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Wednesday, 14 October 1987

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett) took the Chair at 2.15 pma, and read prayers.

VIDEO TAPES CLASSIFICATION AND CONTROL BILL
Amendment: Petition

MR HODGE (Melville -- Minister for Conservation and Land Management) [2.16 pm]: I
have a petition couched in similar terms to many which have been presented to the
Parliament in recent times relating to "R"-rated videos, the need for a review of penalties in
respect of child pornography and other matters.
The petition bears 30 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
T'he SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
(See petition No 68.)

WILUNA SHIRE COUNCIL
Division: Petition

MR 110GHTFOOT (Murchison-Eyre) [2.18 pm]): I present the following petition --

To the Honourable the Speaker and Honourable Members of the Legislative
Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned,
Petition the Parliament of Western Australia to direct the Minister for Local
Government to bisect the Shire of Wiluna at an appropriate longitude to create a new
Shire in the East to the Northern Territory/South Australian Border.

The petition bears 40 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct chat the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
(See petition No 69.)

MT MAGNET DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOL
Upgrading: Petition

MR LIGJHTFOOT (Murchison-Eyre) [2.20 pm]; I have another petition which reads as
follows --

To: The Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned request that the buildings and facilities of Mt. Magnet District
High School be upgraded to provide

a) One campus for the Pre-primary, Primary and Secondary sections,
b) A more permanent structure befitting school numbers and town size.
c) Classroom sizes and numbers to accommodate abovemnentioned

figures.
d) All support facilities viz toilets, outdoor assembly areas, storage

facilities etc be provided.
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 169 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
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The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No 70.)
HEALTH: TOBACCO SMOKING

Dangers: Petition
DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [2.21 pm]: I have a petition which is not correctly addressed. It
should be addressed to the Speaker and the House. It reads as follows --

To the Honourable the President and Members of the Senate in Parliament assembled:

We the undersigned,

(i) are greatly disturbed by the dangers to health posed by passive smoking, and
evidence of which is being documented daily by medical authorities around
the world;

(ii) note that environmental tobacco smoke has been identified as the major
pollutant in aeroplane cabins, and that its direct threat to health is recognised
in the special leave provisions for flight attendants specifically on grounds of
upper respiratory infections;

(iii) appreciate the government's undertaking to legislate for smoke-free travel on
aeroplanes, but are dismayed at the apparent reluctance to follow up the
Minister for Aviation's December announcement with action; and

(iv) call upon the government to make smoke-free aeroplane travel a reality
without further delay, and to ensure that smoke-free areas which cannot be
contaminated by recycled pollutants, are available at all aerodromes.

And your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 21 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

Speaker's Ruling
THE SPEAKER: I note that the petition presented by the member for Perth is addressed to
"the President and Members of the Senate"; accordingly, the petition is out of order and must
be presented in that place.

THE RURAL AND INDUSTRIES BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA BILL

Standing Orders Suspension
MR PEARCE (Armadale -- Leader of the House) [2.23 pmj: I move, without notice --

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable
proceedings on the "Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia Bill" to be taken
to the stage that the second reading of the Bill is moved at this day's sitting.

Yesterday I discussed with the Leader of the Opposition the proposition that in order to give
the Opposition the maximum time to consider this Bill, we would like to get to the second
reading stage as quickly as possible. The motion I have moved will permit the Treasurer to
make his second reading speech immediately after the Bill is read a first time, after which the
debate will be adjourned.

The SPEAKER: I advise members that to be carried, this motion needs an absolute majority
of the House. If there is a dissentient voice when I put this motion, I will need to divide the
House.-

Question put.

The SPEAKER: I have counted the House. There is an absolute majority present, and as
there is no dissentient voice, I declare the motion caried.

Question thus passed.
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Inerdacrion and First Reading
Bil introduced, on motion by Mr Brian Burke (Treasurer), and mead a first time.

Second Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga -- Treasurer) [2.26 pnij: I move --

That the Bil be now read a second rime.

I have pleasure in introducing this Bill which will provide for a modern framework for the
Rural and Industries Bank to continue a prominent role in the community in this newly
deregulated and competitive industry.

The Government decided to conduct a thorough review of the existing Act which, as a result
of amendments over the years, had become cumbersome and old fashioned. In the process it
was concluded that the best course of action was to rewrite the Act completely to make it
more readily understood, and to ensure flexibility of operation for the bank in today's
changing markets. In the course of the review regard was given to the question of the
constitution of the board of the bank -- a matter which had been raised by the Opposition in
1984.

The origin of the Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia dates back to 1894 when, as
the Agricultural Bank of Western Australia, it was established by legislation for the purpose
of promoting rural enterprise. By 1944 the economy had become more diversified and,
although agricultural development was far ftom complete, the Government recognised the
need for a broader-type State financial institution. The Rural and Industries Bank Act 1944,
therefore, replaced the old Agricultural Bank Act and gave a wider charter to the bank to
assist in the development of the Stare.

The present Rural and Industries Bank Act has been amended on some 21 occasions since its
inception and it still retains a structure conceived in a highly regulated environment and
includes many restrictions on the bank's flexibility in meeting the requirements of
commercial competition. For example, the Act contains a number of prescriptive conditions
with respect to lending rather than accepting them as a matter of contract between the
customer and the bank. The Act is definitive as to whom the bank may make loans, with
people in the rural sector referred to as "settlers' and people in industry referred to as
"manufacturers".

Members of this House are aware of the rapid changes that have occurred in financial
markets in recent years, in particular the deregulation of the market coupled with the issue of
new banking licences. While the competitive performance of the bank has been excellent in
recent years, a danger existed that if the 1944 Act were to continue in existence the Stature
would inhibit the performance of the bank to the detriment of the State.

The principles upon which the new legislation is based are --

(i) that the bank should conduct its affairs with a view to promoting the
balanced development of the State's economy and the maximum
advantage of the people of Western Australia;

(ii) thar the bank should operate in accordance with accepted principles of
financial management; and

(iii) that the bank should operate in conditions as comparable as practicable
with those in which its private sector counterparts operate.

The first two of these principles appear specifically in clause 6(3) and (4). The third is
reflected in clauses 12 and 13 dealing with banking powers, clause 28 in respect of payment
of the equivalent of income tax and dividend, and clause 4(7) which requires the bank to pay
State taxes and charges.
I turn now to the main features of the Bil. The Bill continues the existence of the present
Rural and Industries Bank and all its rights and obligations are preserved in "saving"
provisions in the new legislation. However, the existing legislation vests the management of
the bank in five comm-issioners, four of whom are full-time commissioners. The
commissioner concept dates back to 1906 when the forerunner to the bank, the Agricultural
Bank, was controlled by three trustees, one of whom was a fail-time trustee. The current
management structure of the five commissioners. has been in place since 1953.
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The Bill through clauses 5.,6, and 7 will bring the management structure of the bank into line
with the management structure of the Commonwealth Banking Corporation, the State Banks
of New South Wales and South Australia, and private banks. There is a clear separation of
function between the board and its chief executive officer. The board will have responsibility
to determine the policy of the bank and to control its affairs. Day-to-day management and
administration of the bank will be the direct responsibility of a managing director.

Clause 5 provides for the board of the bank to consist of not fewer than five nor more than
eight directors to be appointed by the Governor, and the managing director as an ex officio
director. The chairman and deputy chairman of the board are to be appointed by the
Governor.

As pant of the transitional arrangements schedule 2 deems the chairman of comm-issioners
under the existing Act to be appointed as the inaugural managing director and die other three
full-time commissioners to be appointed as directors and employees of the bank.

Provisions relating to directors and procedures of the board are contained in schedule 1 to the
Bill.
At present, the commissioners of the bank are constituted a body corporate under the 1944
Act. As a result of the separation of board and management under the proposed legislation,
clause 4(4) of the Bill establishes the bank itself as the body corporate.
The bank has never been subject to the direction and control of the Minister in respect of day-
to-day operations as is the case with other statutory authorities, and that position will
continue unchanged. However, clause 6 makes it clear that consultation is expected between
the Government and the bank on matters of mutual concern. Consultation may be initiated
by either party with the board required to consult the Minister before entering into a major
initiative. There is no provision for either party to coerce the other into accepting a particular
course of action.

The powers of the bank in respect of banking business are contained in a number of separate
divisions throughout the existing Act. I refer to sections 19, 46, 65B, 65W, and 117, amongst
others. Clauses 12 and 13 of this Bill consolidate the powers of the bank in respect of
banking business and express them more succinctly and clearly.
In a nutshell, the Bill empowers the bank to do all things. that one would reasonably expect a
commercial bank to do in carrying on the business of banking.

In addition to its existing powers the bank will be empowered specifically to fonn, establish,
or acquire, either solely or jointly, business undertakings in respect of activities associated
with banking, or to provide financial advice, or services, or similar activities as might be
expected in the industry. As members would be aware, the bank controls 100 per cent of the
capital of the Primary Industry Bank of Australia, Perpetual Finance Corporation, and R & I
Nominees; promotes and jointly manages the R & I Property Trust; has for many years
operated a travel service; and has entered into a joint venture arrangement in respect of the
R & IBank Tower.

It is proposed not to continue, in the new legislation, the specific guarantee by the State in
respect of banking operations carried on by the general banking department as provided in
the existing Act. Rather, clause 30 incorporates a general guarantee of all liabilities of die
bank. This approach is in keeping with the "lender of last resort" arrangements provided by
the Reserve Bank and accords with the approaches taken in the respective State bank
legislation of New South Wales and South Australia.

The Bill continues the authority of the bank to raise new capital. Clause 26 enables the bank
to raise capital by the issue of capital instruments under such name as may be assigned to.
such instrumnents and under such terms and conditions relating to an issue as may be specified
by the board of the bank and approved by the Minister. In keeping with the desire to
streamline the operations of the bank -- commensurate with the principles of proper
accountability -- it is proposed no longer to require the terms and conditions to be prescribed
by regulation. Inscead they would be approved by the Minister and published in the
statement of terms and conditions relating to the issue.
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Regulations made under the authority of the existing Act in respect of capital stock currently
on issue will be preserved by clause 6 of schedule 2 and continue to have effect after the
coming into operation of this Bill.

The current profit distribution mechanism, which requires the bank to pay one-half of its net
profit to the Consolidated Revenue Fund in addition to interest on capital provided by the
State, is not in line with those applying to the Commonwealth Banking Corporation or other
Strate banks. The approach adopted in these cases is for -

(i) payment of the equivalent of income tax as if the entity were a company
liable to income tax; and

(ii) payment of dividend.

The mechanism applied to the Commonwealth Banking Corporation and the other State
banks is, in principle, that applicable to commercial banks. It follows that if the bank is to be
afforded powers equivalent to commercial banks, it should be subject to the same
requirements placed upon such banks, recognising the State's equity and the capital needs of
the bank. Consistent with this philosophy, clause 28 requires the bank to pay the equivalent
of income tax to the Consolidated Revenue Fund on the same basis as the bank would be
assessed if it were a public company liable to pay income tax. The bank also will be required
to pay a dividend to the State based upon the kinds of considerations which would normally
determine the declaration of a dividend by a private sector organisation. The Bill provides
that the dividend shall be set by the Treasurer on recommendation of the board of the bank.

The Financial Administration and Audit Act 1985 is to continue to apply to the bank after I
April 1988. However, experience has dictated that 'while the Act is appropriate to statutory
authorities difficulties are encountered when the legislation is applied to an entity such as the
Rural and Industries Bank. These difficulties relate primarily to requirements in respect of
the receipt and payment of moneys and associated matters.
To overcome these technical difficulties clause 27 restricts the application of the Financial
Administration and Audit Act to impose --

the duties and obligations imposed on accountable authorities;

the requirement to keep proper and adequate accounts;

requirements for the preparation and maintenance of an accounting manual;

requirements for annual reporting subject to --

(a) extension of the reporting time frame from two to three months in
recognition that the bank is to be required to incorporate
consolidated financial statements within its annual report; and

(b) removal of the requirement to include performance indicators
within the annual report, given the competitive environment within
which the bank operates and that, as other banks are not required to
report such information, it may be comparatively disadvantageous
for the bank to disclose such information; and

requirements in respect of audit.
Clauses 15 to 25 continue the mechanism whereby the bank may act as agent, trustee, or
nominee of the Crown in right of the State. The opportunity has been taken to modernise
wording and discontinue unnecessary provisions currently contained in the 1944 Act.

Whereas the current legislation requires certain Government agency business to be delegated
by the Governor to the bank, the Bill now empowers the Treasurer to confer the performance
of such functions on the bank.

As a final point, the Bill continues to authorise the bank to engage staff in its own right
without application of the Public Service Act and is now authorised through clause 34 to
establish a superannuation scheme for its employees.

The Bill is an important piece of legislation which represents a complete update of the law
regulating the operations of the Rural and Industries Bank. In short it will enable the bank to
continue to be successful in today's deregulated and highly competitive financial
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environment for the betterment of the State's economy and the people of Western Australia.
The Rural and Industries Bank is a well established and highly respected institution in
Western Australia. It is 43 years since a previous Labor Premier, Frank Wise,
comprehensively revised the bank's legislation and set it then on a new course in the
developing State. I trust chat this proposed new Act will further facilitate the bank's progress
in this new era in the State and in Australian banking. The passage of the Bill in this sifting
will allow the necessary proclamation and regulations to be made for the legislation to take
effect from the commencement of the bank's financial year on 1 April 1988.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Court (Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

Message: Appropriations

Message from the Lieutenant Governor received and read recommending appropriations for
the purposes of the Bill.

POLICE AMENDMENT B3ILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Cash, and read a first cine.

ENVIRONMENT: OLD SWAN BREWERY
Redevelopment: Matter of Public Importance

THE SPEAKER (Mr Bamnett): I have today received a letter from the member for
Karrinyup indicating that he wishes to move as a matter of public importance a motion
relating to the time available for public submissions on the development of the old Swan
Brewery site. If sufficient members rise in support of this motion being moved, I will allow
debate on it.

[Eight members rose in their places.]

The SPEAKER: As sufficient members have risen I will allow the motion to be moved and
debated. I will allow one hour for the debate, with half an hour allocated to members on the
left of the Chair and half an hour to chose on the right of the Chair.
M4R CLARKO (Karrinyup) [2.45 pm]: I move -

That this House calls on the Government

(a) to extend the period for public submissions to the State Planning
Commission in relation to the proposed Swan Brewery redevelopment,
and to adequately advertise the new period for public submissions;

(b) to give firm public assurances that the Ministerial administration of
Kings Park should not be transferred to the Minister for Tourism;

(c) in view of reported remarks by the Chairman of the State Planning
Commission indicating his support of the redevelopment, to ensure
that the review of public submissions to the State Planning
Commission on the Proposed development is carried out by
independent persons of demonstrable independence and objectivity;
and

(d) to rake into account the widespread commun-ity opposition to the
proposed. redevelopment

This Friday sees the closure of the period when submissions can be made to the State
Planning Commission on the redevelopment of the old Swan Brewery site. A number of
interested people have contacted the Opposition and indicated that they were not aware of
this imrminent closure as they had not seen the relevant advertising. Therefore I do not seek
to blame anyone for this situation. No doubt the advertising space met the traditional
standards. Nevertheless, certain people have expressed their concemn at their lack of
knowledge of the closing date for public submissions. I quote from an article in The West
Australian of Monday, 12 October 1987 where it says --
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At the meeting, the action group attacked the Stare Government for trying to
"mislead" the public by not adequately advertising the closing dare for public
submissions on the old Swan Brewery site.
The president of the group, Mr Joe Stokes, said he had been shocked to find by
chance that the deadline was this Friday.

He said many groups who opposed development on the Mounts Bay Road sire had not
finished their submissions.

I do not necessarily entirely agree with whether it was his responsibility to find out about
that, but I put it to the House that he is the chairman of this group and he was away for some
time and so perhaps missed the advertising. He has done an outstanding job in coordinating
the activities of this group of people who are opposed to this redevelopment. I strongly
applaud what these people have done. I call on the Government to give serious consideration
to extending this period of advertising.

In addition, I find it remarkable that the proposition is that this land should have the rezoning
title of "Public reserve". My understanding and, I would think, the understanding of the
people of Western Australia, of a public reserve is an area alongside, for example, a jetty,
where one used to find a sign reading "public reserve". These were places to which the
public had free access, not places with commercial buildings on them, not places where $40
million projects were built on them -- I might say, a $40 million project since amended, to
some degree owing to the opposition of people like Mr Stokes, because the development now
is to be one of $20 million, which is still a vast commercial concern. Itris important that one
look at why the Government decided to call this area a public reserve when in no shape or
form will it be a public reserve. I am told that when one makes a submission on this matter
one has to relate it to the rezoning of this site to a public reserve, which is nonsensical.

The same newspaper article begins by stating in a most unequivocal fashion --

The State Government wants to give jurisdiction over Kings Park to the Minister for
Tourism, Mrs Beggs.

The move, which has not been formally announced, --

In typical Burke and Hawke Labor style, where we have these informed leaks. To continue --

-- would rake control out of the hands of the Department of Conservation and Land
Management.

The idea has angered the Old Swan Brewery Action Group --

Mr Brian Burke: Do you know where it was? The Department of Lands.

Mr CLARKO: What is wrong with that? I thought the Department of Lands and this other
organisation have had a similar outlook in many ways in regard to the preservation of our
environment. But tourism and lands are quite dissimilar. The people of WA have been given
no reasons why it will go from CALM to the Department of Tourism. The fact that the
Minister for Tourism cares for the Perth Zoo has nothing to do with it, which is what she is
reported as saying in this article. The fact that she has responsibility for the zoo does nor
mean she should have responsibility for the management of Kings Park. A few people here
could find a place in the zoo.

That is grossly irrelevant. I believe the whole purpose of the change which has been floated
in such a casual fashion in an article in the newspaper is an attempt to gag and get rid of the
members of the Kings Park Board because they had t gmoss temerity to make statements as
reported in a newspaper article in The West Australian of 8 October, only four days earlier.
That article prompted the efforts by the Government to chop off their heads. However, they
had the responsibility to make those statements about the effects of the Brewtech
development.

Everybody in Perth has been reading for months and probably years about the trouble
associated with the Nedlands Park Hotel, commronly known as Steve's. It is the haunt of
university students and many trendy people. We have read in the paper about the disgusting
things that happen on the front lawns of the residents who live nearby.
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Mr Thomas: There are not many front lawns near the brewery site.

Mr CLARKO: That hotel has caused chaos in the neighbourhood and does not have to cope
with the repayment of a $20 million loan as will the Brewtech developers. Can members
imagine how many glasses of beer and orange juice will have to be sold to repay that loan? It
has been stated also that only 300 car parking bays will be provided.

The Kings Park Board is suggesting that the project will not only cater for large numbers of
patrons, but also will be one at which the owners will spend virtually all of their rime fighting
desperately to create entertairnment to get people to come to it. The car parking bays that will
be provided will not cover the numbers of people who will go to the area and the board
believes that these people will spill over into Kings Park. The members of the Kings Park
Board, whom I respect and whom I believe have a great knowledge of the likely effects of
this sont of project, fear that it will lead to an increase in vandalism and violence in the park
and that Kings Park will become a badly abused thoroughfare for the brewery patrons. The
board also believes the botanical gardens will be damaged. I believe that the fighting,
vandalism, and despoiling of the area generally that will result from the development is most
undesirable.

This matter is to be decided by the Chairman of the State Planning Commission who has said
already that only the greenies want to have a passive recreation park. That has also been
suggested by the Government. The member for Cottesloe will address the House funther on
that matter.

We know the standards of the Minister for Planning and we know what his judgment will be.
He has said that the project should go ahead. Because the Kings Park Board does not agree
with him, he is attempting to gag it and to place the matter in the hands of the Minister for
Tourism whose only claim to fame is that she handles the Perth Zoo.

The public, by way of telephone surveys and the like, have indicated their opposition to the
project. The Government is brutally attempting to impose its opinion on the people of Perth.
The Minister has referred to the people who object to the project as "the blue-rinse set" and
the Chairman of the State Planning Commuission has called them "the greenies". Blues and
greens; we are worried about the colour of the Swan River with the overuse of that sire.

I commend the Royal Automobile Club of Western Australia for an article that appeared in
its Road Pan-of of October-November 1987. That article exposed the myth of these buildings
being a classical piece of architecture of the late nineteenth century. They are a disaster. The
article states that the various facades on each side of the building look in no way like the
original building. The National Tmust apparently believes that the original building had some
character but what it has turned into does not deserve to be saved. It believes that a great deal
of money would need to be spent to save what is worth saving of those buildings.
The buildings should be demolished and the area set aside for passive recreation. On top of
everything else, that part of Mounts Bay Road is extremely dangerous. In the last four years
there have been 400 accidents in that one kilometre -stretch of road and there have been 14
fatalities between 1966 and 1987. Can members imagine what it would'be like trying to get
around that area on a Sunday afternoon? It will be like trying to leave a football grand final.
It will completely dislocate one of the main arterial roads to and from the city.

The Minister has destroyed the credibility of local government in regard to planning matters
and taken away its powers to make decisions, something which he gave it by his own
signature in December 1985 when he signed the district planning scheme for the City of
Perth. At that time he said that this area would not have an industrial use. He has destroyed
the planning process for the City of Perth with the help of his colleague, the member for
Perth with his allegations of corruption in the Perth City Council.

I call on the Government to reconsider this matter and to establish this site as a passive
recreation area. If it cannot do that it should allow people with planning expertise to decide
what to do with itrso that the people of this city will be given a proper hearing.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc) [2.57 pm]: I second the motion and wish to say three things in
support of it. The Government's proceeding with this proposal represents a breach of an
undertaking given by the Premier. In a statement dated 20 January 1985, numbered P85/Il1,
he said --
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The State Government wants to preserve the Old Swan Brewery site on Riverside
Drive for public use.

That statement contained 12 paragraphs in which the Premier stared eight times diat the
Government wanted to preserve the site for die public. The Government's using die site for a
factory is in breach of die Premier's undertaking when he spent taxpayers' money to acquire
the site. On that occasion he made it very clear that the Government's acquisition of the site
was a conservation measure. He said diat over and over again in his statement. He also
said --

Decisions about the development of the site for public use would depend on
discussions with the Perth City Council which would play a leading role in the
development of a management plan together with the King's Park Board and other
bodies responsible for managing the river foreshore.

Everything in the Premier's statement pointed to the preservation and protection of the site as
a conservation measure and for the use of the public. There was absolutely nothing in the
statement, when he committed the taxpayers' funds, about the redevelopment of the site as a
factory to manufacture beer for a chain of retail outlets or even to manufacture beer on a
smaller scale for a tavern on the site itself.
It was only after the Premier made die statement on 20 January 1985 that the WADC was
brought into the matter and, of course, it came up with die development option -- as it always
does, which is only natural since that is what it exists for. It must be clearly understood that
if the Government proceeds with its actions on the Swan Brewery site it is breaching die
clearest statement of undertaking given by the Premier of this State. Absolutely no odier
interpretation can be placed on it.

Mr Speaker, I seek leave to incorporate the Premier's statement in Hansard because it is
important that it be recorded.
The SPEAKER: I have a little difficulty with that request. We have recently amended
Standing Orders in respect of the tabling and incorporation of documents. I will read the
Standing Order --

Following the request of the Member and by leave of the House the Speaker may
direct the incorporation into Hansard of material such as statistical tables, graphs and
charts, to which a Member has referred in debate but which, of their nature, are not
suitable for presentation in the ordinary course of a speech.

I am also inclined to think that members should not read material in detail and that presents
some difficulty. Under these circumstances I think the document referred to should be read if
the member wants it included in Hansard.
Mr HASSELL: I accept your ruling, Mr Speaker. I have some difficulty talking and dieme is
a shortage of time; those were the reasons for my request. The statement to which I refer is
clearly identified as document P8511I of 20 January 1985 and it begins with the sentence --

The State Government wants to preserve the Old Swan Brewery site on Riverside
Drive for public use.

As I said earlier, in that statement of 12 paragraphs the Premier referred eight times to the
preservation of the site for public use. He also referred to its future being determined by
consultation between the Government, the Perth City Council and the Kings Park Board.
However, that use has changed and the site is now to be used for a beer factory and a tavern.
It is not the sort of public use contemplated by the Premier's statement. There is a clear
breach of his undertaking.
The Kings Park Board has been excluded from consideration of use of the site because it has
made its views known. Similarly, the Perth City Council has been excluded. The Minister
will reply that the Perth City Council was invited to be a member of the working group
considering this matter. The council refused to take part in that working group only after it
became clear that the Government was going ahead anyway.
Mr Pearce: I understand that they have now accepted the invitation to be a member of the
working group.
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Mr HASSELL: If that is so, the council is not taking pant in that working group for the
purpose of establishing how the site will be used but rather as pant of a working group
considering the use of the site which has been predetermined by the Government. The
question remains as to how the Governiment plans to put it into operation.

No person, including the Premier and the Minister for Planning, who gave any fair reading to
or interpretation of the Premier's statement of 20 January could reach any other conclusion
but that there has been a total rejection and abnegation of the Premier's undertaking. That is
a very serious matter and the public should be aware of it.

I also want to question the confidence that people could have in any undertaking given by the
Government. Even if. the Government accepted the proposition put forward by the
Opposition today and extended the time during which submissions could be made, I remind
the Government of a statement which appeared in The West Australian in August --

Mr Pearce: You people are less an Opposition and more of a newspaper clipping service
these days. Can't you make your own speeches?
Mr HASSELL: It is not a matter of making our own speeches.

Mr Pearce: Why not hire speech writers rather than plagiarise the work of newspaper
journalists?
Mr HIASSELL: It is a matter of identifying what the Government and the Ministers have
said. In The West Australian on Friday 14 August 1987, quoting the State Planning
Commrissiont and its chairman, the following statement was made --

The SPC has postponed any final decision on the brewery site for four months to
allow the community to look at the Brewrech proposal and make submissions.

I do not think four months have elapsed since 14 August when that clear statement was made.
There is another variation between what is happening and what the Government spokesman
is reported to have said.

I also wish to deal with the question of whether the State Planning Commission will be an
impartial arbiter of any submissions made by Friday or any later date. The Sunday Times of
4 August 1987 contained an extensive quotation by Mr Bill McKenzie, Chairman of the State
Planning Commission. The article stated that Mr Bill McKenzie --

-- has taken a swipe at "greenles" who want to retain the Swan River foreshore.

He said there should be a few more places like the controversial Mosmnan Bay
tearooms where people could have a cup of tea and a hot dog. "The brewery has been
a landmark since I was a little boy and I have a real hang-up about these greenies
around the place that want the river pristine, with just grass on it", M%& McKenzie said.

He said Brewtech's Swan Brewery redevelopment plan was no longer an environment
issue and there could be grounds to go ahead with it.

The environmental green light and the fact the Perth City Council town planner said
the brewery could be accommodated, are likely to influence strongly a meeting of the
five-member State Planning Commission on Wednesday.

Mr Bill McKenzie moved with utmost haste late last week to gather all information
necessary to make a decision, at least "in principle" on the brewery's future.
Mr McKenzie said it was quite proper for Mr Pearce to put the brewery issue before
the State Planning Commission. In fact that was its function.

This goes directly against commnents by the Lord Mayor, Mr Mick Michael, who said-
the decision by Mr Pearce to take control of the brewery's future away ftom the PCC
and place it in the hands of the commidssion, had set a dangerous precedent.

The article quoting Mr McKenzie went on to say --

If you listen to the developers and you read the City of Perth Planiner's report, which
says the Brewtech development could be accommodated on the site and that's all
about it, then it gives us a bit of strength to look a little more favourably at the
Brewiech scheme.

The council just overturned the Town Planner's recommendation.
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Now bear in mind that the town planner is an adviser to the council, and an employee of the
council; he is not the decision maker. So here is the State Planning Commnissioner referring
back to the adviser of the council as the authority, not the elected representatives of the
people on the Perth City Council. The quotation goes on --

In many respects what is being contemplated on this site is another facility, if properly
handled, which will allow people that haven't got gin palaces to sit on the land and
look at the river while they enjoy themselves.

