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Wednesday, 8 June 1994

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

MOTION - ROAD TRAINS, PERTH METROPOLITAN AREA
Resumed from 7 June.
HON N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan) [2,35 pm]: Yesterday at 4.29 pm I
moved the motion standing in my name; that is, motion No 2 on today's Notice Paper.
The motion makes reference to an article in The West Austratian of Wednesday, 20 April
1994. The article is headed "Road train moute 'used once"'. I refer to a photocopy of the
article and those parts relevant to the first substantive paragraph of the motion; namely,
the proposition that -

the House notes the failure of the Minister for Transport to properly advise the
House on police advice with respect to the entry of road trains into the Perth
metropolitan area, in answering Questions on Notice Nos 581 and 584;

That first proposition involves consideration of' the Minister's advice provided to the
House in answering the questions referred to, those questions having to do with the road
trains entering the Perth metropolitan area. With respect to the first proposition the
newspaper anticle in question, in part states -

And documents obtained yesterday under Freedom of Information laws show
Transport Minister Eric Charlton pushed ahead with the trial despite vigorous
opposition from police ...
The P01 documents show police told Main Roads officers last year it would be
unsafe to allow the 33rn-long vehicles on city roads.
In May, then police traffic commander Tony Pilltingion said in a letter that
preliminary trials reinforced police fears.
Road trains would exacerbate traffic congestion and had the potential to increase
traffic accidents in the metropolitan area ...
In August, then assistant traffic commissioner Len Thickbroom also wrote to
Main Roads, listing technical reasons for the police opposition.
Mr Charlton said the police fears were addressed by requiring drivers to get

pemts and have their trucks inspected before using the route, speed and time
limits and by changing the moute.
But acting commander of metropolitan traffic, Angelo Scaini, said yesterday the
trial began despite continuing police concern.

The proposition in the motion is primarily concerned with the failure of the inister to
advise the House properly on this issue. I refer to page 548 in volume 12 of Hansard of
the first session of this Parliament. Question on notice 581 was asked by me of the
Minister for Transport on 21 October 1993, at page 5348. It was in five pants and reads -

(1) Is the Minister aware of police objections to road trains entering the
metropolitan area?

(2) What are the objections?
(3) When did the Minister become aware of the objections?
(4) Are the objections in writing?
(5) If so, will the Minister table the relevant document(s)?

The answer provided by the Minister was -

(l)-(5) See reply given to question 584.
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I suppose that is fair enough. However, I asked the inister question on notice 584,
which commences on the same page of Mansard. At this stage, it is appropriate to note
that when the Minister for Transport answers these questions in this House, he is not
answering the questions in a representative capacity but in his capacity as a Minister
undertaking his primary area of involvement. He chooses to sit in this House as a
Minister and, therefore, he has a primary responsibility to this House to answer questions
in a proper manner. I regret that, in view of the article in The West Australian to which 1
have referred, in this case he has failed to so do. The question was -

(1) Did Assistant Traffic Commissioner, Len Thickbroom, write to the Main
Roads Department Commissioner on or about 16 August 1990, setting out
police objections to road rains entering suburbs?

(2) If so, will the Minister table a copy of the document forthwith?
(3) If not, why not?

The Ministers response was -
(1) Yes. The letter made a number of observations about road trains in

general which were considered at the time. More recent discussions by
the Main Roads Department's officers with officers from the police
indicate that the concerns they raised have been addressed.

(2) No.
The Minister's response to part (3) of the question was that it was not appropriate for him
to release a police document. Yet it seems that The West Australian was able to get it
using the freedom of information legislation, if The West Auralian report was accurate.
His reply continued -

Notwithstanding this, because safety issues have been properly addressed
the letter is no longer relevant to the debate.

In the light of the newspaper article referred to, I suggest the answer provided by the
Minister falls far short of being proper advice to the House consistent with the Minister's
duty to the House.
With reference to part (2) of the motion, the relevant parts of the article in The West
Australian are as follows -

Only one road train used a special route into the metropolitan area in the first four
months of an initial six-month trial, despite a $350 000 safety upgrade paid for by
taxpayers ...
Main Roads WA spokesman John Moore said although three permits to use the
route into Midland salcyards had been granted since the tria began in December,
only one road train had made one return trip by the end of last month.
Applications from another six drivers were being assessed.
He said Main Roads misjudged the demand for livestock carriers bringing cattle
from the State's north, but expected traffic to pick up within a month due to the
industry's seasonal nature.

I caused further questions to be placed on notice on this matter and at page 11917 of
volume 27 of Mansard of 12 April from the first session of this Parliament I asked the
Minister for Transport in question 1652 what was the final cost of road modifications to
permit the proposed road train trials due to commence in December 1993. The
Minister's response was, "Approximately $350 000." The question related to the cost of
road modifications to permit the proposed road train trials. The answer was not qualified.
To be fair to the Minister, the expenditure has, thankfully, had some beneficial effects in
that it has improved road safety. However, the purpose of the expenditure was to
facilitate these road train trials. I suggest that that sort of expenditure is extravagant and
an arrogant misuse of taxpayers' money, bearing in mind the Minister's ideological
commitment to bringing road trains into the metropolitan area. I note the report in the
paper of one road train, but in question on notice 1651 reported in the same edition of
Mansard but commencing on page 11916, 1 asked of the Minister -
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(1) How many road trains travelled to the Midland saleyards in December
1993?

(2) How many road trains travelled to the Midland saleyards in January 1994?
(3) How many road trains travelled to the Midland saleyards in February

1994?
The response by the Minister was -

(1)-(3)
Because the movement of livestock to the Midland salcyards has been
small since the vial commenced in December, only one operator has
applied for a permit. The operator involved, Marley's Transport, has a
permit for two of its road trains. Each vehicle travelled to the Midland
saleyards once during January 1994. Main Roads will issue permits to
other transport companies in April/May in time to accommodate the
increase in livestock movements in mid 1994 and beyond.

There is a contradiction between the newspaper report and what the Minister told the
House in his answer to that question. That contradiction should be cleared up. I suggest
that, in view of the unsatisfactory response of the Minister to questions 581 and 584, the
matter will be appropriately cleared up by the House requiring the Minister to table all
documents relevant to police advice on road train entry into the metropolitan area. That
should be done because the Minister, in providing those answers, has failed to live up to
his responsibilities as a Minister in this House. He is accountable to the Parliament and
in particular to this House. It seems he thinks it is all right for him to provide
information to The West Austraianz, but it is not all right for him to provide information
to this House.
What is being proposed in this motion is consistent with the principles of a proposition
agreed to by the House on 9 April 1992. 1 refer to H-ansard volume 297, page 1093 of
9 April 1992 which indicates the House passed a motion in these terms -

That this House considers that under the system of responsible Government a
Minister owes a political duty to Parliament to answer proper parliamentary
questions which relate to information which the Minister has or which the
Minister has the authority to obtain and that the attainment of the aims of
accountability is dependent upon the proper operation of Parliament and upon the
proper use of parliamentary questions in particular.

I note that the mover of that motion, who is currently a Minister, said, among other
things, on that page of Hansard with respect to the motion that -

It is not a partisan motion. It is not dealing with any minor matter relating to the
conduct of the House; it relates to the fundamental aspects of our democracy.

The mover of the motion, when he used the word 'democracy", was, I think, being
somewhat humorous. However, in dealing with the principles of accountability, the
proposition which he put forward and which was passed by the House was eminently
reasonable.
Hon George Cash: Who was the mover?
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: The mover was the now Minister for Health. I am quoting the
words of one of the Cabinet colleagues of the Minister for Trans port and I trust that the
Minister for Transport will take these comments on board. One should bear in mind that
.when these words were spoken, they were purported to be spoken on behalf of the
coalition parties at a time when they were in opposition. I trust that, just because they
have changed sides in this House, they have not renounced these high principles that the
now Minister for Health so clearly announced. He said -

We are committing ourselves in this House to saying what we believe is the
proper behaviour. We do so with the full knowledge and intent that if the
behaviour described in the motion is not matched by our behaviour in
Government, it can be thrown in our faces.
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I do not propose to throw this very heavy volume at the Minister for Transport because
that would be unparliamentary. However, I metaphorically do so because clearly he has
failed to live up to the tenor of the motion. It is interesting for me to read on. The
Minister for Health said -

That is a dangerous thing for a politician to do: it could be thought to be unwise -

I suspect the Minister for Health must have known something about his colleagues
because it is a most interesting prophecy. He went on to say -

- and I suppose in some ways that is a correct assumption. Nevertheless, it is
important chat if we are to have any hope that this House will continue to operate
properly and to be a democratic -

Which of course this Chamber is not -

- and responsible Chamber, parties within it must be prepared to commit
themselves to the principles outlined in the motion.

The Minister for Transport has failed to so commit himself. The words of the Minister
for Health continue to be interesting. He went on to refer to his view of how things
should operate. I must say that I agree with the words I am about to read. He said -

The idea is that at least one Minister is responsible to this Chamber of Parliament
for what this Government does. That is a constitutional responsibility. The
Minister in this Chamber is here to be the responsible Minister as the conduit to
the Government as far as this Chamber is concerned, by which we can ensure that
Government is responsible to the people through their elected representatives in
this House. As part of that responsibility a Minister owes a political duty to the
Parliament to properly answer parliamentary questions. We know that under our
Standing Orders the Minister has a discretion as to whether he answers those
questions; he is not compelled by Standing Orders to do so. However, that does
not mean that whether or not questions are answered is constitutionally a matter
of no interest. Constitutionally it is a matter of great importance that a Minister
does answer questions, and that he does so properly.

I regret that this Minister on the occasions referred to in the motion has failed to answer
the questions properly and, therefore, the only proper conclusion for this matter is for the
papers referred to in the motion to be tabled.
HON E.J. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [3.00 pm]: I find it
very surprising to hear Hon Nick Griffiths use that sort of terminology in presenting his
motion. I was waiting with bated breath for him to make some valid point about the
contents of his motion to substantiate his accusation. From the time he started until he
sat down, the only point he made was that I had not tabled a document from the Police
Department regarding the entry of road trains into the metropolitan area. He also spoke
about the responsibilities of a Minister. I stand absolutely by the answers I have given to
questions in this House; they are totally consistent with the facts. The answer Hon Nick
Griffiths received may not suit him but that is one of the facts of life in this place.
Members may not get the answers they would like to hear.
With regard to road train trials in the metropolitan area, on previous occasions studies
have been conducted on either running road train trials in the metropolitan area or
allowing them to be used closer to the metropolitan area. One of the responses from
Mr Thickbroom to the Main Roads Department referred to a number of points about
which he had some considerable concern. He then referred to a range of hypothetical
situations that may or may not occur- I am sure the honourable member has read the
correspondence. That letter does not state that the same road is used by vehicles, in
different components, that are pant of' a road train configuration. The letter refers to
moving loads and running lights, and that happens with all vehicle operators from time to
time. I do not know how it can be determined that road trains will adversely affect road
safety, and the statement surprises me a great deal. Again, that statement by
Mr Thickbroom was made in 1992 and it is fair, right and proper that such people should
raise their concerns.
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Hon Nick Griffiths has not acknowledged that when we entered into the trials, we did not
take any chances. We ensured every vehicle was inspected before a permit was granted
for it to enter the metropolitan area. That eliminates the possibility of vehicles which are
not in a satisfactory mechanical condition using those roads. That does not happen with
B-doubles or rigid rucks and trailers, once they have been licensed. Of course, they can
be rested at any rime by the police if they are stopped, in the same way that any other
motorist may have his vehicle inspected. The difference between the vehicles in the road
train trial and these Other heavy vehicles is that the road trains are inspected before a
permit is issued. That is one of the reasons that so few drivers took up the opportunity in
the early days. Road train operators dealing in livestock are centred not in Perth, but
around country Western Australia. It was totally inconvenient for them to get their trucks
and trailers - they may have one prime mover and several trailers which are
interchangeable - to Midland, which is one of the few places to which they deliver
livestock. Therefore, it cannot be said that there was a lack of safety.
It should also be noted by the member that funds were spent on the intersections prior to
the introduction of road trains. The member did not refer to that, but it was central to the
trials. Another important matter relates to my concern about the increasing number of
heavy vehicles using a range of roads in the metropolitan area. Leach Highway, Roe
Highway, Reid Highway and a range of swreets in the metropolitan area are used by heavy
haulage vehicles delivering bricks, housing material, retail goods and so on. Coca-cola is
delivered in heavy trucks and trailers that were not used 10 or 20 years ago. I do not
know whether people accept that use of heavy vehicles, but they are being used and they
are legal. Some people have a problem coming to terms with the description "road
trains"'. If one referred to a long vehicle using the road, which is the same length as the
B-double, no-one would comment on it. I have not heard one criticism about B-doubles
or the trucks and trailers using metropolitan roads. However, when one suggests that a
25 metre road train might use the road, people protest about it. They are the same length
as a B-double, which we have allowed to use roads to which the road trains are denied
access. It is a shame chat *theme is a lack of knowledge in industry and the community as a
whole, and that people do not understand the configurations being discussed.
With regard to safety factors, I remind everybody that it is a trial and it is being
monitored. I accept that many people were most unhappy about it, and Hon Nick
Griffiths was obviously one of them. I took the view that we should conduct a trial to see
what happened. I must remind people over and over again not to forget that every road
train combination using the road is equivalent to two semitrailers using the road. That
means in the case of a road train configuration travelling from the north of the state using
Great Northern Highway, and breaking up at Apple Street, a prime mover must be sent to
pick it up. When the trailer is taken out, the prime mover must return empty. It means
not only a double passage, but also an increase in traffic. I do not subscribe to this view
because I do not think it is terribly important one way or another but, although people
who operate the block trucks say they are marvellous and should continue, equally as
many people in the road transport industry say they are the worst trucks on the road and
they are unsafe. That is a fact of life, and in my view they are a very necessary
component of the road transport industry.
I refer once more to the accusation that I have not informed Parliament or answered
questions, and indicate that I stand by the answers I have given in this House. I read with
interest the letter from Mr Thickbroom. Proof of the pudding is in the eating, not in
someone's perceptions. I realise that life is full of perceptions, but we must consider the
facts. Ultimately we will see the benefits from the use of road tains. I have been
accused at times of seeing no further than economies of scale. However, I am interested
in road safety as well. It would be as easy for me as it is for some other people to
acknowledge that the benefits from the use of moad trains could flow into the road safety
area because we will see fewer vehicle movements and vehicles will be travelling at
lower speeds. The other argument is that other vehicles on the roads need to overtake die
road trains. An increasing number of people in built-up areas call for a reduction in
speed limits. That is the reason we have an over-application of traffic calming methods.
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We are all aware of concrete constructions jutting out into main roads in the metropolitan
area ensuring that two lines of traffic flow into one. Recently Hon Barbara Scott asked
me to look at these configurations. Although their intent is admirable, in some cases
these devices contribute to a Jack of road safety because other road users get into
difficulties. Every day, people driving down suburban streets have difficulty with traffic
calming devices when other vehicles approach in the opposite direction. Cyclists have
problems because they must continue to look behind every time they approach a traffic
calming device. They must take action to avoid some danger. I often notice police
stopping people from riding bicycles on footpaths. I sympathise with these people
because that is where I would ride a bicycle. No-one would catch me riding a bike on the
roads where these traffic calming devices are set up.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Many roads have become much safer because of traffic
calming.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I am not surprised to hear the member say that. She always
seems to have a different opinion from the majority of people in the wider community.
Hon L.A. Scott: The statistics are against you as well.
Hon ElJ CHARLTON: Members do not have to believe me. They should not take any
notice of what I say; they should ask the people who live in those swreets.
Hon A.JO. MacTiernan: We live in those swreets; you don't!
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The member is pant of a noisy minority. That is how she
operates all the time. This is typical of the noisy minority, who are always heard and
receive a response these days. In many cases, the silent majority do not receive the
recognition they deserve. I have asked certain people to look at this matter, people who
will consider the situation in a balanced way. We will hear the various arguments from
local government, the Main Roads Department, and representatives of the commumty at
large. Those people will deal with the situation.
I began by considering economies of scale. When people want to bring their products to
the supermarket or to the local delicatessen, the price of the product is important. That is
the reason that the products are not transported by 1.5 tonne capacity trucks these days.
Larger vehicles are used, because it is all about efficiency and the delivery of products to
the marketplace in a cheaper way. The changes taking place in road transport are no
different from the changes taking place in other areas of society. It was the same
situation 20. 30 or 50 years ago, and changes will occur in the future. We must take a
balanced approach and eliminate the extreme situations. No-one more than I wants to see
a new road system to replace the Great Northern Highway route through Swan Valley. I
support that notion. I hope that Hon Nick Griffiths and his colleagues change their
current stance on road funding. If only we could receive our just proportion of road
funding, we would be better off. We would then have roads that could handle the types
of vehicles that could deliver products in the most efficient way, for the benefit of
everyone in this state. Currently, buses are not as large as they were in the past, and
trains are not of the same dimension, and we. take pride in Westrail's Fastrak operation;
yet members opposite are obsessed with the amount of funding applied to our road
system.
Members opposite have stated with glee that they believe that the road train trial1 is a
failure, but the fact is that 13 operating permits have been allocated. Each vehicle will be
used many times during the trial period. At this stage the trial is overwhelmingly
successful. I have heard no complaints. We will respond to any complaints made,
whether in relation to the safety of school children or other issues. My main request is
that any comments made or questions asked are balanced. Members should not pick out
only one vehicle configuration to criticise and forget about other vehicles. Every vehicle
on the road represents a danger either to motorists or to pedestrians. All I ask is for a
balanced approach by members opposite.
The motion refers to $350 000 which was applied to only one road train in the
metropolitan area. Similar sums of money are being spent on a range of roads. Every
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day I hear from people asking me to fix up a certain intersection to allow vehicles to
cross over, to put in new signals or warning lights on Albany Highway and Roe
Highway, and to provide other improvements on the roads. I can sympathise with those
requests. I have not had one request from a member of Parliament, a member of the
community or local government authority that I would not want to implement. It is all
about road safety and imnprong the efficiency of operations. I can supply a breakdown
on the expenditure of $350 00. The entire amount was not spent on the introduction of
road trains; other heavy haulage vehicles travel along that road. Currently, vehicles use
that route predominantly because the drivers can reap the benefits. Recently, an operator
said that a road transport operator will drive 10 kilometres further if he can find a better
road configuration with warning lights rather than travel down a road where he must stop
and start, not knowing when the lights will change. Some trucks travel through Midland
and others travel down Roe Highway. No-one can convince me that is not detrimental to
Midland. Truck drivers acknowledge the improvements as a consequence of the road
adjustments and realignment. All operators will say it is the greatest thing they have
experienced. Thai route is safer and better for all vehicles, not just the road trains but
also the other heavy haulage vehicles on the woads.
I totally reject the motion. It is fair enough to raise such issues, and I welcome the
opportunity to respond. I look forward to supplying the member with up-to-date
information. Any time he wishes to discuss with me how the situation is progressing,
where products are coming from and going to, and other road improvements. I will be
happy to meet with him. Perhaps he may wish to look at the area with me one day.
HON N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan) [3.20 pm]: I was interested to hear the
Minister's comments. He gave us his pro-moad train views which are contrary to the data
set out in the Pearson report, as the Minister should well know. I regret the Minister did
not debate the issues raised in the motion. The kernel Of the motion concerned the
Minister's failing to properly answer questions on the entry of road trains into the
metropolitan area. The motion is fundamentally to do with the Minister's responsibility
as a Minister in this place to keep this House informed. We have one version of events
provided in a newspaper and another view, or perhaps a non-view, provided in the
Minister's answer. I regret that when the Minister talked about the Great Northam
Highway and road funding in general he found himself diverted from the issues raised in
the motion. The motion should be supported by the House if it is to be consistent with its
view of the principles which define its operation as it has expressed on a prior occasion.
Question put and negatived.

MOTION - SELECT COMMITT7EE APPOINTMENT
Cape Range National Park and Ningaloo Marine Park

HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan) [3.22 pm]: I move -

That -

(1) A select committee of five members be appointed to -
(a) examine and report on the importance of the Cape Range National

Park and Ningaloo Marine Park to tourism in the Shires of
Exmouth and Carnarvon;

(b) examine the legislative steps taken in Queensland and nationally to
protect the Great Barrier Reef;

(c) examine policies and practices implemented to protect the Great
Barrier Reef;

(d) investigate what further steps Western Australia should take to
protect Cape Range National Park and Ningaloo Marine Park,
particularly in view of possible exploration and mining activity;

(e) examine and report whether these parks should be extended; and
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(0) examine and report on the need to introduce a single authority to
oversee the management of the Cape Range National Park and the
Ningaloo Marine Park.

(2) The committee have power to -

(a) send for persons, papers and records; and
(b) present interim reports.

(3) The quorum for the committee be three members.
(4) The committee report finally to the House no later than Tuesday,

6 December 1994.
I do not intend to speak any longer than a couple of minutes on this motion because I
discussed it at some length when it was first moved last year. I again ask the
Government to consider supporting the motion because ultimately it is up to the
Government whether this select committee is appointed. In saying that I want to be brief,
I should remind members about the particular area of the state we are talking about.
I remind the House that the Cape Range national park runs along the coast for
approximately 50 kilometres from Mangrove Bay to Yardie Creek and covers one-third
of the Cape Range peninsular. The ecosystems protected by the national park vary fr-om
high plateau scrubland, arid gorges and eucalypt woodland to spinifex plains. These
environments shelter bower birds, ospreys, goannas and rock wallabies, and provide
some spectacular views over the gorges. Ningaloo marine park covens most of the coast
peninsular - in excess of 260 km. Ningaloo reef is a coral reef of interniational
significance and protects a shallow, vulnerable lagoon along its entire length. The reef
and lagoons are inhabited by in excess of 200 species of coral and countless species of
fish and crustaceans. The reef and associated mangroves act as a nursery for many
economically important marine species. Those marine species include such things as the
whale sharks which have attracted so much international focus on Western Australia; a
focus from which we have been able to benefit in a tourism sense. As people have been
attracted to that part of the coast by the whale sharks, they have had the opportunity to
experience the tremendous other natural geographical features and range of nature based
or eco-type tourism this state has to offer. Just as Queensland has been able to set aside
an area of the Great Barrier Reef on a bipartisan basis, with stare and federal support, we
should hold the Ningaloo reef, the range and that whole area in the same high regard that
reef on the east coast is held.
I do not intend to speak at length on this motion except to say that the issues that were
relevant last year when I first moved this motion are as relevant today, particularly when
one considers how important tourism is to this state. One of the great attractions of
Western Australia not just to people within the stare but also coming from the eastern
states and overseas is its tremendous nature based tourism attractions. The great move
and trend in tourism, particularly the Japanese, Germans and Americans, is towards a
nature based experience. They want to get away from the glitter and the lights of such
places as the Gold Coast. I ask the Government to consider this motion. If it is to
proceed with it, we should not delay. If it is not, it should not leave the matter hanging
on the Notice Paper.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon P.H. Lockyer.

FISHERIES AMENDMENT REGULATIONS
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MARINE (INFRINGEMENTS) AMENDMENT

REGULATIONS (No 2)
EDUCATION AMENDMENT REGULATIONS

Motions Nos 4,5,6, Discharged from Notice Paper
By leave, on motion by Hon Doug Wenn, resolved -

That Motions Nos 4. 5 and 6 be discharged from the Notice Paper.
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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Motion

Resumed from 7 June.
HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan) [3.31 pml: I start, as others have
done and as Hon Reg Davies did yesterday, by congratulating the Governor on his
appointment. I listened to Hon Reg Davies also defend the right of the Governor to
speak out on various issues and I do likewise. In so doing I say that I do not believe His
Excellency the Governor ever has a right to be politically partisan. I want to reflect on
the many, many speeches I heard His Excellency Gordon Reid deliver during his term in
office. For those members who never heard Professor Reid speak at a function, I assure
them it was always a delight to listen to him. He researched his material and always
projected his own expertise and experiences and injected a high level of intelligence into
the subjects he dealt with. He never sought to be controversial but would not pull any
punches. He was much too intelligent for that. He certainly stamped great authority on
the high office of Governor in this State, and wherever he and Mrs Reid went they were
treated with great respect and, indeed, love. I am sure their presence added a great
warmth and esteem to many functions. Professor Reid was a man and Governor for all
Western Australians. Whenever he offered advice, such was his standing that in my
experience anyway that advice was heeded. I hope His Excellency the Governor and
Mrs Jeffery as they move round the state will come to know the warmth and respect
offered to Professor and Mrs Reid.
I cake this opportunity to defend my good frend and colleague Larry Graham over his
decision to criticise the Governor. Larry Graham is a very thoughtful person who
considers what he has to say, which is not something one can say about all politicians. I
say to the people of this state who want to talk family values they could look to the
example set by Larry Graham. I am sure members are aware that Larry lost his wife to
cancer last year. It was a fight they fought together, and just as he was devoted to his
wife while she was alive, if possible he is even more devoted to his three children. If
other children knew the love, guidance, discipline and sacrifices that he bestows on his
children we would all be a far better community.
I am pleased Hon Reg Davies made his speech when he did, because he introduced his
speech with a couple of points that grabbed my attention. He said what a great deal of
respect he has for the Queen and Queen Mother. I certainly endorse that. Both the
Queen and the Queen Mother carry out all their duties with a great degree of grace and
dignity. Despite that and the great admiration I have for them, I look forward to the day
when members of Parliament can come into this place and swear allegiance to the
Australian nation and the people of Australia rather than the Queen. I do not say that in
any disrespectful way, Mr President. Australia is entering an era when over the next
decade or so we will give greater prominence and importance to those things which are
or should be of great national significance.
Last week I asked question without notice 82 of Hon Eric Charlton, the Minister for
Transport. I asked -

In view of the considerable inconvenience caused to public transport patrons in
the northern suburbs recently, will the Minister consider ordering a review of the
services to ensure that recent schedules put in place in those suburbs complement
each other rather than continue with the current situation, which is creating chaos
for those patrons?

The Minister replied -

Is the member referring to the Fastrak service alone or the bus and Fastrak
services combined?

I interjected with "both". The Minister continued -

Over recent days, problems have been caused because the Fastrak rail cars have
not been fully operational owing to service requirements. Consequently, those
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cars were off the line for some time. That situation had an impact on a number of
passengers.

I interjected, "I was talking about the scheduling. Buses cannot wait for trains, and so
on." The Minister continued -

I wanted to ensure that the member was await of the problem that has affected
the scheduling of Fastrak trains. As to the bus schedules and connections with
other bus services and rains, other than the occasional inquiry, I am not aware of
major problems between the connections and the schedules. I have responded to
some problems recently and they have been overcome. I will be interested to hear
about specific details, if the member can provide them, at another time.

I guess this is probably as appropriate a time as any to draw the Minister's attention to an
article that appeared in the Warnnerco Times. The article is headed 'Empty buses - waste
says resident". The article names the person involved but it is not necessary to do so.
Part of the article states -

The Marangaroo resident who criticised Pastrak train operations ... also has
gripes with Transperth over bus services and with parking at Watwick train
station.
"As a commuter who uses buses and trains, when they connect, I am very
frustrated by what can only be seen as a lack of planning", he said.
"Anybody who lives east of Wanneroo Road would need to catch a route 64 bus
to get to and from Warwick Station.
"The interesting thing is that in the morning only three buses arrive at the station
before 9.00 am but eight leave before 9.00 am.
'That is because five buses come over from Malaga bus depot without picking up
passengers. This is not satisfactory.
'Then at night, the last bus leaves Warwick station at 6.30 pm, but two more
arrive - 7.01 pm. and 7.12 pmn. They then return to the Malaga depot empty.
"Why don't they take passengers as far as Mirrabooka and then go to the depot?"
The resident said that if that wasn't bad enough, the 347 service was the only
other one from Warwick to Wanneroo Road, and the last bus left at 4.05 pm
weekdays.
"If you mniss that you either walk or catch a train back to Perth and get a bus
home," he said.
'That same 347 service in the morning is just as bad. The first one arrives at
Warwick station at 8.14 am.
"But perhaps the greatest of all problems relates to the 423 service.
"It runs north to the Hillaiys Boat Harbour and then down the coast to Stirling
station.
"There is a bus that leaves at 6.19 pm with the next leaving at 8.24 pm, followed
by 10.54 pm, the last for the night.
"If your train misses the 6.19 pm bus you have a two-hour wait for the next one,
or you can get a train back to Stirling station and get a 423 from. there which
leaves at 6.29 pm, 7.00 pm, 7.34 pmn and 9.00 pmn."

