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THE DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brawn) rook the Chair at 2.30 pm, and read
prayers.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION - BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
Stare Government Insurance Commission -Documents Tabling

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Attorney General) [2.32 pm] - by leave: On
Tuesday, 17 September, the House considered a motion by the Leader of the Opposition for
the tabling of certain Stare Government Insurance Commission documents. As I was absent
on 17 and 18 September, and the Estimates Committees have occupied the rime of the House
since then, this is my firsr opportunity to comment on certain aspects of the debate as they
relate to me personally.
May I say, firstly, that, given the ready availability of Royal Commission transcripts, it is
disappointing to note the extent to which I have been misrepresented. At the outset,
Hon George Cash said, on 17 September -

..the Attorney General has claimed in this House that, while the opinion given to
the SGIC was available to him, he did nor, as the Attorney General, read that opinion.

He also said that "he" - that is, the Attorney General - "also advised two other Ministers of
the Crown during a Cabinet meeting that they should not read that advice."
Neither of those statements is correct. What I actually said, among other things, at pages
10 011 and 10 162 of the transcript of the Royal Commission may be summarised as follows:
Firstly, I did not have the opinion. The Cabinet meeting on 26 April was the first time I had
heard of it. Secondly, the question was, "Should the Government request the opinion from
the SGIC for the purpose of seeking a second opinion on it?" Thirdly, I suggested that we
should not do so because all discussions had been on the basis of an SCIC rather than a
Government proposal, and it should therefore be left to the SGIC to ensure all legal
requirements were met. Fourthly and finally, there was no question of my advising two
Ministers against reading the SQIC's advice. The fact is, neither had suggested that they
themselves should do so, and that is also clear from page 10 162 of the transcript.
Hon George Cash went on to quote an unnamed adviser to the following effect -

..the Attorney General may have believed that the advice indicated that either
illegality could or would occur or that there was some doubt about the legal
arrangement being proposed by the SCIC at the time of the purchase.

Nothing cou 'ld be further from the truth, and the transcript makes that clear as well. I
acknowledge that I am open to the criticism that, irrespective of the primary and independent
role of the SGIC in the Bell purchase, it was impractical to expect the Government to remain
uninvolved if things went wrong, as in fact they eventually did. I acknowledged thar to the
Royal Commission, and I have no reservations about repeating that now. That, however, is
very far from - in fact it is totally unrelated to - the improper motives which Hon George
Cash's comments implied.
At a later point Hon George Cash asked, "...why the Attorney General, after the National
Companies and Securities Commission had begun its investigations into the purchase of the
shares by the SGIC and Bond Corporation, failed to seek further legal advice with regard to
the position of the State Government." Here again the position is very clear. I did not seek
further legal advice at that point because that was being undertaken by the Premier as the
Minister directly responsible for the SGIC. As is known, he eventually appointed new senior
counsel to represent the SGIC at the National Companies and Securities Commission
hearing, and that in the person of Mr Eric Heenan, QC.
Hon George Cash also referred to a question and answer in the House on 19 June 1990. The
questioA was -

Without referring to the particulars of the transaction, or transgressing any sub judice
rule, would the Attorney General describe what his role was in the Be1L/SGIC
transaction?
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Hon J.M. Berinson, as Attorney General, replied -

I had very little to do with that transaction other than what was part of the general
Cabinet role involved. I was informed a couple of days before the presentation to
Cabinet of the proposal that the SGIC was interested in that transaction. I was given
an indication of the price of the shares in question. When I queried that, I was asked
by the Premier to make some inquiries between then and the time of the Cabinet
meeting. As it happened, those inquiries were of no assistance to me at all, no doubt
due to my own lack of knowledge of the particular area and an inability by me to
make an independent judgment about the value of assets held by Bell Group on which
an assessment of the price was based. For the rest, I was one of the members of the
Cabinet present at the meeting when the issue was discussed with SCIC
representatives.

That was an absolutely accurate and complete answer. Contrary to Hon George Cash's
assertion, the fact that I introduced the subject at Cabinet at the Premier's request did not
make me the sponsor of it, and that is clear from the Royal Commission transcript as well. In
fact the transcript will show that I elaborated on the matter set out in the quoted answer to
indicate my inability to express a personal view on the SOIC valuation.
While it is important that the criticisms to which I have referred should not go unanswered, I
cannot ignore a number of comments attributed by the media to Mr Kevin Edwards at the
Royal Commission yesterday. As I have indicated to the media, it is impossible to have a
formal, detailed inquiry on the one hand and an ad hoc public debate on selected commission
events simultaneously. Nonetheless, given the predictable Opposition call yet again for me
to stand down, the least I should do is repeat to the House what I released to the media
yesterday. I7 said this -

I have seen reports but not the full transcript of Mr Kevin Edwards' statements to the
Royal Commission today.

Hon Peter Foss: Would you like to see the transcript? I have it here.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: That is very kind of Hon Peter Foss. I would think that is about as
helpful as the rest of the member's contribution to today's events. To continue with my
Press release -

If these reports are accurate, a number of his comments are seriously different from
my own clear recollection of events as provided to the Commission.
They provide no basis for me to move from the evidence I have already given.
In particular my position remains that I did not participate in any meeting directed to
putting SCIC or GESB deposits into Rothwells, directly or indirectly.
All evidence will no doubt be examined in detail as the Royal Commission proceeds.
The Commission will be very aware that it can recall me if it thinks that is necessary.
I would be happy to make myself available at any time.
In the meantime, it is impossible to have the issues considered by the Commission
and debated by me in the media simultaneously. Accordingly, I do not intend to enter
into public debate outside the Commission.

The major claim by the advocates for a Royal Commission was that this was the only way to
get at the real facts. Especially now that the commission process is so far advanced, there is
only one reasonable thing to do when potentially contentious issues arise; that is, to wait the
few remaining months for the actual findings of the Royal Commission, even if that does
involve some restraint on the instinctive Opposition temptation to attack at all times, at all
costs, irrespective of the merits and, if necessary, in the face of demands of ordinary fairness
and common decency.

CRIMINAL INJURIES COMPENSATION BILL
Assent

Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the Bill.
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STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
COMMISSION

Bell Group Shares Purchase - Attorney General's Role Disclosure
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [2.47 pm): I
move, without notice -

That so much of Standing Orders be suspended to allow me to move the following
motion without notice -

flat the Attorney General be required to make a full and frank disclosure to
the House of his knowledge and participatory role bath direct and indirect in
the decision by the State Government Insurance Commission to acquire
19.9 per cent of the shares in the Bell Group.

I move this motion because of the unique position of the Attorney General in this State. He
is the guardian of public interest, he occupies a special position in the Minisory, and he is the
first law officer in Western Australia. We need to take this urgent action so that the Attorney
General can make that full and frank disclosure so that the House can understand the role he
played in the purchase of the Bell Group shares. The purchase of the Bell Group shares by
the SGIC involved more than 60 million shares and in excess of $150 million. That
transaction also involved an underwriting agreement for $150 million of convertible notes.
The question which must be settled is Hon Joe Berinson's real role and his knowledge of and
participation in, both directly and indirectly, the acquisition of the shares. To date, the
Attorney General has been selective -

Hon J.M. Berinson: Can you indicate when you are calling for this statement to be made?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I will get to that in a moment.
Hon J.M. Berinson: The motion is unclear.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I will give the Attorney General the grounds on which he should
make that full and frank disclosure to this House.
Hon J.M. Berinson: When do you want it made?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! The question we are debating is that
so much of Standing Orders be suspended as to enable debate on the motion; we are not
debating the motion. I know that the Leader of the Opposition is aware of that, so I suggest
to any member who thinks he might like to interject or assist the Leader of the Opposition
that he certainly does not need any assistance; he is well aware of the motion we are
debating.
Hon GEORGE CASH: As you say, Sir, I am very aware that we are speaking on a motion to
suspend Standing Orders that, if carried, will allow me to move a motion that I have read to
the House. In support of the need to suspend Standing Orders, I point out that to date
Hon Joe Berinson has been very selective in advising of his role in the purchase of Bell
Group shares. He has been very selective in the answers that he has given to this House, and
in my view, having considered many of the answers given to the questions, he has
deliberately avoided giving a full and frank explanation of his role in the acquisition of those
shares. In support of the motion to suspend Standing Orders, I will advise the House of some
critical periods in 1988 which are very relevant to the motion. The first date is Sunday,
24 April 1988. The Attorney General in the past has advised this House that at the request of
the then Premier, Mr Dowding, he made some inquiries into the valuation of certain Bell
Group shares. The Attorney General has also, in his evidence to the Royal Commission
recently -

Point of Order
Hon J.M. BERINSON: Mr Deputy President, I am reluctant to interrupt the Leader of the
Opposition when he is burying himself so effectively.
Hon George Cash: You said that last time, Mr Berinson, but the one who was buried was
you.
Hon I-M. BERINSON: The motion before the House is that Standing Orders be suspended,
and any account of the very matters in the substantive motion which would follow the
carriage of this motion is out of place now.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I recognise fom the paints raised by the Attorney General and
members of the Legislative Council that it is a very difficult question on which to adjudicate,
in so much as the Leader of the Opposition is seeking the support of the House for the
suspension of Standing Orders. I have already indicated that this matter is in the hands of the
Leader of the Opposition and I recognise the right of any member to raise a query in this
regard. Having said that, I would also like to say to the Leader of the Opposition and any
other speaker that I am prepared to be lenient in this direction, but they must recognise that I
am also prepared to take any submission or point of order that might be raised. I am not
suggesting that they be raised, but I am prepared to consider these areas if there is a
transgression of Standing Orders. The Leader of the Opposition is well aware of his
responsibilities and I am sure that he will endeavour to accommodate the House.

Debate Restumed
Hon GEORGE CASH: The reason I want to give some brief details of the events of that
time is that they support my motion to suspend Standing Orders in order to consider other
matters. They are relevant to the motion currently under consideration by the House. I refer
to Sunday, 24 April 1988. and in particular to the interjection by the Attorney General, who
suggested that I was burying myself by raising that particular date. If anyone gets buried
over Sunday, 24 April 1988, it will be the Attorney General and not me, because he is aware
of the meeting -

Hon J.M. Berinson: Then no-one will get buried, because it certainly will not be me.
Hon GEORGE CASH: - and this is one of the matters I want included in that full and frank
explanation to the House. In support of the need to suspend Standing Orders I refer to
evidence given by the Attorney General only two weeks ago to the Royal Commission in
which he admitted that the then Premier. Mr Peter Dowding, had advised him of huge
deposits made by both the State Government insurance Commission and the Government
Employees Superannuation Board in Rothwells on that particular Sunday. The evidence is
there for all to read in the transcript of the Royal Commission.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I did not admit it, I said it.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Mr Berinson will get his chance in a moment.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Would Mr Cash like to talk about the urgency of his motion?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Would members acquaint themselves with Standing
Order No 461. which gives the President certain powers that he may exercise. I have
refrained from exercising those powers, but if this debate continues in the same manner I will
exercise them. The relevance of why we should suspend Standing Orders is far ranging and
it is the prerogative of the President to give that consideration. If the question asking for the
suspension of Standing Orders is debated in such a manner I will be compelled to exercise
the authority that is given to me under the Standing Orders.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I recognise Standing Order No 461 in so much as it talks about the
urgency and necessity of matters brought before this House. Again I refer to Sunday,
24 April 1988, because it is critical to members when they consider whether Standing Orders
should be suspended to enable me to move my motion. On Sunday, 24 April 1988 - and I do
not believe that this has been brought to the attention of the House in the past - an approach
was made by Kevin Edwards and Tony Lloyd to the Attorney General at his Mt Lawley
residence, in which both persons advised the Attorney General of the progress to date in the
SGIO'Bell deal, and further sought the Attorney General's advice and approval of the
purchase by the SGIC of shares in the Bell Group.
Hon J.M. Berinsan: What is your authority for that?
Hon GEORGE CASH: Let me finish this without any more interjections, and we will get
over it as soon as possible.
Hon J.M. Berinson: You are just asserting it.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I asserted a number of things on 4 September last year about the
Attorney General's role -

Hon J.M. Berinson: And you were wrong.
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Hon GEORGE CASH: No, in a number of cases where Mr Berinson claimed I was wrong
the facts now support what I said. At the time it was Mr Berinson who was trying to say he
did not know about certain things.
Hon .J.M. Berinson: You don't know what you are talking about. You have not read
Mr Foss' transcript.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! It is impossible for this debate to continue in the
manner it is being conducted. I can appreciate the responses as well as the comments of the
Leader of the Opposition. I do not want to bring the debate on the proposed motion to a bead
because it is dependent upon the suspension of Standing Orders, but if I cannot get some
clarity in the very near future I will exercise my authority under Standing Order No 461. I
warn the House of my position and that I will be asking for the motion to be brought on.

Withdrawal ofRemark
Hon J.M. BERINSON: As I understand the Leader of the Opposition's recent comments he
is in effect accusing me of having misled the House in response to a motion moved by him in
September last year. That is absolutely unacceptable.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): The Attorney General believes that
comments made by the Leader of the Opposition do not accord with the facts and has asked
that the Leader of the Opposition withdraw them.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Can the Attorney General identify those areas in which he believes I
have misrepresented him?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The Attorney General has covered that sufficiently and
I ask that the Leader of the Opposition withdraw.
Hon GEORGE CASH: With due deference, I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
I-on GEORGE CASH: The Attorney General will have to grin and bear the matters that I
raised on 4 September last year. I want a full and frank explanation of his role in the
purchase of the shames by the SOIC. The Attorney General can take whatever action he likes
to try to stall the House's becoming aware of his role in that deal, but in the end the House
and the community will find out.
Hon J.M. Berinson: You are a joke! I thought you were going to raise a serious motion
today.
Bon GEORGE CASH: It is a good thing that this is recorded in H-ansard, because if the
Attorney General is saying that his role in the purchase of the shares is not serious we are
dealing with someone who is likely to be declared senile.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I am saying that your role in this debate is a joke.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The Attorney General has been at pains not to let this House know,
in a full and frank way, about the meetings that he attended on Sunday, 24 April 1988.
Hon J.M. lHerinson: That is untrue.
Hon GEORGE CASH: That must be addressed by the Attorney General.

Point of Order
IBon TOM HELM: I ask for your assistance, Mr Deputy President. Is the House debating a
motion which will suspend the House? If so, is that suspension of the House to occur today?
Can we have a copy of the motion?
The DEPTUTY PRESIDENT: It is easy to receive a copy of the motion because it has been
circulated to members. However, the Leader of the Opposition is not moving a motion to
suspend the House; he is moving a motion to suspend so much of Standing Orders as would
permit another motion to be debated.

Debate Resumed
Hon GEORGE CASH: This is a matter of urgency and it is in the public's interest to know
about it. It is a matter that requires the Standing Orders to be suspended so that I can move
another motion. I have advised the House of certain meetings which occurred on Sunday,
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24 April 1988 and they are matters in which, in due course, I will call on the Attorney
General to advise the House of his involvement.

Point of Order
Hon GARRY KELLY: Standing Order No 461 says that in moving without notice as a
matter of urgency to suspend Standing Orders the debate should relate to why the matter is
urgent. It seems to me that Hon George Cash is debating the substance of the motion which
he seeks to move when he should be debating why we should suspend Standing Orders.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I have already given two rulings in the past half an hour. I
have made members aware of Standing Order No 461 and 1 am sure that the Leader of the
Opposition is reaching a conclusion in his attempts to have so much of Standing Orders
suspended. I will listen with interest to the comments of the Leader of the Opposition before
giving any ruling on the urgency of his request.

Debate Resumed
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am reaching a conclusion on why Standing Orders should be
suspended to enable me to move another motion; however, in reaching that conclusion it is
necessary for me to point out to the House that following the meeting on Sunday, 24 April
1988 there was a further meeting at Mr Laurie Connell's residence at which the SGIC
purchase of the Bell Group shares was discussed.

Point of Order
Hon J.M. BERINSON: I am being seriously misrepresented by the way in which
Hon George Cash is repeating as fact an assertion made before the Royal Commission which
I have specifically denied.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I did not suggest that Hon Joe Berinson attended chat meeting at all.
He seems to be jumping to conclusions.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: What is the relevance of that to my position?
Hon GEORGE CASH: Very relevant.
The DEPUTY PRES][DENT: A point of order has bc* raised about the dates of meetings
and that involves questions which can be debated further after we have disposed of the first
question. I know the Leader of the Opposition is reaching a conclusion and I ask him to
continue.

Debate Resumed
Hon GEORGE CASH: A meeting was held at Mr Connell's home on 24 April 1988 at
which the purchase by the SOIC of the Bell Group shares was discussed. Because of
previous comments in the House members will be aware of a letter dated 24 April, signed by
Mr Kevin Edwards and addressed to Mr Robert Holmes a Court, which sets out that the offer
for those shares was signed following the meeting at the Attorney General's home.
Hon J.M. Berinson: What has that got to do with me?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I refer the Attorney General to question 259 in this House on
Tuesday, 19 June 1990. The Attorney General tried to set out some information which
suggested that he had a very limited involvement in the purchase of the SGIC shares. More
than that, he suggested that he did not recall any discussion with the SGIC on that matter.
The reason we should suspend the Standing Orders today is to enable me to put to this House
the evidence that shows that certain of the answers given by the Attorney General in this
House regarding his role in the purchase of the SOIC shares do not stand up.
Hon J.M. Berinson: With what?
Hon GEORGE CASH: With the answers the Attorney General has given to the House.
Hon J.M. Berinson: What don't my answers stack up with - with statements by other people
which I have denied?
Hon GEORGE CASH: No; I ant not suggesting that at this stage. That is something we will
deal with later. There are conflicts in the Attorney General's answers to this House
regarding his role in those deals and I want him to explain the role he played in those deals. I
also want him to provide the House with a full and frank explanation of what went on,
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because when this matter was raised 12 months ago in this House he was at pains to suggest
that any meeting chat he had attended regarding the SCICYBelI Group share deal occurred on
Monday, 25 April 1988; that is, on Anzac Day.
Hon J.M. Berinson: That is right, and that remains right.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Is the Attorney General saying chat there was no meeting at his borne
on Sunday, 24 April?
Hon J.M. Berinson: What a joke!
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (H-on J.M. Brown): Order! I amn beginning to lose my patience,
particularly when the Attorney General and the Leader of the Opposition are exchanging
comments. The exchange of questions and answers across the Chamber is not sufficient to
give me an idea whether I shall allow the member to carry on with his motion to suspend
Standing Orders. I am attempting to accommodate all members of the House. Only one
member has the call and I insist on his being heard.
Hon GEORGE CASH: If members go through the answers that Hon Joe Berinson has
provided to this House regarding his role in the share deal it becomes clear that he wants this
House to believe that his role was confined to Anzac Day, Monday, 25 April 1988.
Members, if they require, can go to question 397 which was answered on 5 July 1990 and in
which answer Hon Joe Berinson admitted that on that Anzac Day he met with
Mr Peter Mitchell from Bond Corporation; other matters also are set out in that answer. He
also admitted in his reply to question 397 on 5 July 1990 that he was already aware on that
Anzac Day of the intended purchase by the State Government Insurance Commission and
Bond Corporation of the shares in the Bell Group.

Point of Order
Hon FRED McKENZIIE: Mr Deputy President, are we debating the motion to suspend
Standing Orders? I ask you to make a ruling on it.
Several members interjected.
Hon P.C. Pendal: It is the second raon - it is Mr Berinson's reputation.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT HnIi Brown): I would not tolerate incerjections if the two
members who interjected were taking a point of order. Hon Fred McKenzie is entitled to be
heard in the same way as is any other member when taking a point of order. I am quickly
running out of patience and members are testing me to make a ruling which, under the
powers I have, I might make in a very short time. Those powers will enable me to cut short
this debate and then members will have the opportunity to disagree with my ruling and that
will be as interesting as the question which is before the House. I urge the Leader of the
Opposition to recognise the tolerance I am exercising to enable all members to make a
contribution to this debate. I urge him to conclude his remarks.