Mr Brian Burke: Has the member for Cottesloe been down to the Mosman Park Tearooms
since it has been opened to see the number of people using it? It is full.
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, the point is that the State Planning Commission Chairman has
indicated that he has already made up his mind.
Mr Pearce: That is not true. What is the use of reading from a newspaper when you don't
understand what you read?
Mr HASSELL: If we look at the other members of the State Planning Commission, we will
see that the public has every reason to doubt their total independence. As to the proposal that
the park should be taken over by the Tourism Commission, that is scandalous. This proposal
should be absolutely denied and opposed by the Government.
MR PEARCE (Annadale -- Minister for Planning) 13.12 pm]: Mr Speaker, we are 10 days
away from three by-elections in this State in which the Opposition has certain hopes, and it
strikes me it is indicative of the general lack of political perception and capacity of the
Opposition that at a time when it is facing severe political trials of its own -- when big issues
are facing the State and indeed the electors -- at the one rime of the week the Opposition has
the opportunity to bring forward the most important issue, it brings forward a plea to extend
the 60-day submission period on the brewery issue. If that is the topic which strikes the'
Opposition as the most important matter before the people of Western Australia today, I can
only say what I said before by way of interjection; that is? with an Opposition like this one,
who needs a gerrymander?
Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr PEARCE: That just goes to show the kind of pressure groups to which the Opposition
reacts, because I saw in the weekend one of the most disgraceful television performances I
have ever seen on behalf of the brewery action group. This group which in the last couple of
months seems to have become an inaction group, suddenly declares that it was unaware that
the submission period was about to close. I would have thought there would be no more
public planning issue in Western Australia in the last couple of years than this business of the
brewery. The reference of the brewery decision by myself to the State Planning Commission
seems to have figured on the front page of every newspaper in this State, with lead items on
TV bulletins for several days. However, this group of well-informed citizens who take a
deep and abiding interest in this matter now claim that they were unaware that the period for
submissions had a closing date attached, despite the fact as the member for Karrinyup admits
that there were advertisements in the newspapers in the normal way. I announced there
would be 60-day submission date, which runs out on Friday.
Last weekend, the brewery action group called a poorly-attended Press conference to try to
galvanise people to make submissions against the brewery proposals and in support of their
own propositions. The group had not at that stage made any submission opposing the
propositions which the State Planning Commidssion had advertised because the convener was
on an overseas holiday. In order to get some publicity for the closing of submissions and to
make some claims --

Mr Hassell: The Minister is attacking people once again instead of dealing with the issues.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: If there is a 60-day submission period, that is two months in which people can
make submissions, and the brewery action group and the people who support them --

Mr Hassell: It was to be four months.
Mr PEARCE: No-one said it was going to be four months. That is absolute nonsense. I said
there would be a 60-day submission period; and I would expect the whole matter of
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approvals or lack of approvals to be completed within four months. The whole process
would take a maximum of four months, of which two months would be for public
submissions.
Mr Hassell: And you will not extend the period?
Mr PEARCE: No, of course the Government will not extend the period. Sixty days is quite
long enough on an issue which has gone on for more than two and a half years in terms of
public discussion in this State.
I will tell members how the brewery action group sought to give some publicity to its position
that people should put in submissions, or to try to galvanise support for what is described as
1.a dying position" with regard to the opposition to the brewery. I saw on television Mrs
Shirley de la Hunty, who makes all sorts of claims for herself in terms of integrity, alleging
that the Government was planning a secret monorail -- how one could keep a monorai secret,
I do not know -- which was to run from the brewery to the old Perth port project, along the
foreshore to connect up with the casino and various East Perth hotels. There are no East
Perth hotels on the foreshore so this monorail would run like my little boy's train set: in and
around the legs of beds, under the chairs and around the furniture -- a kind of Homby of East
Perth. This has to be the most bizarre proposition I have ever heard.
Mr Hassell: The Minister attacks Mrs Shirley de la Hunry who has never mentioned a
monorail.
Mr PEARCE: She alleged the monorail was pant of the Government's grand plot; she said
she had good sources for making this allegation although she did not know the details, and
this was the reason people should put in submissions opposing the brewery proposition. That
has to be the most dishonest thing I have ever heard on TV. I have seen members of the
Opposition, including the member for Mt Lawley, on TV many timnes -- and there are some
pretty sleazy people on that side of the Parliament -- but none of them could reach the
standards set by that Press conference of the brewery action group.
Not only has there never been any consideration given to a monorail, but also it has never
been suggested or raised in any discussion. The proposition is totally foolish at the best of
times; no Government could afford to construct a monorail, even if anybody were prepared to
accept it on environmental grounds. I certainly would not and neither would the
Government. The brewery action group thought, "Times are getting tough, things are
desperate and desperate times call for desperate measures; we will pretend the Government is
planning a monorail and see if we can dredge up some opposition in that way." That is
absolutely disgusting. I challenged Mrs de la Hunty to produce one skerrick of evidence
which could lead to any conclusion other than that she just made it up in order to generate
opposition to the brewery proposal which would not come from opposition to the brewery
alone but because people might be opposed to the monorail. I would not like to give that
group the credit for thinking up something so dramatically original, and I can only think that
they have seen the opposition to the monorail proposal in Sydney and they thought they
would hop on to the train, if members will excuse the pun.
The behaviour of the brewery action group has been disgraceful. The group has had plenty of
opportunity, as has every other person in Western Australia, to make submissions. My
understanding is, although the submission period is not closed, and all the submissions will
come to me in due course, that around 6 000 submissions have been received in respect of the
brewery proposal.
Mr Hassell: Why do submissions go to the Minister? I thought they went to the State
Planning Commission.
Mr PEARCE: That is because the member for Cottesloe does not understand the planning
process.
Mr Hassell: I do.
Mr PEARCE: No, the member does not, and neither does the shadow Minister for Planning.
Mr Court: When you say there will be a four-storey high restriction it means you are about to
announce a 28-storey building.
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Dr PEARCE: No, it does not. The third section of this motion demonstrates that the shadow
Minister for Planning does not understand planning. When it refers to "the Chairn= of the
Scare Planning Commission. . to ensure that the review of public submidssions to the State
Planning Conision ... is carried out by independent persons", he ought to be aware that
the process of planning works like this: The State Planning Commission advertises the
rezoning proposal; people make submissions to the State Planning Commission on the
proposal; the State Planning Commission makes comments on the submissions -- it does not
determine them -- and those submissions and the Stare Planning Commission's comments go
to a member of the Town Planning Appeals Committee.
Mr Clarko: His comments go through.
Mr PEARCE: Yes, but he does not determine the matter.
Mr Clarke: Yes, but his comments are there. He plays a key part in it.
Mr PEARCE: The member wants me to drag this whole thing out even further so that the
people on his side of the business who have been on overseas tours can now make
submissions -- 60 days did not turn out to be long enough for them -- yet he wants to deny the
State Planning Commission the capacity to make comments.
Mr Clarke: The chairman should not have made public comments.
Mr PEARCE: What does the member for Karrinyup have to say about those members of the
Perth City Council town planning committee who expressed their opposition to cte Brewtech
proposals before the application had ever been made to the Perth City Council?
Mr Clarko: To the media?
Mr PEARCE: Yes.
Mr Clarko:. Before it ever came up?
Mr PEARCE Yes.
Mr Clarke: You had better show me the article if that is the case.
Mr PEARCE: What would the member say about that?
Mr Clarke: That is a supposititious question, as John Tonkin would say. Let us see whether
this did or did not happen.
Mr PEARCE: The member picks only his side of these arguments; he must be consistent in
his position.
Mr Clarko: McKenzie should not make a public statement saying he is in favour of a project
on which he is to make an informed input at a later date.
Mr PEARCE: The motion makes it clear that the member for Karriny-up thinks the Chairman
of the State Planning Commission is going to be the person who determines the submissions.
I am telling the member that that is totally untrue. The chairman will make a
recommendation to a member of the Town Planning Appeals Committee, who will make a
recommendation to me, and I will determine the submissions. That is the planning process. I
am told there are some 6 000 submissions on the question of the brewery, so I guess we will
see.
Mr Clarke: If the majority are against it, will you cake any notice of that?
Mr PEARCE: I will certainly give consideration to that. But let me ask the member: If the
majority are in favour of it, will that change his mind in terms of the submissions?
Mr Clarke: I speak for myself. I will be interested to see what you do with the submissions.
Mr PEARCE: If the majority of the submissions are opposed to the brewery proposition, that
certainly will be considered.
Mr Clarke: I will answer your question directly if you will say to me that if the majority are
against Brewtech you will find against the building. I will give you an answer immediately
you agree to that.
Mr PEARCE: I anm not going to give that undertaking, of course.
Mr Clarke: No, but you want me to answer your dorothy dixers.
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Mr PEARCE: What the member is prepared to say is that if the majority of submissions are
against the project, that ought to be the end of it. But if he ever becomes Minister for
Planning -- although I think he will be retired by the rime his party returns to these benches, if
ever -- he will discover that almost every proposition for development anywhere, whether it
be a small suburban project or a large central city project, has the majority of submissions
against it. That is the psychology of planning applications.

Mr Clarko: Let us be fair. You are already quoted as saying the only thing that will stop this
project going ahead is its withdrawal. You stated that in December last year. I take it that it
was reported correctly. If that is the case, what is the point of people putting in objections?

Mr PEARCE: That particular comment was reported out of context, but by and large the
Government has given support to that project and is not proposing to move away from that
position of general support. But clearly we will give consideration to the submissions made,
whether there be a majority in favour or a majority against. The simple point I make with
regard to the determination of the applications is that it will not be made by the Chairman of
the State Planning Commission. In saying that, neither the member for Karrinyup nor the
former Leader of the Opposition demonstrates any real knowledge of the way in which the
planning processes operate in this State.

I find it amazing that a group like the brewery action group can make a serious claim that it
did not know that the submissions were to close after the 60-day period, and equally I express
my disgust at the tactics used by that group in inventing this fictitious monorail as a way of
trying to generate a level of public opposition which may not exist to the brewery proposal
itself but might be there. I myself would sign a petition against putting a monorail along the
foreshore to link up those various propositions.

Mr Hassell: We did not mention a monorail. The motion is not about a monorail.

Mr PEARCE: But you are acting as ventriloquist dummies for the brewery action group.

Mr Hassell: What about dealing with the issues and the Premier's promise?

Mr PEARCE: I am happy to deal with that. Time and tine again the Opposition has taken a
single line out of the Premier's Press statement about the preservation of the site for public
use and has sought to pretend that it means that the Government never had any commitment
to preserve the building. A reading of that Press release shows quite clearly that what the
Premier referred to was the preservation of the site as a whole -- that is, the land and the
buildings on it -- and the allocation of some of the site for public use. The Opposition has put
into brackets next to "public use" the words "non-commercial" as if that were an intrinsic part
of the Premier's Press release. It never was. It is clear from Government statements on that
issue over a long period that we always expected there to be a significant commercial element
in that building because we were not going to ask the taxpayer to pay the whole cost of
preserving and running those buildings.

Mr Hassell: Do you remember this paragraph: "The preservation of the site will also allow
attention to be paid to the serious traffic hazard in Riverside Drive at the site of the old
brewery"?

Mr PEARCE: The member for Cottesice manages to slide away from one point to another
very quickly when he is being done over on the first point. I will finish on the commercial
aspect by saying that so significant was the business involving some commercial aspects that
the member for Conesloe, as Leader of the Opposition, wrote a letter to the editor of The
West Australian defending commercial uses on that site and pointing out that profit ought not
to be a disqualification for potential developers. I have read that letter to this Parliament
three times and I will not .do it again today. It is no good the member for Corresloe's trying to
pretend he did not know what the Government had in mind for this building, because we have
run the most open process in terms of informing people about what we want.

Mr Hassell: It was set out in the Premier's statement very clearly that the site would be
preserved for public use.

Mr PEARCE: I fail to understand why part (b) has found its way into the motion at all,
because I should not have thought the question of which Minister is responsible for the
administration of Kings Park bore on that issue at all, except to say -- as the Premier said by
way of interjection -- that there was a time when the Lands Department was responsible for
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Kings Park. To say that because the Minister for Tourism will now be the Minister
responsible for Kings Park -- because it is a very significant tourist attraction in this city --
means that it might be cheapened and comnmercialised in some way is like saying that the
Lands Department, during its administration of it, was likely to subdivide it and flog it off
because that is what the Lands Department does with a lot of other land. The Government
has absolute confidence in the capacity of the Minister for Tourism to properly administer
Kings Park.

Mr Hassell: You should not link up Kings Park with the brewery development as a tourist
complex. It is meant co be a park.

Mr PEARCE: The transference of it to the Minister for Tourism has nothing to do with that.
In fact, that is the member's version of the monorail, is it not? But he lacks the inventive
capacity of Mrs de la Hunty. If he ever makes things up he should go for the really bizarre
and outstanding, as she does.

The third part of the motion deals with the role of the Chairman of the State Planning
Commission in resolving public submissions. I have already made it clear that the Chairman
of the State Planning Commission will not be the person who resolves public submissions.

Mr& Clarko: He will have critical input into it.

Mr PEARCE-. Of course he will, for heaven's sake. He is the most important person in
planning in this State, as head of the State Planning Commission, and he will have a say. But
he will not be the judge, he will be an advocate.

Mr Clarko: He has already given his position -- that is what is wrong.

Mr PEARCE: There is no doubt that when he makes recommendations on the submissions
he will put the position he thinks is the best. I am sure the Town Planning Appeals
Committee will pay attention to his view, as it will to the submissions. And I will pay
attention to everyone's view when I finally resolve those submissions.

The fourth point concerns taking into account the widespread community opposition to the
proposed redevelopment.

I suppose it is always a matter of opinion. Like every other member of Parliament I receive
letters signed by "the people of Western Australia.' Some person sits down -- one
individual -- with a pen and a little bit of paper and writes a statement of what he thinks and
then signs himself "the people of Western Australia". I think he probably truly believes that
the people of this State -- the 1.5 million people -- are properly represented by him. I
suppose Colonel Rabuka operates on a very similar sort of base. He feels that he exemplifies
in his own person the opinion of the people of Fiji. I will not go so far as to say that because
I support the proposition for the redevelopment of the brewery it is thereby supported by all
or even a majority of the people of Western Australia. There have been two discrete types of
polls done about whether people are in favour of the redevelopment. One poll was of the
write-in, ring-in type and the other was a statistically valid survey. The surveys done
properly have always indicated a majority of between 60 to 76 per cent of people in favour of
the redevelopment. The kind of poll where people ring up a television station or write to a
newspaper have very often run the other way. That kind of poll can be manipulated but one
cannot manipulate the statistically valid one. The member for Karrinyup can say if he wants
to that there is widespread community opposition to the proposed redevelopment. My view
is that there is widespread community support for the proposition. At the same time I
acknowledge that there is a significant level of disquiet with that development in the minds of
some people -- not a majority; but a significant group of the population neverthe less.

Mr Clarko: Why has it had so much media attention?

Mr PEARCE: Because the brewery has been a significant landmark in Western Australia for
100 years, which is why we seek to preserve it. Anybody who seeks to do something about
that -- whether to pull it down or to build it up again -- will strike great opposition. If the
member for Karrinyup were the Minister for Planning, and had sought to bulldoze that
building, he would have struck majority opposition to what he sought to do, in the same way
as his predecessors ran into a lot of difficulty when they sought to bulldoze the Barracks arch.
I find a great deal of humour and irony in those people who compare our efforts to
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save the brewery buildings and the efforts made by a previous Liberal Government to pull
down the Barracks arch. People have suggested to me, for example, in my capacity as
Minister for Plann-ing, that the brewery is my Barracks arch. I think that is a very foolish way
to look at it. People objected to the fact that with the pulling down of the Barracks arch, the
Government was destroying a historic building. We are seeking to save a historic building
and I believe we will be able to save it, but we are facing opposition from people who want a
non-historic road in its place. There are those people who worship the motor car so much
that they are prepared to see historic buildings bulldozed in order to make their drive a
fraction straighter. I do not believe that is a good way in which to approach heritage matters
in this State. For those reasons the Government will not lend any support to this proposition;
but I can say this: Thos 6 000 or so people who have made submissions already will find
their submissions will be given full consideration: but I do not believe we should be asked to
prolong this matter any longer. Sixty days is long enough for any interested person to make a
reasoned and thoughtful submission, with plenty of time to work on it and get it into the post.

MR COWAN (Merredin -- Leader of the National Party) [3.34 pm]: The National Party has
great pleasure in supporting this matter of public importance. It is a motion which should
remind the Government that while it might preen itself on the fact that it seems to be given a
free run by the Press and the media generally in Parliament during question time, there will
be other things written in the history books about the Government which will indicare very
clearly that it has made plenty of mistakes. This matter happens to be one of them. There is
no question about that. I am very pleased that the Minister raised the matter of the Barracks
arch. Just as that was a m-istake for the conservative Government of the time, the brewery
plan is definitely a mistake for this Govemnment. It is for that reason that the National Party
supports the motion moved by the member for Kanrinyup. There is no doubt that when the
Govenrment made the decision to purchase the brewery site, it was publicly applauded
because what was then proposed for the site was residential development. Some people
complained about the $5 million spent to purchase the site, believing it to be too much, but in
the main the public was very pleased to see the site acquired by the Govemnment for the
people. However quite clearly in making that purchase certain statements were made on
behalf of the Government. The Minister has been very critical of members on this side of the
House quoting from newspapers. I would quote directly from a statement made by the
Minister for Planning, because he made it very clear when speaking to the Press that what
was intended for the site was a redevelopment purely for the public and recreational use. I
quote --

By development, I do not mean buildings but recreational use.

The Minister went even further --

The Government would seek public views on whether the sire should be made a park
or the building renovated for public use.

The Minister made it very clear that there was an option -- in his mind anyway -- to create
public open space on the site, with perhaps some limited development. My understanding of
the group that the Minister has maligned to a great extent -- the brewery action group -- is.
that many of those people, particularly Professor Appleyard, have always supported the
concept of limited development to the extent that the area of land remains public open space
but with some buildings which would support those people who utilise that public open
space. I do not think anybody in this Parliament would oppose such a plan, but the
Government chose to refer the matter to the West Australian Development Corporation-

Mr Pearce: That is untrue. The WADC put in a submission in the same way as the other 800
people put in submissions.

Mr COWAN: WADC put in a submission on how the land should be developed. Is that
correct?

Mr Pearce: Yes, that is right.

Mr COWAN: One of the problems has been that this Government has spent a lot of time and
energy through the WADC establishing a register of properties, real estate in the main, which
is not yielding a reasonable income for the Government. Quite clearly once the Government
acquired this land it felt that the land could be utilised for making a dollar.
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Mr Pearce: That is untrue.

Mr COWAN: Well, that is the perception. I will deal with just one other subject. The
Government was applauded when it acquired this site for $5 million. Since that time, high-
rise projects have been announced and the popularity of the Government has disappeared out
of the window. The Government should be looking very closely at the submissions that will
be made and it should spend a lot of time and give a lot of attention to the attitude of the
public in direct opposition to the development the Government has proposed for this site.
MR THOMAS (Wclshpool) [3.38 pm]: I wish to address some of the substantive issues
involved in this question. Although the motion moved goes more to procedures in
determining what will happen to the brewery site, a lot of the contribution to the debate by
members opposite, and in particular by the member for Karrinyup, addressed how the land
ought to be used and what will ultimately happen with that site.

I do not think anyone could seriously argue that the existing brewery building has no
significant heritage value. I am not sure what assessment is made of it by the National Trust
in an architectural sense because normally when buildings are assessed for their heritage
value, they are looked at in an architectural sense as to what particular style of architecture
they represent and whether they are a good example of that style of architecture and so on.

I submit that this building has heritage value because of its landscape value, apart from any
architectural merit it might have. It has significant landscape value because it has been there
for a long time and it is an attractive punctuation mark, if you like, on the landscape.

Mr Court: Do you think it should be a factory?

Mr THOMAS: It worked adequately as a factory for a long time, but that is not what I am
talking about. Let me explain.

If one travels along Mounts Bay Road one sees that for the most part there are uninterrupted
vistas of the river, and to a certain extent that is quite boring. If one comes from another
direction, as I do virtually every day across the freeway, the red brick building of the brewery
sitting at the bottom of Kings Park is very attractive. It is an important and attractive part of
the landscape.

Mr Lightfoot: You don't really believe that in your heart?

Mr THOMAS: I do. Thbe red brick buildings with the creepers on them are an attractive
punctuation mark on the landscape at the foot of Kings Park. They are in scale and not ugly,
and that heritage value should be retained.

It has been suggested in the debate and people outside this House have suggested that the site
should be added to Kings Park or administered by the Kings Park Board. That is one of the
most absurd suggestions of the lot. Why on earth should it be added to Kings Park or
administered by the Kings Park Board? It is not logically or naturally part of Kings Park. It
may well be next to Kings Park but it is separated from the park by a major road. It is no
more a part of Kings Park than the buildings on the other side of Kings Park Road. The
major buildings are not logically part of Kings Park but part of the river reserve. Why should
not the balance of the foreshore there be added to Kings Park? It is logically as much a part
of Kings Park as the site where the brewery is. If the use of the brewery were compatible
with the use of Kings Park it may be that it should be administered by the Kings Park Board
under some sort of efficiency criteria. However, there is no geographical or natural reason
why it should be incorporated in Kings Park.

This issue has been portrayed in some circles as a conservation issue, and that is where it has
been misconstrued. It is not a conservation issue, at least not in the sense that one refers to
nature conservation. The area there is disturbed and quite artificial and the issue is one of
planning and landscape design. If the buildings were demolished and the area became like
the rest of the foreshore, it would be dead space as is an awful lot of the foreshore there at
present. How often does one see people sitting on the grass in that part of the river
foreshore? They do not because it is so exposed and open that it is almost agoraphobic. It is
not the sort of place people would go to relax.
Mr Lightfoot: They go there in their hundreds. You are quite wrong. You should drive
around there some time.
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Mr THOMAS: I do. I drive there quite often.
Mr Lightfoot: Then how can you say something as inaccurate as that?
Mr THOMAS: I can assure the member people are not there in their hundreds.
Mr Ligbtfoot: What you are saying is entirely inaccurate.
Mr THO0MAS: That is a matter of fact, and we will leave it to others to determine. I am sure
I am quite right, and if the member allows me to continue he will understand why I am
correct. It is used as a cycleway and a lot of people ride bikes there on weekends to get from
A to B -- as a transportation corridor of sorts. If the member is looking for people sitting by
the river and enjoying being there he should go to the Crawley foreshore where there is some
development and cover and protection from the road, and he will see hundreds of people,
particularly on weekends, as opposed to the absence of people on this site.
It is not suitable to be developed into the type of park that Crawley is, for example, because it
does not have those physical attributes. It is too close to a major road, too open, and too
exposed. From the university to the Causeway there is virtually uninterrupted river
foreshore. There is no shortage of open space along the river. What we require at this point
is some sort of development which would, as the Chairman of the Planning Commission said,
enable people to go and enjoy the facilities and have a cup of tea.
One of the proposals put forward, which members opposite have been referring to, involves
manufacturing as an incidental part of the activities proposed to take place in the
redevelopment, but I do not think one would describe it accurately as a factory. If one did
describe it in some legal sense as a factory it would be a very atypical factory. it has been a
factory for as long as I can remember and a long time before that, and na-one objected
particularly strongly to it. It has not outlived its usefulness for that purpose and it is
appropriate that it should be redeveloped for a new purpose.
Mr Lightfoot: Who wrote this speech for you?
Mr THOMAS: it has not been written; I am speaking from brief notes. I can assure the
member it is not a written speech.
The building itself has very significant landscape and therefore heritage value and should be
preserved essentially in its current form because of that, quite apart from any architectural
value it might have.
The final point I wish to address in the motion is the question of the transfer of responsibility
to the Minister for Tourism, and the argument was put that it was inappropriate. I put that
argument to bed by referring to the fact that Rottiest Island has been transferred in that way.
If any area is a park that should be preserved in some sort of natural sense --

Mr Hassefl: It is a holiday resort.
Mr THOMAS: It is also a park and has important conservation functions. It has been
transferred to the Minister for Tourism; but concurrent with that, and overseen by the
Minister, and largely due to the Minister's efforts, a management plan has been drawn up
which has enhanced its conservation values and the management of those aspects of that
reserve so much more than they have been in the past. There had never previously been a
systematic management plan for Rottnest which gave proper regard to its conservation value.
That has occurred because the Minister for Tourism has been responsible for that area, To
suggest that because an area may be added to the Minister's responsibilities it will become
some sont of Disneyland or whatever is simply nonsense.
QI4stion put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (15)
Mr Blaikie Mrt Cowan Mrt Lightfoot MrTubby
M Bradshaw Mr Crane Mr Me nsaros Mr Wiese
Mr Cash Mr Grayden Mr Stephens Mr Williarts (Teller)
Mrt court Mr Hasseil Mr Thompson
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Noes (23)
Dr Alexander Mr Peter Dowding Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Pearce MIS Watis
Mr Bridge Mnr Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Brian Burke Mr Gordon Hill Mr D. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Carr Mr Hodge Mr PSJ. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Taylor

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Rushton Mr Parker
Mir MacKinnon Mr Bryce
Mr Lewis Mr Evans
Mr waif Mr Grill
Mhe House Mr Troy

Question thus negatived.
BLOOD DONATION (LIMITATION OF LIABILITY) AMENDMENT DILL

Second Reading
Debate resumned from 10 September.
MR BRADSH-AW (Murray-Wellington) [3.53 pm]: The Opposition supports this Bill. The
Bill provides protection for people working in the health area, or dealing with products from
which they could catch AIDS, who comply with the criteria specified in the Act. The
intention of the original Bill was simply to limit the liability of the Red Cross or others
involved in donating blood. However, it had the unforeseen additional effect of excluding all
people working in the field of blood donations from claiming workers' compensation should
they contract AIDS while working. This eml is retrospective, which seems to indicate that
perhaps the Minister has somebody in mind. Has somebody come forward and said they
have caught AIDS and could be liable for workers' compensation under this Bill?

Claims for workers' compensation always present difficulties because of the doubt as to their
legitimacy. Obviously it would be difficult to prove whether somebody caught AIDS in the
course of his job or from his social habits. I do not think that is a reason to exclude a person
from claiming workers' compensation. It will obviously be for the claims tribunal to decide
whether the claims are genuine. The Opposition supports this eml.
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.55 pm]: The National Party also supports this legislation. The
legislation demonstrates, once again, that this Parliament frequently spends its time correcting
errors in' drafting, and that is essentially what this Bill does. The Minister acknowledged in
his second reading speech that, "It was not contemplated at the time of drafting the principal
Act that the definition of 'AIDS related action' would exclude the right to receive workers'
compensation." It is only right that workers' compensation should be payable in cases where
workers contract AIDS in the course of their employment. There are people in certain lines
of employment who may contract AIDS and compensation should be awarded to them. As
the member for Murray-Wellington has already pointed out, it would be up to the claims
tribunal to see whether such people were working strictly in accordance with their
employment conditions and not, so to speak, playing around. It is only a small amending
piece of legislation, but it does have considerable significance. The National Party is happy
to support the legislation.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie -- Minister for Health) [3.57 pm]: I thank both members for their
support for this important piece of legislation. The member for Murray-Wellington asked
whether there was any particular person or problems we had in mind in bringing this
legislation forward. To my knowledge, there is not. The eml simply covers something which
was not catered for ina the original Bill.
That takes me to the point raised by the member for Stirling as to whether this eml is
correcting an error in drafting. It is always a problem for Ministers when something of this
natur is brought to their attention. The usual response is one of "Bloody hell,' or something
like that. These things do happen and it is important that, rather than duck the issue, one
should correct any error that was made in the first place. That is the proper thing to do as far
as this legislation is concerned -- to ensure that those people who may inadvertently contract
AIDS have access to workers' compensation, just as other workers have access to it.
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Question put and passed.
eml read a second time.

In Committee, etc
eml passed through Committee without debate, reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
eml read a third time, on motion by Mr Taylor (Minister for Health), and transmitted to the
Council.