Those are the issues about which I was questioning the Minister.
Further to that article, in the Wanneroo Times of 31 May at page 3 under the heading
"Hold buses for trains" a bus driver has had the following to say -

A solution to the bus-train timetables is very simple, according to a bus driver.
One just needs to have each bus stay at the train station for three trains to
discharge passengers.
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"I am one of the bus drivers who goes between Warwick, Whitford and Joondalup
stations each day," he said.
"I am also one of the drivers who gets abused because I am running late.
"And just why do I run late?
"It's because of the stupid bus scheduling."
He said that at peak times, buses had to pull out of stations even if a train was
pulling in.
'Trhis is really idiotic, as sometimes I have pulled out with under a dozen people
on board - and at a peak time.

"I would love to wait just that extr few minutes but that would put me behind
schedule and, by the time I got to the next station, I would be even later and so
on."

The next article I will quote from is in the same edition of the Wannerco Times on page 1
under the heading "Call for talks on bus-train scheduling" -

Wannem city councillor Brian Cooper wants an urgent meeting set up between
councillors, officers and Transperth.
He wants to try to resolve the problems of buses and trains not running to
schedule or not connecting.
Cr Cooper said he had been trying for 12 months to arrange such a meeting.
'The council officers said they misunderstood my request and held a meeting with
Transperth themselves," he said.
'TIhen I asked for a meeting again, only to be told that a letter had been sent to
Transperth requesting a date but no reply had been received.
"I find this totally. unacceptable. If Transperth won't meet with us, I will take it
further."
Town clerk Ron Coffey confirmed a letter had been sent to Transperth but there
had been no reply.
Cr Cooper said he had received lots of comment from bus patrons, especially
those in the Wanneroo townsite and east of the lakes.
'They keep telling me it is very difficult to get buses to the railway stations", he
said:
"We (councillors) are closest to the people and one would think Transperib would
like to hear our comments and suggestions."

I wanted to draw those articles to the attention of the House arnd particularly to the
attention of the Minister. I ask the Minister to look at those issues which are causing
much concern and comment in the local newspapers, remembering that a review of
schedules was conducted in the Wanneroo area earlier this year. From what I understand,
the results of that review which have now been put in practice axe basically causing the
problems with schedules. The Minister is a fairly reasonable person. I have made
approaches to him before on tansport matters and he has always at least listened to the
arguments that have been put and taken them on board. I ask that he does the same with
this matter.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: This year I was invited by the Albany Sub Branch of the
Returned and Services League to be its guest speaker on Anzac Day. It was a great
privilege and since then I have been asked by a couple of members for a copy of the
speech I delivered. I intend to read it into Hansard because what I said is relevant not
only to Anzac Day, but to every day of the year. It reads -

Anzac Day is a special day in Australia. Indeed, it is perhaps the mast revered of
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public celebrations in this nation. It is a day where we pause, across Australia, in
all of our cities and country towns and in many overseas locations and honour
those veterans - men and women - who served, died and suffered to uphold the
greatest principle known to mankind .. , freedom.
Indeed, I have long been an advocate that Anzac Day should be recognised as our
national day instead of Australia Day. Australia Day - the 26th January -
commemorates the founding of New South Wales. Anzac Day commemorates
the founding of a nation and the birth of the spirit of Anzac - a spirit that has not
only persevered over the decades but a spirit which has carried us through
numerous wars and conflicts in which Australian men and women have answered
the call to arms.
The spirit of Anzac was forged on the beach head of Gallipoli and born of the
tremendous sacrifice and courage of Australian and New Zealand servicemen
who were given an impossible task, a task that cost thousands of them their young
lives and saw thousands more maimed.
I just ask you to reflect on these facts.
In 1914 Australia had a population of just over 4 million. Of that sparse
population, 417,000 young Australians enlisted. Of that number 331,000 were
sent overseas to fight on foreign soil in three different continents. Of those
331,000, 226,000 became casualties; sadly 60,000 were killed.
In the 1914-18 war, the war to end all wars, the following figures bear further
consideration.
Troops in the Canadian army stood a 49% chance of becoming a casualty;
British troops 51 %
New Zealand 59%
and Australians a staggering 65% chance of becoming a casualty.
These figures show just how dearly our young Australian nation suffered and just
how dearly our troops paid for their reputation of raw courage in the face of the
enemy.
The burden was felt at home as well as many of the jobs traditionally performed
by men were handled by women. Of course, many thousands of these women at
the same time had to raise their families single-handedly, often in crippling
financial circumstances, not knowing how their husbands were faring in the war
and not knowing whether their menfolk lived or died. They did a great job.
We must remember too, that each of those Australian troops was an individual,
not just a mere statistic in some military historian's book.
Each was a young person with loves - with ambitions - with hopes - with dreams -
and for so many young Australians those dreams remained unfulfilled, cut short
by the reality of war.
I often wonder where this nation would be today if those young men - the heart of
Australia - had not been sent overseas to die or be wounded on foreign shores.
Because I am sure that many of their dreams, ambitions and hopes were not just
for themselves but for the growth and future of their young nation as well.
Sadly, that war to end wars did not end war. Australians were called to make a
major commitment to the Second World War - a war which more closely
threatened our shores - and demanded further sacrifice and again Australia paid a
heavy price to preserve that tradition of courage which saw many thousands of
Australian men and women lose their lives to uphold that principle of freedom.
As the threat to Australia grew, our troops were called home by Prime Minister
Curtin. These troops had been away on active service in the Middle East, Crete,
Greece and in Europe.
In the face of considerable threat close to home those troops were called back to
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prepare to defend Australia and many were sent to stem the Japanese tide in Asia
and New Guinea and, of course, on the ocean and in the skies above, in such
massive and telling battles as the Battle of the Coral Sea and the Battle for
Kokoda.
Sadly once again thousands were killed or wounded. Thousands more were
imprisoned in camps and suffered terribly at die bands of their Japanese captors.
Today, right at this moment, a ceremony is taking place in Thailand at a place
called Kanchanaburi, better known as the Bridge on the River Kwai. That
ceremony will see part of the ashes of one Weary Dunlop spread in Hellfire Pass.
Weary Dunlop is in my view a truly great Australian - indeed a hero. He shares a
place in Australia's history alongside Simpson and his donkey.
Weary Dunlop, a surgeon, was in service overseas and was on his way back to
Australia when captured by the Japanese and imprisoned on the infamous Burma
Railroad.
West Australian writer and prisoner of war, the late Donald Stuart, wrote:

"We build a railway from near Bangkok to near Rangoon. Thousands of
us POW's starved, scourged, racked with malaria, dysentery, beriberi,
pellagra and the stinking tropical ulcers that ate leg to the bone. When
despair and death reached us, Weary Dunlop stood fast, a lighthouse of
sanity in a universe of madness and suffering."

I record that here because it is in my view important to recognise the spirit of
Anzac is not just about troops carrying arms. It is also about humanity and man's
love for his fellow man as was so finely evidenced by Weary Dunlop. The spirit
of Anzac is also about courage in the face of adversity and challenge. Adversity
and challenge that tested Australians in later conflicts in Korea, Borneo, Malaya,
the war of my own era - Vietnam, and more recently in the Gulf and Kuwait. In
addition we see Australian troops - men and women - taking their place in peace
keeping forces in' places like Cambodia and Somalia, and those Australians
continue to serve with distinction,
But for this nation to flourish and for this nation to live up to its full potential, that
spirit of Anzac must prevail. In our time - fortunately for Australia a time of
peace - just as it did throughout the various wars and conflicts of our past.
Much is said these days about young Australians, most of it negative, adverse and
unfair.
Young Australians of today face a different challenge to those young people of
1914-18 or 1939-45.
And I say to the young people here today, yours is not a challenge that will take
you away from home to face the Turks at Gallipoli or the Japanese in New
Guinea. Today you face the challenge of mending the environment, the challenge
of unemployment, of defeating such diseases as AIDS and cancer, of winning the
fight against drugs, and of furthering the development of this nation socially and
economically as we draw closer to and beyond the next century.
The challenge you face is enormous, but 1, and most others of my generation and
earlier generations, have faith in your ability to meet those challenges and to
overcome them.
In meeting today's challenges you present yourselves as the best equipped and
best educated youth in Australia's history.
You have as much character and as much courage as any previous generation of
Australians. As you go forward you must believe in yourselves, you must believe
mn each other and you must believe in the spirit of this nation which is in reality
the same spirit of Anzac. You should have faith in God, in this nation, and in
Australia's ability to become a leader in our region - a country of significance and
influence in Asia and other parts of the world.
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I just want to finish with a couple of points:
Firstly, you are aware that the last glimpse many of our troops had of Australia as
they sailed off to war was that of Mt Clarence and that should help you better
value that great feature overlooking Albany. Remembering too that those
Australians who gazed on Mt Clarence as their ships sailed off to war were young
men who laughed and smiled and were full of character and mischief; vibrant,
healthy and keen to serve their country well.
Secondly, I just ask you to reflect on the words of our national anthem:

Australians all let us rejoice
for we are young and fire

Well, we are still a young country and as a young country we have faced our
responsibilities and paid a heavy toll in human lives and suffering for our
freedom.
While we must continue to face our responsibilities may we cherish this freedom
and always respect and pay homage to those who died to achieve it. May we
always treasure this, Australia's only true national day - Anzac Day, and may the
spirit of Anzac run always through our veins to ensure that the status of freedom
in this nation so dearly bought - is never relinquished.

That is the speech I was privileged to deliver on Anzac Day. Australia Day, 26 January,
should be done away with. That day is perhaps more pertinent to New South Wales than
to the rest of Australia; certainly it is a day that the Aboriginal people of this country may
regard as a day of invasion.
There is a great need for us to have a national day of sonic significance. Some people
may feel that by moving to Anzac Day as our national day, we are glorifying war. I do
not think that is the case. Anyone who has watched the television coverage of the fiftieth
commemoration of Operation Overlord, the landing at Normandy, will have seen the
great emotion that comes through on such a day. Rather than glorify war, remembrances
such as that do a great deal to instill in the human heart a wont to avoid conflict and war.
I hope that as we move towards the year 2000 and, I hope sincerely, a republic, that one
day we will do away with Australia Day and celebrate our national day on Anzac Day,
25 April.

Yesterday, I saw in the Supplementary Notice Paper a question from Hon lain MlacLean
to the Minister for Fair Trading -

(1) Can the Minister advise if the spouse of Hon David Smith MLA is in the
employment of the Minister's department?

(2) If so, what is her position and classification?
I do not know what could move any member, particularly a member who has been here
for only five minutes, to ask such a question. The member can sit there with a smirk on
his face, but I would have thought that someone in the position of this member, who is
not elected to this place, would have at least some small recognition of the general
standards of this place. In my 10 years in this place, I do not think I have ever seen such
a question asked. There are ways that a person can get that information, and I have no
doubt that the person who asked the question already knows the answer. I know that
their are Ministers in this place whose wives are employed by the Public Service, just as
my wife was so employed when I was a Minister. The spouse of David Smith is in no
way in the public limelight. I cannot think why, in even the most extreme case, a
member would want to ask such a disgraceful question, and it reflects upon the Liberal
Party for allowing the member to ask the question.
Hon George Cash: Do you know the answer? Is the answer yes or no?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: No, I do not.
Han George Cash: Then perhaps the member is entitled to find out for himself. I do not
know the answer.
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I am sure that if the member wanted to get that sort of
information, there are other ways that he could go about it, rather than ask this question.
Hon George Cash: How would he do that?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I know that the person in question used to work for that
department. I do not know whether she still does.
Hon George Cash: Nor do I.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I am surprised that the Leader of the House would seek to
condone -

Hon George Cash: Members are entitled to ask questions if they want to ask questions.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The Leader of the House should ask the member to
withdraw the question, because it is a disgrace. I hope sincerely chat the Minister for Pair
Trading had no part in the question being asked. I am sure he did not. As much as I have
difficulty with the Minister, I certainly have a bit of respect for him. I know that
Mr MacLean is a great mate of some of those people who are currently under attack in
the City of Wannerco, and I wonder whether this question is asked in spite or for some
other puerile or pathetic reason. The member can sic there with a smirk on his face, but
every time members come into this place and ask that sort of question, they chip away at
the standing of every politician in this Parliament. I know theme are people on the
Government side of the House who object to that question being asked because they
regard it, as I do, as a disgraceful question. Although this member will be here for only a
little while, I hope he does something to try to lift his standard in this place. This is not
the City of Wanneroo, and the quicker he learns that, the better.
HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [4.17 pm]: I support the motion
moved by Hon Murray Nixon and take this opportunity to congratulate the Governor on
his appointment. Hon Graham Edwards has stolen a bit of my thunder in regard to the
question asked by Hon lain MacLean. It is a sad state of affairs when the spouses of
members of Parliament become targets. In the past, I have had no problem when people
have wanted to attack me inside or outside this place, because I am in public office and I
can cop whatever is thrown at me, and I guess I am in a position to respond. However,
the difficulty is with people who cannot respond, such as the spouses of members of
Parliament, and it is sad that that has occurred. I get the feeling that after a relatively
short time in this place, the member has either been put up to ask the question or is part
of a clique to try to deflect some of the heat that is now being focused on people who
were involved in the Wanneroo City Council by engaging in some counterattack in
regard to other members.
Hon T.G. Butler: He actually thinks it is funny.
Hon SAM PIAITADOSI: I am sure he does. I am sure that if he were the member
whose wife or family were under the pump, it would be a different story.
Hon George Cash: What was the question?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The question was -

(1) Can the Minister advise if the spouse of Hon David Smith MLA is in the
employment of the Minister's department?

If members opposite want to point the finger, it may indicate the manner in which this
Government has instructed its members to operate, or it may be a counterattack by the
member to deflect some of the pressure which he may be feeling because he and others in
the City of Wannerco are obviously under the spotlight with a corruption claim hanging
over their heads. What better way to try to deflect some of the heat than attack somebody
who has nothing to do with the matter? Mr MacLean has shown his true colours. I am
sure many members, me included, will only be too happy to oblige if he wishes to play
that kind of politics. If that is the standard the member is setting, with the permission of
his leadership, it is open game. When the member starts targeting people who are not in
this place, he is not playing by the standards which apply. The President draws our
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attention on many occasions to the manner in which we conduct ourselves in this place.
and I am sure that the Deputy President (Hon Barry Mouse) will concur with that.
Hon John Halden: It will not be open game if it stops. However, if it continues, I can
assure you that it will be open slather.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I hope that members will not target spouses. If members
want to refer to me as a wog. a Sicilian or whatever, they may make me a little excited or
angry, but it will not be a problem; I can handle that. However, if somebody targets my
wife or son, that member would find that I would take a little action. Mr MacLean can
ask his friend Mr Lockyer about that.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: What sort of action are you talkng about?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Physical action, Mr Lightfoot.

Point of Order
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Mr Deputy President -
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! I was about to make a point.
The member is aware of standing orders, and he is coming dangerously close to
transgressing them.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I was only answering a question from the member opposite.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: You are rather long in the tooth for that sort of thing.

Debate Resumed
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Like his name, the member would not bang around to find
out. Some of his colleagues tell me how light-footed the member is when a little pressure
is on.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I just light-footed into the Chamber when I heard you ripping into
one of my new colleagues.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We know about the member being light-fooited, but we will
not ask him about being light-fingered.

Withdrawal of Remark
Hon L.D. MacLEAN: That comment is a reflection on the member. The member can
have a go at me all he likes.
Hon Graham Edwards: He can defend himself ini this place. 'The member can defend
himself - the member for Mitchell cannot. You are a person of double standards. You
hypocrite!
Several members interjected.
Hon Graham Edwards: No wonder that you have the reputation in Wamierco that you
have.
Hon I.D. MacLean: I have a nice reputation.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon I.D. MacLean: You have been talking to the wrong people.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the member to clarify the comments to which
he takes exception and wishes to be withdrawn.
Hon I.D. MacLEAN: I would like the member to withdraw the reference to Hon Ross
Lightfoot being light-fingered. That type of comment is not warranted.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I take offence to that comment; it should be withdrawn.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Due to the interjections in the Chamber at the time, I did
not hear exactly what Hon Sam Piantadosi said. Would the member clarify what he said?
If he used those words in the terms outlined, he must withdraw them.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I was saying that if the member is light-footed, why can he
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not be light-fingered? We all receive different names from time to time. His name is
Lightfoot, and it could well be light-fingered?
Hon T.G. Butler: And light-headed.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Quite right.
Ile DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The member's remark has an imputation and it should be
withdrawn.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Is that the remark about being light-headed. Sir? Is it dhe
reference to Lightfoot, light-fingered or light-headed?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The member has clarified die remark and it must be
withdrawn.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I find it difficult to do so because obviously Hon Ross
Lightfoot has that name, and I just made reference -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The imputation was made. The member has taken
offence to the comment and the standards and conventions of this House dictate that it
should be withdrawn without qualification.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Which part? Was it the reference to light-headed or light-
fingered?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The light-fingered reference should be withdrawn.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I withdraw that remark, Sit.

Debate Resumed
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Members opposite have indicated that they can throw it at
innocent victims, but as soon as the heat is turned on or someone targets them they
cannot handled it. Mr MacLean will be in this place for a couple of years yet.
Hon Graham Edwards: That is all.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: A lot more will come yet, and I ask that he and his leadership,
for the sake of the House and its members, in future target members in this House who
can respond. Obviously, whenever a slur or accusation is made against a member, that
member can defend himself. The member for Mitchell was never in that position. Hon
lain MacLean must live with that.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: It was totally irrelevant; that was the point.
Hon SAM PLANTADOSI: Over the past few months we have heard a great deal of
rhetoric from this Government in media advertisements regarding how it is cleaning out
our environment. A considerable amount of money was spent claiming that the
Government would rectify the pround water pollution by ensuring that 27 per cent of
unsewered premises were deep sewered. The Premier went to great lengths to indicate to
the people of Western Australia how he would save the day and rectify die problem.
Having some knowledge of that industry, I know the Government's proposal deals with
only part of the problem. The 27 per cent of unsewered premises is only a marginal part
of the problem of river and ground water pollution. Septic tanks must be considered, but
the other major pollutants are the drains on die road system. Where does the water go
which drains off the woads? It enters the soil and runs into die river, and in so doing it
picks up oils and other chemicals from the road. These pollutants in the untreated rain
water are dumped into the ground water. If the Government were dinkumt about solving
the problem. I would applaud its actions. 'The Premier has good intentions in trying to
rectify some of the mistakes made by his father's government, which is responsible for
many areas not being sewered.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: His father is not here to protect himself.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Shut up and listen; the member will learn something!
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That person is not here to protect himself.
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Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: He was a senior figure as a Premier of this state, and he made
some mistakes. Many other people who have left this Parliament cannot protect
themselves.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: When the former Court government opened up a large
number of areas, it did not provide the infr-astructure for them. That is one of the many
reasons for the problem facing this generation. Hon Ross Lightfoot - or whatever his
name may be - says that that person is not here to protect himself. However, he made
those decisions. If the Government is looking only at the septic system it is a bandaid
solution to the whole question. If the Government is dinkumn about fixing the problem it
should look at the drainage system collectively, after the 27 per cent is deep sewered, and
ensure that road drain water goes in the sewer line to be treated.
In the past I have said what should be done about that ground water. The member for
Jandakot is leading a committee overseas to look at the problems that have faced other
countries. I am glad that the committee will visit the United States of America. I hope it
goes to the southern states of the USA because they have the technology to treat the
water, If we were able to divert and treat the amount of water that is dumped into the
ocean each day we would not have a problem with our ground water, there would be no
need to bring a pipeline from elsewhere to complement our existing supplies; we would
have it on our doorstep. We need to put in place the technology to ensure Western
Australia has a future, otherwise the growth of this state will be limited. After the first
rain last week I mentioned to Hon Jim Scott the colour of water in the drain alongside the
Mitchell freeway coming from the Osborne Park light industrial area. It was not only
water, but oil and other material being pumped into that drain. It goes straight into the
drain and leaches straight into the soil. It was not sealed; it could not be diverted to a
sewage treatment plant so those heavy metals and oil could be treated. It went straight
into the ground.
Some of those drains empty into lakes. Lake Monger is one of the lakes that is suffering
currently because of pollution. The Leader of the House should be interested, because it
is one of the main attractions in the North Metropolitan Region. It is a major tourist
attraction and many bus loads of Asian tourists stop there on a daily basis. The council
had to resort to aerating the water and pumping in fresh water to try to rectify the
problem caused by pollutants.
Hon George Cash: Which council?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It was the Perth City Council. Hyde Park is another well
known location which is also in the North Metropolitan Region. It is currently being
dredged because it is suffering from much the same problem. As a youngster I remember
Hyde Park; probably Mr Cash does too. I used to live around the corner. We built
canoes and paddled out to the island. The water was cleanm Now one can just about walk
across the water without building a canoe because of the amount of contaminants in that
lake. The city council has had to take drastic action by emptying out the lakes. Those
are two examples within my own electorate and if one looked at other areas the evidence
there would be similar.
Another major concern is this Government's intention to try to break down as much as
possible the public sector day labour force. The Government says we have a sewerage,
drainage and ground water problem which it wants to fix. In the past the Government
has made attacks on the day labour force and put off workers at Robb Jetty and Wesnril.
I am now told that the Water Authority is the next target on the list. Training and safety
officers have already been given notice, and it looks as though some 200 members of the
sewerage maintenance and drainage section will be given their marching orders in the
next few weeks. What hypocrisy by this Government! Thereaan no private contracting
experts for the Perth main sewers or other main sewers. The only experts in the sewerage
area are employees in the maintenance section of the Water Authority, which has worked
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on those sewers for 50 or 60 years. Who will have that expertise if the Government gets
rid of the day labour force? Some workers have been told they will be dismissed. Some
of the recommendations of Mr McCanvey. that shining star of the Liberal Party, after
looking at the different departments are doubtful. An independent recommendation
clearly demonstrated that Mr McCarrey did not get his facts right. Mr Omodei, the
Minister for Water Resources, said that the move towards contracting out was aimed at
getting the best value for taxpayers' money. Mr McCarrey reported that WAWA's
hourly rate was $27 with prices in the private sector ranging from $26 to $35. How many
of those private contracting rates would be closer to $26 an hour than $35 an hour? Most
of them would be in the vicinity of $35.
It is very interesting that the Government is saying one thing, yet an independent report
by Deloitte Touche Tohmarsu found chat the WAWA's construction section hourly rate
was at the lower end of charges quoted in the private sector. McCan'ey and the
Government are saying that private interests are a lot cheaper. The findings of this well
known firm of accountants is that is not the case and a government body has all the
expertise and can demonstrate it is competitive. The Minister for Finance would be
reasonably familiar with Deloitte Touche Tahmazsu and would know that its figures
dispute the findings of McCanrey. It maintains that the Water Authority is in a good
position to be able to tender for and carry out the work; that is, work that it has been
doing for many years at a cheaper rate than private contractors. If McCamry cannot
substantiate his report, what are the Minister and the Government basing their findings on
to try to get rid of the day labour force completely and give that work to private
contractors? Where is the logic? That decision was based on recommendations in the
McCarrey report which cannot be substantiated. It indicates that the Water Authority's
figures are below that of private enterprise.
Hon Max Evans: Do you know how much infill sewerage work is done for the Water
Authority? It is about $16m worth. It would have been $65m in the first year. The
Water Authority handled some first.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The Minister was not here when I commented about people
in the maintenance section of the Water Authority. The safety and training officers have
already been given their marching orders and the maintenance crew have been told they
will be next. This will happen even after this mufll sewerage program is finalised, Can
the Minister give me the name of one private contractor who has had experience on a
Perth main sewer or any sewer line? He cannot produce one name because none of the
private contractors has been interested in working in that industry in the past. They have
taken the cream of the jobs where they earned good money, but did not have to put up
with the stench that goes with sewage.
All of a sudden it seems another 200 people will lose their jobs. The only conclusion I
and others on this side of the House can come to about that situation is that it has been
brought about in order to repay favours to a few mates. McCarrey's figures cannot be
substantiated, nor can the Government's actions be vindicated. I forget; members
opposite do not have to vindicate their actions, as we have found out with the City of
Waimerco and this place. It is quite obvious that it is a good opportunity to repay some
of those favours. Who pays for those Liberal Party favours? The public, because dhe
money comes out of the public purse.
Hon Ross Lightfoot: Same as PICL did.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Hon Ross Lightfoot is back for more. The few people who

willgete contracts will be the only beneficiaries, even though they do not have the
erts to sustain the maintenance of the sewerage system. Not only will the people
who ame out of work lose, but so too will all ordinary Western Australians, because, as I
stated, the money will come from public funds. One could say that our pround waxer was
pllue by one conservative government - Hon Tom Butler will agree; and we are
"Court" again the second time around. As the car stickers say: "It was Court 20 or 30
years ago - it is Court now".
Several members inteijected.
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Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Future generations will not think kindly of us for the legacy
we left them. Not only have we created a legacy of pollution, but also. rather than fix it,
the money which should be spent on it will go to the Government's mates. How many of
the Minister's mates will get money?
Hon N.F. Moore: Who are these mates you are talking about?
Hon SAM PTANTADOSI: The private contractors to whom members opposite have to
return a few favours. We talked the other day about corruption.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! Let the member continue
directing his cornments through the Chair without inteijections.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is evident there are a few touchy people in heat. Members
opposite have a few mates around the place and they are worried about themselves.
Maybe some of the favours could come back into election campaign coffers.
Hon W.N. Stretch interjected.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: When the time comes. It seems there are quite a few
members opposite participating now. The inteijections started with Hon Ian MacLean
and Hon Ross Lightfoot and there are now a few other voices taking part. It appears that
quite a few mates will have to pay debts. They probably all put in their shopping list and
asked wheat they could get some money for their mates. This is probably one of the
schemes through which they can pay back a few favours. That is the make-up of
members opposite. Perhaps Hon Ian MacLean's coming here brought some of the past
practices of the City of Wanneroo into operation for members opposite.

Point of Order
Hon W.N. STRETCH: I believe the member on his feet is impugning the integrity of a
member who has been here less than 10 days.
Hon T.G. Butler: The member should have thought of that before he opened his mouth.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: What comments is the member taking objection to?
Hon W.N. STRETCH: I took exception to the comment that Hon Ian MacLean brought
with him some practices from the Wanneroo City Council. I found that both disorderly
and insulting.
Hon A.JM. MacTiernan: What does that say about the Wanneroo City Council?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: That is debatable material. As the President often says,
members do not have to like what a member says, but they must listen to him.