Debate Reswned
Hon GEORGE CASH: I will, Mr Deputy President, but I want to make the following points
to the House. The burden of proof in respect of the actions of the Attorney General in my
view has now changed. As a member of this House I have, in the past, been prepared to
accept the answers the Attorney General has given to this House. However, given the public
comment and, indeed, the evidence presented to the Royal Commission in recent days, I
believe the burden of proof has changed and that the Attorney General should be given the
opportunity to advise this House of his real position in respect of the purchase of the Bell
Group shares. There is also a need to give consideration to the reputation of the Attorney
General. The notion has been raised in the media that there is a conflict of views as to
whether certain matters have taken place and that is a matter which needs to be straightened
out now. The Attorney General is the first law officer in Western Australia and this House
owes him the opportunity to stand in this place and state his role, both direct and indirect, in
respect of the purchase of the shares. It is a matter of public importance; it is a matter of
public urgency; and it is a matter that cannot wait two or more weeks until this House sits
again. The community of Western Australia needs to know now the real role that was played
by the Attorney General. In the interests of informing the community and, indeed, of
informing this House it is proper that the motion for the suspension of Standing Orders be
carried to enable the motion that I foreshadowed earlier to be debated in this place.
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Hon MARGARET McALEER: I formally second the motion.
HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Attorney General) [3.15 pm]: I offer
members a single guess as to the response of the Leader of the Opposition when I indicate I
do not support the motion. I am amazed that for a change he has remained silent - he has not
said it is a cover up. I wish he had kept true to form because then he would also have kept
tute to form as an absolutely miserable fraud on every aspect of the question he has raised
today.
Hon George Cash: Tell us about Sunday, 24 April.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: This is an amazing motion before the House. Not only that, it is a
disreputable motion. It is both amazing and disreputable on at least two scores.
Hon P.G. Pendal: Don't talk to us about being disreputable. You belong to a most
disreputable Government. You have a mortgage on it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon J.M. BERINSON: The motion is amazing in the first place because it calls for a
statement which the Opposition already has.
Hon George Cash: Rubbish! We asked for a full and frank explanation, not a half-hearted
and selective statement.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: I am sorry I seem to have aroused some conflict between the Leader
of the Opposition and Hon Peter Foss. I understood Hon Peter Foss to say a few minutes ago
that he had a complete transcript of the Royal Commission's proceedings and, if he has a
complete transcript -

Hon George Cash: Are you saying that the Royal Commission knows everything about your
role?
Hon J.M. BERINSON: The Leader of the Opposition was complaining about interjections a
minute ago.
Hon TOG. Butler: You are losing it, Mr Cash.
Hon P.O. Pendal: We know who is losing!
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! This is not an occasion on which
members should be interjecting across the Chamber in the way they are. I ask the Leader Of
the Opposition, as I asked the Attorney General a few moments ago, to recognise the
question we are debating; that is, that Standing Orders be suspended. In fairness to the
Attorney General and in view of the allowance I gave the Leader of the Opposition when he
made his comments about whether leave of the House should be granted, I should extend the
same courtesy to the Attorney General to explain why leave of the House should not be
granted. That does not invite interjections from either side of the House. If they continue I
will follow the course of action available to me.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: As I was saying, this motion is amazing. In the first place it calls for
a statement which the Opposition already has.
Hon George Cash: Rubbish!
Hon I.M. BERINSON: Hon Peter Foss has indicated that to the House with his indication of
the fact that the Opposition has a complete transcript of the proceedings of the Royal
Commission. That transcript includes the fullest possible account of both my views on the
transaction in which Hon George Cash is interested and everybody else's views. The
transcript of my appearance before the Royal Commission goes for something like 500 pages
and I have not stopped to count how many relate to the Bell Group share transaction.
However, I would not be surprised if, between the original examination and the various
cross-examinations, the transcript went for the best part of 60 to 80 pages on that account
alone. There is nothing else to be said. Whatever I had to say was said to the Royal
Commission and can be tested by the Royal Commission in a way the Leader of the
Opposition would not be prepared to do because the Royal Commission is set up on the basis
that it shall look for objectivity and fairness and not simply for the shallow political point.
The position in respect of this motion is made even more astonishing by the attempt to bring
on the motion as a matter of urgency when it is clearly nothing of the sort. About 15 or
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20 minutes ago I put it to the House that especially now that the Royal Commission process
is so far advanced, there is only one decent thing to do when potentially contentious issues
arise and that is to wait out the few remaining months for the findings of the Royal
Commission. Having had that course pointed out to it, the Opposition is caking precisely the
opposite direction. What is its hurry? Why is the Opposition afraid to wait on the findings
of the Royal Commission? I am not afraid. As I certainly am not, why is the Opposition?
Are Opposition members afraid chat somehow the facts will confuse their argument? I think
that is what the Opposition is facing up to. Why cannot members opposite wait for evidence
untested before the commission, which is the only evidence which Mr Cash has quoted in his
comments, to at least be tested before they adopt it? Not only that: Why do they call on this
Council to act on the Opposition's interpretation of those comments regardless of whether
that interpretation matches the views of the witnesses themselves?
Hon George Cash: Tell us about Sunday the 24th-, that is all I am asking you to do. Why do
you keep avoiding the question?
Hon J.M. BERINSON: Be my guest! The Leader of the Opposition should look at Mr Foss'
transcript from the Royal Commission because he will then see everything I have said about
24 and 25 April. If that copy of the transcript is up until lunchtime today members opposite
will be able to quote the matters they refer to with less certainty because those matters have
become fuzzy around the edges in the meantime so far as other evidence is concerned.
Mr Cash is not prepared to allow the Royal Commission to consider all evidence on a tested
rather than untested basis. He has today referred to answers I gave in a debate in September
1990 and is saying that my comments then must have been wrong because inconsistent
statements are apparently being made at the Royal Commission about those matters.
Hon George Cash: Inconsistent statements in respect Of Your answers.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: The Leader of the Opposition has succeeded with one stroke in being
unfair in two ways; firstly, he has quoted references from the Royal Commission which are
still as of today untested;, secondly, he has totally ignored my statements to the Royal
Commission made under oath with all the seriousness that that position commands, which
statements are entirely consistent with everything I have ever said in this House. I defy
anyone on the other side to point to any matter that I have put to this House at any time
relating to these issues and then go to my Royal Commission statements and find a single
example of inconsistency. They will not be able to do that because the truth is there
consistently.
Added to this fraudulent attempt to indicate urgency Mr Cash says not only that we should
pass this motion today but also that I should immediately proceed to a statement which took
up about 60 or 80 pages of Royal Commission transcript. That is the degree of his fairness -
I should be called to make a 60 to 80 page statement unprepared, without my material here,
without supporting documents and without the basic requirements for the preparation of a
statement which he says is serious but which I know is a mockery. That is his idea of
stressing the urgency of this situation, that I should immediately rise and make another 60 to
80 page statement.
Hon George Cash: I asked for a full and frank statement.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: To make the position even clearer on the urgency aspect, we should
remember that we are not talking about -

Hon George Cash: Sunday, 24 April.
Hon ILM. BERINSON: - something that happened last week and must be acted on
immediately or it will elude us, but something that goes back to April 1988. The matter has
waited for three and a half years so far. We now have a man so impressed by its urgency that
he wants this three and a half year old issue, which has already occupied the Royal
Commission for a month and no doubt will be part of its consideration for another three
months at least, to be addressed urgently between now and 6.00 pm on this Thursday.
Hon George Cash: To protect your reputation.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: This makes an absolute mockery of the forms of this House as well
as any attempt by it to approach this matter seriously and with any semblance of fairness and
decency.
Hon R.G. Pike: The Attorney General is on a red herring. Get to the real issue.
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Hon 3.M. BERINSON: I always welcome Mr Pike's contributions because they are so
hopeless. The real issue here is the motion before us seeking to suspend Standing Orders.
There is only one reason for suspending Standing Orders; that is, the so-called great urgency
of the motion proposed to follow the suspension of Standing Orders. I point out to Mr Pike
that this issue is so urgent it involves a matter going back three and a half years which will
certainly take the Royal Commission another three months to consider and possibly another
six or nine months to report on.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon J.M. BERINSON: No-one has ever heard me criticise the Royal Commission and I do
not do so now. However, every Royal Commission is subject to the risk that it can lead to
great injustice if the time is not taken to allow a tested and balanced view of all evidence
given before it to be developed. The rush to judgment which the Opposition's move for
urgent consideration involves would invite an absolute maximum amount of prejudice and
injustice to occur. Indeed, it is not the least remarkable of events today that Hon P.G. Pendal
should give notice of a motion calling on this House to reassert its great confidence in the
Royal Commission -

Hon P.O. Pendal: Which is more than your Government has done.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: - while his leader sits next to him acting in every way possible to
undermine the Royal Commission by suggesting -

Withdrawal of Remzark
Hon GEORGE CASH: The Leader of the House claims that I am attempting to undermine
the Royal Commission. Firstly, I believe it an inaccurate statement; secondly, it is an
offensive statement that I ask the Leader of the House to withdraw.

Hon 3.M. BERINSON: I am prepared to say that the honourable Leader of the Opposition -

Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! All members will resume their
seats. The Leader of the Opposition has suggested a statement was made by the Leader of
the House which was incorrect and has called upon the Leader of the House to withdraw it.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I withdraw. All I can say is that -

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I do not need any help from the frontbench on either
side when a member is withdrawing a remark. Members will remember that recently the
Leader of the Opposition, with due deference to me, withdrew a remark to which the
Attorney General took exception. The Attorney General should withdraw his comment with
no additional remarks. He has said, "I withdraw" and I accept that withdrawal. I do not need
any member, particularly those on the frontbench on either side, to assist with any decisions I
make.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: 1 withdraw the remark.

Debate Resuimed
Hon J.M. BERINSON: I was about to make the point that I am happy to leave it to the man
in the street to put two matters together and reach his own judgment.
Hon R.G. Pike: They have.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: We have appointed a Royal Commission with enormous powers to
look into every possible aspect of this issue. The Leader of the Opposition is saying that, on
the other hand, we in this House must not at some future time but today move to judgment on
the basis of comprehensive statements -

Several members interjected.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: If that is his way of indicating support for the Royal Commission I
am prepared to accept that and not dispute it. However, I support the Royal Commission by
being prepared to stand and accept its judgment on all issues before it after they are tested
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properly and not in the way of this political hothouse. I have said that every Royal
Commission runs a risk of injustice. We must prevent that by all means, and the way to do
that is not to support a motion of this kind. Indeed, if the Leader of the Opposition had any
self-respect or regard for the standards of this House he would withdraw this motion rather
than wait for it to be defeated.
Government members: Hear, hear!
[Resolved, that business be continued.]

Parliament House Visitors - Serbian Orthodox Church of Ausstralasia
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): I have been asked by the President to
welcome representatives of the Serbian Orthodox Church of Australasia to the Parliament. I
was going to arrange an afternoon tea, but members can see what has transpired. However, it
is with a great deal of pleasure that, on behalf of the President and members of the
Legislative Council, I welcome to the Western Australian Parliament, and the Legislative
Council, representatives of the Serbian Orthodox Church of Australasia, and in particular the
presidis, who is the ruling bishop, the Most Reverend Longnin, to this House.
Members: Hear, hear!
[Applause.]

Debate Reswned
HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan) [3.31 pm]: I believe this is an urgent matter, and
it is not in any way a question of prejudging the issue; in fact, quite the contrary. What we
are seeking to give this House as a matter of some urgency is the Attorney General's own
answer, in detail, to same statements which have been made concerning him which I regard
with considerable alarm. I do not in any way form any opinions as to whether that evidence
about him is correct, but I would have thought the Attorney General himself would have
wished to indicate as a matter of urgency to this House, in detail, why what has been said by
Mr Kevin Edwards in the Royal Commission is wrong; because it is important, if the
Attorney General is to fulfil his function properly in this House, that he have the confidence
of this House.
Hon Tom Helm: Didn't he say that in the commission anyway?
Hon PETER FOSS: No, unfortunately not. I do not wish to go into the evidence in detail,
but it appears from the remark of Hon Tom Helm that I may have to mention some of that
detail. However, it is important that we deal with this point: The Attorney General has had
statements made about him, the implications of which are quite serious for the functions that
he performs in this House. He performs two functions in this House: Firstly, he is the
Leader of the House; and secondly, he is a Minister of the Crown holding a very responsible
position - that of Attorney General. It is probably because of the second of those two
functions that I believe it is important that he reassure this House, as representatives of the
people, in detail as soon as possible as to what his position ts.
Hon Tom Helm: What sort of detail?
Hon PETER FOSS: I wish, if possible, to allow my speech to proceed in a manner which
does not lead to interjection and which I believe will be seen by members on both sides of
the House to be a calm and logical way of dealing with this matter. I am indicating why it is
important that the matter be dealt with urgently, and I regret that Hon Tom Helm seems
absolutely determined that I should descend to the detail of it. I will, in time, do so if
necessary but I would prefer to defer those matters to the substantive motion.
It is important that the matter be dealt with because, first of all, we should recognise the
difference in function between two bodies: The Royal Commission and the Parliament. I
believe the Royal Commission is performing a very important function, I am very pleased
that it is performing that function and I hope it continues to carry on with its job and do it in
the manner in which it has done it to date. However, let us not lose sight of one important
fact: The Parliament, as a separate institution, must continue with its functions, one of which
is to examine the accountability of Ministers. That function is not suspended pending the
Royal Commission.
Hon George Cash: Correct.
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Hon PETER FOSS: I have a great deal of respect for the Royal Commission but we should
not lose sight of its position in the structure of our society. The one institution which is
above all other structures in our society is the institution of this Parliament; this Parliament is
the sovereign institution. The Royal Commission is an emanation of the Executive, of the
very members opposite -

Hon Garry Kelly: Every time there is a conflict of evidence -

Hon PETER FOSS: Not at all, not every time. If Hon Carry Kelly will listen and allow the
argument to be developed he will see why it is important and urgent that we deal with this
matter. The Parliament is the supreme body in this State. The functions of this Parliament
are not suspended while the Royal Commission is continuing. If it is a matter of interest and
debate in this Parliament we are entitled to proceed with it irrespective of what the Royal
Commission is doing. The Royal Commission may have to be careful of offending the
Parliament and of being in contempt of the Parliament, but the Parliament is supreme and its
function must continue, irrespective.

One of the reasons it is so urgent that this motion be brought on is that I noticed when this
House last sat that when questions were directed to Ministers about things within their
portfolio responsibilities and about their own ministerial behaviour they chose to refuse to
answer those questions on the basis that the matter was presently before the Royal
Commission. Their responsibility as Ministers is not suspended by the fact of there being a
Royal Commission. Their responsibility as Ministers and their accountability to this
Parliament continues, and it would be quite wrong and improper for this Parliament for one
moment to allow it to be said that its functions should be suspended or in any way give way
to the role of the Royal Commission.
If it was important prior to the bringing of the Royal Commission that we examine the
behaviour of Ministers, it remains important that we examine the role of Ministers. These
facts have been alleged by a senior officer of the Crown, as he put it in his own evidence. He
put himself as being one of the most senior officers of the Crown; he said he was equivalent
to the Under Treasurer in fact, even if he was not equivalent in terms of Public Service
ratings. He said it could be understood from his behaviour that he was the de facto Premier.
This is the seniority of the person we are dealing with, and he acknowledged this.

Hon Bob Thomas: No, he did not.

Hon PETER FOSS: He said he did not call himself that but he could understand why people
called him the de facto Premier, and that was what he was being called around town at the
time: He was being called the de facto Premier. That is how senior a civil servant we are
dealing with, and he has said certain things which conflict, not only with what the Attorney
General has said in the commission, but also with what the Attorney General has said in this
House. I would have thought that the Attorney General would be at pains, not just to say, as
he has done in his Press release, "I do not agree with it but I will not debate it in public." IHe
cannot say in the Parliament, "I will not debate it in Parliament; I will ignore Parliament.' If
we as a Parliament are concerned about his behaviour and the allegations which have been
made, which we are, we wish to have an answer. I would have thought that the Attorney
General himself would be keen, not merely to say, "I have said it all before; it is all denied',
but to give an account in detail in this House, to this Parliament and to the people to whom
he is accountable, of how he is able to deny some of the allegations that have been made.
That is how I would have thought a person who had no reason to fear the truth would have
reacted. I would have thought a person who knew in detail and was able to deny in detail
why these things are wrong would be anxious to come forward and do so.
Hon P.G. Pendal: And to remove them from contention.

Hon PETER FOSS: Exactly, and to remove the concern of this House that he is unfit for
office. We have not moved a motion to censure the Attorney General, quite to the
disappointment of the Attorney General. He wanted us to judge him immediately, but we are
saying to him -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon 3.M. Brown): Order! I really have been quite lenient with
Hon Peter Foss. I have listened to his remarks and if members read the transcript they will
see that I have been very generous. I allowed the Attorney General some licence because of
the previous comments when the Leader of the Opposition moved the motion. We are
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debating whether we will or will not suspend Standing Orders, and while I was listening to
Hon Peter Foss with a great deal of interest he is not convincing me that I should not exercise
some control under the Standing Order which gives me that authority.
Hon PETER FOSS: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. I thought I was directing my remarks,
probably more than did other speakers, to why it is so urgent; because it appears to me that I
am directing my remarks to the constitutional processes which apply in this House and why
those constitutional processes themselves demand an answer. The Attorney should not
provide an answer in due course and not just have the matter deferred to the Royal
Commission; he should deal with this matter urgently. I would have thought that chat was
commonsense. If a former holder of possibly the most senior Civil Service position in this
Scate makes statements which are in direct conflict with those made in this House by the
Attorney General, one would think the Attorney would be anxious to detail and deny each of
those statements;, that is especially the case as they give rise to possibilities that the Attorney
General had participated in what I would regard as illegal acts.
We have not moved a censure of the Attorney General, but we have shown our concern on
this matter as an Opposition by asking that Standing Orders be suspended so that we can hear
from him. That is why it is so urgent. How can this man function as a Minister while these
matters are not resolved? The differences in Mr Edwards' and Mr Berinson's evidence must
be explained by the Attorney. Certain matters were not dealt with by the Attorney in his
evidence, and these matters must be explained.
For ease of reference, I refer to this morning's The West Australian -

..Mr Edwards said, he and Mr Lloyd went to Mr Berinson's Mt Lawley home to
get his approval for the SGIC to proceed with the Bell deal.

I asked innumerable questions regarding the SGJC's Bell shares deal and I thought I had
completely exhausted the matter of the meetings which took place; none of the meetings
referred to in answers to my questions took place at Mr Berinson's house. The article says of
Mr Edwards -

He said he remembered the occasion well because it was the first time he had been to
Mr Berinson's home.

Point of Order
Hon GARRY KELLY: Mr Deputy President, when you made your earlier comments I
agreed that Mr Foss was directing his comments to the motion before the Chair. However,
he has swrayed from the path of righteousness and moved on to the content of the motion to
be debated if Standing Orders are suspended. The member is not demonstrating why
Standing Orders should be urgently suspended.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): At the start of the debate on this matter I
indicated that some licence would be given for members to canvass the reasons that Standing
Orders should be suspended. On half a dozen occasions when points of order have been
taken I have commented on this; however, I have permitted members to put their case so that
I can give attention to whether it is a matter of urgency for Standing Orders to be suspended.
I have had that in mind throughout the debate, and I believe Hon Peter Foss is proposing
reasons for Standing Orders to be suspended. I allow him to continue his address.

Debate Resumed
Hon PETER FOSS: I raise these issues because this is something which the Attorney
Ceneral should deal with urgently. While he refuses to condescend to particulars, great
concern will be held in this House and in the community. It is reasonable that this matter
should be dealt with as one of urgency.

Sitting suspended from 3.4S to 4.00 pmn
(Questions without notice taken.]

H~on PETER FOSS: It is quite remarkable char from the time the debate was interrupted until
now an important fact has occurred which sustains even more the argument that there is a
sense of urgency about our dealing with this matter and that there is an important point of
principle to be dealt with by this Parliament. Members could not have failed to notice during
question time that the Attorney General refused to answer certain questions that were put to
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him on matters before the Royal Commission on the basis that he would not answer those
questions until such time -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! We were all here for question time,
and the line that the member is taking is not a correct line. I ask Hon Peter Foss to consider
the comments he is making.
Hon PETER FOSS: Mr Deputy President, I probably commenced by saying that the
Attorney General did not answer those questions, and he indicated that he would not answer
those questions until what he called "a proper time', which I understood to be after the Royal
Commission had done something at a later stage.

Point of Order
Hon J.M. BERINSON: Mr Deputy President, I ask you to consider what possible relevance
to the urgency of this motion a discussion of question time could have. I submit that there is
no relevance and this issue is not properly pursued in the present debate.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I do not believe that the responses made by the
Attorney General can be related to the remarks made by Hon Peter Foss, according to the
way I heard them. Secondly, I would be interested to find out what is the relevance of the
member's remarks about question time. I remind the member that a need exists for accuracy
concerning debate that occurred during question time.

Debate Resumned
Hon PETER FOSS: I will certainly explain why. I hope my restating of the facts met with
your approval, Mr Deputy President. If I did not on chat second occasion accord with your
recollection of the circumstances, I would like an opportunity to do so. I think I can state
matters correctly if!I have a second opportunity to do so.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The Attorney General asked the honourable member to put his
question on notice so that he could get a reply in due course. That is the point I am making
to assist Hon Peter Foss.
Hon PETER FOSS: I understood he was not going to answer that question. This indicates
an important reason why the matter must be dealt with now. The Attorney General seems to
take the view that his obligation to this House to answer questions put to him is suspended
because something is happening elsewhere and because other people may be concerned with
the same matters. That does not mean that this House is not concerned to have these
questions answered urgently to its satisfaction and not merely to the satisfaction of some
inferior body. That indicates why it is important this motion is brought on. It is quite clear
that unless we move urgently to bring on this motion we are unlikely to get an answer from
the Attorney General within a reasonable time. That is why it is so important that Standing
Orders be suspended; so that the House can be satisfied about this matter. It is quite clear
that considerable interest and concern is felt in the House about ascertaining the facts,
information and reasons related to this question no matter how valid the Attorney General
may think those reasons are. The fact is that we are not at the moment obtaining those
answers and it is important that we have them.
The answers to the questions asked by the Leader of the Opposition were probably quite
minor in themselves and inoffensive. However, they relate to more important matters. That
is the reason we should deal with this debate as an urgency motion. Although the questions
seem straightforward the implications behind them are far more important. One of the
questions which must be answered urgently by the Attorney General and about which we
cannot wait to hear from somebody else at a later stage is the statement about the
arrangement between Bond and the Government. I draw this matter to the attention of the
House because of what appeared in a newspaper which records questions being asked about
whether there had been concern about takeover provisions under the Companies Code.
Mr Edward was asked a question and is reported in part as saying -

But I think that clearly Peter and Alan had some general chit-chat about how this
could be good and this could solve the Rothwells problem, but I don't think - in fact
I'm confident that it was no more than that
So that, to the extent that there was an understanding, there was a vague idea that it
might . .. somehow, subsequently, something might be able to be worked out.
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The important thing about this matter is that the particular provision of the Takeovers Code
not only refers to "conspiracies" or "agreements", but also to "understandings". An
understanding can be quite sufficient to ground an allegation that the law has been breached.
Here we have a statement by Mr Edwards that he believed an understanding was reached
between the Premier and Mr Bond. This was happening at a time when the Attorney General
was also involved, as Mr Edwards says, in chairing Cabinet meetings. Mr Edwards says he
was putting motions to Cabinet. He also says that Mr Berinson has admitted that legal
opinions were referred to but not read.

Point of Order
Hon FRED McKENZIE: I believe the debate is once again becoming the general one which
would follow a suspension of Standing Orders. I remind you, Mr Deputy President, that we
are discussing a Suspension of Standing Orders. I am wondering how wide you will let this
debate range.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Right from the outset I have been lenient with speakers. In my
opinion members have in the main cooperated satisfactorily with the conduct of business this
afternoon. This is clearly identified by the fact that the House allowed the continuation of
this debate after the expiration of one hour. I also remind members of the cooperation
exhibited during question time. I am trying to follow the remarks of Hon Peter Foss. I think
all members are aware what the question is; that is, whether Standing Orders be suspended.
The relevance of the remarks of Hon Peter Foss have been pinpointed. However, I can
understand that other members might think the debate relates to the main question rather than
to the question of whether Standing Orders should be suspended.