WILLS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from L5 September.
MR MENSAROS (1loreat) [4.00 pm]: Human nature must have always placed a
predominant interest on possessing, generally, and disposing of one's possessions after life.
The proof for this can be found in an observation of legal history. As soon as the old
communities left the tribal commune-type lifestyle in the hierarchy of laws governing even
very old societies, inheritance featured highly everywhere. In terms of inheritance today we
think ofT assets, but in days gone by it included the inheritance of position, office, tide and
even skills. People of every religion thought in some or other way of how to further their
issues, hence, this explains the birth and the very long life or aristocracy, based on human
nature, yet being so useful to the rulers of the day who ruled various commnunities and
countries.
On the lower level, franchise-based businesses, such as conducting postal business and then
later occupations and even professions, were inherited. In English country life, for instance,
this has prevailed up to date. Of course, in early laws more attention was paid to intestate
inheritance. This applied even before the rules applying to wills were made. Once that
occurred, the law demanded these formalities for the simple and understandable reason that
the most important party to the testaments of the will, the testator, could not be heard any
more. Hence, the rules as they have developed imposed those formalities to ensure that the
least justifiable doubt should be able to be raised against a will of a deceased person. The
law wanted to impress upon the testator the importance and important consequences of his
action. It wanted to defend the person from making a will under any type of intimidation,
necessary need or duress and wanted to ensure that the formulated will was genuine.
I can recall the different and often almost fancy rules which remained in force and applied to
wills in various countries on the continent. If we go back 150 years literacy was not very
widespread amongst the general population- There was no obligatory schooling and there
were rules for verbal wills. The wills had to be declared by the testator under prescribed
solemn circumstances to four witnesses, none of whom would benefit from the will, but one
of whom would have to be a village prefect. Of course, the required number and quality of
witnesses varied depending on whether the testator wrote the will in his own hand or had it
written by someone else. Later, of course, that became typing.
There was a special office in most countries on the continent which could be called that of the
notary public. These offices were concessions to private practitioners who did nothing else
but prepare wills and administer estates, like the trustee companies do in Australa and they
also acted as preparing agencies for the probate proceedings before the case went to the court.
Consequently, probate became a very simple and, in most cases, a very quick procedure.
There were several of these notaries in the larger towns and they competed with each other as
far as the preparation of wills and adrninistration of estates went, but had a gentleman's
agreement as far as fairly lucrative pre-probate procedures were concerned.
If within a township of between 50 - 60 000 people, there were two notaries public, one
handled the estate of the deceased persons who died in odd months; that is, January, March,
May etc. The other handled the estates belonging to people who died in even calendar
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months. That seemed to be the most equitable distribution of this professional work.
I have only mentioned these perhaps not uninteresting historical facts, to show how great an
importance has been placed by every legal system on inheritance and particularly, in later
times, on testate inheritance.
Yet the Minister was quite right in his second reading speech to say that the requirements for
strict formalities resulted in a large number of wills being declared invalid, albeit the testators
intention, in many cases, might have appeared quite clear.
This question has occupied governments for quite some time. It is one of those many fields
where I feel that neither the Attomey General nor the Minister in this House -- albeit he has a
lesser responsibility and I suppose he receives his speech notes from the Attorney -- gives
any credit where it is due.
It was the Liberal Attorney General, Hon Ian Medcalf QC who instigated the Law Reform
Commission's inquiry to which the second reading speech refers, but the Minister's speech
implies that it was this Government which instigated it. [ want to emphasise it very strongly,
therefore, and place it on record that the recommendations of the Law Reform Commission,
upon which the provisions of this Bill are based, were the result of one of the many brilliant
initiatives of Mr Medcalf who, undoubtedly, will go down in history as one of the most
outstanding Attorneys of this State.
In any event the Law Reform Commuission has recommended relaxation of the strict rules
prevailing in the current Wills Act. Such relaxation has generally been accepted in most
States in Australia. There are two schools of thought in implementing this relaxation. One is
the lesser libertarian which acknowledges the will to be valid if it substantially complies with
the rules. This philosophy has been accepted in the Queensland legislation.
The other school of thought is that the court can dispense with the formalities virtually all
together and should only look for the intention of the testator. Thai view has been legislated
accordingly in South Australia, The Attorney General has chosen the South Australian
principle mainly because of a famous case which was mentioned in the Minister's second
reading speech. It concerned dual wills of a married couple which were executed in a way
that the husband signed his wife's document and the wife signed her husband's document.
Therefore, of course, their wills were not valid and were not acceptable.
This Bill provides that the court must also be satisfied that there can be no reasonable doubt
as to the intention of the testator. This dispensation of formalities applies not only to the
document itself but also to any alterations, revocation and revival of a will. It also includes
the provision that the will is deemed to be executed, even if it is not signed. In all these
cases, of course, the provision is -- and that is the most important provision -- that there can
be no reasonable doubt about the intention of the testator.
When this Bill was introduced in the previous session of this Parliament, the Attorney
General said that he was asking for various views and opinions, and the Opposition has done
likewise. We have received views from a number of people, including Queen's Counsel and
solicitors. On balance, they agree with the solution of the Government to follow the South
Australian principle and allow a wide interpretation of a variety of wills, as long as the
intention is clearly proved.
Some people commented that the "beyond reasonable doubt" rule imposes a higher standard,
simnilar to that required by the criminal law, instead of the general civil law principle of a
balance of probabilities. This provision in the Bill is desired more than the requirement of a
compliance with strict formalities. Some views lean towards a solution which should go only
as far as substantial compliance with the provisions of the will itself. As almost every
provision of every piece of legislation can be criticised from one point of view or another, the
majority opinion is that this solution is quite acceptable.
As in every change, only time and practice will tell to what extent a solution is perfect. One
can look forward to thi. There might be unacceptable and undesirable results, in which case
the Government of the day will have to try to amend the legislation. Until then the
Opposition gives its support to the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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In Committee, etc
Bill passed through Committee without debate, reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Peter Dowding (Minister for Works and Services),
and passed.

BUNBURY PORT AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 10 September.
MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [4.17 pm]: I support this Bill. The amendment generally is in
respect of providing for additional authority for both the Bunbuzy Port Authority and the
Minister to lease lands controlled by the Bunbwry Port Authority. At the moment the
Bunbury Port Authority and the Minister are restricted to leasing land under the control of the
Bunbury Port Authority for a period not exceeding 21 years. Another restriction is on the
leasing of that land, and that can be found in the principal Act. It provides that the leasing of
any land shall be for the purposes of yards or sites for shipbuilding, boat building, storage of
timber, coal, merchandise or other property, or for the erection of workshops or foundries or
for any other purpose approved by the Minister. The lease of land must be specifically for
those mailers I have outlined.

That leased property must be used for the purposes connected with shipping. In the past that
has caused some problems to the Bunbury Port Authority in applications made to it for the
lease of land in that region.
The amendment proposes that the port authority should be empowered to lease land for a
period of up to 21 years for purposes other than those exclusively connected with shipping.
By doing that it is believed that the Bunbury Port Authority will be able to service certain
needs in that region.

A subsidiary amendment, to section 25A, if carried, will give the Minister authority to lease
land for a period not exceeding 50 years. The Minister will be required to provide a written
instnument, and the period that he agrees to, should he decide that a particular applicant
should be leased land, will not exceed 50 years. The Opposition is prepared to support that
proposal.
One of the mailers which concerns me is the fact that at the moment the Bunbury Port
Authority controls a fair amount of land in the Bunbury region. If the amendment is carried
and becomes law, the Bunbury Port Authority will have to exercise some prudence in the
leasing of certain lands.
Quite obviously we do not want a situation where the port authority, because it is the
responsible authority in which that land is vested, goes into competition with private
developers in the region and sets up a new industrial zone in competition with existing
industrial areas. There is good meason why the Bunbury Port Authority's charter should be
extended but the extension of that charter will require prudent use by that port authority.
Included in the amendment is a provision whereby the port authority can lease land on a
short-term basis for a period not exceeding 60 days. From time to time in the past, applicants
have gone to the port authority and asked if they could use certain land under the control of
that port authority for a very short-term purpose but have found that the port authority has not
been able to grant approval, although it has been prepared to lease applicants land on a
longer-termn basis. That has not suited the applicants and very little use has been able to be
made of a short-term licence.
Perhaps the most significant part of the amendment now before the House is the fact that
Cable Sands Pry Ltd of Bunbury is in need of land currently controlled by the Bunbury Port
Authority and is not able to be pranted a lease because the use to which Cable Sands wants to
put this land is presently excluded from the provisions of the Act. This amendment will
rectify that situation because the land would be able to be used for any other purpose
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approved by the Minister of the day. Cabie Sands is an important producer in the Bunbury
region. It is certainly a very well-respected employer in that region and the Opposition is
conscious of the need to ensure that land is provided for this company to enable it to continue
its operations and expand the ones it is presently undertaking in that region. To sound a note
of caution, the Opposition does not want a situation to occur where the Bunbury Port
Authority, in the exercise of this increased authority, becomes a competitor with existing
industrial developments in the region. The Opposition wants that known by the present
commurissioners of the port authority and it certainly wants that recognised by the Minister
handling the Bill.

With those few words I signify that the Opposition is prepared to support the Bill.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.25 pm]: I indicate that the National Party supports this
amending legislation. There is no point in covering ground which has been adequately
covered by the previous speaker.

Mr Pearce: Did you say "adequately" or 'adamantly"?

Mr STEPHENS: [ said "adequately'. For the very reasons that have already been outlined,
the National Party has much pleasure in supporting this legislation.

MR PEARCE (Armadale -- Acting Minister for Transport) [4.26 pm]: On behalf of the
Minister for Transport, I thank the members who spoke on behalf of their respective parties
for their support of this legislation.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc

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

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Pearce (Acting Minister for Transport), and
transmitted to the Council.

WILDLIFE
Western Swamp Turtle: Grievance

MR (;RAYDEN (South Perth) [4.28 pm]: The matter I wish to deal with concerns to some
extent the Minister for Conservation and Land Management. It is in relation to the possible
threat to the western swamp turtle, more commonly known as the western short-necked
tortoise, which is posed by the proposed excavation of clay on the opposite side of Great
Eastern Highway to the reserve that has been set aside to preserve these amphibians.

As most members would know, the western short-necked tortoise is unique to Western
Australia. It is confined to a relatively small portion of this State, to an area south of
Bullsbrook extending to the swampy areas adjacent to metropolitan Perth. Two small areas
have been set aside: One is the Ellen Brook Reserve of 53 hectares and the other is the Twin
Swamp Reserve of 142 hectares. The short-necked tortoise is not known anywhere else in
the world. It is confined to Western Australia and it is extraordinarily rare. The first
specimen was found in 1839 and another one was not found until 1953 when a schoolboy
presented one at an exhibition. It was then realised it was identical to the one found in 1839.
Since then quite a lot of investigatory work has been carried out on the tortoise and its
habitat, and it has been established that there are only about 50 of these reptiles in Western
Australia; in other words, 50 in existence. These tortoises, known either as the western
swamp turtle or the western short-necked tortoise, live in small swamps formed when winter
rains are retained in small clay depressions. In the winter they feed on aquatic insects,
tadpoles, etc. In the summer they aestivate and bury themselves in the clay, beneath logs, or
under leaf debris.

The possible excavation of clay on the land opposite the Ellen Brook Reserve in upper Swan,
poses a very real threat to the continued existence of these reptiles as it could result in the
drainage of these reserves, remembering that only a very small area -- 53 hectares -- is
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involved. The excavation of clay could result in the complete destruction of the habitat of
these tortoises, and I do not need to emiphasise the significance of destroying a species which
is almost extinct -- in Western Australia we have only 50, which means there are only 50 in
existence.

Mr Gordon Hill: The environment in that area is very sensitive, too.

Mr GRAYDEN: As the Minister for Police and Emergency Services has emphasised, the
area has an extremely delicate environment and, again, it is a relatively small area of 53
hectares. The destruction of that habitat and therefore of those reptiles would be an act of
vandalism, which would be absolutely unpardonable. It would be infinitely worse than the
destruction of St Paul's Cathedral or Westminster Abbey, or buildings of that kind. Without
any question we have a reptile which is unique in the world and is facing extinction.

Some weeks ago several hundred acres on the eastern side of Ellen Brook Reserve were
purchased for $1.2 million in cash. The residents in the area state that every two weeks the
ownership of the land is shuffled between three companies. The first company is
International Brick and Tile, the second is Savatutt Pty Ltd, and the third is Genwool Pty Ltd,
all of which have a common address of I York Street, Sydney. What connections those
companies have in Western Australia I do not know, but International Brick and Tile is
establishing a brick and tile manufacturing plant in the vicinity of Ballajura. near Wanneroo.
For the last two weeks those companies have had a drill on the site and in the last couple of
days they have had all the stock removed. At what stage the proposed development has
reached with the EPA, I do not know.

Without question the excavation of the clay pits would destroy this very attractive area of the
Swan Valley. Most people would know approximately where it is. As one drives along one
sees open fields between Great Northern Highway and the ranges. It is a beautiful area. But,
first of all, the clay pits would despoil that area and then, and much more seriously, they
would destroy or very seriously damage the habitat of the tortoises in that the work would
interrupt the natural flow of water from the ranges down to the swamp. If we had clay pits
there instead of a progression of water flowing through the clay into the swamp, which has
ensured the swamp's survival over hundreds of thousands of years, we would intercept that
flow of water and without question this 53 hectares of reserve would dry up and the habitat of
these tortoises, unique to Western Australia, would be destroyed. It would be an act of
vandalism to desecrate the picturesque environment which exists along this major arterial
road leading into Perth. More importantly, it would destroy the very limited habitat of the
western short-necked tortoise. I ask the Minister to give most urgent consideration to this
matter because of its importance.

MR HODGE (Melville -- Minister for Conservation and Land Management) [4.37 pm]: I
thank the member for South Perth for raising this matter. He has a longstanding and deep-
seated interest in conservation and environment matters and he has done the Parliament a
service today by drawing its attention to this important matter.

I am able to give him some good news. By sheer coincidence this matter was drawn to my
attention yesterday by the Executive Director of the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, He sent me a fairly comprehensive memo outlining much of the detail that the
member for South Perth has mentioned this afternoon. I immediately referred the matter
yesterday to the Environmental Protection Authority for attention by its chairman. I asked
for an urgent report on what action is open to the EPA to make sure that this unique reptile,
the western short-necked tortoise, mnight be protected, because as the member for South Perth
has said, it is a rare and endangered species.
I am also told there is rare flora in the area although I cannot recall off-the-cuff the name of
that flora; however, it was included in my briefing notes. Had I known the matter would be
raised today by way of a grievance I would have brought the full details with me.

As I understand it, much of the information the member for South Perth gave to the House is
accurate; these tortoises are a rare and endangered species and are found only in very few
locations. My advice is that if the clay extraction were to proceed it would have a very
serious impact on these reptiles. The member's concern is well based. As I said, I have
taken urgent action following my receipt of the memo from the executive director but I will
now cause further inquiries to be made of the EPA to ensure it is treating the matter with the
(.0)
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utmost urgency. All members should share the concern expressed by the member for South
Perth for the welfare of this rare and endangered species of tortoise. I will do all, I can to
ensure its future is not jeopardised.

POLICE STAFFING

Warwick: Grievance
MRS WATKINS (Joandalup) [4.40 pm]: I draw to the attention of members the plight of
some police officers at the Warwick Police Station. I had the good fortune some months ago,
accompanied by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, to spend some time on
patrol with "Whisky" patrol. I was most impressed with the calibre of the police officers and
took it upon myself to make arrangements with them to go out on patrol again spending a
considerably longer time with them. Last Wednesday, from 7.00 pm to midnight, I
accompanied two officers on "W'hisky 50" patrol.

It is easy for members of this House to call for an expansion of the Police Force. However, I
wonder whether any of them has taken the time to look at the conditions under which officers
work. On that evening, I asked the police officers I was accompanying to treat me no
differently from any other interested member of the public. It was very difficult for them to
do that at first, but I think that they began to understand what I was about, and to treat me as I
had asked after they got to know me.

The first matter to be dealt with that evening was to act upon a search warrant for a fellow
about whom the police had been tipped off was in the possession of marijuana. I
accompanied the officers to that person's house. I waited in the car because I am not quite as
fit as the police officers and did not wish to hinder them. The gentleman was duly arrested
and taken to Warwick Police Station. I found what happened then quite fascinating because I
was allowed to be present during the arresting procedure. One thing that really struck me
was the antiquated nature of the equipment used at the police station. Those poor police
officers use very old and slow manual typewriters. I do not know how they manage because
they are usually only two-finger typists. I was informed that, during the daylight hours, they
have a typist on duty who types the interviews while an officer is interviewing the arrested
person. On that evening there was no typist, and I was informed that generally is the case at
night.

I sat and watched the officer recording the interview in longhand. I asked him what
happened after the completion of the interview and he informed that he would type his
transcript later. I volunteered to type the interview for him. That was a bit unusual because
my typing is a bit rusty. Nevertheless, we proceeded. By my typing the interview, I was able
to speed up the process which normally takes two to two and a half hours on a fairly simple
case, which means that police officers who could be out on patrol are held up for that period
by doing paperwork that could be done by somebody else. F think that is incredible.

I believe the equipment should be upgraded. If electronic typewriters were used and a typist
were provided on a 24-hour shift basis, that sort of interview would take only 30 minutes to
45 minutes, thereby releasing those officers for further patrol duty.

If the Minister has the opportunity to go out on patrol again, particularly in Warwick, I am
sure he will be impressed with the calibre of the police officers on duty. They were most
kind to me, despite my rusty typing skills. I found the experience enlightening, albeit a little
nerve-wracking. I have been advised that if the arrested person pleads not guilty to the
charges laid against him, I will be called on to give evidence for the police. I hope if the
Whip is listening, she will give me a pair in order for me to attend court.

I suggest that the Minister give high priority to the upgrading of facilities at police stations.
We need to urgently put in computers, word processors, or electronic typewriters. I believe
one of the most urgent and pressing needs is to ensure that a typist is on duty 24 hours a day
freeing the police officers to get on with the job for which they are trained.

MR GORDON HILL (Helena -- Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [4.46 pm]:
Obviously the member for .Foondalup has some skills that some of us do not have. I am
confident that if she were to look for a second job, she would find one, even if on a voluntary
basis, typing at a police station.

The member is correct in saying that there is a need to replace the manual typewriters in
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police stations. The Government has recognised that. The Police Department has been
pushing for some time for replacement of those manual typewriters and for the upgrading of
the written and computerised communications network. I recently announced that the
Government is committed to upgrading that network so chat, by the early 1990s, every police
station in this State will be on line to a database at police headquarters in this State and with
other Police Forces in Australia. To that end, the Government has provided an additional
$1.3 million in this Budget to upgrade that network. The member may recall that the amount
allocated in the 1986 Budget totalled $1.5 million to upgrade the computer system at police
headquarters and to put in place the first stage of the upgrading of computers on a State-wide
basis. We will continue that programme in future Budgets.

I believe it is important to free up police officers from non-operational duties to spend more
time on operational duties. It is a fact that police officers spend a great deal of time in
telexing, radio communications, and in telephone communications with police headquarters,
taking down details of criminal offences and in trying to obtain information about people
they have arrested. That information will be obtained almost instantaneously with the new
system being provided. That means that police officers' time is freed up to allow them to
perfonn operational duties, which is most important, as the member has said. As far as the
priorities for the allocation of equipment are concerned, that is for the Commissioner of
Police to determine. The Government has provided that equipment and the commissioner,
based on advice from his senior officers, and advice and requests from regional
supenintendents around the State, will establish his own priorities depending on the
availability of finance.

It is intended that the department will no longer use manual typewriters, telex machines and
that sort of cumbersome and slow office machinery with which police officers have to
contend. An electronic mailing system will be installed which will ensure that officers have
immediate access to information through the computer network. A further allocation has
been made in this Budget to replace the manual typewriters with electronic typewriters. That
will not be effected State-wide but it will expedite the process of replacing the old
typewriters.

Sufficient funds have been allocated in this Budget for the employment of 112 additional
public servants. Last year funds were allocated for the employment of 4 extra Public
Service staff, 30 of whom were employed on a temporary basis during the time of the
America's Cup and whose employment at the end of that period was made permanent by a
special allocation to the Police Department. A further 14 public servants who would
otherwise have been redundant as a result of the system enabling licensing fees to be paid
through Australia Post agencies, will be retained to assist the police. This will enable police
officers to be redeployed to perform operational duties rather than non-operational duties.
The Government intends to increase the public service component of the Police Department
to ensure that police officers are free to do the work for which they have been trained and to
give them the assistance they need.

Although no provision has been made for this item in the Budget, the time will come when
we shall need to provide police officers with dictaphone equipment. It is a fairly elementary
exercise; if police officers do not have to sit down and do one-finger typing, but can simply
dictate into hand-held dictaphones and have that work typed by a public servant in the station,
it will speed up procedures and make their job easier. I would like that to be in place
throughout the State and we shall look at this matter in the next 12 months with a view to
making an allocation in next year's Budget. It is an important mailer to address. Of course,
it may have implications for other legislation and the Attorney General may need to
determine 'whether it is necessary to amend the Evidence Act to ensure that information
recorded on a dictaphone can be used in court, and to address the question of voice
identification. That issue has yet to be addressed by the Police Department but it is worthy of
consideration so that police officers can be properly utilised on operational duties.

I acknowledge the concern of the member for Joondalup; I will express her concerns to the
Commrissioner of Police so that when determining his priorities he can take into account her
comments, and those of the local police officers and the local community whose views she
reflected today.
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Bunbury Bridge: Grievance

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [4.55 pm]: If you, Madam Acting Speaker, became the Speaker
of this House -- no doubt you could quite properly aspire to and achieve greater honours than
that if the Government lasts long enough --

Mr Pearce: The Speakership of this House is the greatest honour we can bestow on a
member.
Mr CLARKO: I know it is a great honour. If you, Madam Acting Speaker, were the Speaker
and responsible for the operation of the building and you learned that one of the main
staircases was rickety, I am sure you would do something about it very promptly. You would
be derelict in your duty if you did not do so.

This Government is derelict in its duty because it has not taken the sensible action that I am
sure you, Madam Acting Speaker, would have taken. The matter relates to the Leader of the
House in his capacity as Acting Minister for Transport. Although he may say that he cannot
be expected to know everything about that portfolio, even an acting Minister should be able
to do something about the very serious matter I am putting before the House. The many
people, some in the Minister's electorate, who use the Bunbury Bridge are in danger. This
affects the people who use the Annadale line and to bring it up to date with the recent by-
election, the people who will travel on the new whiz train of which the Government is
making great play. I am told that this train can travel at speeds of up to 160 kilometres an
hour; it is the fastest train to operate an a narrow gauge track and it is expected to operate at
speeds of up to 140 kilometres an hour. Therefore, it will put stress on every bridge, culvert
and kilometre of line as it speeds along its merry way to Bunbury in an attempt to satisfy the
Government's electoral aims. It could possibly place at risk the passengers on that train.

A Government report dated 18 March 1987 was prepared on the Bunbury Bridge -- more
than six months ago -- and I understand no action has been taken on the very serious matters
raised in that report. At present the Government is pampering the electors in the south west
area and it is grabbing every headline it can in local newspapers but I wonder whether it will
address itself to the safety of these people. Winl the Minister look after the safety of the
people in his electorate and those who live nearby? The lives of passengers are being
threatened by the inaction of this Government with regard to the Bunbury Bridge which is in
a serious state of disrepair. The Governtment must act immediately; nothing else will satisfy
the people of South West Province and those in Western Australia as a whole.
I am told that every train approaching the bridge slows down before crossing because the
train crews are worried about its condition. An investigation was carried out last December
as a result of correspondence ftorn Westrail to the Main Roads Department asking it to
examine the bridge. I do not believe Westrail would have taken that action lightly or that the
Main Roads Department would have carried out the survey if it were a waste of time. Both
departments are seriously concerned about this bridge. Last December officers from the
Main Roads Department scraped certain piles from the high water mark to the mud level for
close visual inspection by divers and they took core samples from 20 piles chosen at random
to ascertain the condition of the piles.

I do not wish to imply that all the timbers of the Bunbury Bridge are rotten. The visual
inspection revealed that there were no defects in this particular section of the water tidal-zone
area. The report did not reveal any problems either. However, that tells us only part of the
story, and what concerns me --

Mr Taylor: It is a pretty good part.

Mr CLARKO: That is like saying that if one takes a pile that is 20 feet high, and 10 feet of it
is in the water, and one looks at the 10 feet in the water and there is nothing wrong with that,
yet the other 10 feet of the pile is cracked and broken, that would be all right. I am surprised
that the Minister would laugh at that. That is like taking a chain with 20 links in it and
saying, "Nineteen links are in excellent condition and one link is about to wear through, so
because 19 out of the 20 links are okay, the bridge is okay." I am telling members that when
a train goes across that bridge, its crew is scared, and the train slows down before it crosses
the bridge.
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My Pearce: The trains have always slowed down before they cross the bridge. I have been
travelling on that train for 20 years.

Mr CLARKO: If the Minister is not satisfied by that as winning the day for him, I will tell
him what the report said. The report said that many of the wales, braces and halfcaps axe split
at their ends because the rusting bolts are swelling and cracking the timbers. The report goes
on to say that all the steel plating is severely corroded; many piles are badly split; active
termnites were observed in some piles; and minor fife damage was observed in a number of
places. It may be that the piles are okay at the watrmnark, but I am concerned about the rest
of them. Many of the piles above the water level are damaged. I am sure that any person
who travels on that bridge would be concerned about the risk involved.

Mr Lightfoot: That is like a dentist saying, "Your teeth are okay but your gums have to come
out.'

Mr CLARKO: I like that. Thirty six piles are damaged seriously enough to require structural
repair. I take these matters very seriously: Split piles; evidence of white ants; evidence of
the bridge having been on fire in several places.

Members can imagine when the train approaches the Bunbury Bridge and starts to slow
down, the conductor saying over the public address system, "Passengers, I ask you to take
care. [ want to give you a few pieces of information about why we are slowing down. This
bridge is dangerous; it rocks; its piles are damaged. Passengers, as you sit there, trembling, I
want to advise you that there are white ants in this bridge which have eaten a lot of the
timber. Passengers on the right side of the bridge might like to lean over and get their
Mortein cans out and spray the bridge to kill a few of the white ants. The truth of the matter
is that this bridge has also been on fire many times. We do not think it will be on fire this
morning, because it has been raining. If you hear any loud cracking or rending sounds, it is
probably the severely corroded steel plates which are going, but it may be t whole of the
bridge; and if that is happening, tell me so that I can tell the train driver and he can work out
whether we should go more slowly or whether we should speed up."

I am introducing an element of levity into this debate by talking about it in that way, but it is
a very serious matter. This bridge is the major bridge which serves the south west, yet it is
ful of white ants, it has been on fire, and it has 36 piles which need to be totally repaired.
Government members may think that is funny; they obviously do, which is why they have
not done anything about it.

The report concludes by saying that these repairs should be carried out in the near future to
ensure the continued safe use of the bridge. The report is saying -- left-handedly -- that the
bridge is not safe. I am told that the Main Roads Department has said it cannot repair the
bridge for at least 12 months. This report was written in March this year; that is about seven
months ago. The matter was looked at in December last year, and it has not been attended to.
It is a matter of grave urgency.

I was told by a chap a couple of days ago that two of his friends, who were professional
engineers, went underneath this bridge to have a look at it, and a train went over the top of
the bridge while they were doing so. They said the decking of the bridge moved 25
centimetres -- about 10 inches in old-fashioned language- We also have 36 piles which are
cracking, and white ants which are eating the bridge away, yet this Government is apparently
doing nothing.

It would cost $250 000 to repair the bridge. The Government was able to find $500 000 for
Darcy Farrell to try to promote the image of the Police Force, which has been muined by the
Minister. However, the Government cannot find $250 000 to save the lives of the people
who may die if this bridge is not repaired.

MR PEARCE (Armadale -- Acting Minister for Transport) [5.06 pm]: The member for
Karrinyup gave a funny performance; it is good to hear something entertaining from the
parliamentary Opposition now and again because it relieves the tedium and boredom that
most of us on this side of the House have to suffer. However, it is unfair to those people who
work in Westrail and to those who cross that bridge daily to adopt the kind of
scaremongering approach that the member for Karrinyup has adopted on this occasion.
There will be people going home this evening or crossing that bridge tomorrow morning who
might now be fearful of their lives or safety because of the speech of the member for
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Karrinyup. I can tell those people that their lives are not in danger, because the bridge is not
unsafe.

This grievance was addressed to me as Acting Minister for Transport, and the proposition
was put to me that I cannot reasonably claim ignorance of this matter because it is my duty to
know about it. In fact, I do know a bit about the matter, so when I get up to answer, I am not
pleading ignorance in the way that the member for Karrinyup tells me I am.

Mr Williams interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Clonxarf tells me I ought to be pleading ignorance about this
matter. I have crossed that bridge and used that train ever since I moved to Armadale in
1972, and I can tell members that trains always slow down for that bridge, as they always
used to slow down for the Guildford Bridge when I travelled to Governor Stirling Senior
High School in 1959, because on any of those older woodpile construction bridges, trains do
not exceed certain operational speeds in crossing because the potential damage to the
structure of any bridge rises exponentially with the speed of the train, and a small reduction
in the speed of the train makes a big potential reduction in damage to the bridge.

Mr Clarko: The trains are slowing down now because the bridge is unsafe.

Mr PEARCE: No, they are not; they have always slowed down for that bridge. The
Government is aware that for some rime there has been -- as one would expect -- some
deterioration of that bridge, which is why the Government commissioned those reports in the
first place. The Government is aware of the potential problems of deterioration of the
Bunbury Bridge, which is why Westrail, a Government agency, sought those reports.

The Minister for Transport has in fact reported to Cabinet in the past upon a range of
measures for upgrading that particular line to the south east, the Arrnadale line, and those
measures include measures to upgrade the maintenance of the line in several areas, including
the Bunbury Bridge. The Minister is aware that action needs to be taken in the future to
upgrade that bridge because over time it will continue to deteriorate, and at some time in the
future if the deterioration is not attended to, the bridge would reach an unsafe condition.
However, the bridge is not unsafe at the present time.

Mr Clarko: The report says it is.

Mr PEARCE: It does not say that. The member should quote that pant of the report which
says this bridge is in an unsafe condition.

Mr Clarko: The report says these repairs should be carried out in the near future -- and that is
seven months ago -- to ensure the continued safe use of the bridge.

Mr PEARCE: That is right, because any structure, including this House -- including the
member, for that matter -- deteriorates over time; and every now and again people have to be
put in for maintenance, as the member has been. If action is taken in time, there is no
problem.

At present the bridge is not an unsafe structure. It is not going to be an unsafe structure for
the next month, or, indeed, for the next year. The Government does have plans, which the
Minister for Transport is formulating, to upgrade the whole of that line to have operational
standards which will allow for the potential speeds to be reached by the new Austratind over
the whole of the line. However, people who travel over the Bunbuiy Bridge tomorrow can be
perfectly satisfied that the bridge is safe for the operational requirements of the line at
present. The Government has plans to upgrade that bridge not only so that it will not reach
an unsafe stage at some point in the future but also so that it will be able to cope with the
greater operational speeds which trains like the Austra find will be moving at in the course of
their normal service.

HIGH SCHOOL HOSTEL

South Hedland: Grievance
MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) [5.10 pml: My grievance certainly will not be as theatrical as
the previous one, nevertheless I do have an important issue to raise and I am pleased to have
the opportunity to do so during this debate.

Mr Pearce: It will probably be more important.
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Mrs BUCHANAN: I thank the Minister. My grievance concerns the Hardie Hostel at South
Hedland. I understand that it is proposed to close the hostel from the beginning of next year.
For the benefit of members who may not be aware of it, this hostel has, for a number of
years, provided boarding facilities for students from outlying areas who come into Port
Hedland to attend the Hedland Senior High School. The main use of the hostel in the past
has been made by students residing in the iniing towns of Goldsworthy and Shay Gap. In
more recent times, as a result of the reduction in numbers of people at Goldsworthy, most of
the students have come from Shay Gap families.