Debate Resumed

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I did not think the hides of members opposite were so thin.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The point of order is not debatable once a ruling
has been made.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am continuing with my speech, Mr Deputy President.
Unfortunately, had Hon William Stretch, who was out of the House on parliamnentary
business, been present when I began my speech he may not have taken offence. I amn
sure that not necessarily all 'that has come with Hon lain MacLean will be bad and that
many good deeds have been done by the Wanneroo City Council.
Hon T.G. Butler: When?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am somewhat surprised that people opposite took offence
when I alluded to the fact that he was bringing some of those practices here. We may
well learn from them.
Hon W.N. Stretch interjected.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I believe we learn from each other. I have learnt much about
sheep and wheat from Hon Bill Stretch.
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Hon W.N. Stretch: I have learnt a bit about bananas.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We are on a learning curve; we would be very interested to
hear about some of the exploits of the Wanneroo City Council.
Hon Ross Lightfoot: We have never learnt to peel bananas with our feet like you have.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I cannot peel bananas with them, but I am light fingered at
doing that. However, I will not say Hon Ross Lightfoot is light fingered - he has the light
feet and the light fingers!
The Government has also made great play about its ventures into South East Asia to
develop trade. I fully support the visit to the region by several members of the
Government to solicit trade for the state. Some of the headlines in various magazines
reflect how many Asians are now seeing Australia as a holiday destination; for example,
'"Wealthy Asians flock to shop Down Under"; "New retailers plan the future and for the
1990s"; "The cheap south" - again with reference to Australia as a holiday attraction. It
is quite obvious that many people look at Australia for tourism.
Another headline states "Asians line up for shopping". There is a lot of scope for
Western Australia to take advantage of that industry. It is obvious from the various
Ministers who have headed overseas - I am aware of about eight missions - that there is a
significant interest in Australia. As we were discussing yesterday in the motion by Hon
Tom Stephens on the north west airports, it gets down to the question of infrastructure
that is required to take advantage of tourism and trade. Many members, including Hon
Phil Lockyer and Hon Murray Criddle, have acknowledged that the infrastructure just
does not exist. We probably have one of the most favourable areas for horticulture in the
world. It would not be an exaggeration to say that South East Asia could just about be
fed from the Ord River.
Hon MJ. Criddle: For a few days.
Han SAM PIANTADOSI: It is an extensive area which has the potential to benefit the
state.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That was a great initiative of Sir Charles Court and Sir Robert
Menzties.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It was only horticulture that saved them; it was not cotton.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: You are honest enough to acknowledge that.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Hon Ross Lightfoot should admit that he was worried years
ago that it was a white elephant.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I wasn't worried at all.
Hon SAM PLANTADOSI: Hon Ross Lightfoot is never worried; that is part of his
problem. He was too busy on his pastoral station and it did not affect him. He does not
take enough interest to worry.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I am being psychoanalysed now by Hon Sam Piantadosi.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: For once the member got my name right, so I will not take a
point of order.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Sam Piantadosi keeps interjecting on Hon Ross
Lightfoot! If Hon Sam Pianindosi ignores the interjections and directs his attention to the
Chair, he wil find that he will get through the matters he wants to address much more
smoothly than if he takes notice of the interjections.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The only reason I take notice of interjections from Opposition
members is that one must go through an education process with them. They do not quite
konow their facts, and I am only too happy to oblige to better inform them on certain
matters. I always try to do my best in that regard.
Another headline in the newspaper refers to the Northern Territory's push into Asia.
Alarm bells are ringing, but what is occurring? The infrastructure is being put into place
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in the Northern Territory, but not within our state. Government members are always
bashing Canberra about its centralist policies. Mr Stretch agrees.
Hon W.N. Stretch: I plead guilty.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: What is the Government doing to develop the north west? It
is centralising everything around Perth. Is the Government any different from thie people
it accuses? If the Government is claiming to be a government of decentralisation, why
does it not show its colours and develop the north west? Why does it not put in place
infrastructure to decentralise and provide those opportunities? Government members
should not be hypocrites. The opportunities exist for that infrastructure. My good friend,
Hon Phil Lockyer, will support me when I say that infrastructure is necessary to cater for
the horticulture industry in the north west.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: There is much to be done, but a lot has been done by all
governments.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am not referring to what has been done, but to what needs to
be done. The Government is spending money on junkets overseas to promote trade and
is saying that this state can do many things, but it is not delivering. Hon Murray Criddle,
who has just returned from a trip to Japan, informed us of some of the problems which
exist in that country and what needs to be done to address them. I concur wish his
comments. Were one to look at the trade figures 20 years ago one would find that we
have lost round already with many goods in South East Asia; with not only Japan but
also many other countries.
H-on P.H. Lockyer: One of the things that must be done is to convince places such as
America that we must be on a level playing field, and it must stop dumping produce on
our traditional markets.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is quite right. At the same time, how can we ever
compete if we must bring produce from the north to Perth, to export it to northern
countries? Does Hon Phil Lockyer agree that that is a problem?
Hon P.H. Lockyer: It is a problem. Why doesn't the industry itself address it?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The problem is that the Government will not agree to
establish the infrastructure simply because the motion on she north west airports was
moved by Hon Tom Stephens, an opposition member.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I have already asked Hon Sam Piantadosi to address his
comments to the Chair. I will not ask him again.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Unfortunately sometimes the truth bits a bit close to home for
some people. If the member believes that infrastructure is not needed in the north west,
he should come clean and say so. There is a big demand for die north west - the
Kimberley, the Ord and other areas - for not only trade but also tourism. It would bring
many dollars to Western Australia.
Hon P.H. Lockyer interjected.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am not saying that the Labor government was right in not
setting up the infrastructure; I am referring to what is needed now. I have made the same
comments, especially about the horticulture industry, even when my party was in
government. We now know that problems exist internally. Our products are of a good
enough quality that multinationals have taken an interest I cite the banana industry in
the Eastern States as an example. Chiquita Brands International now controls 40 per cent
of the bananas grown in the Eastern States. 1 raised this matter previously in this place
when I believed the time was right to set up a committee into the fruit and vegetable
industry to ensure that what happened in the Eastern States did not occur with prowers in
Western Australia. We must be doing something right because we are producing a good
quality product; however, we must go beyond that The Chiquitas of this world will
continue to make inroads into that market and we will be left behind unless we set up the
necessary infrastructure. Missions have gone to the Middle East, South East Asia, South
Africa, India and many other areas to try to break into those markets. I do not know
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whether it is just by chance that the three Ministers concerned - the Ministers for
Transport, Primary Industry and Trade - are National Party members, and the rest of the
Government will not go along with their proposals because they are National Party
initiatives. I do not know whether the big boys in the Liberal Party will not give pround
to any initiative of the coalition partners, but something must be wrong with those
initiatives not being taken up. If the Government is not dinkuni about trade and
providing the infrastructure to facilitate trade, I certainly will ask more questions in
future when I read about overseas trips that are planned.

[Questions without notice taken.J
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: For the benefit of the members some magazines are provided
in the corridor where we have afternoon tea, and most members would have seen them.
They are about business in Asia and they point out quite clearly what people in industry
and other places basically need to do. In this week's edition of one is an interesting
article about the actions of the New South Wales Government A headline speaks of
accessing Asia and the fact that New South Wales puts emphasis on Asian ties. It
explains the extent to which New South Wales has captured the Asian market. New
South Wales has some 45 per cent of the trade between Australia and Asia. The Western
Australian Government should look at some of the activities of the New South Wales
Government and see how it can gain access and what it needs to do to provide the
facilities to do so for people in business in Western Australia,
A conference will be held in Adelaide in September of this year on the business of
tourism. Some of the areas that conference will be directing its attention to are small
business and tourism, accessing capital, tourism marketing, tourism and the environment,
tourism training and education, tourism business, tourism research, tourism shopping and
regional tourism development. Among other topics for discussion at that conference will
be the development of infrastructure at a regional level. Session one is devoted to
infrastructure and investment, which are the main topics of the conference. I hope the
Government will address some of those areas and put into place what is necessary to
ensure that we in this state are able to capitalise on tourism and trade with those markets
of South East Asia.
I draw to the attention of the House the waste of public money that occurs when memos
are sent. I get about four or five of these memos a week from the Minister for
Community Development and the Family, which notify a visit to a member's electorate.
It says that Hon Roger Nicholls, MLA will be in my electorate on ministerial business on
Sunday, 29 May 1994. Where in my electorate? If that is not a blatant waste of publlc
money, what is?
Hon Kim Chance: How many electors in your electorate, Mr Pianradosi?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: In North Metropolitan Region there are about 330 000,
Hon N.F. Moore: That is what Carmen Lawrence used to do all the time. She might
have told you but she did not tell us.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is not quite right. Is the purpose of the memo to indicate
that there is a Minister for Community Development and the Family and that the office
exists? Maybe it is to explain what role the Minister plays. I and, I am sure, the
electorate in the Northbridge area will be keen to find out where he is so we can always
pay him a visit. Where do I start? In Fourth Avenue, Maylands or is it in Wood Street.
Inglewood? Is it in Crimea Street, Ballajura -

Hon George Cash: Fourth Avenue is in East Metropolitan.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The western side is; the western side of Wood Street and the
western side of Crimea Street, Ballajura. Where does one start to look for Hon Roger
Nicholls? His office is also in North Metropolitan Region, so we could all gather round
his office and maybe start from there.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: You will be unlucky if you find him.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We may be unlucky, because he may very well leave his

1174 [COUNCIL)



[Wednesday, 8 June 1994] 17

home to go to a function. I certainly do not know where he lives. I have never had any
of these sorts of memos from the office of the Leader of the House. I would like the
Leader of the House to put to the Minister that if he wants to bother to inform me and
other members on this side of the House of his intention to visit our electorates, he
indicates where he will be or does not bother at all. We will then save a bit of money
from the public purse.
Hon George Cash: I will pass on your comments.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Unless the Government is flush with funds -

Hon N.E. Moore: That is what your Ministers did all the tine.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Let the member show me his proof.
Hon N.F. Moore: With an electorate like mine your Minister could have been anywhere
from the Kimberley to the South Pole.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The member refers to an electorate like his, but if the
Minister is in his electorate he will probably mention a town and give the member a
better opportunity to find him than we have in North Metropolitan Region. Mr Cash will
concur with me on that.
Hon N.E. Moore: Carmen Lawrence used to do that and I used to get as cross as you are.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: If Mr Moore intended to send me such a fax I would say not
to worry about it.
Hon N.E. Moore: I have no intention of doing so.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I would rather not know where he is going to be. We will
find out anyway but it will save a bit of money rather than engage in wasteful publicity
acts as this Minister for Community Development is doing. When the Leader of the
House visits his electorate officially, he informs everyone about where he is going. I
thank him for that. On occasions, I accept the offer to attend and on other occasions it is
not possible to do so, but at least I know what he is doing in the electorate. However, to
be sent a memo that says that Rossy boy is out on the job -
Hon George Cash: Roger.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am sorry.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: You axe as bad as Eric. We will begin to think that you cannot
read.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I have a problem with that, and it is getting worse. This is a
waste of public funds. I am disappointed to hear that some members opposite do not
agree with me. I intend my criticism to be constructive. All the notification did was
create extra work for my office staff, who had to file it in the rubbish bin. It did not even
tell me where to go.
Hon T.G. Butler: You could drive around all day until you found him.
I-on SAM PIANTADOSI: It would be impossible in North Metropolitan. Even Mr Cash
found it hard! and moved out of the area. Now he is south of the river, he is easier to find.
A story appeared in yesterday's The West Australian about the downside to New
Zealand's fightback and some of the changes that have occurred. Obviously, the
restructuring has led to a number of problems, especially for young people. As economic
circumstances deteriorate, many other problems arise. Yesterday, several members in
this place touched upon what action should be taken on juvenile justice. Hon Cheryl
Davenport spoke of the fundamental liberties of young people being able to move about
and congregate in different arras. They felt they were being targeted by the community
to get them to conform. The major issue is that the community creates problems for
young people, but it does not help them to face those problems.
I am glad that the Minister for Education is in the Chamber, because I believe that we
should introduce programs for students in year 10 and onwards which involve
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participation by the police, the Army and outside groups such as Rotary and bike groups.
Those students should be given the simple message that they can retain their own identity
but that they must accept certain responsibilities towards their fellow human beings that
come with that. The majority of year 10 students will be attending school for another
two years. As younger students enter the school, the year 10 students will be able to
shut the experiences of their involvement with different community groups. At one
stage, several meetings were held in the northern suburbs with the police, die Army and
the Coffin Cheaters bikie group to put together a program, but it fell through at the last
moment. Those groups were all willing to participate in sending a message to young
people that they could be different but that certain responsibilities were attached to that
choice. If those community groups sent the message to young people, it would get
across, but when it is pushed upon them by one group, they think that it is just society
pushing its message onto them. Hon Cheryl Davenport spoke of community involvement
so that young people understand that they can do their own thing but that conditions
attach to their actions. That message must be given clearly to young people.
Proposals should be put forward to provide a good learning experience for young people,
such as takcing a number of schools on a picnic together. After travelling together in a
convoy of Army vehicles, police vehicles, bikes and buses, students from Balga High
School and from Yanchep should be treated to a barbecue lunch. In that instance, dhe
Army, the police and the bikies would present themselves as individual groups which are
working together. In one proposal, one of the popular rock bands in Perth was willing to
give its time to young people. I will pass on to the Minister a proposal that I have been
working on to help young people. I believe, as does Hon Cheryl Davenport, that through
community support and involvement we may be able to convince young people that we
are not imposing our wishes upon them and that we want to work with them to help them
overcome their problems.

Amendmient to Motion
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

In noting His Excellency's comment in his Address which pointed to a
public perception of general deterioration in safety and respect for the law,
this House regrets to inform His Excellency that it believes that the
Government's response to this concern has been inadequate.

HON N.D. GRIFFITHES (East Metropolitan) [5.50 pmn]: In seconding the amendment,
I congratulate His Excellency and Mrs Jeffery and look forward to their years of service
to the Western Australian community. Like many members here, I have had the pleasure
of meeting His Excellency and I wish him well. I also congratulate Hon lain MacLean.
However, I regret the question he caused to be placed on notice yesterday. I miust it is an
oversight and something he will rectify promptly. I propose to leave that issue at that.
The words in His Excellency's speech which are particularly pertinent to the amendment
appear under the heading "Law and order". They are -

Theme is unmistakable community concern about law and order issues. The
public perceive a general deterioration in safety and respect for the law.

His Excellency went on to say -

The Government is responding to this concern.
The amendment quite properly refers to the public perception of general deterioration in
safety and respect for the law and proposes to advise His Excellency of the inadequate
response by the Government. The Government's response to date is patently inadequate.
That is perfectly understandable because the response is conditioned by the
Government's record I regret to say that many of the actions by this Government so far
have undermined the perception of the public of Western Australia about safety and the
respect of the people of Western Australia for the law. When I refer to the law, I am
referring to the law in a number of respects. Firstly. I refer to what this Government has
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done about the law making process of this Parliament. This House has been in existence
for many decades. It has always been dominated by the undemocratic forces in this state.
Hon N.F. Moore: What do you mean by "undemocratic forces"? Are you talking about
one-vote-one-value?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! The Minister for Education and
other members can take part in the debate at any rime they like, but not when a member
is on his feet.
Hon N.F. Moore: I thought you were going to tell us how democratic the Senate is!
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: The member would know my views on the Senate if he read last
week's Hansard. I am talking now about the lack of respect for the law which is inherent
in the undemocratic forces preventing democracy from occurring in Western Australia.
Most people in Western Australia are under the delusion that they live in a democracy.
Recently, the fiftieth anniversary of D-Day was celebrated. In the lead-up to that
celebration, much was said in the media about that great crusade for democracy.
Thankfully, it was successful. However, the people of Western Australia have not learnt
that, when many of those who purport to align themselves with the sentiments of the
great crusade get close to home, they show their profound disdain for democracy. No-
one can honestly say that they believe in democracy or that they are supporters of
democracy if they do not believe in the proposition that every adult is entitled to an equal
say in the government of this country or of this state. I regret to say that, in this House,
the vast majority of members, by their actions, by their choice of political achievement
and by the smiles they have on their faces whenever this profound issue of democracy is
raised, do not share the deeply felt views of those who, in General Eisenhower's words,
engaged in the great crusade for democracy and do not have any commitment to
democracy. All they are concerned about is paying lip service to democracy so that
people are deluded and so that they can retain the power they have had since 1829 or, if
one goes to Albany, 1827. In a recent visit, I found some people landed at Albany in
1826. However, the official date for the foundation of the colony is 1829.
T'he fact is that a majority of members in this House are supporters of the Government
and the Government is opposed to democracy. The Government's opposition to
democracy is the basis for many of its policies being founded on undemocratic processes.
Insofar as the people of Western Australia are being deluded about the fact that they live
in a democratic state, there is no doubt that this Government has a prime responsibility
for the general deterioration in respect for the law.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Ha!
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Hon Derrick Tomlinson and I represent the East Metropolitan
Region. That region has approximately 220 000 electors on the electoral roll. He does
not purport to represent all bar a fraction of them because if they had the choice they
would kick him out of here because he is a member of an undemocratic organisation.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm
Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS: Before the dinner suspension I was explaining the relevance of
the undemocratic nature of the coalition parties in this House with respect to the
amendment to the Address-in-Reply. For the benefit of those members who were away
on parliamentary business the amendment is in the following terms -

In noting His Excellency's comment in his address which pointed to a public
perception of general deterioration in safety and respect for the law, this House
regrets to inform His Excellency that it believes that the Government's response
to this concern has been inadequate.

I was explaining to the House that it is no wonder the Government's response to the
general deterioration in safety and respect for the law has been inadequate given what
this Government has done in creating that general deterioration. it had no choice in
creating that general deterioration because of its fundamentally undemocratic nature.
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Before the dinner suspension my colleague from East Metropolitan Region, Hon Derrick
Tomlinson, was having same difficulty in speaking. I was hoping he would have taken
advantage of the dinner suspension to point out to me what he considers to be the error of
my way when I referred to the undemocratic nature of the Liberal Party, which is the
majority party of the Government. It is the undemocratic nature of the Liberal Party
which is the fundamental driving force behind this general deterioration in safety and
respect for the law. Notwithstanding the fact that I have friends who ame members of the
Liberal Party, I was concerned to hear them refer last Saturday evening to the
fundamental undemocratic nature of the Liberal Party in Western Austrlia.
Several members interjected.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I gather from the attempted utterances of my colleague from
East Metropolitan Region that he is fully in accord with the undemocratic nature of the
Liberal Party in Western Australia. I am not privy to the deep, dark secrets of the Liberal
Party in Western Australia and nor would I wish to be because I found what I heard last
Saturday evening to be very shocking. Like other members of the Australian Labor Party
in this House I am a believer in democracy and wish to support and extend it whenever I
have the opportunity. I was told last Saturday evening of practices within the Liberal
Party of Western Australia involving multiple memberships and the use of young
Liberals - the following is a phrase I find difficult to comprehend because I come from a
democratic institution - in stacking branches and diluting hard working Liberals who
actually think that the Liberal Party might have something to do with democracy.
Hon T.G. Rudler: What fool would think that?
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: These are good, hard working, decent people who come out at
every election and hand out how-to-vote cards for the Liberal Party and, when called
upon, assist the infirm in postal voting. Many of them have been involved in the
management of campaigns. I have my political differences with them, but I respect their
right to engage in the political process. In fact, I welcome it because I am a great
believer in the principle that in a democratic society people should have alternatives from
which to choose. I very much regret that the Liberal Party in Western Australia fails to
come close to achieving the standard of democratic behaviour which the people of
Western Australia believe its majority party in government should have.
Hon B.K Donaldson: Tell us about the corruption between 1986 and 1992.
Hon NJD. GR]FFITHS: In dealing with this point of general deterioration in safety and
respect for the law I have been invited to turn my mind to the years prior to 1992. 1 do so
with reference to the undemocratic nature of the Liberal Party. I understand that the
Liberal Party - this undemocratic majority party in government - is controlled in Western
Australia by -
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Deep down you regret not being a member of the Liberal Party.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I wish Hon Ross Lightfoot would not continue to interject. I
am listening very carefully to Hon Nick Griffiths and am somehow trying to relate his
comments to the amendment. I am having an awful lot of trouble doing that and I am
having even more trouble because of the interjections. I advise Hon Nick Griffiths that I
want him to say something about the amendment.
Hon NJ). GRIFFITHS: The undemocratic nature of the Liberal Party has given rise to
this awful perception held by the public and has exposed a deterioration in safety and
respect for the law. It is the degree of deterioration in respect for the law which cries out
for a strong response from this Government - a response which I regret to say has been
clearly inadequate when one takes into account the paucity of measures foreshadowed in
His Excellency's speech. To understand that, it is necessary that the House turn its
collective mind to the undemocratic nature of the majority government party; namely, the
Liberal Party.
I will conclude my comments about the undemocratic nature of the Liberal Party shortly
because I gather that even those who support it - for example, my colleague from East
Metropolitan Region, Hon Derrick Tomlinson, certainly Hon Ross Lightfoot and others -
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are well aware of its undemocratic nature and perhaps I need not expand further. They
are well aware that the numbers in that undemocratic group are controlled by a small
number of sinister, shadowy, faceless men.
Hon N.F. Moore: You are living in the past by about 30 years.
Hon N.D. GRJFFITHS: The expression "36 faceless men" has been used, but the number
is far less than 36. It is the use of duality of membership, particularly in regard to the
Young Liberals, in stacking branches from time to time, which gives rise to its
undemocratic nature.
Hon George Cash: Can you be more specific?
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: 1 do not want to embarrass the Leader of the House.
Hon George Cash: I do not mind your embarrassing me. I want you to be more specific
so that I can rake up some of these issues. Would you be good enough to name a few
people, indicate a few branches -

The PRESIDENT: Order! My job is to ensure that we stick roughly to the motion, and I
am trying to put myself in the position of His Excellency the Governor, who may receive
this and decide that he wants to read about it. We must make sure that he has a fighting
chance of understanding what we are about.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S: For the benefit of His Excellency, I will move on, having
disclosed, for those in the state of Western Australia who may be deluded, that the
Liberal Party is undemocratic. The lack of democracy in the Liberal Party is evident
from the fact that it tolerates the continued undemocratic nature of our electoral laws.
Were the Liberal Parry to provide an adequate response to the general deterioration in
safety and respect for the law, it would reform the electoral laws of this state and make
them democratic. Members opposite may believe the electoral laws are democratic, but I
suggest that anyone with even a paucity of understanding of the term 'democratic" would
accept that the state of affairs that exists in Western Australia is far from democratic.
I turn now to page 376 of the Western Australian Electoral Commission 1993 State
General Election Report, which sets out the regional enrolments pertaining to this House
at, among other dates, 6 February 1993, which was the last date upon which the people of
Western Australia cast their votes. Those figures make interesting reading. They may be
well known to those who believe in democracy and to those opposite who are the
enemies of democracy and who hate and fear democracy.
Hon N-F. Moore: You are a joke.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Whenever the word 'democracy" is raised, it embarrasses
Hon Norman Moore.
Hon N.F. Moore: You are not embarrassing me. I just cannot believe this speech. It is
ridiculous.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Hon Norman Moore has no belief in democracy because every
time he is reminded of these figures, he realises why his Government's response to the
general deterioration in safety and respect for the law is grossly inadequate.
Hon N.F. Moore: There is no general deterioration in safety and respect for the law.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: That is an interesting interjection. I invite the Minister to read
His Excellency's speech, because he clearly was nor listening on the opening day of
Parliament. The Legislative Council regional enrolments for 6 February 1993, as set out
by the Western Australian Electoral Commission, were: East Metropolitan, 215 029, arnd
that region returned five members to this House; North Metropolitan. 309 997, and that
region returned seven members to this House; South Metropolitan, 222 579, and that
region returned five members to this House; Agricultural, 85 373, and that region
returned five members to this House; Mining and Pastoral, 65 114, and that region
returned five members to this House; and South West, 118 658, and that region returned
seven members to this House. That is patently a lack of democracy in regard to this
House.
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Hon NEF. Moore: Whose legislation was it?
Hon N.D. GRUIFFTHS: The Minister knows whose legislation it was.
Hon N.F. Moore: Your government brought it in, not ours.

Hon Mark Nevill: That was the best we could get. It was the National Party's
compromise.
Hon N.F. Moore: We did not support it.

Hon Mark Nevill: I know.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: In contemplating this amendment, I thought back to the
comments made last week in debate on the Commission on Government Bill, when one
member of this House seemed to have difficulty understanding what democracy means. I
am await that many, if not all, of the members opposite hate and oppose democracy, but
it concerns me that in hating and opposing democracy, they do not know what it means.
It is important that members opposite understand what democracy means so that they can
do something about this general deterioration in safety and respect for the law by getting
their Ministers to provide a more adequate response. Page 369 of The Oxford Dictionary
of Quotations, third edition, refers to what Theodore Parker calls the American idea. I
am a friend of the United States, as my colleagues on this side of the House well know. I
have always been impressed with what the United States, and particularly President Bill
Clinton, is trying to do in regard to democracy in the world. Theodore Parker said -

There is what I call the American idea .. . This idea demands ... a democracy,
that is, a government of all the people, by all the people, for all the people; of
cours, a government after the principles of eternal justice, the unchanging law of
God; for shortness' sake, I will call it the idea of freedom.

When the House contemplates those words and reflects upon the paucity of measures
produced by the Government to deal with the general deterioration in respect for the
law - the subject of the amendment - it is clear that the Government has a long way to go.
The subject of democracy has often been the subject of comment.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot, We are sitting on the edge of our seats waiting for your next
recitation.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I am glad that the member is interested. Sometimes when
members engage in discussion, it may be useful for their bodies to rejoin their minds,
which for some people are in peaceful slumber. The late Sir Winston Churchill1, a man
with some relevance to the question of democracy, particularly following the fiftieth
anniversary of D-Day, is a man for whom members opposite - even though they hate
democracy - have some respect. Page 150 of the same publication -

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: It appears that Government members' minds need to rejoin their
bodies. Sir Winston Churchill said -

Many forms of government have been tried, and will be tried in this world of sin
and woe. No-one pretends that democracy is perfect or all-wise. indeed, it has
been said that democracy is the worst form of Government, except afl those other
forns that have been tried from time to time.

It is a matter of great regret that Western Australia has not yet tried democracy. if
democracy was tried in this stite, it would be the start of an adequate response on the part
of this Government to the perception of general deterioration -
Hon P.R. Lightfoot- It will be just like California, which has only two seats in the
Senate.
Several members inteijected.
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Hon W.N. Stretch: This House is elected under Labor Party laws.
Hon T.G. Butler: Nonsense!I
Hon W.N. Stretch: You were in government when the laws were, passed.
Hon T.G. Butler: You're wrong. You were here and you should know better.
Several members interjectedt.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Tom Butler should come to order along with all ocher
interjectors. I am trying to follow the debate.
Hon N.D. CRIFFITHS: It would have been getting closer to an adequate response to the
general deterioration had the Government treated the proposal of my colleague in another
place differently. On 29 September 1993 the member for Victoria Park gave his second
reading speech for a Bill titled Acts Amendment (Representation) Bill. This was fluther
debated on 3 November 1993, and at the conclusion of the second reading debate it was
defeated by those opposed to democracy. Had Hon Ross Lightfoot been present in that
Chamber, he would have voted against democracy.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I would vote against anything your colleague says.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: flat legislation would have been the start of an adequate
response to the general deterioration in respect for the law. If people have respect for the
way in which the law is made, they will respect it more. The opposite also follows.
A measure was presented to another place seeking to make this institution more
democratic. However, the proposal was defeated by the Government parties.
Undoubtedly, that defeat was discussed behind closed doors. As we saw last week, the
Government members are subject to the iron discipline of the party room. This is
something about which Labor Party members do not worry. We are up front in our
dealings and we agree about what we will do; we do not pretend otherwise and carry on
like hypocrites.
If the people of Western Australia - I am sure they did - gave consideration to the Bill
introduced by the member for Victoria Park, they would have supported it. No doubt,
people were surprised that the proposal was defeated. That defeat has enhanced this
awful deterioration in respect for the law, as referred to in His Excellency's speech - a
reference that seems to have been missed by members opposite. The proposals made by
the member for Victoria Park are worthy of consideration. However, I suspect that
government members in this House. as in another place, will treat the proposals out of
hand- That is notwithstanding the strengths of the proposals contained in that legislation
introduced by the member for Victoria Park.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: He was a member of the most corrupt government that this nation
has ever seen; he was a Minister, and you are promoting him!
Hon T.G. Butler: Get on your feet and detail the corruption!
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Hundreds of millions of dollars were lost because of people like
him.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Somebody mentioned that pairs were off in this place, and if
the two members do not cease interjecting I will artificially create a pairing system. Both
members will be removed from this place.
Hon T.G. Butler: flat is an interesting proposition.
Hon W.N. Stretch: You have a head start.
The PRESIDENT: If the member keeps interjecting, he can continue his conference with
Hon Ross Lightfoot elsewhere.
Hon N.D. GRJFFITHS: I, along with every member here, accept your ruling,
Mr President, but I fear that you may be encouraging interjections, which I do not mind.
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The member for Victoria Park made same comments about the proposition which the
mates of the members opposite defeated. The Hansard of 29 September 1993 reports the
member for Victoria Park, on page 4903, as follows -

The Acts Amendment (Representation) Bill proposes that all boundaries will be
drawn by the Electoral Distribution Commissioners and the metropolitan regional
scheme boundary being preserved only to give the commissioners guidance when
defining the three metropolitan regions for the Legislative Council.

He then refers to the principle of one-vote-one-value, which is central to an acceptance of
democratic practice. He continued -

The bedrock of our electoral system is the right of each citizen to caste one vote.
Each vt represents the view of an elector about who should represent him or her
in Parliament.

He pointed out that the principle of one-vote-one -value asserts that each elector is equally
important and has an equal right to promote his or her freedom and interest, If that
proposition is disagreed with, as it is by those opposite, they should say so in no
uncertain terms so that the people of Western Australia can better appreciate the
undemocratic nature of the members of the Liberal Party. I will come to the National
Party in due course. As we all know, the National Party government of Sir Joh
Bjelke-Petersen was the most corrupt government in Australia, but I do not want
Hon Norman Moore to get too excited.
Hon NF. Moore: He actually left the coffers with some money in diem.
Hon N.D. GRIFFIT1HS: Hon Norman Moore looks excited. He should do something
with his hands; he should take them out of his pocket. The member for Victoria Park
went on to say -

It does not make sense either logically or ethically to establish the right of a
person to a vote then diminish the value of that vote in relation to the votes cast
by others. In an extreme case, this would undermine the basis for community life
itself by creating inequalities in the distribution of power.