Debate Resumed
Hon PETER FOSS: I thank you, Mr Deputy President, for appreciating the difficulty we are
facing. Not only are we suggesting that Standing Orders should be suspended but also we
have to justify to you that the matter is an urgent one. I cannot do that by merely saying that
we wish to debate a matter of insignificance because this debate must relate to a matter of
some importance. Thai is obviously the difficulty with this debate and why I have been
directing certain of my remarks to that point. The important thing about this matter is that
the Attorney General was at the time the law officer charged with the responsibility of
enforcing laws relating to takeovers and, in particular, enforcing the law necessary to protect
minority shareholders of a company from missing out on the sort of price control he was able
to impose if a takeover occurred. That is the whole logic behind this law.
The Attorney General was the man charged with responsibility and accountability to this
Parliament for that area of the law. The statement made by Mr Edwards in some
particularity indicates considerable concern chat not only did Mr Berinson fail to prevent a
breach of that law occurring but also he had a higher degree of involvement in actual
transactions than he has admitted. We have not suggested we wish to condemn him for that
and have said to him quite rightly that we wish to debate urgently his response to that
allegation. We are not saying we will judge him as was suggested by Mr Berinson. We are
saying to Mr Berinson that we are in a difficult position; that allegations made before the
Royal Commission cause us concern that he is unfit to be a Minister in this Parliament; and
that we wish to hear from him urgently and in detail why we should not move against him.
We are not saying that we condemn him. We are saying that this Parliament is the sovereign
body in this State and as such wishes to hear from him in detail an explanation of this matter
and that it is entitled to that explanation. The Bunt Commission on Accountability makes
quite clear that the Parliament is entitled to that. We are saying to the House that this is an
urgent matter that cannot wait until we come back in two weeks or until we have worked our
way through all the other business on the Notice Paper.
We are saying, "We would have thought that you, Mr Berinson, would have almost fallen
over yourself in your wish to clarify to the people who really matter, the people to whom you
are accountable, what actually happened at chat time." That is why I believe this is an urgent
matter. It is because of the allegations raised and the implications which arise from what
Mr Edwards says. Irrespective of what Hon Joe Berinson might have said in the Royal
Commission - which I do not believe dealt with the specific statements of Mr Edwards; he
gave his own account as a result of direct questioning - his duty is to this Parliament. He
cannot avoid his duty to this Parliament and say, "We will deal with it in due course." He
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cannot avoid his duty to Parliament and say, "I am not going to answer the question right
now; I do not want to give an account right now." We as a Parliament have a right to know;
he as a Minister has a duty to account.
That principle seems to have gone out of the window. We always seem to have to wait for
something else to happen. Earlier we could never get an answer from the Minister because
we had to wait for the McCusker report. We now have to wait for the Royal Commission
report. It is always "lain tomorrow but never jam today.' We never get an answer now.
This Parliament cannot operate while a Minister is sitting over there with a cloud over his
head saying, "I am not going to tell you. I am not even going to tell you if someone came to
my house." That is a simple enough question. How can we believe that he is a Minister who
should retain his position while he refuses to be accountable to this House?
Hon Derrick Tomlinson, He should stand down.
Hon PETER FOSS: He should stand down. He should either give a satisfactory explanation
or stand down on the basis that he has not yet cleared his name. I am more than willing to
give him the opportunity to clear his name. He is the one who is running away from giving
an account. He is the man who does not want to give us the details. Anyone who says, "It is
nothing like that," I could understand, but he will not condescend to give us the details about
the allegations made by the de facto Premier at that time. That is why this matter must be
debated if this House is to have any confidence in him.
HON R.G. PIKE (North Metropolitan) (4.42 pm]: The motion moved by Hon George
Cash should be supported by the House for two specific reasons. The first is that under the
Bill of Rights this House has the right to declare a member's seat vacant. We are debating
here a question concerning the integrity and truthfulness of the Attorney General in this
State. He is the senior law officer and his integrity and truthfulness, by any yardstick -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): We are not debating that question at all.
The question we are debating is whether to suspend so much of the Standing Orders as is
necessary in order then to debate that matter. 1 ask the honourable member to be aware of
what we are debating.
Hon R.G. PIKE: I take the point that the matter before the House is a serious one, and
members should indicate to the House the urgency of this request. The urgency of this
request is that we now have a dispute between the veracity of the Attorney General and
evidence which has been given elsewhere. It is totally proper for this House to debate in
detail and call to account the actions of any Minister or member of this Parliament. This
House in this Parliament has the right to impose sanctions. The urgency is that the
truthifulness or otherwise of the Attorney General is the question which is urgent before the
House. After today the Parliament will be adjourned for two weeks, therefore the timing is
important. What is paramount here is the undoubted right and privilege of Parliament to
stand above and beyond the powers of the Royal Commission or any other authority in this
State.
The argument therefore is, is it a question of urgency that either the Attorney General is
telling lies, or the person giving evidence elsewhere- is telling lies?

Point of Order
Hon JOHN fJALDEN: I understand the honourable member on his feet made a comment to
the effect that the Attorney General was telling lies. That statement should be withdrawn.
Hon N.F. Moore: He did not say that at all.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I was not sure how Hon Robert Pike mentioned the matter of
lies; whether it was in a general sequence, or whether he was accusing the Attorney General
of telling lies. If die accusation was that the Attorney General was telling lies, I ask the
honourable member to withdraw.
Hon R.G. PMK: I shall repeat what I said. To be pedantic and precise -

Hon Iohn Halden: You are always that!
Hon R.G. PIKE: - the question of urgency before this House is the integrity of the number
one law officer in this State, because evidence given under oath by Mr Edwards, in the words
of the Attorney General, is not correct, but evidence still to come I understand will indicate
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that it is correct. Drawing out the argument, what I said was that either the Attorney General
is telling lies or the people giving evidence to the Royal Commission are ceiling lies. Let us
be simplistic about this: Clearly that question is the nub of the debate before the House.

Debate Resumed
Hon R.G. PIKE: We are saying, and our leader has said, that this is a matter of such Urgency
because the integrity and the powers of this House are being called into question. With our
undoubted rights, privileges and prerogatives, we want to say to the Attorney General in this
place that we will give him an opportunity to make a statement to the House in regard to this
matter. The Attorney General has said in this debate, therefore it is relevant for me to
mention it, "Yes, but not yet." The totality of this debate and this whole saga has been one of
the accountability of inisters to the Parliament. The Attorney General says, "We will be
honest, but not yet." The issue before us is a simple request by the Leader of the Opposition
for the House to hear the Attorney General, for members to satisfy themselves about his
integrity or lack of it, and if convinced of the lack of it, perhaps to move that his seat be
declared vacant.
This is a matter of grave and significant importance to the Parliament and to the integrity of
this Parliament, and therefore the motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition should be
supported.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: As members will understand, an absolute majority is required.
Question put.
The DEPUTY PR.ESIDENT: I have counted the House and there is a dissentient voice.
Therefore I declare the motion lost.

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION
Edwardes, Mrs Cheryl, Discharge - Bloffwiech, Mr, Appointment

Message from the Assembly received and read requesting concurrence in the following
resolution -

That Mrs Cheryl Edwanles be discharged from the Joint Standing Committee on
Delegated Legislation and Mr Bloffwitch be appointed in her place.

SKELETON WEED AND RESISTANT GRAIN INSECTS (ERADICATION
FUNDS) AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon John Halden (Parliamentary
Secretary), read a first time.

Standing Orders Suspension
HON JOHN FIALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.00 pm]: I move,
without notice -

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the
Skeleton Weed and Resistant Grain Insects (Eradication Funds) Amendment Bill to
be passed through all remaining stages during this day's sitting.

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) 15.01 pm]: The
Government has approached the Liberal Party and the National Party and both parties have
agreed to support this motion for the suspension of Standing Orders, given the time limits
and constraints imposed within the legislation. If this matter is not deak with today there is
every chance that, because of a sunset clause, the Act would be repealed.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.02 pm]: I thank
the Opposition for its support of the motion for the suspension of Standing Orders. If there
are any questions with regard to the urgency of this matter an adviser will be available during
the Committee stage to clarify the matter.
Question put and passed with an absolute majority.
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Second Reading
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.03 pml: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a second rime.
The Skeleton Weed and Resistant Grain Insects (Eradication Funds) Act imposes a levy on
producers of grain and seed to provide funds for skeleton weed control and the eradication of
certain grain insects, and to pay compensation to growers required to destroy contaminated
produce. When introduced in 1974, the original Act provided for growers delivering 30 or
more tonnes of grain and seed in aggregate to pay a flat contribution per year for skeleton
weed control. This legislation was extended in 1976 and 1979, in the same form, for two
further three year terms.
The Act was amended in 1980 to allow for the establishment of a resistant grain insects
eradication fund. Up to $20 000 can be transferred annually to this fund from the skeleton
weed eradication fund. The resistant grain insects fund is used to meet the cost of the
eradication of grain insects which have evolved resistance to insecticides in common use.
The Act was extended for two further terms from 1982 and from 1985. The Act was again
extended in 1988, to also provide that the amount and means of calculating the grower's
contribution was to be specified in an order, made by the Governor, on the recommendation
of the Minister for Agriculture.
The Bill now before the House seeks to extend the legislation covering skeleton weed and
resistant grain insects eradication for the 1991-92, 1992-93, and 1993-94 crop years. An
extension is necessary to allow the campaign to continue, as the current Act will expire on
31 October 1991, the end of the 1990-91 crop year. The extension of the Act and the amount
of funding required has been discussed with the parent organisations of the Agriculture
Protection Board. These are: The Country Shire Councils Association, the Western
Australian Farmers Federation, the Pastoralists and Graziers Association and the board's
zone control authorities. Extending the Act for a further three year period has received wide
support, as has a continuation of the current level of funding. The Agriculture Protection
Board, by virtue of its structure, represents the views of growers, but further liaison
specifically on skeleton weed has been established through a Skeleton Weed Advisory
Committee, made up of board and grower organisation representatives. It is normal
procedure for the advisory committee to consider skeleton weed eradication programs and
their estimated cost.
Ecological studies show that skeleton weed is capable of invading large areas of the State's
wheat growing areas. Since 1963 when the weed was first reported in this State 300 farm
outbreaks have been recorded. Eradication, in the sense that the weed has not re-emerged for
three or more years, has been achieved on 98 of these properties, leaving 202 active farm
infestations. Although the number of farm outbreaks is increasing, each year the total area of
land infested with skeleton weed is less than 200 hectares. which is insignificant in
comparison with the area cropped or having the potential to be infested. Based on its ability
to establish and the likely costs to farming systems, continuation of the eradication campaign
is essential. There is little doubt that a very positive benefit/cost ratio exists. The campaign
has the support of the fanning community. More than 1 500 volunteer days of searching
were undertaken in 1990-9 1. More than 29 000 hectares of land were searched for the
presence of skeleton weed. Insect control is also an essential element of grain production.
An on-farm inspection service for grain insects has operated for some time. The basic aim of
the service is to maintain a clean pipeline between the farm and bulk grain installations, and
to encourage farm hygiene for grain insect control generally.
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd is progressively upgrading its country installations by
sealing permanent grain storages to enable controlled atmosphere techniques to be used for
gain insect control. The company now relies heavily on fumigation for insect control. The
purpose of the resistant grain insects fund is to provide moneys to eradicate phosphine
resistant insects before they reach the bulk handling system. By doing this, Co-operative
Bulk Handling will be able to continue using phosphine for fumigation in its installations.
The end result is that costs to the grower are reduced. Some eradication treatment of
phosphine resistant insects has been undertaken. Phosphine resistance is limited at this stage
but as phosphine is the fumigant of choice for controlled atmosphere storage, eradication of
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pockets of resistant grain insects is desirable. A $20 000 annual transfer continues to be seen
as adequate to meet all costs involved in resistant grain insect control.
This Bitt provides die continuation of what has proved to be a successful means of
controlling skeleton weed and limiting the damage done by grain insects in Western
Australia. It serves as a vital link in the chain between farmer and export grain buyer. I
commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Hon W.N. Stretch.

MOTION - SOCCER FEDERATION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Newslertter Attack - Select Comnmittee of Privilege Referral

[HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [5.07 pm]: I raise as a matter of privilege
statements contained in a newsletter in which I am attacked in my capacity as a member of
this House. I therefore move -

That the matter be referred to a Select Committee of Privilege for consideration and
report, the committee to report not later than Thursday, 7 November 1991.

The statements followed remarks I made in this House on 10 September following a question
asked in the House by Hon Barry House of the Minister for Sport and Recreation regarding
the Soccer Federation of Western Australia and various grants. Following question time on
that day, during the adjournment debate, I raised certain points and clarified a few matters
about who was playing politics. Previously I had sought counsel with Hon Barry House and
had shown him a number of letters which quite clearly indicated that the Soccer Federation
of Western Australia, through its adnministrators, were the ones attacking and trying to attack
not only the Minister but also me and other people wanting change in soccer circles.
In a newsletter printed last Saturday the Soccer Federation of Western Australia made some
accusations- The publication was very selective about the use of quotations from Mansard. I
would not have taken issue with the publication had it contained the entire relevant section of
Mansard. The article reads -

HUMBUG AND HYPOCRISY
The Hon. Sam Pianradosi, who was in the Van Guard Movement, which has resulted
in major disruption to the code continues the goad fight in Parliament. He stated
there on Tuesday (he 10th September 1992, and we quote:

"The quicker the remnants of S .P.W.A. disappear from the scene the better off
the many people who are actively involved in soccer in this State will be.'
"John Foster....should look at the circumstances under which he was
appointed to the S.F.W.A. A number of applications were received for the
position he now occupies and not one of those applicants was given an
interview. The Board did not make a decision in respect of Mr Fosters'
appointment. Mr Foster was a member of that Board and with his colleague,
the President of the Federation, they made the decision in a telephone
conversation to appoint Mr Foster to the position, and the Board did not know
that the appointment had been made."

I have indicated throughout this matter that Mr Foster, through Hon Barry House, had
intended to ask a question about the employment of Ian Cox as the chief executive officer of
the Soccer Federation of Western Australia. With that information in mind - given to me by
Hon Barry House - if Mr Foster wants to accuse people he should first consider his own
position. I stick by what I said: The proof is there that the decision was not made by the
board. The newsletter continues -

Firstly, we say that the attack on the Secretary of the Soccer Federation was
cowardly. The attempt by the Hon. Sam Piantadosi under Parliamentary privilege to
impugn his appointment as a "Job for the Boys" was unwarranted as it is mistaken.
Secondly, we say that as you are a President of a Soccer Club in W.A. (Perth Italia),
your direct involvement in helping to bring about a rift between the Super League
Clubs and the Federation has created a definite conflict of interest between your
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personal soccer interests and your responsibility as a Parliamentarian to speak for and
represent all the people and groups in soccer fairly and equally.

That is the area where it is stated that a conflict of interest has occurred. The newsletter
continues -

Mr Piantadosi, you are entitled to have your say in the Parliament, after all, that is
what politicians mainly do, but if you want to play the game, we suggest you check
your facts and play the ball, not the man.

At no time did I take the opportunity in this House to directly engage in attacks on the Soccer
Federation of Western Australia. My remarks were in response to a question, and to clarify
an issue following that question by Hon Barry House. Were that member present now, he
would state clearly, as he has done previously in this place, that he was satisfied with the
situation. He indicated that in his remarks during that particular adjournment debate; that is,
he was satisfied with the information I presented - because he had become better informed. I
have been misrepresented. I have been attacked by the Soccer Federation, as it has attacked
other people. That indicates the lengths to which some people are prepared to go. A breach
of privilege has occurred, and I urge members to support the motion.
Hon FRED McKENZIE: I second the motion.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Margaret McAleer.

STAMP AMENDMENT BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon John Halden (Parliamentary
Secretary), read a first time.

Second Reading
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.15 pm]: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a second time-
This Bill contains measures to -

block certain stamp duty avoidance schemes relating to security duty;
provide that no further duty is payable in respect of additional instruments of security
that secure the same moneys as an existing stamped instrument;
impose duty on stock exchange transfers conducted by brokers who are members of
the Australian Stock Exchange;
exempt certain on-market share transactions relating solely to the Australian Stock
Exchange settlement process;
provide an exemption to de. facto married couples which is already available to those
who are legally married; and
provide the right to object in respect of stamp duty assessments on motor vehicle
licences and transfers.

The Bill provides that, effective from today, avoidance schemes of the kind which I amr about
to describe will be liable to ad valorem stamp duty on the full amount which they effectively
secure. The three schemes involved are referred to as the third party guarantee scheme, the
put option scheme, and the memorandum of deposit scheme. Under the provisions of the
Stamp Act, a security over property located in the State - more commonly referred to as a
mortgage - is chargeable with ad valorem duty on the amount of money which it secures.
Where a mortgage does not specify the amount secured, it is referred to as an unlimited
security and is chargeable initially with nominal duty of only $5. However, as specific
amounts are subsequently advanced by a lender on the security of art unlimited mortgage, the
Act expressly requires ad valorem duty to be paid on the basis of each amount so advanced.
Ordinarily, therefore, a mortgage must eventually become chargeable with ad valorem stamp
duty; that is to say, duty is calculated with reference to the specific amount or amounts
secured.
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The third party guarantee scheme facilitates the avoidance of ad valorem duty on a mortgage
by interposing a guarantee between the mortgage and the loan to which it relates. Suppose,
for example, a person arranges for a company which that person controls to borrow funds
from a lender who requires the loan to be secured by a mortgage; or a holding company
makes a similar arrangement in respect of a subsidiary. The third party - that is the person
who controls the company or. in the second example. the holding company - guarantees
repayment of the loan. The third party's obligations under the guarantee are then secured by
the execution of a mortgage over property owned by that third party, in favour of the lender.
In these circumstances the mortgage would never secure a specific amount unless the
borrower were to default on loan repayments resulting in liability under the guarantee. The
mortgage would initially be chargeable with only the $5 nominal duty. If it secured
repayment of the amount borrowed, it would be chargeable with ad valorem duty. But it
does not do so. All it secures are the third party's contingent obligations under the guarantee.
Those obligations will arise only if the borrower defaults on loan repayments. If that never
happens, ad valorem duty on the mortgage will never become payable. Under the third party
guarantee scheme therefore, the lender obtains the security of a mortgage without the
mortgagor having to pay ad valorenm duty, except of course if there is a default with loan
repayments.
The second avoidance scheme, known as the put option scheme, is a variation of the third
party guarantee scheme. Under this scheme the lender has the option of requiring a third
party to meet loan repayments in the event of the borrower defaulting. Again, the third party
executes a mortgage to secure an obligation to repay if the lender were to exercise the put
option. As with the third party guarantee scheme, the mortgage merely secures a
contingent - not a certain - liability and is chargeable only with nominal duty unless the
borrower defaults and the option is exercised.
Finally, there is an avoidance scheme known as the memorandum of deposit scheme. The
efficacy of the scheme is based on the principle that stamp duty is payable according to the
nature of the instrument at the time of its execution. The scheme involves the execution of
an instrument by a borrower which at first glance seems to contain the usual terms of an
ordinary mortgage over property trust but which in fact, under its express provisions, does
not become a mortgage until the relevant title deeds are deposited with the lender,
whereupon it automatically charges the property as security for the amount.
When the instrument is executed, no money has been advanced and the title deeds have not
been given to the lender. As it does not at that point constitute a mortgage, no duty is
payable either then or when the loan money is subsequently exchanged for possession of the
titles. However, instruments of this kind have always been used by authorised money market
dealers for money market operations; sometimes for a single night's borrowing with a fresh
instrument every night. In view of the relatively small margins of the dealers and the large
sums of money being borrowed in money market operations it would be inappropriate for
such transaction to be affected by this legislation. They are therefore excluded from these
provisions in conformity with similar anti-avoidance legislacion in New South Wales.
The schemes I have described are intended to provide an understanding of the types of
avoidance which the Bill seeks to negate. They do not necessarily represent a
comprehensive outline of 'all possibilities. Regulations may be made to exempt any other
class of instrument which may be specified for the purpose. This would be necessary if these
anti-avoidance provision were to give rise to any unintended consequences.
This Bill provides for the imposition of ad valorem duty in respect of the full amount of any
money which is indirectly secured by a mortgage or in respect of which an instrument may
eventually become a mortgage. It is based on similar provisions in the New South Wales
Stamp Act. To ensure that these schemes are not exploited before this Bill becomes law, the
countervailing measures which it contains will operate from today. As from today, duty will
have to be paid in respect of any advance of moneys under an arrangement which is covered
by its provisions. I do not say that none of these schemes would ever be implemented for a
commercial purpose other than the avoidance of stamp duty. However, whether or not that is
so, the fact is that they do avoid stamp duty. It is inequitable, as is currently the case, that the
average home buyer should pay a much greater amount of duty than would be paid through
the use of these schemes for multi-million dollar developments. This Bill redresses that
inequity, as from today.
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This Bill eliminates the payment of what has become known as 'catch-up" duty, by
correcting an anomaly in the Act where an additional security is required to secure the same
moneys as an existing stamped instrument of security. The Act currently requires the duty
on the new security to be calculated on the total amount secured at the rate applicable as at
the date of its execution. A reduction is then allowed to the extent of the duty paid on the
original instrument. Ordinarily, therefore, the amount of the reduction will he equal to the
amount paid on the origins] instrument and no further amount will be payable on the
additions] security. However, where the amount of duty on the original stamped instrument
was calculated according to a superseded lower tax scale, the taxpayer is required to pay
additional duty to the extent of the difference between the current and the superseded rates.
The Bill provides for the amount of the reduction for the purpose of the additional security to
be calculated on the basis of the current scale of rates.
Upon the incorporation of the Australian Stock Exchange Ltd, the Stock Exchange of Perth
Ltd and like exchanges in other States around Australia became defunct As a consequence,
provisions in the Stamp Act which refer to the Stock Exchange of Perth Ltd and which relate
to the imposition of duty on brokens, became redundan Local stockbrokers have continued
to pay duty as if there had been no change and this Bill validates the position and ensures that
duty continues to be paid by brokers on any buy or sell order received in Western Australia.
Had the brokers not continued to pay duty, all purchasers of marketable securities would
personally have been responsible for having their share transfers stamped and the system
would have become chaotic. Since the formation of the Australian Stock Exchange, a
number of measures have been introduced to streamline settlement procedures.
A uniform scheme across Australia has been developed which allows shares and other
marketable securities to be transferred into certain intermediary accounts to facilitate
settlement. This Bill exempts such intermediary transfers of marketable securities in the
Australian Stock Exchange settlement system, where the sole purpose of the transfer is to
effect settlement of a stock exchange dealing upon which duty is payable by the brokers.
Brokers will be required to keep records of exempt transactions and to endorse exempt
transfers accordingly.
The Bill also makes provision to exclude, by regulation, any class of transaction or person
from the exemption, to avoid any unintended widening of the purpose of the exemption. The
Bill also provides an exemption from duty for de facto married couples on the transfer of
their family home from the name of one of them into both names as joint tenants. The Act
already provides this exemption for legally married persons.
Finally, the Bill restores the right of a person to object against an assessment of stamp duty
on the licence, or the transfer of a licence, of a motor vehicle that was issued by a licensing
authority. This right of objection was inadvertently removed when the provisions were
extensively amended last year. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Margaret McAleer.

STAMP AMENDMENT BILL (No 2)
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon John Halden (Parliamentary
Secretary), read a first time.

Second Reading
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.25 pm]: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill contains provisions to close off a possible opportunity for stamp duty minimisation.
It will ensure that valuations of land, including mining tenements, are made on the basis of
accepted valuation principles. This Bill does not seek to widen the application of stamp
duty. It is a revenue protection measure, not a revenue raising scheme. The Bill does not
introduce new valuation principles but rather reinforces those which have applied in the past.
It is intended to remove uncertainty and generally clarify the position.
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The need for these amendments arose from a recent Full Court decision in a stamp duty case
involving the valuation of mining tenements and other property for the purposes of the Stamp
Act provisions in respect of land rich companies. Although the judgment in question found
against the Commissioner of State Taxation, the court had not been asked to determine how a
mining tenement valuation should be arrived at for purposes other than the land rich
company provisions to which I have referred.
Nevertheless, the court's judgment might be taken by some as legitimising a stamp duty
minimisation scheme whereby sales of mining tenements were documented to show the
purchase consideration allocated partly to the tenements and partly to relevant mining
information, in the expectation that stamp duty would be chargeable only on the
consideration allocated to the tenements. If this practice were to become established, it
would not only erode stamp duty revenue but would also provide an advantage to those who
were able to structure transactions in this way, which would not be available to those who
could not do so.
The proposed amendments will make it clear that land should continue to be valued on the
basis of previously accepted valuation principles including the principle that information
which affected a value should be taken into account. Although the recent court decision was
concerned only with the application of the land rich company provisions of the Act to mining
tenements, the amendments have been drafted to ensure also that the minimisation
arrangement could not be used in respect of any conveyance or transfer of land.
I emphasise again that the amendments are intended to do no more than eliminate
opportunities to minimise stamp duty artificially. The majority of people are obliged to pay
their full measure of duty and I believe that they would all agree with that objective. In the
end, artificial tax minimisation arrangements inevitably result in most people having to pay
more to offset revenue losses. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Margaret McAleer.