Originally this hostel was built by the Goldsworthy Mining Company. It was subsequently
handed over to the Government, and is currently being managed by the Country High
Schools Hostel Authority. Considerable merit is owing to the Goldsworthy Mining Company
for providing this facility for families in the isolated mining communities from the early days
of its operation. It has meant that instead of having to travel to the south of this State, away
from their homes and families for most of the year, students can now attend the hostel at
Hedland within travelling distance of their homes. They can return home more frequently
and their parents are able to visit the hostel, which is particularly useful in times when
problems are experienced.

Despite the good intentions of the Goldsworthy Mining Company there were major problems
from the outset with the building design. It is typical of the style favoured by the mining
companies in the area, and has been constructed to be used with air-conditioning. In fact, it is
seldom possible to use the building without the air-conditioning in operation. This leads to
extremely high power costs, which is pant of the overall problem of the cost of running this
facility.

The cost of running the facility has been a somewhat contentious issue for me for a
considerable time. Hardie House was drawn to my attention as being a serious issue early on
in my parliamentary career. I have made a number of representations over the years
supporting the retention of Hardie House as a very important community facility, with
considerable significance for families in the remote mining towns of the area.

The workers in the iron ore industry make a major contribution to the economy of this State.
It has always been mny contention that they should, wherever possible, receive assistance to
alleviate the effects of living and working in such an isolated part of the State. I certainly
have never subscribed to the view that people in mining towns have it easy in any way.
People who support such a myth are ill-informed and shallow-thinking. It may sound okay
when one is looking at the facilities, the conditions of employment, the air-conditioned
houses and perhaps, in cases where there is a lot of overtime, the wages. However, if one
looks below the surface it quickly becomes obvious that there are a lot of disadvantages in
living in a remote mining community. It certainly takes a very special effort on the part of
the residents to ensure any semblance of a normal life.

The people of the Goldsworthy mining towns appear to have achieved a considerable
measure of success in this respect. While working towards improving their community for
their own families, they have also shown a lot of consideration, compassion and generosity
towards others who are less fortunate. They have contributed quite a lot of money towards
charitable causes. One of their major annual fundraising events is the Black Rock Stakes, of
which some members may be aware. It is a fairly gruelling foot race from Goldsworthy to
Port H-edland. It is a unique event in which contestants push a special wheelbarrow weighted
with iron ore. It is an unusual race and has attracted nation-wide interest. Many thousands of
dollars in sponsorship have been raised and distributed to various charitable bodies. The
most recent recipient was the Royal Flying Doctor Service, which received over $20 000 as a
result of the running of this event. Other toxins participate int this event, but-it is mainly due'
to the hosting of the event by the people of Goldswortby that the race has been established as
a major sporting event in the Pilbara.

I am giving this detail in an effort to emphasise the point that the people in the communities
served by Hardie House are very hard-working. They are certainly not the kind of people
who sit back and make heavy demands on Government services. Over the past few years my
involvement with Hardie House has included support for a general upgrading, which was
carried out about two years ago. The hostel has also recently been provided with new
furniture.
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I acknowledge the problem of the running costs, and I am extremely concerned that no
solution has been found. I know my concern is shared by my colleagues, the member for
Kimberley -- the Minister for The North West -- and, in the other place, the two members for
North Province. We are all concerned that the needs and interests of the families which use
Hardie House should be looked after in the best possible way. I understand that distance
education facilities will be offered to the students there, but I feel some disadvantages are
involved in this proposal. If the hostel closes, many families may opt to send their children
away from the area. This would mean added costs for the Government in terms of four return
air fares per annum for these children.
I would like the situation to be reviewed to see whether a better option could be found.
Several alternatives have been put forward by my colleague in the other place, Hon Torn
Helm. I ask the Minister for Education to have the whole situation reviewed to establish
whether the closure of the hostel will prove 10 be a saving in costs. In any event, I would like
to ensure that every possible effort is made to avoid closing down this important facility.

MR PEARCE (Armadale -- Minister for Education) [5.17 pm]: I thank the member for
Pilbara for her succinct exposition of the Hardie House problem. It is certainly true to say
that she has put a tremendous amount of effort into the maintenance of Hardie House.

This was not originally a Government hostel; it was established in the first instance by the
Goldsworthy Mining Company to provide accommodation in Hediland for those students
from families working in the Golsworthy mines and various other locations. It was run very
expensively as a hostel in those days. It ran an annual operating deficit of approximately
$200 000, whereas the Country High Schools Hostel Authority expects its hostels to break
even, If any hostel runs a deficit of $3 000 or $5 000, alarm bells start to ring.

When the Goldsworthy Mining Company decided that it had carried that cost for too long and
sought, three to five years ago, to close down the Hardie Hostel because it did not want to
bear that $200 000 loss, at the strong request of the member for Pilbara the Government
stepped in and took over the hostel. As I recall, in those days it had around 80 students from
various parts of the Pilbara. That was what led to the $200 000 operating loss. It might
sound strange to this House that the Government should claim to have taken over an
operation from private enterprise and run it more efficiently, but that is the case. T'he
Goldsworthy Mining Company, for example, was simply subcontracting catering to the
people who catered for Goldsworthy operations -- Poon Brothers. It was running more
expensively than a hotel would. The Government ran a more efficient operation and
managed to reduce the deficit from $200 000 to $80 000. That was still several times the
total operating deficit of all the other hostels in the State, so it was a very expensive operation
but one that we were prepared to sustain because, as the member for Pilbara rightly said,
people in that part of the State suffer significant disadvantages as it is and we would not like
an impairment of their education attached to the other problems.
However, because of the better provision for education the Government has made throughout
the Pilbara and the Kimberley, the number of students at the hostel has declined dramatically
since we took it over, particularly because we have introduced the mixed mode arrangement
in a number of schools for years I I and 12 and we have upgraded what used to be the Tom
Price District High School to take years I I and 12. The net result of that is that the number
of students has declined from when we took over the hostel from 80 to 17 prospective for
next year, of whom t I will come from Shay Gap, and we are preparing to put in the mixed
mode arrangement at the Shay Gap District High School. Effectively, only six children will
be in the hostel and not catered for in their home towns. There is no efficiency of operation
at all at that level and a decision was made to close the hostel. That decision has been
opposed by the member for Pilbara and opposed also by her upper House colleagues, Hon
Tom Helm and Hon Tom Stephens, as well as by the member for Kimberley and Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, Ernie Bridge, all of whom have made strong representations to me about
this closure.

[ have said to them that with the provision that is made, they cannot expect us to pay $80 000
to run the hostel for six children from Shay Gap who do not want to have mixed mode
education at home -- and past experience indicates most will. But we are prepared to look at
options. I appreciate the efforts by the local members to provide alternatives so that the
service may be provided even though Hardie House is not kept open as it was when it
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had 80 students. I am happy to look at the proposed solutions advanced by the local
members to make sure every prospective child wanting to stay at Hardie House will have
some provision made for him or her in 1988. 1 will discuss these possibilities with the
member for Pilbara and the members for North Province, and [ will review the options which
they propose. I will advise the members in writing of decisions that might then be made.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION (EXTRA-TERRITORIAL OFFENCES) BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill. received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), read a
first timne.

Second Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to tire second reading.

MR PEARCE (Armadale -- Leader of the House) (5.24 pm]: [ move --

That the Bil be now read a second time.

This Bill is part of a legislative scheme for reciprocal legislation to allow search warrants to
be issued and executed in one State or Territory in respect of an offence committed in another
State or Territory. At present a search warrant issued in one State has no authority outside
that State and can be issued only in relation to a crime committed in that State. In respect of
an offence committed in Western Australia, a difficulty therefore arises in obtaining a search
warrant in another State to carry out investigations in that other State in relation to the
Western Australian offence.

This Bill arises as the result of an agreement by the Standing Comrmittee of Attorneys
General that Al States and Territories should enact similar legislation to provide Australia-
wide cover through reciprocal arrangements. The Bill generally follows the model legislation
agreed to by the Standing Commnittee. However, some variations have been necessary to
meet Western Australian conditions. These include the following --

In accordance with other Western Australian legislation, justices of the peace can
issue search warrants. Given the vast distances in this State, vesting this power in
magistrates only, as is contemplated by the model legislation, is impracticable.

Telephone applications for search warrants are not authorised by the Bill.

The Commissioner of Police arnd individual police officers are exempted from civil
and criminal liability when acting in good faith under this legislation.

When this legislation and appropriate arrangements with other States are in place, Western
Australian police will be able to execute search warrants to assist police from other
Australian jurisdictions with the investigation of interstate offences, and receive similar
assistance from other Police Forces in relation to Western Australian offences. This
legislation is of particular significance in major crimninal investigations and will assist
cooperative arrangements between Police Forces throughout Australia.

This legislative scheme also complements the Commonwealth and State proposals for the
forfeiture of ilegally obtained assets, which were recently announced. Under this proposal,
search warrants may be issued in one State in relation to property used in the commission of,
or representing the proceeds of, an offence committed in another State.

Provision is made in the Bill. for search warrants to be issued by a justice only upon being
satisfied that there are reasonable grounds to believe -

that an indictable offence has been or is intended to be committed; and

that there is at any premises art object relevant to the investigation of that offence.

The justice may then issue a search warrant in respect of these premises. The issuing of a
search warrant uinder this Bill will require an application by a police officer, who must verify
under oath the grounds of the application for the warrant.

A member of the Police Force who executes a search warrant must prepare a notice which
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sets out his name and rank; the name of the issuing justice and the date and time of the
warrant's issue; and a descriptidn of any objects seized and removed in pursuance of the
warrant. This notice must, as soon as practicable after execution of the warrant, be given to
the occupier of the premises or be left for the occupier in a prominent position on those
premises. A search warrant must be executed within one month of being issued.

The eml also provides for the making of ministerial arrangements under which objects, seized
in the State or Territory in which the warrant is executed, are to be transmidtted to the
Commissioner of Police for the State or Territory in which the offence is alleged to have been
committed. When no longer required for the purpose of criminal investigation, or as exhibits
in criminal proceedings, the objects are to be returned to the State or Territory in which they
were, pursuant to a search warrant, seized. Provision is also made in the Bill for the return of
the objects to their owners.

The provisions of the Bill will assist in the investigation of criminal offences, and because of
the proposed reciprocity between States and Territories, Western Australian police
investigations will benefit from similar legislation which has been enacted in other
jurisdictions.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.

(Quest ions taken.]

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 pmn

ACTS AMENDMENT (POLICE AND CHILD WELFARE) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 27 May.

MR PEARCE (Annadale -- Leader of the House) [7.15 pmnl: The Government does not
propose to support this legislative measure.

Mr Cash interjected.

MR PEARCE: I wonder whether the member does precisely.

Mr Cash: [ have the Bill right here.

MR PEARCE: The member may have the Bill right there, but it is not the member's Bill,
and. in fact the Government was perfectly prepared to deal with this some weeks ago except
for the unfortunate and hasty departure of the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition who
moved the Bill in the first place. I recall the second reading speech because I was one of the
few members who was in the House at the time. The member for Mt Lawley, who has now
taken up apparently orphan-like this outcast child of a Bill, was not even in the House at the
time that it was desired to be dealt with.

Mr Court. Before you criticise the Bil, I think you might support it.

Ms PEARCE: We are not proposing to do that. The Bill actually relates to a Minister who is
not in this House, that is to say Hon Kay Hallahan, who is the Minister for Commuunity
Services.

Mr Cash: And the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Mr PEARCE: The Bill relates only peripherally to the role of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, and I discussed with Hon Kay Hallahan whether we would be prepared
to support this legislative measure. In fundamental terms, we are not, and the reason is that
the Government is doing its own review of community services legislation. That review is
well advanced, and under the circumstances of the review, many of the issues which are
taken up in the proposed private member's legislation are covered by the review. The former
Deputy Leader of the Opposition was well known for his capacity to leap in and seek to score
cheap political points on any matter that happened to be going at the timne.

Mr Lewis: That is not true. The substance of the Bill is very great and the Government
would be well advised to consider it.
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Mr PEARCE: The Government is not saying that there is no substance to the matter which
the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition raised. What the Government is saying is that a
Government review of those matters was under way before the former Deputy Leader of the
Opposition brought this Bill into the Parliament. ft was well known that the former Deputy
Leader of the Opposition would wait until some matter was under review and ten seek to --

Mr Lewis: Do not be so disparaging to the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition. Why do
you not give him some credit for doing something?

Mr PEARCE: The member was one of those who helped put him into the position in the frst
place, and one of those who was seeking to undenmine him afterwards.

Mr Lightfoot: What a lot of nonsense; what a lot of guff you talk.

Mr PEARCE: The only person in this House who could reasonably support the former
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is in fact the member for Murchison-Eyre, because he is the
same, only worse.

Mr Lightfoot: "The same, only worse" -- so much for the "Better Schools".

Mr PEARCE: I heard the member talking about cultural matters before, and I thought, there
is a Philistine who might well be slain with the jaw of an ass, and if the jaw of an ass could be
provided, it probably could have been provided by the former Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr Cash: Be careful; you might have to withdraw that.

Mr PEARCE: The simple fact of the matter is that the issues raised in this piece of proposed
legislation are already being addressed by the Government in the review to which I have
referred. This review has been ordered by the Minister for Community Services. There are
some substantial parts --

Mr Lewis: I am glad you agree with that.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, I do agree with that.

Mr Lewis: Maybe the record could get that -- that you agree with the substantial parts of the
Bill which has been presented by the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

Mr PEARCE: I did not say that. I said there are some substantial parts to the proposed
legislation. However, the Govemnment does not propose to support this legislative effort
because it is conducting its own review. I make the further point that the Government was
conducting its own review before the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition brought this
Bill into the Parliament, because that was absolutely his style.

Mr Lewis: It is very convenient to say that now.

Mr PEARCE: It is not a question of being convenient at all.

Mr Lewis: Yes, it is. You are a Govemnment of convenience.

Mr PEARCE: I spent six years in Opposition, and the member is going to spend a lot longer
than that in Opposition, so he will come to be an expert. I can tell the member that I was as
astute as the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition was -- and some might say better -- at
the business of finding out what was going on in the world and moving it quickly in
Parliament before it became the subject of a public announcement by the Government.

The former Deputy Leader of the Opposition was particularly good at that but he
unfortunately lacked the credibility to bring those things off. In fact the final statement about
the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition was made by the member for Contesloe, former
backbencher, now frontbencher, former.Leader of-the Opposition -- in fact a kind of political..
yoyo on the Opposition side -- when he said that the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition
had neither the credibility nor the substance to carry off the position. That was the dead truth
of it, arid a few other people on the Opposition side started to recognise that was the fact.

What happened was that the Government ordered a review into the matters covered by this
proposed legislation, and that review was ordered by the current Minister for Community
Services, Hon Kay Hallahan. Th~e former Deputy Leader of the Opposition found out that
was going on and he whipped this Bill into Parliament to try to be pre-emptive.
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Mr Lewis: That is not true.

Mr PEARCE: We will cover the substantial paints in legislation to be brought forward to the
Parliament by the Governm-ent. It will be legislation that is a whole lot better than this. In
being critical in that way I am not saying matters of substance are not raised in this
legislation; what I am saying is that the approach by the Government to these matters will be
better when we get to the fullness of the review instead of something that is done quickly for
flashy political purposes. So in voting out this Bill this evening, as we shall do shortly, it is
not to say that we are not addressing many of the substantive areas.

MR CASK (Mt Lawley) [7.23 pm]: Mr Speaker --

The SPEAKER: Is the member for Mt Lawley the person handling the Bill?

Mr CASH: There are a number of speakers on our side.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mir Speaker, this point is worth clarifying. We are not proposing to stop the
member from speaking, but the Bill was actually moved by a member who is no longer in the
House. I understand that the handling of the Bill rests with the member for Mt Lawley.
Before he starts to speak, could we have a ruling on whether a right of reply exists and, if so,
by whom it should be exercised?

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: It is an interesting situation and one which I am not sure has ever been
presented to the House before. In any event, I am about to set this precedent by saying that
the right of reply devolves only to the person who moves the Bill, and as a result of that
person's not being here there is now no final right of reply.

Debate Resumed
Mr CASH: I can only say that I am terribly disappointed at the comments that have just been
made by the Leader of the House on this Bill that was introduced on Wednesday, 27 May this
year by the former Deputy Leader of the Opposition, Mr Ian Laurance. While I am
disappointed myself, I think it is fair to say that I would share the disappointment of a huge
number of people in this State. They expected when they elected this Government to have
elected a responsible Government, a Government that was prepared to knuckle down and try
to solve the problems besetting our community. One of those problems is juvenile crime and
especially the problem of vandalism, and it was in that context that the then member for
Gascoyne raised this matter in the House some months ago.

When he introduced the Bill and made his second reading speech he paid credit to the
community of Carnarvon and those comxnty-rninded people of that place who banded
together as a result of the problems the town faced at that time and produced a particularly
good report on some of the matters they believed needed to be instituted to overcome the
problem of vandalism in that town.

At the time, I remember members of this House saying that they believed the member for
Gascoyne was raising some very important and very good points that needed to be put into
legislation to solve the problem of vandalism. Yet here in this House tonight the Leader of
the House condemned the very fine efforts of that member of Parliament, the former Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, when he rose in this place in May to try to address positively the
problem of vandalism that affects us aBl in the community.
And what did we hear the Leader of the House say? We heard him say that this Bill had no
merit whatsoever. When he was challenged by members of the Opposition he then decided
to back down from saying that and suggested that perhaps it did have some merit; and when
challenged again on why the Government was not prepared to support the Bill he backed
down again, changed direction, and suggested that the Government was in fact bringing in its
own Bil! to try to combat the problem of vandalism in this State.

Mr Lewis: A Government of convenience!

Mr CASH: Quite rightly, the member for East Melville suggested to the Leader of the House
that this Government was nothing more than a Government of convenience. It blows with
the wind, it checks out just what it thinks the majority is saying day by day and changes its
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direction to try to accord with the majority view. In fact, the Leader of the House also
suggested that when Mr Laurance introduced this Bill he brought it in on the back of a
Governent report that had already been commissioned. It may be that the Government had
considered the problem of vandalism and it may be that Mr Laurance was aware that the
Government was considering the problem of vandalism, but regrettably the Government was
not taking enough action and it was because of this inaction that Mr Laurance, as a
community-minded person, decided he bad to take some positive steps to try to convince the
Government to do something. So he brought in this Bill.

The Bill generally seeks to amend the Police Act to increase some penalties for various
charges, and to amend the Child Welfare Act to require parents to make restitution for the
damage from vandalism caused by their children. It also would require parents to attend a
Children's Court at the time their children were charged with an offence. Regrettably at the
moment the wording of the Child Welfare Act only makes any restitution for vandalism by
children a discretion on the magistrate. The Act also does not require parents necessarily to
be present when their children are charged with offences under the Act. There is no doubt
that if we want to face facts and start trying to address the problem of law and order in
Western Australia -- especially the problem of juvenile crime -- one of the first things we
have to do is to try to get back some parental responsibility into the community,

I do not think it is fair for the community to continue to blame only the juveniles for the
damage and vandalism they may cause within the community. I think there is a responsibility
that rests with parents. If, as in the case of Carnarvon, the Aboriginal juveniles in the area do
not have parents within the immediate vicinity of the town -- they may have parents living
out in the bush -- Mr Laurance made provision in his Bill to include the guardians of those
juveniles to be required to appear in court. If no guardians can be found, Mr Laurance
provided for a person who might be in receipt of funds on behalf of that juvenile to attend a
court when the child was charged. Mr Laurance was trying to do some very positive things.

Mr Gordon Hill: You referred to Aboriginal communities. Does that clause only relate to
Aboriginal communities? Why do you single them out?
Mr CASH: The Minister has asked me whether the clause is specifically related to
Aborigines. The answer is firstly, had the Minister taken the time to read the Bill -- I might
add that this affects his particular portfolio because the Bill seeks to amend the Police Act as
well as the Child Welfare Act -.- he would have found that it related to all children who were
charged.

Mr Gordon Hill: Why did you single out the Aboriginal communities?

Several members interjected.

Mr CASH: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services, for reasons of his own, seems
to imply that because I mention the word "Aboriginal" this Bill is slanted against Aboriginal
children. It is not; it is intended to instill the need and the requirement for parents to be
responsible for the acts of their children. It is certainly not a Bill designed because of the
Aboriginial problem, which I think we all recognise exists within the community. The Bill is
designed to cover all children and vandalism generally throughout the State. Again, this
shows the ignorance of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and his lack of
knowledge of the Bill. Quite clearly the former member for Gascoyne, Mr Laurance,
happened to refer to the Camarvon community and the problems within that community
when he introduced the Bill to the House in May this year. If the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services had taken the time to read the Bill or had listened to Mr Laurance when
he delivered his second reading speech, he would know that Mr Laurance mentioned the
problems associated with Aboriginal juveniles in that town on a number of-occasions.

As members would know, Mr Laurance was a very hard working member when it came to
the Aboriginal community. He recognised that the Aboriginal community had very special
problems and in his day-to-day activities he tried to solve those problems. It would be quite
improper for anyone to suggest that there were racist overtones in this Bill. I am somewhat
disappointed that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services should even imply that in
respect of this Bill. it does not say much for the Minister; it says even less about his
understanding of the problem of vandalism in this State.
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[ reiterate that the Aboriginal community was consulted about this Bill. I have here an article
which refers to the Chairman of the Aboriginal Housing Board, Mr Robert Isaacs. The
Aboriginal community, as I understand it, was very complimentary of Mr Laurance's stand
when he introduced this Bill. Mr Robert Isaacs said a number of things earlier this year, and
the article on the matter reads as follows --

Mr Isaacs was speaking in support of the State Opposition's proposed legislation to
make parents responsible for their children's vandalism.

I suggest to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services that, firstly, the Bill certainly has
no racist overtones and, secondly, the Aboriginal community, trough Robert Isaacs, has said
there needs to be parental responsibility right across the board. I wonder whether before
making his remarks tonight the Minister for Police and Emergency Services gave any
consideration at all to the cost of vandalism in this State each year. I know that the Minister
for Lands, through the agency I think of the Minister for Community Services, has had a
report prepared on the problem of vandalism. Some of the figures cited about the cost to the
State are absolutely unbelievable; they are phenomenal amounts of money. In March of ts
year the The West Australian reported that for the 12 months ending 31 December 1986 arson
in schools alone in this State cost $2.5 million.

One can extrapolate from that just how much it is costing the State each year because we are
not prepared to make parents accountable for the children's acts of vandalism. A huge
number of cases are reported and I believe that the parents of those children have to be made
responsible for the actions of their children. For instance, take the example of a 12-year-old
going down to the local park, not having very much to do on a particular afternoon and
deciding to rip out a tap from the ground. It may be that it would cost something like $200
for a plumber to come in arid repair the damage. Under the present system, because there is
no restitution required by law -- that is, it is discretionary on the courts to impose
restitution -- and because there is no requirement for parents to be present in court when their
children are charged, it may be that the courts will decide in such a case that a bond is
sufficient punishment and the child is set free. If the child's parents were required to attend
the court on that hearing day, and if they were required to advise the magistrate just where
they were at the time the offence was commu-itted, that might suggest whether they were acting
as responsible parents. I suggest that if restitution were mandatory, it would go a long way to
making parents be aware of where their children are most of the time.

I will relate an experience I had at the City of Stirling some years ago when I was a member
of the Council. In one particular suburb there was a large community pool, and on many
occasions when the pool manager opened the pool in the morning young children would walk
through the door with $5 or more in their hand and the first thing they would say to him was,
1I have to stay here all day. My parents have told rme I am not to come home before six or
seven o'clock at night." That would hardly be said to be parental responsibility. Because
those children had all day in which to amuse themselves the opportunity would arise for them
when bored to go into the local park and commit various acts of vandalism.
That is why I suggested to the House earlier that it is not fair to blame just the children. A lot
of the blame for vandalism has to go back to parental responsibility. Parents must be
responsible for the acts of their children, and if they were made responsible I am sure they
would be more await of where their children were at a given time. Some members may find
it strange that youngsters were sent by their parents to the local community pool early in the
morning and told not to return home until 6.00 pmn or 7.00 pm. I wonder whether that is the
reason we read headlines such as that in the Western Mail earlier this year which stated "Kids
of 12 are on the booze". I wonder where the parents of those 12-year-olds were when the
children were out drinking, I wonder whether it is fair for the community to continue to
blame the children when their parents have a lot to answer for in respect of vandalism.

A number of speakers will follow me tonight. I hope in view of the comments of the Leader
of the House that the Minister for Lands will respond positively and tell us exactly how his
Government intends to solve the problem, or at least attack it if it cannot be solved. I would
accept that we will probably never solve the problem completely, but we can certainly try to
ameliorate it. I hope he gives some positive indication tonight as to how the Government
intends to deal with vandalism, If the Minister tells us he has a committee looking into the
problem or has just received a report and is still considering it I will regard. that as a negative
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reply and insufficient grounds for not supporting this Bill, This Bill can be put through this
House tonight; it can pass all stages if members of the Government are prepared to accept
that there is a positive need to tackle the problem of vandalism.

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you think those penalties will solve the problem?

Mr CASH: Again we hear the rather inane interjection of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Let me try to explain to him that I have never suggested that increasing
penalties alone will solve the problem of juvenile crime. If the Minister believes that the only
way to solve any problem is to increase the penalties he is barking up the wrong tree.

The amendments Mr Laurance proposed in respect of penalties were to take account of
inflation and the fact that the penalties had not been adjusted for a number of years. It was
also to bring them into line with penalties in other Acts. The Minister himself only recently
introduced a Bill in respect of the Eireanns Act which was designed specifically to amend
certain penalties and increase them to take account of inflation in the past few years. I hardly
think the former member for Gascoyne can be condemned for trying to amend the penalties
when many Ministers do the same thing almost every day of the week.

The Bill is not designed purely to increase penalties. I do not believe increasing penalties
will be enough. I also do not try to suggest that I have all the answers to the problems in
respect of juvenile crime. I do not suggest that at all, but Mr Laurance's Bill is a very
positive step to try to overcome some of the problems. A number of people congratulated
him on bringing this Bill into the House. Robert Isaacs, that well-known Aboriginal leader,
was certainly in support of the proposal, and I have here a letter which was addressed to Mr
Laurance from the Association of Ratepayers & Residents of Waterford, a metropolitan
suburb. It states --

Dear Sir,

RE: ACTS AMENDMENT (POLICE AND CHILD WELFAREYBILL

This Association wishes to lodge it's support for the legislation referred to above.
Our area has been plagued by vandalism and theft, and like members of your
electorate, residents support government action that will alleviate the problem. To
legislate to make parents legally and financially responsible for their child's action is
a step in the right direction.

A copy of this letter will be sent to the Prem-ier and the Minister for Police.

I ask the Minister whether he recalls receiving a copy of this letter from the Waterford
Ratepayers & Residents Association.

Mr Gordon Hill: No, I do not recall receiving it, but I receive thousands each week. You
cannot expect me to remember each one.
Mr CASH: The Minister does not recall it, and that may indicate his interest in solving the
problem of vandalism in this State.

Many people in the community want to support the positive action of Mr Laurance in
introducing this Bill. The House has an opportunity tonight to vote for a situation where
parents would be made responsible for the acts of their children and for restitution where a
court deems that appropriate.
It is important that [ explain a little about restitution because there may be members who
believe that by amending the Act in the way proposed it would be mandatory for a parent or
parents to make full restitution for any damage done by their children. It is important to
understand that the way the amendment is worded will require a magistrate to make only a
determination in respect of restitution. He will have to consciolisly decide how much
restitution a parent can make, or can offer to make, in respect of damage caused by a child.
We will not have a situation where if a child commrits an act of vandalism and the cost of
repairing the damage is $5 000 the parent will be required to attend court and, under this
amendment, be required to find the whole $5 000. That is not the way it is written. All that
is required is that having regard for the damage done and the amount of money involved the
magistrate will make some determination as to the amount he believes the parents should be
required to pay. In the case of a destitute parent a magistrate may decide that restitution of
$ 10 is all that can be afforded.
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It is important that the magistrate makes some detrmination in respect of restitution, that it is
a conscious act by the court. In some cases where damage amounts to less than $500 1
envisage that parents who were sufficiently financial would be required to meet the whole of
the restitution for the cost of damages. Where people can afford restitution the court will
order chat they make restitution; where it is quite clear that people cannot afford restitution,
they will be under no obligation to pay other than a nominal sum. That is an important
provision. At the moment restitution under the Child Welfare Act is discretionary and many
people in the community believe that the various children's courts are not imposing sufficient
penalties, especially in respect of restitution for acts of vandalism.

Mir Peter Dowding: How can the little kids pay?

Mr CASH: The Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment has wandered into the
Chamber, obviously not having listened to the clear explanation I have given in respect of
restitution and has made the comment, "How can the little kids pay?" What a pathetic
comment from someone who I believe is a qualified lawyer. He obviously has not read the
Bill and I guess it is an indication that he really does not care about the problem of
vandalism. He does not want to attack the problem; he wants to make silly comments about
how the kids will pay. That is not the intention of the Bill. I am surprised that the Minister
should make such a stupid commrent on a very serious matter.