The fact and the degree to which that exists is essential to this deterioration in respect for
the law. On page 4904 of that edition of Hansard the member for Victoria Park referred
to a proposition put by a Mr Quinn, MLA, who stated -

Once the principle of weightage is accepted to any extent, the argument
concerning fairness of electoral representation becomes an argument of degree
and circumstance, not one of principle. With acceptance of weightage to any
degree, outside the variation permissible in all electorates, principle is abandoned
and a precedent is set which can be rationalised, used and abused, according to
political expedience.

The member for Victoria Park dealt lucidly with the arguments often used to justify the
undemocratic system which lies at the root of this general deterioration in safety and
respect for the law. He summ arises those arguments as follows -

First, as the rural areas produce the real wealth of the State or the nation, they
should have more say in Government; secondly, the problems of communication
in the sparsely settled areas demand smaller enrolment electorates; thirdly, a
numerical domination by the metropolis would overwhelm rural interests; and,
fourthly, representation of interests rather than people is essential.

I do not think they believe them but those are the sonts of arguments which are trotted out
from time to time by members opposite.
Hon J.A. Scott: How do you suppose they should get around these vast areas? Should
they have two members with half a vote each?
Hon WYN. Stretch: How many miles is Hon Jim Scott travelling?
Hon N.F. Moore: lust as far as the passenger train.
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Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I do not quite understand Hon Jim Scott's question.
Hon W.N. Stretch: How often do you wear out a car?
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I hasten to assure Hon Bill Stretch that I drive carefully and try
not to wear out a car. Hon Bill Stretch, some other members apposite and, I am
beginning to suspect, the member of the Greens (WA) party, have some difficulty with
the democratic practice. I do not think the question of motor vehicle usage arises. The
provision of motor vehicles to members of Parliament is made by the Salares and
Allowances Tribunal. If Hon Bill Stretch finds that is inadequate no doubt he can deal
with it through that tribunal. If, as I gather from his interjection, he would wear out a
motor vehicle rather more quickly than I do, the matter can be taken care of by the
provision of a motor vehicle to him sooner than it is to me. I should think that would be
the end of the matter.
Hon W.N. Stretch: Unfortunately, you still have to drive it. Some of your southern
colleagues would agree with me on that.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I doubt that any of my colleagues in the Australian Labor Party
would agree that this question of usage of motor vehicles justifies a lack of deinocracy in
this Parliament.
Hon W.N. Stretch: It is a by-product of your legislation.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: The history of the current legislation, as members opposite
should well know, arises from the best that the Australian Labor Party government could
get, taking into account the composition of this House. The Australian Labor Party got
the best deal it could, given the lack of will on the part of those who occupy the other
side of the House when it comes to questions of democratic reform of the electoral
process. The fact that we settled for the best we could get does not mean, and did not
mean at the time, that we did not want to go further.
Hon N.E. Moore: You did not try.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Of course we wished to go further. We wished to have one-
vote-one-value; we still wish to have one-vote-one-value, because we on this side of the
House believe in democracy. Without a democracy governments are not properly
answerable to the will of the people, as members opposite well know. Without a
democracy the people will not have a fair choice to decide who will have the numbers in
both Houses. That proposition, of course, bothers members opposite. I will return to the
propositions put by the member for Victoria Park on page 4904 of H-fansard. He said -

First, is all our wealth rural based? If it is, will or should it always be that way?
Are all our wealth prospects rural based? In any case, should our electoral system
be based on our econom ic system, however we may define the latter?

I can almost hear Hon Jim Scott agree they should be.
Hon J.A. Scott: I said it certainly should not.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I am glad that Hon Jim Scott has given some support to the
proposition I am putting that for the Government to provide an adequate response to the
general deterioration in safety and respect for the law, it should do something about ehis
lack of democracy in Western Australia. The member for Victoria Park may have had
some appreciation that on this day, some nine months or so later, I would deal with this-
question and Hon Bill Stretch would interject as he did a few moments ago because he
dealt with this question of communications. flat is a real problem with coalition
members. They either like it or they do not like it and they try to justify it for the silliest
of reasons. In any event the member for Victoria Park said -

Secondly, are communication problems between a member of Parliament and his
or her electors simply a function of distance or do other factors such as time and
number of electors play a role as well? Should the interests of a member of
Parliament determine the nature of our system of representation or should other
more important factors such as democratic fairness and legitimacy be at the
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forefront of our thinking? Thirdiy, in the final analysis, is it the balance of
representation or the balance of power in Parliament that determines outcomes?
Do the averages or margins matter most in politics? Where is there any
consideration of local government in the conservative analysis? Fourthly, if
interests rather than peopte are to be the basis of politics, which interests are to be
chosen - regional, industrial, occupational? Do farns, factories or people vote?

As he pointed out with respect to the proposal that was defeated by the colleagues of
members opposite -

This legislation has a simple answer to this question: It is people who vote and all
who qualify as electors ought to be given a comparable influence in Parliament.
This is the proper and democratic solution to the questions posed by the issue of
representation.

I know the Government disagrees with that-, and that is regrettable because it inhibits the
Government's capacity to respond adequately to this awful perception of general
deterioration in safety and respect for the law. The. perception of the public that respect
for the law has deteriorated and the fact that respect for the law has deteriorated is due
also to the role of the Government - those opposite - in bringing the law making
processes of this Parliament into disrepute.
T7his House, as I understand its history, did not countenance the guillotine until late last
year. It may have, at some time in the far distant past, used the gag. If it has, I am not
aware of that. However, the indulgence of the Government in the use of the guillotine
and the gag last year, I regret to say, brought the important legislative process of law
making into disrepute. That has enhanced this awful deterioration of respect for the law.
Clearly, if the people of Western Australia lose respect for the law making process, it will
follow chat they are at risk of losing a degree of respect for the law and that is to be
regretted. The brutal use of the guillotine on the part of those opposite was worse
because of the nature of the legislation on which it was used. As members opposite
should be aware, it was used on legislation which was said to be, and was, important to
the people of Western Australia - legislation which should have been subjected to
scrutiny and to review and debated fully. However, that did not occur.
The matter is clearly demonstrated by the treatment of the Land (Titles and Traditional
Usage) Bill 1993 as it then was. The debate on that Bill was severely truncated by the
guillotine. Hon George Cash may recall that the Bill, which is now an Act, contained 46
clauses and a schedule dealing with many areas of great complexity. As I am await, Hon
Mark Nevill had carried out considerable research into these areas and, for the benefit of
the people of Western Australia, it was his intention to expound just what these matters
meant to them, particularly to the people he represents in the Mining and Pastoral
Region. He was prevented from so doing by the guillotine. As we all know, the Bill was
passed without amendment. Clause 10 on page I I was put and passed at 11.43 pm on 1
December 1993. Referring to clause numbers in itself does not illustrate the point
suff iciently. After clause 11, we dealt with what was on page 86 because of the process
the Government had put in place. I refer to page 8574 in the Hansard of I December and
in doing so I am referring to the summary I gave to the House at 2.36 am on 2 December.
The House should reflect on this because it is a clear illustration of how this Government
has brought the legislative process into disrepute, which has resulted in this awful public
perception of general deterioration in safety and respect for the law.
I have outlined very briefly the pages and clauses in the Land (Tidles and Traditional
Usage) Act 1993. 1 referred to the process that was imposed and which was contained in
"Order of the Day No. 4, Land (Titles and Traditional Usage) Bill 1993 Sessional Order
- Time Management". To the eternal shame of those opposite, they should remember
this. I pointed out that the sessional order for the final stages of the Bill took place in the
sitting commencing at 2.30 pm on I December and that that sitting was continuing, but
that the sessional order with respect to that Bill had the following provisions -

Committee stage, pants 3 to 6 inclusive, vote to finish at 12.15 am; schedule, vote

1184 [COUNCELI



[Wednesday, 8 June 1994] 18

to finish at 12.30 am; preamble, vote to finish at 12.45 san; title, vote to finish at
1.05 am; adoption of final report from Committee of the Whole, vote to finish at
1. 10 am; and third reading, vote to finish at M.S1 am.

That process has encouraged this awful general deterioration of which my colieague Hon
Sam Pianradosi wishes His Excellency to be aware.
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [8.20 pm]: I support the amendment and thank
Hon Sam Piantadosi and Hon Nick Griffiths for giving us the opportunity to raise this
matter. The matter of law and order has raised significant public expectations. We must
concede that public expectations must be dealt with carefully, because it is extrmely
difficult to satisfy the expectations which have been raised. I hope that in raising the
matter in this manner the Opposition will be able to demonstrate its sincerity in the offer
that has been made both here and in the other place to assist the Government if it is
prepared to make a genuine and sincere attempt to address the problem of public security
in Western Australia. His Excellency's speech identified a perception that public safety
and respect for the law have deteriorated. Even though that fact was disputed by the

inister for Education, I endorse what the Governor has said, because there is a public
perception of a deterioration in respect for the law and there is a concern about public
security. The amendment thanks His Excellency for his comments and seeks to advise
him that progress towards improvement in that position has so far been inadequate.
Last week I raised this matter in the same context of public security. In doing so I raised
a matter which I consider to be a serious public concern about a safety issue. What I told
the Parliament last week was an entirely factual account of rosters dispatched to incidents
by the Geraldton Fire Brigade. Although I expected the Minister to respond robustly in
defence of the Government's position on this matter, because I certainly had not asked
for any quarter on the issue, his response was not what I thought 1 could reasonably
expect from a Minister and the only personal reference I made to him was to call him
honest and honourable. The response from the Leader of the House representing the
Minister was an example of how the matter should have been handled. Hon George Cash
certainly challenged some of my statements, and he undertook to check certain facts. He
introduced me to representatives of the Fire Brigades Board and offered me a briefing. In
short, his performance relating to a serious issue which was raised genuinely was serious
and proper. It was the performance of an experienced and competent Minister, without
putting too fine a point on it.
Hon George Cash: Hear, hear!
Hon KIM CHANCE: I knew I would get agreement on that matter!
Hon George Cash: Would you repeat that?
Hon KIM CHANCE: The Leader of the House did not hear me. I said that his
performance on that matter was that of an experienced and competent Minister.
The PRESIDENT: Does this have anything to do with this amendment?
Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes, it relates to the issue of public safety, and in particular to the
Government's response to that issue; it is indeed germane to the amendment.
I was entirely satisfied at that stage with the Government's view, and with the
undertakings the Government had given. However, sadly the response from the Minister
for Emergency Services did not match the high standards that had been set in this place.
Members should remember that the Minister for Emergency Services is also the Minister
for Police, and represents a party which made getting serious about public security a
major issue in the last election campaign. The Minister for Emergency Services in his
response, which now seems to be a standard response from any National Party Minister
who comes under some fire, was to descend to personal abuse. In other words, if one
does not like the story, shoot the messenger. His only response so far - I have not heard
anything since I have seen it - was to issue a press release which seems to have been
calculated to serve one purpose only: To establish in the minds of the good people of
Geraldton that I am an unmitigated liar. [ do not mind being called a liar - he did not use
those specific words; [ will tell members shortly the words he did use - when the facts
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support the case. What worries rue is the waste of ministerial effort when the Minister
should have been directing his approach at finding out whether the information that I
revealed was correct, and if it was, at doing something about it.
Instead of doing what a responsible Minister should have done, he decided to turn his gun
on the messenger. That does not do a thing to address the serious safety issue that I
raised in good faith. They were issues raised with me by persons directly involved in the
issue. Obviously I cannot name those people. The conditions of their employment
prohibit them from blowing the whistle because we do not yet have legislation which
would protect them in those circumstances. They have no wish to bring discredit on their
employer. Their only wish is to see a dangerous situation resolved so that they can get on
with the business they are charged with of protecting the public's safety. They are real
problems and in spite of the Minister's carefully worded - and sometimes not so carefully
worded - denials, they remain real. I was able to confirm the facts of the case from a
number of sources, and so have the Geraldton media, which, franky, did not believe the
Minister's press statement. I have a copy of the front page of last night's newspaper.
How have the interests of public safety been advanced by the Minister devoting his time
to calling me the following things? He said that I was wilfully misleading the people of
Geraldton. He was concerned about the effect of my misinformation campaign. He used
the word "rubbish" about some of the facts I had used. He also said I had made wildly
inaccurate claims. These four examples are in the first four paragraphs. He settled down
for a while and further on stated that I was involved in cheap politics and that this was a
last ditch attempt to get some headlines before the Budget comes down. He disregarded
the fact that I first raised this matter in the Geraldton media in February of this year,
some time before the Budget was due to come down. In saying that 1 had wilfully misled
the people of Geraldton about fire brigade safety, the Minister's response was not well
qualified. He did not say how I had wilfully misled the people about fire brigade safety,
and centainly the statements I made are absolutely accurate. The press release
concentrated fairly strongly on the fact that I had said there was an international
agreement. I may have inadvertently said that, but certainly the statement would have
been made only verbally' in the Parliament. Cerainly nothing in my press release or
associated with it referred to an international standard. Although a reference was made
to an international standard in the other place, I do not believe I made such a reference.
If I did, I regret doing so because, as the Leader of the House has told us, it is not true.
However, the existence or otherwise of an international standard is not a matter central to
the issue of public safety.
It is relevant that a standard was agreed between the Government and the unions in the
1980s, and that agreement is being broken. The Minister's press statement goes part of
the way to confirming that, by stating that the minimum safety level is also not a
condition of the award, but it is an agreement between the board and the union. I said the
agreement was between the board and the union because I was given that quotation. The
press release also stated that the principle of safety manning related to breathing
apparatus incidents only, and worked on teams of two. That is somewhat misleading
because four people are needed to make up a response team - two teams of two. Two of
those people wear breathing apparatus on the inside, and two perhaps wear breathing
apparatus on the outside. By that statement, the Minister has confirmed my comments.
With regard to its being a condition of the award, I was clearly not referring to the safety
manning level. I was then referring - I am sure Hansard will support me - to what I am
reliably informed exists in the award, which is the need for the fire brigade to provide a
relief for an officer who is posted off duty because of long service leave or sick leave.
One way or the other the Minister chose to totally misunderstand what I said. I was so
taken aback by the response of the Minister - I suppose one could call it a response - that
I took a further look at the facts. I called a number of People to check the precise details.
I went back over my press statements to see whether I had made a mistake but, in the
end, my facts stand up. If the Minister has checked my facts at all, and I doubt whether
he has, he has them wrong. On the basis of that, he has descended to this level of
persona] abuse. I might occasionally annoy members opposite -
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Hon Max Evans: No, do not feel like that.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Perish the thought! I may occasionally annoy members on my
own side.
Hon Max Evans: I can believe that!
Hon KIM CHANCE: However, I hope that during my rime in this House, at least as a
general rule,!I have stuck to the issue and tried to play the bail rather than the man. It is a
linkl distracting when people, particularly a Minister, feel they cannot play the game in
the same way. I am certainly not complaining about inister Wiese's statement for what
it says about me; but I am angry that he has so totally failed to address the issue I raised.
If that is an indication of the Government's attitude to public security, we should all be
worried about it.
We seem to hear on the broader law and order issue a lot of talk and a fair amount of
bluster, but see very little action and, indeed, even less result. The Government has
hoodwinked the electorate on the public safety issue. It has made promises to end the
revolving door syndrome for young offenders, and has promised to focus attention more
on the victims of crime rather than, as is claimed currently, on the perpetratorS.. They are
noble enough ideals, but what has been done to implement those promises? The
Government has forecast - that forecast was repeated in the Governor's speech - some
cosmetic changes in the juvenile justice legislation. We have seen a proposal floated for
boot camps. I do not know what that is supposed to do, in the light of the advice given
by the Government's people that boot camps are not an appropriate solution. My
understanding so far of the Government's proposal for boot camps - by whichever name
they are called - is that the Government intends to send people to the United States and
other places to try to analyse which institutions of that type work and why they work.
That is an appropriate way to go about it but, unfortunately, a similar institution already
exists in Australia and it is not working particularly well. I refer to the Wild Man River
Camp in the Northern Territory, which has a very high recidivism rate.
Hon I.D. MacLean interjected.
Hon KIM CHANCE: From memory, the recidivism rate exceeds 80 per cent, which is
not very differeni'from the rate at Fanny Bay Gaol. Perhaps those figures are wrong or I
have misquoted them, but the overriding consideration was that the recidivism rate at that
institution remained very high, and was comparable with those in other institutions.
Hon L.D. MacLean: It is too high but down here the rate is 93 per cent, so even a 10 per
cent bonus is wonth having.
Hon KIM CHANCE: We perhaps do not disagree on that, If there is some slight
advantage, we should perhaps look at why it is occurring. The limited number of
instances I have seen facts and figures from the United States on camps of this nature do
not give me much confidence that boot camps will deliver some quantum gains in
reducing the rate of recidivism. Nonetheless, 1 hope the Government thoroughly
investigates that option, if that is its intention. Perhaps something can be found in the
United States to give us some guidance. If I were looking for examples of better ways to
handle criminals and deal with rehabilitation of offenders, either adult or juvenile, the last
place I would consider is the United States of America. Quite frankly, that country has
an appalling record in social justice issues and, in particular, with issues concerning penal
institutions. The prisons are so overcrowded that prison authorities do not know where to
go. The justice system is so overloaded in parts of the country that it is necessary to plea
bargain on behalf of the District A ttorneys' offices at a level of some very serious crimes
indeed, because there is no way of getting those cases through the courts. It is now
almost impossible by way of civil law for an ordinary person to access justice in the
United States. It has been identified in this place that New Zealand has better examples
of how juvenile justice issues can be handled.
Boot camps are on the agenda. So far, we have received a promise to look at what is
happening in the United States. One of the other changes we have seen forecast, to
broadly describe it, involves longer sentences for criminals who are convicted, and that
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encompasses a reduced availability of parole. In other words, the end result of either
longer sentences or less access to parole means only one thing, and that is overcrowded
prisons. Our prisons are already full. We have people in prison who should not be theme.
I am talking about tine defaulters but I could isolate ocher groups. Our prison system is
overloaded and this is causing problems, including in some circumstances young
prisoners - and [ do not call them all juveniles - associating with adult prisoners. Only
one thing comes from full prisons, and that is the next generation of criminals. It is time
that we understood that very clearly. I think members do understand that the longer we
keep people in prison, particularly in inadequate circumstances, the less opportunity we
have for the genuine rehabilitation of prisoners. We are not just posting the problem
further down the track; we are posting the problem with a multiplier effect, because full
prisons now may reduce tomorrow 's crime rate literally, but it will result in a higher
crime rate as the overcrowded prisons eventually turn out their product into the general
community. We must make a commitment to prevent crimes in the first place, although I
acknowledge how difficult that is. I do not claim the high moral ground for Opposition
members, because we did not do it either when in government. This is something that
perhaps underlines our commitment to work with the Government because we failed. I
do not think that OUr legislative approach was all that clever. Many of us share that view,
but unless we are prepared to do something about it now, we will be putting off a
problem that will grow and still have to be dealt with later.
None of the measures I1 have gone through, and those that have been forecast by the
Government in His Excellency's speech, will go anywhere near honouring the promise
the Government made prior to the election. The Government cannot honour the promise
on the basis of its initiative to create a safer society. Ultimately, it is liely that the larger
prison population will create more problems in future. I must ask now whether the
Western Australian Government has even looked like starring to fulfil its promise to lift
the numbers in the Police Force. The promise was that 800 additional policemen would
be enlisted during the term of this Government.
Hon Mark Nevill: Where will the Minister for Finance find the money for that?
Hon KIM CHANCE: I recognise that solving the crime problem is not easy. I recognise
that it is not all that easy to increase police numbers. It is an expensive business.
Hon Max Evans interjected.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I hoped that the public would see that as a benefit. I thought the
public would see the increase in police numbers and the higher rate of arrests as a
contribution to public safety.
Hon Max Evans: You said that is nor a long term solution.
Hon KIM CHANCE: We need to deal with the enforcement situation separately from the
penal situation. So far, I have talked mostly about the penal provisions but that is only
because the Government's initiatives have been based almost entirely on penal
provisions. I have spoken about boot camps, longer sentences, shorter parole, and
changes in the juvenile justice system.
Hon Max Evans interjected.
Hon Mark Nevill: We shut Fremantle Prison.
Hon KIM CHANCE: That is a good point. We did build a big new prison but we
inherited a situation from the previous government. I love saying that because we hear
that sort of remark all the time. We inherited an appalling situation where Fremantle
Prison was unsuitable for its purpose. It had been unsuitable for a long time.
Hon George Cash: Fifteen years ago, the previous coalition government inherited it from
another previous government which inherited it from another previous government. That
prison was condemned in the IS800s.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I was certain the Minister would say that.
Hon Mark Nevill: It cook us to do something about it.
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Hon KIM CHANCE: I have had my say on that matter, and I am entirely satisfied. We
recognised the problem faced in lifting the police numbers when the Government made
the promise. The Government should remember that during our term in government we
lifted police numbers in net terms by more than 1 000 officers. When we camne to
government in 1983 this state had the worst ratio of police to public in Australia. By the
time we left government, besides the ocher benefits we brought to the state - which
members opposite apparently cannot see - we shared with South Australia the best ratio
of police to public in Australia. Members should think on that point. On the issue of
putting police officers on the street, in 10 years we moved from being the worst stare in
Australia to the best state.
Hon Murray Montgomery: But you did not put all of them on the street.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Certainly some of the 1 000 officers went into non-policing
functions, such as clerical positions, but over those 10 years we also made significant
changes by bringing civilians into the Police Force to carry out those clerical functions.
The real gain was more than 1 000 -
Hon Max Evans: Can you provide the exact figures? How many police officers and
other staff were there in 1982, and how many before that time? You should not
general ise.
Hon KIM CHANCE: At this moment, I cannot. During this evening I will raise the
matter with the former Minister for Police in an effort to provide the precise figures. By
the end of our term in government, we were not so popular with the Police Force. We
probably had the best Police Minister ever, but Hon Graham Edwards suffered a vote of
no confidence from a meeting of the Police Union. These things happen.
H-on George Cash: Jeff Carr suffered one of those early in his term.
Hon KIM CHANCE: That was probably unfortunate. The Government had not been
able to put its program into place all that effectively. It was early days. We did achieve
our goal of an increase with difficulty, and we paid some political price for it. We arc nor
underestimating the difficulty that this Government faces in honouring its promises.
Hon Mark Nevill: We know that they will.
Hon KIM CHANCE: The Government is not even making a start on its promises. In our
last four years in government we failed to honour our promise in respect of police
numbers. We fell short of our target by about 250. 1 feel sure that the Government will
fall short of its targets. However, we would not be that critical if the Government were to
fall short by providing 600 police officers instead of 800 at the end of its term in office.
Hon Mark Nevill: There will be an allocation for at least 250 extra police in this year's
Budget to keep those promises.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I will take notice of that.
Hon Mark Nevill: There will also be a $200m reduction in payroll tax.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I think I have made the point that the public must see that the
Government has a commitment to starting on that promise. When talkng about law and
order issues, people in the street say two or three things about what they want to see as an
expression of the Government's commitment to do something in this area. They want a
visible police presence. Around the suburbs where they are worried about prowlers and
theft and the normal petty crimes, they want to see a patrol car flashing a spotlight around
occasionally.
Hon Mark Nevill: They might get a cardboard cut out or a hologram; that is about all.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Where the nuisance crimes are occurring - generally outside late
night establishments where there are some quite serious assaults - people want to see a lot
of those establishments shut down or police cars patrolling up and down the sweects. where
they are located to try to keep some level of law and order. The police want to do these
things but they do not have the manpower to enable them to get on with the job.

1189



I would like to see more done in community policing; yet every station I go to which has
a community policing sector is always battling for staff. Those officers say, "We were
going okay but we lost our aide last month." When I ask whether they will get a
replacement, I am told, "No, we will not." They say, "We were going okay but we lost
our clerical staff and the girl who works here has been a volunteer for six months and has
not been pald a cent." I keep hearing these stories from police officers, volunteers and
police aides who genuinely want to run a better community policing service but ax being
starved, not so much of the resources - they are not asking for facsimile machines or
computers - but of that bit of clerical help or the additional Aboriginal police aide.
Hon Max Evans: A fax machine is exactly what they need because it would cut down a
great deal of paper work.
Hon KIM CHANCE: If the Minister wants me to say that the Government's criticism of
our term in office in respect of policing was that we did not provide enough resources, I
would be the first to agree with him.
Hon Max Evans: We are just trying to put in this administration.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I certainly wish the Government well on that.
Hon Max Evans: We will send you a fax.
Hon KIM CHANCE: The conditions under which our police officers work are appalling.
Having conceded that we are partly at fault for that, the Government should recognise
that we delivered those additional 1 000 police officers and we focused on getting police
officers on the ground.
Hon Max Evans: It did not reduce crime.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I do nor know whether that is so.
Hon Max Evans: Look at the annual report.
Hon KIM CHANCE: If the Minister tells me that we did not reduce crime, I will take his
word for it. The fact is that any society which is able to reduce crime in this day and age
in numerical terms is doing pretty well. I am not aware of any society that has managed
to do that. I am sure that we had an increase in the rate of crime. It is simply a matter of
whether we can provide additional resources to police those issues, whether we can meet
the need, and whether we can live with the increased rate of crime. If not, what will we
do about it?
Those are the responses which we are limited to. I have held up our better performance
in terms of policing and in many other aspects of public security. We made some very
considerable improvements to the Fire Brigade in our 10 years in office. In spite of our
achievements when in government, the coalition is always able to present itself as being
stronger on the law and order issue. There is not a scrap of statistical evidence to support
that. The whole question of the coalition's law and order position is entirely a marketing
illusion.
Hon Max Evans: Come on! We have your results for the past 10 years. The rest is
history.
Hon KIM CHANCE: There has been no statistical evidence to support the contention
that the coalition is better than we are at law and order.
Hon Max Evans: We could not be worse, so we have to be better.