FAMILY COURT AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Hon J.M_ Berinson (Attorney General), and read a first time.
Second Reading

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Attorney General) [5.28 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Under existing legislation, judges of the Supreme Court, the District Court and the
Children's Court are all entitled to continue in office until attaining 70 years of age. Judges
of the Family Court of Western Australia, because of the relationship that chat jurisdiction
has with the Family Court of Australia, may continue in office only until 65 years of age.
This Bill seeks to increase the retiring age to 70. As well as removing the anomaly between
this State court and all others, the amendment is important to the operations of the Famrily
Court of WA. The present chief judge reaches the statutory retirement age later this year.
He has indicated a willingness to continue in office should the retirement age be increased
and his continued, widely respected service, is highly desirable. With the untimely death of
Justice Connor earlier this year, and the planned retirement of another judge later in the year,
the court will have lost a great deal of the expertise built up since the court was first
established. In a court with only five judges in total, to also lose the chief judge through
enforced retirement could have a very serious effect.
The amendment now before the House will achieve a consistent retiring age for judges of all
courts in this State. It is important to add that, under the Commonwealth-State agreement on
the operations of the Family Court of Western Australia, a change to the retiring age in this
State requires a similar amendment to the Commonwealth Family Law Act. Accordingly the
proclamation date of this Bill has been left open. With the agreement of the Opposition I
propose to have this Bill dealt with as a matter of priority on the resumption of our sittings in
October. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Derrick Tomlinson-
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SKELETON WEED AND RESISTANT GRAIN INSECTS (ERADICATION
FUNDS) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
HON W.N. STRETCH (Saudi West) [5.33 pmj: The Liberal Party supports the Bill. It
will allow funds to continue to be raised so we can press on with the essential control of
skeleton weed, and the erdication of resistant grain insects. I need not stress the importance
of maintaining the cleanliness of our grains; the very survival of our grain export industry
depends on our keeping a clean pipeline in that industry from the grower, to silage storage, to
export and the holds of ships. The whole industry has a responsibility to maintain that
cleanliness. It is vital that this funding be renewed and continued. Similarly with the
skeleton weed eradication program it is important that we continue to restrict the infestation
of skeleton weed to a very small area. The Parliamentary Secretary stated in his second
reading speech that skeleton weed infested 200 hectares, and it should be possible to
eradicate it from that area, but it keeps moving around and it is only by extensive searching
of suspect areas that we are able to restrict it to that area. Of course the aim is to eradicate
skeleton weed entirely.
My only objection to this Bill is that we have had to deal with it in such haste. The Bll went
before the Legislative Assembly for its first reading on 12 June and the second reading
speech was made on 13 June. It was then left at the bottom of the Notice Paper despite its
being made clear to the Government that funding renewal was a matter of urgency otherwise
the whole funding system would collapse. The Government deserves some censure in
allowing the Bill to stay at that stage before the whole thing collapsed and the funding
arrangements with it. The annual transfer amounts to $20 000; that is all that is required at
this Stage for resistant grain insect funding. The industry seems happy with that figure. It is
important we pay tribute to the work of the advisory committees on resistant grain insects
and skeleton weed, and also to the large number of volunteers who search for skeleton weed
in those broad areas to try to keep the weed infestation down to the smallest area possible.
The Liberal Party supports this Bill.
HON J.N. CALDWELL (Agricultural) [5.35 pm]: The National Party has pleasure in
supporting the Skeleton Weed and Resistant Grain Insects (Eradication Funds) Bill. Rural
producers in Western Australia have many problems to face and skeleton weed and grain
insects are just two of them. When I first started farming I could run through a shed with a
handful of insect powder and that would eradicate them, but they became immune to the
various types of insecticides that were used many years ago and we now apply insecticides to
the grains we grow today. The silos in which the grain is stored are being improved and that
helps eradicate weevils and insect pests. We must have funds for research to look into new
products for the eradication of these insects. Ron Bill Stretch mentioned skeleton weed
which was probably introduced from the Eastern States from rail trucks. Fortunately, to my
knowledge, it has not reared its ugly head in the southern part of the great southern region,
but there is always the fear it could be transferred by such things as vehicles, grain being
bought by various farmers and, as someone in this House has indicated, bird life. That is a
major worry. If we allow ducks to get out of control we might even be in serious trouble as a
result of ducks depositing weed seeds around the place! We must keep an eagle eye on these
things and make sure they do not spread.
Hon Garry Kelly: Not a hawk eye!
Hon J.N. CALDWELL: These funds will help control and eventually eradicate skeleton
weed. It is a terrible pest for wheat farmers and if something is not done we could be in
serious trouble. I support the Bill.
HON Di. WORDSWORTH (Agricultural) 15.37 pm]: In supporting the legislation I too
would like to say that I would have liked more time to study its contents. It was interesting
when the legislation was first introduced into the House in 1974 that it was thought a
contribution of $30 from each grower would be sufficient to eradicate skeleton weed. Now
on a per tonne basis the grower needs to contribute $240, so the problem has increased and it
is a lot harder to eradicate the weed than was first thought. We also use the word "eradicate"
when referring to lice and sheep; we have as much hope of eradicating lice as we have of
flying over the moon, so I hope that does not apply also to skeleton weed.
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Hon WYN. Stretch: Thai might apply to ducks, too.
Hon D.J. WORDSWORTH: For those members who are not aware, the search for skeleton
weed is carried out by numerous people standing on a large pladforrn on a vehicle which is
driven up and down the paddocks. I understood there was hope of replacing that method
with infrared detection to pick up the outline of skeleton weed and thereby save the large
amount of labour presently required. The amount of money being raised by this levy is not
insignificant, With the levy at 120 a tonne it means that $120 000 per one million tonnes of
grain produced is raised, and with Western Australia's five million or six million tonne crops
the total amount raised is over $500 000. That is a lot of money. I am not saying that the
money is not needed, but it has become a major issue and there should be more grower input
into how the money is spent. I have in the past received representation from some growers
who were unhappy with the situation. Perhaps they are frustrated that we have not proceeded
very far with the eradication of this weed. While it may appear that the eradication program
has been successful because one-thind of the infestations have been cured, the fact is that
two-thirds of the infestations have not been cured.
A minor facit of the Act is the resistant grain insects eradication fund. When the Bill was
debated in another place it was pointed out that $200 000 could be unspent at 30 June and
should be iransfered to next year's credit in the skeleton weed eradication fund. Today in
answer to a question on notice information was provided on the Treasury's short term
investment pool. The reply indicated that three funds are involved. Firstly, the skeleton
weed reduction fund, with $27 798, which is one-tenth of the amount it was considered it
should have in it. Secondly, the resistant grain insect reduction fund, with $1 542. Thirdly,
the rather odd account called the pesticides research into grain pastures - what that means, I
do not know - and that has in it $1 911. Not very much money is cardied over from one year
to the next unless, of course, there is another account apart from the miscellaneous account.
The Parliamentary Secretary said in his second reading speech that Co-operative Bulk
Handling Ltd was reliant on fumigation for insect control and that it had been upgrading its
country installations by sealing grain silos to enable controlled atmosphere techniques to be
used. As it happens, that reduces the quantity of pesticides required and, indeed, that
company is not reliant on fumigation. It would be hurt if it knew what the Parliamentary
Secretary said, because CBH prides itself on the very little treatment of grain that it
undertakes. These days consumers around the world are concerned about pesticides and
there is a great demand for crops to be grown without their use, especially in oat crops which
are used for baby foods. CBI- has made great progress in using very small quantities of
insecticides and is therefore able to command a very satisfactory price in the grain market-
Mention is also made in the Parliamentary Secretary's second reading speech of phosphine,
which is the major chemical used by farmers to treat grain in their silos. In this State farmers
are limited in the number of chemicals they can use; however, in other States a wide range of
chemicals can be used. Western Australia has reduced the number of chemicals that can be
used and has some in reserve if required where resistance is found. I support the legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

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

Third Reading
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) (5.45 pm]: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a third time.

HON W.N. STRETCH (South West) [5.46 pm]: I refer to the question of the levying for
the fund which was raised by Hon David Wordsworth. Members will be aware that currently
that is undertaken by ministerial order. The Minister has the opportunity to alter the levy at
any stage without reference to Parliament or to growers, but it is hopefully recommended by
the advisory committee. I recommend to the Parliamentary Secretary that he suggest to the
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Minister that to overcome thie difficulties and objections outlined by Hon David Wordsworth
he give consideration to the levy being set by regulation and not by ministerial order.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.47 pm]: I am
only too happy to refer that matter to the appropriate Minister; however, I am advised that
there will be a change to the principal Act.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
On motion by Hon 3.M. Berinson (Leader of the House), resolved -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 15 October 199 1.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [5.48 pm]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournment Debate - Innovative Employment Inc. Karratha - Auditor's Report

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [5.49 pmn]: The House should not adjourn until
it has had the chance to consider same information which came into my possession during
the course of the week and needs to be brought to the attention of the House, firstly, because
of its nature and, secondly, because of the need for some publicity to be given to the
document involved, a copy of which I have in my hand.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: The whole document or the holey document.
Hon TOM HELM: It is partly holey and partly whole. Nonetheless, I refer to a document
which has been torn and which is said to be the auditor's report of Innovative Employment
Inc of Karratha. The reason I use this opportunity to draw this to the attention of the House
is that there are some matters in the documents, of which there are in excess of 20, that refer
to a committee which ran Innovative Employment, which is funded by the Commonwealth
Government, to give people with disabilities employment. The committee that ran the
organisation until May of this year was accused by rumour and innuendo, and accusations
were made in this documentation, of impropriety and perhaps illegality. A different
committee has been in charge of the organisation since May of this year, and the community
in Karratha should put behind it the antics of the previous committee and support the new
committee. The documentation alludes to misuse of Government funds, improper funding
procedures and possibly illegal activities. Those alleged activities have been referred to the
Commonwealth Minister for Social Security for investigation by the department and,
possibly, by the police. I do not want to use any names in connection with this case because
it may come before the courts. Parts of the document have been cut away so that the name of
the company and the person who signed the audit cannot be identified.
I bring this matter before the House to draw attention to the vulnerability of community
groups which run organisations. The House will be aware that the thrust of the policies of
Federal and State Labor Governments since they came to office has been to allocate funds to
community organisations and allow them to provide the services that they determine are
needed within the community. In other words, rather than community groups being guided
from above, the people in the local community have input into the activities and are able to
identify specific community needs. This organisation helped to provide employment for
people with disabilities. Some of the evidence presented in the documentation is self-
explanatory. In other cases handwritten notations have been made on the documents. I am
aware that a number of these documents have been circulated in Karratha, and that has
caused some alarm among people who supported Innovative Employment in its quest to
obtain employment for disabled people in the community. I ask the people who may have
copies of the documentation in their possession to take it on face value. Those who read it
should take on board that it does not have much value because the people making the
notations have not identified themselves and, although the audit report is signed, the
signature of the person and the name of the company have been removed. Therefore, it
amounts to pieces of paper, of which people may or may not take notice.
0=M5-7
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Hon Peter Foss: Are the bits of paper goad or bad?
Hon TOM HELM: People should take them on face value; I am not making a judgment. I
apologise for not making my meaning as clear as I should, but the documentation contains
same evidence of wrongdoing - either impropriety or illegality - and it casts a cloud over the
work done by the organisation.
Hon Peter Foss: You are saying that it is a good organisation that has had problems in the
past and that people should forget what may have happened and they should support the new
committee.
Hon TOM HELM: I am very grateful to Hon Peter Foss for having summarised the situation
as succinctly as that.
Hon John Halden: He has been a lawyer for 25 years.
Hon TOM HELM: And I have been a barrack roam lawyer for I do not know how many
years. I draw this to the attention of members so that any rumours floating around Karratha
can be viewed in the right context. I am not suggesting they should be ignored, but I can
assure the people of Karratha that the committee in place now has the greatest integrity and it
is* actively trying to fulfil its charter of finding employment for disabled people. That
committee deserves the support of the people of Karratha.

Adjournment Debate -Homeswest -Willa gee Redevelopment Program
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.55 pm]: Some
time ago I raised in this House the issue of the Willagee redevelopment program. I am
pleased to advise the House that the first stage of that redevelopment has been finalised. The
first 32 houses have been completed and, those members opposite who were disparaging
about the work of Homeswest and this scheme should visit the area and make a comparison
between the housing stock in the old part of Willagee and the new housing stock. The
former Minister for Housing. Mrs Henderson, and the present Minister for Housing,
Mr McGinty, should be congratulated for the innovative approach of Homeswesr in this
matter. There is no doubt that the density of housing and population will increase, and that
caused some concern at the time. However, an innovative approach to the redevelopment
has given the appearance of a considerable amount of open space, and the area looks
wonderful.
I want to make it clear to the House that although I supported this scheme from the
beginning, I received considerable criticism from both the local MLA, Doug Shave and the
local Press. I invite those people to take a look at this redevelopment. I read in the Canning-
Melville Times that some of the people who were opposed to the scheme but had sought
accommodation, had since lavishly praised the development. One resident had decided not
to be involved in the scheme and his house was left in its original condition. He has now
decided that he would like his house to be involved in stage 2 of the process.
Hon Peter Foss and Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is appropriate to note that the members opposite interjecting on
this speech were most critical of the Homeswest scheme.
Hon Peter Foss: I did not hear the speech.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Hon Peter Foss missed a goad speech. I bring this to the attention of
the House in order to call upon the Minister for Housing to consider doubling the current
132 housing units planned to be developed in stage 2.
Hon Bob Thomas: There are a few others before that.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I hope the Minister for Housing will ignore that comment and
consider increasing the number of units to be redeveloped in Willagee. It is a very old area,
and the present houses were prefabricated in Europe and shipped to Australia. They are
particularly cold in winter and the facilities, such as stoves and floaring, have deteriorated
considerably and ame dangerous. I call upon the Minister to at least double the next phase so
that by the end of 1992 there wil be a minimum of 300 new Homeswest units within the
suburb of Willagee. I am sure that on the basis of the standard of housing, and the public
reaction, which is now enormously supportive, even the member for Melville will support
my request to the Minister for Housing. I thank the House for its indulgence with regard to
this matter.
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Adjournment Debate - Innovative Employment Inc, Karratha - Auditor's Report

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral) [6.00 pmj: Before the House adjourns I will
respond to the comments made by Hon Tom Helm. This afternoon we were -told in no
uncertain terms by the Attorney General that we should not under any circumstances
speculate on matters before the Royal Commission before it reports. We were told that
speculating or making judgments about things before the courts is also not for us to do and
that we should desist from doing so until tribunals and bodies have made their ultimate
judgments. Despite this, during the adjournment debate Hon Tom Helm talked about an
organisation in Karratha allegedly subject to scrutiny by the Commonwealth Health
Department. He told us he did that simply to put to rest rumours that seemed to be floating
around the place. What he was obviously trying to do was ensure that those rumours were
spread as far and as wide as possible.
Hon Tom Helm: I did not mention the Liberal Party at all.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Hon Tom Helm obviously wants to ensure that all those who had not
heard about Innovative Employment Inc will hear about it and try to find out about it. He is
doing the opposite to what he professes to do. He is seeking to get political mileage out of
this issue. I found it extraordinary that he made what was in a sense a premature judgment
about this organisation when the matter is not before a court or any other organisation that
might make a judgment about it. He came into this House and talked under privilege about a
rumour, referring to a piece of paper that looked like confetti that somehow was supposed to
represent the doings of an organisation that has done a good job in Karratha.
Hon Tom Helm: It represents a piece of confetti?
Hon N.F. MOORE: Exactly. I find it extraordinary that Hon Tom Helm thinks this
Parliament should set aside time for him to talk about a piece of confetti when no charges
have been laid against anybody. He is trying to create a storm about this organisation. It is a
pity that the member did not listen to the advice of his leader that members of Parliament
should not speculate about the doings of the courts.
Hon Peter Foss: Or anything else.
Hon N.F. MOORE: That is correct. He says that members should not speculate about the
alleged wrongdoings of any person in any organisation. It is a pity Hon Tom Helm raised
this matter publicly prior to any judgment being reached about the behaviour of any persons
in the organisation mentioned. If it transpires that down the track some people have done
improper things and a court makes a judgment about them then I certainly think he will be
entitled to come into the House then and pass similar judgment on those people. It is a pity
he chose to speculate and by so doing endeavour to ensure that rumours spread as quickly as
possible.
Hon Tom Helm: I support the new committee, you know.
Hon N.F. MOORE: The member knows that I am saying he was premature in his comments
to the House.

Adjournment Debate - Aboriginal Children - Foster Parents, Newman

Hon N.E. MOORE: I turn to the situation of some young Aboriginal children in the care of
white foster parents in the town of Newman. The Department for Community Services has
made a judgment following a decision of a case committee that two Aboriginal children in
foster care are to be taken from their white foster parents and given to Aboriginal foster
parents, one set living at Jigalong and the other on an outstation. Members who have been
there and to other Aboriginal communities throughout Western Australia know that in many
cases those communities are not desirable locations and that the living conditions of the
people there are unsatisfactory - in fact, appalling; a blight on our society. I remember taking
members of Parliament through parts of my electorate some time ago. We went to many
Aboriginal communities and saw the conditions under which the people live. They are at
least third world and probably fourth world conditions if one is sincere in one's judgment.
Hon Tom Helm: What are you doing about changing them?
Hon N.F. MOORE: This Labor Government has had eight years in power and done nothing
about them.
The mother of these two young Aboriginal children has spent some time behind bars. The
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children were taken from her by the Department for Community Services and placed with
white foster parents in Newman. One is aged two years and the other 15 months, so they are
small children. The DCS has decided the children will be removed from their foster parents
and that one will be taken to Jigalong to be placed with Aboriginal foster parents and the
other to an outstation. The Government has decided that because it is party to an Australia-
wide convention that all Aboriginal children should be placed with Aboriginal families it will
conveniently forget the advantages that non-Aboriginal families can provide for these
children and has separated them.
Hon John Halden: That was the philosophy of the 1950s.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Hon John Halden conveniently ignores the reality of the situation. In
the 1950s children were taken from their parents against their will. They were not
necessarily given to white foster parents but were put in places such as the Moore River
settlement away from everybody else. In this case the mother of the children has ready
access to them whenever she wishes. She is able to stay at the homes where the two girls are
located for as long as she likes. She has taken advantage of that opportunity on many
occasions. The mother says the children should stay with the non-Aboriginal foster parents
and that she does not want one to go to Jigalong and the other to another outstation. The
older sister will remain in Newman. She is presently under the guardianship of a non-
Aboriginal family. Therefore, the children will be split up and go to three different places
and will be living with three families instead of the two they are living with at present. This
is all happening because the DCS has said they will be better off under those conditions.
That is outrageous! The children's opportunities will be enhanced substantially if they
remain with their present foster parents. The mother of the children has said this.
Hon John Halden: She is not the guardian.
Hon N.E. MOORE: A Government department is telling a mother what to do with her
children. H-on John Halden says that that is what happened in the 1950s, that the
Government said it was going to take children away from their parents, took them away and
put them into camps. This Government, which claims to be opposed to that sort of decision
making, is doing the same thing - taking two children away from an Aboriginal mother
against her will and giving them to somebody else. I would have thought the natural mother
of the children would make the ultimate decision about where the children went provided the
foster parents to whom they were going looked after them properly. The two mothers
involved will do absolutely that! They are dedicated and committed to looking after these
two babies who are to be sent to Jigalong and another outstation.
It is not good enough! It is outrageous for this to happen! The Minister should go to
Newman, look around and then make a decision based upon the realities of the case and the
best interests of these two children. He should not implement some ideological view he
holds that the only people who can bring up Aboriginal children are Aboriginal. That is the
most racist proposition one could imagine. My argument is non-racist because Aboriginal
people can raise non-Aboriginal children just as white parents can raise Aboriginal children.
That has happened successfully in thousands of cases. It is possible for Aboriginal parents to
raise non-Aboriginal children, but not in a camp out of Newman where there is no town.
Hon Tom Helm: I live there.
Hon N.E. MOORE: The member should take the Minister responsible for the Department
for Community Services to have a look. He should then reverse his decision and look after
the interests and wellbeing of these two children.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6.09 pmn

5182 [COUNCIL]



[Tfhursday, 26 September 1991] 18

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

INDUSTRIAL SITES - PILBARA
653. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to Hon Tom Stephens representing the Minister for State

Developmnent:
(1) When will a decision be taken for the siting of an industrial centre in the

Pilbara?
(2) What areas are being considered?
Hon TOM STEPHENS replied:

The Minister for Stare Development has provided the following reply -

A major planning and development study of the Pilbara which
includes identification of future industrial sites is presently under way.
Itris expected that a draft report will be released for public comment
early in 1992.

PORTS AND HARBOURS - DERBY PORT PROPOSAL
663. Hon P3-I. LOCKYER to Hon Tom Stephens representing the Minister for State

Development:
(1) Is consideration being given to developing a port at Derby?
(2) If not, what towns in the Kimberley are being considered to upgrade their ports

to service ships larger than the State ships presently in service?
Hon TOM STEPHENS replied:

The Minister for State Development has provided the following reply -

(1) There is insufficient shipping or shipper needs to warrant this
currently. The potential for a deep water port at Black Rocks near
Derby has been investigated in the past. The Shire of Derby-West
Kimberley is understood to be looking at the options involved in
reopening the port at Derby and the demand for a port to be built at
Black Rocks.

(2) The ports of Broome and Wyndhbam can already accommodate and
service vessels far larger than the present State Ships and no new
industry has been identified as requiring port facilities of greater
shipping capacity than currently exists.

SECONDARY EDUCATION AUTHORITY - TERTIARY ENTRANCE
EXAMINAT'ION PAPERS

Second Marking - Western Australian Council of State School Organisations' Conference
707. Hon R.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Education:

() Has the Minister's attention been drawn to the motion passed unanimously at
the recent Western Australian Council of State School Organisations'
conference which stated "That this conference calls on the Minister for
Education to direct the Secondary Education Authority to continue to employ
two independent people to mark each TEE paper for every TEE subject and to
allow all students the option to pay a fee to enable them to have their papers
re-marked."?

(2) Can the Minister indicate the Government's attitude to this unanimous
expression of view by WACSSO delegates?

Hon KAY HALLAI-AN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Advice received from the Secondary Education Authority, which consists of

expert personnel representing all sectors of education, is that students may be
confident that their answers will be marked fairly and accurately as a result of
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the marking procedures to be used in the 1991 TEE examinations. Essay-type
answers in all papers, including those subjects where essays comprise the
whole paper, will continue to be double marked. For subjects with a short
answer component these components will be single marked, but with
significant proportions of second marking of selected subjects by specially
appointed supervisory examiners and the use of additional recording checks.
Students will continue to be able to request a marks check. This involves a
check to see that the student has been given credit for each question
attempted, marking procedures have been followed and there are no
computational errors in compiling the score.