I ask members of the House to support this Bill; it is worthy of their support and it will go a
long way towards attacking the problem of vandalism in Western Australia.

MR DL. SMITH (Mitchell) [7.52 pm]: I rise-to speak in the debate I must confess without
the degree of preparation I would have preferred. The question of which items of private
members' business will be called on is a matter for the Opposition and I was not infonmed
prior to this evening that this matter would be called on.

The Bill mooted by the previous member for (Jascoyne involves three elements: First, it
increases the penalties which apply to various acts which might broadly be described as
vandalism; secondly, it requires the court, except in exceptional circumstances, to require the
presence of a parent in relation to the hearing of those charges; and thirdly, it provides for
orders of restitution. Clause 17 of the Bil provides that --

Where a child is found guilty of an offence with respect to which a fine may be
imposed on the child or payment of damages, costs or restitution may be ordered, the
court shall order that in default of payment by the child the fine or damages or costs
of restitution shall be paid by the parent or guardian of the child.
In an order for payment of any sum, the court may direct that such sum be paid by
periodical payments.

The member for Mt Lawley tried to give the impression to the Chamber that it was at the
discretion of the court whether it ordered the parents to pay the fine or costs. Quite clearly in
clause 17 -- section 34E amended -- the directive word "shall" is used, so the court has no
discretion but to require any default of payment by the child to be paid by the parents.

Mr Cowan: They have discretion about determnining the amount.

Mr D.L. SMITH: They have discretion about determining the amount and after having
decided on the appropriate amount that the child shall pay, the parent is obliged to pay that
amount. It is unworthy.

It is worth repeating comments made by the former member for Gascoyne in his speech to
the Parliament on this matter. He said --

Vandalism is not of this Government's making and I do not pretend it is when
bringing this Bill before the Parliament.

Never was a truer word spoken. The Government is not responsible for all acts of vandalism;
society is not responsible for all acts of vandalism; the schools are not responsible for all acts
of vandalism; parents are not responsible for all acts of vandalism; and children are not
responsible for all acts of vandalism. As members know, the ages at which children commit
acts of vandalism range from three years, when they are capable of doing physical harm to an
inanimate object, to 18 years. Some of the acts of vandalism by very immature children are
simply an indication of their immnaturity; some acts of vandalism by older children are the
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result of lack of parental supervision and direction in their lives; some acts of vandalism are a
reaction to oversxrict parents trying to dictate to their children the way in which they should
live.

I have dealt with many children who have appeared before the Children's Court and when
dealing with parents, even as a solicitor, one of the most tenuous things to do in termns of
representing children is to ensure that in the course of committing an offence of vandalism
they do not destroy the one cord which might restrain them from a life of vandalism and
social ostracism -- that is, the family contact. There is a feeling of frustration on the part of
parents who have tried in every possible way to give a child a sense of responsibility in
relation to its contacts. That child may be feeling a degree of frustration because he lives in a
social situation which is not equal to that of his peers. He or she may be affected by one or
more of the following situations: A sole parent family; a family with a low income; a
drunken parent; a parent who is victim to one of the addictions or gambling and the like; or
child abuse in that family. These interactions may be operating on that child.

We live in a society where the opportunity for parents to interact with their children is as low
as it has ever been. We are all guilty of owning television sets and trying to pass across to the
educational system and the Goverrnment the responsibilities that are perhaps ours as parents.
We live in a materialistic society which dictates to parents that they must go to work to
provide certain material things for their children when indeed, the fact that they go to work to
provide those material benefits means the children are deprived of what they need most from
their parents; that is, an atmosphere of care and concern and being a member of a family that
is concerned about the child as a child rather than the possessions that the child may have. It
is a very delicate position when a child comes from a family in straitened financial
circumstances, where the parents are battling to maintain respectability and they find that
their child has placed them in a predicament in which it is a matter of public concern and
public knowledge that the child is a vandal and has offended against society in some way.

One has to try to reach out to that child, and try to protect and maintain that link with parents.
What this Bill proposes is, first, that the child who may be feeling those frustrations, and
offending for those reasons, will be confronted with increased penalties. That is the logic of
this Bill. Increased penalties make the child feel that society does not really care; that all
society wants to do is set more and more restrictive penalties on that child in terms of its
relationship with society.

Secondly, the Bill seeks to transfer that increased debt to society to the parents, without any
recognition at all that society itself may have contributed in a large part to the act of
vandalism that has occurred. The failure of the educational system and the attitude of parents
and teachers may have been partly responsible. The attitude of policemen in terms of their
reaction to Aboriginal communities as distinct from white comnmunities may contribute to
chat reaction. For instance, in my own electorate the Bunbuiy City Council has seen fit to
substantially raise admission charges to the local community centre, thus depriving many of
those children who cannot afford either their own admission or the admission for the parents
to go along and participate as spectators. Those parents and those children are being denied
the opportunity of active recreation and parental involvement in those activities. Yet we are
seeking, by this legislation, to transfer the whole of the responsibility across to the parents.

Mr Mensaros interjected.

Mr D.L. SMITH: I will return to the question of whether the broad sweep of the B ill
warrants constderation. We are now debating whether the contents of this Bill should be
passed as they are. It does not mean, because I speak against the passing of this Bill, that the
broad intent-of the Bill is not worthy of some consideration by the relevant body.,.
Mr Cash: It would be possible for you to amend it. You could put this through in an
amended form if you wanted to bring in other amendments.

Mr D.L. SMITH: Unfortunately this Bill is so amateurish in its preparation that it is not
capable of amendment in that way,

Mr Cash: That is a bad reflection on the Crown Law Department.

Mr D.L. SNM: This Bill represents the view of a middle-class group who presume that all
parents are capable of the restitution and payment of fines which the Bill envisages. Only in
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this week's newspapers it was reported that 75 per cent of all adult Aborigines in this State
are unemployed. Where is the capacity to pay in that group? Where is the capacity to pay on
the part of supporting mothers who exercise the sole parental control over the child? What is
the practical result of this Bill? It will impose an obligation on the Aboriginal parents, and
the sole supporting mother, to pay whatever the court deems appropriate for the child to pay
with the ordinary recovery methods that the law seeks to follow. The result is that it is as if
the parents themselves were the offenders. What are the recovery methods imposed by the
law? They are that there is a prescribed term of imprisonment to be served for each set
amount imposed by the fine or other penalty.

Supporting mothers and Aboriginal parents, without the capacity to pay, will be carted off to
prison to serve time because of their children having been involved in some offence of which
they had no knowledge, and which they may have been doing everything in their power to
prevent. Every other child in that family, if there are three or four of them, will be penalised
because their sole parent has been dragged off to prison. The situation then arises where
those children are expected to be looked after by foster parents. Is anyone seriously going to
consider becoming a foster parent of a child who has offended?

Clause 17 of this Bill seeks to amend section 34E of the principal Act by imposing a
transference of the obligation not only to the true natural parents, but also to any person
having control of the child. Proposed subsection (5) states --

For the purposes of this section the ternm "guardian" includes any person having the
custody, care or control of the child for a period other than one which the court
considers to be limited or temporary .. .

In effect, any foster parents who rake on the semi-permanent care of a child will place
themselves in a position where they can be made to pay or go to prison for the obligations of
that child, if that child should re-offend while in the care of those foster parents.

We are all familiar with the advertisements that regularly appear in newspapers in this State
calling for foster parents to come forward to look after neglected children, because those
children are in circumstances of special need where their relationship with their parents has
broken down. We are seeking, by this legislation, to impose new penalties on those
prospective foster parents by transferring to them the obligation to pay the [mne or restitution
on behalf of those children if they should offend.

This legislation absolutely smacks of being prepared by people who are quite removed from
the parents of the children who are most likely to be vandals. They are quite removed from
people on low incomes. They relate only to middle-class people on middle incomes who
seem to think that if they adequately provide for their children materially -- send them to the
right schools, send them to the local youth organisations, send them off to music lessons, do
all those sorts of things -- they will grow up to be what they regard as being a future citizen
of this community. In fact, so many of the children who the Opposition criticise as being
future vandals and criminals in this State, are really living ina circumstances where one can
only have pity for them and compassion for their parents, who are struggling against all odds

to try to maintain some degree of respectability, some degree of communication with the ir
children, some idea on the part of their children that they are loved and cared for by proper
parents. Here is the obligation: Even if those parents fail in those circumstances, they have
to pay the penalties for their children's actions.

As I have said, anything that I may say in opposition to this eml is not based on the notion
that there is not a problem of vandalism. Itris not based on the notion that there are not
concerned people at Carnarvon who are looking for solutions. The remedy is not in rushing
to this House with a funny little Bill that seems to satisfy people's whims to have increased
penalties and greater impositions on parents, regardless of who those parents might be. The
remedy must be based on a real sense of investigation of the causes of vandalism. [t has to be
researched on the basis of the existing law and what alternative remedies have been tried in
other places to see whether any of those other tried remedies, any variations on them or
original thoughts we might have, may play a greater part in preventing these children from
offending. They are the sorts of things that need to be done.

All the Government members are saying is that this Bill is not adequate in terms of dealing
with the problem. It is one of those gut reactions: rnI-thought-out, rnl-conceived and rushed
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into the House without due thought. We know that the Law Reform Commission, the
Department for Community Services, the Police Department, the police and citizens' youth
clubs, the Education Department, and the family movement groups are working on this
problem. We need all of those groups to provide some input and offer solutions which are
not draconian and oppressive in their application, but are really working towards drawing
these children away from the feeling chat they must offend either through an act of
recklessness, an act of play or an act of outcry against the oppression chat they feel that
society or their own family may be putting on them.

Until the matter is approached in that way, with some sense of compassion and consideration,
we will not find an answer to the problems mentioned by the member for Mt Lawley.

Mr Gordon Hill: The Law Reform Commission is undertaking a major review of a number
of sections of the Police Act, and the Commissioner of Police suggested to me that it would
not be appropriate to increase the penalties in the way in which this Bill suggests until that
review has been completed.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Apart from that, we are restructuring the operations of the Children's
Court to appoint a judge who will have jurisdiction in that arena; we are restructuring some
areas of the Department for Community Services to make sure they are more active in this
area; arid we are trying to pump extra resources into the areas where police operate, such as
the Police and Citizens Youth Clubs, and youth clubs operated by churches and other
organisations, to try to find alternatives to children offending. We should not be rushing in at
the wrong end -- that is, in terms of the penalties and the transfer of those penalties to
parents -- and saying that is a solution. Whatever our approach, it should be a comprehensive
and considered one.

For all of those reasons, and because I think this eml was ill-considered, rushed, and, in my
view, prepared by people who belong to a certain section of the community with no
appreciation of the problems of parenthood at the lower end of the income scale, members on
this side of the House must reject the eml. However, we should say to members opposite that
we are aware of the problem and are willing to approach in a non-partisan, non-political way
what is a social problem, a family problem, our problem. We should get together as
responsible members of the community, not only in the Parliament but outside the Parliament
with all the other groups involved in the care of children and families, and try to find
solutions that way, not by draconian, ill-considered Bims of this kind.

Government members: Hear, hear!

MR WATT (Albany) [8.13 pm]: I feel the need to join in this debate, although when the B ill
was introduced it was never my intention to do so. However, a number of factors have
changed my attitude towards that. The first, of course, is the fact that the member for
Gascoyne, as he was -- Ian Laurance -- who introduced this Bill, is no longer a member of the
House; and secondly, because of some of the quite outrageous things which have been said
about the Bill, Firstly by the Leader of the H-ouse and more recently by the member for
Mitchell,

It is quite unfair for the Leader of the House to attempt to slander the former member for
Gascoyne in the way be did, accusing him of being opportunistic and bringing the Bill into
the House only to try in some way to grab a headline. He accused him of having some kind
of network which would enable him to have prior knowledge of the fact that the Government
was working on this problem and was likely to introduce a Bill into the House in the not coo
distant future, and said that it was a smart move on his part to introduce the Bill to beat the
Government at its own game, as it were. I can tell the House that is clearly untrue, and I hope
I can demonstrate that by the remarks I will make.

I think it was in August 1986 that I visited the Gascoyne electorate with the then member for
Gascoyne in the company of two upper House members, Hon Bill Stretch and Hon Phil
Pendal. While we were in Camarvon we received a message from a group of business people
that they did not just want to see us but demanded to see us because they were very angry
about a situation that had developed in that town.

The principal problem related to damage and vandalism to motor vehicles. Even though we
had a fairly busy itinerary arranged for that day we made time and went to meet this group of
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people. They really did have a very disturbing story to tell. We met at one of the local
garages and in the parking lot outside the garage there remained the shell of a burnt-our brand
new Mazda 929, valued at more than $25 000. In the early hours of the morning on the same
night that that car was burn;, a second Mazda 929 of similar value apparently was also
intended to be burnt. Petrol had been poured onto it but fortunately it had not been ignited;
otherwise there would have been a $50 000 bill instead of a $25 000 bill.

That was the backdrop against which we met this group of angry people. In the main street
of the town on that same trip -- ironically, perhaps, parked outside the Uniting Church -- was
a Cortina sedan which had had all its tyres slashed, its windows broken, and anything which
could be removed such as mirrors on the outside of the car torn from the vehicle. We were
assured by the residents of the town, and by the police of the town with whom we spoke
infonmally, that this was fairly common practice in the town and it was because of this type of
action that the town's citizens had become increasingly angry.

Indeed, one of the reasons for the motor vehicle dealers' anger was a concern not only about
the level of insurance premiums likely to result from the increase in vandalism to both new
and used cars in stock but also the very distinct possibility, if the vandalism continued at the
level at which it was occurring, that cover might be withdrawn completely. I am sure
members would understand that that situation might well force them out of business. Not
only would that be of considerable concern to them but also it would deny that isolated
conmmunity a valuable facility.

We met with these people and they explained their situation. They were planning to form
vigilante groups to rake the law into their own hands -- a proposal which we counselled them
strongly to refrain from entering into because everyone knows that that is likely only to
compound the problem rather than rectify it. Notwithstanding our advice, they had in fact
been running some patrols of their own. We could call them vigilante groups or patrols. By
whatever name we call them, these people were out patrolling the streets at night, particularly
those areas which had been most affected by vandals, which included the motor vehicle
dealers' yards. the clubs and hotels, and other business premises around the town. I think it
was probably a good thing that those patrols or vigilante groups did nor find any juvenile
offenders because it might have been an unfortunate thing for them had they found them and
decided to mete out some punishment of their own.
All that aside, there was a very considerable public outrage in that town, and at the meeting at
which we were present those people did not simply request but demanded of Ian Laurance
that he introduce a private member's Bill into the Parliament containing the very features that
are contained in this Bill, particularly in respect of penalties for juvenile crimes and
responsibility being sheeted home, where appropriate, to the parents of those juvenile
offenders.
They made that demand not only of Ian Laurance but also of me, and I was only there
visiting; but they demanded that I endeavour to encourage my party to support their
proposition. I indicated that I would prefer to see what might be contained in the Bill before I
gave it carte blanche support, although I had some sympathy for them in having to face this
problem. I think even Government members would have some sympathy for them even
though they have indicated they do not intend to support the Bill. I guess we are all
concerned about this problem, because it is not confined just to Carnarvon; this sort of
activity is rife throughout the metropolitan area as is indicated by the fact that almost every
week people make comment to me about juvenile crime and the lack of, in their view,
suitable punishment for the offenders. Indeed, only yesterday during question time the
Premier went on at great length about juveniles who stole cars and went on joy rides in them.

Without question there is a very strong perception in the minds of the public that juvenile
vandalism is out of control and that no adequate set of penalties is provided int the Law for
those juvenile offenders who are apprehended. As has been clearly explained, the Bill seeks
to impose some additional penalties and to require, where appropriate, the attendance in court
of the parents or guardians of juvenile offenders. That is a wise and appropriate measure to
include in legislation, because however distasteful it might be for parents, the fact is that even
though we think we all know where our kids are, even when they are supposed to be nicely
tucked up in bed and asleep, there is a long history of parents at all levels of society receiving
a knock on the door and opening it to find a policeman standing there who asks,
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'Do you know where your child is?" Many parents have said, "Yes, he is in bed asleep",
only to have the policeman go to his car and return with the child. Police officers will tell
people who ask, that this sort of thing happens regularly, which is most disturbing.

The third measure provided for in the Bill concerns orders for restitution, and I differ from
the member for Mitchell in my understanding of clause 17, although I make no pretence of
having a superior knowledge of the law, because he is a lawyer. Clause 17 reads --

Section 34E of the principal Act is amended --

(a) by repealing subsection (1) and substituting the following subsection --

(l)Where a child is found guilty of an offence with respect to
which a fine may be imposed on the child or payment of damages,
costs or restitution may be ordered, the court shall order that in default
of payment by the child the fine or damages or costs or restitution shall
be paid by the parent or guardian of the child.

I understood the member for Mitchell to say that the court "shall" impose restitution against
the parent or guardian, whereas my understanding is that the court "may" impose that
restitution and that if the court imposes an order for restitution and that order is not paid, then
and only then mnight the court impose a restitution order against the parent or guardian of the
child. The clause reads "may" order restitution; the court would not have to order restitution;
but if it chose to do so where it thought it was appropriate, where it thought the parent or
guardian had the capacity to pay, it could impose that restitution order. If for some reason the
court thought that not appropriate it could choose not to impose that restitution order.

Mr D.L. Smith: If you read section 4 in conjunction with section 80 and if you read section
12 in conjunction with section 25 of the Act, you may find that although there is a discretion
given to the court at present not to impose fines or penalties, in fact those provisions now
require them to be imposed.

Mr WATT: As I said at the commencement of my remarks on this provision, I disagree with
the member for Mitchell's interpretation of it. In clause 17, which provides for the
amendment of section 34E of the Act, it is clearly stated that it will be at the discretion of the
court to impose an order for restitution. It is only when the court imposes that restitution that
the parent or guardian is obliged to canry out that restitution. It is not mandatory for the court
to impose an order for restitution.

Mr D.L. Smith: It is mandatory if the court decides the child should pay.

Mr WAUT: The court has a discretion. That is my understanding of the Bill and I do not
think I am wrong. Anyway, I guess it does not matter a whole lot now because the
Government has indicated that it will not be supporting the Bill.

The other point on which I disagree with the Leader of the House and the member for
Mitchell concerns their rather derogatory comments about the manner in which the Bill was
introduced, because they said it was hastily drafted and ill considered. The truth is that this
Bill was initiated at the request of business people in Camarvon in August 1986. Any
criticism of the drafting is obviously levelled at the private members' draftswoman, not at the
member for (3ascoyne, who simply issued instructions. Whether the member for Mitchell
wants to accept responsibility for that criticism is for him to say. He cannot say that the
matter was rushed to the Parliament, because it was initiated in August 1986 and was
introduced into the House in May 1987. That could hardly be described as rushing the Bill to
the House. The Bill was very carefully considered and it involves a matter of strong
community concern; [ believe it has strong community support also.

Notwithstanding the Government's intention not to support the Bill, I am pleased that the
Government has indicated that the matter is under some sort of review. The Leader of the
House indicated that the review had been in progress for some time before Ian Laurance
introduced the Bill into this House. But how long does it take to introduce legislation to
address this problem? I know it takes a fair amount of time for these things to be done
properly. However, a year has passed and we have seen no results. I believe it is fair to say
that, if the Government is not prepared to accept this Bill, it certainly has an obligation to get
its skates on and hasten the review along so that the public who are very concerned about the
problem will be able to see that something is happening and that some responsibility can be
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sheeted home somewhere for these problems. At the moment there is no deterrent at all.
Young juvenile offenders are blatant about how easy ir is to steal cars and damage them. An
item on "60 Minutes" on Sunday night depicted how easy it is for young people to steal cars
and the terrific racket in the sale of second-hand pants.
Very small penalties apply to these offences. If the Government is prepared to accept the
Bill, it will indicate its concern for the problem and that it is doing something to rectify it.
DR WATSON (Canning) [8.33 pm]: The Bill has been called ill-considered. I wish to
speak to some aspects that should go into both the legislation and the administrtive
procedures. If we are really going to change behaviours to prevent juvenile vandalism and to
focus, not on punishment as the B ill does, but on prevention --

Mr Court: What? Asking parents to come to a court hearing. What punishment is that?
Dr WATSON: Juvenile crime is a problem and nothing that anybody can say will condone it.
I will read an extract of a letter written to me by a woman who has been active in trying to
establish what is known as School Watch in my electorate. Through her activities, she is well
informed about this problem. She says --

The futility of wasted money, resources, police time, and the reasons behind why
children have the need to vandalize still gets under my skin. I guess that's why
punishment and restitution comes to mind so readily as a deterrent. Instead I'd rather
see the children feeling positive about themselves so they don't have a need to "hit
out" and vandalize.

The Opposition proposes very costly sanctions and very costly punishments. They are costly
not in terms of money, but in terms of the long-term effects that they can have on children
who are apprehended.

Members know that under the existing legislation -- I think under section 34E -- there is
provision to fine parents up to $300, an amount that will be increased, and parents can make
restitution. Ina fact, those children who appear before the panel as first offenders do so
because their parents voluntarily pay or make restitution. Of those children who appear
before the panel, somewhere between 60 per cent and 75 per cent are never apprehended
again. We have to say, therefore, that that is as a reasonably effective system.

There is evidence as well that only a relatively small percentage of juveniles commit a
relatively large proportion of offences. We know that the anger that is directed at juvenile
crime and at the people who commnit it causes people to live in an unnecessarily fearsome
state of siege. The arguments that we have heard directed towards these people tonight are
very victimising arguments.

Mr Cowan: What about the victims of the vandals? Do we pretend they don't exist? Do we
pretend they have never suffered any loss? We make all sorts of excuses for the perpetrators,
but we do not worry about the victims.

Dr WATSON: Yes, we have to. I think it is blown out of all proportion.

Mr Cowan: Has your house ever been vandalised?

Dr WATSON: Touch wood, no. However, my office has been vandalised. I am in a
shopping centre in a very low socioeconomic area in which shops are constantly being
vandalised. People come to me every day about the effect that something like this has had on
their lives. It is a serious problem. However, I do not believe we will prevent it by
punishment. We have to be better informed and we have to establish some deterrents.

Mr Cash: Do you think making parents responsible for the restitution, if they can afford it, is
wrong?
Dr WATSON: I think it is such a complex issue that inultipronged and multifaceted
approaches have to be taken. However, we cannot endorse the kinds of provisions in this
legislation.
Mr Cash: Considering it has been on the books for the last six months, why have you not
prepared amendments if you thought the Bill was inadequate?
Dr WATSON: Because, as the member for Mitchell said, amendments are currently being
prepared to the Police Act and to the Child Welfare Act.
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Mr Cash: Could your lack of action be seen as supporting the vandalism?

Dr WATSON: There is no excuse. If the member reads the daily Press, he will see that the
Minister for Community Services and the Minister for Police and Emergency Services are
really moving.

The other thing is that it makes people chink it interferes with our ability to be able to identify
those people who will go on and have the potential to become major criminals. If we try to
treat all children in the same way, which we will do under this legislation, constant offenders
will escape the net.

[ think it is also important that we look at other behaviours of young people. An Australian
Bureau of Statistics study done in 1983 revealed that juveniles have more crimes committed
against them than they commit. It might be totally irrelevant to know that our contemporary
youth are disproportionately afflicted with one of the saddest crimes of all, youth suicide,
which rose by 14 per cent in Australia between 1980 and 1985. It is the second largest cause
of death for young people. I raised that matter briefly because I think it is another symptom
of the alienation of many young people in our society. That alienation stretches through all
social classes and all geographical locations. We keep hearing about the juveniles of
Camarvon, and Aboriginal children. Whether they live in Langford or Nedlands, they are all
vulnerable to this behaviour. However, the treatment meted out to them may be more
discriminatory for those living in Carnarvon or Langford than those living in Nedlands.

Mr Cowan: Do you believe that?

Dr WATSON: Studies have been done in Britain, America and here which show that. Kids
in Nedlands can go around and smash a few light globes after drinking too much at the
university tavern; however, if light globes were smashed at, say, the Langford shopping
centre, there is usually an all out effort to catch them and, I understand, it is much more likely
those kids will end up in Longmore or one of those institutions, than the kids from Nedlands.

Mr Cowan: Rubbish!

Dr WATSON: There is evidence which I can get for the member for Merredin.

Mr Cowan: The member had better produce it.

Dr WATSON: We also should ask whether these offences are symptomatic of the child's
needs. When a child is found guilty, should we respond to the child's emotional needs,
educational needs or social needs; or should the punishment reflect the gravity of the offence?
Generally, minor offences are dealt with by dealing with the child's educational and
emotional needs, and the major offences by appearance before a court and incarceration.
That does not reflect any kind of coherent philosophy of justice on this issue.
Mr Lewis: Justice for whom?

Dr WATSON: For the child.

Mr Lewis: What about justice for the person affected by the crime?

Dr WATSON: We live by a code of law that determines that justice has to be done.

What is the appropriate way to deal with children who might be involved in prostitution or in
the use of drugs and alcohol? Should they receive a harsher penalty than adults? It strikes
me that some members of the Opposition say they should.

Mr Cowan: That is absolutely ridiculous; no-one has said that.

Dr WATSON: It is implied.

Mr Cowan: It is not implied. The member should show me where it is implied in this Bill.
The member should read Hansard and show me where it has been implied in speeches made
by members on this side of the House.

Dr WATSON: What about bright computer-literate children who perhaps will be able to
embark on a life of white-collar crime? Are they going to be told that what is technically
feasible is not morally ethical? People who work in this system have come to understand that
very often these crimes are the result of a child's developmental problems. One could look at
psychological theorists such as Kohlberg or Ericcsen who have determined different
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stages of moral development. One may determine what the stages are by testing children and
determnine programmes to deal with the problems -- moving within the stages of moral
development trough to developing an individual conscience.

As members know, 1985 was the International Year of Youth. I also refer members to the
United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration of Juvenile Justice, which
read --

Recognizing that the young, owing to their early stage of humnan development, require
particular care and assistance wit regard to physical, mental and social development,
and require legal protection in conditions of peace, freedom, dignity and security.

The document also states --

Requests Member States and the Secretary-General to undertake research and to
develop a data base with respect to effective policies and practices in the
administration of juvenile justice.

Than is what brings me to this debate: To bring to members' attention a model that has been
devised out of the Australian Institute of Criminology by Dr Paul Wilson who undertook
some work with the New South Wales railways -- I am not sure of the corporate title -- to
research into crimes against property where graffiti and vandalism such as seat slashing on
public transport has been a problem. Their brief was to develop practical policies to prevent
this kind of behaviour which has cost not only $4.7 million in one financial year there, but
also has cost the lives of four youths engaged in graffiti writing on trains. The research found
that across Western Europe, North America, Britain and Australia there has been an increase
in vandalism to public transport systems. They found that the damage is similar: that similar
age groups are concerned with this behaviour; that it occurs at off-peak times and in
unsupervised areas. They aim to tty to contain the graffiti; they will never prevent it.

We are looking at a strategy for prevention and containment of this behaviour and to develop
a model for other services and other property. Again, they found that vandalism occurs over
a wide socioeconomic range and the children are from wide geographic locations in New
South Wales. For the first time, different categories of vandalising behaviour have been
established. It is very important that we approach this problem intelligently. Some of these
categories are acquisitive vandalism; for instance, coin boxes are smashed so that people can
acquire money. There is an ideological kind of vandalism which can communicate a
message. There is vindictive vandalism where children aim to get revenge, notably at
schools; play vandalism, where it is pant of a game to see who can break the most windows;
and, of course, malicious vandalism where there is an expression of rage with people slashing
the paint on expensive cars.

It was decided the Government had three options: There need be no formal response from
Government; further research could be undertaken; or we could develop --as we advocate --

antivandalism policies combined with a juvenile justice system. The antivandalism policies
should include a fast repair service and a graffiti removal service so that within a specified
period repairs are made, and they advocate as well the use of vandalism and graffiti-resistant
materials. Community measures have to be taken to educate the public to distinguish this
kind of damage from that of violent crime, and to use murals on trains and stations to
discourage graffiti writing. Another aspect of this policy would be to improve liaison
between schools, school communities, the police and the media. Another important aspect is
to provide challenges to increase self-esteem, that is, through parent education, through P &
C associations and through schools; and to improve the physical and social environment of
train stations, carriages and other public areas.

It is very important that these kinds of steps make up the policy package as well as some
deterrent measures such as the use of professional security services, the improvement of
patrol procedures and the visibility of staff, including the police. Schemes such as
Neighbourhood Watch, School Watch and Railway Watch can be established.

The appropriateness of community service orders for offenders should be more thoroughly
investigated. We need more than increased surveillance and higher penalties. We know that
prevention in reducing graffiti and vandalism is best accomplished by not only substantially
increasing the risk of capture of offenders, but also by involving young people and the local
comnmunity in creative schemes to improve their local environment.
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I have had marginal involvement with two schemes in the south east corridor. Members may
have seen on television the other night the mural painting at the Kelmscott shopping centre.
The City of Gosnells employed an artist to work with young people to paint bus shelters.
Those bus shelters have not been attacked by vandals writing graffiti on them since they have
been painted. They are attractively painted with desert scenes, ships, and all sorts.

I want to assure, not only Opposition members because I am never sure whether they ever
listen, but also the public that the Government is addressing the problem. It is a complex
issue and it cannot be solved in the way it is proposed. Penalties are one measure of a very
complex package which has to include policies for prevention and policies for deterrents, and
they can only be based on an understanding that is going through some information about the
social structures in our society and notably in Western Australia.

