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THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett) cook the Chair at 11.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - PORT KENNEDY AREA PROTECTION
Regional Park Creation Support - Golf Courses or Large Scale Tourist

Facilities Disallowance
MR KIERATH (Riverton) [ 11.04 am]:- I present the following petition -

To the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned residents of Western Australia urge the Parliament to protect the
outstanding scientific, recreational and conservation values of the Port Kennedy area
by creating a Regional Park as recommended by the Environmental Protection
Authority. Furthermore we request that the Parliament refuse to allow the
development of golf courses or large scale tourist facilities which could destroy the
existing natural values of the Port Kennedy area.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 206 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 106.1

PETITION - ABORTIONS
Proscribed by Legislation Prosecution

MR OMO DEI (Warren) [ 11.05 am]: I present the following petition -

To the Honourable the Speaker in the Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned citizens maintain that some 8 000 abortions are being performed
each year in Western Australia contrary to section 199 of the Criminal Code of
Western Australia. We plead that the Minister for Police will take all necessary
means to prosecute those who perform abortions proscribed by the law.
Your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 189 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 107.]

BILLS (4) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Acts Amendment (ICWA) Bill
2. SGIO Privatisation Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Dr Gallop (Minister assisting the Treasurer), and
read a first time.

3. Adoption Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Ripper (Minister for Community Development),
and read a first rime.

4. Protection of Children from Indecent Materials Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Fred Tubby, and read a first time.
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PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMIT7TEE
Report No 24 Proposed Alkimtos Land Grant to University of Notre Dame - Tabling of

Correspondence
MR CATANIA (Balcacta) [11. 18 am]: I seek to table the correspondence relating to the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee's report No 24 which deals with its
inquiry into the proposed grant of land at Alkinios to the University of Notre Dame
Australia.
Mr MacKinnon: Is ibis the scuff you said yesterday had been tabled?
Mr CATANIA: I have already tabled evidence and would appreciate the opportunity to
provide the relevant information. A large amount of information and correspondence was
provided to the committee during its inquiry and the committee's staff have been, and still
are, collating it.

Mr Blaikie: Don't blame the staff.
Mr CATANIA: I am not blaming the staff. The staff worked all Tuesday night and
Wednesday of last week so chat the report could be cabled in this House on time.
Several members interjected.
Mr CATANIA: Itris interesting to see how members misconstrue the facts for their own
purposes.
Several members interjected.
Mr CATANIA: The member for Jandakot should have been in this place when the report
was debated last week. He did not abide by his responsibilities.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKinnon: Table the documents.
Mr Clarko: You called off the pairs.
Mr CATANIA: The member for Marmiort has been in this place for 100 years - he will grow
a beard soon - and he still does not know the procedure.
Several members interjected.
Mr CATANIA: I table correspondence files Nos I and 2 and three files containing
documents relating to the R & I Bank Ltd. Further documents will be tabled as soon as
possible after they have been collated by the committee's staff.
[See papers Nos 383-3 89.]

RESERVES BILL

Second Reading
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell - Minister for Lands) [11.20 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The second reading speech of this Bill is substantially the same as the second reading speech
in the ocher place, and I seek leave to incorporate it in Hansard.
[Leave denied.]
Mr D.L. SMITH-: This Bill is similar in intent to many others which have been brought
before the House to obtain Parliament's approval to vary class A reserves and to remove
trusts over freehold reserve land.
Clause 5: Class A reserve 15185 at Augusta is set apart for the purpose of "parkiands and
recreation" and is unvesced. The reserve covers Thomas Island in Hardy Inlet and is adjacent
to Lion and Dick Islands. Studies have shown that all of these islands are important bird
refuge and breeding areas. The reserve lies within the South West electoral region and in the
electoral district of Warren. Agreement has been reached with the Shire of Augusta-
Margaret River, the Department of Minerals and Energy and the Department of
Conservation and Land Management for this clause to include Lion and Dick Islands within
reserve 15185 and amend its purpose to "conservation of flora and fauna" to allow automatic
vesting in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority.
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Clause 6: Class A reserve 7962 is set aside for "national park" and is vested in the National
Parks and Natur Conservation Authority. The reserve is located in the South West electoral
region and within the electoral district of Warren. The Department of Conservation and
Land Management and the Government Employees Superannuation Board - owner of
freehold lot 19 - have negotiated an exchange of portion of lot 19 for portion of reserve
7962 - Beedelup National Park. The purpose of the land cxchange is to alleviate local
flooding problems arising from the dam situated on lot 19. To equalise the exchange the
board has agreed to pay at the rate of $3 000 per hectare for any land in excess of that which
it is giving up. In addition to the land exchange ir is also proposed that portion of an adjacent
closed road be included within the reserve. This clause seeks approval for the land exchange
as proposed together with the inclusion of portion of closed moad into reserve 7962.
Clause 7: Class A reserve 12398 is set aside for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located in
the Agricultural electoral region and within the electoral district of Avon. A recent
inspection by the Department of Land Administration has shown that the adjacent class C
reserve 21485 - set aside for "recreation" - has not been utilised for its gazetted purpose. The
Department of Minerals and Energy and the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, together with the Shire of Brookton, support the inclusion of reserve 21485
into reserve 12398. This clause seeks approval for the inclusion into reserve 12398 of the
land contained in reserve 21485.
Clause 8: Class A reserve 6962 at Bunbury is set aside for "parklands and recreation" and is
unvested. This reserve lies within the South West electoral region and in the electoral district
of Bunbury. The City of Bunbury has developed and maintained the reserve together with an
area of vacant foreshore land and a redundant moad widening for many years. Council has
now requested a vesting order of the total area being maintained. This clause seeks to amend
reserve 6962 by the inclusion of an area of vacant foreshore land and an area of redundant
road widening.
Clause 9: Class A reserve 22624 is set apart for "parklands and recreation". The reserve is
located in the South West electoral region and within the electoral district of Vasse. The
Shire of Busselton has requested the inclusion of portion of closed road into the reserve. The
Department of Land Administration has no objections. This clause seeks approval for the
inclusion of portion of closed road into reserve 22624.
Clause 10: Class A reserve 36419 is located about 12 km east of Leeinan in the Agricultural
electoral region and within the electoral district of Greenough. It has the purpose of
"conservation of flora, water and the protection of caves". Itris about 1 406 ha in area.
About 20 ha of the reserve was cleared by a former neighbour in 1984. That area is now of
little or no value to conservation. Negotiations have been held with the current neighbour
and agreement has been reached whereby this cleared area and another 12 ha cleared portion
of a nearby class C reserve can be exchanged for an uncleared area of about 120 ha which the
neighbour owns. The uncleared area of freehold land contains a population of declared rare
flora. It would be a valuable addition to the adjacent Lake Logue nature reserve - class C
reserve 29073. To enable the exchange to proceed parliamentary approval must be given for
the 20 ha cleared portion to be excised from reserve 36419.
Clause 11: Class A reserve 39824 is located about 30 kin east of Armadale. It was excised
from State forest and created as a class A Land Act reserve in February 1987. The reserve is
about 5 798 ha in area and has the purpose of "conservation and the agreement defined in
section 2 of the Alumina Refinery Agreement Act 1961.". In CALM's 1987 regional
management plan for the northern forest region it was proposed that the reserve become a
conservation park once that new category of reserve was included in the Conservation and
Land Management Act. That new category was created on 23 August 1991 when the
Conservation and Land Management Amendment Act 1991 came into effect. Pursuant to the
Conservation and Land Management Act, conservation parks will be for public recreation,
the protection Of flora and fauna and the preservation of any feature of archaeological,
historical or scientific interest. The clause seeks to implement the 1987 regional
management plan recommendation that the reserve become a conservation park. The reserve
is located in the Agricultural electoral region and the electoral district of Avon.
Clause 12: Class A reserve 26480 is set apart for recreation and is vested in the Shire of
Denmark. The reserve is located within the South West electoral region and the electoral

5198 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 23 September 1992] 58

district of Stirling. At the request of the Shire of Denmark, a section of public road within
the Denmark townsite has been closed, and council has requested its incorporation into
reserve 26480, which it adjoins. The clause seeks approval for the inclusion of a portion of
closed road into reserve 26480.
Clause 13: D'Entrecasteaux National Park extends for approximately 130 kim along the
south coast. Its western boundary is about 40 kmn east of Augusta, and its eastern boundary is
about 20 kmn west of Walpole. Currently it is made up of six separate reserves totalling
58 789 ha in area. The park was addressed in the EPA's 1.976 System 2 report. CALM's
1987 management plan for the park defined clear external boundaries and proposed that all
Crown-controlled land within those boundaries be declared as part of the park. This includes
21 miscellaneous Land Act reserves. In accordance with the 1987 management plan, two
reserves within the park boundaries which will not be included are reserve A3888 1 at Windy
Harbour, and reserve 19787 at Camifield on the northern shore of Broke Inlet. Both these
reserves are vested in the Shire of Manjimup and will continue to be managed by the shire.
As opportunities have arisen CALM has been acquiring freehold blocks and pastoral leases
within the park boundaries. The current proposal includes seven former freehold blocks and
four former pastoral leases. Pending their formal inclusion into the park, these properties
have been managed as though they were already part of the park.
The other major land component within the boundaries of the park is vacant Crown land.
The Bill seeks to include into the park the purchased freehold land, the purchased pastoral
leases, the miscellaneous Land Act reserves and the vacant Crown land. Furthermore, it will
result in the park being consolidated into just one reserve. The single reserve will have the
purpose of "national park and water". This is in accordance with the System 2 report and the
1987 management plan. Members will note that this amendment formally increases the size
of the D'Entrecasteaux National Park by some 74 per cent.
Clause 14: Class A reserve 15197 is set apart for "protection of flora" and is vested in the
National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located within the
Agricultural Region and the electoral district of Wagin. Following negotiations with the
departments of CALM and Mines, together with the local authority, reserves 17459 - "hall
site" - and 24404 - "gravel" - were cancelled. Both areas contain natural woodland which
have significant local conservation value. This clause seeks approval for the inclusion of the
land contained in former reserves 17459 and 24404 into reserve 15197 and its amendment to
"conservation of flora and fauna", to allow automatic vesting in the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority.
Clause 15: Class A reserve 35637 is set apart for "national park" and vested in the National
Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located in the Mining and Pastoral
electoral region and in the electoral district of Eyre. In 1984 the lessee of Gindalbie pastoral
station surrendered portion of his lease at no cost for inclusion into the reserve. Recent
inquiries by the lessee have revealed that an area in excess of that which he agreed to has
been excised from the lease. Agreement has now been reached with the Menzies Shire
Council, the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority, the Western Australia Water Authority,
the Mines Department and the Department of Conservation and Land Management for the
excision of portion of the reserve - surrendered in error from the pastoral station - to enable
reinclusion together with the inclusion of redundant "water" reserve 12850 into reserve
35637. This clause seeks approval for the excision of portion of reserve 35637 surrendered
in error from Gindalbie station and the inclusion in reserve 35637 of land in former reserve
12850.
Clause 16: John Forrest Class A National Park reserve 7537 was the first national park
created in Western Australia. It is located east of Swan View, north of Great Eastern
Highway. The reserve is situated in the East Metropolitan electoral region and within the
electoral district of Swan Hills. The park is presently about 1503 hectares in area. The
Environmental Protection Authority's 1983 System 6 report addressed land adjacent to the
park, including a substantial holding of freehold land west and north of the park which was
owned by the Metropolitan Region Planning Authority. This clause seeks to incorporate that
land into the park. The proposed addition is about 1168 hectares in area. Its inclusion
therefore presents a substantial addition to the park of some 77 per cent.
Clause 17: Class A reserve 25113 is set apart for the purpose of "conservation of fauna" and
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is vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is situated in
the Agricultural electoral region and within the electoral district of Roe. The Department of
Conservation and Land Management has negotiated with the Shire of Jerramungup and the
Mines Department for the inclusion of a small portion of vacant Crown land into the reserve,
together with a change of reserve purpose to "conservation of flora and fauna". This latter
amendment is required only to bring the reserve into line with the uniform purpose for
conservation reserves. No change in the vesting has been proposed. This clause seeks to,
firstly, include an area of vacant Crown land into the reserve and, secondly, change the
reserve's purpose to "conservation of flora and fauna".
Clause 18: Class A reserve 17705 is set apart for "recreation and stopping place" and is
vested in the Kojonup Shire Council. The reserve is located in the Agricultural electoral
region and within the electoral district of Wagin. Reserve 19035, set aside for "agricultural
hall site", adjoins the reserve. As reserve 19035 is no longer required for its purpose, it is
proposed that it be cancelled and its area added to reserve 17705. The local council is in
favour of this proposal. This clause seeks to amnend reserve 17705 by including the land
comprised in reserve 19035.
Clause 19: Class A reserve 16040 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is situated in
the Agricultural electoral region and within the electoral district of Merredin. While
redrawing up to dare plans for the reserve, a major discrepancy in area was revealed. The
true area of the reserve has now been determined to be 29.2522 hectares less than that
officially gazetted, which represents a 10.49 per cent reduction in the reserve's official area.
This clause seeks approval for the area of reserve 1.6040 to be reduced to agree with the
recalculation.
Clause 20: Class A reserve 32549 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is known as
the Harris Nature Reserve and is located within the Agricultural electoral region and in the
electoral district of Roe. Agreement has been reached with the National Parks and Nature
Conservation Authority and the Shire of Lake Grace for the excision of five hectares from
the reserve to allow for a separate reserve for "gravel" vested in council. The relevant local
council has agreed to undertake appropriate rehabilitation when gravel supplies have been
exhausted and to allow reinclusion of the site within reserve 32549. This clause seeks
approval for the excision of five hectares from reserve 32549 to enable the land to be set
aside as a grave] reserve.
Clauses 21 to 24 inclusive: Lane Poole reserve is located south east of Dweliingup in the
Murray Valley. It comprises nine individual reserves; eight are "conservation" reserves and
one is a "recreational" reserve. CALM's 1987 regional management plans for the northern
and central forest regions proposed that the purposes of the eight "conservation" reserves be
changed to "conservation park" once that new category of reserve was included in the CALM
Act. This occurred on 23 August 1991 when the Conservation and Land Management
Amendment Act 1991 caine into effect. These clauses propose that the purposes of the seven
most northern conservation reserves be changed to conservation parks. Furthermore, the
opportunity is being taken to amalgamate four of the reserves into one. The most southern
conservation reserve has not been included in this action. Currently a proposal released for
community comment suggests that this part of the reserve be changed to national park. A
final decision on that proposal will not be made until later this year. The central "recreation
reserve" is also unaffected by the current clause. The reserves are located in the South West
electoral region and the electoral districts of Murray, Wellington and Collie.
Clause 25: Class A reserve 25798 is set aside for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located
within the South West electoral region and the electoral district of Warren.
The Department of Conservation and Land Management's southern forest region
management plan recommends that unvested reserve 29620, set aside for "Government
requirements", be cancelled and included in reserve 25798. Agreement to the proposal has
been received from the Shire of Manjimup and the Department of Minerals and Energy. The
clause seeks approval for the land contained within former reserve 29620 to be included in
reserve 25798.
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Clause 26: Class A reserve 4813 is set aside for "recreation" and vested with the City of
Melville. The reserve is located in the South Metropolitan electoral region and within the
electoral district of Melville. Environmental Protection Authority System 6 Red Book
recommendation M58.2 provided for portion of the reserve to be excised and set apart as a
separate reserve for 'conservation of flora and fauna" with vesting in the City of Melville.
The proposed reserve encompasses the area known as Blackwall Reach and is widely known
for its scenic beauty and natural bushland areas. Notwithstanding the EPA's
recommendation, it will be necessary for the new reserve's purpose to be "conservation" as
the purpose "conservation of flora and fauna" would result in the reserve's automatically
vesting in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. Council has also been
asked to prepare a management plan in conjunction with CALM for the proposed reserve.
This clause seeks approval for the excision of Swan location 11240 from reserve 4813 to
enable reservation for the purpose of "conservation" with vesting in the City of Melville, and
also for inclusion of a section of closed moad and for redescription of the reserve to match
current survey plans.
Clause 27: Class A reserve 17158 is set apant for "racecourse" and is vested in the Mullewa
Shire Council with power to lease. The reserve is located in the Agricultural electoral region
and within the electoral district of Gzmenough. Council has advised that the reserve is no
longer required for its gazetted purpose and has agreed to its inclusion in adjoining class C
reserve 33475, set aside for "conservation of flora and fauna". The Department of
Conservation and Land Management has indicated that should Parliament agree to the
proposal, the amended reserve 33475 would be reclassified as class A. This clause seeks
approval for the cancellation of reserve 17158 to enable inclusion of the contained land
within class C reserve 33475.
Clause 28: Class A reserve 21140 is set apart for the purpose of "resting and watering place,
stock route and common for travellers and stock" and is not vested. The reserve is located in
the Agricultural electoral region and within the electoral district of Greenough. Agreement
has been reached with the Department of Minerals and Energy, the Environmental Protection
Authority, the Water Authority of Western Australia, the Department of Conservation and
Land Management and the Mullewa Shire Council to change the reserve's purpose to
".conservation of flora and fauna" with vesting in the National Parks and Nature Conservation
Authority. This clause seeks approval for the change of purpose of reserve 21.140 to
"conservation of flora and fauna''.
Clause 29: Class A reserve 20835 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located in
the Agricultural electoral region and within the elecoral district of Wagin. While drawing
up to date plans for the reserve, a major discrepancy between the true area and the officially
gazetted area - 171.5867 ha - was found. The difference is area is 13.1273 ha, which
represents 7.65 per cent of the reserve. This clause seeks approval for the adjustment of the
area of reserve 20835 to agree with recalculation.
Clause 30: Class A reserve 24581 is set apart for the purpose of "sanctuary for fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located in
the North Metropolitan electoral region and within the electoral district of Wanneroo. The
Department of Conservation and Land Management has requested that two areas of land be
included in the reserve. These are -

(1) Reserve 8398, set aside for "access to water", which although allocated a number has
never been formally declared a reserve; and

(2) an area of freehold Crown land, revested for "public recreation" as a condition of
subdivision of adjoining land.

Both the City of Wanneroo and the Department of Planning and Urban Development agree
with the proposal. CALM has also requested that the purpose of reserve 24581 be amended
to the more appropriate "conservation of flora and fauna". This clause seeks approval for the
inclusion of two portions of Crown land in reserve 24581 and the change of purpose to
'conservation of flora and fauna".
Clause 31: Class A reserve 25746 is set apart as "Cemetery - Pinnaroo" and is vested with
the Metropolitan Cemeteries Board. The reserve is located in the North Metropolitan
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electoral region and within the Whitford electoral district. The Metropolitan Cemeteries
Board has requested t inclusion in the reserve of a portion of vacant Crown land,
incorrectly shown on public pians as road. The board has advised thar the land is currently
grassed and is being maintained by it as part of the entrance to the cemetery. This clause
seeks approval for the inclusion in reserve 25746 of a portion of vacant Crown land.
Clause 32: Class A reserve 30668 is set aside for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve adjoins class C
reserve 18312 "recreation and camping" which is unvested and no longer required for this
purpose. Both reserves are situated in the Agricultural electoral region and within the
electoral district of Wagin. The Department of Conservation and Land Management has
advised that reserve 18312 would be suitable as a nature reserve. Agreement has been
reached with the Shire of West Arthur and the Department of Minerals and Energy for the
cancellation of reserve 18312 to enable its area to be added to reserve 30668. This clause
seeks approval for the inclusion in reserve 30668 of the land contained in reserve 18312.
Clause 33: Class A reserve 11710 is set apart for "national park" and is vested in the
National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is known as Yalgorup
National Park and lies within the South West electoral region and the electoral district of
Wellington. Following a comprehensive ground survey of the reserve's boundaries, an
encroachment was found to have occurred. Agreement has now been reached with the
affected land owner for an exchange of Crown land for private land. Parcels being
exchanged are of equal value. This clause seeks approval for the excision of portion of the
reserve and the inclusion of portion of former private land - surrendered to the Crown in
anticipation of the exchange - to equalise the exchange.
Clause 34: Class A reserve 24944 "conservation of flora and fauna" adjoins class A reserve
20262 "conservation of flora and fauna". Both reserves are vested in the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority. The reserves are located in the Mining and Pastoral region
and within the electoral district of Eyre. The Department of Conservation and Land
Management has requested that these two reserves be consolidated into one. This action will
requ ire the cancellation of reserve 24944. This clause seeks approval for the cancellation of
reserve 24944 to allow inclusion in reserve 20262 of the subject land.
Clause 35, Church Site at Grass Patch: Grass Patch lot 46 was granted to the Australasian
Conference Association Limited in trust for "church site (Seventh Day Adventist)" in 1970.
Since the original grant, the improvements on the lot have fallen into disrepair as the church
ceased to function in the area. Two local residents have expressed interest in purchasing the
property for private use. This clause seeks approval for the lifting of the orust expressed over
Crass Patch lot 46 to enable sale to the church at unimproved market value in accordance
with longstanding Government policy. The land is in the Agricultural electoral region and
the electoral district of Roe.
Clause 36, Country Club at Pemberton: Nelson location 12599 was set aside as reserve
26078 for "club and club premises site" in 1961 and has been granted in fee simple in miust
for that purpose to the Pemberton Country Club (lnc). The country club has advised that the
Shire of Manjimup proposes to consolidate all sporting groups in Pemberton to nearby
reserve 22663, set aside for "recreation and showground". In order to maximise its resources
the club desires to sell location 12599 and the improvements thereon and use the proceeds to
develop a new sporting facility. The Government has no objection to the proposal, and has
negotiated a discounted purchase price with the club to assist with this worthwhile
community project. This clause seeks approval for the lifting of the trust expressed over
Nelson location 12599 to enable sale to the Pemberton Country Club (Jnc). This land is
located within the South West elecroral region and the electoral district of Warren. There is
no doubt why the member for Warren wanted all of this second reading speech read.
Clause 37: Farm School at Tardun. Reserve 22083 is set apart for "farm school" and has
been granted in trust for the same purpose to the trustees of the Christian Brothers. The
reserve consists of a number of separate locations which are leased out to farmers for
cropping. Two individual farmers who hold leases from the Christian Brothers have
approached them requesting to buy the land they currently lease. DOLA has no objection to
the proposal provided that the land be purchased by the Christian Brothers at unimproved
market value in accordance with longstanding Government policy. The Christian Brothers
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have agreed to this proposal. This clause seeks approval for the lifting of the trust expressed
over lots 1 and 2 on plan 17702 to enable sale to the trustees of the Christian Brothers at
unimproved market value. The land is located in the Agricultural electoral region and the
electoral district of Greenough.
Clause 38: In 1950 the City of Perth (Lathlain Park Reserves) Act was assented to. The sole
purpose of that Act was to discharge the trust expressed over land the subject of' two
certificates of title which formed part of a subdivision undertaken in 19 10. The land referred
to comprised small recreational areas surrounded by subdivisional lots - very much int the
nature of large Year laneways - and was transferred by the subdivider to the fanner Victoria
Park Council, which was subsequently absorbed by the City of Perth. The nature of the trust
was that the land be held for the purpose of the recreation of the people of the City of Perth.
The need for the 1950 Act arose because the subdivisional design proved most impractical
and the council proposed that the whole area be rationalised to provide a more acceptable
road network and recreation area. The City of Perth has recently advised that by oversight
two further certificates of title, although intended to form part of the 1950 Act, were not
included at that time. These certificates of title relate to lots 16 and 200 of the original
subdivision. Lots 16 and the major part of 200 were transferred to council by Estates
Development Co Pty Ltd in 1966 ftee of cost but for "recreation purposes". Legal advice has
been given that the terms of the transfer created a charitable trust. Adjacent landowners have
asked that these lots be closed as de facto rights of way and incorporated in their properties.
Undesirables have been using these lots and several owners' houses have been broken into,
with entry being made via these lots. Furthermore, the lots are of little use to either residents
or the public for recreation, being out of sight from public roads and of dimensions
unsuitable for recreation. The only alternatives to special legislation to remove the trust
would be very expensive procedures under the Charitable Trusts Act or possibly time
consuming procedures under the Local Government Act. It is considered reasonable that the
matter should be dealt with in a manner consistent with other similar parcels within the
subdivision by simple amendment to the 1950 Act. This clause seeks approval for the
discharge of the trust expressed over certificates of title, volume 3 folio 291A - lot 16 - and
volume 1591 folio 324 - lot 200 - to enable disposal to adjoining owners.
I thank members for giving me the opportunity to read this second reading speech and I hope
by that process we have expedited the understanding of members opposite so that we can at
least expedite the passage of some of the more important legislation this House has to
consider. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bradshaw.

STOCK (BRANDS AND MOVEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR BRADSHIAW (Wellington) [11.55 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time,
There has been for quite a time a call for changes to the Stock (Brands and Movement) Act
1970 to allow farmers to sell young calves of a few days of age known as "bobby calves".
These calves generally come from dairy cows where farmers require the milk but not the
calves and therefore sell the calves at the weekly calf sales.
Currently the law states that these calves must be either earmarked or heat or freeze branded
before leaving the property. As the calves are young, often the ear is left in a poor state as a
result of the earmarking. Farmers purchasing these calves often place their earmarks in the
other ear, even though this is illegal, so that they can identify the beast if it should wander
onto a neighbour's land. As members may appreciate, a fanner buying these calves may
finish up with a multitude of earmarks in the calves he purchases.
A discussion paper called "Review of the Stock (Brands and Movement) Act of Western
Australia" was presented in November 1990. Recommendation 7 stated -

That 'bobby calves', up to two weeks old, need no identification other than a tail tag
when being removed from a property.

In answer to my question on notice 953 on 26 August 1.992 the Minister for Agriculture
said -
0827"-
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Due to priorities within the current parliamentary legislative program, the
introduction of the amendments to the Stock (Brands and Movement) Act has been
deferred until 1993.

As the farmers involved are less than happy with the time taken to amend the Act by the
Government, I therefore have prepared this private member's Bill. I commend the Bill to the
House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bridge (Minister for Agriculture).

MOTION - PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE
Report No 24 Proposed Alkimos Land Grant to University of Notre Dame

Word Substitution
MR DONOVAN (Morley) [11.58 am]: I seek leave of the House to move the motion
standing in my name on the Notice Paper in an amended forn; to wit, that wherever the word
"recommendations" appears, the word "findings" be substituted.
Leave granted.
Mr DONOVAN: I thank the House for its indulgence. I move -

In accordance with Standing Orders Nos 415(3) and 381 the following measures be
taken by this House following the tabling on 16 September of Report No 24 (Part 1)
of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee inquiry into the proposed
grant of land at Alkimos to the University of Notre Dame -
(a) that the report be noted and that Part 2 be concluded and tabled with all

urgency;
(b) that findings 4, 6, 8, 9, 11 and 21 be referred back to the committee for further

consideration and findings in Part 2, with particular reference to any financial
losses incurred by interested parties and what breaches of procedure or
propriety may have contributed to any such losses; and

(c) that the committee's report be referred to the Director of Public Prosecutions
for his investigation and appropriate action with particular reference to
findings 6, 11 and 21 and all of chapter 4.

This is a very important motion to put before the House, and I should make some prefatory
comments. I do not want to cover much of the ground - indeed, if any, except by way of
passing - that was covered last week. However, I point members to the observation that
although last week three separate debates ensued about this matter, none of them really
canvassed the substance of the report. The first, members will recall, was the debate about a
breach of privilege. The second was debate on the printing of the report which effectively
became a debate about the Premier's handling of the matter and, to some extent, the Deputy
Premier's handling of the matter. Of course, the third debate was on a motion of no
confidence in the Premier relating to her management of the affair, both as Minister for
Education and, subsequently in 1990, as Premier. In my view, the review is of far more
importance than that. It is important for a number of reasons, chief of which is what it says
and what it points to about the way in which the pmocesses and procedures of Government
business with the private sector are undertaken in this State.
Mr Bloffwitch: Under this Government!
M. IONOVAN: I am not sure that it is even restricted to this Government. It is not just this
Government, although we certainly have seen some disturbing features of this under this
Government. We have had a Royal Commission, in the establishment of which the member
for Jandakot played a major part over two years or more. A feature of the Royal
Commission is that it has dealt with, in a sense, that which is spectacular in Western
Australia. A feature of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee inquiry into
the land grant to the University of Notre Dame was that, although the issue itself is
spectacular, the procedures and processes which in fact occupied most of the time of
committee are commonplace. They have became commonplace in the business of
Government in Western Australia. That is a far more worrying set of circumstances than the
simple question - and I do not mean to understate this in any way -of whether the Premier or
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a Minister lied to or misled the Parliament I hesitate to add on that point, before leaving it
altogether, chat I certainly withdraw nothing from the findings of the committee in that
regard. I emphasise again that the more important finding, the more important business of
the committee, was in fact the business of commonplace practices, processes and procedures
which have brought this Government - and I suspect, if they had been known, Governments
before it - into a questionable relationship with the private sector and one which almost by
definition defies the best efforts of Premiers or others to give meaning to the oft-quoted
intentions of introducing accountability and scrutiny into those processes, procedures and
practices. That is the fundamental importance of the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee inquiry into the proposed land grant to University of Nonre Dame.
Unfortunately, last week, that was barely touched on.
That leads to a discussion, therefore, of the findings of the report. Members in this place,
and members of the media above us, in different ways have pointed to what they see as some
of the inadequacies in the report. Principally, those inadequacies are best reflected in the
observation that in large part the document reports open findings in respect of, for instance,
chapter 4. On the question of impropriety, both by members of Government and others, only
one general conclusion was drawn, and the others remain in the text as open findings in that
sense. There was also, of course, the question of those findings which were clearly
expressed and which were reported in'this place last week; but many of those, in trn - and
they are the ones specified in the motion - firstly, go straight to the heart of the problems of
procedure and practice to which I have already referred; and, secondly, point to the desperate
need for further investigation as to the consequences of those lapses of practice and
procedure. Those consequences have been most severe. The R & I Bank Ltd, as a
consequence, was certainly by 1990 exposed to a loss on the property portfolio alone
associated with the university and with Ashdoor Pty Ltd of some $29.1 million. By January
1990, the Roman Catholic archdiocese of Perth was exposed; indeed, it has now been
publicised by the present Archbishop that the Church has not been able to recover
$10.6 million.
At least one Government sponsored agency - namely, the Aboriginal Enterprise Company -
was funded at the time, and was presumably therefore accountable, through the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority. The current Premier then had ministerial responsibility for that
authority, which, in some way, deposited $667 000 in Barrack Securities.
Mr MacKinnon; Why, in your view, was that?
Mr DONOVAN: I have no idea. That matter requires urgent investigation given that it was
due to mature on 14 March 1990, along with some other deposits including $1 million of the
R & I Bank. I have been asked not to identify the other deposits, but they involved certain
organisations of the Catholic Church. The total sum was just under $2 million, and those
deposits remain a mystery to the extent that it is not known what part, if any, or whether all
of those deposits were recovered before the eventual collapse of Barrack Securities a couple
of months later. I would certainly like to know what happened to the deposits of the
Aboriginal Enterprise Company.
Mr MacKin non: You do not know where they went?
Mr DONOVAN: We still do not know, and that must be investigated. Of course,
unspecified deposits of the University of Notre Dame Australia, and Government agencies
accountable to Treasury, remain unspecified and unclear at this time. This simply
underscores the importance of the report and the motion before the House today.
Chapter 4 of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee's report in particular,
along with other specific findings - namely, points 6, 11 and 21 - should be referred to the
Director of Public Prosecutions. A difficult choice had to be made regarding the appropriate
agency to which to refer these matters. Indeed, I heard the member for Jandakor put the
argument that the Royal Commission would be the appropriate destination. I understand an
amendment will be proposed to this motion to achieve that outcome. I have no difficulty
with the matter being referred to a Royal Commission; in fact, that would have been my
preferred direction. Nevertheless, my advice from officers of the Royal Commission is that
that is not a practical proposition at this time. The Commission is due to report and the
indication is that some other action would be required to extend the Royal Commission
beyond its present term.
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[ make it clear to members that I am not necessarily wedded to the reference to the DPP. The
Royal Commission is an alternative, but it appears to rule itself out. The Australian
Securities Commission was certainly an alternative direction for matters raised by the report
regarding corporate practices surrounding this issue. However, as members would be aware,
the ASC has a different jurisdiction and is not necessarily bound to respond to this House
with urgency or with priority. Also, these events may be of a criminal nature, which is
beyond its jurisdiction. The Official Corruption Commission was another alternative on
which I took advice. Again, this body would find itself limited in its scope to Ministers of
the Crown and officers of the Government. The report suggests difficulty regarding people
and organisations beyond the Government; that is, involving the private sector.
The chief law man in Western Australia, with whom this Parliament has a relationship and
who is equipped to investigate criminal matters and refer other appropriate 'matters to other
bodies, is the Director of Public Prosecutions. However, I stress that if the view of the
Parliament were that this matter should go to the Royal Commission - and if this were a
possibility, and the Commission were given whatever instruments it needed by way of an
extension - that would present no difficulty to me; in fact, it is probably the more appropriate
direction,
Part (b) of the motion indicates that if it is passed findings 4, 6, 8, 9, 11 and 21 "be referred
back to the committee for further consideration". Finding No 4 relates to the special meeting
of 12 August 1988 as it was described by Reverend Edward Malloy and Mr Denis Horgan.
This indicated that Mr Parker, the then Deputy Premier, gave an undertaking on behalf of the
Government regarding a joint venture with the Government regarding the Alkimos and
Ningana land; the provision of a guarantee and the provision of enabling legislation.
I know that the member for Avon will have more to say on this, but the guarantee issue is
probably the most fundamental concern in the report and the motion today. However, it is
said with good reason regarding finding No 4 that the committee attached substantial
importance - indeed, our description was "impeccable" - to the value of Father Malloy's 10
August 1992 evidence regarding the 12 August 1988 meeting. It certainly was the view of
the committee, as I recall, that it was regarded as impeccable evidence. Before proceeding,
the importance of this evidence should not be understated, but on the other hand it should not
be overstated.
Most members are sporting men and women, or at least follow sport. When a journalist
quizzed me intensely last week on the matter of Father Malloy's evidence, I developed the
following analogy: Imagine a person's being sent to a foreign city to cover in one weekend
all the football events in that city. He does not know any of the stadiums, or where they are.
Photographs have been shown to him, and people have spoken about the facilities. As he
does not know how to get to these stadiums, a city planner is provided. He says, "Don't
worry; I was involved in the development of these sports grounds and I can draw you a map."
The planner draws the enterprising sports journalist a map, and over that weekend he locates
and familiarises himself with all of the sporting grounds in question. The next week he gets
a call from the city planner saying that the map he drew was flawed. The journalist says, "It
is too late, because I have already found the sporting grounds. I draw that picture for
members because although it is far from my intention to understate the importance of Father
Malloy's evidence, it is a matter of caution that this House does not, on the other hand,
overstate it.
Mr Catania: Is that because we received another letter?
Mr DONOVAN: Far more serious -
Mr Cowan: Why did he receive another letter?
Mr Catania: I have answered that question.
Mr DONOVAN: Far more serious -

Mr Pearce: I do not recall the member for Merredin being present for the discussion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Cross-incerjections do not help the process of the debate.
Mr DONOVAN: Far more serious than the question of the extent of the change in Father
Malloy's evidence and what impact it might have had on the findings of the committee, is the
fact that not at the eleventh hour or the twelfth hour, but about five minutes past the hour -
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one hour and 50 minutes before this committee was due to table this report last Wednesday
in this place - thar final letter arrived by fax allegedly fr-om. Father Malloy. flat became
more important when last week the Chairman of the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee, responding to an interjection in this place said, "Yes, I was party to
contacting Father Malloy last night." He repeated that three times. Far more importat is the
fact that it was reported in the media on Saturday - if my memory serves me correctly - and
has not been denied to this point, that the Chancellor of the University of Notre Dame
Australia, Mr Terry O'Connor, QC, said that he contacted Father Malloy. The director of the
Catholic Education Commission who is a governor of the board of the University of Notre
Dame - as is Mr O'Connor - took it upon himself to contact Father Malloy to try to persuade
him to change his evidence. Why is that important, apart from the obvious? It is important
because of the matter that is partially before the Privilege Committee of this House. It seems
that Father Malloy, from his own letter of last Wednesday, changed his evidence because it
was drawn to his attention that his previous evidence may be damaging to or will affect the
outcome of the committee's report. How does Father Malloy know to what conclusion of the
report his evidence is dangerous?
Mr Bloffwitch: Somebody told him, I suggest.
Mr DONOVAN: The question is, who. told him? Was it Mr O'Connor, QC, or Dr Tannock?
If so, how did those parties come by the information that they were able to use to advise
Father Malloy of the importance of his earlier evidence? That comes close to a serious
breach of the privileges of this House. That is far more serious than the leak to Channel Nine
on Tuesday because it is close to intimidation of a witness before this House. A long
tradition in the Westminster system holds that witnesses before committees of the House are
not to be induced or intimidated.
Mr Catania: Who intimidated him?
Mr Trenorden: Do you think it would be easy for a professor of law to have his mind
changed?
Mr DONOVAN: I am coming to that too. It was not just damaging -

Mr Catania: Where is the intimidation?
Mr DONOVAN: Obviously, this will take a little longer than I anticipated because of
interjections, but never mind. It is not just that that action was damaging to the credibility
and stature of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, and to this
Parliament, it is also damaging to the integrity of the university. As the member for Avon
interjected, the university's speciality, the thing upon which the traditions and the values and
the integrity of the University of Notre Dame Australia, like its parent university in Indiana,
is founded is its faculty of law and ethics. What holds the University of Notre Dame Indiana
of value in the international Catholic and educational community is its specialist field in
ethics. Last week we saw actions by people that seriously put in jeopardy the integrity of
both those institutions. One is 150 years old this year; imagine that! One hundred and fifty
years of tradition was jeopardised last week by the irresponsible actions of people who
attempted to change important evidence before this committee.
The other much younger University of Notre Dame may well have its integrity irreparably
damaged before it even gets off the starters's block, That is why finding No 4 is so
important. It is my view that the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee
should, as its responsibility to this place, undertake the most serious and unrestrained
investigation into how that came about. Finding No 6 is important because it relates to the
undertakings given, and if one goes through items (a) to (h) in that finding, one finds the
importance of investigating the procedures and the practices that gave rise to those
undertakings takes on quite substantial meaning. The Catholic archdiocese of Perth found
itself committed to the project, and I am joining the joint venture land deal in the north to the
circa $30 million property venture in Fremantle. Members will be aware that Archbishop
Hickey will be taking substantive action to rectify the matter. I will not repeat all the
findings because they were covered last week. The same argument of course applies to
finding No 7, relating to the nature of the supposed guarantee undertaken by Mr Parker and
the implications of that, both for the bank and the State Government, should that guarantee
have been called upon.