Hon Mark Nevili: The hang 'em and flog 'emn rhetoric works wonders!
Hon KIM CHANCE: Of course the Government can be worse, and so far this
government has been. I do not object to the coalition having one area in which its
marketing is better than ours. Politics is largely a matter of marketing, however much we
might deplore that situation. The present Government has done a good job of marketing
that policy point. Having achieved that good marketing position, it is now incumbent on
the Government to try to meet the promises that it made to the public. All the
Government has done so far is to fiddle around with legislation, unless members want to
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count the actions of some of its - I cannot be unparliamentary - less inhibited members
such as the member for Geraidton who wants to turn Geraldion into a little Singapore and
lash everyone with a cante. If the Government thinks it is a good idea, the party should
say so and in that way we would all know where we are. If the Liberal Party does not
support that point of view, it should be telling the member for Geraldron chat this is not
the party's preferred position and perhaps he should tone down his comments a touch.
Over time, certainly over the past 18 months) this House has had the benefit of advice
from two of our colleagues about juvenile justice. I refer to Hon Cheryl Davenport and
Hon Derrick Tom linson who, as a result of their participation in a joint select commnittee
study in New Zealand, have been able to show us how we might handle juvenile justice.
It is significant that all of the information they brought back to us shows that what we as
a government were doing is about as remote as we can possibly get from what the present
Government is doing. Those issues went deep to the heart of the problem. As a
government we did not adequately pick up the baton that the select committee members
passed to us, and neither has this Government. In saying that we have been critical of
this Government's inadequate response - my colleagues might have a different view - I
am not absolving our govenment. We made mistakes. Our record is not a perfect one.
If we are to have a bipartisan approach to this problem, the present Government has to be
reasonably prepared to say, 'We have not done the job; we really have not seriously
faced up to the problem that we have."
The select committee that brought back recommendations from its tour of New Zealand
pointed out some of the ways in which we might be able to consider some remedies. If
we could do that with anything like the success with which they have been implemented
in New Zealand, we would have a much safer society. If it is a genuine aim, let us try to
pursue it. However, no attempt has been made so far to incorporate the recommendations
of the select committee in new legislation in anything but the most empty framework. It
has to be clear by now to all that public security is not a problem which can be solved by
legislation but is a broad social issue which involves more than simply crime, law
enforcement and the punishment of those caught. The other day it was put to mue that few
people who steal are ever caught, so few of those who are caught are convicted and so
few of those who are convicted are imprisoned that by the time we get to analysing 100
thefts we are talking about only two of the 100 perpetrators being affected as a result of
longer term sentences. In other words, longer sentences, far from solving the problem,
will not touch 98 per cent of the perpetrators of thefts in our society. Thai goes right
across the board, whether adult offenders or juvenile offenders. We should be able to see
by now that past attempts to address the problems of crime by legislating for tougher
penalties have not provided the answer.
Even without being able to implement such sophisticated measures as those in New
Zealand, we have little schemes working which we need to expand. One such scheme is
the Landcare environmental action program, which is Commonwealth funded and
administered by the Department of Education, Employment and Training. I saw one
such scheme operating recently in a wheatbelt town where the participants, who basically
received no more than unemployment benefit, carried out public work under the
supervision of a project supervisor. Those schemes in country areas provide about the
only available employment that can accommodate Ministry of Justice kids sent to them
by the courts to carry out community work orders. This scheme failed in the end two
weeks short of a full term because it ran out of kids. It started off with 19 young people
working on that project, and it ran out of ids because 17 of the 19 got jobs as a result of
the Commonwealth Employment Service being able to send people to where those young
people were working, which encouraged the employer to say, "If this kid will get off his
or her backside and do some work on a public building, thar is a kid I want on my work
force." This is not an expensive scheme for the state - it costs nothing. However, it is
one we should be encouraging. Not one of the young people on that project offended
during the currency of the project. When it was shut down temporarily two did offend.
That tells us something about the cost of crime. There do not have to be multi-million
dollar solutions, but we have to look at those that work and those that do not and start
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doing some culling. The cost of preventing a young person becoming a criminal is
minimal compared with the cost of reforming or, even worse, punishing him. I ain
tslicing about costs in dollar terms, but if we take the broader view and take the social
costs, that point is further underlined.
Hon I.D. MacLean: I am glad you agree. That is what our policy is.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I want to see a commitment by this Government to implement it.
it was our policy, but this Government has made promises. If by the end of this year
there are three times as many young people working on schemes like that, I would be the
first to put up my hand and say that the Government is delivering its promises.
Hon I.D. MacLean: We want to make sure we get it right.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Absolutely, but the Government has had enough time, and it is
time to get started. This is not necessarily an amendment today in order to criticise; it has
as much to do with encouragement as criticism. The Opposition is ready to support the
Government in a bilateral manner if it intends to deliver ali those promises on public
security. Equally, the Government can expect us to be critical if it is apparent that the
promises were never intended to be other than part of its quite good marketing exercise
on law and order.
I would like to thank Hon Sam Piantadosi and Hon Nick Griffiths again for raising this
matter in the context of an amendment to the Address-in-Reply debate. It is true the
Government has created an expectation in the public's mind, It is committed to
improving public security. I do not think for a second it underestimates the difficult tasks
it faces. That is precisely why the Opposition has offered its help in a sincere way.
However, a real attempt by the Government to make a start on the issue will not only be
welcomed by the Opposition but also supported. I would like to see, for example, the
Government and its members refraining from cheap popularism on the issue. That may
have its place in an election campaign but it has no place in a government that wants to
survive its first term. The public are fairly unforgiving of commitments made to it,
which go right to the heart of the electorate's emotions, and then having those emotions
trodden on by an administration when those commitments are not sincere. My warning
to the Government is that however sincere the campaign making those commitments was,
the commitment demonstrated to the public would lead it to believe there was no
sincerity at all. There were promises and so far there has been no action. The
Government does not have to meet the targets which it sets for itself but it has to be seen
to be making a genuine attempt. If it starts that, it will find us supporting it.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Muriel Patterson.

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE - EXTENDED AFTER 11.00 PM
Wednesday, 8 June

On motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved -

That the House continue to sit and transact business beyond 11.00 pm.

ACTS AMENDMENT (PERTH PASSENGER TRANSPORT) BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 1 June.
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [9.01 pm]: For two reasons, the Opposition will
not support the Bill. Before explaining those reasons, I thank the Minister for Transport
for a briefing that he provided for us at short notice because we did not anticipate the
priority that the Government placed on the Bill. The first reason for opposing the Bill is
the opposition that we have to the principle of government transport services which are
currently provided by a public service utility being provided privately. The second
reason - which I will not dwell on because my colleagues the Leader of the Opposition
and Hon Alannab MacTiernan will explain it in more detail - concerns specific
deficiencies which we see in the Bill.
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The deficiencies that worry us can be addressed either here or by a number of other
means. We do not believe that any of the changes that we would like to see made - if we
cannot be satisfied that the wording is all right at the moment - in any way attack the
fundamental core of what the Government intends. The changes can be made without
creating any difficulties for the Government. We oppose the Bill simply because we do
not believe those services should be privately provided.
The Bill enables Metropolitan Transport Trust services and Transperdi services to be
tranisferred to the private sector at a scheduled pace, but nonetheless quite a rapid pace
which accelerates to the extent that it would cover virtually half of the Metropolitan
Transport Trust's roiling stock by February 1996. It is quite a rapid advancement in the
entry of privately owned services to Transperth's operations.
This is not technically a privatisation Bill; it is a matter of contesmability. How could one
describe it?I
Hon E.J Chariton: It is adding competition.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes. It is not strictly privatisation. The second reading speech
defined it fairly clearly. The Bill seeks to introduce contestability to the framework of
the Metropolitan Transport Trust without removing the overall control that Transperth
has over those services, but by franchising parts of those services to a private tenderer.
To be fair. I must say that Transperth is enabled and even encouraged to compete with
the private tenderers for those contracts. In that sense, it is preferable to following the
British line where public transport facilities were sold wholesale. Nonetheless, the
Opposition rejects the view that the benefits which may flow fromt the introduction of
contestability are available only by allowing part of the service to be conducted by
private industry, as we have always rejected the view that private enterprise in a major
service area of this nature has some kind of God given superiority over services provided
by the public sector.
I will confine my comments to those general reasons for our opposition. In doing so, it is
necessary for me to refer quickly to the relatively short history of public transport in
Western Australia. In the period of the first and second Hawke Labor governments from
1953 to 1959, bus services were merged into the single government provided
organisation that we know today as Transperth. In that same period - perhaps related,
perhaps not related - the Midland Railway Company was also absorbed into Wescai.
From the history that I have read on the matter, it is my view that the masons for those
government takeovers were not a matter of ideology but because of the request of the
private operators. The private operators who owned the transport services said to the
government, "Can you take us over because we are no longer able to make a profit?"
Both the Midland railway, which was essentially a freight and passenger service, and the
Perth private bus operating companies were in their earlier period quite profitable.
Indeed, Midland railway was extremely profitable. However, as time went on the bus
companies became more and more open to conmpetitdon. As that happened, profits fell
and ultimately they were not able to sustain the service.
Bus services have a relatively recent history. It was not so long ago that the only public
transpont facilities available in the City of Perth were chose provided by rail and tram.
Bus services did not become either needed or introduced until the private motor vehicle
became more widely available. When private cars became available, we saw the
extension of Perth's suburban network out beyond the point at which public transport,
expressed as it was then by means of trains and trains, actually operated. Once the
suburbs bad spread out beyond that point, there was a need to introduce bus services. As
I said, bus services were initially quite profitable; however, as they became more and
more open to competition, they simply could not compete.
In response to the effect of competition reducing viability, legislation was introduced at
die request of operators to franchise certain areas to companies. I can stil remember a
couple of those companies running, which probably dates me a bit.
Hon E.J. Chariton: I thought you were too young.
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Hon KIM CHANCE: So did 1, but I can remember one or two. There was the Metro bus
company; the Kalamunda bus company, which was run by a friend of mine; the Emu bus
company; the Scarborough bus company, which was one of the last survivors; the North
Beach company, which I had not heard of before; and a Bluebird bus company.
Hon LiJ. Charlton: And a Subiaco company which was creamy coloured.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Was that not the Scarborough bus company?
Hon E.J. Charlton: No. That was painted in the Eagles colours - gold.
Hon KIM CHANCE: The Minister can remember one of those companies. I remember
the Bluebird bus company because it was the only company that ran an articulated bus. It
ran a prime mover in the commercial sense in the way a semitrailer runs a prime mover
and the passengers were in the trailer. The point of mentioning that was that those
operators, in defence against the competition they were facing, sought and received the
support of the government of the day to have franchised areas which would insulate them
against competition from other operators.
Those private bus companies operated on a fairly crude contract system. I do not have all
the detail here. I understand they ran on what was called a gross sum tender basis
whereby the company tendered to provide a service at a given annual cost. I understand
that die process being contemplated by this Bill is rather more sophisticated than that in
that it involves offsets for concessional fares being refunded by the Government and it
focuses the tender on the gap that is created between the addition of the fares collected
and the offsets received from government and the cost of the service or the cost that the
tenderer identifies as determining his running costs and, hopefully for him, some margin
for profit. However, about 1957, many of the private services approached the
government to take over their operation on economic grounds because their margins had
by that time become so small that they were simply unable to make provision for
replacement of their rolling stock with the larger and more expensive buses that their
customers were demanding. Certainly, one bus company stood cut from this process and
that was Scarborough, which was quite happy with the process because it had a captive
market in a rapidly growing area. However, I seem to remember the Kalamunda bus
service surviving long after 1957 and it also remained outside the negotiated bail out of
the private bus companies.
The point of that small excursion into history is to show that the metropolitan bus
services have in the past been privately provided. While they were initially successful,
they ultimately became uneconomic and had to revert to the shelter provided by the
public sector. My concern with this Bill is that there is not a great deal of difference
between that which is being proposed in this Bill and that which was found to be
uneconomic 40 years ago.
I welcome the Government's aim of attempting to achieve a better service both in respect
of cost and customer convenience. However, in welcoming that desire, the Opposition
wants to know why the Government believes that the innovations it sees flowing from
contestability are not also available in the present structure of the metropolitan transport
service. The view that innovation and efficiency are anathema to the public sector but
flow naturally from the private sector is one that we do not share. Given the history of
the metropolitan bus services, neither is commercial viability one which is the exclusive
preserve of private bus companies. Indeed, Transperth has been able to provide a long
lasting bus service dependent on a degree of government support. Private bus companies
generally in Australia have a survival rate as commercial corporations - I am including
here the highway bus companies also - that is absolutely appalling. The private bus
companies are not much better than private trucking companies and for exactly the same
reason they experience very high levels of failure.
We are concerned - we expressed this concern today to officers from the Minister's
department - that if, at a more advanced stage of the private push into public transport
when there is a very limited stock of vehicles and few personnel still working in the
Transperth structure, a major company providing public transport services in Perth fails
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and that failure occurs overnight - we all remember interstate bus companies doing just
that - we have a problem of getting people to work the next morning. It is not something
that can be addressed in the next couple of weeks by another company taking over the
operations. People must be able to get to work the next morning. That is a role that the
people would expect Transperth to accept because that is a reasonable expectation of a
government owned transport company. However, unless there is still a substantial
Transperth able to be diverted for that purpose, we will severely disappoint at the very
least a large number of people who work in the City of Perth.
The Opposition supports and encourages some of the innovations chat are envisaged as a
result of franchised operations. Some of those we have spoken about. Months ago, the
Minister forecast in this House some of the benefits that might flow from an infusion of
contestability, including things like the availability of smaller buses so that lower
operating costs are incurred, more frequent services and some of the practices that have
flowed from this system in Melbourne, including the hail and ride system, which I had
never heard about before but which sounds very efficient. Apparently there are no bus
stops on established moutes and one can hail buses anywhere along that route. It is very
effective and I am told it does not involve a lot more stops than the current system but it
delivers tremendous convenience to the users. These are things that the Opposition
would enthusiastically support if it were one of the outcomes from the contestability
process. We argue that it does not have to be an outcome of the contestability process;
there is no reason why this could not have been provided under the existing transport
structure. The history of privately owned metropolitan bus services is not one which
inspires a great deal of confidence in the fact that there will be long trn commercial
success in the Perth metropolitan area.
Having addressed that in the general sense I will go now to the second concern of the
Opposition. As I indicated, 1 will not go into great detail here. However, I want to
forecast some of the things that Hon John Halden, the Leader of the Opposition, will be
going into later in this debate. I have not had the opportunity of speaking to the Leader
of the Opposition about this matter, but a concern has presented itself to me. This list is
certainly not an exclusive list because Hon John Malden and Hon Alannah MacTiernan
will be dealing with some of the problems that we have with specific clauses in the Bill.
On page 7, line 5 of clause 8 the Bill -

Hon John Halden: You spoke to me about that.
Hon KIM CHANCE: This is another aspect of it. Reference is made in clause 8 to
agreements relating to omnibus and ferry services in the metropolitan area. This clause
proposes to insert new sections 18B to 1SF into the principal Act, which in this instance
is the Transport Co-ordination Act 1966. Proposed section ISD(1) begins -

Where the Minister has conducted negotiations or received tenders under section
16 -

It goes on to explain what the Minister's powers are in those cirumstances. Clause S is
the key clause of this Bill because its proposed sections define how the Minister can act
in respect of tenders which will be let for the franchise operations. The proposed section
begins -

Where the Minister has conducted negotiations or received tenders ...
The Opposition's concern is that one option is given as an alternative to the other. In
other words, the Minister can proceed to submit to a contract on the basis of negotiations
without calling tenders. I am sure that is not the intention of the Government nor the
Department of Transport-
Hon John Malden: You are so generous to the Government. I will not be.
Hon KIM CHANCE: If I were not generous I would say that this proposed section has
all the makings of a WA Inc section. It provides the Minister with the capacity, without
reference to Parliament, to negotiate a contract -
Hon John Halden: Or the Supply Commission.
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Han KIM CHANCE: That is correct. I promised that I would not go into this provision
in great detail and I should not do so in the second reading debate.
Another concern which occurred to me only a few minutes ago when I was looking at the
principal Act relates to the reference in this Bill to section 16 of that Act. This proposed
section revolves around section 16 of the parent Act. The problem with that is that
section 16 is a highly restrictive clause. Section 16(l)(a) of the principal Act deals with
the tender process and the Minister's capacity - it does not deal with the whole tender
process and that is the problem. It reads that the Minister -

..may enter into negotiations or invite tenders, or bath, for dhe provision of
transport services, with or without inviting premiums or offering subsidies, where,
in the opinion of the Minister, the requirements of a district are not adequately
served by any form of transport.

A section of any Act which specifically relies on section 16 of the Transport Co-
ordination Act can have application only where those criteria are met. In other words.
the requirements of a district are not adequately served by any form of transport. It is a
highly restrictive section and I am a little concerned that in the event that this Bill
becomes an Act the Minister will have great difficulty relying on it to carry out the tender
process he wishes.
The following is to be found on page 6. line 19 of the Bill -

The Governor may by order published in the Gazette define the boundaries of the
metropolitan area for the purposes of this Division, and may in like manner alter
those boundaries.

It is incredible that this Bill should have the capacity to alter the metropolitan boundaries.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: I bet the Government wishes it had that in the election Bill.
Hon John Halden: It does and that is why it has the numbers.
Hon KIM CHANCE: It-is not good legislation and this clause should be reworded. I
know what is the intent of this clause: The application of the Bill may be determined by
boundaries which may or may not be altered from time to time. In terms of the capacity
provided by the wording of this clause, if it were politically undesirable to extend a
service into a particular area the Minister might decide in view of the powers granted to
him under proposed clause 1 8(3)(b) of the parent Act that a certain area is no longer part
of the metropolitan area for the purposes of the Act. It could result in a contractor having
the profitable leg of his franchise, which he tendered for and won, taken from him at the
whim of the Minister. We need to follow these things through.
Having given members some idea of the problems with this Bill I will not expand on
them now, but I will raise them during the Committee stage. The Government has a
number of options available to it. I took the opportunity during the dinner suspension to
speak to the Minister about these options. He can refer the Bill to the Legislation
Committee so that these concerns can be sorted out, introduce government amendments
which would overcome the problems the Opposition will outline tonight, satisfy the
Opposition that its concerns are entirely groundless and that it is misreading the relevant
clauses or he can agree to defer the consideration of the Bill at the Committee stage to
enable informal discussions towards achieving one of these options. The reason I am
putting forward these options is that I want to overcome, if possible, the process of the
Opposition finding it necessary to fight each clause tooth and nail. The Opposition is
unhappy with some of the specific proposals in this Bill. It would be appropriate for the
Oposition and the Government to reach a sensible arrangement on this Bill.
I hope the Minister does not find it impertinent of me to suggest to him that he adjourn
this debate after Opposition members have spoken and seek the advice of his officers
before he responds to the second reading debate. This would give him the opportunity of
retrning to this House with a suitable proposal.
HON DOUG WENN (South West) [9.40 pm]: I too have concerns about this Bill,
because I think it may be progressing along the wrong lines, but, like Hon Kimi Chance, I
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do not intend to go into the Bill in great detail, ocher than to express my concerns. The
second reading speech states -

The objective of the Government's public transport reform program is to develop
a more efficient, effective and responsive public transport system in metropolitan
Perth, at a reduced cost to the community.

I do not think anyone in Western Australia or any political party would disagree with that
objective. The community must come first and must be provided with the transport
system that it deserves. People should not see, as they did last week, price increases that
will hit them pretty savagely. When the Budget is introduced, we will not see any
mention of chose price increases and the Government will say what a jolly good Budget it
has brought down, when it is obvious to all of us what a sham it is.
The Bill states that the existing government-owned operators are not to be privatised but
arc required immediately to begin the necessary moves to adopt international best
practices. I amn sure that the Minister for Transport, being the type of Minister chat he is,
will convey to the House what he means by 'international best practices". I do not think
there axe many members of this House who have not travelled the world and looked at
the modes of transport used in other countries.
Hon N.D, Griffiths: I have not.
Hon DOUG WENN: We will make that up to the member, and to Hon Kim Chance, but
he has been in the transport induistry and knows what it is like to sit in a big truck.
Members would be aware that I have recently returned from Japan, where I had the
opportunity of riding on the Bullet train. Anyone who has had that experience, as have
Hon Murray Criddle and 1, would know that it is worth going out of one's way to do that.
That train travels at 220 km an hour and one would not know that one was travelling at
anywhere near that speed. One can move about the train easily. It has an upstairs area
where commuters can partake of food or a drop of ale. The surprising thing about that
train is that it is not privately owned or leased but is run by the government. Perhaps the
Minister could explain how he envisages adopting international best practices in the
transport system in Western Australia. I have always believed, as I said when I first
came into this place, and as did Sir John Forrest, that if we want the state to move, we
should put it on rail. There is no reason, apart from the extraordinary cost, why we could
not have such a train to the north west, because that area is expanding rapidly and could
well use chat facility.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: We would not need so many airports if we had chat.
Hon DOUG WENN: flat is another problem. I was very disappointed that this House
rejected Hon Tom Stephens' motion to establish a select committee to investigate the use
of north west airports, because one of the major problems we have in getting our goods to
Japan is the lack of transport and also the timing of that tranisport. We were lucky
enough to be able to visit a fisheries company in Japan, which made the point that if we
wanted to sell our produce in Japan, we had to get it there on Friday nights because most
of their markets operated on weekends. Japan relies heavily on fresh produce - live
lobster, abalone, and other seafood.
This Bill will give the Minister for Transport massive powers which he has not had in the
past. If I am wrong about chat, [ know the Minister will correct me at the Committee
stage. The second reading speech states that the public transport coordination unit within
the Department of Transport is the champion of public transport because it promotes its
benefits and influences its behaviour, and is the custodian of those service qualities which
are critical in attracting patronage and over which individual operators may not have
either control or necessarily sufficient concern. I am not sure whether the Mi-nister is
referring to the public's behaviour, but it is obvious that over the last year we have seen
some problems. We saw a situation where one young lady was told to get off a bus
because she was breastfeeding, and another lady was told to get off a bus because she
was wearing an unsuitable outfit. I wonder whether there will be a code of conduct for
the people who are given the right to operate public transport facilities.
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The Bill states that the Government's timetable for the tendering of services will be bus
services in Joondalup, Mandurah and Armadale, with operations to commence in
February 1995, and services in Midland, Kalamunda and Rockingham, with operations to
commence in July 1995. Why will the services to Mandurali and Rockingham
commence on different dates? I would have thought it would be appropriate to bring the
two operations into line.
The Bill states that if Westrail is not achieving its performance targets, the Minister will
seek legislative changes to introduce competition forthwith in the Fastrak service. It
concerns me that the Minister will be given such power. I would have thought that if
Westrail were not achieving its performance targets, it would either revert back to
governmnent control or would be fast cracked - dare I use the term - to privatisation. The
Bill states that responsibility for Fastrak will be transferred from the Metropolitan (Perth)
Passenger Transport Trust to the Department of Transport, which comes under the
Minister's jurisdiction, so again that will increase the powers of the Minister.
The Bill states that Department of Transport will be able to prepare a budget and
administer a revenue distribution system, which I understand, because that obviously
must happen. It also says that it will provide subsidies as required. I would have thought
that the whole idea of the Minister's scheme was to get away from that system.
Obviously, if people are not going to make a service viable, they will be eligible for
subsidies. What will the extent of subsidy be? Will the Minister place a ceiling on them,
or will it be determined by the Minister? Will the Minister also explain the increased
maximum penalties? Does it relate to people who board trains between Perth and
Fremantle without a ticket and try to leave Perth central without paying? Random checks
are done these days, although these were compulsory in the past. I remember one day
travelling from Palmyra into Perth and losing my ticket. I was aged 18 or 19 years and it
was a huge task to get through the gates as a result of the huge blokes conducting the
checks. It cost me double for that trip as I had to purchase another ticket - I had
rightfully paid initially. I have seen how the stations operate now, and I wonder about
the increased fine for fare evasion and whether it will be an imposition on people in
similar situations to that I just explained.
The second reading speech later refers to the behaviour and conduct of passengers and
the increase in fines from $100 to $500 for offences against the Transport Co-ordination
Act and the Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger Transport Trust Act. Does this refer to the
misbehaviour of people on trains as we have seen recorded on the in-train videos? I have
a problem with that fine. The fine for those hoodlums on the trains should be greater.
The fine should be related to the scale of misconduct by the hoodlums. I am not sure
whether I should support the presence of the Guardian Angels on Westrail trains, but
time will tell. The Minister should reconsider the penalties to be imposed on train
hoodlums.
The Labor government under former Premier Burke probably set in motion the idea
behind this Bill when it allowed the contract to be leased in Bunbury for the South West
Coach Line. You and I, Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House), know well that the
company that won the contract provides a very good service in Bunbury; the standard of
dhe buses and the conduct of the drivers are exemplary. This Bill may achieve a similar
situation, and that may cause one to have second thoughts about whether to support the
legislation. My initial reaction is not to support it as I can see the problems involved. I
asked Hon Kim Chance today about how the contract would work if the metropolitan
area were split into regions. How would the contract work if passengers wanted to travel
from, say, Joondalup to the city centre by bus? That is a matter of concern.
I have trouble with the powers to be vested in the Minister. I hope that at the end of the
second reading debate the Minister can explain these matters. I do not support the Bill as
I read it; however, I am open-minded and if the Minister can convince me otherwise, we
will see what happens.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [9.55 pmn]: As
previous speakers have mentioned, the Opposition will not be supporting this Bill. One
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could adopt a very hard-line position, even an ideological position, and castigate the
Government for the sell-off of this public enterprise. This public enterprise definitely
runs at a deficit, but bearing in mind the size of the metropolitan area and the chin spread
of the population, it provides a reasonable service. Although I warn the Government of
the direction in which it is headed, I accept that the coalition is the Government of the
day and that this is its policy. The Minister has enunciated in this House on a number of
occasions that he would go down this path. We will achieve little in trying to influence
the policy direction on which this Government wishes to embark. However, I hope I will
not take too many liberties during the second reading debate, and I shall be specific about
the clauses as I see them. I hope the Minister will take the opportunity to respond, to
indicate the course of action he will follow. More importantly, from my perspective, it
will determtine the Opposition's course of action.
1 do not want to be aggressive, but we have three or four options. As Hon Kim Chance
said, we could refer this matter to the Standing Committee on Legislation; the Minister
could advise us during the second reading debate about where we are wrong and respond
to our concerns; and the Minister could indicate that he is prepared to make amendments
on these issues. We are willing to consider those options in deciding the stand we should
adopt on the Bill. Nevertheless, a willingness to cooperate on that level should not be
regarded as support for the Bill in totality.
Hon Kim Chance outlined far better than I could the history of private bus companies in
the metropolitan area. I do not remember them. It is an interesting history which should
be considered by the Government carefully. Private bus companies no longer operate in
the Perth metropolitan area because they were a failure as they were predominantly
uneconomic. Some months ago I read an old Hansard and discovered that these
companies were making increased demands on the consolidated revenue fund in
subsidies to run buses which were not spectacular regarding the comfort and the
reliability of service provided. I understand, through representatives of the department,
that the Government will ensure that obligations are placed on the private service
providers.
Another comparison must be considered; namely, the situation with private bus
companies in the United Kingdom. Some significant successes have occurred in the UK,'
one of which is an Australian bus company known as Westbus which operates a service
around London. Some hallmarks of that service are the hail and ride component, which
involves minibuses operating on a frequent service at a reasonable cost. Having said that,
the coin has another side. In some northern parts of England some private bus services
have been a complete and utter disaster. When I had shadow responsibility for the
Transport portfolio, I read an article which indicated that in a suburb of a northern
English city, a private bus company timetable had changed 2 500 times in 12 months.
That meant that people had no idea when to catch a bus. Also the buses were not
particularly comfortable or reliable. Basically, as would be expected, the patronage for
that sort of service fell through the floor. As was the case in Western Australia those bus
companies went back to the Government saying, "Give us more money or we will stop
the service." What will happen in that blackmail situation? I discussed this with
representatives of the Deparment of Transport today. What happens if - not for that
meason but for financial reasons - a company threatens the Government with withdrawal
of a service? Any contractual arrangement like that must contain strict safeguards. The
representatives of the department, with whom Hon Kim Chance and I discussed this, said
there would be the standard financial investigations in regard to these matters. I pointed
out an instance where those sorts of investigations did not guarantee security of service
for the community. The Government must be particularly careful. I will not suggest to it
how it should be careful in those areas as I am sure tat those who advise the
Government can provide the appropriate mechanisms to secure services in the longer
term in any eventuality. However, it needs to be a service "in any eventuality" because if
a bus service stops how will the Government move X-tousands of people from their
place of abode to their place of work and back? That issue needs to be particularly
carefully thought through in terms of the contracts that will be issued.
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I join with Hon Kim Chance in saying it is a misconception by the Government that only
the private sector can pmovide innovative and new services. Given the right opportunities
government enterprises could do that. They probably were not given the opportunity to
do that by this Government. Having said that, there is the thought that what the
Government is doing in this process will provide competition. The competition is
particularly narrowly focused. It is only at the front end. The competition may be for
only the tendering process; that is. if there is a tendering process, and if there is
competition in that. After that this legislation gives a statutory monopoly to a private
enterprise entity to provide a service for a period from five to seven years. Outside the
terms of the contract, which basically are minimum requirements - I understand that and I
do not wish to criticise the Government for that - there does not appear to be a great
scope to demand innovation or better services except, of course, if the private operator
could be convinced there would be more money in operating an additional service.
Everybody knows the reality of the metropolitan transport system in this state. Every
time we operate another bus it loses more money.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: The Minister knows that.
Hon JOHN H-ALDEN: Of course he does and by virtue of this Bill he acknowledges he
will have to subsidise these services. We all know that, but unless he is going to
subsidise innovation and new services he will not get them. All we will get is the
minimum services that the contract provides - no more and no less. I do not criticise the
company or the Government for that, but it is a fool's illusion to think we will get new
services or innovative services in terms of different frequencies. We may get minibuses,
but we will not get different services, moutes and time frequencies because there is no
money in running buses.
I can remember going to a former Minister for Transport when I was a very new member
of Parliament and asking for a new bus service in the northern suburbs of Perth. He said
that was very nice and I was doing the right thing, but to Tun that bus on the frequencies I
wanted would cost an extra $1 000 a day no matter how many people used it. Private
enterprise will know that as well. There will not be an increased service above the
minimum contracted services. That is a fallacy and the House should not be fooled by
that claim. I will not take too many liberties, but it may be of assistance to the House and
the Minister if I go through my concerns in the Bill. I will try not to be too specific, but I
must mention them in some sort of reasonable way to get my points across.
Clause 5 sets a general tone that goes throughout the Bill. Tlime and time again it states,
"in the opinion of the Minister". I would like some clarification as to what exactly that
means and how that could be challenged or substantiated in regard to this Bill. I notice
also that in clause 5 the Minister "may provide facilities". It is my understanding that,
basically, it refers to vehicles, and the Minister will be able to sell, lease or dispense with
vehicles. Again I raise that by virtue of the problem that I foreshadowed a moment ago.
If the stat sells off all or too many of its fleet of vehicles will it be in a position to
service a problem that may arise, for example, with the insolvency of a company at some
point in the future? We all need to be assured that the Metropolitan Transport Trust can
service that sort of eventuality.
in regard to clause 7, and specifically clause 8, I wish to raise the issue of the
metropolitan area, but I will not be quite as friendly as Hon Kim Chance. I could
understand it if the Minister's reason for wanting to redefine the metropolitan area is to
include Mandurah, but if he wants to include something else why not do it by way of
amendment to the Act? As was alluded to by Hon Kim Chance, I am concerned at the
need for differing boundaries to define the metropolitan area. We can use strips of land,
cadlastral points and geographical features to say where the service will be provided. The
great danger in allowing the metropolitan boundaries to be redrawn by way of regulation
is that we could face a situation where, as Hon Kim Chance says, in the southern
extremity of my electorate, south of Mandurah, there may be an isolated coastal pocket or
peras even an inland area that requires some frequency of service that makes the
service costly.
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A way to be rid of that problem would be to draw the boundary line and remove it from
the definition in the Bill of the metropolitan area. I will not be harsh; I am not suggesting
that was the Minister's intent. However, from my reading of it, there is no suggestion
that the Minister or any subsequent Minister could not do that. The great problem is that
under clause 7, by deleting the words from the original Act, which is the requirement to
provide services to an area of the metropolitan area not adequately covered, the Minister
will not have to provide any service at all. I do not think that was necessarily the
Minister's intention. I have the feeling it was probably to incorporate Mandurah or some
place north or east. Nonetheless, I am suggesting that it is a consequence of what is
drafted in this Bill, If it weir not the Minister's intention, he could achieve his aim by
way of amendment and satisfy a number of people who may well be concerned about the
power this clause could have. I do not sce why it makes good sense to have a
metropolitan region town planning scheme that has a defined metropolitan area that we
also use for electoral purposes -