SEAT BELTS - INFANTS
Road Traffic Act Amendments

726. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
With reference to an article, "Infant deaths linked to belt law failings" which
appeared in The West Australian on 8 July 199 1, will the Minister indicate -

(a) his response to the Western Australian Child Accident Prevention
Foundation on the question of car seat restraints for children under the
age of one;

(b) if the Government proposes to introduce an amendment to the Road
Traffic Act to make seat restraints for infants compulsory; and

(c) if so, when it proposes to introduce that amendment to Parliament?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(a) No response was made to the article or to the Western Australian Child

Accident Prevention Foundation except for the short comment in the article.
(b) The matter is under consideration.
(c) Unknown.

METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME - AMENDMENT 840-33
Submissions

759. Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON to the Minister for Education representing the
Minister for Planning:
(1) Did the State Planning Commission call for submissions on metropolitan

region scheme amendment 840-33, proposed urban rezoning of land bounded
by Wanneroo Road, Clarkson Avenue, Pinjar Road, Flynn Drive and Carramar
Park?

(2) Was the closing date for the submissions Wednesday, 24 July 199 1?
(3) Were Chapman, Glendinning and Associates consultants to Yatala Nominees

Pry Ltd (a Peet and Co, syndicate) Homeswesc and the R & I Bank to develop
some 8 000 lots on the land in question?

(4) Was Chapman, Glendinning and Associates advised on or before 18 July 1991
by an officer of the Department of Planning and Urban Development that
7 000 submissions against the project had been received by that date?

(5) Was Chapman, Glendinning and Associates also advised that the Government
was keen to support the rezoning, but needed an equal or greater number of
favourable submissions to assist it?

(6) How many submissions finally were received?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Planning has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2)
Yes.

(3) Yes, but only to Yatala Nominees.

5184 [COUNCIL]



[Thursday, 26 September 1991] 58

(4)-(5)
No, not to my knowledge.

(6) 497.
CAR THEFT - AGRICULTURAL REGION STATISTICS

760. Hon D.J. WORDSWORTH to the Minister for Police:
(1) What number of car thefts took place in the Agricultural Region during 1987?
(2) What number of car thefts took place in the Agricultural Region during the

12 months ended 31 July 1991?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

These statistics are not collated within agricultural or other electoral
boundaries.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - INSURANCE FUND
Funding Source - Public Sector Contributions

764. Hon P.C. PENDAL to the Attorney General representing the Minister for
Microeconomic Reform:
(1) Can the Minister explain how the State Government Insurance Commission

government insurance fund which caters for the unfunded workers'
compensation liabilities of many public sector organisations is funded?

(2) Can die Minister provide the approximate total value of contributions by
public sector organisations to this fund in -
(a) 1988-89;
(b) 1989-90;
(c) 1990-9 1;and
(d) 1991-92?

(3) Has the SGIC's poor investment performance over the past few years affected
the level of contributions public sector organisations have been forced to pay
to support this fund?

(4) If die answer to (3) is yes, then where have these funds come from and what is
the approximate value of all recoups for poor investment performance by the
fund in the years quoted?

(5) If the answer to (3) is no, would the Minister table a copy of the actuarial
formula which the premium calculations are based on?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Minister for Microeconomic Reform has provided the following reply -

(1) Funding for Government Insurance Fund - unfunded workers'
compensation liability - results from -

Premium collected from the participating agencies who in the majority
of cases receive annual Treasury allocation.
Investment income generated from accumulated funds, which at
30 June 1991 were $20.2 million.

(2) (a) $37.1 million.
(b) $35.7 million.
(c) $34.7 million.
(di) $32.5 million.

(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) Copy of actuarial formula is as follows -
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PREMIUM RATING STRUCTURE

1. OUTLINE OF METHOD
STEP 1: 'Calculate the claim premium rate CPR as the

three year average of claims paid as a percentage
of average wage rail with administration added.

STEP 2: Calculate the funding premium required to
maintain the agency's level of funding for
outstanding liabilities at the target level for
GlIFU. This funding calculation has three parts -
- the fund at start plus interest;
- the net premium less claims paid with interest;

and
- the premium for any change in the level of

funding.
The second part balances premium charged to
cash costs and credits the agency with the
difference.
The third part results from any decision made to
target a changed level of funding at the end of the
period.

STEP 3: Calculate the premium allocated to an agency by
multiplying the claim premium rate from Step I
by the expected wage roll for the 1990-91
financial year and add the funding premium
determined at Step 2.

STEP 4: Should any adjustment be required due to
funding restrictions being placed on the GlIFU by
Government, then the funding calculation in Step
2 will be adjusted accordingly.

NOTES: 1. The administration and interest rates used in
Steps I and 2 are based on the actual levels for
GlIFU. The levels used in this document are
examples only.

2. An example attached reflects an agency with
improving cash claim costs.

COYNE, MR PETER - MINISTER FOR JUSTICE
Justice System Letter

766. Hon N.F. MOORE to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Justice:
(1) Has the Minister received a letter from Mr Peter Coyne dated 7 August 1989

in which he outlines serious concerns relating to the justice system in Western
Australia?

(2) Has the Minister responded to this letter, and if so, when?
(3) If not, why not?
Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

The Minister for Justice has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes, a detailed interim response was sent to Mr Coyne on

18 September 1989. As indicated in my response to Legislative
Council question 969 of 1989, further advice was being soughL. The
Crown Solicitor has since advised me that he cannot add to the advice
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I have already given Mr Coyne. In view of the rime thac has lapsed, no
final reply has been sent.

(3) Not applicable.
ABORIGINES - LAND RESERVATION

Areas - Applications
769. Hon N.E. MOORE to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for

Lands:
With reference to the Minister's answer given on 29 August 1991 to question
on notice 736. would the Minister advise -

(1) What is the area of land involved in each of the locations listed under
question (4)?

(2) Are there areas of land under consideration for reservation which are
not on the priority list provided in the answer?

(3) If so, what are they?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply-
(1) In respect of the Worrworrum Community on Ivanhoe Station, an area

of 63 hectares has been surveyed. So far as the other 19 applications
are concerned, negotiations amt still proceeding and final areas have
yet to be determined.

(2) Yes.
(3) There are a number of applications before the Government for

Aboriginal Living Areas and each is considered on its merit. A formal
register is not kept and, in any event, initial application is made to the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority and not all are passed on to
DOLA as being worthy of further consideration.

BARL ACT - REVIEW
776. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Justice:

(1) What is the current situation in respect of reviewing the Bail Act 1982?
(2) Is it intended to amend the Bail Act 1982 so that juveniles are not able to be

admitted to bail on their own recognisance?
(3) Has the Juvenile Justice Association or the Police Force or other organisations

expressed concern at the application of section 28(2)?
Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

The Minister for Justice has provided the following reply -

(1) The Bail Act review has been completed. Cabinet has approved the
drafting of a Bill to incorporate recommendations made for
amendment to the Act. Drafting instructions have been referred to
Parliamentary Counsel.

(2) No.
(3) Yes, [28(2)(b)].

POLICE - JOONDALUP COMPLEX PROPOSAL
Operation Hours - Lockup

777. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
(1) Will the proposed police complex at Joondalup operate on a 24 hour basis?
(2) Will there be a lockup located at the complex?
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1)-(2)

Yes.
JOONDALUP DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - HELIPORT

779. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Are there any plans to locate a heliport within land controlled by the

Joondalup Development Corporation?
(2) If yes, does the corporation intend purchasing a helicopter for use by the

corporation executive?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Planning has provided the following reply -

(1) The possibility is being explored but nothing is definite at this time.
(2) No.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - REVIEW
Extpenditure

781. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What funds, if any, has the Western Australian Government, through its

agencies or instrumentalities, expended considering and reviewing the
proposal to establish a National Rail Corporation?

(2) Will the Minister assure the Parliament that no real property, intellectual
property or rights currently under the control or direction of the State or its
instrumentalities or agencies will be transferred to the Commonwealth and or
other States without the authority of the Parliament of Western Australia?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) Excluding salaries, costs of attending meetings and consultancies have
totalled approximately $200 000.

(2) The enabling Bill for the State's participating in the National Rail
Corporation is currently being drafted and will be put before the
Parliament.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - PERMANENT WAY CONTROL
Westrail Risks

782. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:

Was the Minister advised that there are real operational and financial risks to
Westrail if the National Rail Corporation has control of the permanent way
and that intrastate freight and passenger services operating over its line could
be given lower transit priorities resulting in cost penalties and potential
revenue losses?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

I am aware of both risks and benefits, and these were taken into account in
negotiating Western Australia's participation in the National Rail Corporation
agreements.
On balance participation was considered to be in the best interest of both the
State and dhe nation as a whole.
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NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - COMMERCIAL MARGINAL
PROPOSITION

National Rail Freight Inquiry Task Force Conclusion
783. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Transport:
(I) Did the national rail freight corporation state steering committee advise the

Minister that the national rail freight inquiry task force considered that, at the
very best, the NRC is commercially only a marginal proposition and that the
extent of the inefficiencies arid lack of investment in the Eastern States rail
systems adversely affected the commercial viability of the NRC?

(2) Was the Minister further advised that this marginal proposition was based on
anticipated significant operating efficiencies being realised and that if the
NRC did not achieve the efficiency gains through capital investment and
improved work practices the NRC would not meet its financial target?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -
(1) The national rail freight inquiry task force concluded that the National

Rail Corporation was a marginal prospect commercially but a
considerable improvement over the alternative of separate interstate
rail systems. These findings were communicated to me by the State
steering committee.

(2) Yes.
NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - PERMANENT WAY CONTROL

Westrail Risks
784. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Is the Minister aware that passing control of the permanent way to the

National Rail Corporation could present real operational and financial risks to
Westrail's intrastate freight and passenger services?

(2) What action has been taken, or is intended to be taken, to have Westrail
negotiate an arrangement which will not disadvantage Western Australia in
respect of the control of infrastructure?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) Negotiations concerning the control of the permanent way have not yet
commenced and no decisions have been taken.

(2) A steering committee to manage negotiations and implementation has
been established. Provisions are included in the National Rail
Corporation agreements to protect Western Australia's position.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - FREIGHT FORWARDERS
Preferential Treatment

785. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:

Is it intended that the National Rail Corporation will treat freight forwarders as
preferred clients as is the current Wesu'ail policy?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transprt has provided the following response -

I would expect this outcome but it is primarily a matter for the National Rail
Corporation.
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NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - FREIGHT RATES
Increase

787. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:

As it is intended that the National Rail Corporation will operate on a
commercial basis and return a profit to its shareholders, is it likely that freight
races will need to be increased to a level higher than those currently charged
by Westrail?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response-
No.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - WESTRAIL
Liquidated Damages Liability

788. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What interpretation is placed on -

(a) best practice industrial agreements; and
(b) National Rail Corporation standard costs?

(2) Under what circumstances will Westrail be liable to pay the NRC liquidated
damages?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) Generally these are to be based on the current Australian and overseas
practices in the rail industry. National Rail Corporation standard costs
will be more closely defined in National Rail Corporation's first
corporate plan.

(2) Any contracts between Westrail and the National Rail Corporation for
the provision of services or facilities may provide for liquidated
damages for both parties if they fail to meet performance standards.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - PROFITS
Interstate and Intersystem Rail Traffic

789. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Given that current intersystem rail traffic is at a low volume and that increased

economic activity will cause an increase in intersystem volume during the
proposed first five year period of the National Rail Corporation operations.
what benchmark has been set for determining future profits?

(2) What is the current level of Western Australian profit attributed to interstate
rail traffic?

(3) What proportion of overheads is allocated to such business?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) No benchmark has been set. Negotiations have been based on a
number of modelling projections under different market and
operationalinvestment assumptions.

(2)-(3)
A review of Westrail results for 1989-90 conducted by Ernst and
Young assessed a contribution of $14.107 million over long run
avoidable costs and a net loss of $424 000 after taking into account an
appropriate proportion of fully distributed overhead and other fixed
costs.
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NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - FACILITIES TAKEOVER OR LEASE
Overhead Costs

790. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How is it intended to deal with overhead costs currently allocated to that

section of rail crack or other rail facilities which are to be taken over by or
leased to the National Rail Corporation?

(2) Will Western Australia have to reimburse the NRC for the use of, or the
handling of, intrastatte traffic which uses facilities taken over by or leased to
the NRC?

(3) If so, will these additional costs affect the freight rates for local freight traffic,
and if so, by what percentage?

(4) Will these additional costs be taken into consideration when seeking
reimbursement for loss of profits on WA interstate traffic?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1)-(4)
This is yet to be negotiated with the National Rail Corporation, but the
agreement to establish the National Rail Corporation provides for
Westrail to be no worse off financially for the first five years.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - WESTRAIS EMPLOYEES
791. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Transport:
As the National Rail Corporation intends to operate under labour arrangements
incorporated in an enterprise award which reflects best practice in productivity
standard through efficient work and manning practices, and as the NRC
conditions will differ from the various award conditions currently covering
Wesrail employees, has the Minister consulted with the Trades and Labor
Council and State railway unions to be satisfied that there will not be any
adverse effect on Westrail employees as a result of the planned takeover?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

Yes, the Trades and Labor Council and combined Westrail unions are
represented on the State steering committee which advises the Government on
the direction and impact of National Rail Corporation operations in Western
Australia.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - ASSETS
Wesirail Redundancies

792. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Which assets are intended to be contributed to the National Rail Corporation

venture?
(2) How many Westrail staff will become redundant as a result of the NRC

takeover?
(3) How many of chose made redundant by Westrail will be offered employment

with the NRC?
(4) As a commitment has been given to Westrail employees that there will be no

forced re-dundancies as a result of the NRC takeover, how will employees who
do not wish to transfer to the NRC be deployed, particularly in the face of the
significant reduction in intrastate activity which was recently announced by
the Government?
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response
(1) This is subject to negotiation but may include track, terminals and

rollingscock.
(2)-(3)

No firm figures have been determined.
(4) it is not expected that there will be a significant reduction in Wescrail 's

intrastate activity, particularly once the economy emerges from the
current downturn. The reorganisation and deployment of staff affected
by the National Rail Corporation will be carried out in accordance
with the Government's existing policy on redeployment, retraining
and voluntary severance. Westrail will closely consult with affected
employees and unions.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - CAPITAL INVESTMENT PROGRAM
State Contributions

793. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Does the National Rail Corporation Agreement compel Western Australia as a

shareholder to contribute to future infrastructure necessary to meet the NRC
future strategic plan, such as -

(a) standardisation of the rail track between Melbourne and Adelaide; and
(b) an upgraded track between Sydney and Melbourne and Sydney and

Brisbane?
(2) What is the anticipated cost of these future upgradings?
(3) When are these upgradings scheduled to be started and completed?
(4) Has Western Australia taken these additional costs into consideration in

agreeing to being reimbursed for loss of profit only in the initial five year
period of the NRC proposal?

(5) If so, will Western Australia still obtain a return of dividends equal to the
amount reimbursed?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) The intention is that the National Rail Corporation capital investment
program will be met by initial equity contributions, retained earnings
and borrowings.

(2)-(3)
The capital program for National Rail Corporation is yet to be
developed.

(4) The reimbursement to Westrail for loss of profit will not cover any
contributions required for equity capital.

(5) Dividend payments after the initial five year period will depend on the
profitability of National Rail Corporation and Western Australia's
equity share-

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ACT - AMENDMENTS
Age Discrimination

796. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Justrice:
When is it anticipated that legislation to amend the Equal Opportunity Act
1984 to cover age discrimination will be brought before the Parliament as
announced by the Premier on 13 May 1990?
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Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Minister for Justice has provided the following reply -

Drafting of the Equal Opportunity Amendment Bill which includes
discrimination on the ground of age has been completed and is expected to be
introduced during the current session of Parliament once Cabinet has given
approval to print.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION LEGISLATION - IMPLEMENTATION DATE
798. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Justice:

With reference to an article which appeared in The West Australian dated
21 September 1989 in which the Minister indicated that freedom of
information legislation would be introduced in 1990, when will the legislation
be introduced to the Parliament?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Minister for Justice has provided the following reply -

Drafting of freedom of information legislation is proceeding and will be
introdtuced once this process has been completed. It is hoped to be introduced
before the end of this current session.

MOSQUITOES - CONTROL
Bacillus Thuringiensis Vat Israelensis

808. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is the biologically derived control agent Thuringiensis Var Israelensis used in

controlling mosquitoes in Western Australia?
(2) If not, why is it not used?
(3) When will it be used as recommended in the 1989 "Report on Mosquito

Control in the Leschenault Region"?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-

(1) Bacillus thuringiensis var israelensis (B.t.i) is used in liquid form for
controlling mosquitoes by some local authorities in Western Australia.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) This product is not used by the Health Department for Ross River

virus mosquito control because it is not available in a granular form
suitable for aerial application.
During the 199 1-92 summer the Health Department will be conducting
trials with a granular form of B.t.i., developed by Wellcome Australia,
to determine its efficacy for controlling salzmarsh mosquitoes in
Western Australia.
If these and similar trials being carried out in Queensland are
successful, this granular formulation of B.t.i. will be registered for
control of mosquitoes in Western Australia and will be made
commercially available.
The Health Department is very keen for granular H.Li. to be used in
the majority of aerial larvicide treatme-nts carried out under the
Government's Ross River virus mosquito control program.
However, it cannot be used for this purpose until its effectiveness is
demonstrated by efficacy trials and is subsequently registered for
mosquito control in Western Australia.

5193



LEDA - LAND REDEVELOPMENT
Metropolitan Region Scheme Amendment No 776 -33A - State Planning Commission

(Amendment and Validation) Act Exclusion
809. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for.

Planning:
(1) Is it correct that in recent Opposition amendments to a Government Bill the

Leda land was excluded, thus indicating the Opposition stance in this matter?
(2) Is it now intended by the Government to allow this land to be redeveloped?
(3) If yes to (2), by what planning authority is it intended to proceed?
(4) Is the Mlinister aware that the present Attorney General told a public meeting

on the Casuarina Prison development that in taking this land for prison
purposes the Government would provide extra land for local conservation
purposes?

(5) If yes to (4). has such land been so designated?
(6) If not, why not?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Planning has provided the following reply -

(1) Metropolitan region scheme amendment No 776-33A for Leda was
excluded from the State Planning Commission (Amendment and
Validation) Act 1990. However, the land subject of amendment
776-33A is only a part of the area referred to as Leda.

(2) The Leda. land is to be developed for urban and
conservation/recreation purposes.

(3) A significant portion of Leda is already zoned urban in the
metropolitan region scheme and residential in the Town of Kwinana
town planning scheme No 1.

(4) Yes.
(5)-(6) Significant areas of Leda (over 450 ha) are to be set aside for

conservation and recreation purposes.
POLICE - ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER AND COMMANDER OF THE

INSPECTORATE
Positions Gazettal - Hierarchy Restructure

810. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
(1) How many positions for Assistant Commissioner and Commander of the

Inspectorate are currently gazetted in the Western Australia Police Force?
(2) What is the rationale behind the recent restructuring of the Western Australia

Police Forte hierarchy?
(3) Have any of the positions been filled, and if so, who are the present

incumbents?
(4) Is it intended that any of these positions will be advertised outside the Western

-Australia Police Farce to enable qualified officers from other police forces to
apply?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) There axe five Assistant Commissioner positions, plus an additional position

currently being advertised. When the new position is filled there will be six
Assistant Commissioner positions and one (1) Commander of the
Inspectorate.

(2) The recent Police Force restructure will -

(a) align work areas according to function;
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(b) ensure work areas are of manageable proportions;
(c) clarify and separate operational and support work areas;
(d) flacten the managerial hierarchy in non-operational areas;
(e) ensure consistency across portfolios; and
(f) accommodate foreseeable growth.

(3) None of the new positions created by the restructure has yet been filled.
(4) No. The changes that are to be made give effect to internal restructures to

achieve efficiencies and in these circumstances con sideration has not been
given to advertising outside.

POLICE - LEINSTER
Manpower Increase

811. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police:
(1) As the police strength at Leinster is only two officers to service approximately

2 800 people, will the Police Department be considering increasing the
strength by one officer?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) Yes. One additional officer has been allowed for Leinster in the present

academy intake which will graduate in November 1991.
(2) Not applicable.

SPORT AND RECREATION - TOBACCO ADVERTISING BAN
Sporting Bodies Exemption Requests

814. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:
(1) Has the Government received any requests from sporting bodies for exemption

from the ban on cigarette advertising from January 1992?
(2) If so, how many requests have been received?
(3) How many have been agreed to?
(4) How many have been rejected?
(5) Which organisations requested exemptions?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Health is the Minister responsible for receiving requests
about and approving exemptions from, the Tobacco Control Act 1991.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY - PASTORAL LEASE TRAZNSFER APPLICATIONS
Pinnacles, Depot Springs, Dandanaga-

815. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education riprisenting the Minister for
Lands:I
(1) Has an application been made to transfer any or all of the following pastoral

leases -

(a) Pinnacles;
(b) Depot Springs; and
(c) Dandaraga?

(2) If so, who made the application?
(3) Has permission been granted?
(4) Is the Government satisfied that all conditions with regard to holding these

leases have been met?
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(5) Is the Government satisfied with the condition of the range land on all of these
leases?

(6) When was the last inspection carried out?
Hon KAY 1-ALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply.
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Pinnacles - Woodica Computers Pty Ltd (G.D. Smith &

(b)
(c)

(3) Yes.
(4)-(5)

L. Fenner)
Dandaraga - S.W. & D.L. Horton
Depot Springs - G.D. Smith & S.W. Horton

The Government has concern over area of degradation and the poor
standard of improvements on Pinnacles and Dandaraga arnd Depot
Springs Stations. With the transfer of the properties the new owners
will be preparing management plans for consideration by the
Department of Agriculture and the Pastoral Board. In the meantime
the lessees are required to dc-stock a number of paddocks on the leases
as a strategy to encourage rehabilitation of degraded areas.

(6) The last inspection was carried out in July 1991.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT - WILUNA SHIRE

Split Request
816. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for

Local Government:
(1) Has the Government received a request to split the Wiluna Shire?
(2) If so, from whom did the request come?
(3) Is the Government considering the request?
(4) When is a decision on the matter contemplated?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply.
(1) No formal petition has been received, but some correspondence has

been received from interested parties in the region.
(2)-(4)

Not applicable.
BEADON HOTEL. ONSLOW - HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Action Request
817. H-on P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for

Health:
(1) Has the Health Department of Western Australia received any requests far

(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)
Hon

action to be taken against the Beadon Hotel in Onslow?
If so. from whom were the requests received?
What was the nature of the requests?
Is the Government satisfied with the state of the repairs of the Beadon Hotel?
If not, what steps are being taken to rectify the situation?

KAY H-ALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following response.
(1) Yes.
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()()The Shire of Ashburton and Mr Peter Green, the owner of the Beadon
Hotel, have requested that action be taken to assess the condition of
the hotel and to ensure that the schedule of works issued to the lessee
of the premises by the Shire of Ashburton was correct.