5197



5198 [ASSEMBLY]

Members are entitled to ask what there is of substance in either the report or the tabled
evidence to indicate that quite serious intervention by the Director for Public Prosecutions is
required. I have mentioned the deposits by the Government funding agency into the
enterprises associated with the Horgan group and the losses that have ensued. There is also,
of course, the question of the R & I Bank. I riced your guidance, Mr Deputy Speaker. There
is a serious and substantive issue associated with the way in which, firstly, the $10.6 million
was acquired from the Catholic Archdiocese; secondly, the way in which approaches were
made to the R & I Bank to fund what were referred to as the debt management proposals of
1990. I have been made very aware by compelling argument from the member for Darling
Range to me last night and, indeed, by the Leader of the House, of the danger of this kind of
motion. That is, when something is referred to another investigative authority and it is
debated in this place, invariably names are broadcast, the effect of which is often that they
are hanged publicly before they are investigated.
Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr DONOVAN: That strengthens the case for referring the matter to the Royal Commission
rather than to the Director of Public Prosecutions, if that is possible. Included among the
evidence that is tabled is a letter addressed to the accountant of the Catholic Archdiocese.
The letter supports the request for the investment of $10.6 million by the Archdiocese. In
view of what I have just said my preference is not to identify the author of that letter. I am
not sure what to do about it, but I want members to be acquainted with the substance of the
letter.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is not a point of order,
Mr DONOVAN: I am looking for guidance.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Ir is up to the member for Morley. There is no Standing Order
which prevents him from doing, or compels him to do, either. It is a judgment for all
members to make when they are dealing with potentially serious matters and it is connected
with the use of privilege in this place.
Mr DONOVAN: I will, therefore, proceed and I am sure that the appropriate action will
follow if I am out of order. The major points of this letter dated 10 January 1990 addressed
to Mr Michael Carlisle - 1 am quite happy to reveal the addressee - of Arthur Andersen & Co
of 225 St George's Terrace are -

Mr MacKinnon: From whom is the letter?
Mr DONOVAN: I do not want to say who wrote it.
Mr Trenorden: It would be better expressed in terms of the letter's intent.
Mr DONOVAN: I thank the member for Avon; that better expresses the issue. The intent of
the letter is to seek from Arthur Andersen its actions regarding the Catholic archdiocese and
the investment with the Proponents of the University of Notre Dame of $10.6 million. The
letter asserts, among other things, that some of the properties and the portfolio are among the
most significant assets in the west end of Fremantle. Further on it asserts that the board of
the University of Notre Dame has requested that the board be assisted to acquire the
properties so that all pantics who have provided interim funding can be repaid. It also asserts
that a request was made to coordinate the refurbishment and redevelopment of the properties.
It is also asserted - this is where the matter starts to become serious in the light of other
events - that the current market value of this substantial portfolio of properties is in the order
of $50 million. The letter states that the significant increase in value is due to the effects of
having such a large portfolio of property in the one location with the result that the value of
the whole is more than that of the individual parts. It further asserts that Arthur Andersen
should also be aware that discussions were being held with the Government about a
$100 million guarantee that it was willing to provide to support the university.
In summary, the letter suggests that the church should provide $10 million for the period
through to 30 June by which time it was expected that arrangements with Government would
be financed and the funding package completed. It is presumned, on the basis of that
submission, that Arthur Andersen was moved to comfortably advise the Catholic archdiocese
of the wisdom and security of its investment.
Mr Catania: Was that checked?
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Mr DONOVAN: Later in the year, the R & I Bank conducted its own evaluation of those
properties.
Mr Trenorden: That was in July.
Mr DONOVAN: The fire sale value of the properties was $15 million. Their ordinary value
was $23 million; less than half the valuation put on the properties by the proponents of the
university. They also sought expert audit advice and were advised that far from being the
most significant assets in the west end of Fremantle they were in fact the worst possible
liability because of their contiguous nature, because they were in a national heritage
conservation zone and because, in the bank's view, of all the property in metropolitan Perth,
that was the most difficult commercial property to shift. The rest of the submission is
devoted to setting out the expansion plans of the proponents in order to secure this deposit.
Far from expanding, as we all know, the proponents were on the verge of collapse.
That is an example of the actions that were taken to secure $10.6 million from the Catholic
archdiocese of Perth. On that basis, I am convinced that the Director of Public Prosecutions
would have some serious concerns about whether a serious offence was committed by that
representation and what could well be a false pretence. The parties associated with the
proponents made similar representations to the R & I Bank on the funding package in 1990
specifically on the question of the guarantee, the undertaking of which this House has heard
the Deputy Premier repeatedly deny. If the Deputy Premier is halfway right - I do not
believe he is totally right - the conclusions of the report by the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee support that serious misrepresentations were made to the
R & I Bank in support of that proposition; misrepresentations that the Government and the
Deputy Premier specifically had Cabinet support for a guarantee. Related to that, but
stemming from the 1988 situation, are the most extraordinary set of circumstances in which,
on the one hand, the R & I Bank was induced to approve a loan of $30 million to Denis
Horgan on the basis of his personal guarantee, on the basis of a guarantee against interest
from Barrack Securities, on the basis of first mortgages to the property yet to be acquired and
on an understanding that the Government and the Catholic community were in support of the
approval.
if the Government is right, and if Mr Fischer's evidence as managing director of the
R & I Bank to the committee is right, Mr Horgan has at least made serious representations to
the bank on the basis of which the bank approved the $30 million loan. Members cannot
have it both ways. Those are the main features of the areas that require the investigative
resources that, in my view, the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee does
not have. They are important points which certainly would be made more important if they
were criminal actions, and it appears from the example I have given the House that they may
have been. Serious losses were incurred by the archdiocese, the bank and others through the
original proposal, firstly, to fund the property acquisitions, and secondly, by the 1990 and
subsequent debt management proposals.
I return to the main issues of the practice and procedures, and why it is important that the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee and the Director of Public Prosecutions
through their authorities examine those issues. Some extraordinary events, decisions and
actions followed those undertakings in August 1988 which implicated the Government in a
guarantee that subsequently it was simply not able to bank. They involved the archdiocese in
the ways I have already outlined. They also involved the Government and the proponents in
a massive joint venture development that would certainly have gone ahead had that guarantee
been enacted. I do not know where the State would be now had that proceeded.
Those consequences and the losses that have been incurred by the people I have mentioned
were allowed to occur, not because of anything spectacular, but because of what had at that
time become a routine relationship between the Government and the private sector. It is that
routine that requires close investigation. I think the report has done that to date. The
consequences of those actions are still being felt by the church, the Government and others,
and must be carefully analysed and understood so that the appropriate recommendations for
action can be made. To the extent that criminal or company law offences may have
occurred, it is my view that it is the duty of this Parliament, even though this sort of motion
may not be common in this place, to say to the people of this State that members understand
and acknowledge what has happened and they will take steps to remedy that. It may not be
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possible to recover the $10.6 million owing to the church or for the R & I Bank to recover all
of its losses associated specifically with this issue and, more generally, with the Horgan
group of companies. However, I submit that it is the Parliament's responsibility to rake
action on behalf of chose who elected members to this place and to seek the appropriate
remedies that may exist at law and in administration. That is the intent of this motion.
Apart from one passing comment, I have barely spoken about the question of whether the
Premier did something in Parliament. That question was dealt with last week. It is much
more important that we as a Parliament carry out our responsibilities to the people who
elected us. Following the disclosure of this report those responsibilities, in my view, are
clear. They are to seek what remedies exist for the people and communities that have
suffered severe losses and, of course, for the R & I Bank for which the Government, and
therefore the taxpayers of this State, still retain a substantial responsibility under the
R &lIBank Act.
It would be inappropriate for this Parliament to indicate that it noted the committee's report
and that it had a row last week about the Premier and the Deputy Premier, but as far as it was
concerned that was the end of the matter It should not be the end of the matter until the
book on those remedies is closed. That is the proper business of the motion before the House
today. I urge members to support this motion which will produce for the taxpayers of this
State at least those remedies which are available, notwithstanding that it will not be able to
produce those remedies which are no longer available as a result of the actions and
irresponsibilities of others.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [12.45 pm]: I support the motion moved by the member for
Morley. I refer firstly to the challenge of the Premier last night that I should read her speech;
I read it a couple of days ago, last night and again this morning. I have read the uncorrected
Mansard and noted the question I asked the Premier last night. Nowhere in her address last
Thursday did she answer any of the questions that I wish to put before her.
Mr MacKinnon: Because she can't.
Mr TRENORDEN: No, she cannot. I will detail the $10 million that the Roman Catholic
Archdiocese contributed towards Barrack Securities Ltd. It was interesting to hear last
Thursday a clear signal from the Premier that commitments were given by a Minister and a
Premier. Interestingly, she did not name the Minister or the Premier, but simply said that
clear commitments were given. Of course, the area of undertakings is the third term of
reference in the report of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. In her
own words, the Premier said that an undertaking was given. She also said that she was not a
principal player in the negotiations. I will run through her list of activities. She was the
Minister for Education at the beginning of the negotiations. A task force of Government
advisers was formed on 1 August 1988. One member of her department was on that task
force which met for over a year and reported to her. The Premier was then a member of the
Cabinet task force established on 25 July 1989, which met on at least two occasions, and if
members examined the evidence they would find that it met more than that.
Mr Kobelke: What evidence?
Mr TRENORDEN: The evidence that has been put before the House today and last week.
The member for Nollamara should take the time to go through the evidence.
Mr Kobelke: Are you misleading this House? Are you making the assertion that I should
ask for the evidence? Other members have stated the contrary to you.
Mr TRENORDEN: I do not care what other members have said. The documentary evidence
in this case is solid. I am pleased that by the end of today the vast majority Of that evidence
will have been tabled. Everybody who is interested in this matter will not have to take my
word, the member for Morley's word, or anyone else's for it, but will be able to read the
documentary evidence.
Mr Pearce: It should have been tabled with the committee's report in the first place so that
we could have made judgments about this stuff last week.
Mr TRENORDEN: Who is the chairman?
Mr Pearce: The chairman of the committee tried to get the committee to report later.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: The Premier, who was Minister for Education at the time, delivered the
second reading speech. She said she did not want to deliver that speech and it must be
remembered that that was good news at the time. At the time we had in this Chamber a
Premier and a Deputy Premier who could deliver that second reading speech. In fact, the
Deputy Premier was a strong supporter of the proposal. However, who delivered it? If it
were true that she disliked this proposal so intensely, why did she give the second reading
speech? She was not compelled to deliver it.
The task force met several times and reported to Cabinet. That is the same task force on
which the Premier served, not one of her Ministers. It reported that any reference to the
guarantee or to the discussions about the joint venture should be left out of the second
reading speech. Vf she did not want to do those things, she had the option of giving the
responsibility of delivering the second reading speech to the Premier or the Deputy Premier,
and she did not do that. She chaired Cabinet meetings at which the University of Notre
Dame Australia proposal was being discussed on 26 April, 7 May, 4 June, 14 October, 23
October and 12 November.
Mr MacKinnon: How many times?
Mr TRENORDEN: I did not bother to count them. During that time, Parliament and the
public were told that the slate had been wiped clean. In fact, as late as last night the Premier
said that the slate had been wiped clean. I will demonstrate shortly that that was far from the
truth. The Government has tried to gloss over the fact that it put together the guarantee with
the help of Treasury officers Bowe and Hughes and the R & I Bank Ltd. All of the way
through the R & I Bank Ltd files that were tabled an hour or so ago there is minute after
minute in handwritten notes which state things like, "Mr Taylor more than likely" when
referring to guarantees or, "Just a matter of quantifying what form the guarantee will take."
There are a number of handwritten notes throughout the files referring to Mr Ian Taylor.
That guarantee was put together and submitted to a consortium of banks so that the
Government could keep its promise on the guarantee.
Mr Kobelke: That is absolute nonsense. Your own repont says it is not true.
Mr TRENORLDEN: I do not intend chasing around for the evidence.
Around October 1990, Mr Taylor reported back to a Cabinet meeting that the guarantee had
been knocked back by a consortium of banks. I did not make that up; a Cabinet minute says
that the consortium of banks knocked back the guarantee.
Mr Taylor: They never had a chance to consider it. What are you talking about?
Mr TRENORDEN: The Cabinet minute says that it was put forward and knocked back by a
consortium of banks.
The Premier also stated in the second reading speech that she took action to cease
negotiations on the guarantee and the joint venture. Written evidence tabled today shows
that there were reasons why these things were delayed. The Horgan company's getting into
trouble was one complication and there was also the slight complication that the Auditor
General was highly concerned about guarantees - so concerned that he submitted to this
House a report on guarantees and indemnities in 1991. When was he investigating those
matters?
Mr Donovan: The evidence in a Cabinet minute of 15 October 1990 indicates that the
Deputy Premier told the Premier and Cabinet that advice from Treasury, subsequently
confirmed at an exploratory meeting between UNDA and the R & I Bank Ltd, was that such
an arrangement was difficult to make bankable.
Mr TRENORDEN: That minute is on the table. The Deputy Premier is in trouble. Those
minutes are documented for everybody to read. Therefore, I do not have to defend them. In
accusing David Parker of running his own agenda, not once did this Premier, any Minister or
member of this Government write to the UNDA or to the Catholic Church to advise them
that the slate had been wiped clean. We have been told constantly, even as late as last night
in question time, that the slate had been wiped clean, If it had been wiped clean, why is there
no correspondence to the UNDA advising it that all bets were off.? There is no evidence of
that. However, there are copious letters supporting the opposite point of view which have all
been tabled for people to look at.
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Mr Kobelce: These are letters from the Government, are they?
Mr TRENORDEN: Yes. The Premier repeated the argument that the UNDA was in
Fremantle. We all know that the UNDA is in Fremantle, so what is all the noise about? She
knew that the UNDA stood Or fell on one thing; that is, the joint venture. In the December
1988 formal submission to the Government, the UNDA said three times on the first five
pages that this proposal stood or fell on a joint venture. Also on 26 April 1990, at page 103
of the report -

Mr Pearce: Why didn't you come down last Thursday and give us this speech. It would
have been more germane to the argument then.
Mr TRENORDEN: I will read again for the benefit of members what the Deputy Premier
said to Cabinet. He said -

Of critical importance to the long term viability and development of the University
will be a substantial land area that can be developed round a second campus and
then sold at a premium ...

That was not back in 1988; that was in April 1990. Who was the Premier? Who was the
Deputy Premier? That was very late in the day.
Mr MacKinnon: We had wiped the slate clean by that time!
Mr TRENORDEN: Absolutely. Anyone who examines the record will see that the whole
proposal stood or fell on a joint venture. According to Mr Hatt, of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management, that joint venture was worth $700 million -
$350 million to the Government and $350 million to die university. That is what it stood Or
fell on. The Premier also said a bit later in her speech that commitments were not given.
However, earlier she said commitments were given by the Premier and the Deputy Premier.
It is clear what commitments were given. She also said that the Bill would not guarantee the
existence of the university. However, I will tell members what would: A guarantee of
Government, and that guarantee was formulated and submitted to a consortium of banks and
rejected. It was only because it was rejected that it fell over.
Mr Pearce: We are having to go through this again because you could not be bothered
turning up last Thursday.
Mr TRENORLDEN: Whether or not I was here last Thursday has little to do with it.
Mr Taylor said almost nothing in his speech last Thursday. However, he did make one point.
He said that he wanted to make it clear that he did not want to put the Government in a
position of giving a guarantee. I now refer to a Cabinet minute of 4 June 1990. The report at
page 104 states that -

In my most recent discussions with the UNDA proponents I put it to them that it was
unreasonable to expect the taxpayers of Western Australia to bear the full exposure of
the $80 million guarantee. .. , . I indicated that the package would be much more
acceptable to the Government if these supporters could bear, say, the first $10 million
of the guarantee.

That is a Cabinet minute of the Deputy Premier referring to a guarantee which he says he
never put forward. The Under Treasurer and the Assistant Under Treasurer for finance were
involved in that.

Sitting su-spended from 1.02 to 2 .00 pm
Mr TRENORDEN: I will address paragraph (b) of the motion by giving to this House the
details of what happened to the $10.6 million put up by the Roman Catholic Archdiocese of
Perth. I do not have a great deal of time to do this and I apologise if I appear to be rushing
my speech. I advise members that the information to which I will refer is documented in the
R & I Bank Ltd files which have been tabled in this House and is available to members for
their perusal.
Denis Horgan, David Hatt from LandCorp and the Cabinet minutes constantly referred to
$10 million as the value of the Alldmos land. In evidence to the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee Hon J.M. Berinson said that the land was too cheap but
there was a general agreement that $10 million was the amount of money that the University
of Notre Dame Australia would pay for it.
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Phillips Fox, the solicitors acting for the Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Perth, said in a
letter dated 16 July which is stamped "urgent" and which forms part of the evidence that the
$10.6 million should be assigned to Ashdoor Pty Ltd, the holder of the Fremantle properties,
because it was always intended that that should be the case.
Mr Catania: Who said that?
Mr TRENORDEN: Phillips Fox the solicitors for the Roman Catholic Archdiocese. The
point is not that the $10 million was destined for the properties at Frem antle, but it was
earmarked to buy the property at Alkimos. In spite of what the Premier said, the entity is one
and the whole deal stood or fell on the joint venture. The $10 million was the money from
the Catholic Church to purchase the land in a joint ven ture wi th the S tate G overrmen L
Members should bear in mind that the properties were purchased by Morgan controlled
companies on behalf of the UNDA. The R & I Bank Ltd files clearly show that the UNDA
wanted to purchase these properties from Horgan. Cabinet minutes later than 1990 - I do not
have rime to go through them - indicate that Cabinet knew when making its decisions that the
UNDA was looking to purchase the Fremantle properties from Horgan. The Cabinet minute
of 4 June 1990 confirms that point, and I quote from the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee report as follows -

The immediate need for this guarantee is to fund the transfer of properties already
purchased in Fremantle, from the current holders to the university.

That is a clear statement that the Fremantle properties would eventually be purchased by the
university. The member for Morley outlined in detail the purchase of these properties by
Mr Horgan. The $10.6 million from the Roman Catholic Archdiocese was placed on non-
bank notes on Barrack Securities and was passed through the Horgan controlled group of
companies ta the R & I Bank Ltd to pay for the holding costs of the $10.6 million. Mr
Morgan's deal with the R & I Bank Ltd to purchase these properties was 100 per cent by loan
and all interest and other costs were added on and put back 12 months. In that time the
$10.6 million in holding costs had increased. The loan of $30 million was approved by the
R & I Bank Ltd on 19 October 1988 and on 2 February 1990 the loan was extended by the
bank because when it became due the Morgan group of companies could not meet its
commitment. The bank extended that loan to 30 June 1990 for the amount of $29.1 million,
which illustrates that the $10 million flowed into that bank account.
The amount of $10 million was the money earmarked for the joint venture and the letter I
have in my hand indicates that. The joint venture stood or fell on the guarantee. Members
must understand that the guarantee was built on the fact that the UNDA would purchase the
Alimos land for $10 million and it would approach the banking system for a loan of
$80 million. That loan stood on the ability of the Government and the UNDA to form a joint
venture to purchase the land and to make a profit. In other words, with a $10 million asset
$80 million was borrowed, the security for which was future profits. The $10.6 million was
safe in Barrack Securities for the simple reason that there was a rescue package for Ashdoor
Pty Ltd and the Barrack Group and this information is documented in the files which were
tabled today.
Interestingly, the rescue package was put together by the Roman Catholic archdiocese. It
came from the letter to which 1 referred earlier, which contains the first mention of a rescue
package.
Mr Catania: Are you saying that the Catholic Church was bailing out Mr Morgan?
Mr TRENORDEN: The member for Balcatta should listen to my comments. Somebody
should be investigating him. What was his role in this matter? Why was he not protecting
the Catholic Church? Where was he when the Catholic Church money went down the
gurgier? He is the number cruncher in the Australian Labor Party. Where was he. hiding?
Where was he when this action was taking place?
The second point is that a Government guarantee was in place to underpin the whole
situation. That is documented in a paper headed "Long term financing rationalization of the
Fremantle properties acquired for the University of Not Dame Australia" which is part of
the file of the R & I Bank Ltd. I do not have time to go through that document now. A
holding trust was put together by Kevin John Edwards - that is not the Kevin Edwards of
whom we have previously heard - to hold the properties for the university. Another paper
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included in the evidence indicates how that property trust was to be balanced and
underpinned by a Government guarantee. It clearly shows that the listed value of the
Ashdoor properties was $27 million when they were in fact worth only $15.5 million. T'he
archdiocese money of $10.6 million was included in that value, and would have been worth
nothing if Ashdoor did not survive. That property miust was a holding vehicle and it was
clearly supported by Government guarantee.
Mr MacKinnon: What was the Government saying about this guarantee at the rime?
Mr TRENORDEN: The Government said it did not exist and that it was a figment of our
imagination. The Government said it had wiped the slate clean. I did not type these letters.
The Cabinet minute of 4 June 1990 states that Mr Taylor had said the value of these
properties was $46 million. Within days those properties were valued by Phillips Fox at
$23 million, Within days again, it was valued by the R & I Bank at $17.4 million.
Mr Taylor: What is the consequence of that?
Mr TRENORDEN: The consequence is that the Deputy Premier was misleading the
Cabinet. Why were the facts given to Cabinet not correct? The money in the bank securities
was protected as a result of the Government guarantee. Members must understand that the
Government followed that guarantee through and it was not its fault that the guarantee was
not banked- It did everything in its power to get the guarantee through.
Mr Taylor: Who did everything in its power?
Mr TRJENORDEN: Horwath & Horwath, chartered accountants, were employed by the
Rt & I Bank to consider the proposal. The solicitors, Parker & Parker, on behalf of the
R & I Bank, wrote to other banks, including the State Banks of South Australia and Victoria.
It put together an arrangement to assist in the survival of the Barrack House Group of
companies. The most important point in all of this - as referred to by the member for
Jandakot by interjection - is that during the time of this very feverish activity both the
Premier and the Deputy Premier were saying that the slate had been wiped clean. I have a
box file full of documents relating to only two months of activity by the Rt & I Bank, and it
contains an enormous amount of information. Mr Rowe, the Under Treasurer, and
Mr Hughes, the Assistant Under Treasurer specialising in finance, helped the ft & I Bank to
put that guarantee together.
Mr Taylor: What guarantee? There is no guarantee.
Mr TRENORDEN: There is an argument within the evidence that it was not a guarantee but
was an indemnity. There is a difference between the two but I do not have time to explain
that difference now. The Auditor General spells out the difference between guarantees and
indemnities in his report. Briefly, it is not necessary for an indemnity to be brought before
the Parliament, and the proposal that went to the bank was an indemnity. In October 1990
when the Deputy Premier had to report to the Cabinet that the guarantee was not bankable,
the Government switched to a 500 hec tare land grant scheme. Unfortunately, a few days
later Mr Hatt of LandCorp said that the future value of the land would be $250 million,
therefore it was politically unacceptable to grant that land. At that stage an announcement
was made of the 150 ha land grant, and shortly afterwards all this information went to the
public accounts committee.
The point of the matters I have raised is that none of these events are included in the report
tabled by the public accounts committee because they came to the committee too late for
inclusion. It is necessary to examine these matters. 1 am not suggesting that I am the
greatest gun in financial matters, and I do not care whether members opposite believe me. I
have given my perception of these matters, but this whole issue should be given to people
who are capable of analysing it properly so that people are not required to take the opinion of
the member for Avon. No matter what people may think of my opinion, it cannot be denied
that an enormous amount of activity took place after 2 February when the Premier and
Deputy Premier assumed office in the Government. Since then they have consistently denied
that. It is not good enough for the Premier to say in answer to my questions that she has
already addressed the issues and she will not reply to them. I do not care whether she
addresses my questions; she has a responsibility to address these issues for the public of
Western Australia and not in a glib and superficial manner - which seems so popular in this
House - but in such a way that her answers can be understood by the community at large.
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These things did not take place in the past. We are talking about today's Premier and Deputy
Prmier. They have tried to hang everything on David Parker but I warn the Deputy Premier
that he will be the next to go. In Saturday's newspaper comment after comment indicated
that it was all the fault of Mr Taylor. He is in trouble.
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [2.18 pm]: I indicate at the outset that the
Government does not intend to support this motion. Furthermore, I express my reservations
about the process being used this afternoon to enable those members who were absent from
the debate last Thursday to make a contribution. The member for Avon did not see fit to
attend Parliament last Thursday when the no confidence motion was moved because he was
too busy campaigning against his erstwhile coalition partner in the Liberal Party in the north
of the State to attend to the debate on these issues. As a net result, he did not address the
motion before the House. He has sought today to give the speech he might have given last
Thursday had he been present on that occasion. It is well understood around the State how
badly the Opposition did on this issue last week, and I am not surprised it should seek
another opportunity for these absent friends from last week to reverse the unfortunate serie's
of events which befell them. It seems we shall spend this afternoon's private members' time
discussing this issue which has been debated on three parliamentary days out of the last four.
If we were hearing new evidence or new material there might be some purpose to this debate,
but we are getting the same, old, rehashed information we went through last week. If there is
one thing I would say to the member for Morley, who addressed the same issues as the
member for Avon, it is that last week he did better than the member for Avon did today in his
diatribe on this matter. Contrary to the practice adopted by the National Party representative,
I will address the motion before the Chair and indicate that the Government will not support
this motion. The Government's first inclination was that if members wanted to pass a motion
to refer the matter back to the committee, that would not be necessary, but it would not stand
in the way of that happening because the committee had the power to implement an
investigation of this kind if it wanted to anyway.
The member who moved the motion amended its terms in a way which was quite significant
and which meant the process he wanted to follow was not a proper one and was out of order.
The member had to change the word "recommendation" to the word 'finding' in every part
of the motion. I noticed that word when I firt saw his Notice of Motion yesterday. He had
referred to the 24 matters which appeared in bold in the report as "recommendations." When
I looked at those things they struck me more as purporting to being findings; that is,
statements of alleged fact rather than recommendations about what should occur. The same
thought obviously occurred to the Clerk, who conveyed that conclusion to the member who
in trm accepted it and made his amendment to show that what appeared in the committee's
report were purportedly "Findings".
I will point out how part A and part B reports are supposed to operate. When the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee makes a part A report it is supposed to put
before the House its findings and recommendation resulting from those findings. The
recommendations are then sent to the appropriate person, usually the relevant Minister, who
has three months to respond and to demonstrate to the committee the way in which he
proposes to implement the recommendations or to say what other action he proposes should
be taken about those recommendations. Those matters are then lad out in a bulletin which is
brought before the House.
Report 190 of 12 September 1991 outlines the follow up procedures for committee reports
quite clearly. The part B report referred to is the one brought back by the committee on the
action taken about the recommendations. The fact is that the committee's part A report, so-
called, contained no recommendations, only findings. Therefore, there cannot be a part B
report on the action taken on the recommendations, there being no recommendations in the
first place. What has happened here is what the Government said last week. It is amazing
how quickly prophecies made by other Government members and me about the
unsubstantiated and unsatisfactory nature of the committee's report have come back to haunt
those who pressed most for the committee's report to be tabled last Wednesday.
Members will recall that I saw the committee last Tuesday evening about its reporting time.
It was insistent that it report the following day, even though changes had to be made to
private members' day to accommodate that happening. It became manifestly clear when the
committee reported that it had not considered a whole range of things, including the natural

5205



5206 [ASSEMBLY]

justice factor and why the Premier and Deputy Premier had not been given an opportunity to
respond to the so-called findings of the committee. That was a matter to which the
committee would not attend. It came out during the debate that the Chairman of the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee had sought an extension of time for the
committee to consider the proposals put to it so that those matters could be examined
carefully. However, the three people who prepared the majority report were not prepared to
allow a delay, so the report had to come before the Parliament. Now the members of the
committee who made all the key findings want them back so that they can consider them
further. They asked whether they could have the whole lot back to have a second go at that
most unsatisfactory report. The Government agrees that this is an unsatisfactory report, but
does not agree that the committee should get a second go at it because ir is not satisfied that
the majority of members of that committee are. dealing with this issue in a fair and non-
partisan way. It is the Government's view, for a range of reasons, as it said last week, that
no-one can expect - least of all the Premier or Deputy Premier - a fair go from any further
consideration of this matter by the committee.
Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr PEARCE: Here is another traveller back from foreign places to make a contribution to
the Parliament today that should have been made last week. He does not mind wasting the
time of the Parliament!
Mr MacKinnon: You cannot stand the hear in the kitchen!
Mr PEARCE: I was in the kitchen last Thursday and the member for Jandakot was way off
the back porch. I was here while he was sunning himself on a beach in the Eastern Stares. I
was here when the heat was on, not merely taking it but also repelling it. I did not have to
rush into the Parliament with a guilty conscience and make a speech in a strong way to
demonstrate that I was concerned about this issue that did not concern me sufficiently last
week to make me turn up at the Parliament when the debate on the matter was taken, as the
member for Jandakot did.
The way in which the committee reported has been demonstrated as unsatisfactory. Also,
two of the three signatories to the majority report now want a second bite at the cherry.
Furthermore, they want the Parliament to give them that second bite by carrying this motion.
To do that they had to put forward a distortion of the proper process which should operate for
the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee by the misuse of the part A/part B
procedure. In the Government's view, no reason arises why that should happen.
Mr MacKinnon: What is the Premier's view.
Mr PEARCE: I am speakting for the Government on this matter.
Mr MacKinnon: Can't she speak for herself?
Mr PEARCE: Doubtless the Premier will speak as the debate goes on, if she feels the need.
I am telling members opposite what is the Government's position. I am speaking for the
Government.
Mr MacKinnon: She finds it hard to defend the indefensible.
Mr PEARCE: If members of the committee want to revisit this matter, my reading of
Standing Orders is that it is perfectly within the purview of the committee to decide what it
will or will not consider. That matter can safely be left with the committee to deal with.
There is no reason for the House to refer this matter back to the committee. Given the nature
of the committee and its report so far, it would be a mistake for the House to refer the matter
back to the committee because that could be interpreted as doing two things: First, it could
be seen as an endorsement of the disgraceful remarks of the member for Avon in the first
place and the misconclusions he leapt to in the course of his speech this afternoon; and,
secondly, as the House having some confidence in the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee on this matter, which it does not. During the lunch break a member drew
to my attention the fact that the one bit of unanimity last week, apart from the view that the
Opposition messed up the debate, was that all. five members of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee who spoke in the debate agreed on one thing -

Mr MacKinnon: The Premier is a liar!
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Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Jandakot should withdraw chat remark. As he is
the member to whom I addressed my comments directly on this mattr previously, I indicate
that that is his first warning today under Standing Order No 73A.
Mr MacKiINNON: I withdraw my remark, Mr Speaker.

Debate Resumned
Mr PEARCE: The one thing on which all five members of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee who spoke on this matter in the Parliament last week agreed
was that this used to be a good committee until this matter arose. All five members in their
own way said that the destructive nature of this party political exercise was a bad thing,
which is what it was. This was the Parliament's premier committee. The extent to which its
future work has been impugned by what has happened here is questionable. There will be no
confidence now in the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee unless and until
after the election it is reconstituted with different personnel. The Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee must be our premier and most important committee and that
is the only way in which it can regain the respect it formerly enjoyed. The House should not
refer this matter back to the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, or in any
way suggest to the people of Western Australia that it endorses that committee as currently
constituted is a proper body to undertake any further investigations related to this matter.
The third part of the motion seeks to refer to the Director of Public Prosecutions certain
matters raised in parts of the committee's report. The Government has established the office
of the Director of Public Prosecutions as an independent office to deal with prosecutions
away from the direction of Government or anybody else. We would put the Parliament in
the category of "or anybody else". That is to say, we see no reason why the Parliament
should be purporting to direct the Director of Public Prosecutions with regard to prosecution
work which might be undertaken, any more than should the Government or any Minister.
The office of the DPP has been deliberately set up to be independent, and that is the way in
which it should operate. The DPP cannot be unaware of the controversy which surrounded
this matter in the Parliament, nor has he been denied access to the documents. He can obtain
the ones which have been laid on the Table if he believes any matter of illegality may have
occurred or is worth looking at. He can subpoena any other documents he wants; he has
extensive powers under legislation which we have enacted to deal with these matters. We
felt it would not be proper for the House to purport to refer a matter to the DPP in any event.
Nothing could stop any member making material available to the DPP, or the DPP's coming
to get any material if as a result of publicity he thinks a matter is worthy of investigation.
The Government would not stand in his way on anything he might wish to do. In the same
way as we do not believe it is proper for the Government to direct the DPP' in any way,
neither do we think it proper for Parliament to seek to do that.
The next point is that the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee in its report
has signally failed to make any credible suggestion of illegality. Even if we were to accept
the principle - which we do not - that the Parliament should be able to direct the DPP in these
matters, one would at least expect a bit of a case to be made out for illegality before these
matters were referred to that gentleman. That, again, has manifestly not occurred. The
words "possible illegality" occur once in the entire report. It is not suggested what may have
been done illegally and no evidence is contained in the body of the report to give any
credibility to claims of illegality. The word "impropriety" and a range of other emotive
words pop up all over the place, but when it comes to matters which have been proved by
reference to hard fact, nothing is there. So it would be a farce for Parliament to send this
report to the DPP when the committee itself does not make out a credible case for any
illegality having occurred.
The Government has nothing to worry about and is not at all concerned with the DPP's
taking up these matters. All the documents are in the public domain or have been tabled in
the Parliament. Privilege attaches to them, but the DPP does not require that privilege for his
purposes. The documents are available and any member who wishes to send them to the
DPP - if he feels he cannot obtain them or may not be a reader of The West Australian; he
could hardly have missed it there in the past few days as The West Australian has taken on
the job of the Opposition in these matters -
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Mr Shave: You don't lie that newspaper's honest reporting.
Mr PEARCE: It is not honest. There are many goad journalists working for The West
Australian, many of whom are my friends. Once upon a time The West Australian was
tabloid in size only; it is now going the path of becoming tabloid in soul and spirit. That is
an unfortunate thing to happen for the people of Western Australia, If people believe that the
DPP is so removed from what is happening in this State that he may not know about these
matters they are very welcome to photocopy all the material tabled, put it in an envelope and
take it down the Terrace to give to him. The Government has no concern about chat; it is
totally unconcerned about any outcome that might result from the DPP's taking up these
matters. We know the facts:, we have nothing to fear. It still would not be right under the
circumstances for Parliament to seek in a formal way to refer that matter to the Director of
Public Prosecutions with the clear implication that he should be doing something about the
majority report which we on this side of the House reject as, at most, a misunderstanding of
the facts and a putting together of unrelated bits and pieces to make up a conspiracy not
founded in truth.
I said last week and I say again for all the absent friends who have turned up today: The
member for Morley, who has a very strong preoccupation with these matters, looked around,
determined to find these things. He managed to find enough pieces to make up a jigsaw.
The member for Avon and the member for Wellington have less excuse. They could not
believe their luck with the member for Morley's report, and they leapt in to rake advantage of
the maximum political opportunity. I am prepared to believe the member for Avon is
capable of doing these things himself, but the member for Wellington requires a lot of
assistance from his colleagues to recognise -

Mr Court: If the best you can do is personally attack a member when debating such an issue;
it is a disgrace!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: I will watch the outcome of the Committee of Privilege with interest with
regard to what it is able to find on these matters.
Mr Lewis: And so will I!
Mr PEARCE: The member for Applecross has joined us - the strategic tactician of the
opposition who has been quiet today has given good advice. I hope I am proposing to
misrepresent him at some stage during my speech so that he can have an opportunity later
this evening to correct that for us.
The Government will not support the motion. Firstly, it is not necessary. If the committee
wants to reconsider its report in this way it could do so by its own motion. The Standing
Orders are clear about that; it is up to the committee to do that.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr PEARCE: Only in the sense that a motion was brought forward by the member's party to
set up a separate Select Committee. I said that the proper group to deal with that is the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, nor a separate committee. The matter
was referred to the committee in that sense, Now it is there and the committee can consider
it. It does not require the endorsement of the House for a second bite at the cherry when it
has messed up the first. It is not my fault nor the fault of the Government that the majority
report of the committee turned out to be so deficient and is so widely considered to be so. if
the committee wants a second go, that is up to it, but do not seek our endorsement.
The second point of the motion shows the significant misunderstanding of the part A/part B
process laid down by the committee's bulletin last year, and the way in which those matters
are referred to in Standing Orders, particularly Standing Order No 414 and the various steps
laid out for dealing with part A and part B reports. It is unfortunate that members of such a
committee should demonstrate before the House their failure to understand the processes
which the committee is required to adopt, under not only the Standing Orders of the House
but also the bulletin that it produced and put forward before Parliament just on a year ago.
We are not satisfied that a reference to the DPP recognises the independence of that office in
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the way that it should. We do not believe that the Parliament should seek to take on itself a
role which specifically it denied to Government Ministers in maintaining the independence
of that office. If members seek to refer this matter to the DPP because they do not accept the
principle of independence which I have expounded, they might at least expect the committee
to make out a case to be referred, and this the committee has manifestly failed to do. There
is no proof of illegality and no prima facie case of illegality is contained in the committee's
report, so to purport to refer the mailer to the DPP on that basis is pretty flimsy.
Mr Wiese: Are you not prejudging the Director of Public Prosecutions?
Mr PEARCE: Not at all; I am just reading the report and seeing what is in it. Three
members of the committee were not prepared to say bluntly that something happened and
that it was illegal. They are not prepared to say that from their own view of things something
happened and that it is illegal, yet they want to send the matter to the DPP'. He is not an
investigating officer in that sense; he is a prosecutor. There is not a case on which he could
take up prosecution. The committee members do not pretend there is a case. The only
reason members are seeking to refer this mailer to the DPP' is that, for the first time of which
Iam aware in the history of the State, a front page lead story in The West Australian has been
based on a Notice of Motion - one that has not been debated in the House. There would not
have been a story if the reference to the Director of Public Prosecutions bad not been
foreshadowed. The headline, "Committee asks for second go at messed up report" would not
have looked too brilliant, so the Opposition has tried to up the ante with a reference to the
Director of Public Prosecutions. That is how the Opposition keeps on the boil an issue which
had been lost sight of that week. The Opposition is now proposing to trump the member for
Morley by upping the ante and referring the matter to the Royal Commission. I guess
somebody else will pop up and want the matter to go to the United Nations or Interpol or
some other body as the ante gets lifted and lifted again. The Opposition had its chance last
week and it blew it. It was one of the most monumental stuff-ups I have seen in all the time I
have been in this Parliament. I suppose it is not surprising that Opposition members should
come back into the House, particularly those who did not come into the House on the first
occasion, and seek to get the egg off their face. I suppose that is why we are going through
this routine; the Opposition has decided to have another shot at it.
Members of Parliament may know that I grew up in a very large family in relatively poor
circumstances. We did not have too much between us.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: We quickly found a way of dividing up scarce resources among a large
number of hungry mouths: We tossed a coin; heads you get it; tals I get it. The minute the
coin came down the loser would say, "Best of three". That is what we have in this place: A
best of three Opposition. It lost last week and now it wants a second go. When the
Opposition gets to best of three and it is still behind, it will say, "Best of five.' The
Opposition lost on Thursday and now we have the best of five, so we come back for another
few days to discuss the Notre Dame business. Let us face it, fellows, the Opposition had its
chance at the title and it lost. No matter how much parliamentary time we waste on these
kinds of issues, the Opposition will not be able to get back the ground that it has failed to
make. The Opposition has asked us to endorse its having another go at the whole business,
to let the committee have the report back to see if it can avoid making a mess of it this time,
to send the report back to see if it can come up with recommendations this time rather than
findings. In case the committee cannot do it, why not whack it off to the Director of Public
Prosecutions to see if a professional can come up with something where these failed
amateurs cannot? It would be inappropriate for the House to agree to this motion, and
particularly inappropriate for the Government to agree to support it. I do not mind wasting
the time of the Parliament this afternoon in private members' time on a rerun of this issue,
but if members opposite want to do better than last week, they must get two things: A few
facts and a little bit of sense.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.42 pm]: The Leader of the
House has demonstrated to the Parliament why it is that members on this side of the House
have brought the matter up again. There is a lot of noise, volume and rhetoric and no
substance. I want the matter brought up again because - this is one of the few matters of
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substance brought up by the Leader of the House - I was not in this place at the previous
time. The other important reason for raising this matter is that after reading Hansard, I could
not believe that the Government thought it had got off so lightly. The speeches made by the
Premier, the Leader of the House and the Deputy Premier had no substance and did not for
one moment refer to the issue of the establishment of the University of Notre Dame Australia
and the reasons for the grave disquiet in this State about the way that university was
established.
I will go through the history of this matter. From memory, in 1987 Dr Tannock made a
proposal to former Premier Brian Burke that a private Catholic university should be
established in Western Australia. The idea then became a little more firmly established, and
it was no longer to be a small private Catholic university but a fairly large organisation with
a large campus. After a period it became clear that there were some backers for the
university within the Catholic community and the Catholic Church supported its
establishment. The university was to be established in Fremantle under the auspices of the
University of Nonre Dame Indiana. I defy any member in this place to look at the enabling
legislation, the Premier's second reading speech, and speeches of members who supported
the establishment of the university, and tell me that a proposal was being discussed by the
Government or the Cabinet for the endowment of Crown land or for a joint venture proposal
to establish the university. I remind the Premier of her remarks when she chaired the
committee that reported on higher education. The report was delivered in August 1989 and
its conclusions contained a clear understanding that the private university would make no
clalms on State resources either directly or indirectly. Everybody understood that clear
message.
Legislation was introduced into this place to enable the university to be established, but no
reference was made to any land. A reference was made to the Consolidated Revenue Fund;
part 6, section 25 of the Act precludes any appropriation from the CRF and the Government
from making up any shortfall in the administration of the annual operations of the university.
However, no reference was made to a joint venture land deal or to a land endowment. What
irritates me more than anything else is that all the time that legislation was being drafted and
finally produced, a number of people in the Cabinet were negotiating a joint venture proposal
with the Catholic university. The conclusion must be drawn that by omission, not
necessarily by one person, the Government and those members of this place supporting the
Government, misled this Parliament. The simple reason is that the Government was not
prepared to tell us that although we had enabling legislation in this place that made it very
clear that no CRF funding would be used to make up any shortfall in the university's
administration costs, it was negotiating a joint ventur proposal to develop something like
800-plus hectares of land. In association with that, the Government was exploring the
opportunity of doing one of two things: Firstly, of providing a guarantee that would allow
the university to build and establish its campus at Ailcimos, or alternatively - I am not sure
which of the two it preferred - to pay off some of the debts that were associated with the
purchase of property in Fremantle. Secondly, failing the Government's granting a guarantee
to the tune of between $70 million and $80 million an indemnity was proposed. That
indemnity was that the university could be given the opportunity to establish the land and
could be structured on the basis that the church or university put down the first $ 10 million,
which it did and which it lost. The responsibility for that loss rests wholly and solely with
the Government. I am not referring only to the Deputy Premier - he has been singled out as
the person who might be responsible for that - because it is also the responsibility of every
member on the other side of the House.
Mr Taylor: For what?
Mr P.J. Smith: Are you a Catholic?
Mr COWAN: I am not a Catholic in response to the interjection from the member for
Bunbury. I take strong exception to the remarks made by the member for Balcatta about my
party, and me in particular. If the member knew anything about my family background that
statement would never have been made.
It appeared that this joint venture proposal became too difficult. In the words of the member
for Avon, and I have no doubt that he has a clearer understanding of this matter than most
members in this place with the exception of the member for Morley, it became too hot a
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potato. In fact, it was not bankable. The Deputy Premier, whose responsibility it was, put
forward a proposition that there should be an endowment for the university. I think the
original proposition was an endowment of 500 hectares. The Cabinet reduced that
endowment to 150 hectares. In this instance I must acknowledge that at least at that time the
proposal was made public through the statement of the Deputy Premier. However, on
reflection - I have looked at the record - I cannot remember a formal announcement being
made by the Government that it was considering doing anything by way of assisting the
university either by an endowment, assistance through an indemnity or a guarantee for a joint
venture proposal.
Mr Taylor. It was within a week or two of the Government's making that decision in
Cabinet that a Press conference was held in Fremantle to make the announcement. It was
also said that it would be public. The issue would come to the Parliament and people would
know exactly what was going on.
Mr COWAN: Can the Minister indicate when that was so that I do not have to search for the
date?
Mr Taylor: In early November.
Mr Trenorden: A lot happened between October and November.
Mr Taylor: No; the Cabinet decision was made in October and was announced a couple of
weeks later.
Mr Trenorden: It was announced in October that there would be a grant of 500 ha.
Mr Taylor: There was no announcement of 500 ha.
Mr COWAN: In November 1990 confirmation was received for the first time that the
Government was prepared to offer land to the Nonre Dame university. Approximately one
year prior to that the Government introduced a Bill which stated that the university would
receive no financial support.
Mr Taylor: That was out of CRF.
Mr COWAN: Yes, out of CRF. In the speech made by the Premier -

Mr Taylor: I also made it very clear in my speech in this House last week that the Cabinet
Ministers and Parliamentary Counsel said that the original Bill would have to be returned to
the Parliament for a decision if the Government were to give any other form of support to the
university, just as I said that the issue of the land grant would be referred to the Parliament
for a decision.
Mr COWAN: Less than one year after the enabling legislation was passed in this place the
Government announced that there would be an endowment of 150 ha of land at Alkimos to
the Notre Dame university. I defy you, Mr Speaker, or any other member in this place to
find - with the one exception that was made by the member for Vasse - any reference that
would conflict with the statement made by the Premier when she was the chairperson of the
committee on higher education about the land endowment and the offering to the university
of resources. The West Australian reported on 17 September this year that she stated in that
committee -

"...there is a clear understanding that the prospective private university would make
no claims on State resources either directly or indirectly."