MR COWAN (Merredin -- Leader of the National Party) [8.52 pm]: I indicate to the House
that the National Party supports this measure. It disappoints me greatly that on about three
consecutive occasions the Leader of the House, whom I have always had some time for, has
indulged in the practice of trying to oppose something on the basis of getting stuck into the
messenger and denigrating the individual who carries that message or using the old stand-by
by saying, "We cannot have this Parliament interfering with the rightful decision-making of
the Government." It is my understanding -- it will always be my understanding -- that the
Government is responsible to this Parliament.

The former member for Gascoyne was quite right in bringing to the attention of the
Government the fact that there is a serious problem with vandalism. Members have just
heard the member for Canning, who has taken on the mantle of the social conscience of the
Government.

Dr Watson: We all have social consciences.

Mr COWAN: I am not saying that in a derogatory manner. We all have to have a social
conscience, the member for Canning has adopted that role for the Government, and I cannot
argue against one of the things she mentioned. We certainly must look at some of the causes
of vandalism and come up with deterrents. The fact of the matter remains that punishment is
a deterrent. We are not asking people to be transported, we are merely taking the degree of
punishment to a certain stage greater than it is at the moment. At the moment there is
practically no punishment.

I ask members of the Government to remember that there are people who own property and
who have had that property vandalised and they suffer a terrible sense of loss. In all the
debate that has taken place tonight, particularly the debate that has come from the

Government side of the House, there has not been one reference to the people who own the
property. In many instances it happens to be the Government's property or the property of
taxpayers -- not one comment has been made about looking after or protecting the property of
the people who have had it vandalised.

Mr Pearce: What does it feel like being the only person on the National Party side who, in
the opinion of senior party officers, could be a Minister?
Mr COWAN: [ would like to know who did say that. I have not been able to find out. If I
am permitted to answer the interjection which was allowed and which has nothing to do with
the debate, I must say that the journalist wanted to write a story and because she could not
find anyone to substantiate it, she invented something. That is all there is to that. We have
had a good laugh about it as well.

Mr Pearce interjected.

Mr COWAN: I will dismiss the Leader of the House because these days he is too easily
falling into the error of denigrating individuals in this House or making umbrella statements
that we cannot have Parliament interfering with the functions of Govemtment. To me, that is
definitely not good enough.

All too often people try to make it easy to find excuses for people who have commritted acts
of vandalism and they forget about the people who have been the victims of that vandalism. I
do not deny for one moment that we should not just be treating the symptoms. If a person
has a headache he takes a couple of aspirins to get rid of it, but he does not look at the cause
of it. If we have vandalism I agree that we must look at the causes of it. The measure
contained in this legislation could be a start.
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All the things that speakers on the other side of the House have spoken about tonight can be
implemented, and the National Party will support them just as it would expect Government
members to support this as a first measure.

Mr Bridge: You are spot on when you say that we should look at the causes, but therein lies
the difference between what we have to look at and what this measure will provide. It is a
typical pass the buck exercise. The members who have had the opportunity of sitting in on
court cases and who have dealt with the victims of this process will be the first to admit that it
does not work. You have to look at the causes. A remedy is not contained in the Bill.
Mr COWAN: I think it was the member for Mitchell who said something about lower
middle-class people, and I happen to be one of them.

Mr Wilson: Do not denigrate yourself.

Mr COWAN: That is what he said, and I happen to be one of them. We happen to have a
little bit of property and we would like to see it protected.

Mr Wilson: He did not say that.

Mr COWAN: I think that was the tenm he used. What did he say?
Mr Wilson: He referred to m-iddle-class people.

Mr COWAN: What I have said bears repeating. There are many people like me and like
members on both sides of this House who do have property and who feel that their property,
while they do everything to protect it, should be protected against the act of vandalism.
However, there does not seem to be adequate punishment for any person who carries out the
act of vandalism.

I accept that there needs to be an investigation into what causes people to carry out these acts
of stupidity. In the meantime, however, we must look at the degree of punishment that is
meted out. At the moment there is practically no punishment, and I do not accept that.

It is not a draconian measure, as the member for Mitchell said, to ask a parent to appear mn
court. I quite happily accept that the word "shall" is a direction and cannot be mritigated
against. To say that a person "shall" pay some restitution if the court so orders is not
draconian.

I suggest that the Government should accept this measure and then get on with all those
things about which the member for Canning spoke to see whether it can deal with some of the
preventative measures and introduce, if necessary, legislative measures to enhance that
prevention. However, at this stage the Government would win a lot of points with the people
if it were to indicate that the people who own property deserve greater protection against acts
of vandalism. For that reason the National Party is ver pleased to support this legislation.

MR COURT (Nedlands -- Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (9.01 pmJ: It amazes me that
members opposite in the Labor Party are not supporting this legislation. We have before us
some relatively simple measures which address a serious problem relating to vandalism by
juveniles. I was disappointed that the Leader of the House, who admittedly spoke at short
notice, immediately went on the attack saying that the Bill was not the right way to go. Some
Government members who have participated in the debate have indticated why they do not
think it is good legislation, but the Leader of the House, as the main spokesman for the
Government, should have given more consideration to the benefits of this legislation. An
attack was made on the former member for Gascoyne, and it was suggested that this Bill
centred too much around the problems in his electorate.

I was in Carnarvort last weekend and a meeting was held with the Chamber of Commerce on
Saturday morning. A couple of the members asked what had happened to the legislation
because they said the problem was as bad as it had ever been. I explained that the legislation
was still going through Parliament and hopefully it would be debated in the near future. I am
glad that is happening tonight. The people at that meeting referred to the acts of vandalism
which they have to put up with in country towns. Of course, it does not only affect country
towns and it does not involve only Aborigines in Carnarvon.

Mr Bridge: Nobody is suggesting that it is just Aborigines, but if you ask what they are
doing as a commaunity group towards this, that is the interesting part.
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Mr COURT: As a responsible group of business people they have a number of schemes to
try to solve this problem. The Hill contains a couple of very simple measures which would
go a long way towards helping the problem. Government members have spoken about one
side of the argument and what can be done to help these children. However, they must also
give some consideration to the victims of those acts of vandalism. Not only are businesses
affected, it affects domestic property and involves both young and old people. We are
ignoring dhe victims in these situations. I fully support the measures in this legislation.
The Labor Party has indicated that it does not support the legislation and has asked what
positive measures are being taken to help the kids who are getting into trouble. Some of the
proposed measures would make the children think twice. If the children have got into trouble
and their parents or representatives have had to appear in court, in many cases they would be
upset and concerned at having brought that trouble on their parents. It is important to
introduce these measures so that the whole question of responsibility can be dealt wit and
perhaps, by becoming involved in the proceedings, parents will realise that they have a
responsibility in this area.

It would probably also make the children think twice if their parents had to make restitution.
In many cases when the children are caught the parents do feel badly and are only too willing
to make the necessary restitution, which in some cases can be quite a burden. I am annoyed
that the Government cannot see the good points in this legislation. I am sure Government
members agree that there is a problem and there are ways this matter can be addressed. The
measures we are debating tonight are not overextravagant in their aims; they are simple.
commonsense measures and I urge members opposite to support the legislation.

MR CRANE (Moore) [9.07 pm]: I would like to add a few comments to the debate although
it was not my intention to do so and I was not aware that I would be called on. I must confess
that I have been very disappointed in this Parliament while listening to the debate. We have
an opportunity to do something about a problem which is paramount in the minds of the vast
majority of people in the community. It is not bad legislation, it is comnmonsense legislation.
I was disappointed to hear the Leader of the House attack the way in which this legislation
was introduced. It is unfortunate that he should use tactics which do nothing to enhance his
stature as a responsible person; they only denigrate his stature quite considerably.

It was pointed out clearly by the member for Albany, who was in Carnarvon with the former
member for clascoyne, Mr Laurance, that there was a very real problem in the town. It was
such a repetitive problem that the people in the community decided to take action themselves.
He mentioned -- and I agree with him -- that it is fortunate that they did not find any
miscreants when they were patrolling because if they had done so, I am sure they would have
dealt with them more severely than we would have wanted. Angry as we get at times, we
must remember that we should not take the law into our own hands.

As a result of their concemns they demanded that their then member of Parliament, the
member for Gascoyne, introduce legislation in this Parliament to address this problem. As a
responsible member of Parliament he did just that. He was aware of the problem which is
even worse than has been mentioned by the member for Albany. I understand that the police
in Carnarvon advised that when many of the children who had been apprehended were taken
home their parents were either inebriated and unable to understand the problem the children
had created or were not home at all. That further adds to the importance of that pant of the
legislation which requires the parents to be responsible for the actions of their children. It is
grossly unfair and untrue for the Leader of the House to say that the former member for
Gascoyne was only trying to create headlines for himself and to steal what the Government
intended to do. The Government got caught with its pants down.

The time scale proves this adequately. After lengthy consideration, in May of this year -- and
the matter was raised in October of last year -- he actually brought into this Parliament
legislation to address this problem. The Government is saying that he only wanted to try to
get in before its legislation was introduced. That is not important at all. What is important is
that legislation has been brought to this Parliament to address a very serious problem in our
community.

Some speakers tonight, particularly on die other side of the House, have mentioned that we
must be concerned for these children. I would be the first to agree with that. I did not
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disagree with anything the member for Canning said. She was pointing out many of the
social problems that we understand. We know them ourselves because we have been there
and done that. We know that in some families, some members amr very often upstanding
citizens. Other members of the same family brought up in the same environment may leave
much to be desired, which is a nice way of putting it. This gives the lie to die argument that
it is always the responsibility of the parents and the way they bring up their children. A great
deal is the responsibility of the parents, and there needs to be a little more of the stick around
the backside, perhaps earlier on in the piece. I well remember when as a young person if we
misbehaved in any way the local policeman would plant a No 10 boot fair in the backside,
and it had the desired result. If we went home to tell our parents about it we got another No
10 boot in the backside. We did not have our parents saying, "I will sue the police, I will see
my lawyer", because our parents were responsible people.

We must bring that responsibility back into the family, and this proposed legislation does just
that. Not only does it provide for the apprehension of the youngsters, but when they are
brought before the court there is an opportnity for the magistrate, who may -- and may is the
word -- decide that some compensation or restitution should be paid by the parents. He does
not have to say that that must be done, or that it shall be done, but he may say that it shall. If
I am taken before the court and the magistrate says that I shall pay a fine, let me assure
members that I shall pay it. If I do not pay it I shall go to gaol. It is exactly the same with
this legislation. If the magistrate says that the parents shall pay compensation for the damage
that has been done, that is no different from any other matters which come before the court
now.

The lie, if I may use that word, was introduced into this Chamber tonight by the member for
Mitchell, who tried to persuade this Parliament that the opposite was the case. He tried to say
that the magistrate 'shall' ask the parents to make retribution on behalf of the children. That
is not the case at all. The important part is that the magistrate "may".

While on the subject of magistrates, one of the problems with our juveniles -- and adults too;
and it has often been said -- is that the courts have been too lenient. It is to the credit of Mr
Justice Olney, whom this Government appointed, that he took the action that he did the other
day in reprimanding a magistrate who was obviously not fit for the job entrusted to him. I
cannot speak too highly in this place of Mr Justice Olney. He did for Western Australia what
the community has been crying out for the judiciary to do for years. Let it be recorded in this
Parliament that those actions did not go unnoticed. That is one of the problems we face
today. The judiciary has been too lenient in many instances. I use that as an aside.

What concerns me more than ever is the fact that the people of Camarvon have asked this
Parliament, through their previous member, Mr Laurance, to bring legislation to this place
which will offer them some protection and have it enacted. They want legislation which will
bring some protection to the people of this State, and I hope we can persuade members
opposite to take the necessary action to protect those people who have asked for it. I have
never seen anybody in this place persuaded to do what he had not already decided to do, but I
hope that we can persuade members opposite that the people of Carnarvon and the people of
Gascoyne require protection. If this legislation is not passed it will be on the heads of
members opposite. I do not expect to see the words I have just spoken in the paper tomorrow
or the next day. It is unfortunate, but they ought to be, because this is a very important point
for the people of CGascoyne, particularly at this time, and I do not need to spell out why.

I strongly support this legislation. I condemn the Leader of the House for the actions he has
taken and the attitude he has adopted. I ask the Government to reconsider the position it has
been rnl-advised enough to take. There is no need to accept this legislation in its entirety.
The Government says it is working on something. I can remember a previous Labor
Government being called a minror Government because it was always looking into things.

Mr Cash: This Government is fast earning that tidle.

Mr CRANE: Is this a minror Government looking into problems? The people out there are
sick and tired of having things looked into. What they require is some action. There is no
reason at all why this debate tonight should not be adjourned to give the Government an
opportunity to say, "We will grab hold of this and be a part of it." It is not important whether
the initiative came from this side of the House or from the other side. The initiative did not
come from this side of the House; it came from the people of Camarvon. who have a very
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serious problem. We as a Parliament ought to be big enough to tell those people out there
that we accept their initiative. There are no laurels for us or for me in this, but there is a
tremendous reward for us and for the people who rely so much on us to do something for
them. God knows, for the time we spend in this place we do little enough of significance for
them. Here is one opportuity we have this week to do something worthwhile. I have
pointed out the consequences if we do not. I am not speaking politics because I do not have
to. I have never played politics. It has been straight down the line. I do not have to rely on a
political party to get me elected to this place, so I do not have to play politics or look for
headlines. I am appealing to the Government now, for God's sake, for the sake of those
people who need our help, let us not fail them.
Mr Watt: Before you sit down, to put the record straight, Mr Justice Olney was appointed by
the Court Government, not this one.

Mr CRANE: I beg your pardon, but he was a member of this party when it was in opposition
and a member in another place here. He was a very responsible and reliable person. But that
does not detract at all from what he did the other day.
MR BRIDGE (Kimberley -- Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (9.20 pm]: I have heard the
pleas that have come across the Chamber from a number of speakers regarding the concerns
of the Carnarvon residents. I have had discussions with the Camarvon residents in respect of
this matter probably as frequently as members opposite, so we are all familiar with it. I am
very conscious of the fact that it is a problem, and the extent of concern is known to all of us,
but if the Opposition members are genuinely concerned about resolving the matter, or
attempting to put forward realistic views and ideas to take account of the problems at
Carnarvon, they have only to consult the member for Greenough. He has the answers. He
explained clearly in the Chamber last night how this mailer can be resolved. I will quote
from last night's comment by the member for Greenough to illustrate solutions beyond this
method, and the way we must go. We are not opposing the Bill because we do not believe a
problem exists, or because we do not understand the great concern felt by the victims of
vandalism. None of these factors forms the basis upon which we are rejecting the Bill. We
are rejecting it because, as I said a little while ago, it is a typical pass the buck exercise.
There is a town called Mullewa which has featured prominently for some time because of
problems associated with its young people. I reckon the member for Greenough was spot-on
and precise yesterday when he said --

I now refer to the situation at Mullewa where a ranger was employed as an activities
officer by arrangement between the Minister --

Who happened to be me --

-- and the local council, and created activities of interest for young Aboriginal people
in the town. This scheme was in place for 12 months and worked very well indeed. It
has considerably reduced vandalism in Mullewa and the behaviour of the young
people has improved out of sight.

Therein lies the way in which we should deal with the situation. One does not seek to resolve
it by looking at the end of the line. It is like an injury before the wound is stitched up: That
is not the final stage of the injury. The way that is being promoted as a realistic way of
dealing with this problem is not the way to go. The way that the Mullewa people have sought
to overcome their problem is the way to go.
Mr Cowan: We would encourage you to go down that path.
Mr BRIDGE: You are not. You are advocating stiffer means of dealing with the problem. I
spoke to a shire council meeting in Carnarvon about this problem and asked them, "Do you
know who should be responsible for this problem?" They said, "Yes, the Government." I
said, "No, it should be all of us who are assembled here today. You, me, every one of us in
the Chamber today should go outside that door and feel ashamed at the things that go on, and
accept that shame." I told the shire council that if we codld do that we could resolve these
matters. The Mullewa people have taken that on board and there are clear examples of how it
has been successful.

Mr Cash: Can I say to you, and say it in a friendly manner, that you seem to be suggesting
that this Bill is stnuctured uniquely for the Aboriginal people. It is not at all. Don't worry. It
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is for the whole of the State -- die community at large. We all agree with what the member
for Greenough said. I think his statement is very clear, precise, and is the sort of thing we
want to encourage. But there is opportunity in this Bill to cause parents to be responsible. It
says exactly what you were saying to the Camarvon councillors -- "Accept your
responsibility". That is all the Bill does.

Mr BRIDGE: One cannot create an environment of acceptance by the imposition of stiffer
penalties. That is the point I am making. One has to look at other procedures.

Mr Lewis: Why can't you have both? Can't you have both?

Mr BRIDGE: History has shown that it does not work. History has shown that if anything it
is the other way around -- one develops a society of hardened criminals at a very early stage
of their lives. Very often the problem is that the system uses this as a convenient way of
dealing with teenagers, both Aboriginal, or non-Aboriginal. If penalties are available to the
courts, the courts will simply hand them out. The existing mechanism in towns like Mullewa
does not make that simplistic procedure available to the courts. Therefore, it is a requirement
upon the community at large to become involved in the problem, otherwise, people invariably
say that as the courts have power to deal with the problem, they should do so.

Mr Lewis: Isn't there a responsibility on the parents of these people?

Mr BRIDGE: There is, and in the case of Mullewa the parents, and other people such as
civic leaders, are taking that responsibility upon themselves.

Mr Bradshaw: There are still offenders in Mullewa. No-one is pretending there are not.

Mr BRIDGE: Yes, but is the member for Murray-Wellington suggesting that stiffer penalties
will clear that situation?

Mr Court: Is it a penalty to ask parents to be in court with their children?

Mr BRIDGE: No.

Mr Court: Isn't that the same as you said at the meeting in Camarvon -- that they should be
ashamed of themselves and accept some of the responsibility?
Mr BRIDGE: This proposal will only skirt around the edges of what is intended to come out
of this Bill. The members opposite should understand that there is nothing broad about the
concept of what they are applying. They are merely suggesting that responsibility should be
taken away the public because the public cannot deal with it. They want to set up a
framework in the courts system --

Mr Lewis: No, in the home. The responsibility is in the home.
Mr BRIDGE: The responsibility will lie in the court system because stiffer penalties can
apply only in that system. Can the members opposite not see that?

Mr Cowan: No.

Mr BRIDGE: Why not? If the member is not saying that, what is he saying?

Mr Cowan: We are not saying the responsibility should be taken away from anybody, that is
all.

Mr BRIDGE: A rose by any other name would smell as sweet. That is the theme tonight of
members opposite, and they all know it. it is as simple as that. I have laid out very clearly,
in an nonpolitical way, the words of a man in this Chamber --

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIDGE: We oppose this Bill because we see nothing useful in it, when there are other
measures in place that are useful and have been proved to be successful.

Mr Lewis: Minister, the reason you are opposing this Bill is that it is an initiative by the
Oposition and it reflects on the Government's inaction in this area. That is the reason you
are opposing this Bill.

Mr BRIDGE: No it is not.

Mr Lewis: Yes it is.
Mr BRIDGE: Let me repeat what I said a littk while ago. I was at a meeting in Carnarvon
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before this Bill was even dreazmt up. I suggested to the membership of the Camarvon Shire
Council that they, myself and others aught to walk outside the door and assume complete
responsibility for the behavioural patterns that were evident in Carnarvon. That was before
this Bill was even thought about.
Mr Lewis: What have you done about it? That was 12 months ago, Minister. Twelve
months ago. What have you done about it?
Mr BRIDGE: We have offered those measures --

Mr Lewis: No, you had a committee looking at it. That is what the Ledder of the House said.
You had a committee looking at it, and it has done nothing about it.

Mr BRIDGE: Let me answer that silly question. The member for East Melville should not
have asked me that question because it gives me an opportunity to say what I have done. I
have visited, written to and approached on a number of occasions, the Country Shire
Councils Association of Western Australia and have discussed how similar schemes could be
applied to other centres in this State where such problems exist. I have made that a clear
commuitment. We are prepared to pursue that policy, and integrate that scheme within those
areas. One or two towns have taken advantage of it and it has been amazingly successful.
Other towns have not adopted die scheme. We cannot do any more than that.

Mrt Cowan: Yes, you can, you can support this Bil.

Mit BRIDGE: The reality is that what you are seeking to do is like closing the gate after the
horse has bolted, and that never works when it comes to matters of this kind; we have to look
at preventative means; we have to look at procedures that will cause the offenders not to
offend as often as they would otherwise do.
Mlr Court: Do you think we should fit steering locks to all juveniles?

Mr BRIDGE: What does that have to do with it? There are times when I listen to members
opposite and think there is some wisdom in their minds; yet at other times, when I get that
sort of comment, I wonder how much there is up there.

Mr Court: That is what you are saying. You are saying you should not have steering locks;
you should solve the problems further down the road.
Mr BRIDGE: The member has more matter between his ears than to talk like that; and he
knows it.

Mr Court: If the Minister supports this legislation he will go a long way towards solving the
problems that he is trying to solve in Carnarvon.
Mr BRIDGE: I have told the member how I have approached the matter.

The downside to this Bill is as I have indicated: It is shutting the gate after the horse has
bolted- The way to go about this sort of thing is not by having stiffer penalties; rather, it is by
involving the community, as we are doing in Muliewa and other centres around the State, and
that is working. Why not continue that approach, rather than redirecting the attention and the
focus, because it is very simple to set in place a system upon which the public simply says,
"There is the mechanism for dealing with that; let the procedures take their course." That is
not the way to go. We have to embrace the public at large with these sorts of problems, and
that should be done in a way which is different from what the measures contained in this eml
are designed to achieve. For that reason, we do not support the Bill.

MR WIESE (Narrogin) [9.33 pm]: I did not intend to have anything to do with this Bill, but
after listening to the Minister and having heard before him the member for Mitchell, I am
once- again filled with admiration for the Minister and for what he has said about -the matter
and for the manner in which he has said it, because I think he speaks with a great deal of
sense. However, the Minister has not come to grips with the fact that after everything that he
has talked about has been done and after all these measures have been taken, the time will
ultimately come when stricter and harsher actions are needed because discipline and self-
discipline are the things that are probably lacking in the backgrounds of so many of these
cases, and ultimately down the line when all else has failed, these measures have to be taken.
I believe that to some degree this is what this Bill is all about.

This Bill goes further than just imposing penalties on the offenders themselves; it goes a long
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way down the line towards involving the people who are completely concerned. First,
parents have to be involved in the type of case where juveniles are consistently vandalising
and committing the offences that we are talking about, because there is a parental
responsibility involved; and I do not think one can say anything to change that. We cannot
run away from that situation, which is one of the major things that this Bill is trying to deal
with.

Some of the remarks made by the member for Mitchell caused me to enter this debate
because I almost felt insulted that he was making those sorts of remarks about what is a very
serious subject. He said the Bill was aimring to take money from parents in order to make
restitution to society. That is absolute nonsense, and I believe the member and all members
of the Government are completely aware of that fact. It is also absolute nonsense to talk
about sole parents and Aboriginal parents being dragged off to jail because they are unable to
pay their children's fines. Such a comment degrades this debate down to below what I
believe the Government is capable of doing.

We need to give magistrates some credit for their ability to impose punishmnents which fit the
crime and which are appropriate to the circumstances of the offenders; and this Bill will
enable that to happen. I think that is something that the member for Mitchell and perhaps a
lot of members of the Government have not been able to come to grips with.

This Bill is aimed at reinforcing the family and its authority, and if we do not do that I believe
we are going to have very little chance of coming properly to grips with the problems of
juvenile delinquency and vandalism which flow from that. This eml says to the offenders
that they are part of a family and they and their parents are responsible for the situation they
are facing in court. Both the juveniles and their parents are before the court to look at the
results of their actions, and they will have to have to explain what they have done, and they
will both be responsible for making restitution or for meeting whatever sentence the court
hands down. The juvenile is not completely on his own in the court situation; it is the
offender plus the parents of that offender. I believe that is very important and is one of the
strengths of this B ill. The B ill says to the parents that whethe r they l ike it or not, this child is
theirs; they have brought the child into the world; they are responsible for the child; they are
responsible to society to look after the child; and they will have to be answerable to society
for the offence for which the child is before the court.

I would hope the sentences that might be imposed by the magistrates would reflect all these
aspects, and I believe the Bill does enable the magistrates to do that. Both the parents and the
child will be before the court, and the sentence will be one imposed on the parents and the
child. The parents will have to meet part Of the responsibility for what their child has done if
the court sees the situation in that way. If the parents have the financial ability, the court
shall impose some responsibility on the parents to make restitution for the damage that has
been done. If the parents do not have the financial ability to make restitution, then I believe
the magistrate will take that into account when passing sentence. I do not believe the
members of the Government have accepted that we have to give the magistrate -- the person
in the court who is hearing the charge -- the credit for being able to sum up the situation and
to pass a suitable sentence on both the parents and the child.

Mr Bridge: And place the procedures therein -- the good old "pass the buck"; it is somebody
else's problem, it is the problem of the magistrate or the judge.
Mr Lewis: No; it is the parent's problem.

Mr Bridge: You people are completely off the beaten track, and you know it.

Mr WIESE: I do not believe that is a fair comment. The parents and the child are in court.
The magistrate is there as the representative of the community, and he is passing a sentence
on behalf of the community. It is not the ease that the community is passing the
responsibility off to a person who does the community's dirty work. That is where I believe
the Minister is seeing things wrongly.

If the court should make an order for community work to be done, the parent and the child
can be jointly involved in satisfying that court order. [ would hope the court would be able to
make the punishiment fit the crime. Let us take an example. If a juvenile has driven down the
main road and knocked down the guide posts, the court could send the juvenile and the parent
to replace those posts. If they destroyed the grass on an oval -- and that has happened
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in my district -- the parent and the child could replant the grass and undo the damage that has
been done. If the walls of a building have been vandalised, the parent and the child could be
ordered to make restitution and fix the damage that has been done. I believe that
responsibility would be placed with the court under this Bill.

I want to touch on the other side of the coin which has been briefly touched on already; that
is, that the Governmrent has directed everything it has said in this debate to the perpetrators of
the crime. They have said the children are victims of their socioeconomic circumstances;
they are hitting back at their parents by causing them problems; they are hitting out at the
schools by vandalising them; they are alienated from society.

All of the comments made by members of the Government have been directed at the
perpetrators of the crime, and they may well be true, but they have not taken into account at
all the effect of these crimes on the victims -- the working person whose car has been stolen
and burnt, who has been deprived of his or her ability to earn an income because of that type
of vandalism; the person who returns to his house to find it has been vandalised, or destroyed,
or defiled. How are they affected? What about their financial loss? What about the
psychological damage they suffer and the effect this type of action has on their lives? There
was no mention of them by Government members, yet that is a very real pant of these crimes.
What about the older people -- the old woman who lives alone in a house and who has been
harassed constantly by groups of young children to the stage where she is afraid to leave the
house for fear of what the children might do, either to her or to the house when she leaves it?
Does she not deserve some sort of protection from the law, from society, from the courts,
from this Parliament?

These things have actually happened in my town. They are not just things I dreamed up;
every one of these cases is an example that has come from within my home town. This B ill
may not be the complete answer but I believe it is a reflection of a real, justified fear in the
communmity. It is a message to the community that this Parliament is aware of the fears and
the problems and that the Parliament is willing to act to try to alleviate the problem, because
until now I do not believe the community has had that sort of message given to it by this
Parliament for a long time. It is a message to the courts that the Parliament believes the
courts have a major role to play in coming to grips with what is a major social problem, and it
is a message that we in this Parliament are prepared to get right behind the courts and give
them the help, the encouragement, and the support they need.

For all of these reasons I must support the Bill before the House, and I urge the Government
to look again at its attitude. I agree with many of the things members opposite have said, but
they are not looking at the realities of the situation. There comes a time when punishments
do have to be imposed, and this Bill is endeavouring to come to grips with that.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!

MR WILSON (Nollamara -- Minister for Housing) [9.44 pm]: We have reached the point in
this debate where just about everything has been said that can be said, so I hesitate to delay
the House by seeking to add to the debate. However, it must be recognised that this debate
on this issue is one in a series that goes back at least to the time of Plato. Societies at least
since the time of Plato have puzzled and agonised over the apparent incapacity of youth to
adapt to the standards of the community and especially to the standards of the adult
community. That has been reflected in the debate tonight.
The member for Narrogin and other members on both sides of the House reflected the degree
of anger, frustration, and fear that exists in the community in relation to both sides of the
issue. We are aware of the frustration and anger -- the side that the member for Narrogin
says that the Government appears not to be concerned about, in spite of the comments by the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. We are aware of the sorts of situation that he and other
members have referred to.