(4)-(5)
A senior officer of the Health Department inspected the hotel on
10- 11 September 1991 and has indicated that while the hotel does not
currently meet all of the required standards, the work orders already
issued by the shire substantially address the health related aspects of
the premises. These work orders are being attended to and the Health
Department officer did not consider that closure of the premises was
warranted on health grounds. A full report has been issued to the
Shire of Ashburton.

BUDGET - SUPPLEMENTARY BUDGET INFORMATION PAPER,
DISBURSEMENTS

Trust Accounts and Government Agencies - $75 million, $98-5 million
823. Hon MURRAY MONTGOMERY to the Attorney General representing the

Treasurer:
(1) Will the Minister provide a list of the trust accounts and Government

instrumentalities that received $75 million in 1990-9 1, as stated under the
heading of "disbursements" on table 21, page 34 of the Supplementary Budget
Information paper?

(2) Will the Minister also provide a list of the trust accounts and Government
instrumentalities that received, between them, $98.5 million the previous year?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Treasurer has provided the following response.

The disbursements of short term investment earnings to trust accounts
and Government agencies for the 1989-90 and 1990-91 financial year
has been tabled today. [See paper No 707].

MOTOR CYCLES - NEW MOTOR CYCLE LICENCES
Auseralian Design Rule 19.01

824. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

(1) Does the Government support the implementation of Australian Design Rule
19.01 as a requirement for the licensing of new motor cycles after I March
1992, or similar date?

(2) If so, does the Government intend to introduce a regulation to require new
motor cycles registered in Western Australia to comply with ADR 19.01?

(3) If so, when is this regulation to be introduced?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(l)-(2)

The need for new vehicles to comply with the Australian Design Rules is
enforced by the Federal Motor Vehicle Standards Act 1989, therefore the
requirements for a new motorcycle manufactured after I March 1991 to
comply with Australian Design Rule 19/01 is independent of Western
Australian law. Australian Design Rule 19/01 will be included in the Road
Traffic (Vehicle Standards) Regulations 1977 (VSR) as complementary State
legislation.
The Australian Design Rule will be adopted as is, with no unique Western
Australian retrospective requirements.

(3) Complementary legislation is expected to be introduced before the Australian
Design Rule 19/01 implementation date.
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POLICE - SEAT BELT CHARGE NO 47280-91
Infringement Notice

825. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
With reference to charge number 47280-91 which relates to an incident on
14 February 1991 involving the failure of a driver to have her seat belt
properly fastened, why was an infringement notice not issued at the time of the
incident rather than proceeding with the matter by summons?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
Traffic breach was actioned by a mounted patrol officer not in possession of
an infringement notice and subsequently a summons ensued. The mounted
patrol operational procedures have now been modified to provide the service
of an infringement notice by post.

RAILWAYS - PASSENGER TRAINS
Perth-Eastern States

829. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How many passenger trains are operating between Perth and the Eastern States

each week?
(2) Are there any plans to discontinue these services?
(3) What steps are being taken to promote the service?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response.
(1) Two trains in each direction.
(2) No.
(3) The marketing of these services within Australia and overseas is now

handled by Australian National and I will be raising the question of
their further promotion at the next Australian Transport Advisory
Council meeting on 4 October. Currently Wescrail is discussing super
discounts of fares with Australian National and the State Rail
Authority of New South Wales for promotion of travel during the next
trough period from November to mid December.

DAMPIER PORT AUTHORITY - CHAIRMANSHIP
Local Pilbara Person

830. Hon P.11. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the Government considering allowing the chairmanship of the Danmpier Port

Authority to be filled by a local Pilbara person rather than a Government
officer?

(2) If not, why is the Government not using the same policy used successfully by
the Port Hedland Port Authority?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response.
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.

CRIME - BREAK AND ENTER STATISTICS
Dwellings, Shops, Other Buildings

839. Hon REG DAVIE-S to the Minister for Police:
(1) Will die Minister provide statistics on break and enter offences in Western

Australia for dwellings, shops and other buildings from 30 June 1990 until
10 September 1991?
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(2) What percentage increase does tbis represent on this period of last year's
figures?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) 64014.
(2) 12.7 percent. The period nominated for review overlaps with data nominated

for the previous year. The percentage of 12.7 per cent in this review
compares with that of a 10.4 per cent increase shown in the fiscal collation.
For the purposes of statistical review, the data drawn has to be kept to whole
months. Therefore the period undertaken in this review was July 1990 to
August 1991 which has been compared to the same period of the previous
year.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - PEST CONTROL COMPANIES AND OPERATORS
Regulafon Breaches

840 Hon REG DAVIE-S to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Health:

Will the Minister provide the following details for the period 1 January 1987
to30lJune 1991 -
(a) all the pest control operators successfully prosecuted by the Health

Department of Western Australia under the Health (Pesticides)
Regulations 1956;

(b) all the pest control companies successfully prosecuted by the Health
Department of Western Australia under the Health (Pesticides)
Regulations 1956;

(c) all the offences for which pest control companies and pest control
operators were successfully prosecuted by the Health Department of
Western Australia under the Health (Pesticides) Regulations 1956
including details of the nature of the offences; and

(d) the names of the pest control companies which employed or contracted
the successfully prosecuted pest control operators at the time the said
breach of the Health (Pesticides) Regulations 1956 occurred?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following response -

(a)
Pest Control Regulation Breach

Operator
Jay Duffy 20(1) - Used a pesticide in a manner

(Note - two place or circumstance which was
K Duffy's in dangerous, harmful or injuries to
the industry health.

59(l)(d) - Contaminated a surface of a building with a
prescribed organochlorine.

E. Panetta 75(1)(b) - Used a pesticide that he was not authorised
to apply.

V. Papadopolous 63(1) - Proprietor of an unregistered pest control firm.
69(7)(b) - Performed treatments as a provisional
pesticide operator without the required direction of a
qualified operator.

A. Iohnson 63(1) - Proprietor of an unregistered pest control firm.
R. McCormnack 7 - Used an unregistered pesticide.

5901)(d) - Contaminated a surface of a building with
an organochlorine.
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J. Kennedy

C. Mc~afferty

P. Robinson

M. Harris

T. Humphries

D. Basten

H. Toutountzis

P. King

G. Oswald

C. Rowley

R. Hahn

F. West

D. Harrison

P. Screen

T. Pritchard

R. McCormack

D. Price

S. Sams

[COUNCIL]

20C(c) - Applied a pesticide for a use other than a use
shown on the label.
59(l)(a) and 59(1)(d) - Contaminated furniture and
the floor of a building.
20C(c) - Applied a pesticide for a use other than a use
shown on the label.
75(l)(b) - Used a pesticide chat he was nor authorised
to apply.
20(1) - Used a pesticide in a manner, place or
circumstances which was dangerous, harmful or
injurious to health.
55(a) - Used an organochiorine other than in
accordance with the Health (Pesticides) Regulations
1956.
55(l)(d) - Contaminated a surface of a floor with an
organochiorine.
75(l)(b) - used a pesticide that he was not authorised
to apply.
75(l)(b) - used a pesticide that he was not authorised
to apply - two charges.
20C(b) - Applied a pesticide other than in accordance
with the directions on the registered label.
20C(b) - Applied a pesticide other than in accordance
with the directions on the registered label.
56(0) - Used an organochlorine other than in
accordance with AS2057 'Soil Treatment for
Buildings Under Construction for Protection against
Subterranean Termites' -understrvngch used.
20C(c) - Applied a pesticide for a use other than a use
shown on the label.
63(l) - Proprietor of an unregistered pest control firm.
74(l)(a) - Was an unlicensed operator applying
pesticide for gain or reward.
58(A) - Did not obtain permission of the Executive
Director Public Health to reapply an organochiorine.
79(A) - Did not affix a notice of treatment in the
meter box following a term iticide application.
79(A) - Did not affix a notice of treatment following a
chemical application.
75(l)(b) - Used a pesticide that he was not authorised
to apply.
75(0)(b) - Used a pesticide that he was not authorised
to apply.
20(0) - used a pesticide in a manner, place or
circumstances which was dangerous, harmnful or
injurious to health.
55(a) - Used an organochlorine other than in
accordance with the Health (Pesticides) Regulations
1956.
59(l)(a), 59(l)(d) - Contaminated furniture and the
floor of a building with an organochlorine.
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20(1) - Used a pesticide in a manner, place or
circumstance which was dangerous, harmfui or
injurious to health.

(b)
Beckenham Pest

Control

Statewide Pest
and Weed Control

Aaron Lee Pest
Control

(c)
Regulation breach/es
(b).
(d)
Pest Control

Operator
Jay Duffy

S. Sams

E. Panetta
V. Papadopolous
A. Johnson
R. McCormack

J. Kennedy
C. McCafferty
P. Robinson
M. Harris
T. Humphries
D. Basten
H. Toutountzis
P. King
G. Oswald

C. Rowley

R. Hahn
F. West
D. Harrison

P. Screen
T. Pritchard
R. McCormack
D. Price

66 - Failure to display company
identification on vehicle.

74(4) - Employed an unlicensed
operator.

74(4) - Employed an unlicensed
operator.

placed against appropriate defendant in answers (a) and

Employing Firm

Allwest Environmental Pest
Management
Aliwest Environmental Pest
Management
Budget Pest Control
Olympic Pest Control
Olympic Pest Control
Ausmic Environmental Industries
(WA)
Independent Pest Control Service
Boomerang Pest Control
Busy Bee Pest Control
Metro Pest Control
Maxwell Robinson and Phelps
Maxwell Robinson and Phelps
Pestnil Ply Ltd
Economic Pest Control
Ausmic Environmental Industries
(WA)
Ausmic Environmental Industries
(WA)
Beckenham Pest Control
Allpest WA Northam
Ausmic Environmental Industries
(Bun bury)
Protector Pest Control
W.A. Flick and Co Pry Ltd
Statesman Pest Control
Stewarts Pest Control

HEPBURN HEIGHTS - HERITAGE LISTING PROPOSAL
Deferment Request

841. Hon REG DAVIES to the Attorney General representing the Premier:
(1) Has any Government instrumentality asked for a deferment of the proposed

Hepburn Heights heritage listing?
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(2) If yes -
(a) for what reason; and
(b) which Department?

(3) Is the Government aware of the environmental survey of Hepburn Heights
being conducted by Dr Alan Tingay on behalf of LandCorp?

(4) If yes -
(a) what are Dr Tingay's qualifications; and
(b) what is Dr Tingay's directive?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Premier has provided the following response -
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Because it does not believe it is worthy of listing. When the

(3)
(b)
Yes.

planning issue was referred to the Environmental Protection
Authority it was not deemed worthy of a final assessment.
Landeorp.

(4) (a) Dr Alan Tingay is the Director of Alan Tingay and Associates
who are environmental scientists. Dr Paul Van Der Moezel
who is employed by Alan Tingay and Associates is responsible
for the flora and vegetation survey at Hepburn Heights.
Dr Van Der Moe zel has a doctorate from the Botany
Department of the University of Western Australia.

(b) Dr Tingay's directive is to carry out an assessment of the flora
and vegetation at Hepburn Heights with particular regard to the
criteria set down by the Australian Heritage Commission for
listing on the National Estate Register.

MOTOR CYCLES - RIGHTS ON LIGHT GROUP
Further Consideration Letter

845. Hon GEORGE CASH to the inister for Police:
(I) Did the Minister receive a letter during July 1991 from the Rights on Light

Group referring to a meeting with the Minister and the Rights on Light Group
in late March 1991 at which the Minister indicated a willingness to give
further consideration to the motor cyclists' point of view on this issue?

(2) When may the Rights on Light Group expect a reply to their letter from the
Minister?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A reply to the letter has been forwarded.

LEGAL AID OFFICE - PILE ARA
Review

848. Hon N.E. MOORE to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Justice:
With reference to the Minister's answer given on 10 September 1991 to
question on notice 758, what other options are being looked at to improve the
service to the people of the Pilbara?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Minister for Justice has provided the following reply -

The Legal Aid Commission is still considering the results of its review and its
recommendations are therefore not finalised.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT RATES - BHP IRON ORE
Port Hedland Operations Exemption

852. Hon N.F. MOORE to the Attorney General representing the Treasurer:
(1) Is it correct that BHP Iron Ore is exempted from the payment of local

government rates for its operations in Port 1-edland?
(2) If so, does the Government have any pians to amend the agreement Act to

require the payment of local authority razes?
(3) Are there any other agreement Acts which exempt projects from the payment

of local authority rates?
(4) If so, which ones are they?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

The Treasurer has provided the following response -

BHIP is not exempted from the payment of local government rates on
lands used for its operations in Port Hedland. Rating provisions in the
agreement Acts covering the Port H-edland operations restrict
valuations for the purpose of rating to unimproved values, other than
for housing, where normal rates can be charged.
All land values, for rating purposes, are established under the
provisions of the Valuation of Land Act. Section 1 of die Valuation of
Land Act defines "unimproved value", for land held pursuant to an
Agreement, as an amount equal to 20 times the annual rent.
The three agreement Acts covering the -BHIP operations at Port
Hedland set peppercorn rentals for harbour, railway and special leases.
The 20 times annual rental provision of the Valuation of Land Act
would therefore appear to give zero valuations to peppercorn rental
leases. In fact, the land becomes liable for the payment of minimum
rates under the provisions of the Local Government Act. The Same
type of provisions exist under all other agreements, although the
rentals vary from peppercorn to normal land and mining Act rentals.
I am conscious of the ongoing concerns of local governments about
the rating arrangements under agreement Acts. However, this is only
part of a larger question of determining more equitable rating
structures for mining and petroleum tenements.
I expect that the working party, chaired by Hon Mark Nevill MLC,
will develop an agreed approach so that changes can be made to the
appropriate legislation to achieve equity in the valuation and rating of
agreement Acts, mining and petroleum tenements.

FIRE BRIGADE - HEDLAND FIRE BRIGADE
Closure

855. Hon N.F. MOORE to the Minister for Emergency Services:
(1) Is it correct that the Hedland Fire Brigade may have to close?
(2) If so, why?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Because of declining membership there was a possibility that Hedland Fire

Brigade may have had to close. However a recent membership drive by the
brigade has had some success and it will remain open.
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IRON ORE - ROYALTIES
Harnerstey Iron Fty Ltd, BHIP Iron Ore, Robe River Iron Associates

858. Hon N.F. MOORE to the Attorney General representing the Treasurer:
(1) What royalties were paid to the State Government by Hanierstey Iron from its

iron ore operations at -

(a) Paraburdoo;
(b) Tom Price; and
(c) other deposits
in the years 1989-90 and 1990-91?

(2) What royalties were paid to the State Government by BHP Iron Ore from its
iron ore operations at -
(a) Newman (not Whaleback); and
(b) other deposits
in the years 1989-90 and 1990-9 1?

(3) What royalties were paid to the State Government by Robe River Iron
Associates from its iron ore operations at Pannawonica in the years 1989-90
and 1990-91?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Treasurer has provided the following response -

Iron ore royalty is calculated and paid on the fLo.b. value of the product
shipped, not on specific ore tonnages from individual mining operations.
Some breakdown is possible, but not as the question was framed.
(1) (a-(b

Royalty paid by Haniersley Iron on iron ore products sourced
from the Tom Price and Paraburdoo operations totalled -

1989-90 $56.096 million
1990-91 $52.566 million

(c) Channar
1989-90 $ 1.425 million
1990-91 $5.318 million

The Brockmnan No 2 Detitals project is under construction and
its production can be expected to be included in the Tom
Price/Parabuidoo figures in the future.

(2) Royalty paid by Mt Newman Mining Company and Gloldsworthy Mining
Limited on behalf of the respective joint venturers - including BHP Iron Ore -
on iron ore products sourced from their mining operations totalled -

Newman - including Mt Whaleback
1989-90 $29.239 million
1990-91 $42.559 million

Shay Gap, Sunrise Hill and Nimingarra
1989-90 $7.250 million
1990-91 $8.150 million

Koolan Island - 100 per cent BH-P Iron Ore
1989-90 $2.621 million
1990-91 $2.686 million

(3) Royalty paid by Robe River on iron ore products sourced from Pannawonica
totalled -

1989-90 $14. 107 million
1990-91 $15.759 million
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PILBARA - PREVENTION OF EXCESSIVE PRICES BILL 1983
Similar Legislation Plans

864. flea N.F. MOORE to Hon John Miaiden representing the Minister for Consumer
Affairs:

In view of dhe concerns expressed by the member for Pilbara, Mr Graham,
relating to excessive prices in the Pilbara and the need for a prices summit,
will the Minister advise -

(1) Is it intended to introduce legislation similar to the Prevention of
Excessive Prices Bill 1983?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) What are the reasons for excessive prices in the Pilbara?

Hon JOHN HALDEN replied:
(1) There are no current plans to introduce legislation similar to the Prevention of

Excessive Prices Bill 1983.
(2) The above legislation was designed to meet a particular short term situation.

Mr Graham's call for a summit on prices in the Pilbara highlights the need for
a more detailed analysis of the situation.

(3) According to the retail industry, prices in the Pilbara reflect the higher costs of
transport and infrastructure and lower turnovers in that region.

ABORIGINAL CHILDREN - FOSTER PARENTS
Aboriginal Foster Parents Policy

866. Hon N.F. MOORE to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Community Services:

Further to my question without notice on Wednesday, I11 September 1991 -

(1) Why does the State Government support the view that Aboriginal
children are better off being placed with Aboriginal foster parents rather
than non-Aboriginal foster parents?

(2) Why does the State Government not consider this to be a racist view?
(3) Why are the interests of the child not of paramount consideration in all

cases and does the policy apply if the placement of a child with non-
Aboriginal foster parents is in the best interests of the child?

(4) Is there a policy relating to foster parenting applicable to other ethnic
groups in our society?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for Community Services has provided the following reply -

(1) The placement of Aboriginal children with Aboriginal carers is
important for the children to maintain cultural and familial
relationships. The promotion of this view by the Government also
supports the expectations and requirements of the Aboriginal
community. All Australian States have similar policies which favour
placement within the kinship or cultural network. These have been
based on widespread experience of high failure rates and serious
emotional problems for Aboriginal children placed with non-
Aboriginal families.

(2) The promotion of children's being placed within the context of their
own family or culture cannot be considered as racist.

(3) The interests of the child are the paramount consideration in all cases.
Thte issues identified in planning for a child's future are extensive,
including issues of identity and are broader than the physical needs of
a child.
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(4) The placement Mfall chi ldren wi thin the ir cul tural and famnily networks
is promoted. The past his tory of separation and dislocation for
Aboriginal children from their families has led to the need for greater
protection of the cultural and family identity of Aboriginal children.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT RATES - HARVEY SHIRE COUNCIL
Non-payment - Land Sales Enforcement

867. Hon B.L. JONES to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Have land sales ever been enforced by the Harvey Shire Council for the non-

payment of rates under sections 565 and 582 of the Local Government Act 1960
in the past 25 years in the -
(a) rural area;
(b) residential area; and
(c) commercial area?

(2) Are there any impending sales of land for non-payment of rates at the present
time?

(3) If yes, would the Minister provide details?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -

(0)-(3)
No ministerial approval is required under these sections of the Act and
my department does not keep any records on enforced land sales.
Therefore, administrative details should be sought from the Shire of
Harvey.

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT - AMENDMENTS
869. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for

Aboriginal Affairs:
When will legislation to amend the Aboriginal Heritage Act 1972 be introduced
to Parliament as was announced by the Premier on 23 October 1990?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs will announce proposals to amend the
Aboriginal Heritage Act following Cabinet's forthcoming consideration of the
proposal.

COMMUNITY" SERVICES DEPARTMENT - O'HANLON, MR MICHAEL
Riverbank Attack - Unsafe Work Practices Writ

870. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Community Services:

With reference to the attack by juvenile detainees in May on Mr Michael
O'Hanlon, the group worker and trade teacher employed at Riverbank detention
centre -

(1) Has the Department for Community Services been served with a writ by
Mr O'Hanlon's lawyers alleging unsafe work practices at the detention
centre?

(2) What steps have been taken to prevent similar incidents in the future?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Community Services has provided the following reply -
(1) No. As at 13 September 1991 a writ has not been served.
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(2) Following the attack at Riverbank and the breakout at Longmore
amounts recalling $355 000 to upgrade security measures at the
department's four secure centres have been proposed. In relation to
Riverbank, it is intended to replace the existing alarms with radio
controlled personal alarms. This will be piloted towards the end of
September to ensure proficiency. Surveillance cameras will be
installed in the woodwork and metalwork shops. In addition, large
observation panels will be fitted to the workshop doors.

STATE EMERGENCY SERVICES - LEGISLATIVE BASE LEGISLATION
87 1. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Emergency Services:

(1) When does the Government intend to introduce legislation to provide a
legislative base for the Stare Emergency Services?

(2) Has proposed legislation been discussed with the Commissioner of Police,
Western Australian Union of Police Workers and the Western Australian Fire
Brigades Board?

(3) If so, are all in agreement with the proposed changes?
(4) If nor, why nor?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) State Emergency Service legislation to provide a legislative base for the State

Emergency Service is currendly being drafted.
(2) The legislation, when drafted, will be discussed with all relevant

organisations.
(3)-(4)

Not applicable.
FIRE BRIGADES ACT - AMENDMENTS

872. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Emergency Services:
(1) Is it proposed to amend the Fire Brigades Act 1942?
(2) If so, when will the legislation be introduced into the Parliament?
(3) Has this legislation been discussed with representatives of the Western

Australian Police Union Of Workers and other organisations affected by the
change?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1992. The autumn session.
(3) The draft legislation has been discussed with the WA Police Union of

Workers and has been circulated to all organisations which would be affected
by the changes. Where there has been a need for follow-up discussions these
have been conducted.

WESTRAIL - EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
879. Hon FRED McKENZIE to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Is the inister aware that on 1 July 1983 there were 8 391 Westrail employees

(5 957 metropolitan area and 2 434 country area)?
(2) Can the Minister advise the number of persons employed by Westrail as at

1 July 1991 in -

(a) the metropolitan area; and
(b) country?
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) 3940

(b) 1 355.
HORTICULTURE - ORD RIVER AREA

New Land Releases
880. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for

Lands:
(1) How much new land has been opened up for horticulture projects in the Ord

River area in the last 12 months?
(2) How many hectares are estimated to be developed in the next five years?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Ministr for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) None.
(2) The Ord Development Council, chaired by the Minister for

Agriculture, Hon Ernie Bridge, MLA, is presently examining the
extent of possible future releases. Until this examination is complete
the extent of such releases is unknown.

LAND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT - POWER, MR ROBERT
Crown Land Application, Mi Vernon-Mulgul Stations

881. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Lands:
(1) H-as an application for a portion of Crown Land for pastoral purposes between

Mt Vernon and Mulgul Stations at Meekatharra by Mr Robert Power or Mulgul
Station been received by the Department of Land Administration?