Within a year of that statement members had in front of them evidence showing that those
reports had been thrown out the window and that for the whole period the legislation was
being debated negotiations were taking place for a joint venture proposal. When that failed,
negotiations were carried out for an indemnity, and when that failed, for an endowment of
land. That is totally misleading. Why was there no reference to this fact in the Premier's
speech when she was the Minister for Education? Surely it would have been considered to
be accountable to make a reference to indicate that the Government was considering options
which would assist the university in its establishment and that those options included the
development or endowment of Government land. However, that was not done. The
Government should answer the question of why that was not done.
Mr Catania: Were any members of the Opposition briefed?
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Mr COWAN: Of course they were. I was briefed and I am quite sure that the member for
Jandakog was briefed and would be able to tell the House in his own words the content of that
briefing. I know exactly what was said to me by Dr Tannock, Professor Keil and
Mr Codrington. Dr Tannock said to me that at some time in the future, although he did not
envisage that it would be for 12 years or more, there would be a need for the university to
establish a residential campus somewhere else in the State. No mention was made of the fact
that the university would seek Government assistance to secure that land or that a joint
venture proposal was being negotiated.
I turn now to the concerns that were expressed about the issue. Very clearly the Government
demonstrated yet again that it had not learnit its lesson. The proposal put forward by the
former Deputy Premier, Mr David Parker, to enter into a joint venture required a guarantee
of $80 million to $100 million. A guarantee of $150 million was made available for the first
rescue of the Rothwells bank. That first rescue cost the State only $22 million. I wonder
how much it would have cost the State had it embarked on the land deal in the same way.
The Government had not learin one lesson and was still prepared to consider the joint
venture and land deals with the Notre Dame university. A couple of other issues which show
that the Government did not learn its lesson could be included in the same category; for
example, Western Women and the Swan Brewery. A great comment was once made of the
French monarchy: "They have forgotten nothing and they have learnt nothing." It is very apt
for this Government.
We were concerned about that and we sought to have a Select Committee of inquiry into this
issue because we felt that the Government had learnt nothing. We wanted to make sure that
this Parliament insisted on its rights and entitlements and received from the Government
some accountability for its activities in relation to the University of Notre Dame Australia.
The Government of the day said it was prepared to have the issue referred to the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. We accepted that because at least it began an
inquiry. As a consequence of that at least some of the truth has trickled out.
The time is now appropriate for us to deal with some of the questions which are raised by the
inquiry and, in addition to the inquiry, some of the consequences of what happened.
Everybody knew that last Wednesday the member for Balcatta was to present a report of the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee to the Parliament and request that it be
tabled and printed. What a coincidence that we now find that just prior to the printing of that
report senior people in the Catholic Church were aware of the content of that report. They
were aware of the importance of a letter written to the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee by Father Malloy. For some strange reason a modification of the terms
of that letter was received by the chairman of the committee.
Mr Taylor: What are you saying about Father Malloy?
Mr COWAN: I am not saying anything about him. I am saying that somebody alerted either
Mr O'Connor, QC, Dr Tannock or the Catholic Church in Western Australia to the content of
that report and because of what was in the report Father Malloy was asked to make that
correction to evidence given to the committee, and he did. Not only did that happen, but also
the Government made it very clear in November or December of 1989 that no financial
resources would be made available to this university, particularly through the Consolidated
Revenue Fund. Notwithstanding the fact that negotiations were taking place on some land
deal, nothing else was mentioned. Two days before the committee's report was due to be
released an announcement was made about the endowment land at Neerabup.
Mr Taylor: I explained that to you last week.
Mr COWAN: It was a step by step explanation. I suggest a note was sent to someone in the
Deputy Premier's office requesting this matter be expedited because some damage control
had to be exercised to hose down what might be contained in the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee's report. The connections of the UNDA were aware of the
content of that report and its implications; the Government was aware of the content of that
report and its implications; and, unfortunately, so were the media.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am in a quandary. I have sat here most of the afternoon listening
to the debate knowing it is actually contrary to Standing Orders. I do not want to stifle the
debate because I know it must be had, but I draw to the attention of the House that it is
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contrary to Standing Orders. The matters which the Leader of the National Party has been
discussing in the past few minutes have been referred to a committee of this House which is
actually deliberating on them while this House is sitting. A number of matters which have
been discussed by both the Leader of the National Party and previous speakers were
addressed last week. We have ample Standing Orders which provide for debates not to be
repeated once they have taken place in the same session. I do not want to stop ibis debate,
but I ask members who wish to contribute to it to consider addressing their remarks very
strictly, if they can, to the motion and then!I will not be in this dilemma.
Mr COWAN: I will leave the Select Committee of Privilege to make its recommendations to
the House in due course. I remind a few members that it is disappointing that members of a
senior committee of this place can contravene Standing Order 375 so readily. It irritates me
that this does happen.
Three main players have been involved in this operation and they are Mr David Parker, who
has paid a price and has now left this place, the Premier and the Deputy Premier. My
argument concerning the Premier is that when introucing the enabling legislation she misled
this House by the very fact that she did not refer once to some sont of proposition, deal, joint
venture or endowment of land to the UNDA. It appears to me that the Deputy Premier took
up precisely where the previous Deputy Premier left off. A joint venture proposal was being
negotiated - and if members opposite do not like the word "negotiated" I will use the word
"discussed" - and the Deputy Premier continued these discussions. No reference was made
to these discussions in this Parliament, even when the enabling legislation was before the
House. When the Deputy Premier could not bank that proposal he found he could put in
place an endowment.
Mr Taylor: You have got some dates wrong.
Mr COWAN: No, I have not.
Mr Taylor: The legislation was passed by this Parliament in 1989.
Mr COWAN: Exactly.
Mr Taylor: David Parker left after that.
Mr COWAN: He was negotiating a joint venture when he left the Parliament and the current
Deputy Premier continued those negotiations. The point I am making is that in the Premier's
case she misled this Parliament because she did not refer, when the enabling legislation was
introduced, to any other proposal that was being negotiated, debated or discussed with the
then Deputy Premier and which was continued by the current Deputy Premier when he took
over in 1990.
Dr Lawrence: Wrong on both accounts.
Mr COWAN: Did the Premier mention land when we were debating that legislation?
Dr Lawrence: No, because the matter was sine die. If you do not know what that means, it
was deferred indefinitely before that.
Mr COWAN: I know what it means. There is no evidence to suggest the Premier is telling
the truth in this case.
Before I outline how the National Party feels about this matter, it is important that I mention
a couple of peripheral issues. I refer rit to the $250 000 alleged to have been donated to the
Australian Labor Party. That has been the subject of various questions, not only with the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee but also at the Royal Commission. It
seems clear that that $250 000 was donated to the ALP and that nobody knows where it is.
That matter should be investigated. The Government's decision to suddenly decide to take
300-plus hectares of land from Honieswest and put it into an endowment for all the
universities should be investigated to ascertain just how much depth there was to that
decision. The losses incurred by the Catholic Church of $10.6 million, for which the
Government is responsible -

Dr Lawrence: That is incorrect, and the Catholic Church says so.
Amtendmnent to Motion

Mr COWAN: The National Party does not believe that this motion satisfies the requirements
of the Parliament. For that reason I move -
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To delete all words after "noted" in paragraph (a) and substitute the following -

(b) That the House notes the failure of the Government, and in particular the
Premier and the Deputy Premier, to -

(i) uphold the accountability standards that ame necessary for a
parliamentary democracy to be effective;
(ii) honour the accountability standards pledged by the Premier
herself when she first became Premier and
(iii) be open and honest with the people of Western Australia;

(c) That the Government refer the issue to the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters with the following
terms of reference -

(i) to investigate whether the Premier, Deputy Premier and Mr David
Parker Or any other person has lied to or misled the people of Western
Australia;
(ii) to investigate evidence relating to the alleged $250 000 donation
made to the Australian Labor Party; and
(iii) to inquire into whether any Minister or any other person has acted
improperly or illegally,

in relation to any of the various negotiations between the Government and the
University of Notre Dame or any person representing the university;
(d) That the Royal Commission be instructed to conduct its inquiry in such a
manner as would not delay its reporting on other matters before it and to
report on this matter no later than 31 December 1992; and
(e) That the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee hand over
all evidence and other material related to its inquiry into the proposed
Alkinios land grant to the Royal Commission and that the committee be
hereby empowered to furnish such other information as the Royal
Commission may request.

One of my principal reasons for moving this amendment is that it seems to me that this
Government has not learnt its lesson. Members would recall why a Royal Commission of
inquiry was established; it was because of the underhand and behind the scenes dealings of
this Government with the resources of Western Australia. Those resources included finances
either in Treasury or Government agencies. There were Treasury losses. The Government's
dealings also included other assets such as land transfers, and other land deals took place. I
have moved this amendment because we see here yet another example of WA Inc revisited in
this State.
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [3.16 pm]: As the Leader of the House has
said, this action is obviously an attempt by the Opposition, albeit in a somewhat muddled
way, to revisit the question of Notre Dame anrd what may have occurred. The specific
motion and now the amendment before us clearly seek to have the House believe that in
some way the Government made a decision in relation to a land grant to the University of
Notre Dame Australia that was not proper and not fully revealed to the Parliament. I totally
repudiate both of those propositions. The decision by Cabinet was announced by the Deputy
Premier in relation to the Alkimos land grant which provided for a land grant to the UNDA
for the purposes of a campus and associated land to be used as an endowment for its future
benefit. That is the one decision, apart from the one announced this week, that this
Government has ever made on this matter. This needs to be drawn to the attention of
members of this House.
The second decision made on the basis of an approach by the UNDA which coincided with
the Government's desire to accommodate the other universities was announced last week;
that is, a land endowment to be shared equally and for the benefit of all the higher education
institutions in this State including the LINDA. That is the case, and those are the facts. As
Minister for Education I said clearly to this House that I had strong reservations about the
establishment of the LINDA. I made it my business to ensure both in the legislation and in
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Cabinet that the Government made no decision. The Government received approaches. In
my answers to the former member for Coutesloe I made clear that propositions were put and
discussions were held, but that at that stage, and when the Bill was before the House, I had
moved heaven and earth to ensure there were no official negotiations by Government; that is,
there were no decisions by Cabinet other than the matter be deferred indefinitely.
Mr Shave: What about unofficially?
Dr LAWRENCE: Discussions were going on because the proponents kept coming back to
members of the Government, but at the same time they were discussing it with members
opposite. Members opposite have sought to say some deal was undertaken by the
Government with a view to its introducing legislation related to the matter. The
Government's decision was the one announced. The Deputy Premier had the unenviable task
of takring on what appeared to be a commitment, but which had not been endorsed by Cabinet
or Government, and working it through with the proponents to the conclusion we now see.
To suggest, as members opposite might want to, that every discussion in Cabinet or between
a Minister and a person who visits him or her should be the subject of an announcement to
Parliament is, frankly, nonsense and members opposite know that.
It is quite clear in this case that far from some deep, dark secret being involved, the
university was seeking support in various forms and everybody knew about that. Last week I
outlined very clearly to the Parliament the view of the universities; that is, the other public
funded institutions which knew and complained about the prospect of support for the UNDA.
Similarly, members of this Parliament knew about that matter because they were briefed
about it. Members opposite can duck and weave on that question as often as they like and
say that they did not have any involvement. However, they are the Opposition, as they were
then, and are showing now why they should be forever. Discussions in Cabinet since I
became Premier and the Deputy Premier took over this issue have been clearly on the basis
that no guarantees would be given to either the University of Notre Dame Australia, or to
anybody else. Also, that there would be no joint ventures.
Mr Shave: Itris all over your face, Premier, you look guilty.
Dr LAWRENCE: There were no joint ventures with anyone. Why do members opposite
think we made the decision that we did? Why do members opposite think it was a
straightforward proposition? Why do members opposite think that it had no strings attached?
There was no misleading of the Parliament. It was the officially endorsed Cabinet position in
1989 when the legislation was brought into the Parliament and it was the officially endorsed
Cabinet position in 1989 during the second reading debate, when it was made clear that the
Government did not have the ability in that legislation to provide guarantees or financial
support. Those clauses did not get in there by accident. They were the result of strong
propositions put by me, which were endorsed by Cabinet and written into the legislation, and
were also outlined in the second reading speech, voted on by the Parliament, and passed into
law. That is the fact.
The propositions put by the University of Notre Dame were many and varied, and the
involvement of Mr Denis Horgan and others in that process has been described in various
forums, but the Catholic Church was in no doubt when the Deputy Premier approached it that
the Government believed that it had no commitment to any form of undertaking that may
have previously been given or thought to be given.
Mr Taylor: In fact, we had not approached the Catholic Church. It never got involved in the
issue- We dealt with the University of Notre Dame.
Dr LAWRENCE: Yes. There has been a grave muddying of the waters, and the Catholic
Church is very aggrieved about that, particularly in relation to the investment that it
apparently made in Barrack Securities.
An Opposition member interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: No-one in this Parliament thinks that is an amusing outcome, and I am
sure the Archbishop and the Catholics of Western Australia do not think so either.
It is absolutely incorrect to suggest that that has anything to do with what the Government
may or may not have been discussing with UNDA. We have heard from members opposite a
range of contorted conclusions. I do not think J have heard from any member opposite yet in
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a straightforward way. The facts of the matter are that die legislation precluded the
guarantees and direct financial support. The announcement mae by the Government and the
only decision ever made by the Government, apart from that legislation, was about the
150 ha land grant, which was subsequently amended in the form -

Mr Court: Would you agree chat no deals were negotiated?
Dr LAWRENCE: In my answer to the question asked by MVr Hassell, which I understand
was the only question I was ever asked, it was clear, and it needed to be clear from my point
of view, that, yes, discussions were ongoing because the university was continuing to seek
support. I forget die exact wording of the answer, but that was the case. However, there was
no official negotiation and there was no official decision. In fact, any proposition was
deferred sine die. There were good reasons for my answering the question in that way. I
wanted it to be on public record that the Government was not considering the matter and
would not entertain propositions of the kind that I knew some people would want to put to
us. It was a way of clearly closing the door on that possibility. It had been closed in the
legislation, it had been closed by Cabinet, and I closed it in my answer to Parliament. Some
members here may want to see chat as somehow misleading the Parliament, but that was the
position of Cabinet and the Government and that remained the Government's position,
particularly once I became Premier. It was quite clear in discussions in Cabinet - which are
not recorded for the entertainment of all members here - that that was also the view of
Cabinet. We had a series of discussions. The Deputy Premier was in no doubt about the
position of the Government.
Mr Cowan: The Cabinet record was missing.
Dr LAWRENCE: It was not missing. That particular point of misinformation has been
corrected. The Leader of the National Party obviously did not read my speech, despite the
fact that he said he did.
As far as I am concerned, this motion and the amendment are designed in such a way that
one can conclude only, as the Leader of the House said earlier, that members opposite
believe they can make some additional political capital out of this matter. I know that we are
approaching an election and that we can expect to see some pretty silly behaviour go on in
this House. We saw some a while ago. We saw some behaviour in prospect, which I will
nor discuss on the floor of the House, but it was a novel arrangement which would have seen
overturned some of the conventions of this House. I ask members to find out for themselves
what was involved. It is the silly season and we can expect the Opposition to behave in this
way. I must say that I am still surprised by the Leader of the National Party's attempt to do
everything that he can to cause maximum political damage, but I can tell him that he is
damaging himself. There is no clamnour in the community for the sort of inquiry that he
proposes. The UNDA proponents are most unimpressed with the attitude taken by members
opposite.
Mr Terry O'Connor, who I understand is a member of the Liberal Party and has held official
positions within the Liberal Party, had to take the extraordinary action of putting out a letter
to Catholics in Western Australia, on behalf of the University of Notre Dame, because of
what he states is the complete lack of honesty of members opposite on this question. Have
members opposite not seen that letter? I will send the Leader of the Opposition a copy. The
member for Balcarta sent one to the member for Jandakot the other day.
Mr Court: Who said we were dishonest?
Dr LAWRENCE: The letter states clearly that despite what now transpires to be the view of
members of the Opposition about their briefings, briefings were given to the Opposition.
The Opposition does not want to know about them now, but it was involved.
Mr Court: Are you saying that a letter has gone out, stating that we were dishonest?
Dr LAWRENCE: The letter states that, "in the meantime, to try to ensure that bipartisan
political support was gained for the proposals, the Opposition was briefed extensively on the
negotiations." That letter is from a member of the Leader of the Opposition's party. Indeed,
I believe chat person holds quite a senior position, although I am told also that he is not of the
Court faction, so perhaps that explains the Leader of the Opposition's attitude to him. The
letter states that it is disappointing that the Opposition is now distancing itself from the
negotiations. That is a polite way of saying that the Opposition has not been entirely honest
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about this matter. I can understand that members opposite may want to say that they do not
care about the Catholic Church and they do not care about the University of Nonre Dame.
However, there are people in the community -

Mr Court: It is not about the Catholic Church. It is about your Government and about your
saying that there were no deals when we have all the correspondence in front of us.
The SPEAKER: Order! I will not continue to tolerate inzerjections which are so rude and ill
mannered, and the next person who in my view is not only unparliamentary but also rude and
ill mannered will get his or her first warning about a hrip somewhere else later today, and will
get two more warnings very soon thereafter. I suggest that you take careful note of that
because I will be very quick to do it.
Dr LAWRENCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. To conclude my comments about the
amendment, members opposite, and particularly the Leader of the National Party, seek to
refer to accountability standards, but, when it comes to accountability, members opposite are
not even prepared to acknowledge the level of information and knowledge they had about
this matter in this House or anywhere else. T1herefore, far from their being accountable, they
are not being straight about this question. The Chancellor of the University of Notre Dame
has indicated clearly his view of the behaviour of members opposite, and I am sure that he is
not alone in that view.
The suggestion that this matter be referred to the Royal Commission is frankly a joke. Royal
Commissions are very serious bodies. Governments can recommend that Royal
Commissions be undertaken and set their terms of reference. We established a Royal
Commission in this Parliament, which has been in operation now for two years, at great cost
to taxpayers, and is presided over by three of the most senior judicial figures in the State. To
entertain this motion in the lead-up to an election -

Mr MacKin non interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! You have had one warning and you will get another in a few
minutes. I need to explain the reason, because it may seem to be a bit unfair, My view about
interjections is along the line that incerjections are all disorderly, but those interjections that
have some degree of manners about them - that is, interiections by people who wait until
there is a pause, a breath, or an appropriate situation in the speech - should largely be
acceptable. However, incerjections which are simply mude and ill mannered and designed to
shout down the person on his or her feet should not be tolerated in any way. That
interjection is one of those.
Dr LAWRENCE: Thank, Mr Speaker. As the Leader of the House also pointed out, there
has been no analysis by the committee which would even begin to justify the sort of
recommendation that we have in the amendment, let alone the proposition that somehow the
Director of Public Prosecutions should be involved. It is significant that members opposite
are searching for a vehicle which, in their view, will do some of what should have been done
by the committee in the first place. The Government is not about to agree either to the
motion or to the amendment. The reasons that the Government disagrees with the motion
were spelt out clearly by the Leader of the House, but I emphasise that the suggestion in the
motion that the DPP should be in some way directed by this Parliament is extraordinary.
Mr Court: Do you know what motion we are debating?
Dr LAWRENCE: I was talking about both of them, as it happens, but I am tailking now
about the amendment moved by the Leader of the National Party.
I find it absolutely extraordinary for members to suggest that that would be the case, When I
heard that suggestion last night, I took the trouble to point out to the member for Morley that
that was not something the Parliament could, or should, do. We established the Director of
Public Prosecutions in this State so he could be clearly beyond political influence. Members
opposite probably had the view that the influence involved was that of the Government, so to
wish to exert parliamentary influence on the DPP is extraordinary.
Mr Cowan: A referral is hardly an instruction.
Dr LAWRENCE: The motion reads -

That the Committee's report be referred to the Director of Public Prosecutions for his
investigation for appropriate action..
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The member should not tell me that that is not a referral.
Mr Cowan: Of course it is.
Dr LAWRENCE: I have taken the necessary step today in indicating that the Director of
Public Prosecutions can have access to this material. Also, he was written to by a member of
my staff in the following manner -

You may be aware of this Report
That is, the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee repont No 24 -

- which was tabled in Parliament on Wednesday, 16th September 1992, and the
debates which have ensued. In particular you may have noticed media reports
yesterday and today that the Member for Morley has given notice of a motion which,
inter alia, would have the Le*gislative Assembly refer the report to you for
"investigation and appropriate action."
The Premier has asked me to write to you advising that although the government was
at first inclined to support this move, careful consideration has caused it to oppose the
motion. The reason for this is the government's desire to avoid the impression that
your office is in some way open to political direction, or is accountable in an ad hoc
way to individual Houses of Parliament or politicians.
However, there is no reason why you should not be appraised of the content of the
Repon,. which is, after all a public document. The Premier has therefore asked me to
forward the enclosed copy of the Report and to advise you that the evidence collected
by the Committee is being progressively tabled and is available for your perusal.
Access to the evidence should be available through the Clerk of the Legislative
Assembly.

That deals with the problem raised by the member for Morley.
A case has not been made to refer the matter to the Royal Commission. As far as the
Government is concerned this suggestion has no motivation other than the Opposition's
desire to keep matters which embroil the Government, the Premier in particular, on the boil
in this State.
Mr Cowan: You cannot oppose a motion and then put it into effect.
Dr LAWRENCE: Not at all. I have not done that. I have given the DPP the material and
said to him, "Do what you like with it-" The motivation for this debate is clearly political.
The *porting date suggested by the Leader of the National Party happens to be
31 December. We are expecting the first Royal Commission report in the middle of October,
to be followed by the second report towards the end of October.
Members opposite have had such a steady diet of juicy titbits, in their view, that they cannot
resist the temptation to try and do it again. However, the people of Western Australia are fed
up with members opposite and their carping and criticising. The Royal Commission was
properly constituted with terms of reference which were welcomed by members opposite.
This can be seen by refierring back to Press clippings, in which no calls were made for other
matters to be considered. For the Opposition's political convenience, I am not about to
instruct anyone to bow to the wishes of such a rag tag mob!

Point of Order
Mr DONOVAN: Will the Premier lay that letter on the Table for the information of
members?
Dr Lawrence: I read out the entire letter.
The SPEAKER: It is not a point of order. The member could slip around and ask the
Premier that question in due course.

Debate Reswuned
MR CATANIA (Balcacta) [3.34 pm]: I was happy to hear that the Premier has referred the
report to the Director of Public Prosecutions.
Dr Lawrence: I have sent it to him; not referred it.
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Mr CATANIA: Indeed. I agree that that office, or some similar body, should look at some
of the findings of the report.

Point of Order
Mr MacKINNON: Will the member for Balcatta have unlimited time or the 20 minute limit
like the rest of us? No time is shown on the clock.
The SPEAKER: It appears that the member has unlimited time; will he take all of it?
Mr CATANIA: It is a courtesy extended as t Chairman of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee!

Debate Resumed
Mr CATANIA: I will cake my full 20 minutes. A couple of matters must be clarified: First,
it was said that I acted above the law because the facsimile from Father Malloy was received
by me personally. As I have said, it was received by the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee on the Wednesday morning, following a request I made. I telephoned
Father Malloy, which I said in my speech when I tabled the report, and I followed up my
telephone call with a letter through the committee on I September. This letter is part of the
evidence which I still have with me to table. My letter reads -

Dear Father Malloy,
As you will be aware, the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee of the
Parliament of Western Australia is currently undertaking an inquiry into the proposed
grant of land to the University of Notre Dame (Australia).
In order to assist the Committee's inquiry, your responses to the following questions
would be greatly appreciated.

This is coercion, by the way! The letter continues -

(1) You stated in your letter of 1O August that you had been requested to
provide evidence to the Committee: Who made the request?

(2) Who attended the Meeting of August 9, 1988 referred to in your letter?
(3) In addition to this meeting, what meetings did you attend in relation to

this matter?
(4) You stated that you met with Mr Richard Court and Mr Max Evans:

were they briefed on the proposals being discussed and in what detail?
(5) You suggested to me during a recent telephone conversation that you

were advised about the matters discussed at the 1988 meetings in order
to refresh your memory: who provided this advice?

(6) Do you recall exactly what was announced at the August 1988 public
announcement and who was present at the announcement?

Does that constitute intimidation?
Mr Cowan: Who said he was intimidated?
Mr CATANIA: The member said that I volunteered information from the committee. My
letter indicates what was requested.
Mr Cowan: I said somebody did. You have a guilty conscience.
Mr CATANIA: No, I do not. I telephoned him to obtain the truth. I did so unashamedly to
ensure that the truth was obtained. He told me that Denis Horgan had given him information,
and that threw all sorts of numbers in front of me. I followed chat conversation with this
letter to obtain the truth. There was nothing sinister about it! Let that be known.
I now refer to some matters raised by the member for Avon, who has constantly tried to
muddy the waters and to stir up the issue of the Catholic Church and Notre Dame money. I
refer to a statemenc made by Archbishop Hickey on 16 September 1992 regarding the
$10 million. The member for Avon stated in his address that the $10 million had been put in
to facilitate a rescue of Barrack Securities. However, the Archbishop stated that "the deposit
was seen as a normal commercial investment and was regarded as completely secure. It was
secured by the commercial bills and a written personal guarantee from Denis Hlorgan." It
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attracted normal commercial rates of interest and was due for withdrawal on 21 July 1992.
In retrospect, the investment decision was most unfortunate. The member for Avon has tried
to link it to the rescue of Barrack Securities Ltd. For his own reasons he has tried to muddy
the waters by being dishonest about the evidence. In the case of the Leader of the National
Party I will concede that he was correct about an anti Catholic element.
Mr Cowan interjected.
Mr CATANIA: I do not want to go over that matter any more. The member for Avon was
misleading; he drew a long bow. The letter from the Archbishop stated that the $10 million
was a bad investment. When I tabled the report of the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee I stated that the $ 10 million was extracted from the Catholic Church
dishonestly by Denis Morgan and I state that again now.
Mr Cowan: Why do you think the church gave it to him?
Mr CATANIA: The Archbishop stated quite clearly - I will table his letter -

Mr Shave: Did you just make the comment that Denis Horgan was dishonest?
Wr CATANIA: Absolutely. I have said that three times in this House.

Mr Shave: Do you not think he made a miscalculation, as you lot did?
Mr CATANIA: The member for Melville should read the report of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee and speak logically about the matter. He should not try to
muddy the waters.
Mr Shave: You are prepared to say that he was dishonest, but not that the Premier was.
Mr CATANIA: As I made it clear in the minority report, I categorically believe that the
Premier acted honourably and that Denis Horgan acted dishonestly.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CATANIA: The member for Morley asked where the $10 million went. It went
somewhere to benefit Denis Horgan. Am I incorrect?
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr CATANIA: In whose bank account did it end up?
Mr Trenorden: Ashdoor's
Mr CATANIA: Who owned Ashdoor?
Mr Trenorden: Horgan did.
Mr CATANIA: I rest my case. Members opposite who served on the committee have
twisted the evidence in order to gain maximum political benefit and they are continuing to
try to do that. They now want to refer the matter back to the committee because they did not
write the report properly the first time. Last week they tripped over; now they want to have
another go because members who were not here last week have a guilty conscience about it.
As I said in my opening speech on this matter I will be happy if the people who have acted
dishonestly in these dealings are brought to book.
Mr Court: Will you support the motion?
Mr MacKinnon: No.
Mr CATANIA: The member for Jandakot, who was conspicuous by his absence last week,
pops up now and says no. That is his great contribution.
Mr Court interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CATANIA: Had the report of the public accounts committee been delayed sufficiently in
order that the additional evidence could be reconsidered, the shemozzle of last week would
not have occurred. The Premier and Deputy Premier could have given evidence to the
committee and the evidence of Father Malloy could have been reconsidered, in which case a
substantially different report would have been presented; but other members on the
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committee were not prepared to do that. Until 10.30 on the morning of the tabling of the
report it was still being considered. The member for Morley, the member for Avon and, to a
lesser extent, the member for Wellington wanted to submit a report and then had the audacity
to request another go at it because they wanted to find more mud to throw; it did not matter
what, as long as some of it stuck. The member for Wellington has not been involved in the
issue very much. Those members have in front of them a referral which they want the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee to re-examine. That is the only thing that the
Leader of the National Party and other members on the Opposition benches have for the
public of Western Australia. Should they not be dealing with other issues to make sure the
community know they care? No; the Leader of the National Party is being opportunistic by
seeking to throw some mud.
Mr Cowan: The committee has been carrying on the investigation for nearly a year.
Mr CATANIA: The report was tabled with evidence still coming in a few minutes prior to
that.
Mr Cowan: You have stalled and stalled -

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CATANIA: I suggest that the Leader of the National Party make his presence felt when
his responsibilities dictate that he should. He was not here last week, but his conscience has
pricked him and he is trying to resurrect the issue. He has pushed the member for Avon and
goaded the member for Morley into moving this motion. I reiterate, firstly, that the
committee reported a second time because the original report was deficient. The first report
muddied the waters by interconnecting the church, the University of Notre Dame Australia,
and the Government. Any suggestion of a dishonest connection is baloney. The evidence in
the report, logically, indicates nothing of the kind. The idea has been conveniently
concocted by the members for Avon and Morley. I will table additional documents and
correspondence made available to the committee; I think that is all the information.
Mr MacKin non interjected.
Mr CATANIA: I enjoy the interjections of the member for Jandakot-; he does not know what
he is tailking about and his present seating confirms that. There may be more papers.
Mr MacKinnon: Shameful: he does not know what he is doing.
Mr CATANIA: It is much better than when the member for Jandakot was in charge of the
Liberal Party.
Mr Wiese: The Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare regulations would
prohibit a staff member from carrying those documents.
Mr CATANIA: The Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee staff have done a
great job putting those documents together. Files were provided by various Government
departments which had to be returned in their original form; therefore these papers are
photocopies. They were copied as quickly as possible using various photocopying machines
around Parliament House. I thank those people for their prompt response to our request to
provide those documents.
[See papers Nos 388-391.]
MR COURT (Nedlands - Leader of the Opposition) [3.50 pm]: I support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the National Party. It was interesting listening to the previous
speaker, the member for Balcatta, and the Premier as they tried to defend the Government's
handling of this matter. The Premier finished her comments by saying that the public of
Western Australia are fed up with the Opposition for continuing with this issue. The Premier
is completely out of touch if she believes that; the public are fed up with a Government that
is not prepared to tell the truth to the Parliament and hence to them. I cannot believe that this
Government has not surrendered in disgrace over this issue, because the more evidence we
get, the clearer it becomes that this Government did not stop negotiating through the period
the legislation was being debated in this House or while we were being told that no formal
submissions had been made.
Members opposite must understand that when they decided last week to try to tough out this
matter, they were heading down a path that they know only too well. This path will be just
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as painful for them as it was on the previous tines they ventured down it because they were
not prepared to accept responsibility and stand dawn last week when the majority report was
tabled in this House and the Premier and the Deputy Premier of the State were found to have
lied to and misled the Parliament. It was their responsibility to stand down but they decided
to tough it out. We will keep the pressure on, and the public and the media will keep the
pressure on. That pressure will be applied day after day until the full story is known. We
have patience and persistence. It does not matter that we debated this matter last week and
we are debating it again this week. We have been debating WA Inc deals constantly for the
past 10 years and we have shown that we will persist until the whole story is known.
This is a clear-cut case. There is so much evidence that I cannot believe that the Government
is continuing down that familiar path of denying it. What we have gone trough in the past
week has shown a side of the Premier's and the Labor Party's character that we have not
seen before. The Premier, prior to the 1989 election, knew only too well the extent of the
other WA Inc deals. She sat in Cabinet through the Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd and the
Rothwells deals. She supported those deals, because she did not resign from Cabinet. She
did not say to anyone that she did not like what the Government was doing. From what I
have been told about the Cabinet discussions, she was excited; as a new Minister she thought
it was great and she supported it. As I said, prior to the 1989 election, she knew only too
well the extent of the problems into which this Government had got this State. However, she
did not resign; she decided to stay.
After she became Premier and the weight of evidence built up against her, she continued to
tough it out. As I said last week, we do not have short memories. She made it clear that
there was no need for a Royal Commission to investigate the Exim deals, the Western
Australian Development Corporation deals, the PICL deals or the Rothwells deals. She said
publicly that a long and costly Royal Commission was easy to call for, but it may prevent
charges being laid and convictions obtained. She also said that a Royal Commission should
not be held at that stage. She said that time arid time again. Government members attending
the Royal Commission told the commissioners, "I can't recall" and "I can't remember".
However, there has been total recall of her actions in this matter.
It is interesting that the Chairman of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee can judge Dr Tannock and Mr Horgan as being dishonest, but said the Premier is
not. "Let us dump on Horgan and dump on Parker, they are not here!" He said that
Dr Tarnock, Mr Horgan, the banks and the farner Deputy Premier were still saying until
August 1990 that the deal was in place. A letter dated 2 February from David Parker is very
interesting, It relates to the deal that was not going on. It is not signed by David Parker,
Deputy Premier, itris signed by David Parker, Acting Premier. Th1e Acting Premier of this
State was doing this deal. The letter states -

Following our discussions on 27 January I consider it would be helpful to now
specify for you the points of agreement on the proposed property developments, as
well as those points requiring further negotiation.
Tle Government is prepared to enter into a joint venture arrangement with the
University of Notre Dame Australia for the development and sale of the two blocks
known as ALkimos and Ningana. These blocks have an area of 865.864 ha and
607.3977 ha. respectively, a total of 1473.2447 ha.
The purpose will be to develop the land, over time, for sale as residential] blocks and
associated uses such as shopping centres. This should return a profit to both the
University, to help defray the costs of campus development, and the Government.

It goes on. Is the Government trying to tell me that the Premier of this State can make these
deals and can write these letters and that other people involved in the negotiations do not
know what is going on? What makes a mockery of it is that the Premier formed a Cabinet
subcommittee to give some scrutiny to the discussions Mr Parker was having with members
of the University of Notre Dame Australia. It was that subcommittee's responsibility to keep
an eye on David Parker. What happened? Did the subcommittee do its work? That
indicated that Government members do not trust each other and so a committee was set up.
The Acting Premier of this State was making firm commitments in negotiations. Sure, there
was no final signed deal in place, but our questioning on this issue related to whether
negotiations were taking place. Through this correspondence, more and more evidence
indicates that everything was in play; it did not stop.
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Mr MacKinnon: What was the date of that letter?
Mr COURT- It was dated 2 February 1990 and it includes all of the details about the
negotiations. A letter from the chairman of the committee to the Deputy Premier states -

In Parliament in October 1991 you are quoted as saying: -

"A couple of months after I became involved with this issue I made it very clear to
the University that the best way to tackle the matter, and the way in which we have
continued to tackle it, is to agree to wipe the slate clean and decide on the best form
of Government assistance, if any, to be given to support the university. The
university certainly agreed with that stand. We have moved on from there with a
good degree of support from many parts of this community."
This statement appears to require clarification in light of your submission to Premier
Lawrence in Cabinet on 4 June 1990 and recommendation that -
"'Cabinet empower me to negotiate with IJNDA the terms and conditions for the
possible purchase of a half-share of the Alldxnos and Ningana blocks, the setting
aside of an endowment area for a second campus and for a Government guarantee
protected as far as possible as set out in this Cabinet Minute.

We have heard the conflicting evidence of the Premier and the Deputy Premier. The Deputy
Premier said in part in his reply -

Mr Taylor: Read it in full.
Mr COURT: I am happy to do so. The letter stated -

Thank you for your letter on the above matter.
It would appear to me from the nature of the letter that some members of your
Committee axe operating first of all on the basis of ignorance of the Cabinet process
and secondly, on the basis of' what they see as political opportunism rather than the
need to examine matters in an independent and well considered way.
Nevertheless, I see no contradiction or problem whatsoever with my statement to
Parliament and the contents of the Cabinet Minute. Such is the determination of
Mr Donovan (who after all is desperate to find some reason to back his excuse for
leaving the Australian Labor Party) and Mr Trenorden (who it seems to me is driven
more by his Party's approach than a search for the truth) that they have failed to
recognise that as set out in the Minute on 31 May 1990 I discussed this issue with
UNDA people.

Mr-s Edwardes: What was that last sentence?
Mr COURT: He said -

I discussed this issue with UNDA people.
This is the issue that is not there.
Mr Taylor: Who said it is not there?
Mr COURT: That is the whole point of this debate. The Deputy Premier said that. More
and more evidence is coming forward and makting the situation quite clear. Government
members are all prepared and they run round showing people letters which have been sent
by the Catholic Church. I would be very surprised if a letter has been written stating that the
Opposition was dishonest in this matter. It is stated in the evidence by Dr Tannock under the
heading 'August 1990" -

...towards the middle of the year, in June or July 1990, it becamne clear to all the
parties involved that the course we had been following for so long would not and
should not be proceeded with, so we commenced in August 1990 to look at a
different approach.

Dr Tannock also said with regard to March-June 1990 -
Over the next two or three months - from about March until May or June - the
questions that had been on the table remained on the table. The key questions related
to the size of the campus, the nature of the proposed guarantee and the nature of the
joint venue ...
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This is the material which keeps highlighting the fact that the Government has been telling us
absolute nonsense. Members opposite have not been telling us the whale story. Mr Parker
wrote a letter dated 2 February 1990 which the Government tried to say he was not
authorised to write, and yet a Cabinet subcommittee was keeping an eye on his activities. He
said in evidence to the committee -

I want it to be crystal clear that everything I did was not my doing it ... in everything
I did I was authorised to do it, and I was doing it on behalf of other people. People
cannot say, "Sorry, we discovered this awful thing Parker did and now we are hung
with it." Everything they did - maybe they did not like the outcome - but they
participated.

This is not a member of the Liberal Party; it is a person who at the time it was written was
either Deputy Premier or Acting Premier. He was providing information in that capacity. As
I said to the Premier, Deputy Premier and this House, the Government may tough it out as
long as it likes, and it may get bored with the attack - that happened with WA Inc - but
eventually the day of reckoning will come. It is a relatively simple matter. In this case the
evidence is overwhelming and yet the Government is not prepared to assist in maintaining
the standards under which we operate in this Parliament. We operate under the Westminster
system and our democracy is being weakened because the Government is not prepared to
take the appropriate action. Sadly, the University of Notre Dame has been weakened by this
whole exercise. We have said before that our reputation overseas has been tarnished by the
WA Inc activities. How do members think the board of the University of Notre Dame in
Indiana is feeling at the moment? It has become involved with a Government that is putting
it through this present pain. It is a good university and this was a good concept. I amn sure
that the board knew that there would be some rocky ground to travel over in establishing this
university, but I do not think it anticipated that it would be dealing with a Government of this
type.
We were told that the slate had been wiped clean, and I am sure that the public relations
machine initiated that phrase. The Premier said today clearly that the Government was
closing the door on that possibility. It must have been a door with all the panels missing so
that people were able to walk in and out of that door. What took place? The negotiations
kept on going. I conclude by saying -

Mr Taylor: I wonder whether the member for Jandakot will follow you.
Mr COURT: I hope he does. The Premier said today that the public are fed up with the way
we are tackling this issue. If that is what the Government thinks, it is quite wrong because
the public are fed up with a Government that has decided once again to tough it out and nor
tell the truth in relation to this matter. The public are fed up with a Government that is not
prepared to accept the responsibility of taking the appropriate action when clear evidence has
been presented. Today more evidence has been tabled. We shall spend our time working
through that evidence and we shall ask for more evidence in relation to this matter. We will
be persistent because the Government has decided to tough it out, and the Opposition has a
responsibility to make sure at the end of the day that the Government is brought to task.
MR DONOVAN (Morley) [4.07 pm]: I realise 1 have had my fair share in this debate, but I
want to say a couple of things about the amendment. Members will be aware that, as I said
this morning, I have directed this motion specifically to both the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee and the Director of Public Prosecutions, and it is proposed
to amend paragraph (c) of the motion. One of the reasons for going down that route was the
practical advice I received from the Royal Commission. It did not suggest that it was
impossible to do that, because if Parliament directs it that is another matter. But there are the
practical problems including extending the terms of reference - that would require further
legislative action - and the question of time.
I note this amendment seeks to have the Royal Commission report by 31 December. That
would provide some quite substantive hurdles in my view. Having said that, and having sat
here all afternoon thoroughly studying the amendment and having talked to its proponents,
the Leader of the National Party and others, one cannot fault the intent of the amendment.
However, I have questions that I am not satisfied about with regard to the amendment to
paragraph (c) calling on the Royal Commission to investigate whether certain people have
lied to or misled the people of Western Australia. I must take the view that I obviously took
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this morning. I am firmly convinced that the report of the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee has done that. Of course, that debate took place last week. Although the
Opposition parties did not have the numbers in this Chamber, the conviction is no less real as
a result of the evidence. The second part of the amendment, to investigate evidence relating
to the alleged $250 000 donation made to the Australian Labor Party, also worries me. Of
course, the Royal Commission is already doing chat and it is the subject of its inquiries at the
moment. They are small points. Other than that, members could not look through this
amendment, as I have done, without finding a great deal of sympathy for it. However, it
does replace the intent of the motion which, for me, meant some practical investigative work
being done and producing some practical investigative results. For me and for the people
who are concerned about this issue that was more important than extending the terms of
reference of the Royal Commission, if that is possible, and raising the matter again closer to
an election. It puts the matter quite specifically in a political context, more so than it is now.
I refer now to the question of referral of the Director of Public Prosecutions. It amazed me
when I listened to some of the comments made in this place today, including chose of the
chairman of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, to find that people
associated with this issue seem intent on digging their grave deeper and deeper. Perhaps the
Premier had access today to information which I received only this afternoon and that was
what prompted her to act on the mattet and make the decision to refer the report to the DPP.
I highly commend her for that decision. Members set out to achieve that and the Premier has
provided that result. I am more than happy with that outcome.
Today a letter was circulated among the Catholic primary schools in this State. I will table a
copy of this letter when I conclude my remarks. This letter absolutely astounds me and I will
demonstrate why when I have read it. It is addressed to all schools from P.D. Tannock, dated
17 September 1992 and headed "University of Notre Dame Australia - Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee Report". It states -

I am writing to comment on the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee's majority report on the proposed land grant to the University of Noner
Dame Australia. Although the report exonerates Nonr Dame of any wrongdoing or
impropriety, the University may be damaged by its association with what has become
predominately a political argument. I wish to make the following points.
1 . The report is seriously flawed. It contains erors of fact and creates

impressions and draws conclusions which cannot be justified.
2. The report suggests or implies that Archbishop Foley invested directly or

indirectly in the University to the extent of $10.6m of Archdiocesan funds.
That is untrue. The late Archbishop strongly supported Nor Dame but he
made it clear to the University Board that he would not invest Archdiocesan
funds in the University. Archbishop Foley made the investment in Barrack
Securities following a personal request from Denis Horgan to deposit $l0.Om
on a short term basis. Archbishop Mickey's press statement (attached) makes
this clear. The investment by Archbishop Foley was seen by him as a normnal
commercial investment of Archdiocesan reserve funds and as such was made
without reference to the University of Notre Dame Australia Board.

Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr DONOVAN: If I were the Deputy Premier I would keep very quiet until I heard the
conclusion of this.

3. Some elements of the media seemi to convey the impression that the
University and even the Church (through Archbishop Foley) may have been
engaged in some unseemly process of "back room" dealing comparable to
some of the worst of the "WA Inc" activities. That is absolutely untrue. The
University was negotiating over a long period of time with the Government
seeking various forms of support. The University did not reveal these
negotiations publicly until the Government made a decision on the precise
form of assistance to be offered to the University i.e. the land grant. In the
meantime, to try to ensure chat bipartisan political support was gained for the
proposals, the Opposition was briefed extensively on the, negotiations. It is
disappointing that they are now distancing themselves from them.

0827"-
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These are challenging times for all of us in Catholic Education. I ask that you give
your strong support to Archbishop Hickey and the Church so that we may continue to
serve its people in pursuit of our mission.
Please circulate this material to staff and parents.

Dr Tannock said that the archbishop made a commercial decision to invest in a short term
deposit in Barrack Secuities Ltd. It is strange that the evidence before the committee
includes the R & I Bank Ltd files, about which members have spoken this morning, and an
analysis of the deposit book by maturity as at 13 March 1990 for Barrack Securities Ltd.
That deposit book simply does not include any reference to that deposit; it does not exist.
However, what does exist is a transfer of $10 million of the $10.6 million via Barrack
Securities Ltd and on-lent through the H-organ organisation to, as the member for Avon
pointed out this morning, the R & I Bank Ltd by way of what is labelled "guaranteed" to
Ashdoor Pty Ltd.
Mr Taylor: Who was Ashdoor?
Mr DONOVAN: Ashdoor Pty Ltd was the beneficial trust company for the properties
associated with the university and purchased by Denis Horgan on its behalf in Fremnantle. It
is not a normal commercial short term deposit. No mention was made in the company's
deposit book - the same book that reveals the deposit of $667 000 from the Aboriginal
Enterprise Company I mentioned this morning - of a commercial deposit of that kind. That
is why this matter must be referred to the DPP and why I appreciate the decision of the
Premier and commend her, whatever her motives, for making that decision.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.16 pm]: A considerable amount of debate has occurred on
this issue. I will address my remarks to the amendments. In addition to the comments of the
member for Morley, and as I said in my address, the actual deposit was made in non-banik
notes. The number of those notes is 0180 and 0181. Barrack Securities Ltd issued a handful
of those notes, knowing they were secure only within the company itself. This was a
specialised investment within Barrack Securities Ltd; it was no accident. Members can
peruse these documents. The information is there for people to read. Why was that
mechanism used? That is a very important question.
I turn to the question of the letter from Dr Tannock. In his own evidence he stated that he
could not quite remember what he told the Leader of the National Party. That is quite
interesting. After he spoke to the committee he and Mr O'Connor kept returning to the
National Party's leader. Long before the dust blew up the National Party's leader refused to
accept their version. They came to National Party members on a number of occasions to try
to change their version after the events because they knew they had slipped up. Dr Tannock
is not doing himself much good. The report was tabled on 16 August and on 17 September
he issued a letter to all Catholic schools. He is fairly hyped up about this issue. I wonder
what good Dr Tannock thinks he is doing because he contradicts his evidence to the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee in this letter. That is a dangerous position for
him to take. The issue of this report is reaching the stage where it is difficult for this House
to handle. One of the red herrings that have been dragged across the trail is that it was
reported in Hansard last Thursday that the Premier and the member for Balcatta said that the
questions being raised about the Premier's lying arid the Deputy Premier's misleading the
House were concocted by the member for Morley and me. They were dragged out by staff,
with one exception.
M- C7atania: Don't mislead the House!
Mr R ?ENORDEN: I can name the staff member. They were extracted from Hlansard by a
staff member.
Several members interjected.
Mr Taylor: The member for Morley said that he got the question out.
Mr TRENORDEN: I i, "*With the exception of one." The remainder were obtained from
H-ansard by a staff member. When I put it to the committee that the Premier should be
brought in to answer questions, the chairman said, "How dare you say that the Premier
should be brought before the committee".
Mr Catania: Don't mislead the House! That was three months ago.
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Mr MacKinnon: Who cares when it was!
Mr Catania: The member should be truthful.
Mr TRENORDEN: I will be.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kobelke): Order! The member for Avon is speaking. It is
not appropriate for members to inteiject across the Chamber while he is crying to address the
Chair.
Mr TRENORDEN: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. Let us get to the truth of t matter. At
the committee meetings, when we asked why Bishop Foley moved the money into the
system, the member for Balcatta said that it was because the bishop was financially stupid;
that the man was naive.
Mr Catania: Without a doubt!
Mr TRENORDEN: My point is that this matter can no longer be dealt with impartially by
this House. If we do not refer the matter to the Royal Commission to allow it to be dealt
with impartially - and this matter is building up daily for the Government - the general public
will not know precisely what happened. It is beyond our capabilities, or those of the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Co mmittee, to come to an impartial conclusion, If this
matter is not dealt with in this way, I will move that the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee deal with the matter. We must consider the northern land deals,
Mindarie Keys, and the purchase of land at Alkimos and (lnangara. There are many more
questions than I care to think about. They are not proved but I will be happy to pursue these
matters. It is very important that this issue be taken out of the hands of this place and put
into impartial hands; there are no better hands than those of the Royal Commission.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakoc) [4.23 pm]: Earlier today the Premier made one of her brief
appearances in this place. She talked about the Opposition's trying to take political
advantage of an issue; she also indicated that there was nothing to answer, or words to that
effect. I turn now to the words of a man called Brian Burke. On 27 October 1987, when we
were debating the question of the Roth wells rescue, following a motion by the then Deputy
Premier, David Parker, Brian Burke said -

If at the end of the speech t Opposition is not persuaded to support the
Government's actions in this matter, it seems to me to be the case that the Opposition
is opposing for opposition's sake and that it is not interested in the substance of the
issues involved in this motion but is interested only in crying, quite wrong-headedly
in my view, to maxinmise its political advantage in this matter.

Does that not sound similar to the words of the Premier today? She talked about the
Opposition's making some political advantage. I do not deny that; all members on this side
agree - except that the Independents can speak for themselves - that we are in this to
maximise our political advantage because the substance of the issue has not been answered
by the Government.
Mr Trenorden: Not in the slightest.
Mr MacKINNON: I have sat all day llstening to the debate and the question has not been
answered. I ask you. Mr Acting Speaker, to consider a few of the findings of the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. I refer to finding No 12 -

As Minister for Education Dr Lawrence lied to the Parliament on 28 November 1989
in answer to a question from Mr Hassell.

finding No 13 -
On 5 December 1989 Dr Lawrence misled Parliament in her Second Reading speech

I also refer to findings Nos 14, 16, 17 and 18. Other speakers, such as the members for
Morley and Avon have talked about Mr Horgan and those deposits. To me they are not the
issues of substance, although they are important. What is predominantly important and
substantial for the Parliament are the findings to which I have referred. They clearly
indicate, on any objective examination, that the Premier and the then Deputy Premier have a
case to answer. It is a case that has not yet been answered. All I have heard in this debate is
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the empty vessels on the Government back bench. We have not heard one speech from the
member for Pilbara. They will not let him talk, so he tries to enter debate by way of
interjection.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKINNON: We have heard attacks on the National Party by the member for Balcatta.
He called members of the National Party "andi-Catholic bigots". Does the member for
Balcatta stand by those words?
Mr Catania: Of course I do!
Mr MacKINNON: When Premier Lawrence first came to office we heard her talk about a
new standard of accountability and a new standard of behaviour. Do members remember
those words? However, the member for Balcatta calls members of the National Party anti-
Catholic bigots. I do not believe that accusation for one moment. Members of the National
Party, like members of the Liberal Party in this House, are interested in good standards and
accountability. We have heard the Leader of the House attack The West Australian. We
have not heard anyone defend the indefensible. We have heard attacks on the National Party,
The West Australian, and the member for Wellington. The Leader of the House said that the
member for Wellington was a person who could not make his own inquiries. He attacked the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. The Chairman of the Public Accounts
and Expenditure Review Committee even attacks members of his committee; in fact, he
made a few points with which Government members agreed. He did not answer any
questions of substance. He tried to divert attention.
We also witnessed a brief interlude when the Premier spoke for less than 20 minutes. She
has been notable by her absence. She cannot take the heat of a political attack. In this
debate, her body language indicated that. She is as guilty as sin, and members opposite
know that! They blamfe David Parker and Denis Horgan.
Mr Catania: Without reservation!
Mr MacKINNON: Rats from a sinkcing ship! We have heard no rebuttal; no evidence; no
information to refute the findings. The facts were more clearly outlined in debate today by
the member for Avon. Members should remember that. The task force in 1988 was
established and reporting to the then Minister for Education, the present Premier - not to me,
nor to the Leader of the Opposition nor to anybody else in this place, but to the Premnier who
was the then Minister for Education. The Cabinet task force of which she was a member
recommended to Cabinet that any reference to the words "guarantee or joint venture" be
removed from the legislation so that it would go through the Parliament. That is an
irrefutable fact. The question asked by Bill Hassell is also a fact and is referred to on page
47 of the report. He asked, "What package of support is under consideration?" The answer
was "None". We now know that to be absolutely untrue. Time and again we heard the
Government say that it had wiped the slate clean, yet on page 103 of the report it is crystal
clear that the Deputy Premier made recommendations to the Cabinet as follows -

Note the current status of understandings reached with UNDA.
What is that if it is not an agreement? The recommendations continue -

Agree that the Financial and Economic Development Committee take responsibility
for future negotiations with UNDA.

We were led to believe that the slate had been wiped clean. Not one member opposite has
answered these questions and they remain unanswered, Why was no mention of the
approach for support referred to in the reply to Hon Bill Hassell's question? Why did the
Premier, as the then Minister for Education, come into this Parliament and make no reference
in her second reading speech to Government support and imply that there would never be
any support? Why was no reference made to easing the joint venture's passage through the
Parliament? Why was the statement made that the Government would wipe the slate clean
when we know that that was not so? All those questions remain unanswered. How is it best
to get the answer? The member for Morley today gave us an indication of the sorts of things
we might do. He suggested the matter could be referred to the Australian Securities
Commission and I agree with him that that is not appropriate; the Official Corruption
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Commission - possibly, but again I do not believe that is appropriate; the Public Accounts
and Expenditure Review Committee has some unfinished work to do. I argue strongly that
debate over the past couple of days in this House should have indicated that we would end up
with a majority and a minority report. That is almost predictable and does not reflect on
members here; that is the nature of the beast. We will get a flawed report with arguments
one to the other.
The Director of Public Prosecutions is the appropriate person to whom to refer same of the
matters referred to by the member for Morley in his motion. However, referring the matter
to the DPP will not get to the root cause of the problem-, that is, the misleading of this
Parliament by the Premier and the Deputy Premier. The best way to resolve that issue is to
appoint an independent inquiry with powers to examine the question. I listened to the Leader
of the House today when he said, "We know what the facts are and we have nothing to fear."
If members opposite have nothing to fear let us have another Royal Commission inquiry. Let
the inquiry call me, the Premier, the Deputy Premier and the member for Balcanta, and let the
inquiry speak for itself. The member 'for Morley and other members of that committee will
either have their position endorsed or otherwise. Itris my opinion that the member for
Morley's position, and that of the majority report, will be endorsed. The proponents of the
University of Notre Dame can also be questioned. It seems from my reading of the report -
and I agree with the Leader of the Opposition's conmnents today - that the Notre Dame
people have not done a great deal. They have made .a few statements in the past couple of
weeks chat I would not have made if I were in their position, but I do not believe they have
been involved in any wrongdoing.
Mr Trenorden: The report does not damn them for anything.
Mr MacKIhNNON: The Notre Dame people by and large are clear. To answer the questions
raised by the member for Morley, the answer is that the Premier should logically and
properly refer these matters to the DPP. That would be a good move. If that is the case, it is
all the more reason to support the amendment moved by the Leader of the National Party
which covens the DPP issue, so we do not have to reinvent the wheel to reinforce that
position. What will not be covered by the referral to the DPP are the central, key issues
referred to in the PAC's findings Nos 12, 13, 14, 16, 17 and 18; and they cannot be resolved
to the satisfaction of the people of Western Australia unless an independent inquiry is held. I
urge members to seriously consider supporting the amendment moved by the Leader of the
National Party; however imperfect, it is the way to resolve the issue.
Mr Catania: What the member for Jandalcot is saying is a lot better than what his leader said.
Mr MacKINNON: I remember when I sat in the leader's chair and the member for Balcatta
made the same speech and said exactly the same thing about Richard Court. My friend, we.
have seen all that before and we are not now to be diverted from the central issue. It is about
not who has made the best speech, but whether the Premier and the Deputy Premier misled
the Parliament. flat is the issue, nothing more and nothing less. Lest members opposite
forget - because they have short memories - they can reject this motion if they like, but the
Leader of the Opposition has said it all: The issue will not go away. We know we are right
and we are not going to let up until the truth is reinforced and comes out just as it has done in
the Royal Commission and just as it has today, with members opposite standing behind
people in this Chamber trying to defend the indefensible.
DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [4.38 pm]: Last week the Independent members of Parliament
came to the conclusion, singly, despite some comments in the Press to the contrary, that from
our point of view the matters before Parliament at that stage were most appropriately dealt
with by abstaining. The Press calied this "reifusing to vote". I am not sure whether it is
exactly the same thing, hut I suppose the effect was the same. At that time I submitted fairly
strongly that there had been no time for members - other than those members who had been
closely involved in the report - to consider matters contained in the report brought down by
the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, and the member for Floreat said
the same thing. Of course, this week the. situation is different. Some time has elapsed and
members, if they wanted to, have had time to read the report. I certainly have had time to
read it and reflect upon its contents. The motion moved by the member for Morley is well
worthy of support. I am quite surprised that the Government, after its earlier indications,
does not intend supporting the motion. Moreover, given the Premier's recommendation that

5229



230[ASSEMB3LY]

perhaps the Director of Public Prosecutions should look at these matters, I find it puzzling
that an earlier speaker on the Government side said there was no need for the DPI' to become
involved. There are many reasons that matters that have been before the Public Accounts
and Expenditure Review Committee require further investigation. When the Premier was
replying to remarks earlier, she said that the silly season had set in before the election. That
may be true. However, let us go back a few years to the silly season in 1989.
Mr Strickland: I remember it well.
Dr ALEXANDER: So do 1. One of the things that was happening then, as members of the
parliamentary Labor Party were to discover early in the new year, was that various
manoeuvres were going on about leadership of the party, and we discovered in the fullness of
time that there was a proposal to sack Peter Dowding and to install a replacement.
Mr Graham: When was that?
Dr ALEXANDER: In late 1989.
Mr Fred Tubby: That was when they all signed a letter.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is when we signed a letter pledging loyalty to the leadership, under
some duress I might add. Also, when the Premier actually left the State in early February,
much to his chagrin by the time he got back, there were 21 signatures on a letter calling for
his resignation. I did not sign that because I thought that was an appalling thing to do. A
power struggle for the leadership was going on in the Labor Party at that time. I suggest that
events that we have been discussing this afternoon which span the same period in 1989-90
cannot be dissociated from those power plays. I suggest to the House also that some of the
judgments which the Premier made about this Notre Dame matter may have been influenced
by events leading up to the coup. It is clear that, when people make decisions to release
certain information or to dob in other people in that released information, their judgment will
be influenced by the positions which they seek.
I think it is more than clear that the Government set out, under the new leadership, to conceal
information from the Parliament and from the public. As the member for Jandakot pointed
out earlier, a former Deputy Premier is not content to just sit back and take the entire blame
for this situation. As the Government suggested in response to the inquiry, the former
Deputy Premier may have been acting outside Cabinet authority. However, it is also clear
from my reading of the report that, once the former Deputy Premier was removed from the
scene and the current Deputy Premier took over those negotiations, the slate was not wiped
entirely clean and negotiations continued. If that is not the case, why was legal advice
sought by the Government at that time not made available?
Mr Trenorden: It is a crucial time - February 1990. It was just after the Premier and the
Deputy Premier got advice.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is exactly the point I was coming to. The committee stated at page
29 of its report -

The Committee has received evidence that Treasury did seek advice from the Crown
Solicitor as to any legal implications for the Government arising from Mr Parker's
letter to Mr Horgan of 2 February 1990.

At the time this deal was originally being debated a couple of years ago, there were rumours
that one of the reasons the Government bad come to the conclusion that it had to remain in
Alkdmos was that it had legal advice which suggested there would be difficulties if it
withdrew. We have never seen that legal advice. The report continues -

The Committee's advice from the Crown Solicitor is that the advice given to
Treasury cannot be divulged without the approval of Premier and Treasurer
Dr Lawrence.

Will the Deputy Premier give that approval?
Mr Taylor: No.
Dr ALEXANDER: Why not?
Mr Taylor: Because it is not normally done and it will not be done this time.
Dr ALEXANDER: I suggest it should be done in this place because it casts a cloud over this
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matter. The fact chat it is not normally done is not a defence. It suggests that Treasury
advised of some very strong implications from the continuation of Government negotiations
on this issue. It is not possible in my view to come to any other conclusion after reading that
information.
Mr Taylor: If chat is the conclusion you are drawing, how come we came to a conclusion
that theme would be no guarantee whatsoever?
Dr ALEXANDER: I would like to see the advice on which the Government came to that
conclusion. It is difficult for us to come to the saint conclusion when we lack the advice on
which the Government relied. That has to be taken into account when this matter is being
assessed.
As I said last week, it is clear that, even if the Premier and her deputy did not lie to the
Parliament in the terms claimed by the report, they were not sufficiently truthful and did not
reveal enough for the Parliament to make informed decisions on the original legislation
approving the university and when the Notre Dame package was being negotiated in the
months following the succession of the Premier and the Deputy Premier to those positions.
Very little information was available to the average backbencher about chose negotiations.
The only time the issue was discussed in the party room was after the deal had been
announced when, of cowrse, it was too'late to reverse the course of events. Even then, as we
are discovering now, we were given only half, if that, of the relevant information on which to
base our discussions.
The Premier said she was landed with this project, but opposed it from the beginning. I am
pleased to hear that. That confirms earlier information we had that the Premier was not in
favour of the private university proposal or any Government backing of it. However, the fact
that she opposed it in Cabinet and may have done so elsewhere did not prevent her from
endorsing the deal once the new deputy had struck that deal. That is a bit of a paradox
because it seems to me that, if the Premier wanted to stamp her authority on the new
Government, one of the best ways would have been for her to do what she claimned she was
doing and that was to make the Government more accountable and get it out of these
business deals so chat it would not only have a new look, but also have a truly new way of
doing things. instead, the deal was struck, albeit on slightly different terms than the previous
Deputy Premier was after, and the Government was saddled with that until last week when
that deal was finally ditched. Therefore, it seems that the information in the public arena was
very partial indeed. On that basis, the amendment moved by the Leader of the National Party
has much to commend it.
The Government's response that to refer these matters to the Royal Commission would be a
joke is a very shallow response. After all, the Royal Commission, as other speakers have
said, is into commercial activities of the Government and other related mactens and it is clear
to rme that it could fit under those terms of reference. If it did not at present, there is nothing
to prevent the Parliament altering the terms of reference to encompass that deal. A Royal
Commission investigating the matter rather than its going back to the public accounts
committee, would, in my view, have the advantage of its being investigated by an
independent inquiry. I am not taking away anything from the public account committee's
work to date. However, it has become bogged down in minority and majority conflicts and
the only way out of that is to refer the matter to an independent inquiry.
The amendment states that the Royal Commission's report, which everyone is waiting for,
will not be delayed. It will be delivered at the end of October and the Royal Commission
will be given from now until 31 December to report on the Notre Dame land deal.
The National Party's amendment does have some merit. I applaud the Premier for clearing
the way for this matter to go to the Director of Public Prosecutions, but I cannot for the life
of me understand, in the light of that, why the Government will continue to oppose both this
motion and the amendment. Perhaps it is something to do with the Government's continued
obfuscation of this issue, its insistence that everything is okay and that the Public Accounts
and Expenditure Review Committee had it wrong.
Quite frankly, when one reads the information in the committee's report it is clear the
Government, through its senior Cabinet Ministers, has a lot to answer for about this land
deal.
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MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [4.51 pm]: The principal matter before the Chamber is
whether the House should do two of three things: Firstly, to act in accordance with the
amendment moved by the National Party to refer certain matters to the Royal Commission;
secondly, to act in accordance with the main thrust of the motion whereby certain matters
will be referred back to the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee; and,
thirdly, to act in accordance with paragraph (c) of the motion that the Director of Public
Prosecutions should, by reference of this Parliament, be required to look at matters coming
out of the report. With respect to the latter two items I suggest that there is no requirement
for Parliament to make a determination or a referral because, in the first place, it was always
possible for any member in the Parliament to refer matters to the DPP even if he had not
declared an interest in it following the publicity that had been given. The Premier has
decided to refer the matter to the DPP'. It would have been inappropriate for the Parliament
to have carried a resolution requiring this issue to be referred to the DPP because it would be
seen to be impinging on that individual's statutory obligation to act independently of political
input.
With respect to the proposition that the matter be referred to the Royal Commission, I advise
the House that there will always be matters before this Parliament that will raise questions
about the commercial activities in this State in which the Government may have some
involvement, If the terms of reference of the Royal Commission were amended to take this
issue on board, next week we would be debating whether to extend the life of the Royal
Commission to investigate the Robin Greenburg issue. The people of this State, having read
about the whole host of issues that have gone before the Royal Commission, are anxiously
waiting for the Royal Commission to report in order that they can see what it thought about
those issues. Even if a case had been made for referral to some body it would be
inappropriate at this late stage of the life of the Royal Commission to ask it to become
involved.
I will now address my remarks to the central issue; that is, whether the Government acted
with impropriety in this matter. I have taken the trouble, as I do with most of the issues that
come before this place so that I can be informed first hand, to talk to people involved in these
issues. I lie to look people in the eye and to have the opportunity to ask questions about
their motives.
Mr Strickland: Did you look the Premier in the eye?
Mr THOMPSON: Yes, I did look the Premier in the eye. I also looked the Deputy Premier
in the eye. I did not look Dr Tannock in the eye because I spoke to him by telephone. I
would have liked to look David Parker in the eye, but he is not accessible. I spoke to the
member for Morley at length yesterday. Having spoken to all these people I have refined the
saga down to some fundamental points. Incidentally, I also looked the Leader of the House
in the eye because at the initial stage of this proposal he was the Minister for Education. I
am satisfied that when he, as Minister for Education, was approached by the people in the
Catholic community for support for a proposal for a university, he indicated that there would
be support from him in the form of introducing the necessary legislation, but he was not
prepared to give any sort of commitment for funding such a university. Subsequently, that
Minister was replaced by the person who is now the Premier. A similar approach was made
to her, but she rejected with much more vehemence than did her predecessor the proposition
that public money be involved in a Catholic university.
Subsequently David Parker, whose electorate of Fremantle was the site of the proposed
university, supported by Peter Dowding, I understand, took the proposition to Cabinet and
there was a significant debate on it. Members who have been in Cabinet would be aware that
a vote on an issue is rarely taken on a show of hands. On this occasion a vote was taken on a
show of hands and Cabinet clearly rejected the notion of providing financial assistance to get
this university off the ground. This occurred at a very sensitive time politically because it
was just before the 1989 election, and rather than record in the minutes that the matter was
overwhelmingly rejected by Cabinet a record was made that the issue was adjourned sine die.
Mr Lewis intrjected.
Mr THOMPSON: That has to be established and I will address that in a moment, but first I
will go through the pertinent points I have discovered.
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Perhaps it was a mistake not to have accurately recorded the vote of the Cabinet at that time.
I have been in politics long enough to know that times arise when, for political reasons,
things are not exactly spelt out. I have been here for a day or two and I know that on many
occasions, for the purpose of not wanting to alarm a section of the community, a party or
Government will not accurately state the position. It would have been wiser for the Cabinet
to have recorded the resolution accurately, but I do not believe that it constituted something
that is less than expected in the arena of politics. If it were a pure world, and all of us in
politics know it is not, that Cabinet minute would have accurately recorded the decision
made by Cabinet.
The next chapter in the saga occurred after David Parker had left Parliament and the current
Deputy Premier was confronted with a letter from David Parker by people associated with
the Catholic university. In the worst case scenario, that can be taken as a commitment to a
guarantee, although there are other constructions placed on it. 1 have taken the worst case
scenario and accepted that that letter was a commitment by Parker to Government
involvement.
Mr Cowan: That view was also taken and supported by the University of Notre Dame
Australia in its submission to the Government.
Mr THOMPSON: I thank the leader of the National Party for drawing that to my attention. I
did not only take the words of the Ministers involved in this matter, but also spoke to others
as well. The Catholic group was given an indication of Government support for it. The
Catholic university people rook that letter to the present Deputy Premier and asked him what
he would do about it. I ant satisfied that the Deputy Premier said there was to be no such
arrangement, that there was no decision of the Cabinet for such support to be given, and that
the Government would not give it. Ultimately, the Government decided that there should be
an offer of land in order for a Catholic university to be established, but there were stringent
conditions attached to that.
Mr Trenorden: How much land?
Mr THOMPSON: I cannot say. It was agreed that a substantial area of land would be made
available to the Catholic university. However, it could not use that land for a development to
generate a cash flow. A university was to be established on a substantial campus north of the
city. In the fullness of time, it became apparent that the project would not work and the
Catholic university people went back to the Government to say that they could not make it
work. The university asked for relief from the obligation to spend a considerable sum of
money to develop a university north of the city. It wanted the university now, not in 20
years' time when that land might be in demand.
The Government relieved the university of that obligation and reached an arrangement under
which all five universities would benefit from a land grant. The benefit to the Catholic
university under that proposal was that there was no requirement for it to establish a
university north of the city but, along with each of the other universities, it would be able to
derive income from the development of that land grant. Those are the pertinent facts as I
understand them.
1 turn to the evidence made available to the committee relating to purported commitments
given by the Government to provide a guarantee. That came about because Denis Horgan by
that time had his back to the wall and was going broke. He needed to resurrect himself so he
tried to force the Government to provide money to the Catholic university so he could repay
some of his debt. There is no doubt in my mind that Denis Horgan, being in desperate
circumstances, did everything possible to protect his position. I certainly do not condone
that, but understand his trying to protect his position.
In this State, under the Westminster system of parliamentary demoaracy, Cabinet does not
share a collective responsibility for its decisions. From time to time, when a Minister is
found to have acted with impropriety, that person is required to resign from the Cabinet. The
canker is removed and a new person is appointed. The Government then gets on with its
business.
The Royal Commission, when addressing the matters that came before it, may write a
chapter on the question of collective responsibility and say that it is not acceptable any
longer for a Minister of the Crown to act without the knowledge or consent of the Cabinet,
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and for the Cabinet not ultimately be held responsible. Under present conventions that is not
the case, One needs to think whether it is appropriate in this case that the whole Cabinet be
held responsible for something that David Parker did for which Cabinet did not give consent
and about which it had absolutely no knowledge. We will have to wait and see what the
Royal Commission says about collective responsibility.
It would be difficult to hold the entire Government responsible in that circumstance. No
existing convention required the Government in the sort of circumstance that prevailed here
to accept responsibility for the actions of David Parker. I am extremely disappointed that
Parker acted in the way he did. However, I cannot believe that in the absence of a
convention for collective responsibility to be accepted by the Government it should fall as a
result of his actions. Of course, there was the spectre last week of this Government falling.
The Press gave the happening last week every sort of nudge and the whole atmosphere was
built up. As members arrived at Parliament they were besieged by journalists, particularly
the Independent members, because it was clear, given the sort of motion to be moved, that
the Independent members would be pivotal to the matter before the Chair.
However, it was never to be that son of situation because a number of Opposition members
were not present. I am not critical of the fact that members of Parliament are not here from
time to time when Parliament is sitting as it is sometimes impossible for them to be here.
Being as kind as I can to the Opposition, I think it mistakenly assumed that pairs would apply
in any vote last week and it was not until matters got down the track that it found that that
was not the convention.
Much was made of the fact that the Independents abstained from voting. We each came to
our own conclusion on that and agreed that we were not prepared to support the Opposition.
The member for Morley decided for a different reason not to vote with the Opposition. The
Opposition was saved a further embarrassment because instead of the vote being 27 to 21 it
may just as easily have been 31 to 21 except for the view of at least three of the Independents
that a case had not been made out. No case was made out to bring down the Government.
I have looked as closely as I can at this whole question- I do not believe that the Premier has
lied to the Parliament or that this matter requires further investigation, If other matters arise
the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee has the capacity to investigate
them. Knowing the fervour with which the member for Morley pursued this matter, I am
sure he will use his position on that committee to pursue this matter further and that we will
receive a report about that in this place.
The member for Jandakot said something earlier with which I agree; that was, these
committees are an imperfect vehicle to determine politically charged issues. Had the
committee report been presented with the support of all five committee members, it would
have been devastating. However, the report was accompanied by a minority report, and with
many clouds hanging over many of its conclusions, which were seriously flawed; therefore, I
am not prepared to support the Opposition in this matter. I am sure I will never convince
some members of the Opposition that I conscientiously arrived at that conclusion. However,
I draw attention to my track record in Parliament over the years; I make up my own mind and
will not be pushed around by anyone. No benefit is involved for me to vote against this
motion, and I have conscientiously come to the view that no justification exists to refer this
matter to a Royal Commission. The Director of Public Prosecutions already has a reference
on this matter, and the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee has the capacity
to bring this matter on for consideration at any timre it likes.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Deputy Premier) [5. 11 pmJ: Although the member for Morley
has served on the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee for a long time, he is
obviously unaware of Standing Order No 411 which provides that the committee can inquire
into and report to the House upon any question it deems necessary. Therefore, his motion
before the House is unnecessary, apart from the member's feeling of being pushed into
moving it following media comments last week. People were asking the member to explain
why he did not vote in relation to this issue, and that satisfactorily explains the member's
position in moving this motion today.
On this issue I address my comments through die Chair to the member for Morley. On
Wednesday, 16 September the member said in this House about this report, and in particular
regarding the letter received from Father Malloy on 10 August, that -
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We certainly valued his evidence, and it is true that until, I think, 10 August when we
received Father Malloy's letter, the committee spent many frustrated hours of both
member and staff time looking for the link between the many boxes of evidence of
the actions people took following 12 August 1988. About the only evidence not
available to establish that those undertakings were made on that date was one
statement that would support Denis Horgan's proposition that that was exactly what
happened.

The member clearly indicates that until the letter was received from Father Malloy, the
committee's deliberations were going nowhere. The committee had received no evidence to
support the proposition advanced continually by Denis Horgan about a guarantee. Last night
I deliberately asked the member for Avon whether he had spoken to Denis Horgan outside
the committee. He said no. I asked the same question of the member for Morley, and
although it is not recorded in Mansard he said that he had. The member for Morley had
discussions with Horgan about the time that that letter was received; is that correct?
Mr Donovan: I had discussions with Mr Horgan. When he rang me following the disclosure
of alleged donations and warnted to challenge the confidentiality of the evidence he had
previously given to the committee, I told him that if he wanted to support his position, he
had better think about the sont of evidence needed to support him.
Mr TAYLOR: That is exactly the type of circumstance which led the member to act as he
has today in relation to this issue. Some people said to me over the weekend that I should be
very angry about the way Frank Donovan had handled this issue. I am not angry. However,
the member for Morley should think seriously about what I am about to say to him; he may
reject my comments now, but he should reflect on them over the next few days. The member
for Morley's position regarding the University of Notre Dame Australia issue started from a
position of bias, and he has been desperate to find circumstances which gave him
justification for leaving the Australian Labor Party with this issue in mind. My suggestion
that the member is being used relates to the person who has most to gain from a report chat
states that there was some form of Government guarantee; that is, no other than Denis
H-organ. Denis Horgan was informed by the member for Morley that the evidence before the
committee was going nowhere and it was necessary to find more evidence. It is now quite
clear that Mr Horgan went away and spoke to Father Malloy. As was reported in The West
Australian, Mr Horgan was in the position of virtually writing the letter for Father Malloy to
send to the committee. As the member for Morley pointed out, it was actually a turning
point as far as the committee's deliberations were concerned.
I suggest that the member is being used because during my handling of this issue 1 faced
similar pressure to that of the member. I received clear pressure from the same person: On
3 September I received a telephone call from Mr Horgan during which he said to me that the
R & I Bank was threatening legal action against him and had issued, or would issue, writs in
relation to Fremantle property. He claimed that if the R & I Bank were to take legal action
against him, he would take legal action against the Government because he believed that the
Government should have given a guarantee. He also told me that unless I demanded that the
R & I Bank not proceed with its legal action against him, he would take action against the
Government; indeed, he said he would give whatever information and papers he had on this
matter to the media. My response to Mr Horgan - and with a witness present, I might say,
and having kept notes on the matter - was that I would not be put in that situation and had no
intention of approaching the R & I Bank as demanded. I suggest that the member for Morley
was put in a similar position.
It is unfortunate for the member that he allowed his one-eyed views on this issue to blind him
regarding the position into which he was put. That position was reflected in the first letter
from Father Malloy and in the member's advice to Mr Horgan about what was required in
the letter - the one which was later corrected. It was clear that the first letter from Father
Malloy was effectively drafted by Mr Horgan to suit the position in which Mr H-organ found
himself. I do not expect the member for Morley to agree with me immediately on this
matter, however, I urge him gently to consider and reconsider the position he faced in this
matter-

Division
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (26)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Court Mr McNee Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Alexander ?r Cowan Mr Minson Dr Turnbull
Mr CiJ. Barnett Mrs Edwardes Mr Nicholls Mr Want
Mr Blaikie Mr House Mr Omodei Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch Mr Kieraith Mr Shave Mr flrdshaw (Teller)
Mr Clarko Mr Lewis Mr Strickland
Dr Constable Mr MacKinnon Mr Trenorden

Noes (28)
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Taylor
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mr Thomas
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mr Thompson
Mr Cunningham Mr Gordon Hill Mr Riebeling Mr Troy
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr Ripper Dr Watson

*Dr Edwards Dr Lawrence Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
*Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr PJ. Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Pak
Mr Grayden Mr Leahy

Amendment thus negatived.
Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR DONOVAN (Morley) [5.23 pm]: The contribution to this debate by the Deputy
Premier before that vote was probably one of the most compelling reasons for the added
difficulty I had in standing by my decision not to support the amendment moved by the
Leader of the National Party. I say that not on the same personal basis as was reflected in the
way the Deputy Premier personalised the issued he was addressing. What members heard
from him was precisely why people have grave concerns, not only about the propriety and
integrity of this Government, but also about its sheer paternalistic arrogance. I refer
members to the Premier's comments, which were particularly valuable to the debate and in
many ways were obviously the most telling. What the Premier did was another reason
people have grave concerns about the way this Government conducts itself. Although she is
to be commended for her decision this afternoon to refer this matter to the Director of Public
Prosecutions, it will not escape the attention of people outside the House that tha: referral
was advised to this House today, when a serous debate about precisely that issue was being
conducted. The Premier remains commended for that decision, but the way in which it
occurred is something that members in this place will no doubt feel quite uncomfortable
about.
The debate today confirmns that the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee did
its job on this issue. It set out to inquire and report, and it handed down its report last week.
It bad matters that were outstanding and required further investigation - careful investigation.
It has been overlooked today in some of the contributions by members that some of the
matters referred back to the committee were largely outside its original terms of reference;
others are consequences of the conclusions of the committee and its inquiries. The Monty
Python and the Holy Grail act by the Leader of the House earlier today is dismissed on that
basis. People will demand action on this issue. As I said earlier, I was sympathetic to the
argument for a Royal Commission; however, I do not believe that that is what people are
looking for. People are not seeking a second Royal Commission but are looking to the
Government to clean up its act, and the resolutions before the House this afternoon will
address that.

Mr Marlborough: What they would be looking for is something in your majority report that
would- include the recommendations. You moved so quickly to get the report out by a certain
date for political advantage that you did not put any recommendations in your majority
report. You were crying to catch headlines again. However, the Press have walked out; they
ane sick of you.
Several members interjected.
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Mr'DONOVAN: If the member for Peel had spent any time at all in this place -

The SPEAKER: Order! I must be able to hear what the member for Morley is saying. Even
if other members do not want to hear it, many in this Chamber do.
Mr DONOVAN: I may in fact be out of order myself, Mr Speaker, because a summing up is
not supposed to include any new material, and the member for Peel's contribution is very
new. Had he been in this place he would have heard and understood that the part two
component of this process will most certainly produce, as this motion suggests, the sorts of
recommendations thac are appropriate to produce in this place.
Mr Marlborough: You have no credibility. It should have been included in your report. The
media is taking no notice of you this week. It woke up to you last week.
Mr DONOVAN: Regardless of the member for Peel's inteijections, I put it to the House that
what the Premier did today was indeed one of the major purposes of the resolution that is
before the House this evening. It now is a matter for members of the Government to decide
whether they will endorse the Premier's actions or a vote of no confidence in those actions.
If members want to propose a motion of no confidence in her actions they simply do not
need to support the motion before the House. It has been well argued all around; it is well
presented and it is deserving of support of the Chamber.

Division

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth,
Dr Alexander
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bloffwitch
Mr Clarko
Dr Constable

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
Mr Graham

Ayes (27)
Mir Court Mr MacKinnon
Mr Cowan Mr McNee
Mr Donovan Mr Minson
Mrs Edwardes Mr Nicholls
M& House Mr Omodci
Mr Kierath Mr Shave
Mir Lewis Mr Strickland

Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Kobelke
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGintj'

Noes (27)
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Riebeling
Mr Ripper
Mr DL Smith
Mr PJ. Smith'
Mr Taylor

Mr Grayden

Mr Trenorden
Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mr Watt
Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Mr Thomas
Mr Thompson
Mr Troy
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Mr Leahy

The SPEAKER: The voting being equal,!I give my casting vote with the noes.
Question thus negatived.

[Questions without notice taken.]