Hon E.I. Charlton: We do not use the metropolitan area now.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I know. I am saying that in this clause the Minister is proposing
to define a different area from the one used in the metropolitan region town planning
scheme. I do not think that is necessary. If he wants to include Mandurah or anything in
between, he should do so by way of general description in this Bill.
Proposed section lBC, under clause 8, refers to the "Function of the ivnister under this
Division". I am concerned that this proposed section means that the Minister will have
the final decision and basically no correspondence can be entered into. I do not know
whether that is what he intends. It could well be - and it would be legitimate. However, I
do not think it is necessarily the best way to run public transport Proposed section
18C(2) is very similar to a clause which would substitute the word "Moinister" for
"Governor". The proposed subsection would then read, "The Governor may do all
things.", or we would give the Governor power to make regulations. It seems to me
that 18C(2) is a regulating function given to the Minister, in which case it means that
Parliament would not have the ability to scrutinise that subsidiary legislation, nor would
it have the authority or power to disallow that subsidiary legislation.
Hon Kim Chance referred also to proposed section 18D, about which, to be honest, we
will have a long and vitriolic debate; this concerns the provision that says that the
Minister has conducted negotiations or received tenders. When that is added to proposed
subsection (3), which seeks to provide that the Minister may renew an agreement entered
into in this section, including an agreement by way of renewal under this subsection, the
Minister can negotiate with a private company for a contract which, I am advised, would
be for five to seven years, not send it to tender, then renew it for another five to seven
years and so on infinitely. I do not know whether that is the Minister's intention, If it is
he has been sprung. That would be the worst example of some of the excesses of the
1980s when it comes to accountability in relation to tendering. We as politicians should
be particularly sceptical if, under this or any other Bill, contracts are not scrutinised by at
least the State Supply Commission. It is even more dangerous by virtue of proposed
subsection 1 BD(2)(b). which could create a statutory monopoly for a private company
that could continue for five to seven years and be renewed for five to seven years without
any tendering at all. I do not think we should tolerate that situation, bearing in mind
some of the experiences of the 1980s.
My next concerns revolve around proposed section 18E. I know what is defitned by 'The
Minister and the Government Railways Commission.", but is the Minister operating in
that capacity as the body corporate or as a Minister of the Crown? I presume from this
Bill that he is acting as a body corporate. T'herefore, I presume that he can direct another
body corporate. That is nonsensical. It should be clear that his direction is as a Minister
of the Crown.
On the general issue of ministerial directives - I am sure the Deputy President (lion Barry
House) and I may have something in common here - for the sake of everybody, including
the Minister, there should be a definition of what is acceptable in ministerial directives. I
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suggest that one of the appropriate drafting exercises - if the Minister were so prepared -
would be to examine the Standing Committee on Government Agencies' report No 36
and refer to clause 30 of the suggested state agencies Hill, which has a particularly
reasonable definition. I do not think it encumbers the Minister in any great way. It
makes clear how, when and whether he should or should not direct. In addition, those
people who are to be directed are clear about the powers of the Minister. Here is an
opportunity to take advantage of an example put forward by that standing committee and
to achieve good legislation.
With regard to clause 9, 1 understand that section 42 of the existing Act allows for
disallowance. Will the Minister be prepared to allow section 43 also to be subject to
disallowance?
My next major concern is with proposed section 62B(3)(b) relating to the metropolitan
passenger transport fund. My understanding of this fund is that although it would be
covered by the Financial Administration and Audit Act, it would not be covered for
expenditure by the Estimates Committee. The funds that would be paid into that fund are
moneys appropriated by the Parliament; moneys paid to the fund from the transport
coordination fund; moneys derived by the Minister from the performance of the
Minister's functions under section 18; and any other moneys lawfully payable to that
fund. This is clearly a subsidisation arrangement. If we were to consider subsidisation in
terms of parliamentary scrutiny all we would get in the existing budget arrangements
would be the total pool paid in.
Hon E.J. Charlton: That is going to change now.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Opposition would want to be assured of how it was
.expended. Under previous arrangements that has not been the case. I happily accept the
fact that it was the case with not just this Government, but previous governments. By
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Hon E.J. Chariton: Outlay hundreds of millions of dollars. Build some more schools.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I was at the speech when David Parker said that about a
particular matter. I did not believe it then and I do not believe the Minister now. The
Government must be careful. Often with business enterprises a government is taken
down the path and more times than not, finds itself shot, not sharing in any profits, often
having lost its money and left holding the baby.
Hon E.J. Chariton: I misled you; it is not for that reason at all.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is not to make a profit? I know that. I understand from the
second reading speech that the Government is endeavouring to create the Department of
Transport as a policy arm and the MTT as a service delivery armn. I do not object to that.
Hon Kim Chance: And Westrail as a contractor.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is a service delivery arm as a contractor.
Hon EJ Charlton: It is an operator.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Exactly. I do not have a problem with that. I may be wrong, but
I do not think the Bill clearly reflects what is contained in the second reading speech in
this area. I would be happy to support the Minister saying what is the policy and working
that out with that arm, then contracting with the service delivery arm to ensure that an
efficient, reasonably priced service is provided to the Minister, and ultimately to the
community. That is the New Zealand experience. I do not have a problem with that in
terms of the totality of this Bill; however, I do not think the Bill reflects that as clearly as
the Minister has tried to do in the second reading speech. I remember reading part of the
speech which basically implied that that was to be the case. 1 see from the Bill that it is
to be the case, but it is not stated. Although 1 may not agree with what the Minister is
seeking to do, it is good sound administrative policy to state the intention. It should be
clearly included in the Bill.
Subclause (2) which defines "business arrangement" and "to participate" is not the be all
and end all. I do not know whether it is necessary. My understanding is that under the
Financial Administration and Audit Act there is the ability for departments or statutory
authorities to create affiliated, related, or subsidiary bodies. All of those are defined. It
is likely that what the Minister is proposing is defined under affiliated bodies of that Act.
If I am correct in that assumption - I am happy to be told that I am wrong - I cannot
understand why a necessity exists to include it in the Bill. I do not see any reason for
what is basically superfluous legislation. That ends my precis of the problems we see in
the legislative format of this Bill. I am sure that other minor points will be raised, some
of which revolve around word usage, which is perhaps unintended or needs clarification.
I hope the Minister has gained a reasonable feel for the problems envisaged by the
Opposition with this legislation. The Opposition will not support the Bill but, for the
sake of good legislation, this Bill should be improved if the matters I have raised are
substantiated.
I refer to my original comments. This is a step into the brave new world for transport
policy. I am prepared to concede that it is definitely not privatisation, but the
Government is contracting out the work. It has taken a reasonable position and it is not
deregulating the system. Any government that deregulated the public transport system
would quickly find itself on the opposition benches. The international experience, and
the experience in this state, suggests that the path upon which the Government is
embarking can be moderately successful in the short term. However, in the longer term
problems are likely to arise that will impact on people and government revenue. It is
unfortunate that the ideological bent of this Government is such that it believes only the
private sector can provide these sorts of reforms. The Opposition will, in a strictly
political sense, watch, wait and comment on the problems of this system. The system
that has existed in this state since the late 1950s has been particularly reasonable. I agree
with the Minister that it is in need of reform and the opportunity could have been taken to
reform the existing public transport system, rather than significantly decimate it. I do not
mean this unkindly but, if the proposal fails, it will be enormously difficult for any
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subsequent government to provide the necessary infrastructure to return the service to its
current standard. If it fails from the point of view of projected costs, it is likely that the
same sorts of blowouts that currently occur in public transpont will continue, but it will be
a transfer of money to the private sector rather than to the public sector. I do not
necessarily agree with that, and 1 hope that the Government can rein in the debt in public
transport. It is essential to do so. If this social economic experiment does not work we
may pay for it dearly in the years to come. If it works - not by being propped up by
public funding - considerable credit will go to the Minister for Transport. However, I
back my former thoughts. Time will tell and I am sume I will be wiser in hindsight.
The Opposition cannot and will not support the legislation but I hope the Minister will
consider the comments made in order to provide reasonable, if not good, legislation for
the people of this state in an attempt to start the reforms that the Minister is proposing at
the moment.
HON A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [10.36 pm]: My comments will be of
a general nature, and nor address the specifics of the Bill. The Minister is well await that
a number of members on this side of the House are passionately interested in public
transport. Ir is one of the newfangled 1980s/1990s ideas, such as traffic calming, of
which the Minister disapproves. We are very confident in our view that public transport
issues and the interaction between public transport and planning are very crucial. They
are crucial, firstly, to the survival of our cities and the maintenance of any quality of life
in our cities. In that way, they are also crucial to the economic future of our nation,
because we are trying to attract investment, both local and overseas, and trying to attract
business to locate in this state. One of the key features in attracting business is to offer a
standard of living and quality of life that is appealing to those seeking to invest and to
those the investors seek to employ in their enterprises. Without drawing too long a bow,
the quality and sustainability of our public transport goes directly to our economic future.
We can take the short term approaches and find in the long term that our quality of life
and economic capacity will suffer.
The Opposition also believes that the greater issue of social equity is inherent in the
public transport debate. There are chose who, by virtue of age, disability or economic
constraint, are not able to afford private transport of their own vehicle or hire car. These
people constitute a sizeable group in the community and must be provided for. Any
diminution in public transport is a diminution of those people's rights, access to and
capacity to move around the city, enjoy life, visit friends and family, work, seek medical
treatment and shop. These are all basic activities we take for granted. They are very
important movements to which public transport is central. The Government has said that
it wants to develop a more efficient, effective and responsive public transport system in
metropolitan Perth, at a reduced cost to the community. It has said also chat under this
program the annual public transport deficit level will be reduced by some $46m from
1995-96 relative to the 1992-93 Transpenth budget and service level. A couple of
questions arise from that statement. First, we must ask why do we talk about deficits
when talking about public transport? We do not talk about deficits when we are
considering the money spent on schools or libraries. We accept that these are necessary
expenditures.
I turn now to an American text, Great Cities and Their Traffic, a book described as one
of the best books on the urban transport problem ever written. It was written about
15 years ago, and would be one of the most modern books in the Parliamentary Library.
Perhaps there has been some deficit saving there. The passage reads -

The president of the Nashville Transit Co. said: 'The transit industry will
probablynever again pay its own way in a narrow sense. But it can more than
pay for its subsidies in increased real estate taxes, in urban land devoted to more
productive use than servicing automobiles, and in savings over financing more
expensive alternative forms of moving people.'

So, we do need to look at what we mean by the deficit that we incur in providing public
transport. We should look critically at how essential this is to the very survival of an
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urban lifestyle in our metropolitan areas. We must consider whether it is proper for us to
continue to provide such subsidies and not have at the centre of our program the
objective to reduce expenditure. That is not to say we would not want to ensure that we
have an efficient system, that we do not want a commitment to public transport to be
translated to an imprimatur for feather bedding. The important principle is that we must
ensure that the focus is on providing the service.
My specific concern is how precisely this tendering process will operate. For example,
will the Government present the tenderer with the current timetable and say that the
tenderer must tender on that timetable? Are we to tender on the same range of services
that we currently offer? What guarantees do we have that those projected savings of
some $46m will not be savings generated by efficiencies in a real sense of providing the
same service at less cost, but rather will be provided by reducing those services? This is
the crucial question. What sorts of guarantees will the Government give in this process
to achieve savings by genuine efficiencies? When I use the words "genuine efficiencies"
I mean by providing the same service at less cost; or to what extent are the savings to
accrue by diminution to services, by cutting back on off-peak services and on the less
popular routes. These questions are all of crucial importance because the cutting of
services will do two things: First, reduce equity in society by reducing the capacity of
the disabled, the poor, and those of an age who cannot drive to move and to operate
successfully around a city; and, second, it will force other people back to private motor
transport, with all the hidden costs involved there. The savings we may see could be
gained at the expense of the people less able to look after themselves, and at the expense
of the community generally as a result of the hidden subsidies to private transport users.
I ask the Minister for Transport to address these questions and assure us that the full
range of current services remain. Can the Minister assure us that the Government is not
ashamed of subsidising public transport and it recognises that, just as we provide
subsidies to schools, hospitals, libraries and a whole range of necessary social services,
we will continue to provide subsidies to maintain an equitable and first-class transport
system?
HON .J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.45 pm]: I appreciate the contribution by
Hon Alannah MacTiernan because she hit the nail on the head with her argument. The
Bill contains some very good points which should be acknowledged. For instance, the
most important one is that the Department of Transport will coordinate and manage the
provision of all public transport in the metropolitan area. That is a very important move,
and the Government should be congratulated for it. The reason that is such a good idea is
because for such a public transport system to work effectively it must be cooperative and
coordinated. To have a variety of systems in competition is not the proper way to go.
'That is the weakness in this Bill.
It is commendable that the second reading speech refers to the championing of public
transport by promoting its benefits and its influencing behaviour. Once again I cannot
see how this will work, because transport cannot succeed without a number of factors
being taken into account. For instance, we have a system of private operators and, like
the airlines, the operators will go to the area of greatest profit and will not go to areas
where there is no profit. This means the government service which currently operates
and is able to balance its operations in relatively profitable areas against other areas, will
not continue in that way. The system will need to pick up the poor end all the time.
Another good point that I should mention is the idea of having a greater variety of
transport modes. The use of different sized buses is a very good idea and that should be
encouraged. However, the private system cannot really afford to encourage the greater
use of public transport by subsidising various routes in the same way as the Government
can. As pointed out by Hon Alannah Maciernan, the real costs of transport are not
taken into account fully when we compare private transport with public transport A
correct estimation is that it is three times as expensive to run a private car than to travel
on the public transport system. We must work out not just how much it costs to run a
system; if we add the extra two-thirds of the cost to the community, it will increase other
cost factors in the city, and the city will become less efficient, So we need to encourage
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public transport. The Bill does not really look at the situation in the broad perspective.
To achieve a more profitable system we should look much more at the planning process,
and not restrict ourselves to the transport aspect. Transport cannot be considered
separately from the planning of a city.
I will quote from the text of an Australian Broadcasting Corporation radio broadcast on
26 May 1994 in an interview with a lecturer in architecture at Curtin University.
Mr Bach stated -

.. there is much about Perth which would facilitate a rebellion against the
hegemony of the private automobile. In Los Angeles, Banhamn points out that the
"L.A. lifestyle" actually pit-dates widespread car dependency. The present L.A.
freeways follow the alignments of a former comprehensive electrified rail system.
Reviving this model, a combination of electric rail, bicycles, and subsidized
computer-despatched jitney cabs could service a substantial percentage of the
trips now made by private cars.
Perth already possesses many of the prerequisites for this model: dispersed
workplaces (ie, downtown commute not so dominant), a climate and terrain good
for bikes, lots of waterfront locations (for ferry service), and the basics of a good
public transport system.
Relating to this, one way of increasing overall density - more politically palatable
than backyard inflll -

We all know that is not going down too well in many areas of Perth -

- would be to identify large open sites s tillI in public (or corporate) ownership, and
promote them as locations for major high-density residential nodes. Train access
is obviously a prerequisite; locations which spring to mind include Leighton rail
yards, Victoria Quay, and the underused or derelict industrial tracts of Welshpool.
This strategy, already adopted for Sydney's Olympic Village (whose proposed
density is twice Paddington's), would at least provide some pockets of urbanity,
and demonstrate that the building as currently structured could provide city
amenities if there were a demand for them.

When we look at having an efficient transport system, we must look further than the
transport system itself. We must look at for whom we are to service and where those
people live. We should combine systems like this with better planning, which is just not
taking place at the moment.
A government can afford to subsidise public transport. It already pays costs for people's
health which is destroyed by car transport. It pays for the Police Force. In the United
States estimates have been made that at least half of the expenditure for the Police Force
is tied up with servicing car travel. The Government pays out a great deal for the Fire
Brigade which is also involved in car travel. We have to pick up the tab for social
breakdown caused by isolation and bad planning. When we have a city dominated by car
travel, we get isolation of people who do not have cars. We must have a good public
transport system to combat that isolation.
One of the problems I see with this system is the coordination of the routes and linkages
for passengers. It will be very difficult to combine the privately operated and
government run services which have been run strictly for a profit. No private operator
would run a service at a loss. It will be very difficult for the Department of Transport to
solve the problem of linking the various services. While this Bill has much to offer in
that it provides for a consolidation of transport under one body, it will also proliferate
problems in other areas. We have coordination at the top level but at another level there
is a disintegration of services:
Another aspect that I find disappointing is that there seems wo be little investigation of
buses, trains- and ferries. We are not looking at other modes of transport, such as light
rail. Given the urban densities in Perth, the most efficient and lowest polluting source. of
public transport to those areas is light rail. Those light rail systems could travel along
many routes. If we were to get a hybrid rail system, it could use our present train tracks.
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Mistakes have previously been made about the type of power delivery to our electrified
train systems so that most of the light rail could not work with that power system. Now a
hybrid rail system has been developed that could use that form of power. The
Government should look very seriously at providing more in the way of light rail
services. With the densities in Perth, light rail is the most efficient and lowest polluting
type of transport that we could have.
I will refer to the use of diesel buses. An article entitled "Alternatives to the Automobile:
Transport for Livable Cities" written by Marcia D. Lowe in the Woridwatch Paper
published in October 1990 states -

Diesel buses, especially in developing countries, are heavy polluters though the
number of cars required to carry an equivalent number of passengers would create
more pollution. But the technology exists to control this exhaust. In Athens,
some buses are fitted with traps to prevent particulates from being emitted into
the air. Buses can also run on less polluting fuels such as propane (used in parts
of Europe) and natural gas (used in Brazil and China). Test buses in the
Netherlands that run on natural gas are estimated to emit 90 percent less nitrogen
oxides and 25 percent less carbon monoxide than diesel engines.

These factors should be looked at to reduce the pollution put out by these systems.
Although this Bill does not have to mention that, it would have been helpful if. it had
outlined some ethos in looking at the pollution factor. It is a cost to the community and
should be considered. The second reading speech says -

Under this program, the annual public transport deficit level will be reduced by
some $46 million from 1995-96 relative to the 1992-93 Transperth budget and
service level.

These figures are meaningless in a sense. No-one ever estimates the cost of other forms
of transport and private car transport except people who are concerned with the
environment and would like to point out to the economic rationalists that the economics
of these things show that while it appears to many that it is expensive to run these
systems, it really is very cheap. That S46m cost is very cheap compared to the cost of
everyone travelling by private vehicle. It also states -

If the MTT is considered to be making inadequate progress toward the attainment
of international best practice standards, an accelerated tendering timetable will be
introduced. Similarly, if Westrail is not achieving its perfornance targets, I will
seek legislative changes to introduce competition forthwith in the Fastrak-
service.

It also says somewhere else in the second reading speech that Westrail has downsized
substantially in order to become more competitive. These buzz words like "international
best practice" sometimes are overused and misunderstood. Downsizing is not necessarily
making something more efficient. Most best practice and total quality management
documents I have read have talked about using the people within an organisation to the
maximum efficiency to gain a greater market share, not about getting rid of people in
order to spend a bit less and thinking the organisation would be better off. We all know
that when people are no longer employed they have to be paid for by the Federal
Government. Of course, the State Government puts its costs over to the Federal
Government, but we all pay anyway.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We pay already.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: We do. It is not efficient to do that as a nation, although it may be for
one sector. I hope we look at international best practice to make sure that we get the
maximum output from people rather than get rid of them in the hope of saving a few
bucks.
Until I have heard the Government's arguments on this Bill I will not make up my mind,
and I look forward to hearing what the Government has to say.
HON Ei. CHARLTON (Agricultuiral - Minister for Transport) [ 11.03 pm]): I thank the
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members very much for their comments. For the first time in the last 15 to 18 months I
have real pleasure in welcoming the comments made by the Opposition and the GOmen
member. Their comments were positive, well researched and meaningful. Members
opposite will also recognise that they do not always get the comments from this side they
would like to hear. I will attempt to do justice to the points raised. This does go to show
what can be achieved if we all approach matters in a conciliatory and meaningful way.
Hon Mark Nevill: I patronised the public transport system today.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Did the member pay?
Hon Mark Nevill: I cannot afford a car, having looked at the latest determination.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: 1 understand, but the member still has not answered my
question. I am a bit worried, because we might be able to save a bit more.
The debate began by Hon Kim Chance making it clear to the Government that the
Opposition did not support the legislation. I can understand that, and I guess it is a
philosophical position. He has concerns about what the future may hold. Hon Kim
Chance referred to what happened in the 1 950s, which was right and proper, but I assure
everyone this is not a return to the 1950s but a change of operation in an attempt to retain
the quality of service that we have today. It is an attempt improve on it where possible
and to conduct it in a more efficient manner by saving funds - taxpayers' money that the
Government can put to use for the benefit of the community as a whole. Why should the
Government take an extra $10, $20, $30 or $40 more in the case of the public transport
system than it needs to provide the same or a better service? That is the philosophy of
the Government to try and achieve the changes.
Hon Kim Chance asked why can we not make the changes under the current structure
without the private operators. The main thrust is that the Government wants to make
changes to the current system and give an opportunity to the private sector to be
involved. Whether it will in the final analysis depends on how quickly and how far the
current system can go to meet that challenge. The Government took the decision on
Westrail because it believed sections of that operation needed changes forthwith. The
Government wants the Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger Transport Trust to be redefined as
an operator and not to be an operator, coordinator and marketer - everything to everyone.
I have been with MTT management to visit the depots and put to the people involved
what the Government wants to achieve. I asked the drivers, administrators and others
involved what changes they thought should be implemented to make the MTT a better
operation. They were positive in their response. I have said in public over and over
again that there is a good culture in Transperth's operations and the MTT as regards the
buses, because the people were very forthright in saying, '"We can tell you the changes
that ought to be made. We have been asking management to make changes for years.
We bet you will not be able to make the changes." I said, "Give me a few months and I
will come back again. You can tell me whether I delivered." They said, "Head office
needs to be downsized. We do not need that many people in there. We are losing out on
efficiency because of the cost of operation." Other drivens said, "We can tell you how to
make rosters work better. The problem is that we are given a total amount of dollars to
be consumed in this depot. What happens is that because the management has to do the
job with a certain amount of funds and tries to keep a limit on it, it cuts the hours of the
drivers who take home less money." They also said, "Are you going to squeeze us
more?" I said, "I want to see you take home more money but you might have to work a
bit harder for it and do things differently." 'They said, "We would rather there were fewer
of us, and have more money and know that our futures are secure." Not everybody said
that.
Hon Kim Chance: I hope not.