(2) If so, when was the application received?
(3) Has a decision been taken?
(4) If not, why the long delay?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) The initial application was received on 3 February 1986.
(3)-(4)

The application was referred to the Department of Mines, Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority and the then Department of Conservation
and Environment. No objections were received and in October 1988
the pastoral board recommended that the land be made available to
adjoining landowners only. The necessary preparations were then
undertaken to allow the release to proceed. However, before these
preparations could be finalised the Department of Conservation and
Land Management strongly opposed the release of the land for
pastoral purposes- Action is proceeding in a bid to resolve the matter.

PORT HEDLAND PORT AUTHORITY - MEMBERS
882. Hon P.11. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Who are the present members of the Port Hedland Port Authority?
(2) When are their terms to expire?
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(3) Who is the chairman?
(4) Where does the chairman reside?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(l-() Name Expiry Date
Jack A. Haynes (Chairman) 3 1.10.92
Derek John Miller 31.10.91
Paul R. Summers 31.10.92
Arnold Carter 31.10.92
Kenneth Patrick Farrell 31.10.91

(4) Port Hedland.

WEST ED) MEDIA - CLOSURE
Employment Positions

884. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Education:
With reference to the Minister's reply to question without notice 506 in which
she stated that West Ed Media will close at the end of the year, will staff whose
positions become redundant with West Ed Media be absorbed into other
divisions of the Ministry for Education?

Hon KAY HALLAI-AN replied:
Staff whose positions become redundant upon the closure of West Ed Media
will be offered -

(a) the Government Special Voluntary Severance Package 1991, and
(b) redeployment through the Office of Redeployment as part of the

normal Public Service process.
In addition "expressions of interest" will be invited to form a small materials
production control unit within the Ministry of Education.

CRIME - KALGOORLIE STATISTICS
885- Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

For the period 30 June 1990 to I July 1991, what are the total number of
offences reported in the Kalgoorlie district in the following categories -

(a) sexual assault;,
(b) breaking and entering;
(c) robbery;
(d) serious assault;
(e) stealing; and
(f) drugs?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(a) 49
(b) 1 827
(c) 13
(d) 172
(e) 2681
(f) 904'*

*DITImONAL INFORMATION
Statistics relate to arrests/charges as opposed to offences reported.
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YOUTH ACCOMMODATION KARRAT-A - POLICE INQUIRY
886. Hon N.F. MOORE to the Minister for Police:

(1) Has a police inquiry been convened into the affairs of Youth Accommodation
Karratha?

(2) If so, have any. conclusions been reached?
(3) Did YAK have any funds deposited with Western Women Financial Services?
(4) If so, how much?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No. Inquiries are currently being investigated.
(3) Unknown at this stage.
(4) Not applicable.

LITIGATION - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Legai Costs Payment Rules

887. Hon PETER FOSS to the Attorney General:
(I). Are there any rules governing the payment of costs or damages of members or

former members of the Government or Government servants involved in
litigation?

(2) If so, what are those rules?
(3) Were there any rules governing these matters prior to the Burke Government

coming into office?
(4) If so, what were those rules?
Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
(1)-(2)

The guidelines have been previously tabled in this House. [See paper No 382
of 1990.]

(3) Yes.
(4) The policy which has been applied for many years was not formulated in one

document until 1990. The trend had been to increase the circumstances in
which assistance had been given and the types of assistance, and to allow for
decision before and during the proceedings in more cases. Previously a
decision to assist was generally made after the proceedings were concluded.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE CORPORATION - APPLE SCAB FUNDS
888. Hon MURRAY MONTGOMERY to the Attorney General representing the Premier:

(1) Can the Minister confirm that a special allocation of $300 000 has been made
available through the Rural Adjustment* and Finance Corporation for the
specific purpose of assisting farmers whose orchards are affected by apple scab?

(2) How many applications have been received for these funds?
(3) How many applications has RAFCOR approved so far and what is the total

amount of~monics approved?
(4) Has RAFCOR directed applications elsewhere?
(5) If yes, how many, where to and why are they being directed away from the

special allocation for apple scab affected orchardists?
Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(1) - No funds were provided to the Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation for this specific purpose.
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(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

(4) Yes, to assistance under the capital restructuring provisions of the
Rural Adjustment Scheme.

(5) Not known. Statistics are not maintained on the causes of the financial
difficulties leading to farmers making application to the corporation.

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT - APPLE SCAB FUNDS
889. Hon MURRAY MONTGOMERY to the Minister for Police representing the

Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that a special allocation of $54 000 has been made

available through the Department of Agriculture to assist farmers whose
orchards are affected by apple scab for private consultancy services?

(2) How many farmers have applied for assistance from this special allocation?
(3) How many applications have been granted and what is the total amount of

money granted so far?
(4) Is the department referring some of the applicants to consultants within the

department?
(5) If yes -

(a) how many applicants;
(b) why is this being done; and
(c) is the department receiving moneys from the $54 000 special allocation

for such consultancy services?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Agriculture has provided the following response -

(1) An initial allocation of $57 000 was made to assist eligible affected
farmers to obtain professional farm management advice.

(2) According to the department, eight growers applied for this assistance.
(3) Seven applicants were assisted. The total assistance to date amounted

to $26 000.
(4)-(5)

No. The choice of consultancy services rested with the eligible
affected gprower.

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT - REGIONAL ANT) DISTRICT OFFICES BUDGET
Horticulure Allocation

890. Hon MURRAY MONTGOMERY to the Minister for Police representing the
Minister for Agriculturre:
(1) What is the overall 199 1-92 budget for the following Department of Agriculture

offices -

(a) the Albany office;
(b) the Albany regional office;
(c) the Manjimup district office;
(di) the Harvey district office; and
(e) the Bunbury regional office?

(2) What has been the allocation for horticulture in each case for the current
financial year?

03M-8
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Agriculture has provided the following response -

(1) Budgetary allocations within the Division of Extension and Regional
Operations. are as follows -

(a) Albany District Office 839 000
(b) South Coast Region, including

Albany DO 2 792 000
(c) Manjirnup District Office 440 700
(d) Harvey District Office 212 900
(e) Bunbury District Office 851 000

(2) Additional allocations for horticulture are made to -

(a)-(b)
Nil - horticultural needs provided

from other centres
(c) Manjimup District Office 205 000

Manjimup Horticultural Research
Station 548 300

(d) Nil - horticultural needs provided
from other centres

(e) Bunbury District Office 152 600
Wokalup Research Station 20 000.

TEACHERS - HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS
Four Year Degree Salary - TAFE Lecturers Salary

891. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Education:
(1) What is the proposed minimum/maximum salary being offered to high school

teachers who have completed a four year degree course?
(2) Does the Government have any plans to increase the salary paid to Technical

and Further Education lecturers with similar qualifications?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) Subject to ratification by the Government school teachers' tribunal, it is

proposed to amend the Government school teachers' salaries award to provide
the following salary range, excluding the $12 per week being paid in relation
to Accord Mark VI for four-year trained teachers -
Minimum salary - $25 794 per annum
Maximum salary - $38 000 per annum.

(2) Negotiations axe currently proceeding between the State School Teachers'
Union of WA and the Department of TAFE on a number of industrial issues
regarding salaries. Currently in TAFE a graduate with a four year degree
could be placed anywhere between $25 445 and $44 605 depending on the
type of qualification and experience he or she had.
SUPERANNUATION - NON-CONTRIBUTORY FUNDS

Membership Applications - Private Sector Rules
892. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Attorney Genera] representing the Premier:

With reference to non-contributing superannuation funds -

(1) Is a permanent, part time, casual or temporary employee of the State
Government required to request to join this scheme or is funding
automatically set aside for an employee?
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(2) Do the same rules apply to private sector employers?
(3) If not, could the Premier indicate any differences?

Han J.M. BERII'SON replied:
The Premier has provided the following response -

(1) Employees are currently required to apply to join the scheme.
However, the Government proposes to introduce a Bill during this
session of Parliament to amend the Government Employees
Superannuation Act to provide for automatic non-contributory
membership of the GES scheme for all Government employees other
than casual employees, who are not members of other public sector
superannuation schemes.

(2) No.
(3) Where the non-contributory benefit is paid in the private sector it is

implemented through the award system and the entitlement is
automatic.

TRANSPERTH - ACCIDENTS
Passenger Insurance

893. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:

With reference to an accident between Transperth bus No 496 and a pedestrian
on 26 April 1990 in North Perth which resulted in the pedestrian being killed
and a number of passengers on the bus suffering injuries, why does Transperth
not carry an insurance policy to cover injuries suffered by its passengers,
irrespective of whether the accident was the result of negligence by the driver or
Transperth as the owner of the bus, rather than as is currently the case where
injured passengers are required to take legal action against, in this case, the
estate of a deceased pedestrian?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

It would be too expensive for Transperth to provide insurance cover for
passengers on Transperth buses who are injured through no fault of their own
and who are not able to show negligence by Transperth or its employees.
Individuals have the option of obtaining insurance which would provide
compensation in circumstances where no other recompense for injury or
damage is avaable. Although various no-fault insurance and/or national
injury compensation schemes have been proposed, no specific proposal has
been translated into legislation.
Until a legislative basis for payment for injury is established, it is not
appropriate for the Government, through the agency of Transperth. to pay a
third party without first determining a proper and legal claim.

EDWARDS, MR KEVIN - LLOYD, MR TONY
Government Employment

894. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Attorney General representing the Premier:
Has any Government department or instrumentality retained the services of
either Kevin Edwards or Tony Lloyd as a consultant or in any other capacity?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
Not to my knowledge.
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KIMBERLEY - WORLD HERITAGE LISTING
Conservauion Areas

899. Hon P3-I. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Are any plans in place to list any areas of the Kimaberley for World Heritage

listing?
(2) If so, which areas are being considered?
(3) What other areas of the Kimberley are being considered for any form of

conservation such as national parks?
Hon KAY HALLAIIAN replied:

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The conservation reserves proposed for the Kimberley region are those

identified in the EPA Red Book for System 7 (Kim berley), plus
additional areas proposed by the Department of Conservation and
Land Management following a review of current information on the
conservation values of the region. Those proposals are being
addressed through the Kimberley Region Planning Study, coordinated
by the Department of Planning and Urban Development.

HORSERACING - COUNTRY RACE CLUBS
Boolonakers or Betting Tax Moratorium

900. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for Racing
and Gaining:
(1) Is there a moratorium on any form of betting or bookmakers' tax for any

country race clubs?
(2) If so, what period of time is the moratorium over?
(3) Are the clubs still required to pay the tax to the State Taxation Department?
(4) When do the clubs receive that rebate?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

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

(1) Yes. The Government is making ex gratia payments to all racing
clubs equal to the amounts of on course total isator arid bookmakers
turnover tax paid by each club.

(2) 1 March to 30 September 1991.
(3) Yes.
(4) On application and after verification of taxes paid by the State

Taxation Department I will approve the rebate.
TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD - AGENCIES OR PUB3TABS

Closures and Openings
902. H~on P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for Racing

and Gaming:
(1) Does the Totalisator Agency Hoard intend to close any TAB agencies or

Pubtabs in Western Australia?
(2) If so, which agencies or towns are involved?
(3) Is there any intention of opening new TAB agencies or Pubtabs in the near

future?
(4) Whbere will those new operations be situated?
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Carnamab. Other unprofitable agencies that are being considered for

possible closure without replacement at this stage are Goomauling.
Pemberton and Toodyay; however this action will not be taken until
all other viable avenues in the towns concerned have been exhausted.

(3) Yes.
(4) This is an ongoing process. Identification of the bulk of additional

sites for the 199 1-92 financial year has yet to be finalised. Those that
have been identified at this point axe -

New agencies -
Ashfield, Belmont, East Perth, Henderson, Kalgoorlie - 2, Kardinya.
Morley, Pant Hedland, Ravenswood and Scarborough.
Relocations - conversion of existing service to a Pubtab or other
alternative operation -
Beverley, Bridgetown. Bruce Rock, Brunswick Junction, Coolgardie.
Damnpier, Exmouth, Kellerberrin, Kojonup, Kununurra, Laverton.
Manjimup, Margaret River, Moona, Mount Barker, Tom Price,
Waroona, Wundowie and Wyndham.

FORTESCUE HOTEL, WITTNOOM - GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP
903. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for North-

West:
(1) Does the Government own the Fortescuc Hotel in Wittenoomn?
(2) Is the hotel leased out?
(3) To whom is it leased?
(4) What is the term of that lease?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for North-West has provided the following response-
(1) The hotel premises are owned by the Minister far Works as a statutory

body corporate.
(2) Yes.
(3) Margaret Ann Courtney.
(4) 1 March 1990 to 31 October 1991.

RACECOURSE DEVELOPMENT TRUST - COUNTRY RACE CLUBS
Funding Applications

904. Hon P.H. LODCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for Racing
and Gaming:
(1) Which Western Australian country race clubs - gallopers - applied for funds

through the Racecourse Development Trust so far in 1991?
(2) Which clubs were successful?
(3) Who are those clubs and what amount did they receive?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

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

(1) Albany, Bunbury, Carnarvon, Esperance Bay. Geraldton, Kalgoorlie-
Boulder, Mt Barker, Mt Magnet, Narragin, Northam, Nor-West Jockey
Club, Pinjarra, Port Hedland, Wittenoom Gorge, York.
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Albany 26100
Bunbury 17 600
Geraldion 10560
Kalgoorlie-Boulder 5 100
MtBarker 5100
Northami 225 000
Pinjarra 24100
York 19900

RACECOURSE DEVELOPMENT TRUST - BOARD MEMBERS
Race Club Funds

905. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for Racing
and Gamning:
(1) Who makes up the board of die Racecourse Development Trust?
(2) Is it correct that there are no funds available to race clubs for the remainder of

1991 through the Racecourse Development Trust?
(3) When are further funds anticipated?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

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

(1) T. McNeil - Chairman - nominated by Minister.
G. Ellis - Member - nominated by Minister.
R. Chapman - Ex officio member.
R. Warren - Western Australian Turf Club.
P. Baffle - Country Racing
C. Pye - Western Australian Trotting

Association.
KC. Williams - Country Trotting.

(2) No.
(3) Totalisator Agency Board dividends unclaimed for more than seven

months are transferred to the trust each month.
TWO-UP - RACE CLUBS

Burs-wood Resort Casino Discussions
906. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for Racing

and Gaming:
(1) When were the last discussions carried out with directors of the Burswood

Casino with a view to altering the arrangement to allow race clubs within a
200 kilometre radius to have two-up after race meetings?

(2) Has the casino indicated that it is prepared to alter the agreement to
accommodate this arrangement?

(3) Does the Government support changes to the present agreement to alter the
arrangements to stop race clubs in a 200 ilometre radius being discriminated
against?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gamning has provided the following response -

(1) This was last raised with the Chairman of the Burswood Resort
(Management) Limited on 4 September 1991.

(2) The chairman will take the matter to his board and inform me of their
decision in due course.

(3) Yes. However, the member should be aware that the Casino
(Burswood Island) Agreement can only be amended with the consent
of both parties to the agreement.
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PASTORAL INDUSTRY - PASTORAL LEASES
Sales

907. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Lands:
(1) How many pastoral properties in Western Australia have transferred their leases

through sales in 1991?
(2) What are the names of those properties?
(3) Would the Minister provide a list of the vendors and purchasers?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) 24.
(2)-(3)
STATION
Twin Peaks
Mallina
Ella Valla
Mt Hale
Kooline

Pinjin
Glenorn

Minnie Creek
Mangaroon
El Questro
Yinnetharra

Mooka
Corunna Downs
Hamersley
Yalleen
Stunt Creek

Warriedar
Nyang
Dandzu-aga

Depot Springs

Pinnacles

Windidda

Uaroo

Springvale

VENDOR
Ango P/L
C.J. Edwards
N. Baston
Gayfer & Matthews
Bandya Pty Ltd &
Barenya Pty Ltd

Pinjin Pastoral Co
Mt Malcolm Past.
P/L
Engel Pty Ltd
Engel Pty Ltd
Boldphorse Pty Ltd
Meadow Holdings
P/L

R.G. & RNA Butler
K.H. & M.D. French
Activus Pty Ltd
Cimbrone Park P/L
The Sturt Pastoral
Company Pry Ltd

C. Meechamn
D.A. & A.M. Weir
Lightfoot Brothers
Midland Pty Ltd

PRL Nominees Pry
Ltd

Lightfoor Brothers
Midland Pty Ltd
R.T. Brennan

B.J. & D.
Trowbridge
Springvale
Pastoral Co Pty Ltd

PURCHASER
Jago Pty Ltd
Richard Apel P/U
Silverbrook Holdings Pty Ltd
Kevin Mahoney
Stamco Beef P/U

Tisala Pty Ltd
Sturic Pry Ltd

I.T. Elliott P/L
I.T. Elliott P/L
W.W. Burrell
N.D., L.F., D.L., &
G.H. Robinson
C.J. & S.M. Graham
L.A. Glenn
Harnersley Iron Pty Ltd
Milfore Pry Ltd
Stunt Creek P/L

R.J. Douglas
R.D. & J.W. Wray
S.W. & D.L Horton

G.D. Smith &
S.W. Horton
Woodlea Cornputers
Pry Ltd
Ngangganawh
Community

D.W. & E.L. Munro

Bahrnoral Stations
Pty Ltd

PASTORAL INDUSTRY - PASTORAL LEASES
Aboriginal Ownership

908. Hon PMH. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Lands:
(1) How many pastoral leases in Western Australia are operated by Aboriginal

communities or are owned by Aboriginals?
(2) What are the names of these pastoral leases?
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(3) How many pastoral leases are in Western Australia?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) 31 stations.
(2) Stations -
Pantijan Glen I-fIl Koongie Park
Doon Doon La Grange Elvire
Noonkanbab Carlindie Mt Barnett
Millijiddee Coongan Ullawarra
Frazier Downs Kangan Pinjin
Billiluna Lalla Rookh (ilenorn
Lake Gregory Mt Welcome Louisa Downs
Carson River Peedaniulla Bohemia Downs
Mt Anderson Pippingarra Windidda
Mawanjun Walagunya
Bow River Caflawa

(3) 524 stations.
SHARK BAY -TRANSPORT FRANCISE

909. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Who operates the transport franchise into Shark Bay?
(2) What are the rules of this franchise?
(3) Has any application to vary these arrangements been received?
(4) If so, who applied for the variation of the franchise arrangements?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:'

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response-
(1) Murphy's Transport.
(2) In the main, the transport of general cargo and temperature controlled

goods from Perth and Geraldton to the defined Shark Bay area is
regulated to the franchised carrier. The franchised transport system is
that preferred by a majority of users in the area. Freight rates, service
schedules and standards are negotiated between the carrier and users.
The Department of Transport has in place the policy to allow the
preferred transport system to function.

There has been a recent request by Brambles Manford to haul road
train lots of distillate from Geraidton to the SECWA Power house in
Denhanm. This is under contract to Caltex and, in turn, SECWA. The
request has been disallowed because of the potentially adverse effect
on the franchised service by the loss of this fuel traffic. It will be
reconsidered as part of the review of the Shark Bay franchised road
transport system programmed by the Department of Transport in the
first half of 1992.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - KIMLBERLEY
Water Boring Ouiflt

910. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Is a Government water boring outfit operating in the Kimberley at the moment?
(2) Where is it operating?
(3) What is its task?
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(4) Were tenders called for this work?
(5) If not, why not?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following response -

(1) Yes.
(2) Cone Bay Aboriginal Community at present with further work at other

Aboriginal communities in the region.
(3) To provide a secure water supply for the communities.
(4) No.
(5) Thie Water Authority provides water services to Aboriginal

communities on contract to ATSIC. Internal drilling resources were
used on this job.

ABORIGINAL LEGAL SERVICE - ABORIGINAL HOUSING BOARD
Estabishment Date

911. Hon N.E. MOORE to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) When was the Aboriginal Legal Service established?
(2) Does the State Government contribute financially to the service?
(3) If so, how much?
(4) When was the Aboriginal Medical Service established?
(5) Does the State Government contribute financially to the service?
(6) If so, how much?
(7) When was the Aboriginal Housing Board established?
(8) Who are the current members of the board?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -
(1) The Aboriginal Legal Service in Western Australia was established in

1972 and incorporated in WA in 1975.
(2)-(3)

The Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority - AAPA - does not
contribute financially to the operations of the service.

(4) The Perth Aboriginal Medical Service was established in 1973-

Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority does not contribute financially
to the service, however the AAPA did provide $50 000 in 1990 to
Perth Aboriginal Medical Service for the purchase of 28 Bulwer
Street, East Perth for homeless and alcoholic Aboriginal people.

(7)-(8)
The Minister for Housing is responsible for the Aboriginal Housing
Board.

ABORIGINAL LEGAL SERVICE - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
912. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Attorney General:

(1) Are any State funds used by the Aboriginal Legal Service?
(2) Does the Government support the Aboriginal Legal Service?
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(3) Does the Aboriginal Legal Service subject its users to a means test?
Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

The Aboriginal Legal Service is wholly funded by the Commonwealth
Government. Any queries on its operation should therefore be directed to the
Commonwealth.

POLICE - MEEKATHARRA
Commissioned Officer Appointmnt - Traffic Vehicles

913. Hon R.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police:
(1) When will a commissioned officer be stationed at Meekatharra?
(2) What rank will that officer be?
(3) How many traffic vehicles will be stationed in Meekatharra?
(4) What will be the area these traffic officers cover?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) When suitable accommodation becomes available.
(2) Inspector/Chief Inspector.
(3) Three traffic vehicles are proposed.
(4) All of the Geraldton police region and where requirement to, overlap into both

Karratha and Northam police region.

SCHOOLS - SANDSTONE PRIMARY SCHOOL
Enrolments - Future

914. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education:
(1) How many students at present attend the Sandstone Primary School?
(2) Is it intended to keep this school open in 1992?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) 10 -Semester two, 199 1.
(2) Numbers at each school are reviewed regularly. On current information the

school will operate in 1992.

SCHOOLS - GASCOYNE JUNCTION PRIMARY SCHOOL
Enrolments - Future

915. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education:
(1) How many students attend the Gascoyne Junction Primary School at present?
(2) Is it the intention for this school to operate in 1992?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) 10 -Semester two, 1991.
(2) Numbers at each school are reviewed regularly. On current information the

school will operate in 1992.

LAND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT - BROOME RESIDENTIAL BLOCKS
Sales

916. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Lands:
(1) How many residential blocks are presently being marketed by the Department

of Land Administration in Broome?
(2) How long have these blocks been available?
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Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) 84.
(2) The lots were among 109 originally offered for sale by auction in

February 1990. The Land Act allows lots to remain on the market far
12 months after the auction. The lots were re-released in April 1991
but were then withdrawn for repricing and were released again in
August.

ROADS - OMBULGARRI INQUIRY
917. Hon P.H. LOCKY]ER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for North-

west:
(1) Are any investigations being carried our at present to put in a road to

Qombulgurri?
(2) If so, who is carrying out the investigation?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for North-West has provided the following response -

(1) None known.
(2) Not applicable.