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Second Reading - Budget Debate

Debate resumed from 22 September.
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [7,33 pm): During my contribution to the Budget
debate I will focus on several matters, the first of which is the Treasurer's answer to a
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question and the statement in the Budge: that the main aim of it is to improve the
unemployment situation by increasing capital works. In doing so, I will refer to a table of
capital works expenditure for 1989-93 and community services budgets 1988-93.
[The material in appendix A was incorporated by leave of the House.]
[See p No 5277.]
Mr STRICKLAND: On the afternoon of the Budget presentation I asked a question of the
Treasurer which in effect implied that a $210 million shortfall or under-expenditure occurred
in last year's capital works progrm. I asked the Treasurer how she could reconcile this fact
in view of the statement that job creation was to become a top priority, partly driven by an
increase in capital works; and, in view of the underspending in capital works, what guarantee
could she give that the proposed works would eventuate. She responded to my question, in
pan, by saying that members should note the previous Budget papers which gave the various
reasons that on some occasions the work was not done and was added to the following
financial year; that is, projects carry on to the next year. Further on she stated that in some
cases with Government trading enterprises it was regarded as prudent not to undertake
expenditure which was not required at the time. She said that it was very curious that at the
same time as the Opposition berated the Government during question time, and in other
places about the level of State debt, it complained about a level of underspending, and that
she was mystified.
Members will note from the tables incorporated in Hansard, firstly, that under 'Capital
Works Expenditure 1989-93", in the year 1989-90 the under-expenditure was $163 million;
that is, 1.0.1 per cent; in 1990-91, $193 million; that is, 13.9 per cent-, and, in 199 1-92,
$210 million; that is, 15.4 per cent. We do not need to be very intelligent to realise that this
reflects a consistent pattern of under-expenditure for capital works of an increasing
magnitude. Highlighted in the Budget strategy was the fact that capital works would
increase by 32 per cent. When capital works are underspent deliberately - that 'is, the
Government reduces the actual amount spent and then adds 32 per cent - it is simple to reach
the $1.5 billion as claimed. However, that does not reflect an accurate picture. By
underspending $210 million, of course, compared with the vote last year, which was
supposed to have been $1.355 billion, the Government has achieved a $157 million increase
in projected expenditure - an increase of a mere 11.6 per cent. That is much less than
32 per cent.
The Treasurer has been very misleading in her statement by referring to a 32 per cent
increase because when comparing the Estimates last year with the Estimates this year one
sees the increase is only 11.6 per cent. Another question which flows from this situation is
that with an underspencling of $210 million - and 1 do not know what has happened to those
funds - when the Government goes to the people and says that it will provide services and
other facilities, it then raises taxes and charges, and its borrowings, to cover the expenditure
on those provisions. The level of borrowings in 1990-91 was $157.2 million. The books for
the following year show that the borrowings were $193.8 million, an increase of
$41.1 milion. Last year we were told that borrowings would be $318.7 million, but when
the figures at year's end show that $340.5 million was borrowed, an extra $21.7 million. We
are looking at a pattern of underexpenditure every year and increasing borrowings in capital
works.
Mr Shave: What do you mean when you say that the pattern of expenditure is decreasing?
Mr STRICKLAND: In 1989-90 the Budget was underexpended by $163 million, in 1990-91
by $193 million and in 199] -92 by $210 million. This year expenditure will be $1.5 billion
and we are told that the Government will create all these jobs. How can we have any faith in
a statement like that when the pattern shows that it has not been happening and it is unlikely
that it will happen? We should be talldng about 11.6 per cent, not 32 per cent.
The Treasurer has found it difficult to answer my questions, she is skirting around the issue;
if one is in a weak position I guess that is what one does. I will reiterate the statement of the
member for Jandakoc about die Treasurer's claim to have an open, accountable Government.
On 31 March this year I asked a question on notice about redundancy packages. Tonight, six
months later, question 180 remains on the Notice Paper unanswered. When we returned to
this Parliament for the spring session I drew the Treasurer's attention to my unanswered
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question and asked whether she would explain why, after five months, it had not been
answered and whether she would expedite the answer. The Treasurer replied that the final
figures would not be available until the end of the financial year; that is, 30 June. How many
months have passed since 30 June? That question is in the system, so it reflects a little on the
system. The Treasurer in her reply stated that members opposite should get their act together
and stop wasting the time of the officers of the Parliament and the State Government. That is
a totally inappropriate answer. As a member of this House I ask questions which I believe
will be of interest to my constituents. I am not in the business of crosschecking with other
members to see whether they have asked similar questions to mine. If there is a similarity
between questions, that should assist the Government because half of the work would be
done and all that would have to be done would be to photocopy the answer, sign it and get
the answer into this place. The House should know the detail of my question on the
Government's redundancy packages. I asked about the respective number of applicants from
Government departments, the total cost of the redundancy program to 31t March, whether any
further packages were anticipated, their cost, how much of the cost would be met by loan
funding, the loan terms, and the annual principal repayment requirements. They are very
straightforward questions; so it is not a question of the answers not being available, but of
someone not wanting to provide the answers. I deplore that because I see that as not being
accountable or open and trying to put off the day by avoiding answers in questions which
would assist members to understand how much money has been borrowed and under what
terms it has been borrowed. The Treasurer has let herself down.
I refer to table 2, which has been incorporated in Hansard, relating to the Community
Services budgets from 1989 to 1993. This Government claims it is the Government of social
justice and that it has a huge social conscience. If that were the case the Community
Services budget would be looked after to a reasonable degree. My table shows that, after
making an adjustment for the inflation factor, the vote for each of the years since 1989,
which was a pre-election year, has lost ground. A pit-election year is the year in which
voters make an assessment on who they will elect, so is not a bad year upon which to base
the calculations. If the Government had kept pace with inflation the Community Services
budget would have received $25.4 million more than it did in the past three years, but in real
terms in 1989-90, $5 million less money was allocated; in 1990-91 $6.5 million less, and in
1991-92 $13.9 million less. The Government has put $118.5 million into the Community
Services budget this year and stated that it is a magnificent increase of $7.6 Million.
However, if the budget had simply kept pace with inflation the allocation should have been
$126.1 million. That is why people are under pressure - there has been a falling away in
support. I know the Government has its problems and everyone wants money and the
Government has had to change its priorities, but the truth is evident in the figures.
At one stage I issued a Press release that indicated a consistent pattern of underspending in
community services. In the past four years in my time in this Parliament we have seen a
trend. In the first year 72 per cent of the allocation was underspent in capital works within
the community services area; the next year 33 per cent; the following year 50 per cent; and in
the last year 56 per cent. That averages out to about half of its budget. The Government
comes into this Parliament and says that it will build family care centres, long day care
centres and occasional child care centres, but at the end of the year when we find out what
has been done we realise that only half of what was proposed has been done. Where has the
money gone? The taxes and loans were raised to fund these things. We all understand that
projects sometimes get delayed. However, the Government does not have a pattern of
putting through money and then adding to it in the following year. it chops it off and the
people have been misled.
I have been challenged in this House with what I said last year. Members cannot look only
at one year's books; that tells themn nothing. They need this year's Budget, last year's papers
and the year before's papers to get a picture and an understanding of what is going on. To
give an example of what I am referring to, I refer them to the secure detention remand
facilities under the Community Services Division. In 1989-90, the estimated cost for that
project was $4.5 million. However, an allocation of $600 000 was provided. The amount
expended was $74 000 which meant there was an underexpenditure of $576 000 on that
project. In 1990-91, the cost estimate of the project had increased to $8.5 million -
apparently people had changed their horizons. We were told that there was $1 million in the
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Budget with which to proceed with this remnand centre. However $24 000 was spent so there
was an underexpenditure of $976 000 on that project. The cost estimate for 1991-92
increased to $12.3 million. The vote for that year was $2.976 million.. However, only
$ 1.148 million was spent, and underexpenditure of just over $1 million. Finally, this year we
have been told that the cost estimate of the project is $12.7 million. The vote totals
$10 million and I predict that, while much of the $10 million will be spent, there will be a
significant underspending. I place those figures on the record to indicate that when Budgets
are examined over the years and one compares the vowes with the amount spent, there is
usually a significant underexpenditure - the money has gone somewhere else. I have been
concerned about that for some time. That is one of the reasons that I hope I will have the
opportunity to ask questions about the Capital Works Budget We never get t chance to
ask those questions because the chief executive officers do not come here to explain what is
going on.
Before I leave the Department for Community Services, the Budget for financial and material
assistance seems to be reasonable, on the surface. The amount actually spent last year was
$8.2 million and the estimate for this year is $8.4 million. There has been a small increase
and things seem not to be too bad. However, the object of the financial and material
assistance program is to increase the affordability of goods and services for people on low
incomes and those experiencing financial crisis. In recessionary times, there are more people
and more pressures on this item. In 1990-91, the amount actually spent was $9.8 million, In
199 1-92, the Government came to the Parliament with an estimate of $8.9 million which was
down $900 000 on the previous year. However, at the end of that year, only $8.3 million had
been spent, down a further $600 000. The Government has been eroding the support for
people in crisis to the tune of $1.5 million in the last two years. Therefore, this year's
$8.4 million is about $1.4 million short of what was provided in 1990-91. With the extra
pressures on the system and with inflation and other factors taken into account, it is no
wonder that we see headings like we saw recently in the Stirling Times of 15 September,
"Purse-strings tight for Salvos this Christmas". The article indicated the problems that the
Salvos and all other community groups were having in assisting people in crisis. The Federal
Government provides a few hundred thousand dollars under its poverty program. However,
that amount goes nowhere near to replacing the $1.5 million that the Government has cut
from this area of the Budget.
I move now to something that I raise each year - library services. I have had an interest in
library services since I was involved in the research and review of those services. The latest
Municipal News issued by the WA Municipal Association carried the headline
"Disappointments in State Budget". The article stated -

Another disappointment in the budget was the level of Library Board bookszock
funding. This has been budgeted at $5.53 million for 1992/93, the same as 1991/92.
With a weak Australian Dollar, the expectation is that the bookstock will further
decline.

I was able to contact someone and have a discussion with him. It is important to indicate as
background to this that library books have a shelf life typically of seven years. They need to
be replaced at the rate of about 15 per cent per year. If that is achieved, libraries will have
reasonably current books on their book stock on shelves in good repair. Because of large
numbers of unemployed, people are either occupying their time reading books or tr-ying to
educate themselves to improve their prospects and library services ame being used more than
ever. Using the example of an anonymous library, the money allocated to book stock from
1977 to 1981 was 15 per cent. That is the level that should be allocated. From 1981 to 1990
there were fluctuations in the amounts allocated but, in the main, the replacement figure was
held at levels varying from I1I per cent to around 12 and 13 per cent. While that is not 15 per
cent, it is not an unreasonable figure. In 1991, the figure allocated for book replacement
totalled 11I per cent, in 1992, seven per cent and in 1993 it will be six per cent when the
desired level is 15 per cent. What does that mean? It means that the current shelf life of a
book is now expected to be 14 years. Therefore, people will borrow books that, not too far in
the future, will be 14 years old. That is laughable when one considers that people use books
to keep themselves reasonably up to date. The way in which technology and the world is
moving, a 14 year old book would be hopelessly out of date.
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The other thing that is happening because of this tight squeeze an money for book stocks is
that libraries are buying the same range of cities they bought previously but not as many
copies of each title. As the demand is great for certain titles they are used more than
previously and so are wearing out more quickly. Therefore, books that are supposed to last
twice as long are being used more often than previously because there are fewer copies. This
action is resulting in a rapid deterioration of library book stocks, which should be deplored.
I turn now to State taxation. Over the past four years land tax in this State per head of
population has increased from $47 to $56, $69 and then $80. The financial institutions duty
increased from $24 to $32, $47 and $55. That is a decent whack! Debit tax, which did not
exist until two years ago, cost $9 for each man, woman and child in its firs: year and rose to
$24 by the end of last year. This means that the State Government is collecting $1 016 per
head of population in taxes each year. If one takes a typical family of four that totals $4 064
per family for taxes each year or $80 a week. These are the hidden taxes that people are
paying to help run this State. People do not know about this $20 a week paid for every man,
woman and child, or $80 for each family. To this must be added Federal taxes. This is a
heavy slug on taxpayers' pockets. People should be conscious of what is being taken from
taxpayers' pockets in this way.
I recently received a representation about ward boundaries from the Scarborough Ward
Citizens' Progress and Ratepayers Association Inc which sent me a letter which states in
part -

We strongly urge that you support us in the retention of Scarborough as a "whole"
within the Ward Boundaries. We understand the City of Stirling has submitted three
plans to the Minister none of which keep Scarborough together and the name of
Scarborough is even removed.
We were not asked for our views although it is on record that we have lobbied our
Councillors on this subject.

Following receipt of that letter I asked the Minister a question about this matter. He gave an
arrogant answer which contained two untruths. I asked the Minister whether there was a
requirement to make a submission and was it the result of a ministerial request. He did not
answer that question, but I understand that to be the case. I also asked whether any member
of Parliament made representations to further adjust these boundaries and, if so, whom. In
his response the Minister said he was aware that I made comments in the local Press about
this matter which he had read. The Minister thinks I will accept that as a criticism of the
boundaries of the new Scarborough ward. My response is that I have not made any
representations and he should tell the House who has made such representations.
The Minister said that he had read my comments in the Press, which 1 refute totally as I made
no statement to the Press about ward boundaries of the City of Stirling and no representations
to the Minister about that matter. The Minister took advantage when answering my question
to make two untrue statements which are now on the parliamentary record. I object to that. I
know there are ways to handle that matter, but I make that clear now. I understand that one
Minister had an opportunity to make repiresentations about this matter. I will watch with
interest to see what adjustments, if any, are approved by the Minister for Local Government
now that it has been indicated to me that a political person has had an inside run on this
matter. Scarborough ratepayers made representations about this matter this afternoon. I had
not seen the proposals before they were faxed to me on 14 September. I can explain my
involvement with ward boundaries as follows. A new councillor asked me in March -

Mr Shave: You would not have become involved in the political aspects of council!
Mr STRICKLAND: I will tell the member what my involvement was so that it is quite clear.
A new councillor in Stirling told me the council would be looking at ward boundaries as part
of a ministerial requirement. He sought my advice because of my nine year involvement
with the council. I gave him some advice and he ultimately gave notice of a motion to
council. I will outline that motion to sum up the advice I gave him so that members can see
whether it was political. The notice of motion given by Councillor Canter at an ordinary
meeting of the council was, in part, as follows -

I1. That with respect to establishing ward boundaries to provide for equity of
representation and in recognition of the advantages of a four (4) year term, the
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City of Stirling requires the following principles to be used when preparing
options for consideration.
(a) Wards be established of equal elector size within a tolerance of 10%.

I thought the Government would agree with that, as it is part of its platform. Th1e notice of
motion continued -

(b) Projected population shifts within a horizon of eight years be used in
deciding the boundaries for the wards.

(c) All wards to have two (2) Councillor representation, thereby creating
biennial elections at which 50% of the Councillors and all wards are
contested at the same time every two (2) years.

(di) When drafting the boundaries, strong consideration should be given to
using postal district boundaries so as much as possible to retain
complete postal districts within the same ward.

vl do not think anyone in this House would argue with that being a reasonable action in an
-attempt to get the Act together, if boundaries are to be redrawn. That was my input. In fact,
the councillor heeded a lot of my advice and took up the matter along those lines. That
advice was reasonable. Members of my electorate and I are concerned about what has been
proposed. Three plans have been put before the Minister and people have seen reports in the
Press about this matter. However, people claim there has been a lack of consultation on this
matter.
Mr Shave: If l leave this place prematurely my dream is to draw the new boundaries.
Mr STRICKLAND: The member for Melville would like to draw the new boundaries for the
electorates.
Mr Shave: I would be totally impartial.
Mr STRICKLAND: I thank the member for that comment. I support the retention of
*Scarborough as a whole within the new ward boundaries. To a large extent, one of the
proposals does that. I refer to plan 2, which the Minister does not seem to be giving much
favour. Plan 2 has some benefits because it will result in the least disruption to the present
-boundaries. It will use major roads to define boundaries. It is a limited split of suburbs; it is
an equalisation of electors and retains the Scarborough identity, which is important to the
people of Scarborough.
The most important question is why the Minister is hell bent on having boundary changes at
this time, just before the Government goes to the polls, and when the strong feeling around
the State is that the Government will soon be in Opposition. The City of Stirling has always
been a strong supporter of four year terms, and for good reason when half of the councillors
are coming up for election each two years. When the new Local Government Act comes into
being, the opportunity will be presented to the council to opt for that system. When that
occurs, we will see some sont of spill at the council simply because the terms of election will
have to be adjusted. It is a disappointment to me that die Government has not proceeded
with a new Local Government Act. Many matters should be considered. We hope that
within one or two years. with a new Act, these mailers will be resolved. Why is the Minister
pushing for regional changes - about which people have not been consulted - which cut
suburbs in half and which will create proiblems? These changes could cause a spill because
they are major changes. We will need another spill of the council within a year or two
because the opportunity to go to four year terms will present itself. Surely it would make
more sense to reorganise the whole situation at one time. It is only a year or two away.
It is pleasing to note in the Budget that Scarborough has received a capital works allocation
for the development of the sewerage line at Innaloo - that is very necessary - and another
reticulation development in Scarborough. These projects have my strong support because
they will benefit the Scarborough electorate. It is a pity they have been so long in coming.
However, the Government has not attended to some of the problems at schools in my
electorate. During my term in this Parliament, the Newborough Primary School has been
successful in that it has received a stage I building allocation comprising a replacement toilet
block, the upgrade of administration, and verandahs which have decayed considerably.
Stage 2 - which is an urgent program, and has been for years - is a library because the current
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library is not suitable; it is makeshift. Thbis stage involves also an undercover assembly area.
I am aware that only a small amount of funding is available for undercover assembly areas,
and I will be pressing the Minister to proceed with some work at that school. There simply is
nowhere for young children to go in the winter for protection.
Another school in my electorate which faces great problems is Deanmore Primary School. A
couple of meetings have been held, one of which was very well attended by about one third
of the parents at the school. The meetings related to the asbestos problem because the school
has an old asbestos roof. A report has been received from a person qualified to make a
judgment indicating that a health hazard exists at the school, and that the roof should be
replaced. The Government has relied upon the Armnstrong report, which says simply that
asbestos roofs do not represent a health hazard and all that one should do is to coat the roofs
to extend their lives structurally. Many people around the world, including highly qualified
scientists with research facilities, are now indicating that some of the older studies have
missed the point. In fact, the Armstrong report is under strong professional attack. The point
will be made here in detail at another rime, with quotes from these reports, but suffice it to
say that the situation should be reviewed. We should recognise that if asbestos is washed
from the roofs and can be seen on the ground, the danger is that the fibres are also in the
atmosphere. Strong evidence is appearing now that we must recognise the health hazards
and introduce programs to continue to replace asbestos roofs in an attempt to solve the
problem. The problem will not go away. One of the worst situations is faced at Balga.
Primary School - in an area whose local member is a Government member. We hope that he
will recognise the problem and take up the issue with the Government.
Finally, this morning I attended the launch of the "Grow Together" program. One or two
members on this side of the House have been very critical about the program's allocation of
$500 000 to the "Value of Children" concept. It is very disappointing that we have become
so sceptical of the Government's spending money on the celebration of motherhood, on
glossy magazines, and on a whole range of issues on which we detest the spending of money
in a recessionary climate, that when such a program is promoted everyone asks whether this
is more of the same. We ask whether this is just another way for the Government to spend
money. I emphasise that I have attended the launch of the program and I know that it has
some value. That is my opinion. It is tackling the long term problems of encouraging people
to realise the difficulties we face. I intend to support the program; if only we could get
round all the scepticism we feel because of the Government's activities.
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [8. 19 pm]: It is my privilege, as the representative of the people
of Collie, to present a speech which gives an overview of all activities and achievements in
the Collie electorate in the last year. In the overview and review, I will discuss how the
Budget is impacting on the Collie electorate and on the people who live and work in the
towns of Boddington, Collie, Donnybrook, Balingup, Greenbushes and Pickering Brook -
and ail areas in between. I will indicate whether that impact is having an adverse effect or a
beneficial one.
I now refer to activities in timber, agriculture, power generation and coal mining within my
electorate. Firstly, the alumina industry in Western Australia provides a quarter of the
world's total requirements. Last year $1.7 billion-worth of alumina was produced in this
State. This is a great fall from the 1990 value of $2.4 billion. Interestingly, Worsley
Alumina Pty Ltd increased its production potential and has invested in the future. This is a
classic example of a company which is working during the downturn in the economy to
prepare for the upturn. Worsley spent about $300 million in refurbishing, abolishing
bottlenecks and expanding its alumina refinery, and this will increase its production capacity
to 1.5 million tonnes of alumina a year. This is an extremely good example of how Western
Australian companies can work to prepare themselves for the time when the economy
improves. This is a great expression of confidence in Western Australia.
Gwalia Mining at Greenbushes is another example. It has engaged in a courageous program
to increase overall production. It has increased tantalum production and will go to hard rock
quarrying in a new production plant. It is thought that the cost of the hard rock quarry,
moving into underground mining and into the production plant has been approximately
$30 million. This is building for our future. The world market price of tantalum is
disastrously low, but the Gwalia tantalum production has a quality assurance which enables
the company to achieve forward sales. It has a proposed production of 640 000 tonnes of
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tantalum a year which is forward sold. That is a great plus for the company in Western
Australia. This is the same with its spodumene production, and the lithium section of the
Owalia operation is also being upgraded in order to ensure that quality controls are
maintained. Both these companies have a strong commitment to multiskiflling within their
company structures. They feel that multiskcilling training must be provided so that their
workers become familiar with what takes place in their work sites.
Boddington Gold, one of the largest alluvial companies in Australia, is also expanding and
will go uniderground in about two months' time. This is another great expression of
confidence in the future of Boddington and of gold production. Boddingion has one of the
lowest recovery rates Of gold per tonne of material, yet the company's production system is
so efficient that it can continue mining. It will now progress from open cut to underground
mining, which is a great expression of the managerial powers and expertise within the
company. Those three mining ventures in my electorate are providing a stable employment
base.
Timber production has had a downturn as a result of the deterioration in the economy. Even
the slight increase in home building has not improved the sales of timber significantly;
therefore, great cutbacks have occurred in timber company activities in Western Australia.
In January this year Whittakers. Limited restructured and consolidated. Unfortunately, my
National Party colleague, the member for Stirling, has lost an industry from his area at
Denmark. However, the company has moved from Welshpool and Kewdale down to
Greenbushes, which has been of great benefit to the economy of Greenbushes. Whitiakers
will concentrate on value adding and efficiency in order to produce a profit. The company
has contracted all its operations onto the one site so that all the goods at the site in
Greenbushes can be value added.
A property boom is occurring in Bridgetown.
Mr Taylor You might mention the role of the Government in keeping Whittakers open.
Dr TURNBULL: Yes. I approached the Deputy Premier, as did many people, to ask for
support, and the Government offered $400 000 to the company as an interest free loan for
two years. This assisted the company in the move from Kewdale to Greenbusijes. That is a
very reasonable role for the Government to play ift order to help in the relocation of such a
valuable industry.
Bunnings Ltd is also involved in expansion. Bunnings Forest Products Pty Ltd and its tree
farming projects are great contributors to the economy in my electorate. A Bunnings Ltd
restructure involved a takeover by Wesfarmers. This also happened in January; I sometimes
wonder what happens in January and February which causes Governments, countries and
companies to make assessments and changes!
Mr Watt: A big change will be made next February.
Dr TULRNBULL: Indeed; we will all look forward to that one, along with the electorate.
Mr Strickland: They are begging for it.
Dr TURNBULL: That is right! The takeover of Bunnings by Wesfarmers has led to further
redevelopment. The association between Wesfi Pty Ltd and Bunnings has resulted in an
expansion of Wesfis activity at Dardanup through the development of a mill. This will
affect my electorate as all the timber to the new mill will be harvested in the Collie electorate
and carted on roads through the electorate. A State agreement sets out the requirements of
the company in the extracting of products, of which the Government has ownership. This is
particularly relevant to the extraction of wood. Under the State agreement Wesfi will be
required to pay a levy on logs of $1 per cubic metre for the maintenance of woads on the
Department of Conservation and Land Management properties. No agreement will be
undentaken for the maintenance of roads outside those properties. Sixteen shires will be
involved to a greater or lesser degree, four of which are Bridgetown-Greenbushes,
Donnybrook-Ralingup, Dardanup and Capel. A review is certainly needed of the cost of
maintenance of the roads which will be used for carting 400 cubic metres of wood a year.
Approximately six multi-trailer truck loads of wood will be canted on those back roads.
Anyone who has been to those areas will know how beautiful they are. They wander
throughout the countryside, but they are not constructed to withstand those loads.
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I refer now to orchartling and horticulture which have been surviving well in my electorate.
Their products are fantastic and are receiving good prices overseas, such as the Pink Lady
apples which are being sold in London and Taiwan. I know that many members in this
House have enjoyed those apples. Unfortunately the economic downturn in Western
Australia, has reduced demand for honficultur-al and orchard products as it has for timber.
Those industries have been forced to turn to niche markets and concentrate on quality
products in order to make a return.
The agricultural pursuits of wool and cattle, sheep and deer meat have also progressed very
well. However, the samte applies to those industries as for horticulture and orcharding. The
farmers are baffling to receive a sufficient price to cover their costs and they too are having
to look at niche marketing, tapping into special markers overseas and concentrating on
quality of product. In light of those factors one must consider the effect of the Government's
management of the economy on Western Australia, particularly on my electorate of Collie.
The downturn in the economy has reduced profitability in industry, thereby reducing
employment prospects. Consequently, more people are out of work. Current Government
programs have been a help in some small ways; for example, the loan referred to by the
Deputy Premier for the relocation of Whittakers Ltd. However, the overall picture indicates
that if taxes, charges and impediments were lifted industry would improve its profitability
enormously and would be able to expand rapidly. The tragedy in the area from which I
come, as with all the other primary producing areas, is that unemployment is at about 11I per
cent. However, unemployment in our area is probably much higher than chat; quite a number
of young women do not actively seek work because they see it as an unattainable goal.
A number of people find part-time work as shed hands, in the horticultural industry picking
strawberries, harvesting potatoes and in the orchards. However, it is very difficult for those
part-time workers to organise their lives and they would appreciate full-time work. Last
week I met a group in Collie which discussed using incentive grants prepared by both the
Federal and State Governments to promote employment. Four of Collie's largest private
employers attended that meeting together with four of the largest Government employers.
All those employers could fill positions now, but they do not have the money to pay people.
The Department of Conservation and Land Management could provide six jobs alone
tomorrow if it were allocated money for wages, superannuation and insurance. It would rake
only $30 000 per employee, or even $25 000, to create those jobs. CALM does not need any
more equipment, managers or office staff, but it has plenty of work for six field staff. The
total amount of money required for those six positions would be no more than about
$120 000. It is no wonder therefore that even people already employed by the Government
in stable jobs are asking why it is messing around spending small amounts of money here
and there, patching up cracks, giving people a few weeks' employment training or sending
them on other activities or spending money on reviews, glossy brochures and promotional
programs for things which are not necessary.
Mr Watt: Instead of spending it on the motherhood program.
Dr TURNBULL: That would most certainly provide three jobs. I am sure that all the
mothers would be more than willing to give up the money allocated for the motherhood
program if it could provide three jobs for three families a year. The funds allocated to that
program are an indication that the Government's budgetary program is misdirected.
I refer to the allocation in the Budget for the conservation and land management section in
CALM. It is appalling that the amount of money estimated for that department this year to
cover the whole of Western Australia for the production, conservation and management of
our national parks is only $27 000 more than it was last year. That amount represents no
more than one extra job. The nature conservation and wildlife management allocation has
been increased to $500 000. That is a very small amount in light of the considerable use of
our national parks and conservation areas.
Compared with last year, the allocation in this year's Budget for the management of forest
resources has decreased by $500 000. Some people may say there has been a reduction in
royalties and in the extraction rate of timber from our forest because of the economic
downturn. I believe that to be a shortsighted view of the management of a resource which
has a renewable iffe cycle of 80 years. Officers from the Department of Conservation and
Land Management are working on a renewable life cycle of 80 years, but many people
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believe it should be 100 years. We cannot afford to allow the allocation for such an
important resource to be decreased.
The $87 million allocated for the management of forest resources must meet the cost of fire
control management. If there is one thing that needs to be reviewed in this State, it is the fire
control management of our forests. Many experts in this field believe that the cool burn
method is slowly, but steadily, causing a deterioration of the health and strength of our
forests which are already suffering from leaf miner and dieback. Cool burns are destroying
the flora and bird life. Recently it was announced in the newspaper that a small quokka
colony had been found at the back of Wellington Darn. I am very disappointed with the
allocation for the management of our extraordinarily valuable forest resource.
This afternoon I did not receive a direct answer from the Minister for Fuel and Energy about
the cost of operating the energy review board, but I imagine it is providing highly paid jobs
and not so highly paid jobs. On Monday the energy review board, headed by Sir Roderick
Carnegie, released a discussion paper for public comment. I cannot understand why the
Government thinks it is necessary to introduce another review and assessment of the
management of the State Energy Commission of Western Australia with the possibility of
corporatisation or privatisation of its assets. All the Government has done is to give the coal
fired power station opponents a chance for another free kick.
The Government has already announced that it will separate gas transportation through the
pipeline and that it will be corporatised or privatised. I cannot see where the energy review
board has disputed this fact in its discussion paper. A suggestion has been made that it be
privatised, but I note that the debt of the North West Shelf gas pipeline will be passed on to
the purchaser. I do not know who would be silly enough to buy that!
The discussion paper does raise some very strong issues for discussion and on the proposal of
dividing SECWA into separate organisations Sir Roderick Carnegie said that he would
consider privatising power stations. This is going to extraordinary lengths to reduce the price
of coal. He said that in his opinion and in the opinion of others there must be significant
productivity improvements in both SECWA and coal production sections generally. The
workers in the power station and the coalmines at Collie know that. They are facing
extraordinary challenges in an effort to reduce the cost of coal and electricity in Western
Australia. Improvements have already been made, but they are not sufficient. The greatest
challenge has been issued to the companies and workers involved in underground coalmines.
They must build a cohesive team which is efficient and multiskilled and able to work in the
unique conditions of the Collie coalmines to produce coal at the same price as the coal which
is produced from open cut mining.
In June last year investigations were undertaken by the Government, SECWA, the companies
and the union representatives and it was agreed that the price of coal produced from
underground mining would not be subject to a premium after June 1995. The people of
Collie will achieve that challenge by work commitment alone. Historically, Collie
coalminers have met some extraordinary challenges since the beginning of coalmining in
Collie and especially after the second World War when the demand for coal increased.
Other factors must be taken into consideration such as the efficiency and maintenance of
equipment, the conditions under which the miners work and the type of coal that is being
mined. It is vital to the 400 families of the men who work in the deep mines at Collie that
productivity be increased. If the workers and the companies are unable to meet the challenge
of a price reduction the situation may arise whereby 400 families will be severely affected.
If we take the multiplier effect of about three, about 1 500 families will be affected in the
town of Collie if this challenge is not met. The implementation of the reduction of costs
within the coalmines and the power station will be very important. We all know that it must
be done quickly and, again, this is a challenge which the Collie people must face up to.
Despite the fact that the Carnegie energy review board is rehashing and re-presenting many
problems that have been discussed for at least the past six years, the people in Collie must
examine this review and make submissions to it in regard to their future,
The Government has not shown the sort of commitment shown by private enterprise in my
electorate in regard to new advances in the proposed coalmines and power station. That
commitment should be to produce an efficient, highly effective, industrial complex for power
generation at a time of downturn in the economy. The alumina, spodumene, gold and timber
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industries are taking advantage of this time to rebuild, renovate, repair and expand their
operations ready for the upturn in the economy. However, the Government has said it will
delay the commencement and, therefore, the commissioning of the new coal fired power
station by 15 months. That is the most dreadLful indictment of tbis Government; it is not
planning, as private enterprise is, to be ready to take advantage of the economic upturn in
world markets. All the mineral sands operations in Western Australia at the moment are
working at half production, or thereabouts. They are waiting for the upturn in the market,
and they will need electricity as soon as they move into full production. The State Energy
Commission's predictions for electricity requirements do not contain many margins for new
industry or the rapid expansion of industry. It must allow for that. If we are to attract
investment in Western Australia, which will produce real jobs, industry must be confident
that the Government has made a commitment to ensure that sufficient electricity supply is
available for the enterprises. It is absolutely essential that the coal fired power station be
built and operating by the starting date of 1996 proposed when the tenders were first called.
It would provide real jobs, paid for by private enterprise. That would bring on the new
coalmine which could help provide jobs for those people in the area who were in the mining
and power generation business and who are presently unemployed, or who may become
unemployed in the near future. The Government demonstrates a great lack of commitment in
requiring Asea. Brown Boveri to put off the starting date and commissioning time for the new
coal fired power station. Delaying the project and putting it on hold for 15 months imposes a
large cost on the company.
I now move to another aspect in my review of the Collie electorate. It again concerns the
budgetary expenditure of the Government. It was stated in the capital works program that
$400 000 would be spent on the Collie High School and $100 000 at the Donnybrook Junior
High School. That may sound like a very generous allocation and it will certainly build
classrooms which will provide essential space for the education of our young people.
However, it does not take into account that the Collie High School requires $1.5 million of
expenditure and the Donnybrook Junior High School requires $700 000 of expenditure j us t to
provide new classrooms. At the Collie Hi1gh School $0.75 million could be spent on
renovations and repairs. The lack of expenditure on these items is a very good example of
what is happening to the Government's capital stock.
Mr Wait: All members in this place could say the same about the schools in their electorates.
Dr TURNBULL: The member for Albany is quite correct and I was about to make that same
point. The tragedy is that the capital stock belongs to us a as taxpayers and it is spread
throughout all electorates. I am sure that all members can tell the same story; that is, their
schools require, say, $1 million of repairs and renovations and they have been allocated
$100 000 or $50 000. The stock is running down, and that applies not only to schools but
also to roads and other items. The most effective action the Government can take is to
provide another job. Thlat could be done for approximately $50 000, with a salary between
$30 000 and $35 000 plus 50 per cent oncost. For that amount the Government could create
a job for a person in the maintenance and repair section. The Labor Government should be
condemned for its misdirection of the scarce monetary resources in this State. Surely, the
maintenance of our key infrastructures is one of the most important aspects of our economy.
The Government could provide relatively low cost jobs which would provide an income for
families and a flow-on effect into the rest of the community.
The illusions and the conjuring tricks to which the member for Scarborough alluded a while
ago in respect of the figures changing for the amount of money that is raised and the amount
of money that is spent are evident throughout the Budget presented by this Government. I
will give one small example. The document Socia Justice and the Budget states at page 5
that $1 million will be provided for apprentice training through the Water Authority. Ta
statement implies that more apprenticeships will be provided, but no-one in the Water
Authority has heard about an additional $1 million, nor about any additional apprentices.
Does it mean that $1 million of the Water Authority's budget will be spent on apprentice
training?
Another example of the Government's conjuring tricks is the announcement that eight more
special accommodation units will be provided for Homeswest in Collie. They are the same
eight accommodation units which were announced two or three years ago and for which the
land has already been cleared.
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Those are just two small examples of the Government's verbal gymnastics and of its
announcements in glossy booklets. Those examples are extraordinarily small compared with
the large items mentioned by the member for Scarborough, but they indicate the way in
which this Goverpreent is presenting illusions. The people of my electorate have decided
char they will get on with their lives. They have decided they have to produce the activity for
their own lives and it is no good their relying on the Government. They must get out there
and do it themselves. The companies in Collie have determined that they will work for the
future. They will invest now. However, the Government is an impediment to that work for
the future because every family with two children will have to pay an additional $80 per
week as a result of the Government's failed business dealings. That is a distorted way for the
Government to ensure chat people live a productive and active life in which they can invest in
the community and help the economy to develop so that we get out of this recession.
I thank members of this House for their indulgence for the last 45 minutes, and I assure
members that the people of Collie will respond to the challenge of improving productivity
and multiskilling and will contribute to the economic growth and prosperity of this State.
MR WATT (Albany) [9.04 pm]: I wondered whether I might have some misgivings when
I rose to speak in my last Budget debate, but I amn pleased to say that I have not, and although
some members have tried to tell me that I will miss this place when I am gone, I have some
difficulty being convinced that that will be so. As my time as a member of this place draws
to a close, I want to make a few observations, initially about my experiences during that
time, and also about some of the changes that have occurred between then and now.
I spent the first nine years of my time in this place in Government, and the last 10 years in
Opposition, and I assure members that the object of the exercise is clearly to be in
Government. That is certainly the more rewarding experience. The trouble is that, by its
very nature, being in Opposition has negative connotations. The wont "opposition' has
negative connotations. It is pretty rare that Leaders of the Opposition have high personal
approval ratings because so much of the work that they must do is of a negative nature;
namely, to analyse and expose the weaknesses of the Government of the day and to expose
flaws in the Government's legislation and day to day performance.
I remind members that there arm some good examples of Leaders of the Opposition who had
extremely low personal approval ratings but who were elected to power. Therefore, our
political opponents should not take comfort from opinion polls. I recall that both David
Lange, who was elected Prime Minister of New Zealand, and Margaret Thatcher, who was
elected Prime Minister of Great Britain, had approval ratings of less than 20 per cent, and
both were elected with thumping good majorities.
The media have certainly played their part in these activities by either wilfully or
mischievously concentrating on opinion polls and taildog up the negative aspects which are
portrayed by the polls but which do not necessarily exist in reality. Peter Dowding did a
pretty good job as Premier during the 1989 election of creating the impression that the then
Leader of the Opposition was very negative. 1 wonder what was the basis of his criticism?
The only crime I can see that the Leader of the Opposition might have been guilty of was his
working assiduously to expose the absolutely shameful way in which the Government had
cost the taxpayers of this State in t order of $1.5 billion through its shonky business deals.
The truth did not come out until after the election, which the Australian Labor Party won, in
my view by deception. The evidence of that deception has come in a number of ways since
then, particularly through the evidence presented to the Royal Commission and, more
recently, through the report tabled in this House by the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee. Much of that informion was known to members of the Opposition at
that time and much of it was debated, but the media and others helped to generate the
expressions that were bandied around a lot at that time; namely, "Where is your evidence?",
and, "Put up or shut up."
The difficulty char the Leader of the Opposition and those who were woring with him had at
that time was that they could not reveal the sources of their evidence. In many cases, they
had the bits of paper containing the evidence that was so difficult to obtain, but because of
their integrity and desire to not disclose the sources of that information, because that would
have proved embarrassing to the people concerned and also, in many cases, would have cost
them their jobs, they were not able to produce that hard evidence that the critics, particulIarly
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the media, were looking for. I defend absolutely the Opposition's work and those who
supported it, in forcing the Government to hold the Royal Commission. Clearly, without
those efforts it would never have been held as the Government resisted for as long as it
could.
After hearing the member for Jandakoc's speech on Tuesday and again this afternoon, it is a
great pity that he will retire at the next election. I am far more expendable that he is and I am
sorry that he too is going. He made a number of points in his speech I had intended to miake,
and he made them more powerfully than I would so I will not canvass those issues again. I
was also going to mention State debt in this debate, but the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and the member for Scarborough canvassed that issue well.
Mr CSI. Bamnett: I am sure you wil find something left.
Mr WATT: I will shortly give the parish pump a good push and I make no apology for that!
Another matter I was going to raise was that of the use of questions without notice. This has
changed dramatically in my time in the Parliament, and the member for Scarborough
demonstrated the shameful attitude of the present Government in its treatment of question
time. It has a cavalier attitude in dealing with Opposition members in many areas. This is
disgraceful. I will return to this point shortly.
I was also going to mention the role of Independents in the Parliament. I will not dwell on
this issue, but when I came into this Parliament there were no Independent members. Even
today, it is rare for an Independent to be elected. I acknowledge that the member for Floreat
had a very good win in her election, but that was because my party messed it up and she was
able to be elected in a convincing fashion. It is not a coincidence that three of the four
Independent members of the Legislative Assembly are not recontesting at the next election.
This should not go unnoticed. Also, apart from the member for Floreat, none of these
members contested his seat as an Independent.
Mr Blaike: They are de facto Independents.
Mr WATT: They are. I feel some anger about the tactics adopted by Independents. It is
good enough for them to fight tooth and nail to gain party endorsement and to accept the
campaign expenses and manpower provided to mount their election campaign. However, as
soon as the tide runs against them for whatever reason, they opt out.
Mr PiJ. Smith: Yet the member for Floreat is probably the only Independent who is not
independent; she tends to vote, with a few exceptions, for the Liberal Party. The other
Independents cross the floor, not regularly, but on occasions.
Mr WATT: I agree with that; however one Independent tends to vote more with the Labor
Party than with the Opposition.
Mr Graham: It would be worth some analysis, wouldn't it, for somebody with some time
and a research officer.
Mr WATT: That is a good point. I have been disappointed in the attitude of the member for
Darling Range. What he does with his vote is a matter for him and his conscience - I have no
difficulty with that. However, some of the comments he made about the Liberal Party have
left me more than a little bewildered, I have a quote from William Congreve which sums up
the situation with this member rather well -

Heav'n has no rage, like love to hatred turn'd,
Nor Hell fury like a woman scom'd.