Several Ministers have been involved in discussions with community leaders, particularly in
Camarvon. In fact, the concern of people in Camarvon goes back well beyond the term of
office of this Government. Representations about this issue were made to Hon Ian Medcalf
by the community of Carnarvon long before this Government came to office. We are aware
that it is not only in Carnarvon, as members opposite have said, and we are aware that it is
not only amongst so-called underprivileged families and those sections of the community
11
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that there is concern about this issue. It ranges right across all sections of the community and
probably pretty well all communities in Western Australia and the whole of Australia.
So we are not going to have any sort of helpful, rational debate if we couniterargue whether or
not we are showing enough concern for the victims, whether it be the victims of the
vandalism and antisocial acts or the children and young people themselves who are
concerned. I suppose there would be quite a bit of sympathy for those who would say that we
do have to be concerned about those affected on both sides of this issue.
The Government believes that the provisions contained in this Bill probably represent a
sincere, well-intentioned attempt to deal with some aspects of the problem. At the same
time, however, we believe that it is an inadequate response to the whole issue. One of the
weaknesses that has come through in the debate is what could be called a rather naive trust in
the ability of the courts, the law, and legislation to enforce parental responsibility. In most
cases we are talking about inadequate parents, poor parents, irresponsible parents, parents
who themselves have never had the opportunity to learn what it is to be a parent, let alone a
responsible parent.

We cannot, with one stroke of the pen or by writing laws in the Statute books, expect -- and I
thindk naively expect -- to create responsible parents in the community. It may be that it is
very desirable for all parents to be responsible parents. I would not differ from those who
would say that if all parents were responsible parents, we may not have vandalism in the
community, but to put one's faith in the capacity of legislation to create responsible parents is
to show naivete, which is perhaps innocent and well meaning but at the same time does not
come to grips with tackling the issues that concern us. The intention of the Government is to
bring forward in the autumn session of Parliament next year amendments which will create a
separate Children's Court -- that is, a Children's Court separate from the Department for
Community Services -- that will be presided over by a judge equivalent to a District Court
judge.
As part of that legislative change, which is currently being drafted, it is proposed that the
question of parental liability or responsibility for restitution should be one for the judge of the
Children's Court to decide on. I think there is room in the drafting process for the comments
that have been made in this debate to be taken into account. Let me assure members that the
Government does not underestimate the feeling in the community on this issue. We are niot
unaware of the sorts of incidents that have been reported by members on both sides of the
House in their electorates, which are reflected by incidents and occurrences in our own
electorates as well. The Government is aware of that feeling and it is aware of the need to
act, but it believes that by acting in the way proposed -- by establishing a Children's Court
separate from the Department for Community Services under the presidency of a judge
equivalent to a District Court judge with the sort of powers I have instanced -- it will pick up
the concerns that are addressed in this Bill, but in a more comprehensive way.
At the same time I think I should pick up the tenor of the comments of the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs in this debate to indicate that the Government is attempting to come to
tenms, in a real way, with the problems of local communities. The Government is attempting
to work with the leaders in local communities and the people of those communities to
institute remedial programmes and preventive programmes, which have to be taken to heart
by all local communities. The danger of putting too much faith in what legislation can
achieve has, I think, been shown in the past. What legislation can achieve is always limited
in attempting to mould and change the attitudes and behaviour of people. I think we have
learned in the past that that is a very limited measure and that until the community as a
whole, through its leaders and its organisations, can accept direct responsibility for working
with local, State and other levels of governmenit to bring about comnmunity programmes, we
will never make much progress. Preaching sermons in Parliament, no matter how well
intentioned they may be, and standing up in this place pouring forth platitudes -- no matter
how well intentioned -- will not make one iota of difference to the behaviour of young people
in the community.

I take it that there is an honest intention on both sides of the Parliament that that should be the
end result of our endeavours, I can assure members, as the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
assured them, that the Government will not oppose this Bill in a bloody-minded way
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for the sake of opposing it. That was the practice of the previous Liberal Government
whenever the Opposition brought in private members' Bills. They opposed them on
principle. I sat on the Opposition benches for six years and I saw several private members'
Bills introduced and not once did those Bills get a run. They were usually left until four
o'clock in the morning for debate and then they were wiped out in a few minutes. I know it
can be the practice in Parliament to treat private members' emls firom the Opposition in that
way.

Mr Hassell: You're not suggesting your Government hasn't done that?

Mr WILSON: No, I am not suggesting that this Government has not done that too.

Mr Hassell: You have, pretty regularly.

Mr WILSON: The ex-Minister for Police and Traffic, an ex-Minister of the Court
Government, does not really have clean hands when speaking in that respect. There is not
much point in the member for Cottesloe interjecting in that way. He does not have a record
which allows him to do so.

Mr Hassell: You acknowledged it.

Mr WILSON: I am quite happy to acknowledge it; the member for Cottesloe never
acknowledged it when in Government. I acknowledge it in honesty, but I still make the point
that the Governent opposes this Bill because it believes that the provisions which it contains
are an inadequate response to the social and community problems that it is concerned with.
The Governument hopes that when it introduces its eml in the autumn session, which we
intend to be a more comprehensive approach to this issue, it wilt have the support of the
Opposition.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [9.56 pm]: Although I was absent from the Chamber for much
of the debate, I listened to all of it. In fact it was advantageous to be out of the Chamber
because I was able to have an overview of the total debate, which one sometimes does not get
in here.

The debate has shown up the total difference between the approaches of the Labor Party and
the Opposition parties in relation to this issue. We have heard speaker after speaker from the
Government side represent and put on the record what is the essence of the problem that has
led to this legislation -- that is, the welfare approach to the law and order issue. There is no
doubt that there is an explosion of illegal activity, particularly by juveniles. That activity in
relation to motor vehicles and all kinds of things is, at least in part, the result of the welfare
approach to wrongdoing. As a former Minister for Conmmunity Welfare, I can assure the
House that the Western Australian Department for Community Welfare, as it was then
known, did not then, and does not now believe in the punishment of wrongdoing. The
department has an idealistic notion of treatment and it was because of the previous
Government's understanding of that, which took me a while to fully realise when I was a
Minister, that as long ago as 1981, it commissioned Professor Eric Edwards to do a
comprehensive study of the juvenile crime problem. The previous Government felt that the
Children's Court system -- although the magistrates were very well-meaning people who
were very sensible and sound in many cases -- was being undermined by the Department for
Community Welfare. People do not understand that the Children's Court is not a normal
court of law.

The orders given by the court and its decisions are not bound to be carried out by the welfare
department and in fact are not carried out by that department. So we commissioned Professor
Edwards to do a study and he had the benefit of having available a then-recent report from
the Commonwealth Law Reform Commission which now calls 'itself the Australia Law
Reform Commission. That commission had done a report in relation to the selfsame problem
in Canberra and came out with a firm recommendation that the children's courts should be
turned into a judicial process. Professor Edwards made a similar recommendation. in almost
five years of this Government no action has been taken on that report. It was not a foreign
report; it was not a report drawn out of the blue. It was a report about a problem in Western
Australia, the very problem which this Bill seeks to address in part.

I agree with the former Minister for Community Services to this extent: The legislation now
before the House is not of itself a total solution. It arises out of the depth of frustration in the
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community that child offenders are being sent back into the community, not with a slap on
the hand but with no penalty at all. They are sent back to their parents and put in their care,
which presumably they were before te offence, or in the care of a relation or somebody else.
In general they are not being punished for their offences and they are treating the law and the
justice system with total contempt. As a result the offences are multiplying.
The former member for Gascoyne in response to the reality of the problem -- and it shows up
much more in the country than in the city because in the country people walking down the
street recognise the offenders --

Mr D.L. Smith: 1 wish that were true.

Mr HASSELL: They do recognise the offenders. Go to Narrogin, Katanning, or Carnarvon
where a juvenile offender has been arrested and taken before the Children's Court on a
serious charge. The victims will confront their aggressor -- the person who did the wrong --
in the street next day because there is no punishment; there are no institutions. This
Government has closed some of the institutions. There was an excellent institution in the
hills called Hilistone which I visited a number of times. There were sensible people in charge
who were making young people understand discipline and law and rules. That institution was
closed by this Government, reducing even further the even then inadequate capacity of the
department to deal with juvenile offenders.

Mr Crane: There was a kid in Moora who walked into a shop wearing the pair of boots he
had stolen from the shop the day before, and the shopkeeper had to took at the boots on the
kid who stole them.

Mr HASSELL: That sort of thing is happening and I have brought details of that type of case
to the House before.

The ludicrous situation exists where juvenile Aboriginal offenders from the north are sent to
Perth on aeroplanes. and they regard it as the greatest adventure of their lifetime. The moves
we were taking to establish some kind of institutional farm or place in the north where these
children could be sent were brought to a stop by this Government.
Mr Bridge: You had the opportunity to do things for a few years and you left us with
nothing.

Mr HASSELL: That is not true. We were taking action in a number of areas and the
Minister would have been the first to condemn us if we rushed in and did it without studying
the problem. We commissioned Eric Edwards who reported and the Government put a stop
to the action being taken on his report.

Mr Wilson: Did the study take nine years?

Mr H-ASSELL- It was done in 1981-82.
Mr Wilson: That was seven years after you came to Government.

M~r HASSELL: We have the ludicrous situation of Aboriginal juvenile offenders fromn places
like Kunununra and way up north being sent to Perth on aeroplanes and out to Longmore and
sometimes to other places, and they regard it as an adventure. It is in no way a punishment,
and it is totally unsuitable treatment for those children, but it is still going an.
This B ill represents the cry of desperation. It is no good the member for Canning and other
members on the Government benches with a welfare mentality talking about the unfortunate
circumstances of the offenders. We hear it over and over again. The Government is never
concerned about victims. What about the victims? What about the ordinary, lower middle
class, single woman who is supporting a child and has a job and whose car is stolen, burnt out
and destroyed by these irresponsible youths? That brings it down to the level which I have
heard so often tonight. It is not the well-to-do who are damaged in a personal sense when
they lose their car; they hire one. They do not lose their job simply because they lose their
car.

Only two days ago we saw in the Daily News and on the television programme "60 Minutes"
the impact on ordinary people of the loss of vehicles that are taken and destroyed, often by
juveniles. There is no acceptance of responsibility. That is a word members opposite cannot
come to grips with. They cannot accept the notion of responsibility. They want to say,
"Little Johnny has stolen a car and destroyed it and undermined someone's livelihood and
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made it difficult for that person, but we cannot do anything to little Johnny or to his parents."
The most vulnerable of the victims are the people members opposite are talking about;
sometimes people like the offenders are also the victims. Those people are left bereft of their
car, house, television, or whatever property it may be, and what are members opposite
concerned about? They are concerned about little Johnny because he had a bad childhood.
Maybe he did, and maybe he needs some help, but it does not alter the fact that little Johnny
and his parents must face up to responsibility. That is what this Bill is about.

Tonight we have seen this clear dichotomy between the attitudes expressed by Government
members and those expressed by members on this side of the House. That dichotomy is the
clearest in the world; it is between the welfare approach and the responsibility approach. We
believe that in the free community and society in which we live the individual ultimately
must be responsible for his or her actions. The process of learning that responsibility begins
in childhood, not in welfare. It begins under a proper approach to responsibility.

It is four and a half years since the Edwards report was brought down. The best reply that the
Government can give to that report is to say that next year it will introduce a Bill setting up a
new children's court. In 1983, when this Government came into office, it commnissioned Jan
Canter to do a report on the whole of the welfare system. I have Jan Canter's report sitting in
my office, and the volumes of it stand six inches high. In three and a half years since the
report was commissioned, nothing has been done about it. It was not our report; it was the
Government's report.

Mr D.L. Smith: What about restructuring community services?

Mr& HASSELL: Would the member be quiet; he is talking nonsense. In the face of the by-
elections and in the face of the fact that people are interested in this law and order issue as the
Government's research has shown, we suddenly hear announcements of the setting up of a
new children's court, not now, but perhaps next year. The Government has also announced
another inquiry into the Department for Community Services. Jan Carter, who wrote the
report for the former Minister, was so disgusted that she wrote to The West Australian a few
weeks ago and asked why the Government was holding another inquiry. She said that it had
not acted on the report she provided it with three and a half years ago. That report involved
all sorts of people. Even Bishop Challen was involved. It was a bigger road show than the
Beazley report.

This Bill represents a cry of desperation from victims who see a system which fails to enforce
responsibility for criminal actions. The Government answers that cry for acceptance of
responsibility by offering more welfare. That is the essential issue that has been brought out
in this debate tonight. Two or three Ministers and numerous backbenchers have spoken on
behalf of the Government.

Mr Lightfoot: Two and a half Ministers.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, one was not sure what Bill he was talking about.

The Government will not escape from this matter. It will continue to be a problem. We have
been hearing about this new children's court for a long time. We hear about it every time a
by-election is to be held or every time the law and order issue is raised. If it is introduced, the
Government will have to confront the problem of making children responsible. Every day
from now until the Government introduces that Bill, the Department for Community Services
will be fighting tooth and nail to make sure that no responsibility is to be accepted by
children because it does not believe in punishment.

Mr D.L. Smith: That is an insult to the department you used to represent.

Mr HASSELL: It is not; it is as the department has stated its position to me over and over
again. It is a statement that it does not believe in punishment.
Government members can get as excited about this issue as they like. The welfare issue
comes trough all the time as is indicated in the answers to questions I have put to the
Minister recently. This side stands for responsibility. We will help those who need help. We
will recognise that theme are social problems and we will deal with them. The victims of
crime are entitled to demand of those who have wronged them the acceptance of
responsibility.
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MRS HENDERSON (Cosnells) 110.15 pm]: I do not want to add much to tonight's debate
because most of the issues have been canvassed. However, there are a couple of points with
which I would like to deal. I believe that tonight's debate has not been an argument about
welfare and responsibility, but rather an argument built on several fallacies.
The first fallacy is that if we increase the penalties for a crime, we will decrease the incidence
of that crime. History shows exactly the reverse. In Victorian England when petty stealing in
the streets was paramount -- people could not walk down the streets without having their
pockets picked and the stealing of food and sheep was rampant throughout the land -- people
were gaoled. When that did not stop the stealing, they started hanging thieves and when that
filled up all of the gaols, they started transporting them to Australia. Thousands and
thousands of convicts were transported to the other side of the earth for stealing sheep and
bread and for picking pockets and that did not reduce the incidence of petty crime one bit.
The punishment for those crimes was disproportionate to the crimes committed, but it did not
stop the stealing. To talk almost 200 years later about increasing penalties as a means of
decreasing the incidence of vandalism shows an incapacity for us to learn from his tory.

The second major fallacy of tonight's debate is that vandalism is a mindless thing that occurs
in a vacuum for which those youngsters are totally responsible -- that is not a result of social
conditions or changes; it is the result of children to whom no responsibility has been shown
by their parents!

[ will give the H-ouse a few examples of how adults and the community generally should
accept some responsibility for vandalism. One of the most common agents for vandalism in
most cities is the spray can. Nothing has had a greater or more devastating impact on
buildings and trains than the spray can. What started this epidemic? It was started by a
couple of films which idolised children spraying graffiti onto walls and trains. I cannot
remember the names of the films, but one of them did the rounds of all the major American
cities and then came to Australia. Cinemas in every city were packed out with young kids
who went to watch their heroes dressed in clothing that seemed attractive to them. These
kids spent their lives spraying graffiti from trains. It was hardly surprising that, as the films
travelled from city to city, the cities experienced massive increases in vandalism. The films
were not made by children; they were produced by adults. The money for the production was
provided by adults and the films made massive profits for them. It is therefore not possible
for adults to stand aside and say that only irresponsible parents created these mindless
graffiti-spraying youngsters who run around spraying graffiti on buildings.
Adults cannot remove themselves from the responsibility for the sort of social conditions that
encourage vandalism.

One of the areas very much the subject of vandalism in Western Australia has been schools.
It was not uncommnon about 20 years ago for every new high school built to have on its
campus a residence for a caretaker, but Govemrments of all complexions since then have been
trying to reduce Government expendimure for the benefit of taxpayers by replacing that
caretaker with security agencies which call in from time to time. With the removal of the
resident caretakers from high schools the incidence of vandalism skyrocketed.

It is not possible for adults to have a dual role, and to say on the one hand money will be
.saved by the removal of caretakers; wages will be saved by having fewer security people and
caretakers involved in blocks of flats and elsewhere; and then 10 years down the track to
have very sophisticated modemn sound-based security systems brought in which possibly end
up costing as much as the original caretaker.
We should learn by our mistakes, When one looks at the situation of cities and towns exactly
the same is evident. When towns were tiny, in strips along major roads, with houses between
the shops and buildings so that the area was not deserted on the weekends or in the evenings,
little vandalism occurred. As cities and populations grow, large areas of commercial
shopping complexes are deserted at night, far removed hrorn residential areas, and vandalism
proliferates. These complexes are economically better for the community as a whole, being
more efficient; however, the side effect which the community must bear is that they are
attractive areas in which young people gather, particularly if no alternative activities are
available in the community.
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Tonight, I have been distressed to hear the debate focused on young people. In my electorate,
in recent times, one obvious example of vandalism has been a poster campaign. Posters have
been pasted onto all kinds of objects: Meter boxes, traffic lights, railway stations,
buildings -- particularly Government buildings -- bus shelters and the like. The persons who
posted those were adults; they appeared on television, proclaiming they were putting up the
posters --

Mr Pearce: These people are not only concerned about Government property; they came
around and stuck the posters on my letterbox, and on my ministerial car in my driveway after
I had made statements in support of Asian languages in our schools.
Mrs HENDERSON: They have stuck posters on my front door too. I can tell members that
the impression that only children engage in this mindless activity, that adults are not
involved, and that adults can somehow step aside and say it is the irresponsible parents in the
community who create the children who vandalise while the rest of the community sits back
smugly and says the penalties should be raised and that will solve the problem, is a woefully
simplistic approach. I guarantee if we looked at the parents of the children apprehended for
vandalism they would represent a cross-section of the community; they would be no more or
less responsible than other parents in the community.

This whole argument has been built on the idea that only irresponsible parents have children
who vandalise; that somehow adults in the community generally do not need to take any
responsibility for vandalism. The final impression is that general social changes in the
community, such as larger cities, shopping centres isolated from residential areas and so on,
bear no relationship to the level of vandalism and juvenile crime. The argument tonight has
been based on a series of fallacies; it is simplistic; it is harsh in its treatment of the problem;
and it ignores history which says. that harsher penalties while ignoring the base of the
problem will never solve the problem.

Question put and a division taken with the following result --

Ayes (15)
Mr Elatle Mr Cram Mr Light foot Mr Watt
Mr Cash Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mrt Wiese
Mr Court Mr Hassell Mr Schell Mr Williams (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Tubby

Noes (19)
Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
M& Bridge Mrs Henderson M~r Read Dr Watson
Mr Canf Mr Gordon Hill Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Hodge Mr P.i. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mrt Rushton Mr Parker
Mr Macl~innon Mr Bryce
Mr Trenorden Mr Brian Burke
Mr Clarko Mr Guill
Mrt House Mr Troy

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.

CHILD WELFARE AMENDMENT BILL-

Second Reading
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [10.26 pm]: I move --

That the Bill be now read a second time.

It is possibly coincidental but, I think, not insignificant that I am about to explain a private
member's Bill the subject of which is very much akin to the unusually long debate concluded
a few moments ago. I do not expect this Bill to be debated at such length, as perhaps by the
time it is debated the three by-elections will have been held. Nevertheless, the subject is
equally important and is generated by the same concern in society.
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The pur-pose of this Bill is to lower the age that an offending juvenile may be dealt with by
the Children's Court from 18 to 17. Seventeen is the basic age limit in England. The Child
Welfare Act defines "child" to mean a boy or girl under the age -- or in the absence of
positive evidence, apparently under the age -- of t8. This would not be changed, so that the
provisions relating generally to the welfare of children will still apply as they do now.
The age at which a person may hold a drivers licence is 17 years. The Criminal Code
provides that a person under the age of 14 years is only criminally responsible for an act or
omission. Again the Criminal Code provides that the "age of consent" for girls is 16 years,
and the male person under the age of 14 years is presumed to be incapable of having carnal
knowledge.

Today's society accepts that people are fully responsible for their own acts well before
reaching 18 years of age. The only remaining age barrier to a 16 or 17-year-old is the voting
and drinking age limit of 18. It is considered that the majority of 16 and 17-year-old
offenders appearing before the Children's Court do not warrant the protection of that court
and should be confronted with full adult responsibility for their offences so that they may, at
any earlier age, face up to the full consequences of their actions.

It is considered by the majority of the community that these youngsters should not be dealt
with by a court where, for many of them, the intentional leniency shown gives no effective
deterrent and may promote the very deeds which are the cause of their appearance before the
court.

Of course, as the present age limit of 18 is arbitrary, so is the proposed reduction of it to 17.
This could well have been chosen as 16. However, as every change has to go through the
experiences of time, I thought it more proper to make a smaller step first towards a change
and let it be tested by practise before deciding whether to go farther.

The aim of this Bill is very simple, yet the provisions of the Child Welfare Act which it seeks
to amend affect many areas which this measure does not want to touch, hence the
amendments, by necessity, are manifold, and their proper explanation has to be unduly
lengthy, for which I ask the indulgence of the House.

Those provisions governing the jurisdiction of the Children's Court in relation to offences
commnitted by children will be amended by this Bill.
Accordingly, section 201 prescribes the basic jurisdiction of Children's Courts. The proposed
amendment would limit the jurisdiction to hear and determine a complaint of an offence
alleged to have been committed by a child. This jurisdiction would extend only to children
under 17. Seventeen-year-olds would have to be dealt with by the adult courts.

Subsection (2) relates to the court's power to deal with a person no longer a child who was a
child when the offence was comm-itted, or in respect of whom a community service order
remains in force. The proposed amendment would refer to a person who has attained the age
of 17 years, rather than 18.
Subsection (6)(a) relates to children who are before the Supreme or District Courts pursuant
to subsection (4). In the circumstances prescribed there, both courts may, instead of
imposing the penalties that may be imposed by a Children's Court, impose a penalty or make
an order which may be imposed or made with respect to a person over 18. This too would be
reduced to 17.
Section 20B allows a Children's Court, when the offender so elects, to hear and determine a
complaint against a person over 18 -- that is, a person who would normally be dealt with by
an adult court -- in relation to certain prescribed sexual offences against children under 16.
Here, too, the relevant age of the offender would be amended to 17. A similar amendment is
proposed to section 20C which gives a Children's Court power with respect to summary
proceeding for assaults on children by adults.

Section 24 relates to an application made in respect of a child and charges against children for
a non-indictable offence or an offence against a by-law, rule or regulation. In such cases a
summons may not be issued and served upon a child unless the offence is punishable by a
fine of more than $100, a notice has first been served on the child and the child has failed to
appear in response to it. Again, this would be amended to apply only to children under 17. If
over 17, they may be surmnonsed in the normal manner.
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Section 28 allows the Director General of the Department for Community Services or the
Clerk of the Children's Court or an officer in charge of a departmental centre or facility to
admit a child to bail. This would be amended to apply only to a child under 17.

Section 33 prescribes the procedure for dealing with an offending child when apprehended or
charged. The effect of these provisions is to afford special treatment to children, principally
to avoid their being remanded in custody as adults may be. In line with the proposed
amendments such special treatment should be afforded only to children under 17, so an
amendment is proposed for this section also.

Section 34A provides that the Children's Court shall not impose a sentence of imprisonment
on a child under 16 or a sentence of imprisonment for more than three months on a child of
16 or more. The proposed amendment to this section retains the prohibition on imprisoning
children under 16 but deletes the restriction on imprisoning children over 16. Where
imprisonment for more than three months is available, the court would be able to impose such
a sentence.

Section 35 prohibits imprisonment of a child for non-payment of a fine or compensation, etc.,
but certain exceptions are provided for in relation to a child who turns 18 before he is
convicted or before the order is made and in relation to a child who is 17 when he becomes
liable to pay a penalty or compensation, etc., adjudged by a court of summary jurisdiction,
and has, since attaining the age of L8, failed to pay. The relevant ages would be reduced by
the proposed amendment in line with the general principle and the same amendments would
be made to section 36 which deals with detention or community service for non-payment.

Section 70 prescribes the general jurisdiction of Children's Court panels by which, in certain
circumstances, children may be dealt with instead of going to the Children's Court. The age
range of children who may be dealt with by a panel is currently seven to 16. In line with the
idea behind the Bill -- to make older children more responsible for their actions -- the
proposed amendments would reduce the maximum age to 15.

The Bill contains a saving provision to ensure that children up to the age of 18 who
comminted offences before the commencement of the amendments would be dealt with by the
Children's Court.

I trust that the Government will give more serious consideration to the undoubtedly existing
social problem which this Bill attempts to remedy to some extent. I trust that the
Government will not simply reject the Bill on the basis of its numbers but will explain in
detail its objections -- other than the cliche that it will legislate itself -- to this measure. I
commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 3 June.

MR GORDON KILL (Helena -- Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [10.41 pm]:
The Government opposes the Bill introduced by the Leader of the National Party. The Bill
proposes to impose a definition of the word " farm" in the Road Traffic Act, which is
unacceptable to the Government. It proposes to put in place the following definition --

"farm" means a parcel of farmland or parcels of farmland that constitute a single
farning unit and lie within the boundaries of the same local authority or are not more
than thirty kilometres apart.

This would place a wider interpretation on section 19(5)(f) of the Road Traffic Act which
states that the board shall issue a vehicle licence without the payment of a licence fee -- that
is, a concessional licence -- where the vehicle --

is not used on a road otherwise than in passing from one portion of the farm or
holding to another portion of the farm or holding, or in a journey from the owner's
farm or pastoral holding to the location of a fire for the purpose of controlling or
extinguishing the fire or to a site for the purpose of attending fire control exercises
previously authorized by a bush fire control officer or fire prevention or in returning
from such a location or site to the owner's farm or pastoral holding.
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It is clear that the current interpretation applying to that section penmits the travelling of
concessional. vehicles on roads for the purpose of fire fighting and that is the issue about
which the Opposition has been concerned in the past. The interpretation extends to travelling
on the road for the purpose of fire fighting exercises associated with fire prevention.
Therefore, the Government considers there is no necessity to extend the interpretation in the
way the Leader of the National Party suggests. The Government believes the current
interpretation is sufficient and it permits travel on roads from one portion of the farm to
another if both portions are contiguous. The Government thinks that is appropriate.

I am not sure why the distance of 30 kilometres was chosen -- it seenms to be an arbitrary
figure. Perhaps the Leader of the National Party will clarify that point when he sums up. The
figure seems to have been plucked from the air and it does not make much sense. The
Opposition's concern about unlicensed concessional vehicles and fire fighting vehicles being
used on the road in relation to the interpretation of the Road Traffic Act is not warranted.

The major problem is that it places additional responsibility on the police officer to determine
the distance;, for example, is the distance measured from gate to gate, from fence to fence or
from some other point? It is always undesirable to place these onerous responsibilities on the
police and it is unnecessary to do so. The reason for introducing this amendment is not clear
and it is not considered appropriate by the Government. The amendment does not have the
support of the Commissioner of Police or the Government.

The Government opposes the Bill because it believes the measures the Opposition seeks to

introduce to ensure that appropriate fire fighting facilities are in place are covered in the
existing legislation. Therefore, there is no point in our supporting the Bill.

MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [10.46 pml: The Opposition supports the Bill put forward by the
Leader of the National Party on behalf of the National Party anid does so because at the
moment, contrary to what the Minister said, there is a fair amount of ambiguity between the
wording of the Act and the answers given by this Minister in Parliament when questioned on
the very issues raised by the Leader of the National Party in this legislation.

One of the problems at the moment is that not all farms form just one black which is not
separated by roads. Quite often a farm or farming unit comprises a number of lots or blocks
of land separated by public roads, pipeline reserves or other sorts of Government easements.
In some cases portions of the farming unit are many metres or kilomnetres apart and are not
contiguous to a Government road, Government easement or some other type of reserve. As a
result, unless the Government is prepared to agree to this amendment, it will be very difficult
for farmers to use their farm vehicles on the fanning unit as such. As soon as they drive on a
public road that is not contiguous to their fanning block, based on the Minister's
interpretation and the comments he has made, they will break the law and will be driving an
unlicensed vehicle. Of course, the extension is that if they have an accident on a public road
in a place not contiguous to the fanning unit they will have no third party insurance cover
whatsoever for any damage caused or liability placed upon them as a result of the accident.

I spoke earlier of the ambiguity of the Minister's statement to the House only a few minutes
ago. He referred to section 19(5)(f) of the Act. It is im~portant that I read it to the House
because in a moment I will read the Minister for Police and Emergency Services' reply to my
question in this Parliament tonight. The paragraph to which I refer states -

The board shall issue a vehicle licence without requiring the payment of a licence fee
where the vehicle --

(0) is owned by a person who carries on the business of fanning or grazing
and the vehicle --

(i) is not a tractor referred to in subsection (15);

(4i) subject to subparagraph (ii), is used solely on the owner's farm
or pastoral holding; and

(iii) is not used on a road otherwise than in passing from one
portion of the farm or holding to another portion of the farm or
holding, or in a journey from the owner's farm or pastoral
holding to the location of a fire for the purpose of controling or
extinguishing the fire or to a site for the purpose of attending
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fire control exercises previously authorized by a bush fire
control officer or fire prevention or in returning from such a
location or site to the owner's farm or pastoral holding.

Members can contrast that answer with the answer I was given in response to question 2108
today. The question was --

(1) Are Yamaha YFM four wheel motor bikes able to be licensed by bona fide
farmers for use on a public road when used in connection with farm work?

(2) Is it usual to impose conditions on such licensed vehicles, and if so wiU he
nominate the standard conditions?

To the first question the Minister replied -

Yes.