ABATTOIRS - BROOME
Operations 1992 Undertaking

918. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Can the Government give an undertaking that the abattoir in Broome will

operate for the 1992 season?
(2) If the opening of the abattoir is in doubt, what alternatives will be available for

pastoralists in the Kimberley to marker their cattle?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Agriculture has provided the following response -

(I)-(2)
The abarroir in Broome is owned and operated by DEMCO. I am unaware of
any proposal that the abattoir will not operate during 1992. 1 am, however,
aware of the problems facing the Broome abataoir as a result of the imposition
of quota arrangements for beef to the United States of America for the
remainder of 1991. I have written to the Australian Meat and Livestock
Corporation and the Commonwealth Minister for Primary Industries and
Energy pointing out the special circumstances that exist in the Kimberley and
asking that consideration be given to the Broome abattoir by establishing
quotas on United States, rather than global, beef exports.

RESEARCH STATIONS - GASCOYNE RESEARCH STATION
Employment Statistics

919. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many full time staff work at the Gascoyne Research Station?
(2) How many part time staff are employed?
(3) What was the similar employment in -

(a) 1980;
(b) 1981;
(c) 1982;
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(d) 1983;
(e) 1984;
(f) 1985;
(g) 1986;
(hi) 1987;
(i) 1988;
(j) 1989; and
(k) 1990?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Agriculture has provided the following response -
(1) Nine.
(2) One casual for 13 weeks.
(3) Full time staff -

(a) 1980 15
(b) 1981 16
(c) 1982 14
(d) 1983 15
(e) 1984 16
(f) 1985 16
(g) 1986 15
(h) 1987 10
(1) 1988 10
(j) 1989 10, and
(k) 1990 10.

CRIME - KALCOORLIE STATISTICS
Property Damage

921. lion GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
How many incidences of damiage to property were reported in Kalgoorlie in the
years ending -

(a) 30 June 1990; and
(b) 30 June 1991 ?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(a) 437
(b) 596.

CRIME - ALBANY STATISTICS
,Property Damage

922. H-on GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
How many incidences of damage to property were reported in Albany in the
years ending -

(a) 30 June 1990; and
(b) 30 June 1991?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(a) 290
(b) 391.
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CRIME - STATISTICS
Albany, Bunbury, Port Hedland, Karrauha, Carnarvon, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie

923. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
For the year ending 30 June 1991, what was the total number of offences
reported to police in -

(a) Albany;
(b) Bunbury;
(c) Port Hedland;

(d) Karratha;
(e) Carnarvon;
(f) Geraidron; and
(g) Kalgoorlie?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(a) 1 808
(b) 3 236
(c) 532
(d) 1 032
(e) 1170
(f) 2722
(g) 3 552.

CRIME - STATISTICS
Albany, Bunbwry, Port Ifedland, Karradia, Carnarvon, Geraidron, Kalgoorlie

924. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
For the year ending 30 June 1990. what was the total number of offences
reported to police in -

(a) Albany;
(b) Bunbury;
(c) Port Hedland;
(d) Karrarha;
(e) Carnarvon;
(f) Geraldton; and
(g) Kalgoorlie?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(a) 1 522
(b) 2697
(c) 504
(d) 829
(e) 1211
(0) 2692
(g) 2842.

CAR THEFT' - STATISTICS
Albany, Bunbury, Kalgoorlie, Port Hediand

925. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:
For the period 1 June 1991 to 30 June 1991, how many car thefts were reported
in -
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(a) Albany;
(b) Runbury;
(c) Kalgoorlie; and
(d) Pant Hedland?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(a) Six
(b) Eight
(c) 59
(d) One.

EDUCATION MINISTRY -GOLDEN WEST NETWORK
Satellite Transponder Funding

927. IHon DERRICK TOMLINSON to the Minister for Education:
Does the Ministry of Education contribute financially to the lease of a satellite
transponder by Golden West Network in return for broadcast time on the GWN
network being reserved for educational programs?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
No.

HERITAGE - 'KING STREET HERITAGE PRECINCT - DESIGN GUIDELINES"
Penth City Council Report

929. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Heritage:
(1) Is the Minister or the Heritage Council aware of the Perth City Council report

"King Street Heritage Precinct - Design Guidelines"?
(2) Does the Government have a view on the report and its contents?
(3) If so, does the Government endorse the report?
(4) Will the Minister arrange for a coy to be tabled?
Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Heritage has provided the following response -

(1) Yes. The Heritage Council has received a copy of the design
guidelines.

(2)-(3)
The Heritage Council has not formally reviewed the document.

(4) No. The document was produced by the Perth City Council as an
initiative of that council. It is a Perth City. Council document which is
publicly available from the Perth City Council.

BETITER CITIES PROGRAM - REGIONAL CITIES
Grants Consideratdon

930. Hon MURIEL PATTERSON to the Attorney General representing the Premier:
In view of the Premier's announcement nominating Bunbury as a key regional
city under the Commonwealth Government's better cities program, will the
Premier advise if any other regional city is being considered for grants, and if
so, which cities or towns?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
At this stage no other regional city is being considered. However, the better
cities program will be implemented over a five year horizon. It is possible
that over this time another regional city may be considered.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

IHon FRED McKENZIE: The Attorney General is attending a Press conference and
should be here at any minute.

Hon GEORGE CASH: With the House's indulgence, I suggest questions be deferred
until the Attorney General arrives. Although I have some questions for the
Minister for Police, who is the only Minister present in the House as the
Minister for Education is away on parliamentary business today, my questions
are mostly directed to the Attorney General. I do not want the 4.30 time limit
to cause me not to be able to ask certain questions of the Attorney General. If
you, Mr Deputy President, do not agree to the deferral, after a number of
questions have been asked of the M inister for Police I will again request that
you give consideration to deferral if the Attorney General has not arrived.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (iIon J.M. Brown): I do not wish to have Standing
Orders suspended. Although I am aware of the Attorney General's absence, I
suggest we continue with questions in accordance with our Standing Orders. I
acknowledge the time limit involved and will advise the Attorney General
accordingly.

BRIDGES - FITZGERALD STREET BUS BRIDGE
Land Resumption

566. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Will there be a need to resume any land from private landowners in order to

erect the Fitzgerald Streer bus bridge?
(2) Has any landowner been approached regarding the resumption of land for this

purpose?
(3) If yes, has there been any opposition by landowners to that resumption?
(4) Has the Perth City Council been requested to hand over any land in order to

accommodate the Fitzgerald Street bus bridge?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:-
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes, two. Both parcels are within the metropolitan region scheme boundary.
(3) In one case the land has been resumed and the owners have agreed to

negotiate their claim for compensation. In the second case negotiations are
continuing amicably.

(4) Yes; land leased from the Main Roads Department and Westrail.
FOOTBALL - AUSTRALIAN FOOTBALL LEAGUE GRAND FINAL

Television Threat
567. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

What action has the Minister taken to dissociate himself from his mates in the
Victorian trade union movement who this week threatened to prevent the
direct telecast of the Australian Football League grand final to Perth?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
I was not aware that I had many mates in the Victorian trade union movement.
I have plenty in the Western Australian trade union movement. It seems to
me that the telecast will go ahead, as it rightly should. Of course, I do not
believe there is any room for interference by the Victorian trade union
movement in this matter. I was pleased with the very fast and responsible
action taken by the union movement of Western Australia which moved
quickly to indicate its opposition to what was occurring. Regardless of the
attitude of the Victorian union movement or the Hawthorn football team, I
think it will be a good game and will be enjoyed by all Western Australians
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who watch it on television on Saturday. I am sure it will be a victory for
Western Australia and a victory for football across Australia.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): I point out to the Attorney General
that I have indicated to the Leader of the Opposition that, rather than
suspending Standing Orders, I will allow an extra five or six minutes for
question time so that members have more time to ask questions.

ATT'ORNEY GENERAL - HOME MEETING, 24 APRIL 1988
Edwards or Lloyd Attendance

568. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Attorney General:
Did either Mr Kevin Edwards or Mr Tony Lloyd or both visit the Attorney
General at his Mt Lawley-Doolbinia home on Sunday, 24 April 1988?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I am very happy to respond to the question at the appropriate time. The
appropriate time will be after that question has been dealt with by the Royal
Commission. If the Leader of the Opposition cares to place that question on
notice I will respond to him immediately thereafter.

EMPLOYMENT CONTRACTS ACT - NEW ZEALAND PARLIAMENT
569. Hon DOUG WENN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Productivity and Labour Relations:
I have provided the Parliamentary Secretary with some notice of this question.
On a recent visit to New Zealand, I was able to peruse the Employment
Contracts Act passed by the New Zealand Parliament. Will the Parliamentary
Secretary give this House an assurance that the Western Australian
Government will not go down the same path as the New Zealand
Government?

Hon JOHN HALDEN replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. I, like he, was in New
Zealand recently and saw the impact of the Employment Contracts Act.
Airline workers had been issued with an ultimatum to either cop a one-third
pay reduction or suffer the consequence. They did not accept that one-third
reduction and as a result were dismissed immediately. The Employment
Contracts Act is one of the most draconian pieces of industrial legislation ever
introduced into a western democracy. The Act defines a union as any group,
society or association not necessarily incorporated which chooses to represent
workers. That means that unions do not necessarily have industrial coverage
to represent workers. Another matter that was raised when the legislation was
debated was the idea of minimum standards. The legislation does not allow
30 minute breaks for lunch after five hours work, 10 minute tea-breaks every
half day, long service leave, or bereavement leave of three days per annum, all
conditions which workers in this State and country consider their right. It sets
no minimum provision for the payment of workers under the age of 18.
Therefore, the rumours that we have heard that workers under the age of 18
have been paid $1 an hour are correct. This Government and the Federal
Government do not have any intention of introducing employment contracts
legislation or any other similar legislation. Such legislation is a fantasy and is
being toyed with by the conservatives.

POLICE OFFICERS - LEAVE REPLACEMENTS
570. Hon J.N. CALDWELL to the Minister for Police:

What action does the Minister propose to take to replace police officers in one
or two man police stations when they am on annual leave, sick leave or long
service leave?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
I draw the member's attention to the Notice Paper. That question is on notice.

5226 (COUNCIL]



[Thursday, 26 September 1991] 52

ATITORNEY GENERAL - HOME MEETING, 24 APRIL 1988
Bell Group Shares Discussions

571. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Attorney General:
Did the Attorney General meet with any person at his residence on Sunday,
24 April 1988 for the purpose of' discussing the acquisition of Bell Group
shares?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I refer the Leader of the Opposition to my answer to his previous question.

Hon George Cash: What have you got to hide?
Hon J.M. BERINSON: The answer to this question is identical.
Hon George Cash: Tell us what you have to hide?
Hon J.M. BERINSON: The Leader of the Opposition is too transparent.
Hon George Cash: Give us an explanation.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: I have indicated I anm happy to provide that answer and I will

do so at the appropriate time. The appropriate time is after the evidence to
which Mr Cash referred earlier today has been tested, and not before.

POLICE - VIOLENCE AND HARRASSMENT PHONE-IN
572. Hon CARRY KELLY to the Minister for Police:

Has the Minister been approached by the Social Responsibilities Commission
of the Anglican Church for his endorsement of its phone-in on police violence
and harassment?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
I anm concerned about any form of harassment or violence in the community
and I am particularly concerned when that type of behaviour is alleged against
police. We in this State have a fine Police Force led by a fine and able senior
executive. Our Police Force has a commitment to community policing and in
the recent past we have seen the development of a Police Force working with
the community which it serves in a way which must be the envy of other
States. All of this is not to say that the accountability of the police should be
relaxed or that there amt no problems to address.
I do not support the phone-in because in my view it is ill-considered, divisive
and counterproductive. In saying this I do not doubt the integrity of those
members of the church who promote and support attempts to improve the
conditions and relationships within the community. However, I do doubt their
wisdom in pursuing that change in this divisive way. I intend to approach
church leaders to assist them in gaining a practical application of all sides of
the issue in the hope that they and the police can work together on this in an
endeavour to promote good relations between all sections of the Western
Australian community.

BURT COMMISSION ON ACCOUNTABILITY - PRINCIPLES
Governent Connene

513. Hon PETER FOSS to the Attorney General:
Does the current Government maintain the same commitment to all the
principles in the Burt Commission on Accountability that were held to be
adhered to by the former Premier, Mr Dowding?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I am not aware of any respect in which the present Government has departed
from those principles. If Hon Peter Foss cames to draw attention to anything in
particular, I will have it examined.
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BURT COMMISSION ON ACCOUNTABILITY - PRINCIPLES
Government Commnitment - Parliamentary Question Answers

574. Hon PETER FOSS to the Attorney General:
Does that commitment to observing the principles of accountability extend to
the answering of proper parliamentary questions?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
Certainly, at the proper time.

PERMANENT BUILDING SOCIETY - UPDATE
575. Hon FRED McKENZIE to the Attorney General:

As the I-ouse will be in recess for the next two weeks, will the Attorney
General give us an update of the position of the Permanent Building Society?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
To save the time of the House, at a later stage this afternoon I will cable a
report by the administrator which was delivered today. Although, in formal
terms, the report the administrator has provided today is an interim report, I
am assured that it deals with all of the essential issues as far as
recommendations and the likely position of building society depositors are
concerned. The present report is only in the order of 20 pages long, and his
final report could be as large as 150 to 200 pages. Mr Woodings indicates
that the additional material in his final report will largely be of a technical
nature. I will summarise the position as quickly as possible. The
administrator has now reported that as at the date of his appointment he is
satisfied the Permanent Building Society was not meeting its statutory
requirements.

Hon George Cash: Are you going to make a ministerial statement now?
Hon J.M. BERJ7NSON: No, I will abbreviate the report and table it. The

administrator has also come to the conclusion that the society cannot continue
to operate and, therefore, cannot reopen its doors - chat following from the
financial position which he has defined. Mr Woodings has recommended, and
the registrar has agreed, that the society's affairs should remain under
administration, and his primary concern now will be to attempt a sale of the
society as a going concern. To provide a rough estimate of returns,
Mr- Woodings has expressed the view that without such a sale the return to
depositors would probably be in the order of 800 in the dollar, whereas with a
sale it could conceivably be between 900 and 1000 in the dollar, depending on
arrangements.
The Government has agreed that it should approach the Parliament with an
amendment to the Act which would have the effect of equating the position of
holders of the so-called withcdrawable shares with the position of depositors.
That is to reflect the traditional equivalence between the two classes and also
to recognise the very clear distinction between the so-called withdrawable
shares and the ordinary shares of the society.
Finally, I expect that a major issue of concern to depositors will be the time at
which some orderly withdrawal of deposits will again be possible. Again, the
position will be markedly affected depending on whether the society can be
sold as a going concern. Mr Woodings' estimate is that if a sale proves
possible, chose withdrawals should be able to proceed within five or six
weeks. Unforunately, if a sale cannot be achieved, that timetable could
extend to as long as six months. I have a media statement which goes into
more detail than I have provided, and I will arange for a copy of this
statement to be circulated. I seek leave to table a report by the administrator
of the Permanent Building Society, addressed to the registrar.
Leave granted. [See paper No 708.]
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HOME DETENTION - FUTURE
576. Hon T.G. BUTLER to the Minister for Corrective Services:

In view of the recent publicity associated with home detention, will the
Minister tell the House what is the future of the measure for bail and security
sentences?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I should first remind the House - and in doing so I acknowledge the past
bipartisan support - that home detention has had the support of all parties in
this Parliament. I am pleased to say that, in spite of difficulties which have
been highlighted lately, there seems to be a continuing constructive approach
to this problem, which I welcome.
Early experience has pointed to a sharp division in the results of the so-called
home detention bailees and home detention prisoners; that is, prisoners
spending a part of their prison sentence under home detention conditions. In
the latter case the success rate - which means the rare of successful
completion of the home detention obligations - has been in excess of
90 per cent. Unfortunately, that experience is not reflected with the home
detention bailees, where the rate of success is less than 50 per cent.
Therefore, it is a matter for serious concern and close attention. It is worth
pointing out, because it does not appear to have attracted much attention, that
even with the failed home detention bailees, most cases have arisen from
persons under home detention not observing the conditions of home detention.
The breaches have not taken the form of the commission of other offences.
That is a consolation, but only a small one. As I have indicated, every effort
is now being turned to tightening up the criteria which lead community
corrections officers to recommend home detention when called on by the
courts to make a recommendation. This involves administrative decisions;
and, of course, the court's discretion is an added layer of judgment to that.
I take the opportunity to correct an unfortunate impression of some comments
I made about a week ago about the need to review the home detention
program. I was attempting to say at that time, and thought I had said - but
obviously not clearly enough - that I doubted whether it would be necessary to
amend the legislation providing for home detention within 12 to 18 months.
That is a very different matter from ensuring that changes are made in the
administration of the scheme. They are already in hand, and I am sure that all
the people associated with the system in the Department of Corrective
Services are very conscious of the fact that the success of this scheme and its
long term future depend very much on their very careful judgment of each
case, one at a time. I am sure that is the way they will approach these duties.

ABORIGINAL CHILDREN - FOSTER PARENTS, NEWMAN
577. Hon N.E. MOORE to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Community Services:
(1) Is it correct that the white foster parents of Aboriginal children in Newman

have not honoured their commitment to co-operate with the Department for
Community Services?

(2) If so. in what way have they nor co-operated?
(3) Have the conditions of the contract proposed by the Department for

Community Services for the interim arrangements for the transfer of the
children to Jigalong been adhered to by both parties; and, if not, what
conditions have nor been adhered to?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Community Services has provided the following reply -

(1) The non-Aboriginal caregivers of the Aboriginal children in Newman
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have not co-operated with the Department for Community Services in
a positive manner on occasions.

(2) The issues are that when the firt arrangement was made for the
Aboriginal caregivers; from Jigalong to come to Newman to visit the
children in their home, television cameras were present at both houses.
The visits were unable to proceed at that time and the non-Aboriginal
caregivers were requested to remove the television cameras from the
premises before the visit would proceed. In the second week, the
Aboriginal caregivers were to take the children out for the day on two
consecutive days. returning the children overnight. One visit went
very well. On the first day, one of the non-Aboriginal caregivers was
reluctant to allow the child to go, and became very distressed,
pressured the Aboriginal caregivers not to take the child, and verbally
abused the Department for Community Services' staff member
present.

(3) The conditions of the proposed contract were changed in the second
week at the request of the Aboriginal caregivers as they were coming
to Newman for a Christian concert and would not he at Jigalong. The
non-Aboriginal caregivers for one of the children have requested that
the arrangements be varied for the week commencing 30 September
1991 to allow them to take the child to Perth for the Royal Show and
to visit their son. The department has agreed to this variation, The
arrangements will recommence when they return, which in effect will
mean that that child will return to Jigalong a week later than the other
child.

QUESTIONS - PRESS AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Precedence

578. Hon PETER FOSS to the Attorney General:
Does the Attorney General regard the answering of questions in the Press as
takting precedence over the answering of questions in this House?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! That is not an acceptable question.
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - MOREL.LO PTY

LTD
Shoap 13, Bad/creek Shopping Cenlre - Commercial Tribunal Hearing

579. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Leader of the House representing the Minister assisting
the Treasurer:

Some notice has been given of this question.
(1) Is there an action between the Government Employees Superannuation

Board and Morello Pty Ltd in the Commercial Tribunal in respect of' a
lease rent review clause for Shop 13, Bullcreek Shopping Centre?

(2) Which firm. of solicitors acts for the GESB in this action?
(3) Did Morello Pty Ltd, in a letter dared 12 December 1988, offer to pay

the GESB a rent which represented an increase of 100 per cent on the
previous rent for Shop 13, Bullcreek Shopping Centre?

(4) Did the Registrar of the Commercial Tribunal determine on 10 April
1990 that clause 2.04 of the lease document between the GESB and
Morello Pty Ltd was void?

(5) Did Messrs Robinson Cox, acting on behalf of Morello Pry Ltd, in a
letter dated 1 May 1990, offer the GESB an increase in rent of
15 per cent?

(6) On what date did GESB respond in writing to the offer outlined in (5)
above?

(7) Did Messrs Robinson Cox, on- behalf of Morello Pty Ltd, by letter
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dated 5 April 1991. make a further offer to the GESB which would
have seen a rent increase of 15 per cent?

(8) Did the GESB, by letter dated 24 April 1991, through its solicitors,
Blake Dawson Waldron, advise that the GESB was prepared to accept
a 15 per cent rent increase?

(9) Did Messrs Robinson Cox, acting on behalf of Morello Pty Ltd, in a
letter dated 23 May 1991, advise the GESB of a settlement proposal
which was to be valid for seven days?

(10) Why did the GESB. having earlier agreed to a 15 percent rent
increase, request the matter be dealt with by the Commercial Tribunal,
when the earlier decision of the tribunal indicated that clause 2.04 of
the lease was not enforceable?

(11) Was the matter, being an application under section 19(1) of the
Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreement Act 1985, listed for a
full hearing on Tuesday, 15 October 1991?

(12) Will the Minister provide a detailed statement setting out the legal
costs and other professional costs to the GESB of this action from
November 1988 to date?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Minister assisting the Treasurer has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Blake Dawson Waldron.
(3) On that date, an increase of 84.8 per cent was offered.
(4) No. There was no determination by the Commercial Tribunal.

However, an unbinding opinion to that effect was given by the
Registrar of the Commercial Tribunal.

(5)-(6)
The Government Employees Superannuation Board has no record of a
letter from Robinson Cox dated 1 May 1990.

(7) A without prejudice offer was made on terms, inter alia, of a
15 per cent rent increase. However, this offer was withdrawn on
22 April 199 1.

(8)-(9)
Yes.

(10) There has been no determination by the Commercial Tribunal that
clause 2.04 of the lease is not enforceable.

(11) Yes.
(12) $8200.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - MORELLO PTY
LTD

Shop 13, Builcreek Shopping Centre - Supreme Court Remission
580. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Leader of the House representing the Minister assisting

the Treasurer:
Some notice has been given of this question.
(1) Did the Government Employees Superannuation Board attempt to

have the matter between Morello Pty Ltd and the GESB remitted to
the Supreme Court of Western Australia; and, if so, did this attempt
fail in the Commercial Tribunal?

(2) Is the Minister aware that in a letter to the tenant dated 25 July 1991
he supported attempts at "mediation" through the Commercial
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Registrar and did not support remitting this matter to the Supreme
Court?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for some notice of this question. I am
advised as follows -

(1) Yes.
(2) The Minister's letter of 25 July 1991 made no such assertion. It

simply said that unless an acceptable offer were made the board had
no alternative but to pursue the matter through normal commercial
avenues, which in this instance was a formal Commercial Tribunal
hearing.

ATTORNEY GENERAL - CABINET
Bell Group Share Purchase

581. Hon PETER FOSS to the Attorney General:
Did the Attorney General chair the meeting of Cabinet which discussed the
acquisition of the Bell Group shares, and was that meeting of Cabinet told that
the acquisition of the Bell Group shares would help Rothwells?

Hon I.M. BERINSON replied:
The member will be well aware chat Cabinet discussions are always accepted
by the Parliament as confidential. It is true that in order to assist the Royal
Commission the Government has not taken that point with Royal Commission
proceedings. However, that does not in any way affect the traditional position
of this Parliament which has been taken by Governments on all sides, and it is
not a position from which I intend to move either.
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