I add to this quote, "except perhaps a Liberal NIP turned Independent".
Mr P.J. Smith: Perhaps on our side we have a similar situation.
Mr WATIT: Yes. When I was elected to Parliament in 1974 1 felt very much like the new
boy in the class. I came into Parliament following a three year term of the Tonkin
Government, and the majority of the former Brand Government were still members of the
Liberal Party and the Country Party, as it was. A significant number of new Liberal Party
members were elected in 1974 and 1977. However, the Cabinet and other jobs were filled by
many people who had been members of Parliament for some time. Therefore, it was difficult
to gain a foot on the first rung of the ladder. I was more than a little disappointed that I did
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not progress more quickly in the scheme of things. However, after a short while I thought
that was probably a blessing in disguise. I realised that I had won a seat which had never
been held by the Liberal Party before. I did so by a small margin and decided to consolidate
my efforts into my electorate to retain my seat; this was for the benefit of not only the Liberal
Party but also myself, adopting a selfish attitude to it. This was fortuitous because as my
parliamentary career developed, I fanned close links with my electorate and made many
friendships and helped many people in Albany. That has been very rewarding, although at
times very frustrating - it still is.
In 1974 the Albany economy was not especially buoyant, but it was not in bad shape. During
the mid to late 1970s -

Mr Strickland: The woollen mills closed.
Mr WATT: The woollen mills did not close. Things improved dramatically during that time
and little unemployment affected the area. The small to medium sized industries were
operating well and the place was generally prosperous. However, towards the end of our
term in Government things started to decline. That rate of decline accelerated dramatically
in the 1980's during the period of the present Government. The town of Albany now has an
unemployment rate of over 16 per cent which, when compared with the State average, is
unacceptably high.
I am chairman of the local Skillshare project, in which we have been attempting to run some
courses with the emphasis on youth. Interestingly, we cannot get young people to register
for these courses. Recently, we offered a special youth course in office skills for the duration
of six weeks, operating only in the morning, for which only five people registered. One
would imagine that unemployed people - sometimes long term - being offered something like
that would jump at the opportunity. However, of the five who registered only three turned up
when the course started. We decided to go ahead anyway and turned it into a word
processing course; we managed to attract only two more registrations. It is amazing that with
high unemployment it is so hard to attract people to these training courses, even when no
cost is involved. We know that training is necessary so people can get jobs, but people are
simply not responding in many cases. I find that difficult to accept.
Mr C.J. Barnett: What do you attribute that to?
Mr WATT: We have not only the problem of young people, but also of old people. I had a
fellow in my office a couple of weeks ago who had just obtained employment and he was
pleased about this, but he said that he had some misgivings because it would cost him
money. In many cases people would be at least as well off or better off by not going to
work; and there is little or no benefit in their devoting time to a job for little or in some cases
no extra money. It is a crazy system.
Mr C.J. Barnett: The margin is not there.
Mr WAIT: That worries me. This year's State Budget does very little for Albany. It
contains nothing new in the way of incentives to stimulate the rather sad employment
situation that exists in Albany. I had hoped that some capital works money might be offered
to stimulate the building industry, but there is very little indeed. I was amused to receive in
my mail box a letter that Hon Bob Thomas sent to business proprietors. He started off by
staring that this year's State Budget is good news for small business, that it contains a five
per cent reduction in electricity tariffs, no new taxes and no increases in existing tariffs, the
freezing of all land tax valuations and average water and sewerage charges to be held to an
increase which is one per cent below inflation. That is his good news for small business! I
am sure that small business was looking for much more than that to stimulate its growth and
activity. I have a strong belief in and commitment to small business; that is where we will
solve our unemployment problems, particularly in the manufacturing sector. The total
employment figure for the manufacturing sector in Australia is 963 900 persons. This is the
first time since the introduction of the Australian Bureau of Statistics' integrated economic
statistics system in 1968-69 that that number has fallen below one million people. That was
a long time ago. It shows just how the manufacturing sector has declined. It is simply not
competitive any more and both State and Federal Governments must address that. That is
why I am an unashamed supporter of both the Federal and State Fightback packages because
they address the fundamentals to turn that situation around.
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Another publication which arrived in my letterbox called "Albany Report" was issued by the
endorsed Labor candidate in Albany. The front page states, "What the Budget means for
Albany. " The back page has a message from Carmen Lawrence and the middle pages
contain the. so-called highlights of the Budget. In my view it is grossly misleading in its
boasts. Under the heading of 'Consumer Affairs" it states that the consumer affairs advisory
service will continue in Albany. That is no big deal, it is something Albany has had for
years, and something that will continue. That is nothing like exciting news. Under the
heading of "Labour relations" it states that the labour relations advisory service will be
maintained in Albany. Again I say, big deal!
Mr Read: You would be unhappy if it said that those services were to be closed down.
Mr WATT: I agree, I would be less than happy if any of these services was closed down. It
is not exactly some new initiative is it? One might as well say that the Government will
maintain the schools in Albany. Under the heading of "Crime Prevention" it states that
$13.3 million will be allocated to upgrade the Albany Regional Prison and for the installation
of perimeter fencing, I am not sure that should come under the heading of crime prevention;
perhaps it should be criminal retention. However, they are the sorts of things that are
mentioned in the "Albany Report". Under the heading of "Health" it states that $220 000 has
been allocated to the Albany hospital enhancement and works. I am not sure what that
covers, and I will refer to the Albany hospital in a few minutes when I refer to the Albany
Tomorrow project.
Recently I asked a question of the Minister for Agriculture, and this matter has already been
mentioned by the member for Stirling who shares my interest in it. I asked what allocations
had been made in the current Budget for new facilities for the Department of Agriculture at
Albany, given that this was part of a promise in the Albany Tomorrow package. The answer
was that $200 000 had been allocated for land acquisition and $139 000 for planning. When
I asked what facilities were proposed, I was told that there would be a combined regional
office and laboratory complex at an estimated cost of $7.5 million. Up to this point I was
feeling encouraged. However, the last part of my question concerned the timetable for its
implementation, and the answer given was that no implementation date bad been set. So,
much ado about nothing, I am afraid.
I also inquired about a Budget allocation for improvements to the Albany courthouse. Not
only is it very impractical, but also certain aspects of it are unsafe. I asked whether any
Budget allocation had been made and the answer from the Minister representing the Attorney
General was, "No. However, as previously indicated, a number of matters in relation to
convenience and security can be addressed by management practice." When I asked when it
was anticipated that improvements would be made the reply was that it would depend on the
regular consideration of capital works priorities. In other words, make a guess. Of far more
concern was a question that I asked recently of the Minister representing the Minister for
Sport and Recreation about Camp Quaranup at Albany, the old quarantine station which
operated in the days oft sailing ships. Passengers who came to Australia were brought to
Albany and had to go into quarantine before entering the community. That camp is about to
be disposed of because it has not been making a profit. I asked of the Minister a 16 part
question seeking answers to very specific questions. I asked about the heritage value of the
buildings; what was to happen to the old isolation hospital, the nurses' quarters and the old
cemetery; who was to be responsible for the maintenance of the jetty, access road for public
access to the area as well as maintenance of the water supply. All I got was a general answer
about the composition of the committee, how many times it had met and that it had two or
three. concerns. The traditional method of answering parliamentary questions when specific
information is sought was totally ignored What was of much more concern to me was a
question I asked about the provision of existing staff at the camp. Th1at. question was totally
ignored and I have a very real concern about those people who, in my view, have been
treated very shabbily.
Another area that I hoped might receive some funding was the Great Southern Regional
College of TAPE. I am very proud of that college. it has done a first class job and has
grown enormously over the years. When the college was first built on its present site in 1973
it had relatively few students and was predominately a trade training school for apprentices
and the like. It had a few other students. It has grown into a very big college with something
in excess of 2 000 students. I asked the college for information about student numbers.
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Unfortunately, it did not get back to me before today, so I cannot quote them exactly. That
college still has the same library facilities that were built for those early students. They are
absolutely and hopelessly inadequate. If the Government is serious about providing
education and training opportunities for people, it should do something as a matter of priority
about that library.
I said that I would talk about the Albany Tomorrow program. That was the program thac was
to be a blueprint for Albany's development and also to take my seat from me in 1986.
Mr McNee: Did they ever do anything with it?
Mr WATT: Malcolm Bryce paid me a compliment on the last day he was in Parliament. I
went over, shook his hand and wished him well. He smiled and said, "I will never forget
you, you V - he used the word, but it is unparliamentary. I asked why and he said that, more
than anybody else, the Labor Party threw everything it could think of to get rid of me, but I
was still here. I suppose that is a backhanded compliment. I had a good relationship with
him.
In the Albany Tomorrow program, the Governiment promised many things. It promised
hundreds of new jobs in the first three years. That was in 1986. It is now 1992 and the
unemployment figure is at 16.1 per cent. Its program does not seemed to have worked too
well. It promised substantial investment in projects that would underpin economic
development in Albany in the next decade and beyond. That does not seem to have
happened. It promised new education and training opportunities to meet the educational
needs of Albany people in Albany. That does not seem to have happened. It promised the
purchase of industrial land and a special industrial package to enable new industries to be
established in Albany. I am pleased to say that the land has been purchased and is available.
The other half of the Promise has not come to fruition. It promised a new agricultural
research centre to service the needs of the great southern region. I have talked about that;
that has not happened and is not happening. The Government promised a new Government
office building to enhance the availability of Government services to the people of Albany.
That has not happened. it also promised an improvement in health care services and made
specific mention of a major upgrading - I think it used the figure of $9.5 million - for the
Albany hospital. The upgrading was to be done in three stages. Stages one and two have
been completed. Stage three was to be done immediately after the completion of stage two,
but it has not happened. Lo and behold, we find in the Budget an allocation of
approximately $14.8 million for the upgrading of the Bunbury Regional Hospital.
Mr P.J. Smith: It has been a long time in coming, too.
Mr WAIT: The other day I spoke to a sister who works in the casualty section in the Albany
hospital. She said it is an absolute disgrace. She said it is hopelessly inefficient and there is
not enough room. Casualty and theatre sections are areas which should have no expense
spared on them in making them functional and efficient. Those areas in the Albany hospital
are neither.
Mr P.J. Smith: The same thing applied to the Bunbury Regional Hospital; that is why it is
being upgraded.
Mr WATT: I do not deny that the member has a right to. obtain funds for projects in -his
electorate.
Another promise in the Albany Tomorrow program was the Government's commitment to
provide assistance for an electronics industry. Comments about the fishing industry appear
not to have come to fruition. In fact, it is going slowly backwards. The document states -

As a matter of priority, the Great Southern Development Authority will commission
an expert investigation into the potential of the bloodscock industry.
The Authority will also investigate the potential for an equestrian centre in Albany.

I know some work was done on the investigation, but nothing has happened to expand chat
industry.
Under the leadership of Bruce Sutherland, the Great Southern Development Authority and its
board are doing an extremely good job at the moment They are being far more proactive
than they have been in the past. I want to place on the record my support for the work they
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are doing. The development authority and the Great Southern Regional College of TAFE
between them have a number of achievements to their names. If I had more time, I would
detail some of those. However, time does not permit me to mention them.
I am also disappointed that there has been no allocation in the Budget for the major
refurbishing of some schools which badly need it. The member for Collie referred to schools
in her electorate being badly run down. The schools in my electorate are in the same boat;
they are badly in need of maintenance. Albany Senior High School badly needs a
performing arts centre. The Albany Puimnary School needs an assembly area. At the
moment, the assembly area is a reasonably narrow verandah which runs alongside five
classrooms. It is in that area that all student activities, including dancing and music, take
place. Clearly, chat is disruptive to the students in the classrooms. It should have a decent
covered assembly area. The Lockyer School in particular has a particularly bad, poorly
designed and inadequate office area. There are many other schools that I could talk about.
Before I conclude, I wish to raise one further matter. Recently, members were provided with
a brochure entitled "A Western Australian Road Safety Strategy - Directions Towards 2000".
The objective of making roads and vehicles safe is obviously to reduce the number of
accidents arid, hopefully as a consequence of that, to reduce the moad toll. Obviously, there
will always be differing opinions about what causes road accidents or what contributes to
them most. I have been concerned for some time about this issue. When I received this
publication I compiled my own discussion paper which I have sent to a number of people
including the Minister for Police, the Commissioner of Police, the Royal Automobile Club of
WA (Inc), the road trauma committee and a number of other people. It proposes that
Australia should consider the use of daytime running lights - DRL
I do a lot of country road driving and I am often amazed and, indeed, appalled at the driving
practices of a number of people in poor light conditions. People are satisfied, as long as they
can see the road a few feet in front of them, to drive with their lights off early in the morning
and in the late evening. Such cars often appear suddenly on the road ahead and that is quite a
dangerous situation. The practice of daytime running lights has been adopted in a number of
countries. It was implemented in all Scandinavian countries commencing as far back as I
October 1977. All vehicles in those countries are required to use either low beam parking
lights or specially fitted lights which are brighter than parking lights, such as those on the
late model Volvo or Saab.
Mr Bloffwitch: They are good lights.
Mr WATT: Yes. Since the introduction of those lights on Volvos, most members would
agree that the cars axe more quickly and easily seen.
Mr Thompson: I have an example to the contrary. I was driving home with my wife one day
and she was preparing to make a right hand turn at a Tjunction. As she approached the
intersection she saw a Volvo at the critical time on her right. She pulled out in front of it
thinking that it had its blinker on.
Mr WAT': I am sure some people will see a possible downside to the introduction of DRL,
hut I believe it is worthy of an experiment. I am encouraged by the response I have received
so far from people who have read my discussion paper. I will give some examples of the
uses of DRL. DRL is used in aircraft, although not compulsorily. Most aircraft pilots turn
on their landing lights when coming in to land. One pilot told me that he uses the monto, "It
is to see and be seen." He told me that many accidents or close shaves have been avoided
purely because of the plane's landing lights. A significant proportion of motor cyclists now
use daytime running lights.
Mr Bloffwitch: There is a fair lobby against them.
Mr WATT: Yes, there is a fair lobby against them.
Mr Shave: Why is that?
Mr WATT: I have received a lot of material from concerned motor cyclists, but I have great
difficulty in accepting the logic of their argument. Statistics have shown that since the
increase in the use of lights on motorcycles in the daytime, the number of accidents has been
reduced significantly.
Mr Shave: They are not forced to use them, are they?
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Mr WATT: No. they are not. It is also significant that passenger and tourist buses in many
cases have voluntarily adopted the practice of using the lights in daylight hours as a safety
measure. A friend of mine who lived for some years in Canada told me that during the 1960s
the Greyhound bus company ran an experiment with half of its fleet using daytime running
lights and the other half not. Those buses using the lights reduced their accident statistics by
15 per cent.
Mr Bloffwitch: That is a positive response
Mr WATT: A significant amount of anecdotal evidence exists indicating such positive
responses. One of the advantages of these lights is that the detection and recognition of the
vehicle is enhanced. Often people do not see a car coming but with its headlights on it is
noticed more quickly. Another other advantage is to pedestrians. Members have read from
time to time about old people who have stepped out from the kerb and have been run over. I
am sure, also, that many members have seen old folk step out from the kerb who, having
made up their minds to do so, jusc walk, and all too often do not see the vehicle approaching.
Their recognition of oncoming vehicles is enhanced when a vehicle has its daytime running
lights on.
The benefits of this are obvious in country areas. -Cars often blend in with the roads and
roadside bushes. The colour of some vehicles can be described as safe, such as white or
yellow.
Mr Bloffwitch: Red is pretty good.
Mr WATT: Bright red is not bad, but red is not all that good. Obviously, a car with its lights
on is seen much more quickly. Even on a dull day with a lot of cloud cover much glare is
reflected from the clouds. People are encouraged these days to wear good sunglasses-,
however, sunglasses reduce people's general visibility, and the visibility of oncoming
vehicles is reduced even more. Daytime running lights are particularly beneficial when it
rains. When driving on the Albany Highway, I sometimes have to pass semi-trailers or road
trains perhaps 25 or 30 metres long. As I drive through the shower of spray thrown up from
the tyres of those vehicles I am very nervous until I get to the other side. If there is a car
approaching with its lights on it can be seen through the spray quickly and easily. It
enhances the safety of country driving considerably.
Mr Bloffwirch: Are there any countries in the world in which DRL is compulsory?
Nr WATT: It is compulsory in all Scandinavian countries. Evidence shows that it has
reduced collisions between oncoming vehicles and vehicles at intersections, and with
pedestrians and so on by between eight and 21 percent. Probably the best and most recent
piece of information I have is from Saskatchewan, where an experiment with DRL was
carried out- It was provided to me by Mr Dick Scott f-rm the RAC. It states -

Keeping vehicle lights on to increase vehicle conspicuity during daytime hours has
been found to reduce crashes in Scandinavia and the United States. Crashes of
vehicles with and without daytime running lights owned by the Central Vehicle
Agency of the Province of Saskatchewan were compared to a random selection of
crashes drawn from provincial crash files involving vehicles without daytime running
lights for the years 1982 through 1989. Daytime two-vehicle crashes involving
vehicles approaching from the front or side were reduced by about 28 percent for the
daytime running light equipped vehicles. A 28 percent reduction in daytime running
light relevant daytime two-vehicle crashes corresponds to a 15 percent reduction in
all daytime two-vehicle crashes.

It can be seen from all this evidence that there is a potential for a considerable saving of
lives. I urge the Government to support a tria period through a national programn for this
suggestion.
MR AINSWORTLI (Roe) [9.50 pm]: One of the benefits of speaking at this hour of the
night with so few members in the House is that one is less likely to be subjected to
interjections.
Mr P.J. Smith: I will do my best.
Mr AINS WORTH: I thank the solitary Government member in the House for that. The
Budget recently tabled in this Parliament could be described accurately as a misleading

5254



[Wednesday, 23 September 19921 55

document. If one looks at the statements made about it one is left with the thought that
perhaps the Budget papers should have been issued along with a set of rose coloured glasses
for each member because one needs to look at these papers through something special to
draw the samne conclusions from them as the Premier and her Government have.
The operations of a State like Western Austr-alia can be compared with a large company
because Western Australia is a large business. Perhaps I could call it Western Australia Pty
Ltd; I would not want to call it WA Inc. It is. a large business akin to a large private
company. If one looks at the State in that way and assumes that the shareholders in the
company are therefore the general public, and looks at the Budget papers as an annual report
incorporating plans for the future of the company, what have the shareholders in this State
been given? What are they shown in this annual report? I suggest that they would be fairly.
alarmed by this report. The shareholders have been shown that borrowings have risen by
9.1 per cent and the company's debt has increased to $10 billion at a time of low interest
rates. Expenditure targeting job creating capital works has not been met during the past few.
years and the gap between projected and real expenditure on those targets to increase the
profitability of the company has widened.
If one looks at the historic figures of Government business enterprises one sees that in~
1988-89 the projected Budget expenditure was $554.4 million and actual expenditure for the.-
year was $534 million, a shortfall of 3.7 per cent; in 1989-90 projected Budget expenditure.
was $746 million and actual expenditure was $675.8 million, a. difference of 9.4 per cent; in
1990-91 projected Budget expenditure was $772 million and actual expenditure was
$674.9 million, a difference of 12.7 per cent; and in 1991-92 projected Budget expenditure~
was $663.4 million and actual expenditure was $461 million, a gap of 27.2 per cent..
Forecast expenditure in the current Budget for Government business enterprises that will
produce all these wonderful jobs is $574.2 million. What the actual expenditure will be, time
will tell.
Mr Thompson: Madam Acting Speaker, I believe it is inappropriate that there be no member
on the Government benches and I draw your attention to the state of the House.
[Quorum formed.]
Mr AINSWORTH: I am pleased to see a small representation of Government members
present now to listen to a presentation of the rather stark figures in this Budget that we have
been forced to look at during the past few days. As I was saying, the projected Budget
expenditure for Government business enterprises for the coming year is $574.2 million.
Actual expenditure will be known in 12 months. On the basis of the previously increasing
gap between the Budget estimates and actual expenditure we could be looking at a 30 to
35 per cent variation if that trend continues.
It is interesting to look at what these figures mean. The Budget estimates for expenditure on
Government business enterprises is $574.2 million, only $40 million more than actual
expenditure in 1988-89. Therefore, the State has not made much progress in this area despite
some rosy predictions over the past four or five years which reinforce the need for rose
coloured glasses to be issued with the Budget papers. If one is looking at these papers with
their ordinary eyesight, they will not see the truth.
The Premier said on the introduction of the 1991-92 Budget, under the heading "Capital
Works", that State Governments mnake their biggest and most direct impact on employment
and on the vital building and construction industries through the capital works programs of
departments and authorities. That may be true, if it actually happens. This year we heard the
same sort of sentiment; that is, that through the capital expenditure of departments and
authorities State Governments have the capacity to make a direct impact on employment and
to stimulate growth in the private sector. The Opposition agrees that the Government has.'
that capacity, but that has not been done. That is a sad indictment of the Government. The -
saddest thing is the impact it has had on this State.
I continue my analogy of the similarity between a Budget like this going out to the State and
the annual report of a major company. If this were a real annual report the shareholders,
having read it and looked at what this Budget means in terms of past annual reports and the
fact that they have all failed to meet specific and vital targets, would be demanding the.
sacking of the board of directors of the company. Clearly the board -of directors of the,
company - the Government of the State of Western Australia - has failed the shareholders.
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The word "borrowings" in the current Budget can be looked at in two ways. Borrowings can
be beneficial. Most businesses borrow money to expand and become more profitable.
However, a large part of the borrowings in this Budget relate to debt repayment as opposed
to providing new and productive infrastructure. This sort of borrowing is certainly
detrimental to the overall economy of the State and the wellbeing of the people who have to
pay its bills; that is, the taxpayers of this State.
If this State and country are to recover the Government must provide real jobs as opposed to
job creation schemes. Many of the job creation schemes we have seen recently have come
from the Federal arena, but their impact is the same. The only way to return to real
profitability and sustainable and increased employment is through a return to business
profitability. Only out of business profitability does one really see job prospects for the
unemployed which have any potential in the long term for sustainable employment. Short
trm schemes only last as long as the money allocated to them. Once chose schemes are cur
off the people who were on them return to the unemployment queue. Those are bandaid
measures which are of value at times provided they are backed by other measures to ensure
that real jobs are created as a down stream situation. That has not happened.
A couple of areas in the Stare's Budget provide some small help to the businesses in this
Scare. The five per cent reduction in the State Energy Commission's tariffs for businesses
was certainly welcomed, although businesses would like to see a much larger decrease.
Some minor adjustments have also been made to payroll tax and only a one per cent increase
has been applied to water and sewerage charges. However, like many things in this Budget,
those statistics mask many facts.
I turn now to water and sewerage. It might be only a one per cent increase in the charges for
the use of those facilities, but the connection fees for power and water have increased
dramatically in the last year or two. If we want new businesses to develop, particularly those
which we need in country areas to maintain and increase country populations, and to stop the
drift of people from the country to the city, we must offer some incentives. The connection
fees for utilities, which have risen by 100 per cent or more recently, do not equate with the
one per cent increase outlined in the Budget. That increase reflects an increase in costs for
the units of power or water used; nor connection fees. The first expnse that a new business
faces is the connection fee, closely followed by the cost for the use of the facility. Again,
this is particularly pertinent in rural and country-based industries because other costs relating
to the establishment of industries are greater than in the city. If they have no incentive,
people who would otherwise set up close to the source of supply of their raw materials are
discouraged from setting up in the country and move to the city.
In my electorate, a fanner wanted to diversity to value-add his product. He was highly
successful in producing a world class product which was selling very well on the local
market in Esperance. He spread to the State market and was making inroads in the overseas
markets; however, when he wanted to expand his factory and make his business bigger and
more profitable, the costs involved forced him to transfer the business to Perth. All the
benefits that the business could have brought to the town of Esperance, where it was
established initially, have gone. If we buy the product we must freight it back to where it
came from. That is a tragedy in any language.
In rural areas, such as that which I represent, agriculture plays a very big part. Again, we
must offer incentives to make the industry more profitable. At the moment, with the amount
of competition from overseas countries which have trading policies and support mechanisms
which we do not have in this country, it is difficult for those commodities to compete on the
world market. We must minimise any local disincentives that impinge upon the profitability
of agricultur. Again, in the grain industry the State Government is seeking to have
organisations, such as the local port authority, pay dividends to the Stare Government. The
port authorities are funded from the Consolidated Revenue Fund on the basis of a loan to be
repaid with interest. Admittedly, the interest rate is a fairly good one. Certainly it is not the
commercial interest rate which one would be offered in the marketplace, but bearing in mind
the value to the State of that infrastructure and chat the port users are paying not only capital
costs but also interest, it is unreasonable to expect the authority to also pay a dividend. I
agree that the port authorities must be competitive as far as their cost structures are
concerned. They must be lean and mean, but that aspect can be assessed without the
requirement to pay a profit to the Government. The people who pay the profit are the port
users; that is, the grain industry and others.
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Impinging on the grain industry is the proposed removal of the local government rate
exemption under the Local Government Act for land which is occupied by Co-operative
Bulk Handling's installations which handle various bulk grains. The concession was granted
many years ago, for various reasons, not the least of which was the recognition that the cost
of world class facilities in this State has been borne entirely by grain users. It is a grower
cooperative, entirely funded by the growers who use the facility. There has not been a
requirement for major community input by way of taxpayers' funds. Of course, it is
recognised that export income is generated by the products that travel through the facilities
and that it is a benefit to the entire community. However, we are likely to see the imposition
of local government races for the first time on the land the installations occupy.
In addition to these problems are the non State Government costs of regional ports. They are
worth airing here. I refer to the costs which have been brought about by the disaggregation
of port charges, wharfage, and the other blue-water cbarges which the Wheat Board imposes
on growers. Some are notional charges. I refer particularly to the blue-water charge which
supposedly reflects the additional steaming times to ports farther away from a reference point
such as Fremantle, which does not show up in a variation to the returns obtained by the board
from the various markets. This is purely a notional charge, yet the sum total of the charges at
a port such as Esperance, as opposed to Kwinana, reflects a difference of $4.38 per tonne of
grain going through the port. When all the figures are added together, it indicates a
significant disincentive in outer areas which have the option to direct their produce
elsewhere. Any movement of grain away from the Port of Esperance, because of these
charges and others, will impinge upon the throughput of the port, increase the costs for the
remainder of the port users because capital costs are fixed, and must be spread across
whatever tonnage goes through the port. Again, it is disincentive for the local growers and
their profitability is reduced as a result.
Dealing with the Esperance Port Authority highlights some of the misleading areas of the
State Budget. It is misleading to people who do not understand the Budget process and that
probably includes the vast majority of the population who do not have the good fortune - or
misfortune - to sir in this place- In the media statements made by the Treasurer under the list
of Government expenditure for the next financial year was an amount of $2.8 million for the
Esperance Port Authority. In the same general area which will impact on the Port of
Esperance was an amount of $7.5 million for a SECWA connection to the Bounty goldmine
and Forresrania nickel mine. The nickel mine will be putting its produce through the Port of
Esperance. To the casual observer those two items in the Budget would suggest that they are
in some way Government grants or money from the Consolidated Revenue Fund which is not
returnable. In both cases, that is not so. I have already talked about the way the port
authority works; that the money is on loan and is repaid, not at a commercial interest rate but
certainly it is a commercial activity. The same applies to the connection to the two mines I
have mentioned. Again, it is not a grant from the Government; it is a cornmiercial deal and
should be identified as such so that there is no misunderstanding. It is any Government's
responsibility to clearly identify what form these allocations rake because when people
discover that what they believed was a grant is in fact a loan, it reinforces the poor view
some people have about the whole parliamentary process, the honesty, integrity and
accountability of the Parliament, the various members and the political parties. It does
nothing for the general public's understanding of the budgetary process when figures are put
forward without an explanatory note.
Turning to education, if one takes at face value the Treasurer's Budget statement, the
Government announced a 5.4 per cent increase in expenditure which in dollar terms is
correct. If one takes into account the 1.2 per cent inflation rate, on the surface one could say
it is a real increase of 4.2 per cent. Again, it is misleading because if one deducts from the
Education allocation the sum of $14 million for buildings and staff for the proposed five year
old preprimary program; an amount of about $7 million for extra teachers and other staff
required for the increased student numbers as a result of the higher retention rate in
secondary education, and the general expansion in the school system; and an amount of
$11 million for inflation, plus an amount for salary increases, it brings one back close to the
status quo.
In other words, the Education budget will receive a very minor increase, if any. It will
certainly not be enough to address some of the historic shortfalls which have occurred in
08273-1O
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education. I know that they have been canvassed here on many occasions so I will not
reiterate them. However, I will say that they range from chose we have often heard about,
such as buildings and the like, to areas which are hidden from the average person, but which
are nonetheless important; in fact, even more important than the quality of buildings. I refer
to some of the curriculum materials which have been produced by the Ministry of Education.
I have had considerable discussions with ministry people at various levels over the past few
months, from the classroom teacher to ministry people in the city. One hears all kinds of
stories about some very good curriculum items which have been produced over recent years
but which have fallen short due to a lack of teacher support materials. Significant delays
have occurred in the provision of those materials. Much work has gone into producing those
curriculum items, but they are not being utilised to their full extent because of the
shortcomings in the back-up materials. Those shortcomings are an indictment on an
underfunded system.
I have indicated before in this place my support for the First Steps program. I reiterate that I
am glad an amount has been allocated in the Budget to continue that program. However, I
hope that it will be sufficient, given what I have just said about other programs which have
been seen to be very valuable, but which have fallen by the wayside to some degree because
of the lack of continued back-up.
Some of the cuts in education funding are fairly small and are not particularly pertinent to
mainstream education. Nevertheless, they impact on the system, the children, the parents
and some of the other people who support the education system. Recently, a directive was
issued to primary schools that they should cut back on swimming tuition. Children who
reach stage 9 in water skills, which is equivalent to the old Senior Certificate, can progress
no further in their swimming lessons in primary school during school hours. Thai facility is
not provided for children who want to progress to the next stage of a life-saving certificate.
That cutback may not amount to many dollars - I do not know the exact amount - but it is a
retrograde step in the very important area of water safety. It also takes away some of the
incentive for children who want to progress with their water skills in water safety and life-
saving. They must bide their rime in the last two or three years of their schooling.
Another cut, which I hope does not go ahead, is proposed for the rates paid to the school bus
contractors. A great deal of misunderstanding occurs in some quarters about the service
provided by school bus contractors to students, particularly country students. To those who
have not looked into the matter very deeply the bus contracts seem to be fairly generous.
However, a bus contractor is a business person and must make a capital investment, take
risks and receive a return on his investment as well as invest his own rime and labour. One
of the risks in country areas where the populations change is that their bus moutes will
contract at various stages, consequently decreasing their income while their fixed costs such
as loan repayments will remain. Quite often contractors provide free services to schools for
sporting carnivals and the like. They do that because they realise that country students have
difficulty travelling to interschool sports and swimming carnivals. Much of that free travel
will disappear if the bus contractors' rates are reduced to the extent that they receive little or
no profit. I will be looking much closer at some of the education allocations when the
Budget is examined during the Committee stage. The allocation of over $1 billion to
education in this current Budget acknowledges not only the large amount of money required
in this area but also its importance to many people in the community irrespective of whether
they have children. The education our children receive is not only a foundation for them but
also for the economic and social wellbeing of the State. It is one of the most critical areas of
ex ' nditurc in a budget.
Several things must be done to change the direction of business especially in country areas.
Steps must be taken to retain the population in some of our country towns. That can be
achieved by providing an array of jobs for people living in those communities. Business
incentives such as reduced power charges should be provided to encourage businesses to
become more viable. Unless that happens all but those in the major regional centres will
decline. Power and water connection fees should be reduced so that people can get their
industry up and running first and pay later. flat should be done by reinstating and even
increasing the contributory extension scheme to cover power and water, not only for farmers
but also for country small businesses in order to minimise their up-front establishment costs.
That will enable them to make a profit and to pay back those charges over time.
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Another area which requires consideration is the preference to regional contractors and
suppliers for Government contracts. A few months ago a local businessman told me that the
Western Australian Water Authotity had bought a tap from his business. The Water
Authority's normal source of supply was a retail network whose head office was based in
Perth. However, its outlet in Esperance could not supply the particular tap the Water
Authority's officer wanted, so he went to the local plumber and found that the fitting was
approximately half the price normally paid through the major retail chain. Government
departments should be instructed to not only obtain quotes from local suppliers but also
change the preferential treatment provided to regional contractors and suppliers in the past.
That will ensure that Government business is provided to local businesss which will assist
with the flow of money in the local economy rather than its disappearing to other places.
Another form of incentive is to remove some of the insidious taxes, such as wholesale taxes
etc, particularly on people who rely on transport to get their goods and services to and from
the city. This is a very small part of what is embodied in the Federal coalition's Figlnback
package, which I wholeheartedly support. However, I will not canvass that issue tonight. It
has been done many times before and will be heard again. Suffice it to say the reduction of
some of the current taxes and charges, particularly on country businesses, will assist them to
become much more profitable.
Mr P.J. Smith: They will load them up'on the ordinary people in households.
Mr AINS WORTH: I will not canvass those issues tonight because I have seen how easy it is
to get sidetracked in an argument about Fightback rather than deal with the matter at hand;
that is, the Budget. Another area which should be addressed is regional education. Post-
secondary education opportunities should be increased particularly for people in the country.
In recent days the National Party issued a policy statement that it will move for the
establishment of a community college, which it suggested be named the C.Y. O'Connor
Community College, to be located in the central wheatbelt area. This area was recently
identified in an Australia-wide survey as the least well serviced regional area in Australia for
post-compulsory education. It is an area of the State which produces a significant proportion
of the State's wealth and it is a sad indictment on what has been happening with technical
and further education facilities in this State. As its first priority the National Party will
establish a community college.
T1he central wheatbelt area is not the only area which is deserving of the further expansion of
post-compulsory education. A few years ago the Esperance TAPE Centre was answerable to
the Central Metropolitan College of TAPE, but it now comes under the auspices of the Great
Southern Regional College of TAPE. While Albany and Esperance are similar in some
respects, they do not have a great deal in common. However, the Esperance TAFE Centre
would identify more closely with the region which comes under the control of the
Goldfields-Esperance Development Authority There has always been a traditional link
between the goldfields and Esperance. It has been proposed by some people in Esperance
that the centre's link with Albany should be broken and it should become associated with the
Kalgoorlie College, which is an independent college and is not a traditional TAPE college,
although it is funded by the same mechanism. This proposal is not an initiative of the
Kalgoorlie College, but it has welcomed the approach from Esperance. The Kalgoorlie
College has put forward some excellent ideas which could develop out of such an
amalgamation. The Kalgoorlie College is a fascinating place and the Deputy Premier would
agree that it is one of the most dynamic tertiary institutions in this State. A liaison between
the Esperance TAFE Centre and Kalgoorlie College could, at some time down the track, lead
also to a further amalgamation with the School of Mines, which is a world class facility in
Kalgoorlie-Boulder. These three educational institutions could be amalgamated to form a
regional university.
It is not envisaged that this proposal will mean the replication of the type of university
currently based in Perth. I see it as a new university concept which will range from the
secondary education level, which is that link already developed between the upper levels of
secondary education at the Esperance Senior High School and the adjoining Esperance TAPE
Centre, flowing through to tertiary, degree and postgraduate courses. The benefits of such an
amalgamation are immense. For example, we could have a regional university offering
degrees and other awards in mining, metallurgy and engineering with research facilities in
Kalgoorlie, and there could be courses in dry land agriculture as well as coastal high rainfall
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agriculture with research facilities in Esperance. Such a university would present a
tremendous opportunity to enhance what is happening at Esperance with alternative energy,
and could become a centre for alterniative energy research. An expansion program has been
announced in this year's Budget for the existing wind farm at Esperance. Studies have
alrady been undertaken into a wave powered electricity generation system at Esperance and
a proposal has been put forward for a wood fired electricity generating system. It may
appear that we are going backwards with a wood fired electricity generating system, but I
will come to that shortly.
We already have the beginning of an agroforestry industry in Esperance and the south east
forest foundation will progress this industry quickly. Another positive course we have to
offer is in the area of aquiculture. Esperance has some of the most pristine waters in this
State and they are bordered by national parks. Not only does Esperance have a magnificent
coastline, but it does not have the likelihood of the problems which are encountered in other
parts of the State, including Albany, where the leaching of fertilisers. from agricultural
production is polluting the waters. Esperance has a buffer zone of national parks on both
sides of the town which, if properly managed, will keep the water clear forever. The
potential for aquiculture, arnd fish farming in general is enormous. Of course, there is
potential for research to accompany that.
This leads nme to the marketing of some of our products and in this respect the proposed
institution could offer a training course in marketing for people who are looking at marketing
products to neighbouring Asian countries, particularly Indonesia. I also envisage an
exchange of students and lecturers from the countries we are targeting for our markets.
Indonesia, our nearest neighbour, has shown a great interest in joint ventures with this State,
particularly in agricultural produce.
It would also be useful ,to have a focus on the study of Asian languages, particularly
Indonesian. The population of Indonesia is 185 million and its middle class, which equates
to our entire population, earns in the vicinity of $50 000 per annum per person. An affluent
market in Indonesia already exists, albeit a small percentage of the total population. The
market potential for this State is enormous. We must attract industry to Western Australia,
particularly to our regional areas lie Esperance, which can service both the local market and
the Asian markets.
We can do several positive things to improve services to country areas. For example, we
must decentralise some Government departments. I am interested to hear the results of a
pilot program in Kailgoorlie which involved the decentralisation of the administration of the
Government Employees Housing Authority. On this occasion, I am prepared to give the
Government credit where credit is due and its initiative was strongly supported by the
Deputy Premier. One Government department in Kalgoorlie found itself short of housing
and GEl-A did not have any spare housing simply because each department looked after its
own housing requirements and they were not prepared to let the central administration in
Perth know when some of the houses were empty. They feared that if they did they would
lose them and they would not have them when they required them. What they did was to pay
rent on empty houses so that the houses showed up on the authority's books as being
occupied. It cost the taxpayers almost $1 million and it is a criminal waste of money. Th1e
situation was that nearly 50 houses were sitting empty in a town where there is a shortage of
housing. As a result of this the responsibility for the administration of all the GEl-A houses
in Kalgoorlie was given to one person at the district education office. That person has now
cut the number of empty houses from 50 to three or four. Under the present system police
personnel may be sharing accommodation with a reacher, Water Authority personnel may be
sharing accommodation with a railway worker and so on. Departments do not have specific
houses allocated to them. Also, one person can be contacted if any problems arise, either
between the people sharing accommodation or with the refrigerator, furniture and so on. In
addition, it was the practice in the past when furnished houses were unoccupied for a while
for GEHA to send the furniture from Kalgoorlie to Perth for storage, and to return it by rail
when a new tenant moved in. Members can imagine how much that cost. The new system
should be duplicated in every regional centre so that only one person is in charge of these
matters which are dealt with on a regional basis. They should not be run by a central
bureaucracy in Perth which is out of touch with local conditions. That applies not only to
GEH-A, but also to other State Government departments.
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One such example is the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation, which was set up
specifically to deal with the financial needs of agriculture and farmers. It has a very large
administration and its central office is situated in St George's Terrace. I have not found a
farmt yet in St George's Terrace, although I have looked very hard for one! This organisauion
is servicing only farms and farmers and yet its central bureaucracy is in Perth and it does not
have a regional office. The number of employees in the head office should be reduced, and
some should be located in the major regional centres so that they are close to the action, and
are reasonably accessible to their clients. I am sure that that would not only cut the
administration costs but would also increase the value of the service to the rural population
by 100 per cent.
A very small area, but one which is important to country people, is the provision of school
bus services. Again, this section is administered in the central office of the Ministry of
Education. In line with my earlier comments about GEHA, there is an excellent opportunity
for the administration to be carried out on a regional basis, with one person in each of the
district education offices designated as the bus service controller in addition to his or her
other work. Any problems that arose with the bus routes and contracts could in almost every
case be settled by a person who knew the local conditions and was familiar with the routes.
A suitable person would be one engaged in travelling around the educational district, such as
the support staff who may at the moment be employed on a part time basis. Those people
could work full time - part time on the bus service and part time on support services. I am
sure it would be more efficient, and would save not only money but also a huge amount of
frustration for the people who use the bus services. It would also eliminate the frustration of
the member of Parliament who keeps hearing complaints about the lack of activity in the
school bus service section of the Ministry of Education.
We also have a lot of scope for cutting costs in Government administration in the public
works area. I was a board member of the Esperance High School hostel when the hostel had
applied for major upgrading of its facilities. As a result of delays in the construction work, it
was fmnalised in a different way, however the estimated cost of this major upgrading had
blown out to $1.2 million when I was a member of that board. Having a very personal
interest in the building industry in general, I obtained a copy of the plans and took some
measurements. It worked out that the area of extra floor space to be built for the extension
was the equivalent of the area of 10 average houses. At the time the amount of money
projected to be spent, $112 million, would have purchased 15 standard double brick and file
homes in Esperance at a cost of $80 000 each. It should be remembered that the price for
building 15 houses includes 15 stoves, toilets, bathrooms and so on, yet this extension would
only be the equivalent in area of 10 houses but would have none of those facilities. There
was virtually no equipment in the extension, which comprised basically bare rooms. Had the
contract been let to a local builder and the contracting been done by someone in the local
community, with the local board of that hostel administering the contract, the extensions
could have been built for $600 000 rather than $1.2 million. As a result the upgrading was
done in bits and pieces and was ntot as extensive as planned in the first place. It has also
taken a long time to finish the work.
We need to address some of these things if we are to save money and to make State Budgets
work. If this economy is to recover we must get profitability into business and create real
jobs in the major areas of mining, fishing, forestry and agriculture where the genuine wealth
producing industries are situated, Sadly, by and large, this Budget does very little for those
industries and aims, either in my electorate of Roe or in the State in general. I wish I could
say that the Budget is a good one that will help us; unfortunately, it is not and we need to
redress those deficiencies.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [10.37 pm]: I support this Budget, which has one clear and
overriding objective; that is, the creation of employment. Unlike the previous speaker, I
chink the main objective of this Budget is clearly jobs, jobs and jobs. While Western
Australia has led the nation in the creation of jobs over the past couple of years, the situation
is still a very depressing one, and one that requires the direct attention of this Government.
For that reason I commend the Treasurer, who has also taken on the portfolio of Employment
to ensure that this problem is addressed in the most serious and thorough way. In an area
such as that which I represent it is certainly a very depressing matter to come across the large
number of unemployed people. Every day of the week people come into &hy electorate office
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with their problems and they are all too often unemployed. I have neighbours who have had
extended periods of unemployment. In the heart of my electorate is the Mirrabooka office of
the Department of Social Security, which many see regularly on television with queues of
people outside the door and along the street. At present about 7 000 people are registered at
that office for Job Search and Newstart allowances, which have replaced the previous
unemployment benefits.
Mr Bloff witch: Are your figures comning down? Mine are going up.
Mr KOBELKE: The number of registrations at this office has dropped recently but only by a
very small amount. The level of unemployment at present is completely unacceptable. It
results in a tremendous amount of suffering and a huge waste of the people in our community
who could contribute to the general welfare and growth of our society. Although the growth
in jobs in Western Australia is leading the rest of Australia, the situation still needs to be
turned around.
I seek leave of the House to incorporate in Hansard a graph which clearly indicates that over
the past two years the percentage growth in employment in Western Australia has been
above that of the national average.
[The material in appendix B was incorporated by leave of the House.]
[See p No 5278.]
Mr KOBELKE: I am sure that members opposite share my concern, but we must have a
series of programs of action which can do something about creating employment. This
Budget certainly sets out to do that. One of the parts of that program is a reduction in
Government imposts on business. In the current year there have been no new taxes or
increases of existing tax rates. Water and sewerage charges have been held to a one per cent
increase. There has been a 10 per cent increase in the payroll tax threshold from 1 June this
year resulting in savings of $1.5 million to 3 400 employers. Thbis relief has been given
which will help to maintain people in their jobs and encourage employers to rake on
additional people.
We have seen a freeze on all land tax valuations during the current year at existing levels,
except where reductions apply. This will result in a saving to business in the present
financial year of about $20 million. We have again this year seen a further lowering of the
real cost of electricity, which is certainly a factor in the creation of jobs in this State.
Mr Bloffwitch: You should talk to one of the chaps in Geraldton. A year ago he got a quote
of $17 000 for some poles. This year it was $25 000. That is the sont of increase you are
talking about!
Mr KOBELKE: For electricity?
Mr Bloffwitch: For electricity, yes.
Mr KOBELKE: I am happy to take that interjection because if one looks at what has
happened with electricity costs in this State one sees that they have decreased under this
Government. I have a copy of the figures tabled by the Minister a week or two ago in this
place. If one looks at the last three years of conservative Government between 1980 and
1982 one sees that the average annual increase in the CPI for Perth was 9.8 per cent. The
average increase in residential electricity tariffs and industry and commercial tariffs during
that time was 15.7 per cent. Therefore, under the last Liberal Government electricity prices
rose on an annual avenage of 60 per cent more than the rate of inflation.
If one leaves out 1983, the first year of a Labor Government, because the Government was
locked into the existing cost structure, and takes the years from 1984 to 1992, nine years of
Labor Government, the average annual inflation rate was 6A4 per cent for Perth but
residential tariffs for electricity showed an annual increase of 4.7 per cent and industrial
commercial tariffs 4.8 per cent. That means the average annual increase for those nine years
was 25 per cent or more below the inflation rate, a real reduction that was consistent through
those nine years. That is in quite stark contrast to the 60 per cent increase under a Liberal
Government. The record is clearly there.
The Government has also moved to assist businesses by giving financial assistance to
strategic industries. This is certainly important as we compete against the other States and
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internationally for business. We must be able to offer incentives or, as has happened
previously, we will see a continuing flight of industry to other areas where ic can gain
assistance. Another arm of this strategy is the Government's ensuring that training and skills
development are undertaken. This approach has received a high priority, and the Budget
provides $129 million for vocational education training and $20.6 million for people with
special needs. We see a need to ensure that skin levels in our work force are not only
meeting changing technology needs but are also ensuring that we keep up with the skills
levels of competing work forces in other States and countries.
The Government is also providing a guarantee iliac all 1992 year 12 school leavers will be
employed or have a place in continuing education or training. We have recently seen a
program on television called "Smart Move' which seeks to encourage young people to take
on further training to ensure that they have an opportunity to gain employment. The
emphasis of "Smart Move" is on people becoming involved in TAFE programs. I have
supported this approach for some rime because I believe there is a lack of appreciation of the
tremendous level of training available hrorn 1AFE. The fact is that these programs will
create jobs which will encourage industry to develop and to continue to create more
employment in this State at a faster rate than across the test of the nation.
The Government has also provided a stimulus to the economy in this Budget by providing a
32 per cent increase in capital works expenditure, an increase of some $367 million. I am
particularly interested in the housing budget. When there is a large increase in housing
construction that has a direct impact on employment. This Budget contains a large home
construction program of the order of a 50 per cent increase on the previous year. This will
result in the construction of 2 810 homes and cover 3 385 home loans, It will also fund the
development of 3 560 building blocks. That expenditure is expected to produce about 9 200
new jobs. Thai housing construction program will create short term jobs and is an
appropriate response to the present high level of unemployment. It will open up the
possibility of stimulation to the economy, as happened in 1983-84, which resulted in the
program rolling on and creating confidence resulting in the development of longer term jobs
in the economy.
Several members interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: The proposal of members opposite is to provide a goods and services tax in
the hope it will create jobs. People have no confidence whatever that a goods and services
tax will do other than further depress small business and cause a net loss of jobs. I agree
with the Opposition that the (1ST will in one small sector create jobs. It is clear that the (1ST
will create several thousand jobs in the Australian Taxation Office. The GST will change the
tax system. At present there are approximately 75 000 wholesale tax collection points.
Under a goods and services tax an estimated 750 000 commercial and retail businesses will
become tax collectors for the Federal Government. That does not include sporting and non-
profit organisations which, when added to that figure, are liely to cause it to rise to
one million tax collection points. I know from talking to people at the local football club and
other clubs in my area that they hold great concernis about the additional costs they will have
to pay or the extra honorary work that will have to be done by their loyal supporters in
handling all the paperwork associated with a (1ST if ir is introduced.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you know how many jobs it will create?
Mr KOBELKE: Please tell me.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You are makcing the speech and you do not know. You presume to tell us
about paperwork but you do not know how many people will be involved.
Mr KOBELICE: I am aware a possibility exists of passing things on so that the goods and
services tax is not compounded at every level. That would result in a paper chase as goods
went from the wholesaler to the retailer and then to the next level of sale. If we are to have a
goods and services tax that is not compounded at every level of change, then that will
involve a massive paper chase. This obviously strikes a raw nerve with members opposite.
When they were in Government they had a clear record of being completely hypocritical on
the issue of creation of employment in the Public Service. My personal stand is that the
Public Service in Australia is perhaps a Uittle undersized, and in specific areas in respect of
the delivery of services that it is necessary to increase the size of the public sector. That is
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obviously contrary to the views of members opposite, because their rhetoric is to regularly
espouse the need for smaller government - chat is, for a smaller public sector - and to reduce
the number of employees on the public payroll. We hear that comment from members
opposite regularly. It is not new. Throughout the time of the Court Government, we
continually heard rhetoric about smaller government. However, char was contrary to what
chat Government actually did. I have taken the trouble of pulling out some Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures for the years 1974 to 1980. It is interesting char from 1980 there
were a number of years when the State Government did not keep figures, or did not pass on
figures to the AilS, perhaps because it was a bit embarrassed when this matter was pointed
out.
The ABS figures indicate chat from 1974 to 1980, the Stare Government labour force
increased by 31 300, yet during chat same period, employment in Western Australia
increased by 98 600. In ocher words, over 30 per cent of the growth in the work force was
due to an increase in the size of t public sector. That was at a time when the public sector
consistently comprised about 15 per cent of the jobs in Western Australia. The Opposition,
were it in Government, would by introducing a goods and services tax do exactly what the
Court Liberal Government did. However, were a Liberal Government to increase die size of
the public sector by its employing thousands of more people in the Taxation Department, it
would drive many businesses to the wall and ensure that the actual work force did not grow
at the rate at which it could.
The housing industry can be an engine for driving this economy and for creating thousands
of jobs, but there is an earnest hope that it will also generate an increase in business
confidence which will be taken up in many ocher areas of the private sector so that there will
be general growth in long term jobs. Members on both sides of the House have mentioned
on numerous occasions the importance of creating confidence, We must do that in a
balanced way, because there are considerable problems in both the State and national
economies, and I am not trying to skirt over those problems. However, we should be clear
about the real positives which exist in Western Australia. We have a future which holds
great hope, and it is one which this Government, under Dr Lawrence as Premier, is certain to
achieve.
I refer now to a few of the figures in the Budget papers which clearly illustrate the reasons
for my confidence in Western Australia. Exports in Western Australia increased by 14.3 per
cent, which was only slightly behind the figure for South Australia and was three times the
national avenage. Building approvals for residential premises in Western Australia increased
by 17.7 per cent, which was behind Queensland but above every ocher State and the national
average. Engineering work increased by 11I per cent, ahead of every other State, while the
national average dropped nearly five per cent. Retail turnover increased by five per cent,
which was over twice the national average for Australia of 2.4 per cent. New vehicle
registrations in Western Australia increased by 7.5 per cent, while nationally there was a fall
of 3.9 per cent. The figure for private investment appears on the surface to be a poor result
because it was a fall of 3.7 per cent, but nationally there was a fall in investment of 18-5 per
cent.
Mr Omodei: You are using the WA Inc computer. The figures sound a bit rubbery to me.
Why is unemployment still 11 per cent and why are 90 000 people in Western Australia out
of work if those figures are correct?
Mr KOBELKE: That interjection is exactly what I was talldng about; namely, the need to
take a level-headed view of the Western Australian economy and to recognise the strengths
while we also do something about the weaknesses and problems. As we hear from the
member for Warren, this Opposition is not about jobs, jobs, jobs. This Opposition is about
knock, knock, knock. If the figures do not measure up to what members opposite want, they
simply dispute them without doing their homework and having a good look at them. The
fact is that while private investment fell by 3.7 per cent in this State, nationally private
investment fell by 18.5 per cent. Western Australia clearly was well ahead of every ocher
State, even though the figure is one with which we would not be happy.
Mr C.J. Barnett: A negative figure of 3.7 per cent is hardly a good record!
Mr KOBELKE: I make an aside for the moment and tell the member a story of a constituent
who came into my office a month or two ago. He had been a resident of Nollarnara for
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30 years and was of English descent. He had gone to visit his family in England and also his
daughter in North America. He told me that his holiday had been quite good, but that people
in Australia do not realise that the situation in Canada, the United States and the United
Kingdom is similar to the situation in Australia, or even worse. The people in chose
countries have real problems with unemployment, they have a high level of bankruptcies,
and all sorts of economic difficulties. However, the one big difference between Australia
and those other English speaking countries is that in Australia we are obviously a lot smarter.
We know something that none of those countries knows; namely, that Paul Keating caused it
all. That is where this Opposition is. As far as the Opposition is concerned, it puts
everything on the Premier of the State or on the Prime Minister of this country, and takes no
account of the international context.
Mr P.J. Smith: That is only because they do not have any policies.
Mr KOBELKE: The Opposition has a clear policy, which has three parts to it: Knock,
knock, knock. If, on the other hand, the Opposition were to look at the strengths of the State,
it would see just how much is offered in WA and there is much promise and hope, which this
Government understands and on which the Premier will build.
The last figure 1 will refer to is the consumer price index, which was 0.08 per cent in Western
Australia, the lowest figure of all the States, compared with a national average of 1.9 per
cent. Those figures provide a clear picture that while the problems of the present are
certainly difficult, we have an Opposition that can only knock, knock, knock and refer to WA
Inc. The reason that the standing of members opposite is falling in the opinion polis is that
they will not address the real issues. This Government is addressing the real issue of trying
to create that confidence in the community which will lead to long term jobs for Western
Australians. The discussions that I have had with local bank managers indicate that there is a
real problem with business confidence because plenty of money is flowing into those
institutions but there is a lack of confidence for people to buy a new home, to expand their
business, to move into a new business or to take on additional staff. This is a real challenge
presently confronting this State.
I turn now to a few of the matters which impinge directly on the electorate of Nollamara.
This Budget provides funding through Homeswest for a new subdivision in Dianella, which
is a continuation of the St Andrews estate- This redevelopment is still awaiting final
approval, but the Budget allows for the first stage of 130 lots. Mr Deputy Speaker, I know
that you will be particularly interested in this development because it is one of the Scope
programs, whereby there will be variable lot sizes, along the lines of the developments which
have already proved successful at Stratton. This land is prime land, with city views, and it
will be an interesting development, with a mix of what would be seen as expensive land
through to a reasonable proportion of Homeswest properties. That is indicative of the moves
being made by Homeswest to ensure that we offer a wide cross-section of housing to the
population rather than try to put all the people of a particular type into one area, with all the
problems that creates. A week ago, on behalf of the Minister for Housing, I was pleased to
open the Homeswest pensioner units in Mirrabooka, a ilometre or so from that site. At that
opening I said how pleased I was to see we were providing aged persons accommodation in a
suburb which for some years has been full of young families with mnany children going to the
local schools. It is a new suburb perched on the sand hills and it is necessary to establish
basic facilities which the more established suburbs have, and to ensure we have footpaths
and playing fields. It is great that we now have in Mirrabooka a greater range of ages with
the number of pensioners moving into those units.
In Nollainara we are witnessing the first, although tentative, steps towards redevelopment.
The older parts of Nollamnara contain a large number of fibro houses which have reached the
stage where it is not worth spending a lot of money on renovation. Now that sewerage has
come to that part of Nollamara the initiative by Homeswesc is to look at redeveloping the
properties, both for family accommodation and seniors units. The Wise Choice program is a
very fine initiative by Homneswest to try to help pensioners who are home owners but who
face the situation if they sell their existing house of not being able to raise the money to
move into a new smaller unit. A small number of Wise Choice houses will be provided in
the area. I know from constituents who have contacted me that there is a large demand by
people who would like to move from their existing house to a smaller unit of which they
would retain ownership.
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A small amount of money is available in the Budget to support tenants in community groups.
The Balga Homeswest tenants committee is an organisation which has existed for a
considerable time. In this House I have previously commended the work of Bernie
McCallum and a number of his supporters for the way in which they have sought to help
people in the Balga Homeswest units. The Government has taken the initiative to support the
extension of tenant supports groups through a wider range of Homeswest accommodation.
Mr Omodei: Do they have mould in their Hametwest houses?
Mr KOBELKE: Yes, in the older units that is a considerable problem.
Mr Omodei: Forty per cent of Homeswest houses in the south west have mould.
Mr KOBELKE: The member for Warren highlights the point I make with these examples.
A change in Government policy has greatly improved the standard of Homeswest
accommodation. While we still have a fairly large stock of older accommodation which does
not come up to the standard of the new houses being built, and which has maintenance
problems such as mould, the fact is the new Homneswest accommodation represents a large
improvement in the quality of housing provided for Homeswest tenants.
I move to another matter which is of concern to many people in the suburb of Noliamara and
part of Dianella. I refer to the extension of the infill sewerage program to the older suburbs.
The Budget provides $18.5 million for infill sewerage projects, of which $4.9 million is
provided by the Commonwealth Government under the Western Australian sewerage and
waste water quality infrastructure program. I was disappointed that none of the $4.9 million
came to Nollamara. The section previously classified as high priority has been completed. I
am disappointed also that the budget is so low that it has not been possible to move to the
next area- It is a fundamental decision regarding the level of Government commitment to
infill sewerage that this program has been between $10 million and $15 million for many
years. However, at that rate, the program does not even make a dent in the areas of Perth
which have yet to be sewered. If more funds were allocated to infill sewerage, the program
would help with the creation of jobs. It may mean a reduction in housing or other
construction programs so we face a dilemma. Do we build fewer houses which would affect
the Homeswesr waiting list or do we extend the sewerage scheme? It is time we gave greater
attention to the sewerage problem and found the funds to increase the budget substantially. It
is disappointing that this Budget allocates only $18.5 million in this area - although it is a
little higher than last year due to Commonwealth Government funding.
I turn now to the Education budget. I am pleased to see the increase of $54 million in the
Education allocation. We are now in the second year of the $75 million school improvement
and maintenance program. It is very pleasing that a grant of $1 500 per school will again be
made available at the start of next year. This program is of considerable value to schools in
my area. It is not that the $1 500 per school is a large amount. We know that on school
improvements or buildings that amount will not go far at all. However, it clearly recognises
the tremendous contribution which P&C associations and other parent bodies make to the
school system. The funds will encourage them to continue with their work and to find
additional funds to add to the $1 500 in order to improve the material quality of our schools.
As a previous speaker mentioned, the First Steps program has been an outstanding success.
It will ensure that literacy and numeracy are key objectives, and that all students are assisted
in progressing steadily through their requirements to gain competence in these areas. I know
of no other program for which teachers have been so supportive. That reflects the real value
of the First Steps program, but it is also a clear recognition of the tremendous
professionalism of teachers in our schools. It is not a program that entails less work. It is a
new approach and requires a considerable degree of additional work by teachers. They have
accepted the situation wholeheartedly recognising the benefits for students. I received
nothing but praise from schools when I asked how they were coping with the First Steps
program. The Budget contains a commitment for a further $6 million over three years to
extend the program to all schools. Through this Budget, the full time preprimary program
for five year olds; will offer places at Balga, Westminster, North Balga Junior Primary,
Dianella Heights, Mirrabooka and Warriapendi Primary Schools. I amn aware from feedback
that parents are very happy that they will have a choice about full time schooling for five
year olds.
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Through general maintenance, last year's Budget allowed roof replacements for part of
Westminster Primary and Balga Junior Primary Schools. One school had a metal roof and
the other asbestos which needed replacement due to problems with leaking water over the
years. It is pleasing that money is now available and that the problem of water leakage can
be fixed. Concern has been expressed recently in this House about asbestos. I am concerned
that some people raise false fears about asbestos roofs in schools.
Mr Bloffwitch: Don't you think it is dangerous?
Mr KOBELKE: The member for Geraldton should take the time to read up on this matter
and check that he knows something about it before he spouts information which could be
very disadvantageous to the people in his area.
One of the schools that I have mentioned had a tin roof. A year ago, some children at the
school would not attend classes because they were told that there was asbestos at the school,
even though the school does not have an asbestos roof. The children lived with their mother
and grandparents in the area, and the grandfather died of an asbestos disease. They had
witnessed at first hand the trauma that their grandfather and family went through until his
death from that disease. The very mention of the word asbestos caused trauma to the extent
that they could not attend school. It became necessary to find a school out of the district
which was built recently without asbestos in order to allay their fears. Members opposite
may think they can score political points by creating false fears about asbestos, but I counsel
them to ensure that their comments are in the best interests of the community. They should
look closely into these matters. The clear result of the committee set up to review this issue
for the State Government was that asbestos needed to be treated with great care, but the risk
asbestos cement represented was regarded on a similar level to that of passive smoking.
Mr P.1. Smith: In fact, passive smoking is much worse than asbestos roofs.
Mr KOBELKE: Indeed. In Nollamara, Dianella and Balga an aged population is clearly
evident. I often visit two autumn centres, I am pleased to say, at which many fine people,
who served our society so very well for many years, enjoy meeting with friends and joining
in a variety of activities. Also, this brings me in touch with problems in the health system,
such as the waiting lists for common procedures for elderly people, such as hip replacements.
Unfortunately, I have insufficient time to go further into that point now. I very much
appreciate the efforts of the State Minister for Health in ensuring that health problems are
addressed and that results are produced. The Minister will soon have to renegotiate the
Medicare agreement, and he wil be the only health Mnister in Australia who was involved
in the last negotiation. I hope it is he who attends the negotiations even if they continue into
1993 so as to ensure that Western Australia secures a good deal and a say in proposals to
improve the health system.
Mr Omodei: If he did so well, why do we have the waiting lists?
Mr KOBELKE: Again, members opposite knock, knock and knock. When they put forward
proposals to solve these problems -
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KOBELKE: Also, on the subject of health, I am pleased that a mammography unit will
soon be installed at the Mirrabooka shopping centre. This is further evidence of the
Government's emphasis on preventive health programs. Cancer is curable if it is detected
early enough, and this is a positive approach to ensure that women's health is further
safeguarded.
Mr Bloffwitch: Do you think we could borrow it for Geraldton?
My KOBELKE: I am pleased this unit will be in the electorate of Nollarnara, and I am sure
the people of the northern suburbs will be able to make good use of it.
With a large number of seniors in my electorate, it is pleasing that this Budget contains
concessions for spectacles and rebates for electricity, water and driver's licences.
Concession rebates are listed in the discount directory which has been forwarded to many
seniors -1I know that they are appreciative of what the Government has been able to do in this
area-
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A new initiative is the medical emergency alarm which will be available to seniors who are
frail or at risk from falling or other medical emergencies. I look forward to the introduction
of those alarms throughout my electorate in the near future. Groups of seniors are involved
in a program with the Morley Senior High School. This has been going on for a couple of
years. The students have developed a structured program to meet elderly people in
retirement villages - not just those close to the school, but in the general community - to
build up closer relationships. The seniors are invited back to the high school, which puts on
afternoon tea and a concert for them. This was a particularly worthwhile project. This year
it was found that it was difficult to obtain the funding through the available grants. However,
the increase in the grants in this Budget will, I hope, mean that the program will continue in
future years.
In my electorate, as in others, concerns are held about the level of crime. I am very proud
that this Government has brought the police to population ratio from one of the worst in
Australia to equal best; we have one policeman for every 383 people. That is certainly a
worthwhile achievement. Another small matter within the Budget of considerable
significance to the local community is the establishment of a community policing resource
centre in the region. This will provide support for Neighbourhood Watch and other
community policing programs. Some people in the electorate are extremely active in
community policing and do a great deal to reduce local crime. The people involved in the
Neighbourhood Watch scheme do a tremendous job - I have great admiration for them.
I shall also briefly mention some other community groups which do tremendous work. The
Noranda Family Centre has been up and running for over a year. Although the Government
provided the building and the salaries of staff for the four year old program, much of the
functioning of the centre would not happen without a small group of people operating on a
voluntary basis. The committee chairperson is Joan Gagliardi, and through the tireless work
of Lois Pellegrini, Sandy Ogden and Doug McLennan it has ensured that the centre is a
success. The Mirrabooka Family Centre and Child Health Centre has a committee which,
although interim, does tremendous work. The chairman is Tom Dixon and other members
whose work I am aware of are Raewyn King, Jackie Barnes and Gillian McDougall. They
have given terrific service in getting the committee up and running, and we can see already
the building taking shape. I also mention the Mirrabooka community advisory committee,
under the excellent leadership of Barbara Price and previously George Larkrnan. Through
their efforts, these people ensure that the community will have a vibrant future and will have
the facilities to meet the needs of the people. Such a new area does not have sporting bodies
in existence. The first club in the area was the Mirrabooka Junior Cricket Club, now in its
third season. It has had great success, and much of this can be attributed to its leadership in
Andy and Yvonne McCarthy, and Ian Starling. Mirrabooka, started with people being placed
in houses on sandy hills with sand blowing through their homes. We now have parks and
gardens, a central shopping centre, community centres under construction and many
community organisations. This is a fine suburb and it will continue to produce an
environment which will raise young men and women who will lead the community into the
future.
I commend the Budget to the House and congratulate the Treasurer for its initiatives. It
represents for Western Australia jobs, jobs and more jobs.
MR McNEE (Moore)[ [11.09 pm]: Mr Speaker -

Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: This is what happens when the Government keeps us here after 11.00 pm!
Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: I am not worried. I would not commend this Budget to anyone. The only
place to which I would commend this Budget and this Government is to the rubbish tip!
Government members have the temerity to talk about jobs, yet they spent a decade
destroying jobs. They are like mother hen and her chickens; time after time they jump up to
talk about the goods and services tax. I heard the member for Pilbara uttering a few words
on this subject, but I bet he will not win the debate when people learn the truth about the
OST - neither will his mate from Ashburton. They cannot even get a decent drink of water in
Ashburton. They do not even think about GST up there, because my sheep drink better water
than that in Ashburton!
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Members opposite have the check to talk about the goods and services tax; they know
nothing about it. Let us quickly look at what the GST will do - this dreadful tax! Itris a non-
cascading tax. It is not like the taxes of stealth of the Keating Labor Government. The
Liberal Party wants to get rid of Keating's stealth taxes, The Liberal Party will get rid of the
$35 billion of stealth taxes and will put 30 per cent more money into the pockets of members
opposite. Goodness knows, they need it because over the last decade they have shown their
ineptness in handling money. I am glad I am not their bank manager.
Mr Wiese: They will not be there to spend it as Government members.
Mr McNEE: They will get something. The Liberal Party will give them more money to
spend. Let us look at how the GST works, because members opposite do not know. If they
sat and listened -

Mr Leahy interjected.
Mr McNEE: The member for Northern Rivers - or is it Th~ree Rivers, Twin Rivers or Dry
Rivers? - needs a few friends. Let us look at how the OST works - the non-cascading tax, the
decent tax, the visible tax. It is not like the taxes of the stealthy people opposite who deal
around the back alleys with their mates. It is a decent, straight out, up front cax. It is a tax
that has a bit of guts about it - not like members opposite.
Mr Pearce: It is a real man's tax.
Mr Graham: It is the large economy size.
Mr McNEE: If members opposite want to understand the GST they should stop giving false
information about it, because they will get caught.
The member for Marangaroo is on his knees already. The Opposition will have the rest of
them on their knees soon too.
It is important that members opposite understand the GST. Let us assume that a
manufacturer of a piece of steel sold his piece of steel to somebody for $10. The GST
applicable on that would be $1.50.
Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: Members should listen as this is serious. The member for Marangaroo was on
his knees a while ago.
Mr Minson: The rest of Australia is on its knees too.
Mr McNEE: If the member for Marangaroo represented the rest of Australia, we would all
be on our knees. We will be if this Government stays in office. Members opposite are real
characters, are they not?
Mr Pearce: Talk about the pot calling the kettle black.
Mr McNEE: Members opposite should let me continue and explain how the OST will work.
If I had a whiteboard I could show members opposite, but I will do the best I can.
Mr Cunningham: This man could be a Minister.
Mr Graham: Tell us about this piece of steel.
Mr McNEE: If the member for Marangawoo would stop crawling around on the floor and
listen, I would give hint a lesson on the GST because he too will need a few bucks. HeI will
need to know about this.
Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: Let us be serious.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McNEE: if members opposite can be serious I will cell them about a GST. Let us say a
person goes into a store to buy a $ 10 piece of steel.
Mr Pearce: It is a $10 bag of steel; we already heard that.
Mr McNEE: I can tell the Minister for the Environment that he would not buy a national
park at that price. The steel cost $10 and $1.50 would be the GST that is applicable, so he
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would send chat off to the Taxation Office. The next fellow who buys the steel turns it into
something and sells it for $20. The GST on that is $3. so he keeps $1.50 because the original
fellow has paid that, and he sends $1.50 to the Taxation Office. He then retails his product
for $30, and the GST on that is $4.50, $1.50 of which he sends to the Taxation Department
and the remaining $3 he keeps because the OST is a non-cascading tax. It is the most visible
tax we could have. That is what it is all about. Members opposite are terrified because it
takes away the stealth. Which Government took the fuel tax away from the Parliament?
Mr Pearce: It was the Fraser Government.
Mr McNEE: The Premier likes to talk about the GST, but I do not think she knows what the
hell the GST is. What has the OST got to do with water rates? Ianm tired of the Premier's
use of the phrase "in real terms". I can tell members "in real ternms" that taxes have gone up.
I can tell the Minister for the Environment that it was not the Fraser Government, it was the
Hawke Government which took the fuel taxing from Parliament. It was nor a Liberal
Government, because it would have had to go to the Parliament and there would have been a
fight over it. When the Hawke Government was elected it introduced stealth taxes and it
changed the rules. Members opposite talk about jobs. They even criticise John Hewson for
saying that kids' wages are too high. That is a fact, they are. too high. I met a lady who said
to me -

Mr Cunningham: This is crazy-
Mr McNEE: Does the member for Marangaroo want another crawl around the floor? I will
come our to his electorate one night and we will have a talk about the OST.
Mr Graham: Will you please come to mine? I will organise a meeting.
Mr McI{EE: Yes. These same people claim they understand the GST but they have misled
the people at every opportunity. Over the last decade they have been doing that on
everything they can lay their tongues on and they are still at it with Alkirnos. They stand in
this place and say, "We didn't."
Mr Cunningham: There is a phone call on my shoe for you Maxwell!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McNEE: The Premier likes -

Point of Order

Mr MINSON: Mr Speaker. I have a point of order.
Mr Shave: Does someone else want him on the phone?
Mr Graham: Thte point of order is that it is a wrong number.
Mr MINSON: As much as any ocher member I like a little bit of humour, but I think the
member for Marangawoo has gone too far. His action was unparliamentary and I ask that he
be called to account.
Mr Pearce: Do you want him to withdraw his shoe?
Mr Cunningham: It is an awful debate.
Mr MINSON: The member for Marangaroo is the sont of member who brings this place into
disrepute.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is not appropriate in this place to interfere with the person who
has been given the call, If there is a phone call, let it wait

Debate Resumed
Mr McNEE: People in Government have said that John Hewson is wrong when he says that
wages for youths are too high. I know a lad who is a first year apprentice carpenter whose
wage is $268 a week. At a glance, that does not seem too bad. I do not remember all the
items the lady mentioned but the firm must pay - members opposite would do well to listen; I
would like to see whether any of them have employed anybody -

Several members interjected.
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Mr McNBE: I can see one, out of a bunch. In addition to his wage of $268 a week he
receives a travel allowance of $16 or $17 a week to travel from job to job as well as a tool
allowance. It gets worse. His employer must pay into a redundancy package; he must pay a
training levy, $200 per semester to TAPE and $35 a year which he thought was a one-off
payment. The employee must have a hard hat, a soft hat, wet weather gear and sun cream,
and on top of all that if it rains he goes home. If he wore all that gear at once he would look
like a man from Mars!
Mr Bloff witch interjected.
Mr McNEE: That is right; I have just employed a few of them. Despite all those costs for
one apprentice the Government has the cheek to say that apprentices are no: too expensive to
employ. The Government also has the cheek to say the Fightback package is a bad package.
My next point should interest Government members with electorates in the north where they
depend on motor transport. I should remind members that this Government, after it has
knocked off the railways -

Several members interjected
Mr McNEE: It will do that; members should not worry about that.
Mr Cunningham interjected.
Mr McNEE: Who is making this speech: the member for Marangaroo or I? After the
Government has knocked off the railways it will impose huge licences on the trucks.
However, this Government will not stay in power long enough to do that. I have a genuine
letter from a man in the transport business. It is a year old, so the figures are not necessarily
current.
Mr Pearce: Australia is not what it used to be.
Mr McNEE: AUl the costs have increased since then; none has decreased.
Mr Cunningham interjected.
Mr McNEE: I could take on a paddock full of Government members and they would not
make a feed. The member for Marangaroo should not worry about his mates getting into the
act. As soon as they line up, I will knock them off. I can stay until whatever time is
allocated and I will match them. I know they do not have the capacity to challenge me and I
know quite well that they do not know what they are talking about. The letter I have from
the truck business should interest members in the north, particularly the Minister for
Agriculture-
Mr Taylor: You should dedicate this speech to Dexter Davies.
Mr McNEE: It should interest the member for Pilbara and the member for Northern Rivers.
Mr Cunningham: What about Marangaroo?
Mr McNEE: The member for Marangaroo might be able to tell me how much payroll tax he
pays on his carton of milk. Government members would not understand how much payroll
tax they would pay.
Mr Cunningham: God bless you.
Mr McNEE: God bless the member, too. It is more important that the member for
Marangaroo's constituents understand how they axe misled. flat is what this Government is
best at. The owner of the trucking company advised that his truck travelled 250 000
kilometrs a year and averaged 1.5 kilometres a litre of fuel.
Mr Cunningham interjected.
Mr McNEE: If the member for Marangaroo would keep quiet he might learn something. He
can crawl around the floor on his knees if he wants to and he can stay ignorant if he wants to
keep singing out. The truck's fuel consumption was about 166 666 litres a year and it cost
$107 616. Federal and State tax charges were 34.720 a litre. The Federal Government tax
on 166 666 litres at 27.2g a litre - it may be more than that now - totals $45 450.
Mr Bloffwitch interjected.
Mr McNEE: There is more. The State Government tax on 166 666 litres of fuel at 7.450 a
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litre was $12 416. The amount of $57 866 was spent on fuel alone. Yet the clowns on the
other side of the House try to tell me chat the GST is bad. It is the best thing that will ever
happen. A Federal Liberal Government will cake back the control of Australia from the Bill
Keltys, the Halfpennys and the rest and give it to the people who can produce something and
who deserve to have control. The Keltys and the Halfpennys can go jump, and so can
members opposite if they wish.
Earlier, a member who has now left referred to 20 per cent sales tax on a roll of toilet paper.

Without referring to all the other taxes the truck owner paid, I will tell members about some
of his other expenses. The annual expenditure on tyres - no doubt they would need to be
replaced frequently because of the rough roads in the north - was $150 000; sales tax at 20
per cent amounted to $30 000. That is more than members opposite are capable of earning in
the real world. Who would employ them for $30 000? I would not; they would not be a
bargain at any price.
Mr Taylor: Did you say $150 000 a year for tyres?
Mr MeNEE: He owns seven trucks.
Mr Pearce: You didn't say that; you are cheating and adjusting the figures as you are going.
Mr McNEE: I am not. The Leader of the House can multiply the amount of fuel used by
seven and he will calculate the expenditure. The amount of $57 857 by seven will provide
the total amount of expenditure for fuel tax. Sales tax on his tyres amounts to $30 000. For
oil and filters he paid $19 400 and 20 per cent tax equal to $3 880. Members should bear in
mind that under the dreaded OST he will have to pay 15 per cent fully refundable and the
basket of groceries which "Her Majesty" brought in here, would not incur 15 per cent;
members should make no mistake about chat. The spare parts for these trucks cost $95 000
and 20 per cent sales tax totals $19 000. That is not all. The member for Pilbara might think
it is funny. I wonder what it does to the cost of his carton of milk.
That is not the end of it with these people. We have not yet seen the Government's heavy
vehicle charge and we have not seen the secret deal that the Premier signed to knock off the
railways. We know chat will happen, but the rest of it we do not know about. These trucks
cost $220 000 each. At the rate this Government plays with money, I suppose $220 000
would not go very far. They have received bigger donations than that; brown paper bags and
satchels full of it. The tax on a $220 000 truck at 20 per cent totals $44 000. He will not pay
it.

Mr Pearce: How much will he pay under the GST?
Mr McNEE: He will not pay anything: it is rebatable. What will happen is that people in the
member for Pilbara's electorate will get cheaper milk and cheaper eggs. All sorts of things
will be cheaper. If members opposite want to talk about a GST, they can go right ahead.
However, they should make sure they have their facts right. Under the OST, there is a saving
on those taxes. There is no doubt that it is the greatest stimulus for employment chat has ever
happened. People should be standing in this Parliament and in other Parliaments throughout
Australia supporting the Fightbaek package and supporting jobs, jobs, jobs. We are the ones
who can give people jobs. Members opposite will continue to crucify them.
Would members opposite be surprised to know that, at Kwinana, the Wheat Board would
like to load wheat for 24 hours each day? However, we cannot load our grain on a
continuous basis because of the stupid rules that exist. It would cost us so much money chat
it is cheaper to pay the ship owner's demurrage on the ship than it would be to pay Western
Australian workers to load the wheat. How many Western Australians are in the dole
queues?
Mr Shave: At the last count, 98 600.
Mr McNEE: Yes, and it is going up by the day. What a record! Did one of them not say
that they would stand on their record? What a record it is to stand on! They talk about jobs,
but they cannot arrange exports. They have the cheek to tal about what happens in New
Zealand.
Mr Bloffwitch: They are now talking about Canada.
Mr McNEE: That is right. They have found out chat New Zealand has had an $80 million
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trade surplus this year. Meanwhile we are going into debt further by a total of $1 billion a
month and Keating has the hide to talk about nice figures. Maybe he is talking about Bridget
Bardot. What a deceitful Prime Minister we have got. He adds ta our debt at that rate and
ridicules a country that has faced the issues that we should be facing. Fifty-five per cent of
meat that leaves New Zealand leaves in packaged form. Why? Because that country is
much more efficient at doing it than are we. New Zealand abattoirs work for 21 hours a day.
Our abattoirs work for five hours a day.
Mr Minson: They are closing down.
Mr MeNBE: That is a good paint raised by the member for Greenough. These people talk
about jobs! What nonsense. What a bunch of hypocrites they are. They would not know
how to give people jobs. I sheared my sheep on a Sunday. Not two months ago, under this
Keating Government -

Mr Taylor: I'll bet the sheep didn't know it was Sunday.
Mr McNEE: The Deputy Premier should not mind. Shearers in the Eastern States were
fined for shearing on a Sunday.
Mr Minson: They put a union bloke up in an aeroplane to look for freshly shorn sheep in
sheep yards. The union bloke was working an a Sunday.
Mr McNEE: That is right. They like doing their surveillance from the air. Can members not
remember the Gordon on Franklin?
Mr Taylor: The Gordon on Franlin?
Mr McNEE: The Tasmanian river. Members opposite may remember that it was a good
idea at the time. It was then that we saw Australians beating up other Australians and it was
all over the rights of people to work.
Mr Bloffwitch: Closed shops.
Mr McNBE: When one talks about closed shops, I am not sure whether one is talking about
the ones with the doors locked or the union's closed shops.
Mr Bloffwicch: Ix is all the same. That is the end result.
Mr McNEE: Of course it is. The Labor Party operates under crazy rules. As I said to my
shearers on that Sunday, "If the little man from the union turns up, we will stuff his shint full
of maggoty wool" because the sheep ran into a bit of trouble this year with that sort of thing
and a bit of body strike. I said, "We will stuff his shirt full of that and pack him off." I wish
he had turned up.
Mr Taylor: In a wool pack or what?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McNEE: The wool pack would have been a good place for him. These are the sorts of
crazy rules that we operate under in this country if one dares to go to work. The Minister
stood up in this House today and referred to multiskilling as if she knew what it meant.
Mr Cunningham interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Marangaroo might like a cup of coffee and the
member for Moore might like to continue his remarks.
Mr McNEE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. As I was saying, the Minister referred to multiskilling
as if she knew what it meant. The other day I was at the football and a fellow told me how
he worked for a well known company in this town. He told me he had three tickets, one of
which was a crane driver's ticket, but he lived in fear of losing his job. This illustrates
exactly how stupid the system is: This man told me that if on arrival at work his boss tells
him to drive the crane and the work required to be done by the crane takes only 15 minutes
he is unable to do any other work, for example, digging holes. In other words, for that day he
is a crane driver only.
This is absolutely crazy and members opposite talk about multiskilling! They tell the kids
that they will get a job somewhere; the only place they end up is on the dole queues. Dr
Hewson said that we have the best trained dole queues in the world. This Government is
continually talking about education and training, but for what purpose? The best way to

5273



5274 ASSEMBLY]

rnultiskill someone is to give him a job, and that is what the Government is absolutely
hopeless at.
Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: One of the problems is that the members of this Government have spent their
time crucifying people. I remind the House that the ex-Prime Minister, now TV presenter -
he was a shocking Prime Minister and is just as bad as a TV presenter - was the President of
the ACTU when this country had more industrial strikes that it has ever had. Members may
recall that at the time the ACTU became involved in private enterprise and I recall the
company known as Bourke's stores. No wonder it went broke! I understand Paul Keating
has bought a piggery and I bet his mates never let him manage it! The Leader of the House
said he was tired and he has gone to sleep.
Mr Pearce: I am fascinated by this educational experience.
Mr McNEE: If he wants to play by the micas, we will do exactly that.
As I said, the deals the ACTU was involved in went broke and then Bob Hawke said that he
was the guy to run the country. A few people in the media promoted him and he did become
Prime Minister. In the period he was Prime Minister the national debt increased from
$27 billion to $180 billion. Do members realise that Western Australians are paying
$20 million a week in interest payments? Can members believe that?
Several members irnterjected.
Mr McNEE: My electorate has been fortunate in having $1 million allocated over several
years for a renovation program at a local school. This year $200 000 of that amount has been
allocated in the Budget. Twenty million dollars would build 20 schools per week.
Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: Government members have spent their careers muining people who provide jobs
and they have turned the word "profit" into a dirty word. Unless we have bosses who make a
profit, there will be no jobs; unless we have a strong economy, there will be no jobs; and if
the Government wants to hide jobs behind tariffs, theme will be no jobs. If members want to
think about tariffs they should ask themselves why a Ford Capri sells for $20 000 in America
and $30 000 in Australia. They should ask NU Nassir! If anyone wants to support a tariff
system simply to keep people in Victoria and New South Wales in jobs, they are nuts. What
has happened in this State? Industries have closed down and there are no jobs. Members
opposite should face up to the unemployment issue, but they do not have the guts to do that.
Mrs Beggs: Surely your speech is not coming to an end. This is the best laugh I have had all
day.
Mr McNEE: The people on the dole queues ame not laughing and if the inister thinks that
the dole queues have stopped growing, she should think again. Only recently farmers have
been talking about losing millions of dollars in lost crops so the members opposite should not
think that the economy has turned the corner. As soon as the people of Western Australia get
the opportunity, they will throw out this Government. It is exactly what it deserves because
it has deceived the people of Western Australia in every way; it is an absolute disgrace.
Members opposite have lined up one Premier after another and each one has proved to be as
bad as the last.
Mr Minson: This one is worse because she is still here.
Mr McNEE: Not for much longer. The only mason she is here is because she is not game to
call an election because she knows that will be the end of this Government. Who remembers
the Labor Party's slogan at the last election? It was, "We will give you a future you can
believe in." What an absolute deception that turned out to be! I bet the Government does not
pull that trick at the next election.
Members opposite have referred to the metropolitan sewerage scheme. On current figures
this State has an $800 million deficit which could go as high as $1 billion for its sewerage
scheme. An article recently published in the Ascot Times was headed "Sewage swamps
Shime".
Several members interjected.
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Mr McNEE: I do not chink the Ascot Times is a Liberal Party publication. However, it is
interesting that at the bottom right hand corner of the article there is a photograph of the
current member for Belmont.
The article states -

South Guildford residents may have to wait another three years before their houses
are connected to a reticulated sewerage system.

The local resident is wearing gumnboots, her kid is in the boat and the dog is swimming
alongside. The article continues -

The latest deferral came about after the Water Authority decided it needed to test the
economics of a new vacuum pump system against the old gravity system.

What a joke! The Minister is putting $1.5 million into a pipeline feasibility study to bring
water from the north. If it did not rain for another 1 000 years we would still have enough
water to last at the rate at which we are drawing water from the aquifer. However, the people
in Wyndham do not have any water. I heard them on the radio yesterday complaining about
it. The people of the Kimberley should ring their local member and say they want the
$1.5 million proposed to be spent on this ridiculous plan used to provide them with water.
The Minister has a dream, and although I am always pleased to see a positive thinker with a
dream, he must have his feet on the ground. He will achieve nothing by walking around with
his head in the clouds.
If I were an elector in the Kinmberley, I would ring my local member and ask for the
$1.5 million to be spent on providing decent drinkting water. I am told that their drinking
water is worse than the drinking water in the Ashburton electorate. I do not know because I
have not tasted it, but I have tasted the drinking water in the Ashburton electorate and it is
terrible. I am sure that the member for Roe would not feed it to his sheep.
The article in the newspaper to which I referred earlier also states -

Residents in the South Guildiford (1A) district have been petitioning the Water
Authority for years without any progress.

It then alies to blame that on something else as follows -
The problem stems from the overpopulation of the area in the last twenty years.
Mr Colini Kings bought the land on Ridman Street in 1960 and admits now he bought
in ignorance.
"The ground can only take a certain amount of water and when it exceeds that
amount, we're up to our knees in it," he said.