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: These people have a real commitment to the public transport
system and want to see it perform well. The administration of the MTT has been
working overtime in conjunction with the union to facilitate that. They art well on the
way to reaching an agreement on an enterprise arrangement which they believe can
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deliver significant savings. So the answer to the comments is that it is not a desire to see
every current bus route in Perth taken over by the private sector - quite the contrary. I
will be the happiest bloke around if the MTT wins those tenders. The Government does
not want to get rid of the Mrr at all. We want to ensure that it meets the challenges in
front of it and that it responds accordingly.
Hon Kim Chance commented on proposed section 18D relating to the Minister's ability
to proceed with some of the contractual arrangements when he has conducted
negotiations or received tenders. That is included because the role of the MTT - or
Transperth, as it is commonly known - as the coordinating body is changing to dhe extent
that the co-ordination role is being taken over by the Department of Transport, with a
maximum of 20 people who will be responsible for negotiating with the Mn' as the
operator, without going to tender. That provision allows it to negotiate a tender with an
operator. The MT' will not be different from the private operator. Private operators will
have to win their place in the system by winning a tender. However, with the MrT, that
will be done by negotiation for those areas that are not up for tender. As the member
knows, we are commencing with only a small number of buses. The other point is that
we will be negotiating with Westrail on Fautrak. Although Westrail operates Fastrak, it
submits a bill at the end of the month and it is paid by Transperth. That will now be
negotiated and Transperth will keep the fares. Under the new system, Westrail will keep
the fares and a contractual arrangement will be negotiated with the Department of
Transport to facilitate char operation.
Hon Kim Chance: If chat is the response, the Bill should include, after the word
"negotiate", "with Westrail or the Metropolitan Transport Trust".
Hon E.1. CHARLTON: There is also the point that the Department of Transport must
have the opportunity to negotiate with other operators after a tender has been won. If a
private operator wins a tender, the department needs to have the capacity to negotiate
with them about the form in which they will operate. It is an ongoing thing.
Negotiations have to take place.
Another member made the point about changing services and the need for an ongoing
process. If services in a region need to be extended, we will not call tenders again if that
region has been secured by an operator. In a case such as Ellenibrook, which might have
an increase of 50 000 new people during the five year life of a contract, we will be able to
negotiate with an operator who has already won a tender for that area to supply a service.
The Department of Transport sets the routes and the Government sets the fare structure,
and it will continue to do so. It must have the opportunity to be able to negotiate with a
contractor to continue the service.
Hon John Halden: That is not what the legislation says at the moment. I have no
problems with what you are suggesting. The difficulty is that it is not what the Bill says.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: We can deal with the matter in detail at the Committee stage.
What is contained in the Bill is already in other sections of the specific Acts. The whole
thrust of the legislation is to take provisions out of the three Acts and transfer powers to
the Department of Transport to carry out those operations. At present, Transperth
negotiates with Westrail and the M'TT, and the MTT is the operator of the bus system.
Hon Doug Wenn asked about international best practice. The price per kilometre is not
specifically documented; it depends on the number of ilometres covered in a day, the
length of the routes, the cost of fuel and so on. Operators check their operational
performance by comparing it with what is considered to be international best practice.
They base their costs and perfornance on what is termed international best practice.
Currently, the MTT makes that comparison. Bus operators in the other states, in New
Zealand and elsewhere around the world are always comparing their practices with
international best practice.
Hon Doug Wenn: They never end up with the same system.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: That is right, and for a whole range of reasions. There could be
variations in population density, safety standards, arrangement of drivers' times and
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enterprise agreements. However, the bottom line is what is considered to be
international best practice. There are no anomalies in that because operators in the public
transport system readily and continually refer to it.
Ihe member mentioned behaviour of patrons. As mentioned in the second reading
speech, the changes in penalties are twofold. The $50 increase relates to people not
purchasing tickets. The $500 provision relates to people causing damage, writing
graffiti, disfiguring property, interfering with the operations of a bus or causing problems
in some other way. The member mentioned that people did not have the confidence to
leave their vehicles in parking areas. That is a real concern.
Hon Doug Wenn: I did not mention that.
Hon EJ. CHARLTON: One member did. It needs to be addressed. We have already
instituted a number of initiatives to deal with that.
The member also asked why Mandurah and Rockingham should not be included in the
one tender process rather than be split. The simple reason is that we want to take it
steadily. We know that we are breaking new ground and we want to ensure that we do
not get it wrong and that the benefits can be derived by having the WIT in the best
position to be successful. If 300 buses were involved from the beginning, the M17
would not win.
Hon Mark Nevill: You do not want the bus service to run off the rails, do you?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The MTT is the first to acknowledge that. It says, "If you put
out a large number of buses, we cannot win because we will be too far out of the ball
park. But, if you give us a bit of time to get our act right, we can be successful." That is
why we are taking the matter steadily.
The member spoke about subsidies. Of course we will be paying subsidies to private
operators. Other countries have commercial mutes operated by private companies. For
example, we could designate Stirling Highway and Canning Highway as commercial
routes and people would pay the Government for the opportunity of operating and
keeping the fares on those route. But we will not do that because it would increase the
subsidy to be paid somewhere else.
Hon John Halden mentioned selling off a public asset. That is not the case. We do not
intend to sell off a public asset. We want to make a change to allow the MiT to be
successful and to win the majority of tenders. The MTT has acknowledged that some
routes would be better covered by the private sector. It claims that it is a burden for it to
try to service some of the smaller runs on the fringe of the metropolitan area. The
member stated that private bus operators have been a failure in some places around the
world. That is acknowledged. It is important to note that the Government is not going
down the same path as Victoria or other states. It has talked to the people concerned,
inspected the system which operates in New Zealand and obtained information from
other paits of the world. The Government believes that what it is doing is in the best
interests of Western Australia. The Government is not saying that the transport system
can be operated only by private operators. It is totally convinced that it win operate
better with a mixtutre of both Government and private transport operators. The MTT has
the box scat because it already has the buses and the facilities. It does not have to make a
profit like the private operators. If the M'IT could get its act together there is no reason
in the world why it could not be very successful.
The Leader of the Opposition referred to new services and used as an example the
occasion on which he suggested to a former Minister that a new service be implemented.
I am confronted with a similar situation now, If an area wan-ants a new bus service the
Government will respond accordingly. If the service needs a subsidy, as most do, it will
be negotiated with the contractor servicing that region. The Leader of the Opposition
also referred to the disposal of facilities and I advise him that this Bill refers to the
disposal of bus depots, not vehicles. It is all about those bus facilities which the MIT
will not want. The MTT does not want to retain any of the facilities that it does not need
because it is keen to reduce its operating costs.
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H-on John Halden: You actually define facilities as including vehicles. Front the
discussion we had this morning it appears that you could lease a facility; for example, a
vehicle. I cannot imagine why you would include a new definition of "facility" which
suggests a vehicle and then suggest that vehicles cannot be leased. The answer that you
have given is not adequate and perhaps you need to look at it.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I will. Perhaps I misinterpreted the Leader of the Opposition's
comments, but I thought he said that this Bill was about selling off vehicles - it is about a
range of other things.
Hon John Halden: You could have interpreted thar from my comments, but I did not
mean that.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The metropolitan area is defined in the parent Act and that is the
reason it has been included in this Bill. The metropolitan area referred to in this Bill has
nothing to do with the metropolitan region plan and its boundaries. This Bill simply
reflects what is contained in the parent Act.
Hon Kim Chance: That wording was perfectly appropriate in the old Act. It takes on a
new meaning because of the context of the new legislation and that is true in respect of
the Opposition's comments about section 16 of the Act.
Hon LIJ. CHARLTQN: I can understand the Opposition's concerns. However, since the
remarks were made I have checked the situation and I will refer to it at the Committee
stage. I hope the Opposition will be satisfied that there is no intent in this Bill to do other
than minror the existing legislation.
Hon John Halden: The concern is raised by proposed section 18B(3) and perhaps the
Mnister can check it before the Committee stage.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I will not respond to the specific issues and I thank the
Opposition for raising their concerns in the second reading debate. I will leave the other
points raised by the Leader of the Opposition to the Committee stage. Hon John Halden
concluded his remarks by saying that the Government was entering a brave new world. It
might be, but this is a brave new Government - some of its members may not be new to
this place - and it has every confidence, otherwise it would not be going down this path.
It is a big change, but the Government is not leaping into the dark. It has gone to extreme
lengths to try to ensure that it will have the proper balance and mix in this situation.
Hon John Halden: Will you consider the points I raised about the difference in the role
of the Department of Transport as policy maker and the MTT as operator? I said that you
referred to it in your second reading speech but it does not appear in the Bill. For the
sake of good policy it should be in the Bill. You will not have any opposition frorn us,
but it should be clear in the Bill.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Hon Alannab MacTiemnan referred to a quality service and
subsidies. I can understand people being concerned about these things and saying that
this is how the Government is cutting costs. If it wanted to do that, it would not have
gone down this path. It would have cut services to save costs. However, it did not want
to do that. It wants to be innovative and it wants the operators to offer better facilicies
and inducements to people who use the transport system. That will not happen if the
services are reduced. The operator, regardless of whether it is a private operator or the
MT. will keep the fares. The more people they transport the more they will receive in
fares. If their passenger numbers increase by 2 or 3 per cent it will mean extra money for
their operations - in the case of the MTT the money will be used to consolidate its
position to give it a better chance of winning the next tender that is put Out.
A point which was not raised was that of an integrated service. That applies in Western
Australia now and the Government intends to keep it that way. Regardless of whether a
person gets on a private bus, a Fastrak train or somebody's ferry, he has just the one
ticket, and that is how the system will operate. A person buys a Multirider ticket and can
use that wherever he goes. It will be up to die Departmnent of Transport and the operator
to determine the pro rats cost of the delivery of the service provided to the customer.
Hon Jim Scott referred to OUr comments about champion performance. That is what we
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want to achieve, and that is why we want to have in the Department of Transport
professional people who know the history of the Perth public transport system, and who
want to retain the things which are good but have them perform in a more cost effective
way. A reduction in numbers should not be regarded as the greatest achievement, but if
we need only 1 000 people to run the public transport system, why have 1 500? Those
other 500 people could be paid, whether by the Government or the private sector, to do
something else for the benefit of the community. Very few of the people who have
decided to leave government employment over the last 12 months are in receipt of
employment benefits, because they have started up new businesses, or are working for
people who are contracted to Provide government services.
Hon J.A. Scott: If we have an underucilised public transport system, then surely we need
to increase the number of people who use it, and we will then need more people to run it.
Hon E.J. CZHARLTON: That is right, and that is what I told the unions at the Port of
Fremantle. I said that I would like to see more people work at the Port of Fremantle, and
the best way to get more people to work there is to increase the tonnages bandied by the
port. There are now fewer people employed at the Port of Fremantle, but they produce
more, and we think we can do the same in the public transport area.
Hon J.A. Scott: If you build the Northbridge freeway and the eastern bypass, you will
encourage people to use their cars.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The member and I could probably have an ongoing debate about
that. There is no question that the bus lane on the Mitchell Freeway is an important
component of our public transpont system. We should be more innovative and have more
roads for heavy haulage vehicles so that we can move more efficiently the produce that
we consume every day and thereby reduce the cost of that produce. It is the case all over
the world that fewer people are using public transport. There is not one country in which
the increase in population is matched by an increase in the use of public transport. All
countries are losing the fight, no matter whether they are third world or affluent
countries. Recently, I attended a world public transport conference in Sydney, and
people from the World Bank told us that they are trying to assist cities with high
population densities to get better public transport systems, but no matter what they do, as
soon as countries become more affluent, people move away from public transport
because they want greater flexibility. Hon Jim Scott mentioned diesel and gas-fuelled
buses. We should try to increase the use of those vehicles. In regard to light rail, we can
use that only where it is applicable, and that has been a great success in the northern
suburbs, but it costs a lot of money. If we could put a bus lane down the middle of the
freeway when it goes to Mandurah, that would be of great benefit. There are a number of
options, and we do nor have to stick with one or the other. I thank members for their
comments, to which I will be able to respond in more detail at the Committee stage.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (18)
Hon Geoge Cash Hon Barry House Hon M.D. Nixon
Ron EJ. Charlton Hon P.R. Lightfoot Hon B.M. Scott
Hon MJ. Criddle Hon P.11. tAockyer Hon J.A. Scott
Hon U.K Donaldson Hon l.D. MacLean Hon Wfl. Streth
Hon Max Evans Hon Murray Montgomery Hon Derrick Tomlinson
Hon Peter Foss Hon NY. Moore Hon Muriel Patterson (Teller)

Noes (12)
Hoc T.G. Butler Hon Graham Edwards Hon Mark Nevill
Hon Kim Chance Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Sam Pimutadosi
Hon JL CowdeU Hon John Halden Hem Tom Stephens
Hon Cheryl Davenport Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan Han Doug Wean (TelLer)

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.
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TRUSTEE COMPANIES AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from I June.
HON AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) (11.39 pm]: The Opposition is
pleased to support this Bill. We agree with the aim of the Government in this legislation,
which is to modernise the financial strategies available to trustee companies to ensure
that they are properly competitive with ocher organisations ink the business of raising
moneys from investments. We agree with the assessment of the Government that this is
being done in this instance without any compromise to the security of chose trustee
investments.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee and Report
Bill passed through Committee without debate, reported wichout amendrnept, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Peter Foss (Minister for Health), and transmitted
to the Assembly.

REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS AGENTS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 1 June.
HON A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) 111.42 pm): The Opposition supports
this legislation, which appears to be an attempt to kick-start the home buyers assistance
scheme by addressing the problems it ran into regarding discretionary criteria for
assistance. I admit that we have not researched the matter as fully as we could have, but
a number of questions arise. In the second reading speech no mention is made that
changes will be made to the Home Buyers Assistance Advisory Committee. The
legislation will delete the Registrar of Building Societies and substitute a person with
experience in commercial finance. We understand that the building societies are not as
central in the scheme of things as was once the case. Will the Minister explain the
reasons for that change? Another puzzling aspect is that the second reading speech
outlines that the scheme fell into disuse because the discretionary eligibility criteria were
not updated to keep pace with wages and property value movements. I do not see any
changes in that process of establishing the discretionary eligibility criteria. How do we
ensure that we do not come across a similar problem again?
Subject to the answering of those questions, the Opposition will support the legislation as
it will assist our constituency; namely, those people at the lower end of the home buyer
market.
HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for Health) 1 11.45 pmn]: The reason
for the deletion of the Registrar of Building Societies is that he no longer exists.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected.
Hon PETER FOSS: I am instructed that that is the case; I have not been out looking for
him!
Hon N.D. Griffiths: I hope that the member for Riverton had nothing to do with it.
Hon PETER FOSS: For chat reason it was decided that somebody else should take chat
responsibility. In a couple of other places within the Act the application was previously
lodged with the registrar and it is now dealt with by the Registrar of the Real Estate and
Business Agents Supervisory Board-
The discretionary eligibility criteria, as the name suggests, can be changed by the Home
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Buyers Assistance Advisory Committee. The criteria were not changed and the number
of eligible people applying for grants severely diminished. The amount of the grant
involved in the previous scheme was $1 000, and the Bill will enable that amount to be
raised. Both of those issues will be able to be dealt with by the committee once the
legislation is passed. We need to reconstitute the committee so it can make
recommendations on the criteria changes. The Minister can then alter the conditions,
people can apply within the criteria and the assistance can be provided. The failure to
change the criteria led to diminishing numbers of applications. When the committee
went to change the criteria, it was realised that it was impossible to do so because the
provision was discriminatory.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: So, from 1986 the committee did nothing and did not meet?
Hon PETER FOSS: I understand so. I do not know what happened, but it had no
function. It discovered that its position was difficult and that it could not make grants
because the scheme was contrary to the Act. Therefore, few applications were received.
The criteria involved houses worth no more than $30 000, and not many houses could be
found below chat figure.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Why did they not change the eligibility criteria?
Hon PETER FOSS: There was no point because the scheme was Seen to be
discriminatory under the Act. The legislation had to be changed
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: That was later.
Hon PETER FOSS: I do not know. The former Registrar of Building Societies could
explain that one. However, I know that something must be done to enable dhe assistance
to be provided. We are trying to reinstitute the scheme.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair; Hon Peter Foss (Minister
for Health) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 to 10 put and passed.
Clause 11: Amendment of penalties -

Hon A-J.G. MacTIERNAN: Has a section of the principal Act been omitted in chis
clause? Basically, the clause will result in penalties being multiplied tenfold for
modernisation. I notice that section 145(2)(l) of the principal Act involves a penalty for a
breach of regulation. For the sake of consistency that should have been picked up and
that likewise multiplied by a factor of 10 to make it $1 000. That seems t o be the only
amount throughout the legislation that has not been changed and there does not seem to
be any reason or justification that it should not be changed.
Hon PETER FOSS: I do not believe it is an oversight, but my notes do not say it has
been specifically left out.. It relates to the regulations; the others are under the Act.
These penalties were requested by the board of the real estate industry. I do not know
why they did not request it for that one and there is no indication in my notes. I do not
think it is hugely inconsistent with the normal penalty under regulations.

Hon AJ.G. MacTiern an: It is a very low amount when one looks at the offences.
Hon PETER FOSS: I have no note of being requested for that change. The change does
not come at my request but from people who have the enforcement of the Act.
Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.
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Third Reading
Bill read a third rime, on motion by Hon Peter Foss (Minister for Health), and transmitted
to the Assembly.

FISHER[ES AMENDMENT BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Ron George Cash (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

Second Reading
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [11.52 pm)]: I
move

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill is of an administrative and non-contentious nature. Its sole purpose is to update
the Commonwealth-State management of fisheries provisions of the Fisheries Act 1905
in the light of minor amendments to the related provisions of the Commonwealth's new
Fisheries Management Act 1991, and to provide appropriate cross-referencing to the
Commonwealth's new legislation. Changes in the Commonwealth Act relate to the use
of the term "Australian Fishing Zone' to describe the waters where the Commonwealth
claims sovereignty - currently 200 nautical miles seaward off the Australian coastline.
Previously the Commonwealth described these waters as "Commonwealth proclaimed
water". The new Commonwealth Act also makes provision for the use of the term
"recreational fishing". In the old Commonwealth Act recreational fishing was described
as fishing for "private purposes". The passage of the Bill will enable the continuation of
existing Commonwealth-State arrangements for the management of fisheries and the
development of future arrangements when the Commonwealth proclaimns its related
provisions on 1 July 1994, or as soon as practicable thereafter.
Members will be aware that the Fisheries Act 1905 was amended in 1981 to give effect to
the offshore constitutional settlement reached at the Premiers' Conferences of 1978 and
1979, which provided the legal and administrative framework for the rationalisation of
the roles of the state and Commonwealth in managing fisheries undertaken off the
Western Australian coast. Mirror provisions were included in the Commonwealth
Fisheries Act 1952.
To give an example of how the OCS arrangements work, I advise that dhe rock lobster
fishery undertaken off the Western Australian coast was managed by the Western
Australian department responsible for that area from the shoreline to the boundary of the
three nautical mile state limit and by the Commonwealth which is responsible for that
area from the edge of the state's jurisdiction to the limit of the Commonwealth's
jurisdiction. This arrangement placed administrative difficulties on both the
Commonwealth and state Fisheries Departments and required fishermen to hold both
state and Commonwealth fishing licences. Under the OCS arrangements this fishery is
now managed entirely by Western Australia, eliminating costly duplication of resources
and licensing requirements.
Under the current legislation there are three types of management arrangements between
Western Australia and the Commonwealth -

(1) fisheries managed by the state under state law as far seaward as the
arrangement specifies;

(2) fisheries managed by the Western Australian Fisheries Joint Mianagement
Authority under state laws in waters where the arrangement applies; and

(3) fisheries managed by the Commonwealth under Commonwealth law in
waters where the arrangement applies.

Where more than one state is involved in the management arrangement, the law of the
Commonwealth applies.
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Twelve of the 16 OCS arrangements for the management of fisheries off the Western
Australian coast vest the management of those fisheries in Western Australia. Of the
four remaining fisheries the Western Australian Fisheries Joint Management Authority
manages die two fisheries which exploit southern shark stocks under state law. The joint
authority comprises the state and Commonwealth Ministers responsible for Fisheries,
with routine administration by the Australian Fisheries Management Authority and the
Western Australian Fisheries Department. The Commonwealth has complete jurisdiction
over the remaining two fisheries - the northern prawn fishery and the tuna fishery.
The pearling industry is also managed by Western Australia under OCS arrangements
with the Commonwealth. Separate legislation has been introduced to amend the Pearling
Act 1990 to allow for the incorporation of similar amendments into that Act. I commend
the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Doug Wenn.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) 1 11.57 pm]: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournern Debate - East Timor, Indonesian Invasion Article

HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) 1 11.58 pm]: Last weekend I attended a
meeting for a woman called Bettina Gusmao who was in Western Australia representing
the East Timorese community and telling their story to Australians and other people who
cared to listen to her. The East Timorese people are in a tragic situation. I would like to
read to the House an article on the Indonesian invasion of East Timor which took place
on 7 December 1975.

On 8 December for a few hours it gbes quiet. Then we hear guns shooting, I think
automatic weapons, not just one bullet at a time, and we hear people screaming
out, children crying and dogs barking. I said to Jose, 'We must run, Must get
away from here.' Between Dili and the mountains fly small planes. I counted
eleven of those. At the front and side they have guns and at the back and from the
middle they drop bombs. They fire those guns and kill any people they see.
There were many of us running from the soldiers. We crouch and run to hide
behind one thing and then the next, houses, trees, hundreds of people running.
The planes shoot and many people bleed. The Javanese were following us,
coming after us with guns- It was to kill people, not to stop people fighting, we
were not fighting. We didn't even know how to defend Ourselves, we had never
killed anyone. Sometimes we had to crawl, like a snake wriggling on the round
from one place to hide to another, We stopped on the verandah of a house in our
area, in a quieter part. There were others sheltering there.

After they had escaped, they returned to one of the houses. They were worried about
this; they needed food but they were worried about being shot when they returned. When
they eventually returned because of their hunger, the food was gone and there had been
an old man and boy whom they had left behind. Fatima continues -

We found the old man and the boy. They were dead where they were sitting next
to the cooking fire. A bullet had smashed the clay cooking pot, I think they had
been shot from the doorway. The old man had a small bullet wound in his chest,
the boy had a bigger wound in the middle of his body. Seeing this makes us run
and try hard to help our people, because we know that these foreigners axe cruel
and come to kill us. Otherwise why would they kill these innocent ones who sit at
their cooking fire in their house?

...In 1976 we went to a small village outside Ainaro, in the mountains; we call it
a suco, usually about ten families together. We heard the Javanese would be
coming through there. In one house there was a pregnant woman and some
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children, three or four, and those people did not want to come with us. The man
says they have no guns, why would the Indonesians harm them, it is their house,
why would they leave it to run away, how would they get food running? He says
he is responsible, has to look after the woman who will soon give birth, this is not
a time to move. We say of course itis your decision, we cannot stay any longer
trnying to convince you. We want this lady to have her baby in a secure place. If
you think this place is secure we do not, so we will leave you.
We go further up the mountain. It is too late that day to go far. We are among
bushes but we can see the house and the road, a dirt road into that place because
around the house the land is all clear, like a farn; they have pigs, chickens,
children play there, like fields, yes.
We hear a big helicopter flying over looking. Along the road we see about twenty
Indonesian soldiers coming. We are far away enough to be safe, we see them just
as small figures. We hear screaming. We think the soldiers frighten the woman
and maybe she is having her baby early.
The helicopter goes down and lands there. Out of it they bring things like
platforms, stretchers, yes. fle soldiers come out and throw, it looks like material,
on those. They get into the helicopter and go.
We keep watching, we don't know if more soldiers are still there. A figure comes
out, it looks like it is carrying something. It walks slowly, not steady, then sits
down. We wait but nothing else happens. It is about an hour since the soldiers
go. Some of us go to see how those people are.
When we get closer we see it is the pregnant woman outside. She is naked. She
holds herself, all her stomach is cut open, the baby and everything coming out,
the blood has started to dry black. She is just alive and I think she knows us. She
tries to speak but no sound comes out. Tears run from her eyes all over her face,
We can do nothing for her. We cannot fix a wound like that. We try to take the
baby out but it is dead, cut by the knife.
The other people inside the house are all dead, cut completely in pieces by very
sharp knives. The arms chopped here [shoulder], here [elbowJ and here (wrist],
heavy strokes falling on themn. The small children are broken, torn apart by their
legs, like you tear paper. It is so horrible we can hardly believe. Those with us
who had not seen them before understand then that the Indonesians come just to
kill us all. The troops and their government have a big responsibility, what they
have done is very wrong.
These things I saw with my own eyes. They are not a dream or what others tell
me, and I can never forget.

The story goes on to tell how during that period this woman lost three of her children and
during her escape one of them was probably killed by the Indonesians. AUl Australians
should realise the terrible slaughter that has occurred in East Timor. I believe somewhere
around 200 000 people have been killed there. That is ongoing. People are still being
tortured. We all know about the Australian journalists who were swrung up by the ankles
and had their genitals stuffed in their mouths and were left to die. Yet the Ausnahan
Government is still dealing with those people. We are negotiating to have arrangements
with Indonesia for oil in the Timor Gap. As an Australian, I do not want to have any of
that blood money as part of any dealings on my behalf. I hope that the State Government
is very wary about being involved in negotiations with people who ame treating a nation
in the way the Indonesians are. It is an appalling indictment of the Australian
Government to be continuing those negotiations especially as the United Nations has said
that Indonesia does not own Timor. I very much hope that other members support us
being completely remote and have nothing to do with gaining from the pain and suffering
of those people.
HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral) (12.06 and: Together with some of my
colleagues, including Hon Cheryl Davenport and Hon Alannah Macflemnan, today
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members of the State Parliamentary Labor Party had the opportunity of meeting the East
Timorese woman, Fatima Gusmao, whom the previous speaker has just been quoting.
We listened to her tale and sat with her in tears as her story unfolded of events that
occurred in her country. That tale is a most horrific personal story and one that is
unfortunately of great national shame to us, the nearest neighbours of the Timorese.
The story is made all the more graphic for those of us who this week saw excerpts from
John Pilger's "Death of a Nation" that appeared on the "Sunday" program on Channel 9
this week. For those of us in the Australian Labor Party, which was in government
federally in the lead-up to the events that unfolded in 1975, it is doubly distressing.
Clearly, at that time there were matters preoccupying the Australian Labor Party on the
national stage which allowed so many of us to be distracted from the incidents that were
occurring so close to our shores. For reasons I cannot explain, so many of us have been
distracted too readily from what has been happening in East Timor. Even as a resident in
Kununurra in the late 1970s I remember turning on the radio regularly and sensing our
proximity to Indonesia by the presence of Indonesian broadcasts being received more
clearly into that region than those we could get from the ABC or any other radio station.
Dili is much closer to Kununurra than even, I think, Darwin. It is a very proximate
nation. Yet, I and so many of us have found excuses to divert our attention from what
has happened. Despite the approach we have adopted as a nation, we have obligations
stemming from the decisions of the United Nations, not least of all because of our status
as a founding participant in the process to establish the United Nations, and despite our
excitement at being able to engage as a nation in issues such as Kuwait, we have found
ourselves able to get distracted and unfocused on the questions of East Timor.
It was deeply distressing to see my federal colleagues the Minister for Foreign Affairs
and the Minister for Trade being depicted in the broadcast last Sunday celebrating the
treaty that is proposed to divide up the spoil, as some would put it, between Indonesia
and Australia over the Timor Sea. One must keep in mind that it is an incorporation of a
country into Indonesia that has not been ratified by the United Nations. It was strongly
opposed by the United Nations, yet somehow we as a nation are taking it upon ourselves
to be the beneficiaries of this expropriation of the wealth of the East Timorese people.
I remember that the excuse given in 1975 by both sides of politics at a national level as to
why we should stand by was that East Timor did not have the economic capacity to
sustain itself as a separate nation. As others have pointed out, 20 years later we all need
to remind ourselves of the fact that that is exactly what we are ensuring happens, because
we are ensuring that the wealth of the Timior Sea is divided up between Indonesia and us.
I have taken the opportunity of writing to the federal Foreign Affairs inister today,
having had my conscience pricked yet again and my attention focused on this question
because of the visit of Fatima Gusmao. I have asked the Foreign Affairs Minister, Gareth
Evans, to see what can be done on these questions; that is, to try to support the UN
resolution that would require of Indonesia an effort to allow the people of East Timor a
plebiscite, a statement of free expression as to what future they seek, whether it is
incorporation into Indonesia or reverting to a separate nation of East Timor.
I have also asked the Foreign Affairs Minister to see what steps can be taken to ensure
that the armament exports and the military training provided to Indonesia are not used
against the East Timorese people. I suppose that is a tall order. I have also asked what
steps can be taken to keep pressure on the Indonesian government to make sure that the
atrocities that have been documented too frequently and too recently in East Timnor are'-
not repeated. As recently as 1991 the Santa Cruz graveyard massacre occurred. It
appeared from television programs in the days following that massacre that there were
other massacres associated with opponents of the incorporation of East Timor into
Indonesia. It is not a pleasant reality.
We as a nation have a bipartisan approach between the two major parties, the Liberal
Party and the Labor Party, that is out of step with the international community on this
question of East Timor, which is on our backdoor. We are out of step with the
international community, with the exception I think of India and Indonesia. I cannot
remember who else is in step with us on the question, but not many people are.
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We need Co have a mature relationship with Indonesia chat provides us with an
opportunity of being friends and good neighbours in this part of the world that we share.
However, it is clear Chat if we simply accept the unacceptable chat nations choose to dish
out in our region or in other regions, we will not be respected by them or anyone else.
We cannot stand by and tolerate the intolerable. If we have the opportunity of our
memory being refreshed and the opportunity of focusing on not only the events of 1975
and 1978, in the case of Fatima Gusmao, but more recently the events of 1991, which
events apparently are continuing in Indonesia against the interests of the East Timorese
people, it is appropriate that we take the invitation from Hon Jim Scott to reflect for a
moment and see what we can do as a Chamber and as Australians citizens to focus the
attention of the Federal Government on these questions. I hope that some energy willi be
directed at this question yet again to see what can be done to assist the East Timorese
people, who, after a!!, provided so much help to us as a nation in our moment of dire
need, in the face of the Japanese invasion during the Second World War. They stood by
us; we have unfortunately not stood by them. That is a matter of national disgrace.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 12.16 am (Thursday)



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CHILD MIGRANTS - THUMBPRINTING CHILDREN ON ASTURIAS
Letter Dated 17 September 194 7

8. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Community Development:

Is the following letter -

"17th September 1947
The Commissioner of Police
I have to confirm my telephone request to obtain your assistance to
thumbprint the children arriving on the "Asturias" on Monday next
I have notified the Secretary of the Catholic Emigration League that this is
necessary so that the Department will, in future, be able to identify each
individual child.
The Department has the necessary cards, and I should be pleased if you
could let me have the services of an experienced officer to carry out the
actual work. A table will be provided in the shed on the wharf.
It is anticipated that the children will disembark somewhere between 9amn
and 10amn on Monday, but the information on this will be available later.
For your information, I have to state that I discussed the position with the
Hon. Minister for Lands and Immigration, and he approved the proposal.

Under Secretary for
Lands and Immigration"

held in the State Archives of Western Australia as file CWD A56 ACC
1417 607/46 Volume I and listed this letter as folio 90?

Hon E.J. CHARITON replied:
Answer provided by the Minister for Community Development -

Yes.
MEDIA ORGANISATIONS - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT

61. Hon. N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Since 16 February 1993 what funds have been paid by the Gaming

Commission of Western Australia to in each case Channel 7, Channel 9,
Channel 10, The West Australian, Sunday Times, community newspapers,
Golden West Network and The Australian?

(2) What is the amount contracted in each case to the above media
organisations to be paid that has not yet been paid?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The information sought would require considerable research and I am not
prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. If the member has a
specific question about funds paid to media organisations I will be pleased
to respond.
MEDIA ORGANISATIONS - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT

62. Hon N.D. GRIFFI1'HS to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Since 16 February 1993 what funds have been paid by the Lotteries

Commission to in each case Channel 7, Channel 9, Channel 10, The West
Ausrralian. Sunday Times, community newspapers, Golden West Network
and The Australian?

