask the Attorney General whether her statement to the media that
she was not aware he intended taking proceedings, is correct?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
[ ask members opposite to do what their colleagues in another place do;
that is, to pronounce my surname correctly and in the same way that 1, my
husband and his family pronounce it.

Mr D.L. Smith: It depends on which member of the family one speaks to.
Mrs EDWARDES: I did not know that the member for Mitchell knows any of the

members of my husband's family. Obviously, he does not. It would be a
courtesy if he would be kind enough to pronounce my surname correctly.
The comment I made eight months ago was from the heart, not from the
head. It was totally incorrect of me to do that at that time as the Attorney
General I believe I explained the situation at that time. I sought the
information from the Solicitor General and put out an appropriate media
statement. It is irrelevant because I have not -

Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call the member for Mitchell to order.
Mrs EDWARDES: Since that time my husband has not involved me, nor sought

my advice, in talking the action he took on Monday, and quite properly so
because of what the Opposition is trying to imply now.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: The action I have taken is a normal process, procedure and

precaution and is consistent with the practice of previous governments of
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both persuasions and even Hon Joe Berinson who took the same action in
respect of cases involving his colleagues and acquaintances.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Gallop interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call the member for Victoria Park to order.
STATE ENERGY COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - POWER

FAILURES, AREAS WITHOUT WATER SUPPLY GIVEN PRIORITY TO POWER
RESTORATION

117. Mrs vian de KLASHORST to the Minister for Energy:
In view of the fact that during electricity supply failures many homes in
the hills area are without a water supply due to the need for electricity to
operate water pumps, and the consequent health problems which can
result, will the Minister request the State Energy Commission of Western
Australia to give urgent priority to restoring power to those areas without
the scheme water supply?

Mr C.J. BARNElT replied:
I understand the problems that people, particularly in the hills area, have
when they are dependent upon power for their water supplies. Many
people are seriously affected during a power failure. The priority for
restoring power is first to concentrate on situations of physical danger -
live wires and poles which are about to fall or have fallen. The second
priority is generally health - to restore power to hospitals and to
individuals on, for example, kidney dialysis machines. The next priority
is to restore power to emergency services, such as sewerage pumping
stations and Telecom exchanges. It then works down to the individual
householder level. In the hills the major problem is the number of trees -
which, of course, are part of the appeal of the area. In any severe storm
the amount of damage is far greater, and the amount of work needed to
restore power to 100 hills' residences is far greater than it would be to
restore power to another 100 households elsewhere.

Mrs Hallahan: I know of a family living in Scarborough who were without power
for four days.

Mr C.J. BARNETr: I know, and I sympathise with the question and the
sentiment behind it. I am prepared to take it up, but in my view those
other areas would rank a higher priority than individual households.
Members will know that Major General Ken Taylor is undertaking a full
review of the events surrounding the last blackout, and the reaction to
priority cases. If the member for Swan H-ills has not already done so, I
urge her to make a submission on behalf of her constituents to that
inquiry.
ATO0RNEY GENERAL - CONFIDENTIAL BRIEFINGS

118. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
I refer the Attorney General to her answer to the House yesterday when
she denied she has received confidential briefings which place her in a
position of conflict of interest, and ask -
(1) How does the Attorney General reconcile this denial with her

statement made on ABC radio on Friday, 10 June 1994 that -
It's very difficult as the Attorney General, particularly
when I have/am advised on a confidential basis as to what's
actually occurring.
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(2) The Attorney either has or has not received confidential briefings.
Will the Attorney tell the House which it is today?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2) It is the same answer as yesterday when I explained that I have received

confidential briefings, in relation to extradition proceedings. From time to
time I have even reported to this House and tabled letters fromn the
Director of Public Prosecutions, particularly after questions.

Mr DL. Smith: Have you received information on the extradition proceedings?
Mrs EDWARDES: The answer I gave yesterday was absolutely true.

YEAR OF THE FAMILY - AWARDS GRANTED
119. Dr HAMES to the Minister for the Family:

Will the Minister inform the House of the Western Australian Year of the
Family awards which will be granted this year?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
I thank the member for the question.

Dr Watson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Watson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Kenwick.
Mr NICHOLLS: Awards will be granted to people in Western Australia as part

of the WA Year of the Family campaign, and they will be granted in four
separate categories. The first category -

Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Marlborough inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will come to order.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Peel for the second time.
Mr NICHOLLS: Our community desperately needs role models, and the

behaviour of the Opposition in this House is not only abusive -

Mr Kobelke: What is going on here is disgraceful.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Nollamara.
Mr NICHOLLS: I must admit it is shameful the way in which some people

opposite have so much disrespect for people in this Houre.
Several members interjected.
Mr Marlborough: Is this the intersection kid talking?
Mr NICHOLLS: What a pathetic little person is the member for Peel. What a

pathetic excuse for a member.
Of the four categories, the first will be for an outstanding contribution by
an individual to WA families; the second will be for the media and will
cover the radio, print and television media. it is designed to identify an
article or piece of television that promotes the positive values of families
in our community. The third category will be for industries and
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businesses which engage in family friendly practices and innovative ways
of assisting families. The fourth category will be for charitable and non-
government organisations which arc puffing in place programs or
delivering services that are designed to strengthen families and
responsibilities for families.

Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Several Opposition members interjected.
Mr NICHOLLS: What a pathetic bunch members opposite are. This campaign is

about strengthening families in our community and about reinforcing
responsibilities. The awards will be divided into three areas - the north,
the south and the metropolitan area of Western Australia. The winners of
the first category will receive $5 000 each. The innovative awards are
provided by the Lotteries Commission, whereby the winners will not
receive the $5 000 prize personally, but will be able to indicate to which
charity they wish that $5 000 to be donated. The charities or non-
government organi *sations in the fourth category will receive $5 000 each
to put towards the provision of their services.

Mrs Hallahan: Mr Speaker, how long will this go on for? It is a tong, long
ministerial statement. It is not even a mini-statement.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask you not to debate the issue with me.
Mr NICHOLLS: I would be able to answer the question if there were not so

many interjections and pathetic comments from the other side.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the inister to begin to bring his answer to a

conclusion.
Mr Catania: Sit down!
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not need the member's support on this matter.
Mr NICHOLLS: These awards are designed to recognise those people who have

provided strong and positive support to families in Western Australia- It is
an absolute disgrace that the Opposition is treating this matter with so
much contempt.

The SPEAKER: Order! That concludes questions without notice. Fourteen
questions were asked today and 14 were asked yesterday. Anyone who
has a note of the number of questions that is asked normally will find that
that is quite an average number.
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