Another matter came to my attention recently when I wanted to send a fax to the police
station at Moora, which is in my electorate. It was not an important matter; I met a
policeman's wife who wanted a telephone number which I said I would fax to her. However,
when I sought the number I was advised the police station did not have a facsimile machine.
That police station is undermanned.
Mr Catania: And underf axed!
Mr McNEE: I wrote to the Minister for Police a couple of days ago and finally received a
four paragraph letter from him in reply. It is full of the scuff one can find at the Royal Show
after the bulls have been around. It gives all the guff about modemn communications, and I
think one of his minders must have written it. It is four paragraphs of bullshit. I was told in
the letter that the Moora police have access to a fax machine installed at the Moora office of
the Water Authority.
The Water Authority office is at the other end of the bleeding block, and every time the
police want to send a fax they must go to that office - that is supposing there is anyone at the
station to do that. Only one policeman is allocated to that station. That is an example of how
this Government runs its show. It would be funny if this State was not paying $20 million a
week in interest. That is why the Government cannot supply a fax machine to a police
station in 1992. 1 could not believe my ears when I heard that those police did not have a fax
machine. I condemn the Budget.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Shave.
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BILLS (3) - RETURNED
1. Parliamentary and Electorate Staff (Employment) Bill 1991
2. Governor's Establishment Bill 1991
3. Acts Amendment (Parliamentary, Electoatre and Gubernatorial Staff) Bill

Bills returned from the Council without amendment.
ACTS AMENDMENT (EVIDENCE OF CHILDREN AND OTHERS) BILL

Assent
Message from the Lieutenant Governor and Deputy of the Governor received and read
notifying assent to the Bill.

House adjourned at 12.07 am (Thursday)
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APPENDIXK A

TABLE 1

CAPITAL WORKS EXPENDITURE 1989-93

ESTIMATE (vote)

1. 60 6b

1 .388b

1. 355b

1.512b

ACTUAL

1.443b

1. 195b

1.146b

VARIANCE

-163m (-10.1%)

-193m (-13.9%)

-210m (-15.4%)

COMMUNITY SERVICES BUDGETS 1988-93

ESTIMATE (vote)

101.4m

103.8Sm

111 .Om

109.8m
118. 5m

C.-P.'-.

7.3%

8.0%2

5.3%

1.9%

CPI ADJUSTHENT

REAL TERMS VOTE

101 .4mn

:.08.8m

117 .5m

123.7m

126.1im
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YEAR

89/90

90/91

91192

92/93

TABLE 2

YEAR

88/89

89/90

90/91

91/92

92/93

VARIANCE

5.Om

6.5m

13. 9m



ANNUAL EMPLOYMENT GROWTH
(1985 - 1992)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - DAY LABOUR FORCE
Employment Statistics, 1991 -92 - Apprentices Statistics

1045. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Construction:
(1) Would the Minister list for me the number of both full time and part time

people employed in the Building Management Authority day labour force as
at -

(a) 30 June 1991
(b) 30 June 1992?

(2) Would the Minister also list the number of apprentices who were involved in
the day labour force on each of the above dates?

Mr McGINTY replied:
(1) (a) 30OJune 1991

Full Time 667 permanent employees and apprentices only
Part Time I

(b) 30 June 1992
Full Time 620 permanent employees and apprentices only
Part Time Nil

(2) Number of apprentices employed at -
30OJune 1991 129
30OJune 1992 141

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1864, (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1135. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for the Environment:

In relation to the answer to question on notice 1864 of 1991 as the 199 1-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports only contain totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?

Mr PEARCE replied:
See Premier's response to question 113 3.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1867, (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1138. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Fuel and Energy; Microeconomic Reform;

Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:
In relation to the answer to question on notice 1867 of 1991 as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports only contain totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?

Or GALLOP replied:
See Premier's response to question 1133.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS ANT) AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1872, (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1143. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Lands;, Planning; Justice; Local Government; South-

West:
In relation to the answer to question on notice 1872 of 1991 as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports only contain totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?

MrIX.L. SMITH replied:
See Premier's response to question 11 33.

HOSPITALS - MANDURAB
Acute Care Patients Accomimodation; Accident and Emergency Sectdon Alterations;

Ambulance Transfer Cost
1165. N& NICHOLLS to the Minister for Health:

(1) At present, how many acute care patients can the Mandurab Hospital
accommodate?

(2) What alterations to the accident and emergency section a: the Mandurah
Hospital are intended to be made?

(3) How many patients have been redirected from the Mandurah Hospital to other
hospitals -

(a) by ambulance;
(b) by other means?

(4) Which hospitals were patients referred to in (3) directed to?
(5) What cost was incurred by the Mandurah Hospital for ambulance transfer?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Mandurab Hospital can accommodate 21 acute care patients.
(2) The building alteration program will include improved facilities for viewing

of patients waiting for treatment, a dedicated triage area and additional
treatment cubicle(s).

(3) The number of patients redirected from Mandurah Hospital to other hospitals
during the 1991-92 financial year were -

(a) 514 by ambulance
(b) 238 by other means

(4) The patients were directed to Murray District Hospital, Fremantle, KEMH,
RPH, QEII, Rockinghanm, Narrogin, Harvey, Armadale and Kaleeya hospitals.
They were directed for the following reasons -

(i) To tertiary services which were only available in the Perth teaching
hospitals;

(ii) to hospitals located in areas where the patients normally reside
(iii) to hospitals where the patients' usual doctors practised, and
(iv) to specialist services only available in Perth.

(5) The cost for the 1991-92 financial year for ambulance transfers by Mandurah
Hospital was $217 836.

UNI'VERSITIES - LAND ENDOWMENT PROPOSAL
Government Advice

1198. Mr COWAN to the~finister for State Development:
With reference to the undertaking given by the Deputy Premier to provide
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somte form of endowment for the three State universities chat are currently
denied access to the university endowment -

(a) is the Government still committed to honouring that undertaing;
(b) if yes, when will it be honoured;
(c) what will be the form and value of that endowment;
(d) what dialogue has there been between the Government and the three

unendowed universities since the Deputy Premier's public
announcement?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(a) Yes. The Government has recently announced that all five universities will

share an endowment at Neerabup.
(b) Legislation will be introduced next session.
(c) The land at Neerabup following rezoning is valued at approximately

$24 million, but following development the profits from saes may be as high
as $50 million. The five universities will share in equal portions, profits from
the development. The University of Notre Dame will forgo any claim on the
land at Alkirnos in exchange for this new endowment. Ten per cent of all lots
produced in the development will be set aside for Homeswest.

(di) All the universities were advised of this proposal prior to the announcement.
BUDGET - SOCIAL JUSTICE

Social Advantage $3 million, Grants to Commnunity Organisations
12 15. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:

(1) Who will administer the "$3 million for Social Advantage grants of up to
$5 000 to community organisations for early intervention initiatives, family
support and volunteer projects in response to local needs", as listed in the
1993 Social Justice and the Budget statement?

(2) What conditions apply to those applying for the grants?
(3) How much was allocated for this program during the year ended 30 June

1992?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) The grants will be administered by Office of the Family which is to be merged

with the Department for Community Services to form the new Department for
Community Development.

(2) Applicants must -
be non-profit community organisations or local government,
show that the project will be completed within nine months of receipt
of the grant;
show that they have the capacity to administer the funds and provide
financial and evaluation reports relating to the grant;
provide a detailed budget for their project.

Applicants can only apply for one grant per year.
(3) None.

BUDGET - SOCIAL JUSTICE
Post School Options initiative $56S 000 Grants for Disabled

1216. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:
(1) Who will administer the $565 000 program to assist people with disabilities in

the post school options initiative as detiled in the 1993 Social Justice and the
Budget statement?

(2) What are the terms and conditions applying to these grants?
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(3) What funds were allocated to this project during the year ended 30 June 1992?
Dr LAWRENCE. replied:

(1) The program will be administered by the Authority for Intellectually
Handicapped Persons.

(2) Grants administered by the authority are covered by performance
agreements negotiated by the authority and the funded agency. These
specify outcome and financial reporting requirements.

(3) $380 000 was allocated for post school options in the year ended
30 lune 1992.

BUDGET - CITY CHALLENGE CONFERENCE
$)SO 000 Allocation Breakdown

1224. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:
(1) What is the break up of the $150 000 allocated in the 1992-93 Budget for the

City Challenge conference?
(2) (a) Who has been appointed to co-ordinate the conference;

(b) how much are they being paid?
(3) What is the purpose of the conference?
(4) (a) Will any Government Ministers be involved in addressing the

conference;
(b) if so which Ministers?

(5) (a) Will Opposition members be invited to address the conference;
(b) if so, which members?

(6) If no Opposition member is to be invited to participate, why riot?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) While a final break up is not yet available I understand that the conference has

come in well under budget.
(2) (a) University of Western Australia extension conference management

(b) Their basic fee was $20 800
(3) To improve the quality of life of Western Australians in urban and regional

areas with particular reference to the role of the capital city in achieving this
goal.

(4) (a)-(b)
No - I officially opened the conference.

(5) (a)-(b)
No.

(6) Apart from the official opening no politicians were on the formal conference
program.

SOCIAL JUSTICE STRATEGIES COUNCIL - APPOIN"TMENT DATE
Membership;, Purpose; Operations Date

1231. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
(1) Has the Government yet appointed the Social Justice Strategies Council?
(2) If not, when will it be appointed?
(3) Who are, and what type of persons are likely to be, members of t council?
(4) 'What will be the purpose of the council?
(5) When will it begin to operate?
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Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) It is expected that offers of appointment to the council will be made early in

October.
(3) Press advertisements for council membership invited nominations from

'committed individuals, from community organisations, local authorities,
unions, industry and the public". Specifically, the advertisements describe
council membership as "representative of relevant service and resource
providers, people who understand the needs of the disadvantaged, and others
with appropriate expertise".

(4) The purpose of the council was also outlined in the Press advertisements.
Namely, "to provide a forum for appropriately experienced and
knowledgeable persons to consult with the community on social justice issues,
to identify areas of concern and to participate in the development of strategies
which promote the key social justice principles of equity, rights, access and
participation."

(5) The Social Justice Strategies Council is expected to convene its inaugural
meeting during the month of October.

BUDGET - SOCIL JUSTICE
Disadvantaged Education Training for Special Groups $1.3 million Allocauion

1235. Mr MacKINON to the Treasurer:
(1) Who will be responsible for allocating the $1.3 million for disadvantaged

education training for special groups such as disabled, tx-offenders, women,
migrants and the illiterate as listed in the 1993 Social Justice and the Budget?

(2) What criteria apply to groups wishing to apply for these funds?
(3) What amount was allocated and spent on this item during the year ended

30 June 1992?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) The disabilities services unit and women's employment and training unit of

the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training will
administer the disadvantaged education and training programs.

(2) Not applicable as the funds relate to disadvantaged education and training
programs rather than grants.

(3) $1.19 million.
PLANNING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - ARMADALE

CITY COUNCIL TOWN PLANNING SCHEME No 3
State Pltanning Comtmission's Report and Recommendations

1257. Mr TUBBY to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Has the Minister received the State Planning Commission's report and

recommendations on the City of Armadale's Town Planning Scheme No 3?
(2) Iffso -

(a) when were these received;
(b) has a decision been made on this scheme;
(c) if a decision is still pending can the Minister indicate when this matter

will be finalised?
Mr DiL. SMITh- replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) The State Planning Commission's report and recommendations on the

City of Armadale. TPS No 3 was received on 7 July 1992.
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(b) Yes - final approval was granted on 13 July 1992.
(c) Not applicable.

SMALL BUSIN4ESS - GOVERNMENT QUALIT*Y ASSURANCE POLICY
Suppliers of Goods and Services to GovernmentaAgencies

1274. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Services:
(1) Can the Minister outline the reasons for the introduction of the quality

assurance policy for small businesses in regional areas supplying goods and
services under tender to the Government?

(2) How does a small business in the following regions implement the
Government's quality assurance policy -

(a) Albany;
(b) Bunbury:
(c) Geraldton;
(d) Narrogin;
(e) Esperance;
(f) Merredin?

(3) What is the cost to a small business of implementing the Government's
quality assurance policy in the following regions-
(a) Albany;
(b) Bunbury;
(c) Geraldton;
(d) Narrogin;
(e) Esperance;
(f) Merredin?

(4) What kind of assistance does the Government offer regional small businesses
to implement the quality assurance policy?

Mr McGINTY replied:
(1) The Government's quality assurance policy applies to all suppliers of goods

and services to Government agencies. The aim of the policy is to improve the
level of quality in the products and services provided to Government agencies
and to enhance the competitiveness of Australian industry in domestic and
international markets.

(2) Compliance with the Government's quality assurance policy, by any business,
whether metropolitan or regionally based, will depend on the products or
services being acquired. For purchases zhat involve low cost items the quality
assurance requirement wil be satisfied by inspection procedures which will
not materially affect the suppliers. Where. the goods and services concerned
involve design, development or production the specified quality assurance
requirement will relate to the Australian Standards 3900 series.

(3) The cost of implementing a quality assurance system will vary according to
the size and complexity of the company concerned. Estimates suggest that a
small business seeking certification to Australian Standard 3902 will incur
initial application and assessment costs of approximately $4 500 and an
annual registration fee of around $2 500.

(4) Assistance may be available to regional small businesses through the National
Industry Extension Service, which is a joint initiative by the Commonwealth
and State Governments. NIBS assistance is focused on improving
international competitiveness in terms of both exports and import replacement
potential. Subject to meeting eligibility criteria, assistance is on a dollar for
dollar basis towards the costs of training and certification, up to a set
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threshold. Costs associated with quality assurance training are likely to
constitute eligible trainng expenditure for the purposes of the Commonwealth
Government's training guarantee scheme.

BUILDERS' REGISTRATION ACT - JURISDICTION EXTENSION PLANS
Local Governments, South West - Regulation Tabling Date

1294. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
Further to question on notice 1272 of 1992. when will the Minister be tabling
the regulation to extend the jurisdiction of the Builders' Registration Act 1939
to include local governments in the south west land division?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
A regulation to extend the jurisdiction of the Builders' Registration Act to the
south west land division is presently being drafted, and will be tabled as soon
as is practicable in the present parliamentary session.

WOOL - BROKERS
Wool Subsu aion, South Australian Incident - Security of Woolgrowers' Funds

1296. M& HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Was there an incident relating to alleged wool substitution by a wool broker in

South Australia in early August?
(2) In the light of the risk to South Australian woolgrowers' funds posed by the

above incident, can the Minister assure Western Australian woolgrowers that
their wool funds would be secure if a similar incident occurred in Western
Australia?

(3) If so, on what basis can the Minister make his commitment?
(4) If not, what immediate steps will the Minister take to ensure the security of

the funds held by the wool brokers in the prompt period following auction
sale?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(4)

Security of woolgrowers' funds is a national issue which has been considered
in industry forums for many years and remains unresolved. I put this matter
to the Agricultural Council of Australia and New Zealand in February 1992,
and the Commonwealth Minister for Primary Industries and Energy referred it
to the Australian Wool Corporation for examination. This report is awaited.
At the State level, the application of the Auction Sales Act to the wool
industry has been considered. Information has been sought from brokers on
how they are meeting their obligations under the Act. When this information
is received the matter will be further assessed.

AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF - ARGENTINE ANTS CONTROL
Integrated Pest Management (1PM) Techniques - Research

1299. Dr ALEXANDER to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) With regard to the 1988 recommendations of the Environmental Protection

Authority as set out in Bulletin 354 of October 1988 : A Review of the Use of
Hepsachior for the Control of Argentine Ants and Ternites in Western
Australia, that Integrated Pest Management (IPM) should be used to control
argentine ants in Western Australa -

(a) (i) is the Department of Agriculture using 1PM techniques to
control argentine ants;

(ii) if no, why not;
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(b) (i) is the Department of Agriculture advising the public on use of
1PM techniques to control argentine ants;

(ii) if no, why not;

(c) (i) has the department conducted research using 1PM techniques
to control Argentine ants;

(ii) if no, why not;
(d) what research has been conducted since October 1988 into argentine

ant control (please specify the studies and their result);
(e) since October 1988, what has been the cost to the public of conducting

the research into argentine ant control;
(f) (i) since October 1988 who is/are the officer/s conducting

research into argentine ant control;
(ii) what are his/her/their qualifications:,

(g) (i) has any of the research been published;,
(ii) if yes, where;
(iii) if no, why not?

(2) (a) Has the Agriculture Protection Board formulated a new argentine ant
containment policy to the satisfaction of the EPA as recommended in
EPA Bulletin, 354 of October 1988 : A Review of the Use of
Heprac/ilor for the Control of Argentine Ants and Termites in Western
Australia (p. 2);

(b) if yes, what is it;
(c) if no, why not?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) (a) (i) No.

(ii) There is no effective integrated pest management technique.
(b) (i) No.

(ii) There are no effective I1PM techniques.
(c) (i) Yes.

GOi Not applicable.
(d) Research projects carried out since 1988 are -

Evaluation of several organo-phosphorous and synthetic pyrethroid
insecticides as alternatives for the control of Argentine ants. The
results indicate that control is possible, but eradication of individual
infestations is not.
Ecological studies to examine the effect of Argen tine ants on the
native ant fauna in Western Australia. Results indicate that Argentine
ants displace the native ant fauna, with possible environmental
consequences.
Laboratory and field studies are continuing to develop a suitable ant
bait using either direct toxicants or insect growth regulators. The
results indicate that one toxicant looks promising. The team is
currently awaiting further supplies from the USA to expand their field
program-
Infestations and spread of Argentine ants are being monitored. The
total known infested area has more than doubled since 1988.
A research project is under way to develop a pest management
program to control Argentine ants in citrus orchards. There are no
results to hand.
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Evaluation of several 'naturally occurring products' in
controlling/repelling Argentine ants. None proved effective,

(e) 1989-90 - 108 000
1990-91 -$134000
1991-92 -$138 000
Costs include salaries for two research officers, two technical officers
and operating expenses.

(f) (i) The research officers are P.R. Davis and J. van Shagen.
(ii) BSc - UWA - and MAppSc - Curtin - respectively.

(g) (i) No.
(ii) Two manuscripts have been submitted for publication in

scientific journals.
(2) (a) No.

(b) Not applicable.
(c) With the alternative methods currently available an effective

containment program is not feasible.
INDUSTRIAL SITES - DOWN ROAD, ALBANY

Additional Work Budget Allocation
1302. Mr WATT to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has a budget allocation been made this year for additional work on the Down
Road industrial park in Albany?

(2) If so, what are the details?
Mr UtL. SMrTH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) $75 000 has been budgeted for 1992-93 for the completion of servicing a

subdivision of the first 20 ha of Down Road, Albany special industry site.
This subdivision will facilitate the establishment of special industry on that
land.

INDUSTRIAL SITES - DOWN ROAD, ALBANY
Targeting and Attracting Industries Proposals

1303. Mr WATU to the Minister for State Development:
(1) Does the Government have any specific proposals to target and attract

industries to the Down Road industrial site in Albany?
(2) If so, what are the details?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Great Southern Development Authority has targeted agriculture

processing industries as the most likely future occupants of the Down Road
industrial site. The authority is currently undertaking separate feasibility
studies for a future wool scouring plant and a new "state of the art' abattoir.
Both investigations include the evaluation of Down Road as a future site for
these future industries, and both opportunities will be promoted strongly
assuming a positive feasibility study. The Down Road site has also been
upgraded earlier this year, through the sealing of Dawn Road itself and the
installation of water headworks and pipe extensions, to increase its
attractiveness as a site for future industry.
AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF - ALBANY OFFICE

New Facilities Budget Allocations
1306. Mr WATT to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) What allocations have been made in the current budget for new facilities for
the Department of Agriculture in Albany?
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(2) (a) What new facilities are proposed under the relocation scheme and the
estimated costs for each;

(b) what is the approximate timetable for its implementation?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) For land acquisition $200 000

For planning $139000
(2) (a) There will be a combined regional office and laboratory complex at an

estimated cost of $7.5 million.
(b) No implementation date has been set

SENIORS' CARD - INTERSTATE RECIPROCAL ARRANGEMEFNTS
1309. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Seniors:

Why are there not reciprocal arrangements for people in possession of a
seniors' card with other States of Australia?

Dr WATSON replied:
(1) State Ministers for Transport have discussed the issue of establishing

reciprocal travel arrangements and will continue to pursue.
(2) Many companies offer reciprocal concessions. Seniors Offices in each State

work towards the development of concessions Australia wide.

SAWLOGS - .TARRAH, KARRI
Royalties - Prices; Bunnings Lid. Payments

1320. Mr KIERATH to the inister for the Environment:
(1) What are the current maximum and minimum royalty prices paid for -

(a) jarrab sawlogs;
(b) karri sawlogs of

(i) premium grade;
(ii) Frt grade;
(iii) second grade;
(iv) third grade;
(v) regrowth';
(vi) other (please specify)?

(2) What are the current prices being paid by Bunnings Ltd for each of the above?
(3) (a) What are the current target prices for each of the above;

(b) on what date were the current target prices set;
(c) if current target prices are not being paid, on what date is it proposed

that they are to be achieved by -

(i) Bunnings Ltd;

(ii) other buyers?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) (a) From $73.20 per cubic metre - premium grade logs - to $12.00 per

cubic metre - third grade lots.
(b) (i) $72.97 per cubic metr

(ii) $34.00 per cubic metre - logs with small end diameter of at
least 250mmn
$32.37 per cubic metre - logs with small end diameter of at
least 200mm
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(iii) $24.23 per cubic metre
(iv) $ 12:00 per cubic metre
(v) $25.87 per cubic metre - lags with small end diameter of at

leant 200mm
$14.24 per cubic metre - lags with small end diameter of at
least 150mm.

(vi) Nil
Note: All hardwood sawlogs have a standard royalty for the same

species and grade of log. I wish to make the member aware
that in some cases where mills have access to a weighbridge.
royalties are quoted in tonnes. As one cubic metre of
hardwood timber weighs more than one tonne royalty rates
quoted in tonnes appear to be lower. However companies are
paying the same amount for the same quantity of timber.

(2) As explained above, all companies pay the same royalty for the same species
and grade of sawlog.

(3) (a)-(b)
Target royalties'are not now applicable or published. In 1986 a
general royalty review was carried out. The review introduced the
concept of target royalties for sawlogs. At the time, actual royalties
were significantly lower than review indicated they should be. To
allow the timber industry time to adjust its cost structure, annual
increases were made towards targets. A further general review was
held in 1989 which increased the targets for some species and grades
of logs. However, as a result of the recession, the Government
decided to peg royalties for sawlogs at the rate applying on 1 January
1990. The Government is at present again reviewing timber royalties
but is satisfied that the present timber royalties are generally equitable.

AUl buyers of sawlogs are paying the same royalty for the same species
and grade of log.

SAWLOGS - STATE FORESTS AND TIMBER RESERVES
Royalties - Deferment of Payments to Sawmills

1321. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) In relation to the deferment of the payment of royalties granted to sawmills

buying sawlogs ftrm State forests and timber reserves, from what date did the
Government begin allowing royalty payments to be deferred?

(2) For how many days were buyers allowed to defer royalty payments?
(3) (a) Does the Government still allow royalty payments to be deferred;

(b) if not, when did the deferments end;
(c) if so, for how long will the deferments continue?

(4) How many different companies and/or firms buy sawlogs from State forests
and timber reserves?

(5) (a) How many different companies and/or firms took advantage of the
deferment system;

(b) what are their names?
(6) What is the total value of royalty payments for which deferment was granted?
(7) What is the estimated loss of revenue to the Stare and/or the Department of

Conservation and Land Management due to the deferment of royalty
payments?

(8) Were deferments ever granted on the payment of royalties on ehiplogs sold by
CALM to the WA Chip and Pulp Co Pty Ltd?

002?S-11
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Mr PEARCE replied:
It is assumed that the member's question is referring to the short term
assistance that the Government gave to timber companies which were
suffering financial hardship as a result of the recession. The member should
not confuse this short term assistance with a system that has been in place for
many years. A large proportion of hardwood sawlogs is harvested in the
summer and stockpiled at sawmills. This ensures that sawmills have
sufficient resource to cut in the winter when climatic and soil conditions are
such that it is not possible to operate in the forest. Timber companies are
given the opportunity to even out royalty payments for logs over the year on
the basis that they have not used the logs. The answers given below are based
on that assumption.
(1) December 1990.
(2) Extended from 30 days to 60 days, except one company which was

allowed an additional 30 days.
(3) (a) Yes.

(b) Not applicable.
(c) Prior to 30 June 1992 the Government informed timber

companies that the scheme would end on 31 December 1992
subject to -

(i) All outstanding balances in excess of 30 days attracting
interest at commercial rates as from I July 1992; and

(ii) individual companies having the option to revert to
30 days earlier if they wish.

(4) 68.
(5) (a) Nine.

(b) Adelaide Timber Company
Ashfield Sawmills
Bunnings Forest Products Pty Ltd - including WA Chip & Pulp
Co
Pemnpine
Wesfi Limited
Wespine Industries Pty Ltd
Whittakers Limited
Worsley Timber Company
WPE Packaging

(6) Approximately $6.5 million.
(7) Nil.
(8) Yes.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - CHIPLOGS,
STATE FORESTS AND TIMBER RESERVES

Royalties - WA Chip and Pulp Co Pry Ltd Payments
1323. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) What is the current royalty price paid for chiplogs from State forests and
timber reserves sold by the Department of Conservation and Land
Management to the WA Chip and Pulp Co Pty Ltd?

(2) When was the current price set?
(3) When will it be reviewed?
(4) (a) Does CALM sell hardwood chiplogs from Stare forests and timber

reserves to any buyer(s) other than WACAP;
(b) if yes, what are the names of the buyer(s);
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(c) what is the royalty price paid?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) $15.00 per cubic metre, equivalent to $ 12.22 per tonne.
(2) 1 July 1990.
(3) At such times as a general review of royalties and or stumpages is undertaken

by the State of the executive director.
(4) No.

(b)-(c)
Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA PROPOSAL - PARKER, DAVID
Negotiations Involvement, Premier's Awareness

355. Mr COURT to the Premier:
When the member for Glendalough became Premier in February 1990 she
fully supported the former Deputy Premier David Parker's remaining a
Minister and said that she fully supported his standing for a vacancy in the
ministry. She said that clearly David Parker's expertise was expertise needed
by the Government.
(1) How does the Premier reconcile that with her action of insisting that a

Cabinet subcommittee oversee his handling of the University of Notre
Dame negotiations?

(2) Was the Premier aware at the time of the extent of his negotiations
with the University of Notre Dame?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(2)

To take the last part of the question first, I have said at least half a dozen times
in the Parliament in the course of debates on this issue that the answer was no.
What goes on within Cabinet frequendly results in people being at odds with
one another and disagreeing. If members find that extraordinary, they are
extremely naive, not to say, wet behind the ears. It does not mean that one
takes ones bat and ball and goes home.

ECONOMY - WESTERN AUSTRALIA LEADING THE NATION TO
ECONOMIC RECOVERY

Latest Indicator
356. Mr CATANIA to the Premier:

What is the latest indicator that Western Australia is leading the nation to
economic recovery?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
This is a matter chat I know members opposite have been loath to consider; so
loath that they have decided to spend many hours of Parliament's time
avoiding debating the Budget and other matters of like importance to Western
Australia. I know that members opposite like to point to a single figure -
admittedly a very unacceptably high unemployment rate - as the only
indicator of what is happening with the Western Australian economy.
However, I intend to keep them up to date, whether they like it or not.

Mr Cowan interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: There is nothing wrong with being a teacher.
Mr Cowan: Absolutely not.
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Dr LAWRENCE: If he did I would write to all his constituents and say that that was
another group of which he disapprovedL There is someone closer to him than
that; I will tell his wife. It is not that I want to lecture the members opposite,
although occasionally they seem to need it; I want to remind them that it is
important in the current very fragile state of economic recovery that we pay
attention to, and support, those signs of recovery. I hope members will have
noticed the report of the Housing Industry Association on new home sales.
They indicate that Western Australia is not only growing again, but is well
ahead of the other States. It shows that in the three months to August a 15 per
cent increase occurred in such sales in Western Australia over those in the
three months to May, which were also an improvement over the previous
period. The increase for the corresponding August figure last year was a
massive 32 per cent. That bodes well for employment in this State,
-particularly in the housing and construction industry. I hope members will
recognise the importance of that sector in not only signalling but also leading
economic recovery. The issue is not simply that the results were good for
Western Australia, but that they were far superior to those of any other State.
The housing finance figures released today confirm that result.

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA PROPOSAL - PARKER. DAVID
Treasury's Legal Advice on Le iter to Mr H/organ

357. Mr TRENORDEN to the Premier:
(1) Was legal advice sought by Treasury on the letter dated 2 February 1990 from

acting Premier Parker to Mr Morgan?
(2) Was advice given?
(3) If that advice was in writing, will the Premier table it?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1l)-(3)

I do not keep a catalogue of letters and files of Cabinet meetings, decisions
and agendas in my head. However, I am more than happy to accommodate
the member's request, which is legitimate, if he puts it on notice, and I will
answer him accordingly.

PERMANENT BUILDING SOCIETY - WITHRAWABLE SHAREHOLDERS
Cost of Opposition's Actions Blocking Protection Legislation

358. Mr P.J. SMITH to the Premier:
Following today's Supreme Court decision, is it possible to determine the cost
of the actions of the Opposition in blocking Government legislation which
sought to protect withdrawable shareholders, which includes children, in the
collapsed Permanent Building Society?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
This is the "let them eat cake" Opposition which is gloating over a decision
which confirmed the Government's original position on this matter. The
human and rmnancial cost of the Opposition's callous actions axe very
considerable. Withdrawable shareholders in the Permanent Building Society
have waited since last November and have endured a protracted court case,
funded through their own deposits, to reach today's Supreme Court decision,
which the Government attempted to enshrine in legislation which was resisted
by members opposite. A year later the same result is achieved, but there are
fewer funds to be distributed and a great many people had their funds frozen
in the meantime. There are about 12 000 shareholders in the society among
those who would have benefited from this decision.
The Opposition's rejection of the Government's legislation has simply
delayed matters callously, added very much to the cost of the proceedings in
this case and reduced the ultimate return to depositors. Those actions are in
stark contrast to the self-confessed optimism the Opposition claims to offer
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Western Australians. If that can be expected front members opposite while
they ae in Opposition, let alone in Government - God help us - 1, like many
people, do not wish to see that happen.
It is worth noting the comments of the Opposition at the time when it was
vrying to justify its peculiar decision to block legislation which would have
given shareholders a chance to recover their money then and there. On
29 November 1991 the then Loader of the Opposition said it was unfortunate
that people had lost their money but it was not the Opposition's fau~lt
Nonetheless, the Opposition was not prepared to do anything about that. Its
lack of compassion was shown very starkly by its behaviour at the time, and
has been brought home to the depositors and the people of Western Australia
with the Supreme Court decision.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE - GUESTS
Zambian Parliament, Mandalo, Daniel; Chits, David

THE SPEAKER: I draw to members' attention two guests who are currnfly in the
Speaker's Gallery, Mr Daniel Mandalo and Mr David Chiti, from the Zambian
Parliament who are here under the auspices of the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association. I welcome them and hope their visit to Western
Australia is a profitable one. We are about to show them how well behaved
members are during question time!

[Applause.]
MINES REGULATION AMENDMENT BILL - INTRODUCTION DATE

Kambalda Nickel Mine Seven Day Mining Operations
359. Mr C.J. BARNETT to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Is it the Government's intention to support the M ines Regulation Amendment
Bill 1992, to allow seven day mining operations to be introduced at the
Kambalda nickel mine?

(2) If yes to (1), will the Minister advise the House when this Bill will be dealt
with, in order to clear the way for new investment of more than $100 million
by Western Mining Corporation Ltd at Kambalda?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1)-(2)

The Opposition is duplicitous on this issue. It presented a submission to the
Parliament through the other place, which the Government supported with an
amendment. The Opposition chose not to support that amendment, and it
defeated the Bill which provided for seven day rosters. I understand that
matter is again on the Notice Paper.

RAILWAYS - MANDURAH, ROCKINGHAM, FREMANTLE
Men'er for Applecross's Comments

360. Mr READ to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Further to the answer to question 351 yesterday, does the Minister consider
Mandurab, Rockinghan or Fremantle as destinations that "hardly anyone
wants to go to"?

(2) Was the proposal for the south west metropolitan corridor railway cobbled
together in three or four months, as claimed in this House last night?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) It is very opportune that this question has been asked because the member for

Applecross just walked past me and said, frothing at the mouth, that he had
just called me a Liar. I ant aware that he followed me in an interview on radio
station 6PR.

Mr Lewis: You do not know what I said on radio.
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Mrs BEGGS: The member for Applecross walked past my chair and said he had just
called me a liar. I know that members were subjected to an academy award
winning performance by the member for Applecross last night, and I do not
want to subject them to that again tonight. I decided to answer this question
because I was not in the Chamber last night and I missed his performance. I
amn disappointed, because everybody in the Parliament has said that it was a
performance that should not have been missed.
Perhaps I should apologise to the member for Applecross because now even I
am confused about the area that he said is not worth visiting. Yesterday I
thought his comments referred to Mandurah, but he says that is not true. On
checking his comments, I find that he was referring to Fremantle. He meant
that people living in Mandurali did not think Fremantle was a place worth
visiting. Alternatively, perhaps he was referring to the Rockingham area
represented by you. Mr Speaker. As far as I am concerned the whole area is
worth visiting. It is one of our premider tourist areas which is heavily
promoted by the Western Australian Tourism Commission. The member for
Applecross is not prepared to say which area he referred to; he wants to keep
everyone guessing because if he nominates another area he will offend
another group of people in that corridor.

*(2) I understand that the member for Applecross said in the House last night that
the south west metropolitan corridor railway plan was cobbled together in
three or four months, and I want to give a serious answer to that comment.
The Government's pledge to study the proposal to build the rail link to
Mandurah was announced on 19 January 1989 - almost four years ago - and
planning studies began shortly after. I am concerned that the member for
Applecross in making a personal explanation has compounded his
predicament by misleading the House. After the dinner adjournment tonight I
may seek to rectify that.

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA PROPOSAL - GOVERNMENT
GUARANTEE

Premier as Minister for Education's Knowledge
361. Dr CONSTABLE to the Premier-

When the former member for Contesloc, Mr Bill Hassell, asked the Premier,
as Minister for Education, what request had been made of the Government for
support that might be provided for the University of Notre Dame Australia,
did she then know that Notre Dame Australia was seeking a land grant or
guarantee from, or a joint venture with, the Government in relation to
Ailkimos land?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I have answered this question a number of times- The member for Floreat is
normally a reasonably polite person but she said some impolite things last
week which have been repeated in the local newspaper. Unlike some
members opposite, I do not have a thin skin about such matters and I do not
pop up with another motion or a personal explanation, or go red in the face
when people say things like that.
I have said before that when the question was answered I clearly stated that
proposals were being considered. I forget the exact wording. I do not have it
in front of me. There were five parts to die question.

Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr LAWR.ENCE: Part (3) asked whether proposals of some kind were under

consideration, and the answer to that was yes. The subsequent questions
asked whether matters were under consideration by Cabinet, and the answer to
that was no. The answer was yes and no then, and the answer is yes and no
now.
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GOVERNOR - NEW APPOINTMENT
362. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier

(1) When will the Premier announce the appointment of the new Governor of
Western Australia?

(2) Why has there been such an extended delay in making this announcement?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(10)42)

Mr Speaker -
Mr Pearce: You have to apply in writing!
Dr LAWRENCE: Actually, the one thing that a person cannot do is apply in writing,

and a large number of people in Western Australia and outside the State have
sought to do just that. As the former Governor, Hon Sir Francis Burt, said to
me - and I do not think he would mind my repeating it - anyone who promotes
himself or herself for the job is not worthy to hold the office. That applies
whether it is by direct application or through some lobbyist on behalf of a
person.
The member will appreciate that there have been lengthy periods in the
history of the State, sometimes amounting to eight or nine months, between
the conclusion of the term of office of a Governor and the appointment of a
new Governor. In this case, we have not had a delay of that kind.
The member should also be aware that the appointment of Governor is nor a
matter about which we can go out and seek expressions of interest, develop a'
short list, and go down that list. It must be done one person at a time, out of
politeness and courtesy. It obviously must be handled with great delicacy and
care. It is not something into which the Government should be rushed. In
fact, the Governor is still Hon Sir Francis Bart in strict terms because his
commission is for life until he is replaced by an appropriate letter from the
Queen. In the meantime, the Lieutenant Governor is doing an excellent job.
We want to keep to a minimum the rime that he has to do that job, and I am
pursuing the matter with due care and diligence, one person at a trme.

Mr MacKinnon. When do you expect to make an appointment?
Dr LAWRENCE: As soon as I have a person of substance who can be respected by

the community of Western Australia and who will agree to take on the
position. One would have to say that the position of Governor is in many
ways an onerous one. It requires a great deal of commitment.

Mr Kierath interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: That is not the sort of question that should be asked about this

matter. That is an extremely foolish question. However, if the member for
Jandakot. is interested in the position, perhaps he can put it in writing.
FRINGE BENEFITS TAX - IMPACT ON REMOTE AREAS

Protection of Western Australian Interests
363. Mr GRAHAM to the Deputy Premier and Minister for State Development:

This question is in respect of the application of fringe benefits tax in the
remote areas of this State. Given that the FBT -

is currently levied on "concessions' that are required by either State
agreement Acts or State registered awards;
acts as a deterrent to further development of industry in the regions;
will lead to a reduction in the number of employees working in the
export income earning mining and petroleum sectors;
disproportionately attacks the Pilbara region of this State in that it
accounts for 30 per cent of the FBT paid by the mining industry;
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is an effective subsidy to the Brazilian and Indian iron ore industries of
some 230 per tonne of iron ore; and
has recently been increased at an estimated cost to the Pilbara iron ore
industry of some $5 million, and

given also that the Liberal Party of Western Australia has sold out this State to
the Hewson Canberra-based Liberals and does not have the courage to stand
up and be counted on this issue, I ask: As the State Government and the
Minister for State Development have a long record of opposition to FET and
its effects on this State, will the Minister advise me and the House of what
actions he and the Government intend to cake to protect the interests of
Western Australia?

Point of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, I draw your attention to that question, which is

expressing a range of views rather than simply seeking from the Minister an
answer.

The SPEAKER: Order! I will have a close look at this question and will make a
ruling on it and deliver it to the House after the member for Collie has
delivered her question and received an answer.

Questions without Notice Resumed
STATE ENERGY COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - ENERGY REVIEW

BOARD
Estimated Cost and Budget Allocation

364. Dr TURNBULL to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
What is the estimated cost of the energy review board and how much is
appropriated for that purpose in this year's Budget?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The same question has been asked of me on notice by the member for
Jandakot, and the answer will be provided tomorrow.
FRINGE BENEFITS TAX - IMPACT ON REMOTE AREAS

The SPEAKER: Order! I have had an opportunity of having a quick look at question
363, and I note that the question itself is in order in that the question is right at
the end of a rather long preamble. I would caution members against their
asking questions with long preambles in the future, but that does not make the
question out of order. Members should be brief with their preamble.

"Mr TAYLOR replied:
In respect of fringe benefits tax and its impact on remote and regional areas in
Western Australia, the tax has had no greater opponent than the member for
Pilbara, and I may say also that, in more recent times, that opposition has been
shared by the member for Ashburton, because both of those members realise
the impact of this tax on the people in their electorate and also on
development in Western Australia. The member for Pilbara, through the
Western Australian Iron Ore Industry Council, has taken up this issue in
Canberra on at least three occasions now. I make it clear that it is our
intention to continue to pursue the issue.

Mr Cowan: You need to take a bipartisan approach.
Mr TAYLOR: The Leader of the National Party can come across too.
Mr Cowan: We all will!
Mr TAYLOR: I do not want to take all of the members of the National Party!
Mr C.J. Barnett: All you have to do is support Fightback and bring down business

costs.
Mr TAYLOR: I am pleased that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has mentioned
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Fighcback, because one of the issues in Fighiback is that the Opposition will
make little difference to FBT. Members opposite have in front of them a
challenge to take up with their leader in Canberra, as we have taken up with
our leaders in Canberra, to do away with PET in remote and regional areas of
Western Australia - not lower it; do away with it. Members opposite talk
about the abolition of payroll tax, but they propose in its place a 15 per cent
goods and services tax, which will be a great cost to people in rural and
remote areas of Western Australia. That will cost the Opposition votes by the
thousands in country areas.
We do intend to take up the matter, and I am sure the Premier will put this
issue on the agenda for the Premiers' Conference in November. She will
certainly have the support of members on this side of the House, and if
National Party members would lie to be involved, they can come along too.

Dr Turnbull: The Minister should read Fighiback from beginning to end and he
might understand it.

Mr TAYLOR: I am happy to do that. Does the member support Fighiback?
The SPEAKER: Order! Despite the fact that a large number of members in this

House have indicated clearly that they want me to conclude question time
right at this moment, I nonetheless made a commitment earlier this evening to
my good, close, personal friend, the member for Mandurah, that I would give
him the call to ask a question.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - COUNSELLING SERVICES
Government Funding

365. MIT NICHOLLS to the Minister for The Family:
(1) What funding has been allocated for domestic violence counselling to the

following agencies -

(a) Marriage Guidance Council;
(b) Centrecare;
(c) Communicate;
(d) Family Care (KINWAY);
(e) Trtloar Family Counselling;
(f) Pilbara Family Counselling;
(g) Central Agoare;
(h) Geraldton Family Counselling;

(i) Mobile Counselling; and
(j) Southern Agcare?

(2) What is the total number of people who are on waiting list for domestic
violence counselling in Western Australia?

(3) What immediate reduction in domestic violence counselling waiting lists will
result from the 1992-93 Budget allocations?

The SPEAKER: Order! I will give some advice to some people, but before I do, I
wish to indicate that I gave the member for Mandurali my word that I would
allow him to ask a question. I have done that. I now leave the Chair until
7.30 pm.
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