1220 [COUNCIL]



(Wed~nesday. 8 June 19941 12

(2) What is the amount contracted in each case to the above media
organisations to be paid that has not yet been paid?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:

The information sought would require considerable researh and I am not
prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. If the member has a
specific question about funds paid to media organisations I will be pleased
to respond.
MEDIA ORGANISATIONS - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT

63. Hon N.D. GRIFFITI-IS to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Since 16 February 1993 what funds have been paid by the Office of

Racing and Gaming to in each case Channel 7, Channel 9. Channel 10,
The West Australian, Sunday Times, community newspapers, Golden West
Network and The Australian?

(2) What is the amount contracted in each case to the above media
organisations to be paid that has not yet been paid?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:

The information sought would require considerable researh and I amn not
prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. If the member has a
specific question about funds paid to media organisations I will be pleased
to respond.
MEDIA ORGANISATIONS - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT

64. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Since 16 February 1993 what funds have been paid by the Racecourse

Development Trust to in each case Channel 7, Channel 9, Channel lop The
West Australian, Sunday Times, community newspapers, Golden West
Network and The Australian?

(2) What is the amount contracted in each case to the above media
organisations to be paid that has not yet been paid?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:

The information sought would require considerable research and I am not
prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. If the member has a
specific question about funds paid to media organisadions I will be pleased
to respond.
MIEDIA ORGA NISATIONS - GOVERNMENT PAYMENT

65. Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Since 16 February 1993 what funds have been paid by the Totalisator

Agency Board to in each case Channel 7, Channel 9. Channel 10, The
West Australian, Sunday Times, community newspapers, Golden West
Network and The Australian?

(2) What is the amount contracted in each case to the above media
organisations to be paid that has not yet been paid?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1)-(2) The information sought would require considerable researh and I am not

prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. If the member has a
specific question about funds paid to media organisations I will be pleased
to respond.
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STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE OFFCE (SGlO) - PRIVATISATION
AND FLOAT, COST

97. Hon MARK NEVJLL to the Minister for Finance:
(1) Will the Minister please provide to the House a full breakdown of the

costs incurred in the privatisation and float of the State Government
Insurance Office?

(2) Will the Minister provide estimates of costs which the Government still
expects will be incurred by the State Government Insurance Commission
or the Government relating to the privatisation and float of the 5010?

(3) What is the gross income received by the Government from. the float of
the SG10?

(4) What is the net income received by the Government from the float of the
SGo?

(5) What future income does the Government expect fronm the float?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(I) The decision by the previous government to privatise the 5010 made it

necessary to incur the following costs. The costs of privatising, which
include the flotation of 5010 Insurance Limited and the effect of
restructuring the State Government Insurance Corporation and
Commission, during the 1993-94 financial year until the end of April
1994, were approximately $1O.66m. Prior to the current financial year
costs were S4.25m. Set out below is the aggregate amount which the State
Government Insurance Commission, as the parent company, has incurred
as at the end of April 1994.

1. Experts and advisers 3.982
HT Corporate Finance Limited, Mallesons Stephen
Jaques, Deloitte Touche Tohmacsu, Deloittes and
Associates Pty Ltd, Coopers and Lybrand Actuarial
Services Pty Ltd, The Collin Hill Group Pty Ltd,
Corrs Chambers Westgarth, Parker & Parker and
William M. Mercer Pty Ltd. All of the above,
except Parker & Parker, Corns Chambers Westgarth
and William M. Mercer Ltd were engaged by a
privatisation committee established in early 1992
comprising representatives of the Government of
Western Australia. the Treasury, the commission
and SGlO Insurance Ltd. The figure shown opposite
is for work performed for that period by those
advisers which has been paid by the commission.
In addition to the abovementioned amount, BT 2.o62
Corporate Finance Limited received a fee of 1.25%
of the cotal proceeds of the sale including the
equity recapitalisation of 5010.

2. Underwriters' fees 3.630
3. Handling fees 0.821

Paid to member organisations of the Australian
Stock Exchange

4. Disbursements 3.317
In relation to advertising and market research,
printing, public and investor relations, recruitmnent,
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logo, superannuation fund establishment share
infornmation, travel and accommodation, other
consultants' fees, regulatry fees and other
miscellaneous items.

s. sGo employee entitlements 1.098
(2) I anticipate chat ic will be less than $0.25m.
(3) The Government did not receive any gross income from the float of the

S010. The gross proceeds received by the State Government Insurance
Commission, which was the owner of the SGIO, was $129.36m.

(4) The Government did not receive any net income from the float of the
SGIO.

(5) Now chat the SGIO has been privatised, the Government does not expect
to receive any income other than what is paid by SGIO Insurance Limited
in the counte of payment of state taxes.

"ABUSE IN FAMILIES" - PRINTING; COST
167. Hon N.D. GRIFFThS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for the Family:
With respect to the "Abuse in Families" background information and
planning document -

(1) Who printed the document?
(2) What was the cost?
(3) If State Print was not used, why was it not used?
(4) If it was not used, was it asked to tender?
(5) If it was asked to tender, what price did it tender?
(6) What price was tendered by the printer?

Hon ESJ. CHARLTON replied:
Answer provided by the Minister for the Family -
(1) Wbozu was selected to produce the document. They contrcted

the printing to Lamb Print.
(2) $4 370.
(3) State Print declined to quote as it was unable to meet the deadline.
(4) Yes.
(5)-(6) Not applicable.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - SPECIALIST MOBILE TEAM, ESTABLISHMENT
349. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Community Development:
(1) Will a small specialist mobile team be established and resourved to

facilitate understanding and provide information to interested community
groups with respect to the issue of domestic violence?

(2) If so, when?
(3) If so, what is the envisaged cost?
(4) if not, why not?
Hon E.J. CH-ARLTON replied:

Answer provided by the Minister for Community Development -

,(l}'(2) As part of the "Abuse in Familie" campaign, a range of local
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initiatives will be developed over the next 12 months across the
state. Each of the 21 district offices in the department has
nominated an officer as a local campaign coordinator and these
officers receive regular suppon from the campaign manager. The
strategy is considered to be far more effective and to have more
lasting effects than a small mobile ream because the local
campaign coordinator will be able to work with local groups
throughout the year.

(3) The costs of the local initiatives are included in die overall budget
for the campaign which is $1.6mx.

(4) Not applicable.
ElLEMNBROOK DEVELOPMENT - INFRASTRUCTURE COST

361. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for
Planning:

What is the estimate of the cost of State Government funding in the
provision of infrastructure for the Ellenbreok development?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The cost of infrastructure provision is not the responsibility of the Minister
for Planning. Details of cost estimates should be sought from the
appropriate Ministers.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE OFFICE (5010) - SALE
Gross Sum; Expenses; Proceeds Retained, Paid to SGIC, Balance

364. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Miniszer for Finance:
(1) What is the gross sum received on the sale of the State Government

Insurance Office?
(2) What were the expenses of the sale?
(3) Of the proceeds of sale how mnuch was retained by the SOLO?
(4) Of the proceeds of sale how much was paid to the State Government

Insurance Commission?
(5) Where did the balance of proceeds of sale go?
Hon.MAX EVANS replied:
(1) Gross sum received from sale $165m.
(2) Answered in Legislative Council question on notice 97(1) and (2).
(3) SGlO Insurance Limited received $35 643 584.
(4) Answered in Legislative Council question on notice 97(3).
(5) T'here was no remaining balance.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

BUS SERVICES - AND TRAIN SERVICES
Sundays and Public Holidays Review

113. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is it true that the policy of ceasing bus and train services at 7.30 pmn and

8.30 pm respectively on Sundays and public holidays was implemented in
1982?

(2) If so, in view of -
(a) the increased demand since 1982;
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(b) the increasing number of young people, particularly in the northern

suburbs, and others without motor vehicles, who may wish to
travel into the city or elsewher on Sundays and public holidays;

(c) the desire to bring life back into the central Pert precinct; and
(d) the need to provide adequate facilities for tourists,
will the Minister review the policy with a view to extending bus and train
services on these nights to bring them into line with services provided at
ocher times?

(3) If not, why not?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

The member has raised a good point. The Government is reviewing bus
and train services at the moment and, obviously, as it leads in to changes
to the public transport system, it wants to maxiinise all the options
available. Thai means integration with not only rail and bus, but also taxis
and the like, to try to maximise opportunities for people to use some form
of public transport. As tenders are called for various areas, at the same
time we will give the Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger Transport Trust the
opportunity to keep pace with the times and demands, and to come up
with proposals that encourage that to happen. The Governent is
currently reviewing the options that could be taken advantage of.

WANNEROG CITY COUNCIL - EDWARDES, COLIN AND SMITH,
WAYDE

Confidential Police Records on Arnold Daunmers, Police Inquiry
114. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Mines representing the Minister

for Police:
Some notice has been given of this question. In relation to the answer by
the Minister for Police to Legislative Assembly question 1668 -

(1) Which police officers interviewed Councillor Colin Edwaides and
Mr Wayde Smith about alleged improper possession of
confidential police records relating to Councillor Arnold
Dammers?

(2) To which units were those officers attached?
(3) When were these investigations made?
(4) What explanation was given by Cr Colin Edwardes to persuade

police that he camne by the records lawfully?
(5) What other officers were involved in investigating allegations of

blackmail and/or intimidation against Cr Edwardes?
(6) Did police investigate a subsequent complaint made by

Cr Daminers concerning a letter containing material that could
only have been obtained (romn confidential police records, and was
circulated by his opponents in the 1991 election campaign?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question, to which the Minister
for Police has provided the following reply -

(l)-(6) In order to adequately and accurately answer these questions,
police records relating to the matters need to be examined. 1Tis
has not been able to be completed in the time provided and I ask
that the question be put on notice so that a full answer can be
prepared-



WAN NEROO CITY COUNCIL - KYLE INQUIRY
Improper Influence Within Police Department Allegations

115. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Mines representing the Minister
for Police:

What action does the Minister intend to take regarding allegations
contained in the report of the Kyle inquiry that improper influence in the
Police Department has stopped any prosecution of matters brought before
the inquiry, in the light of Commissioner Kyle's comments that he could
not investigate the Police Department and it may be appropriate for some
other body to do so?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question, to which the Minister
for Police has provided the following reply. The Commissioner of Police
has advised -

it is understood chat the original allegations contained in chapter 7
of the Kyle report on intimidation were investigated by a senior
police investigator. The further allegations by both sides of
improper influence within the Police Department have never been
referred to the internal affairs branch for investigation by any
outside body. However, the internal affairs branch is aware that
these allegations exist, but does not believe they require further
investigation in the light of that senior police investigator's
previous inquiry.

SCHOOLS - DEVOLUTION
Ministerial Independent Assessment Group on Devolution Paper

116. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
With reference to the release today of the paper of the Ministerial
Independent Assessment Group on Devolution, will the Minister inform
the House what resources he proposes to put in place to offset the
increasing administrative tasks and responsibilities placed on teachers and
principals as a result of the devolution currently embarked upon?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I have not received notice of that question so I will give my answer
without the benefit of some notice.
That document is a discussion paper prepared by the Hoffman inquiry into
devolution in Western Australian schools. It is a product of that group and
has no status in terms of commitments made by anybody. It does not
necessarily represent my views or those of the Education Department. It
is released for discussion, and I hope it will be treated in that way. It is
intended to be a mechanism to promote sensible, mature debate about the
issues of devolution of responsibility to our schools. I sincerely hope the
Opposition will see it in that light. It is a very important document,
produced by a group of people who have no axe to grind but who have an
interest in education in Western Australia. It represents a series of
discussion points and, in a sense, discussion starters about devolution.
Since it does not represent a particular point of view, the remainder of the
question is not applicable. Should the Government decide to introduce
further devolution into the school system, the issues raised in the second
part of the question will be addressed. I remind members that devolution
began in 1987 with the Better Schools document. It is not something new
which I have created. The next stage in devolution is being assessed by
the Hoffman group, and this discussion paper will allow people to
consider and debate some of the issues raised.
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TRADING HOURS - DEREGULATION
Minister's Decision

117. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHIS to the Minister for Fair Trading:
(1) Is the Minister aware of a media release by the President of the WA

Retailers Association Inc, Mr Whybrow, dated 2 June 1994, in which he
cautions people contemplating entering the small business sector, and
states, among other things, "Do not make hasty decisions ... into the
purchasing or starting of businesses until the Minister of Fair Trading
announces his decision on the deregulation of trading hours"?

(2) When will the Minister announce his decision on the deregulation of
trading hours?

Hon PEThR FOSS replied:

1 am carrying out a review of the Act, which is a provision of the Act
passed five years ago. I am not making a decision on deregulation of
trading hours, but am carrying out a review required by Statute. Of
course, everyone has assumed it will lead to a decision on deregulation of
trading hours, and that may very well be the case, but first we must review
the legislation, as required by the Act itself I am aware of a media release
by Mr Whybrow - I am not sure whether it is the one referred to - in which
he started at shadows, in that he indicated a rumour was going around that
employees should be ready to work late nights on Tuesdays, Wednesdays,
Thursdays, Fridays and Saturdays. It is something of which I have no
knowledge. It is a total puzzlement to me. Apparently it has been
suggested that I am contemplating such a move under section 5 of the
Retail Trading Hours Act- Like many rumours around this town,
particularly concerning Mr Whybrow. this concern is totally unjustified.
It is in fact an illusion. I am not intending to do anything of the sort. It is
news to me. He has misunderstood the process which has been set in
place by Parliament, which is to require a review of the 1987 Act.

YAMATJ] PATROL - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
118. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Health representing the

Attorney General:
Some notice has been given of the question. Would the Attorney General
advise if the Yarnatji Patrol, which has been such a great success in
Geraldton, will continue to receive funding from the Government?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
A working party has been convened to review the roles and funding of al
patrols, including the Yamarji Patrol. This working party will report in
July.

FOREIGN OWNERSHIP OF LAND - PROMOTION BY MINISTER FOR
LANDS

119. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Leader of the House;, Minister for Lands; Mines:
Has the Minister undertaken as part of his duties in Australia, or on any
international visit, the promotion of the sae of land or projects which
would involve a degree of foreign ownership of land in Western
Australia?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
It is not my recollection that I have done that. If Hon Kim Chance has any
examples of people suggesting that I have, perhaps he would refer them to
me.
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SCHOOLS - RATIONALISATION PROCESS
Redundancies

120. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
How many people are envisaged would be made redundant or lose their
current jobs as a result of the school rationalisation process?

Hon N.E. MOORE replied:
None to my knowledge.

SCHOOLS - RATIONALISATION PROCESS
Employment Guarantees or Redundancy Packages

121. Hon JOHN HALDEN to (he Minister for Education:
As a result of the school rationalisation process, will all employees of the
Education Department be guaranteed employment with the department or
be offered a redundancy package?

Hon N.E. MOORE replied:
The Leader of the Opposition is making assumptions that he is niot entitled
to make about the rationalisation process. Perhaps if he sat down and
looked at the demographics in respect of education in Western Australia
he would be aware of projections made by people of the stature of
Professor Stanley that within two or three years we could have a shortage
of teachers because our population, particularly in the northern suburbs,
and south of Rockingham and in the eastern suburbs, is growing
enormously with a resultant significant demand for new schools.
Whenever we have new schools we also need new staff. If some schools
choose to close through the rationalisation process, I predict that any staff
so affected would find ready employment in the new schools being
developed - within Western Australia, and in those schools which are
growing. Many schools are growing rapidly. I do not expect that the
rationalisation process will have any effect on employment levels. It is a
rationalisation of resources, so teachers will be moving into the growing
schools, and we will make better use of the facilities made available by to
the rationalisation process. The member makes an assumption that some
schools will close. No-one should make that assumption because no-one
knows what the situation will be until the process is put into practice.

Hon Doug Wenn: Mr Bradshaw has indicated that Benger Primary School will
close.

Hon N.F. MOORE: If that is correct, and I doubt it -

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member knows that his interjection is out of
order, and he is certainly out of order when intetecting from that seat.

Hon N.F. MOORE: On the assumption that the interjection has been recorded, I
do not expect for one minute that Mr Bradshaw would have said anything
of that nature. I will check it out. I have said repeatedly - and some
people need to hear it more often than others - that the rationalisation
process will involve parents making the final decision about whether
schools will close or amalgamate. If the parents of children attending
Benger Primary School, or any other school that may or not be considered
for rationalisation, decide to make no change, that will be how the
situation will continue.

WESTERN MINING CORP LTD - SMELTER, KALGOORLIE, SULPHUR
EMISSION POLLUTION, HEALTH MONITORING

122. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Health:
As the Minister for the Environment has given permission for the Western
Mining smelter at Kalgoorlie to greatly exceed World Health Organisation
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sulphur emission levels, will the Health Department be undertakig any
monitoring of community health in Kalgoorlie to ensure that no grave
health problems are caused by this pollution?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for that information. I was not aware of it. I will take
the question on notice.

SCHOOLS - RATIONALISATION PROCESS
Long Term Temporary Staff, Employment Guarantee

123. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
For the sake of clarity, can the Minister advise if all long termi temporary
staff - that is, those employed for more than two years with the
department - will be guaranteed continuity of employment with the
department if their current positions are placed in jeopardy as a result of
the school rationalisation process?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
As stated in my previous answer, I do not believe that anyone's position is
in jeopardy as a result of the rationalisation process.

Hon Tomn Stephens: Except your own.
Hon N.E. MOORE: The member can make such inane Comments -

Hon Kim Chance: I thought it was clever.
Hon N.F. MOORE: For him, it was quite clever. I will chalk up that one because

usually he is a long way behind. I do not want to go through an
explanation of the rationalisation process again for the Leader of the
Opposition, who I hope has had time to investigate the Education portfolio
to understand what the future is all about. It is all about growth. One
significant problem is finding enough money to build the necessary
schools in the future. Hon Graham Edwards asked a question the other
day on this issue. He was correct, because significant demand is building
up because people are coming to live in Western Australia and the
population is growing - unlike other states, except perhaps Queensland,
we have a growing school population. The expected growth between now
and the end of the century is ' about 15 per cent, which will result in a need
for more schools and more teachers. Professor Stanley has predicted that
within three years we will have a shortage of teachers. That situation will
arise even when in this year we had about 1 000 graduates who could not
find jobs. The situation is changing dramatically. The rationalisation
process will not have any effect on the employment prospects of existing
or future staff.
Temporary staff are temporary because of the requirement for diem to
serve in particular circum stances in particular schools. If opportunities in
those schools are not available, that staff may not be offered jobs in other
parts of the state. That has been the situation with the staffing of schools
for many years, including the 10 years in which the Leader of the
Opposition was in government. It is necessary to enable the department to
have a degree of flexibility to ensure that all schools have adequate staff.
Regrettably, because staff are temporary, no Minister could say he could
guarantee jobs for any period, because that is the way the system operates.
I am sure the member would not expect me to do that.

JOBMATE PROGRAM, NEWMAN - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
124. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:

(1) Does the Minister recall the Jobmnate program in Newman?
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(2) Will the Minister take the opportunity, even at this late stage on the eve of
the state Budget, of maing one last plea to die Treasurer to ensure the
Minister's budget is not cut so dramatically as would lead to a 70 per cent
reduction of funds allocated to programs such as Jobmate in Newman and
could certainly lead to its closure if the expectations of the community
organisations are accurate?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) 1 am aware of the Jobmate program. I think that organisation operates out

of the Newman office of Hon Torn Stephens. along with the local
newspaper.

Hon Tomn Stephens: It is a very good newspaper.
Hon N.E. MOORE: I am told that from time to time the member passes through

the office on his way to Darwin. The question about Jobmate and other
similar types of employment programs was asked twice yesterday by the
Leader of the Opposition. I will make the point again.

Hon E.J. Charlton: Hon Tom Stephens is not always here.
Hon N.F. MOORE: That is true. Perhaps he was not here. The member will be

aware, because he will have read the detail, that the Federal Government
issued a White Paper designed to deal with the problem of chronic
unemployment in Australia. Many new programs are being funded
through the White Paper programs. In Western Australia we have decided
to look at the programs that are conducted through the Department of
Training that are related to assisting people who have long term
employment problems and to make sure that what we have fits in with the
new initiatives in the White Paper. The whole question is being looked at
in that context. It is not a question of finding money but of making sure
that the money that we do spend is being spent in the best way possible. I
am sure that Opposition members would agree that that is what we should
be doing as a Government.
The employment equity programs were put in place by the previous
government to deal with particular problems that occurred in the early
1980s and the early 1990s. The problems that exist now may not be the
same as those. However, it makes a lot of sense to review those programs
to ensure that they are better focused on the needs of unemployed people
in Western Australia. At this time, in view of the significant increase in
expenditure that the White Paper has brought about, it is particularly
relevant and absolutely vital that we ensure there is no duplication,
overlap or wasted energy in dealing with what is probably still Australia's
most serious problem - unenmployment. Although the unemployment rate
in Western Australia is the lowest in the nation, it is still a significant
problem. We want to make sure that every dollar that we spend in
employment equity programs will help the long term unemployed.

SCHOOLS - RATIONALISATION PROCESS
Redundancies, Education Department Document

125. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
Will the Minister confirm that the Education Department has issued a
document to assist departmental officers in how they should advise people
who may find themselves made redundant as a result of the school
rationalisation process?

Hon NEF MOORE replied:
Not to my knowledge. If the member has a copy, I would like to see it.

Hon John Halden: I will provide it to you.
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POLICE - COMMUNITY POLICING
Police Officers, Additional Need

126. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Mines representing the
Minister for Police:

I have given some notice of this question. I refer the Minister to his
previous claims that he is totally committed to community policing and
ask -

(1) Is the Minister aware that facilities for community policing have
been offered by the management at the Whitford City Shopping
Centre and the Marangaroo Shopping Centre but that both oftens
have been refused because there are not enough police officers to
man them?

(2) Given the desperate need for more police on the beat, will the
Minister now undertake to make the police available?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for notice of this question. The Minister for Polie
has provided the following reply -

(1) No. At this date no official request or offer has been received at
the office of the Commissioner of Police.

(2) The deployment of police officers throughout the state is the
responsibility of the Commissioner of Police. However, the
member needs to be aware that a police officer allocated to
community policing is then not available to patrol on the beat.
Thus, allocating officers to community policing in some ways
defeats the member's apparent objective of getting more officers
on the beat.

WANNEROO CITY COUNCIL - SPLIT, PETITON TABLING
127. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport representing the

Minister for Local Government:
in relation to the answer by the Minister for Local Government to question
48 in the Legislative Assembly on Wednesday, 1 June 1994, is the
Minister prepared to table the petition he has received seeking to split the
City of Wanneroo?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for notice of this question. The Minister for Local
Government has provided the following reply -

The preamble to the question refers to question 48 asked last
Wednesday. I June 1994. That question was directed to the
Minister for Fair Trading and concerned Boat Torque Cruises, not
the City of Wanneroo. It is not clear what relationship. if any, one
question has to the other. Therefore, I am unable to answer this
question.

WANNEROO CITY COUNCIL- - SPLIT, PETITON TABLING
128. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport representing the

Minister for Local Government:
Thte question 48 referred to was asked in the Legislative Assembly, yet the
Minister for Fair Trading is from the Legislative Council. Therefore, the
question could not possibly have been directed to the Minister for Fair
Trading.

Hon E.. Chariton: is that this chap over here, this good looking one?
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Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:- Yes, that is the Minister who is sitting apposite me.

I am always pleased to educate the Minister for Transport. My question
related to question 48 asked in the Legislative Assembly. Did the
Minister for Local Government read the question?

Hon E.l. CHARLTON replied:
I am only relaying the answer provided by the Minister for Local
Government. The member should ask the Minister for Local Government,
not me.

Ron AJ.G. MacTiernan: Perhaps tomorrow we should ask him whether he can

OUR HEALTH OUR FUTURE - PRINTER
129. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for Health:

My question follows that which I asked yesterday about the pamphlet that
was distributed in Bunbury about the new hospital. Can the Minister
advise where the pamphlets were printed?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
No: however, I can inquire for the member. I had nothing to do with IL It
was arranged in Bunbury and I have no information on the matter.

AIR SERVICES - BROOME AND DERBY, ALTERNATIVE REGULAR
PUBLIC TRANSPORT SERVICE CONSIDERATION

130. Hon Tom STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport:
Is the Minister currently considering proposals that would lead to the
establishment of an alternative regular public transport air service between
Broome and Derby to the existing daily air service?

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied:
As the member has commenced in recent times, Ansett Australia operates
the jet air services. We are doing what any government would do to try to
ensure that the services are not only maintained but als imrved for all
of the people of Western Australia. It is a commercial deiinby AnsetL
However, I agree with the comments made by Hon Tom Stephens in
recent times about our keeping the pressure on. The member will be
aware, in relation to other airline services in this state, that the non-jet
services are being reviewed by the Government to ensure that the people
of Western Australia have the opportunity for input into that decision so
that we can maximise the effort of getting the most up-to-date information
and options. As I said yesterday, I am sure that Hon Tom Stephens will
have an input into that process along with all of the other people who were
encouraged to do so. It is not a matter of reviewing a change in the
services but of improving the services and the cost benefits to users.

SCHOOLS - PRIMARY
18 New, Lis

131. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Winl the Minister confirm that the Education Department has identified 18

possible new primary schools to be constructed for 1996?
(2) Will the Minister provide the House with a list of those schools?
Hon NEF. MOORE replied:
(I)-(2)

That question is pretty difficult to answer without notice, given that it
involves a list of 18 sites.
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Hon John Halden: I asked whether you would table the list. I did not mean now,
but perhaps later.

Hon N.F. MOORE: I am happy to provide the information in respect of the
second part of the question in the event that the list exists. Decisions
about new primary schools are made on a moving feast basis, as I have
gone to great pains in this House to explain to the member -

Hon John Halden: I understand that.
Hon N.F. MOORE: - as populations vary and as some suburbs grow more

quickly than others.
Hon Tom Stephens: And as the needs of the Liberal Party change near to an

election.
Hon Peter Foss: You mean the Labor Party!
Hon N.F. MOORE: When we get a chance to debate motion No I on today's

Notice Paper, for which I have been waiting during the time it has been
sitting there, I look forward very much to telling members opposite how
they spent money when they were in office.

Hon John Halden: You do not have to worry about us.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I will then explain the absolute stupidity of the first part of

the motion about my performance. But that is for another time,
Mr President, as you are aware. I will find out whether that number of
schools is required. If 18 are required - I have been told that there is a
significant number in the year or two ahead - the demands on the sate's
Budget will be quite dramatic. That will bring into focus very clearly the
problem that the state has financially as a result of 10 years of Labor Party
government.

AIR SERVICES - BROOME AND KIMBERLEY, REGULAR PUBLIC
TRANSPORT SERVICE CONSIDERATION

132. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport:
God only knows what the Minister meant by his answer to mny last
question. Could the Minister advise, in the absence of his ability to do so
in response to my last question, whether he is proposing to establish a
regular public transport air service between Broome and the inland
communities of the Kimberley, specifically Fitzroy Crossing and Halls
Creek, as opposed to allowing the continuation of the existing RYET
services between Derby, Fitzroy Crossing and Halls Creek?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
Mr President, I have had discussions with the Department of Transport,
which is reviewing some of those operations around the state. I will
provide the member with any up-to-date information, and I will check that
out and give it to him tomorrow.

The PRESIDENT: Before we resume the debate, it is a long time since I have
reminded members and particularly Ministers of a certain matter. I
shudder when a Minister implies that the answer to a question is not his. 1
have said many, many times that a member of this House does not ask a
question of a Minister in another place. A member of this House can ask a
question only of a Minister in this place, and the only Minister who can
answer a question in this place is a Minister in this place. What source the
Minister int this place uses to obtain his information is immaterial. The
fact of the matter is that the answer given belongs to the Minister in this
place; it does not belong to a Minister in a different place. The answer
and responsibility for the correctness of it remains with the Minister in this
place. I guess I should do this once a month or whenever just to remind
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members. I had to do it several times during the life of the previous
government and I thought that most honourable members understood it.
T7he Premier does not answer questions in this place, and nobody in this
place can ask the Premier a question unless the member writes him a
letter. The Minister who represents the Premier in this place may wish to
go to the Premier and ask him for some advice in regard to the correct way
to answer a question that has been asked of the Minister in this place. I
guess I had better stop, because the further I go the more complicated it is
getting. The fact of the matter remains that an answer given in this place
is the total and absolute responsibility of the Minister in this place as to its
correctness or otherwise.