To the second question he replied --

Yes. The standard conditions imposed on such Licensed vehicles are: -

Licence to be carried in vehicle at all times;

daylight use only;

this licence is not trasferrable without prior approval from the Police
Department. Traffic Licensing and Services Centre;

The last one highlights the ambiguity in the present Act, and the Minister's response was --

to be used only on a farm or between one portion of that farm and another
portion of that farm.

That is the contradiction of what is in fact written in the Act, and what he said in this
Parliament tonight, and also what he has given me in reply to the question I asked today.

It is obvious that the Minister does not understand the problemns which farmers face in using
their vehicles between their farm units when those units are not necessarily contiguous with a
public road or some other reserve. I call on the Minister to reconsider the position, and I ask
the Government to reconsider its position. By not agreeing to this amendment, which is a
very proper amendment brought forward by the Leader of the National Party, the
Government places a quite unreasonable burden on the farming community which is trying to
get about and produce goods for this State, in so doing using their vehicles in what I would
have thought was a proper manner.

There is a need for the Government to reconsider its position. If necessary it can go back to
the Commissioner of Police and have the matter reconsidered by the police. It does not
necessarily place a burden on the Police Department. The burden at the moment is being
placed quite unfairly on the farmer.

The Opposition supports the Bill proposed by the Leader of the National Party.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [10.54 pm]: I support the move by the Leader of the National Party.
I am surprised at the tardiness of the Government. We went through this debate some 18
months ago when there was a different Minister for Police and Emergency Services. The
present Minister for Local Government led me to assume that the matter we are discussing
now was resolved to a large degree.

The question of licensing firefightirng vehicles and giving them third parry cover has always
been a contentious issue. It has been referred to this Government for a number of years.
When this matter was before the Parliaments earlier I was of the view that the matter had
been generally resolved, but the question of contiguous land -

Mr Can:- It was resolved in so far as the granting of concessional licences was concerned.
but it was never resolved in respect of defining two farms as one farm.

Mr BLAEI. That may well have been the case, but as all people who have any
understanding of agricultural land will know, not all fanmers have contiguous land. As far as
being involved with fire fighting or assisting in firefighting operations goes, one does not
fight fires on contiguous properties anyhow.

Mr Crane: You are generally fighting someone else's fire.
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Mr Camr You can go to a firefighting exercise.

Mr BLAIKIE: By the time one has rung the Commissioner of Police to find whether the
vehicle's licence will be valid, it is found that as a result of an accident, some person has
caused some damage either to his person or to somebody else's property or person, and char
claim will not be approved, so there is big trouble.

I refer this to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and say that the matter needs to
be clarified. The Leader of the National Party wants this matter clarified for die benefit for
rural Western Australia. There is a very real benefit in what the Leader of the National Parry
has put forward, and I suggest that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services should
not come to the Parliament with the explanation given by the Commissioner of Police. Let
me assure the Minister that the Conumissioner of Police does not know what he is talking
about.

If ever there was a Sir Humphrey exercise we have seen it tonight!

Mr Crane: He is alive and well.

Mr BLAIKII3: The Commissioner of Police does not make the legislation. He may make
recommendations, but it is the Parliament in its wisdom which makes those decisions. Surely
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services needs to have that understanding. All rural
members will tell him, or try to tell him, that the Commissioner of Police in his
recommendations to him and to the Government is way off beam.

I support very strongly this Bill which has been put forward by the Leader of the National
Party as one which not only invokes common sense but also which rural Western Australia
badly and urgently needs.

MR COWAN (Merredin -- Leader of the National Party) [10.57 pm]: I thank members of
the Liberal Party for their expression of support for this very minor Bill.
Mr Crane: I would have given you some support if there was more tune.

Mr COWAN: I thank the member, and I appreciate the comnments he has made. May I
correct the Minister in one aspect of his comments about the definition being perfectly
adequate. That is not the purpose of this Bill. We accept that the definition, as it appears in
the Road Traffic Act, is reasonably adequate, but unfortunately the Interpretation Act allows
for the statements made by a Minister in a second reading speech, or for that matter any other
comments made in the course of the debate in the Parliament, to be taken into account when
interpreting the scope or variation of the definition.

While the definition appears in the Road Traffic Act and is accepted by us as being
reasonably broad, as a result of the statements made by the Minister in his second reading
speech in 1984 -- and I confess it was not the current Minister for Police and Emergency
Services but the current Minister for Local Government -- the definition has been
considerably tightened. That is the problem, and that is the matter which the Minister has
overlooked, perhaps on the advice of the Commissioner of Police. Nevertheless, the Minister
has overlooked that fact. It is not only the definition, but also the definition taken in
conjunction with the speech made by the former Minister for Police and Emergency Services
giving his interpretation of how that definition should be applied. That is what has created
the difficulty.

The Minister said that a contiguous property is a property which is separated only by a road,
railway line or pipeline or perhaps a river. Many properties are separated by far more than
that. It is perfectly within reason to expect that a vehicle with a concessional licence could
travel the most convenient route from one property to another.

At the moment, because of the linkage between the definition in the Act and the Minister's
statement in his second reading speech, the definition has been considerably tightened. There
is some doubt whether a person is travelling legally along a road which connects properties
only half a kilometre apart, separated by, for arguments sake, a parcel of land. That is a
considerable difficulty because if third party insurance is denied these particular vehicles, in
the case of an accident there could be substantial losses suffered by the owner of the vehicle,
yet he is required to pay a third party licence fee. He is required to meet all of the obligations
of the standards set by the police in making sure that his vehicle is roadworthy. I am
disappointed in the attitude of the Government. I accept that the Minister --
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Mr Gordon Hill: Standards which are considerably downgraded to suit their purpose.

Mr COWAN: That is nor true. All of those vehicles are subject to the same regulatory
vehicle examination as any other vehicle.
Mr Canr: Are they modified?

Mr COWAN: To my knowledge they are not. Certainly when they go over the vehicle
examiner's pit there is not much modification.
Mr Car: They don't have to have Lights.

Mr COWAN: They do not, because they axe only expected to be used during daylight hours.

Mr Pearce: That is what downgrading means.

Mr COWAN: They are allowed to be used only during daylight hours, so one would not
expect them to have lights. They still have to have indicators, the brakes have to function,
and every other requrementl has to be complied with. The vehicles must be shown to be
roadworthy. I am very disappointed in the attitude of the Government. I suspect that nobody
has advised the Minister chat the definition has to be examined in the light of the statement
made by the fomi-er Minister in 1984, which has considerably tightened the definition. Had
he been aware of that fact I am sure he would have persuaded his colleagues to accept this
minor amendment. I ask the Minister to re-examine the whole situation now chat he has been
advised that the two aspects have to be taken and examined together, and perhaps introduce
an amendment on behalf of the Government which will achieve exactly what we have tried to
achieve with this particular Bill. I commend the B ill to the House.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (15)
Mr Blaikie Mr Crane Mr Lightfoot Mr Want
Mr Casb Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mr Wiese
MrCowit Mr Hassell Mr Schell Mr Williams (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Tubby

Noes 019)

Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mris Walkins
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mr Canr Mr Gordon Kill Mr Read Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Hodge Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Peter Dowding Dr Lawrence Mr P.1. Smith

Pairs

Ayes Noes

Mr Rushton Mr Parker
Mr MacKinnon Mr Bryce
Mr Trenouien Mr Brian Burke
Mr Clarko Mr Grill
Mr House Mr Troy

Question thus negatived.

)Bill defeated.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved --

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 20 October at 2.15 pm.

-- - House iadjournedwt 11 .07-pm -
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

STATE FINANCE: TREASURY
Budget Allocation: Management Services

1796. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Treasurer:
On what will the 5740 000 budgeted for expenditure under Item 3, Division
10 in the 1987-88 Consolidated Revenue Fund estimates be expended?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
In line with previous practice, this information will be available when the
Estimates are debated in Committee.

TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY
Concern: Advice

1821. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
When did the Treasurer first receive verbal advice that the Registrar of
Credit Unions and the Rural and Industries Bank had concerns about the
overall performance of the Teachers Credit Society9

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
See tabled paper 322.

GRAIN: FREIGHT
Agreement

1851. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Transport:
Is Westrail on target for compliance with the 1984 grain freight agreement?

Mr TROY replied:
Yes.

GRAIN: FREIGH-T
Rates

1852. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) When will Westrail's 1987-88 grain freight rates be made known?
(2) Does he anticipate an increase in the rates?
(3) If yes to (2), by how much?
Mr TROY replied:
(1) The grain freight agreement requires rates to be determined by 15 October.

Negotiations have commenced and are progressing.
(2)-(3)

Subject to negotiations, an increase in rates is not anticipated.
GRAIN: FREIGHT

Differentials
1853. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Transport:

Will the anomalies that exist in grain freight rate differentials in areas
adjacent to the road transport area be removed by the 1987-88 agreement?

Mr TROY replied:
Rail rates in areas adjacent to road transport areas were set for the 1986-87
season at levels designed to reduce loss of grain from the rail system to
road transport. This was necessary because road rates last season were
somewhat lower than those on the rail system. The reasons for this were --

(i) rail rates are in the process of moving towards being competitive
with road transport by 1988-89 but are not yet at competitive levels;
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(ii) road transport of grain is not paying sufficiently for use of the road
system.

For the coming season, the progression of rail rates towards competitive
levels will continue and consequently the differential between road and rail
rates will decrease. Nevertheless, a difference will remain for the reasons
given above, and special rail rates will still be required in areas adjacent to
road transport zones.

PRISONERS
AIDS: Screening

1861. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services:
(1) (a) Are prisoners admitted to prisons in Western Australia screened for

AIDS;
(b) if not, what are the reasons?

(2) How many prisoners currently serving prison sentences have AIDS?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) (a) Prisoners are tested for AIDS if they are known or suspected to fall

into the recognised high risk groups. A test is also available on
request by a prisoner or on clinical grounds;

(b) screening of all prisoners is not undertaken based on professional
advice that such action is not cost-justified or necessary. Prisons
are an extension of the general community, which itself is not
subjected to screening.

(2) 1 am advised that, as at 13 October 1987, three prisoners have been
confirmed as having category C AIDS and one with category B.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Teachers Union Executive Members

1873. Mr& COWAN, to the Premier:
(1) How many former members of the executive of the State School Teachers

Union now hold Government positions?
(2) When were they appointed?
(3) Has any current member of the executive of the State School Teachers

Union been offered a Government position?
Mr BRIA.N BURKE replied:

(1)-(3)
Members and former members of the Executive of the State School
Teachers Union normally hold Government positions by virtue of their
employment as teachers. Records are not maintained of employees by
category of former employment. I am not aware of any current member of
the union's executive who has been offered a position in Govemnment.

TRANSPORT AUTHORITIES
Fraudulent Claims

1887. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the estimated cost of fraudulent claims on-

(a) the Metropolitan Transport Trust;

(b) Westrail,

for pensioners' travel concessions?
(2) Approximately what percentage of that cost is attributable to --

(a) claims made under a false identity;
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(b) understatement of income;

(c) other means?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) (a) All surveys taken by Transperth of travel on the suburban public
transport system indicate there is approximately 0.6 per cent of the
total system; and using this as a base it is estimated that up to $24
000 per year could be attributable to pensioners' misuse of the
system;

(b) Westrail has no evidence of any fraudulent misuse of pensioners'
travel concessions.

(2) There is no information available to be able to estimate (a), (b), or (c).

TRANSPORT: LIVESTOCK
Problems: Comnmittee

1909. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport;

(1) In view of the considerable problems confronting the livestock transport
industry in Western Australia, will he consider forming A committee
composed of representatives of the industry and the Departments of
Agriculture, Transport, Police, Main Roads, and such other representatives
as he may consider appropriate, to monitor and make recommendations in
respect of the ongoing good management of the industry and in particular
the question of welfare loading?

(2) If yes, when would he anticipate this committee or advisory body meeting
and making recommendations to him?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) In reply to a request from the Livestock Transporters Association, I
recently affirmed my belief that a meeting between industry
representatives, grower bodies, and appropriate Government departments
would have merit, but that in the interests of efficiency it would be
preferable to call meetings of the interested groups when there was a need
to discuss a particular issue.

(2) The Livestock Transporters Association has recently requested a meeting to
discuss the issue of "welfare loading", and this request is currently being
dealt with.

PRIVATISATION POUICY
Disadvantage: Country People

1916. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Would his privatisation policy disadvantage country people generally, and
in particular would it result in a threat to regional television services?

Mr BRIAN BUTRKE replied:

The vital public services provided in country areas include water,
electricity, education, and health. The State Government would not wish
these services to be privatised.

In the area of communications, the principal involvement of the State has
been assistance in the provisions of remote communications and television
services by way of a Government subsidy, which has also provided for an
enhancement of education services. In this context the question is not
applicable.

ROAD: MITCHELL FREEWAY
Footbridge: Construction

1923. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) When is the proposed footbridge likely to be erected in the vicinity of the
velodrome at Lake Monger?
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(2) What is the estimated cost of the proposed footbridge?
(3) Is it considered the lack of a footbridge in this vicinity restricts access to

the Lake Monger recreational area by residents living adjacent to and close
to the northern side of the Mitchell Freeway in Leederville?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) While there are no current plans, representations have been mnade for
additional pedestrian access to Lake Monger from the Leederviie area.

(2) To cross the Mitchell Freeway at this location could cost $500 000.

(3) Access to Lake Monger is currently available under the freeway at Powis
Street and at Vincent Street. Investigations are currently in progress to
identify means of improving pedestrian movement, particularly at Powis
Street.

TOURISM: HOTEL COMPLEX
Jurien Boat Harbour

1924. Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the Minister received a submission for the development of a resort
hotel complex at the Jurien Boat Harbour?

(2) If yes, are there any reasons why development cannot be approved, and if
so what are they?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The proposal requires further examination. This is currently being
undertaken by the Department of Marine and Harbours.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT
District Officer: Base

1925. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Did he give consideration to the Mukinbudin Shire Council's application
for the north eastern district officer of the Department of Conservation and
Land Management to be based at Mukinbudin?

(2) What were his reasons for choosing Merredin as the base?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) On the basis of several key criteria for location of a district headquarters,
Merredin appeared to be superior to Mukinbudin.

LIQUOR LICENCES
Premiums: Calculation

1926. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Further to question 1826 of 1987, is there any way an applicant for a liquor
licence can calculate what the premium on the issue of the licence is likely
to be, before lodging that application with the Liquor Licensing Court?

(2) - If yes, what is it?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1)-(2)
An applicant for a liquor licence could only estimate the amount of
premium likely to be levied based on previous premiumn decisions for
licences of a simnilar nature.
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AMBULANCE OFFICERS
Paramedic Tools

1927. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Further to question 1813 of 1987, are ambulance officers allowed to use

basic paramedic tools?
(2) If yes, under what conditions?
(3) If no, why not?
(4) What basic paramedic equipment is normally carried in an ambulance?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) When officers are trained and authorised to use the equipment. Policy

decisions relating to clinical competence and procedures are made by the
Medical Director of St John Ambulance.

(3) Answered by (2).
(4) See list tabled.
(See paper No 378.)

CITIENS
Information: Confidentiality

1928. Mir COWAN, to the Premier:
(1) Further to question 1720 of 1987, are there guidelines for determining

when the Government should make publicly available confidential
information about individual Western Australian citizens "in the public
interest"?

(2) If yes. what are they?
(3) Is the Cabinet involved in the process of making a decision about the

release of such information?
(4) If no to (3), who is?
(5) Has the Government released such information in the public interest other

than by means of a formal report or statement to the Parliament?
(6) If yes to (5) when, and about whom?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) There are no specific guidelines as each case must be treated on its merits.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Cabinet may be involved.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) Governments from time to time may have to take this action. If the

member has a specific question about a specific instance, I will do my best
to address it.

TRANSPORT: ROAD
Permit: Weight System

1929. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does he intend to introduce a weight permidt system into Western Australia

simnilar to that which is currently operating in Victoria and New South
wales?

(2) Can he advise the current weight permit fees charged annually in both
Victoria and New South Wales?
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Mr TROY replied:
(1) The matter of an appropriate weight permit system for Western Australia to

recover the cost of increased damage arising from proposed regulation
limit increases is currently under consideration.

(2) Schedules of fees applicable to weight permits in Victoria and New South
Wales are not immediately available, but I will arrange for copies to be
obtained and forwarded to him.

STOCK CRATES
Heights: Regulation

1930. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What progress is being made in the regulation of stock crate heights?
(2) What consideration and action if any, is being taken in respect to "welfare

loading" in the stock transport industry?
Mr TROY replied:
(1) The issue has been discussed with the Livestock Transporters Association,

and the Main Roads Department has been requested to prepare a report on
the operation of overheight stock crates which will be available in the near
future.

(2) The Department of Transport has prepared a report on volumetric loading
of livestock, which has been forwarded to the WA Livestock Association.
A response has niot yet been received.

STOCK CRATES
Heights: Regulation

1931. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:.
(1) Has he or his department had any recent discussions with any road

transport association or bodies on the introduction of a weight permit
system in Western Australia?

(2) If so, will he advise the current situation and progress of such discussions?
Ms TROY replied:
(1) Yes. Meetings have been held between Gavan Troy and the Western

Australian Land Transport Association.
(2) A report is being prepared by the Main Roads Department. It is hoped to

be in a position to conclude the matter shortly.
TAXES AND CHARGES

Fuel Tax: Revenue
1932. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) How much distillate tax, and petrol tax were raised in the following years -

(a) 1984-85;
(b) 1985-86;
(c) 1986-87?

-,. (2)- What is the antic~ ipt4 amount of distillate tax and petrol tax to be raised in
1987-88? - - - - - z - - - -- . -

(3) How much of the revenue raised from both taxes was spent on the
construction and/or maintenance of roads during the years -

(a) 1984-85;
(b) 1985-86;
(c) 1986-87?
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(4) Of the fuel tax raised in Western Australia during the following years, can
he indicate the percentage spent on country roads and metropolitan roads
during these periods -

(a) 1984-85;
(b) 1985-86;
(c) 1986-87?

Mr TROY replied:

(1)
Year Diesel Fuel Petrol Fixed Fees Total Fuel
1984-85 $31616499 $12351606 $3000 $43971 105
1985-96 $32513261 $13526855 $2500 $46042616
198688 $25438088 $72690456 $3350 $98161624
NB: 1986-87 figures for diesel fuel and petrol are subject to minor adjustment

and audit check. Total figure of $98 161 635 is correct total collections for
year.

(2) Estimates for year 1987-8 8
Diesel Fuel Penalt Total Fuel Levy
$20900000 $64300000 $85200000

(3) All revenue from the fuel franchise levy paid to the main roads trust fund is
allocated for expenditure on road construction or maintenance. The total
amounts collected from the levy were $43,971 million in 1984-85, $46.043
million in 1985-86, and $45 milion in 1986-87.

(4) While the collection of State funds for the Main Roads Department is
available by category -- fuel franchise levy, vehicle licence fee, etc --
expenditure analysis does not go to this level. Total expenditure from
State sources was $1 14.951 million in 1984-85, $121.144 million in 1985-
86, and $13 1.928 million in 1986-87. An analysis of this expenditure on a
country-metropolitan basis will require some work, and I will advise the
member in writing.

SWAN RIVER MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
Replacementu

1936. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) What is wrong with the Swan River Management Authority?
(2) Why does it need to be replaced with a so-called "super authority", the

Swan River Trust?
(3) Who will be the members of the Swan River Trust?
(4) Precisely what will their powers be?
(5) Is the establishment of the Swan River Trust a move to take control of

planning away from local authorities, which appears to be the
Government's ultimate objective?

Mr BRIAN BURtKE replied:
0l)45)

In December 1986 the Government appointed Mr Chris Zelestis to review
the relevance and effectiveness of the legislation and administrative
arrangements concerning the protection and management of the Swan and
Canning Rivens. The terms of reference of the review were as follows --
(a) Review the relevance and effectiveness of the legislation impinging

on the protection and management of the Swan and Canning Rivers
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and to make recommendations as to any statutory changes which
may be considered necessary;

(b) identify the various Government statutory and local govenent
bodies responsible for the administration of such legislation and the
relationship between such bodies and to miake recommendations far
any administrative changes which may be considered necessary;

(c) make recommendations to Government as to the most appropriate
and effective mechanismn, including the feasibility of establishing a
single authority, to ensure coordination of all matters relating to the
legislative and administrative responsibilities of the bodies
associated with the management of the Swan and Canning Rivens.

The Government also, in December 1986, established a task force which
was charged with the responsibility of preparing a management strategy for
the Swan and Canning Rivens. The task force was chaired by Dr Bruce
Hamilton, Director, Waterways Commission; and included representatives
of all of the major government agencies which have a connection with the
rivens. Both the review and the deliberations of the task force were carried
out in close liaison.
The Zelestis review report was presented to the Government in May of this
year, and highlighted areas of concern in the legislation and administration
procedures in relation to the management of the Swan and Canning Rivens.
Zelestis proposed options open to the Government to rectify these matters,
and the Government acted accordingly by accepting Zelestis' option of
establishing the Swan River Trust.
For the Leader of the Opposition's information the Minister for Water
Resources has forwarded, under separate cover, copies of the Zelestis
review and the draft management strategy.

ROAD: BY-PASS
Northam: Problems

1943. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Have the problems concerning the outer by-pass road around the town of

Northam yet been resolved?
(2) If not, when is it expected that these problems will be resolved?
Mir TROY replied:
(1) Investigations carried out by the Main Roads Department have now

determined a preferred alignment for the proposed national highway by-
pass of Northami that has resolved earlier problems.

(2) Detailed investigations are still proceeding to enable the alignment to be
considered by other authorities such as EPA, SPC, and the
Commonwealth. It is not known when final acceptance of the route will
be obtained.

TEACH-ERS CREDrr SOCIETY
Reserve Bank Advice

1945. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:
(1) Has the Government or the R & I Bank sought advice from the Reserve

Bank as to whether the R & I Bank should take over the operations of the
Teachers Credit Society?

(2) Did the Reserve Bank advise against the R & I Bank taking such action?
(3) If not, what did the Reserve Bank advise?
(4) Did he approve the contract?
(5) If so, when?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1)-(5)

1 understand that the Reserve Bank was consulted over this matter.
Dealings between the Reserve Bank and the ft & I Bank are confidential,
and I am aware of their nature of detail.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Offices: Location

1964. Mr BLAIXIE, to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:
(1) How many offices are operated by the Department for Community Services

that assist with disadvantaged people in the State and would the Minister
indicate where the offices are located?

(2) What forms of assistance, either financial or vouchers, does the department
provide for disadvantaged people, and would the Minister indicate all
forms of assistance that are made available?

(3) Does the department provide vouchers for any form of assistance and if so
would she indicate?

(4) What has been the total amount of money expended in each category of
welfare assistance direct to individual persons and families in each of the
last two years?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) See attachment A tabled.
(2) Assistance is provided under three broad categories: non-continuous

assistance; continuous assistance; and concessional support. These are
further broken up into sub-categories, as per attachment B tabled.

(3) Vouchers are issued for all forms of assistance shown on attachment B, by
all metropolitan and country offices. Central office provides cash and, on
occasion, vouchers.

(4) 1986 1987
Non-continuous assistance $1 127939 $4 754661I
continuous assistance $175 147 $144 750
concessional supports $399 723 $806 328
(See paper No 382.)

STATE GOVERNM[ENT INSURANCE CONMSSION
Outstanding Debts

2003. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
(1) What was the Australian dollar amount of the aggregate capital sum of

outstanding debts by the State Government Insurance Office as at 30 June
1987?

(2) What was the total servicing cost -- interest, etc, payable -- in the [987-88
financial year of the aggregate debt above in Australian dollars?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
See reply to question 2002.

M[INISTERS OF THE CROWN: MOTOR VEHICLES
Drivers: Overtime

2004. Mr CRANE, to the Treasurer:
(1) Further to the matters I raised in Parliament on 24 September during my

Budget address, on the matter of drivers for ministerial cars being paid
overtime at considerable cost to the Government while waiting to be called
to drive the Ministers home, can he say what additional cost this incurs?
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(2) What savings would have been made during the period of parliamentary
sittings for this year had the Ministers dispensed with the services of
drivers in these instances and --

(a) gone home by taxi:
(b) driven themselves home?

(3) I the interests of cost savings, will he fully investigate this matter with a
view to implementing cost-saving measures, thereby freeing finance to be
used in other areas?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

This information is not available. In keeping with the budgetary process,
this matter, along with others, is under constant review.

MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT
Commissioner: Applications

2006. Mr CO WAN, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is it a fact that recent advertisements for the position of Commissioner of

Main Roads stated the necessary qualifications as "Tertiary qualifications
in Business, Management, or a related field"?

(2) Why was the advertisement worded in this manner, given that section 7 1 (1)
of the Main Roads Act requires that the commissioner be a qualified
engineer with training and experience in roadmaking?

(3) (a) Is it his intention to seek parliamentary support to alter the statutory
qualifications required of the commnissioner;

(b) if so, when?
Mr TROY replied:
(1)-(2)

The initial and incorrectly worded advertisement has been withdrawn and
the position was re-advertised on Saturday, 3 October, in line wit the
statutory requirements of the office.

(3) All legislation within the portfolio is subject to ongoing review.
QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Answers: Written
2021. Mr CO WAN, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware that since 8 September 1987 he has undertaken to advise me in
writing of answers to 28 questions on notice?

(2) Is he also aware that he has, so far, failed to honour that undertaking in all
but one of the 28 cases?

(3) What is the reason for the delay?
(4) How much longer should I expect to wait before getting some answers?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1)-(4)

I understand that there are eight: outstanding questions for which replies.
are being prepared. As one question asked contained 11I parts, all dealing
with different subjects, it is not reasonable to assume that the information
could be supplied quickly. It is also unfair to imply that a question of I I
parts is 11 different questions.

In relation to the eight outstanding questions, considerable detail has been
sought across the entire public sector by the member, and this information
is being collated at the moment. It involves considerable diversion of
resources. The material will be supplied to the member as soon as it is
collated.
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CRIME: ASSAULT
Sentences: David Weymnouth

2035. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Has the Crown Law Department considered the sentence passed in early

August against David Weymouth for the injuries inflicted by him on Cohin
Ivan McKerrnan?

(2) Was the sentence imposed by the District Court considered adequate?
(3) Is the Crown to institute any appeal in relation to the sentence?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) The Crown Law Department has a system in place whereby all sentences

imposed are scrutinised and a decision is made in respect of each as to
whether or not an appeal should be taken.

(2) Departmental officers consider that the penalty was within the range
available to the court for this particular offence.

(3) No.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
"Prospector": Meckering Stop

2040. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Transport:

Is it possible for the Prospector train to stop at Meckering itself and not at a
siding, which is at some considerable distance from the town?

Mr TROY replied:
Yes, on provision of a low level platform and shelter. However, the current
patronage at Meckering does not warrant the expenditure for such a facility.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
"Prospector": Meckering Stop

2041. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Transport:

What are the nearest outlets for Meckering people to purchase tickets for
the Prospector train?

Mr TROY replied:

The nearest outlets for Meckering people to purchase tickets are --

(1) Westrail's Northamn booking office;
(2) Cunderdin agency -- J & (G Fisioli, Forbes Motors, Cunderdin.

Clients may also secure bookings by telephoning an INWATS number for
the cost of a local call.

TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY
Investigation: Corporate Affairs Commission

2050. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
(1) As he supported the registrar's inviting the Corporate Affairs Commission

to mnquire into the affairs of the Swan Building Society, would he also
support a similar request by the registrar for the Corporate Affairs
Commission to inquire into the Teachers Credit Society?

(2) Considering the Government's heavy involvement in the activities of the
Teachers Credit Society, does he think it proper for the Corporate Affairs
Commission to assist in investigating the activities of the Teachers Credit
Society?
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Mir BRIAN BURKE replied:

Involvement of Corporate Affairs in an investigation of a credit union is a
matter for the Registrar of Cooperative and Financial Institutions and the
Commissioner for Corporate Mffairs.

HOME BUILDING SOCIETY
Swan Building Society: Losses

2051. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:

(1) Has the Government been asked by the Home Building Society to accept
any losses related to activities of the Swan Building Society?

(2) If yes, what is the extent of these losses to date?

(3) Has the Government been given an estimate of the total losses it will be
expected to incur in relation to the trading activities of the Swan Building
Society?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

See answer to question without notice 270.
COURTS: CORONERS

Location
2052. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) How many coroners are there in Western Australia, and where are they
located?

(2) How many people in each regional centre are scheduled to carry out post
mortemn examinations?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

This question has been addressed incorrectly to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. It has been referred to the Attorney General, and he
will answer the question in writing.

HOUSING
Construiction Programme: 1986-87

2053- Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many units of public housing were actually constructed out of the
Government's general loan and capital works estimates during the
financial year ended 30 June 1987?

(2) Of the number of units - how many were for -

(a) Aboriginal housing;

(b) l-omeswest units;
(c) Government Employees Housing Authority housing units,
(d) Industrial and Commercial Employees Housing Authority housing

units?
Mr WILSON replied:

(1) 1508 units. -

(2) (a) 101 units;

(b) 1 179 units;

(c) 193 units;

(d) 35 units.
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HOUSING
Loans: 1986-8 7

2054. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many loans were actually advanced out of the Government's General
Loan and Capital Works Estimates for the financial year ending 30 June
1987?

(2) Of the number of loans, how many were specifically for -
(a) home purchase scheme -

(i) by Homeswest,

(ii) by private sector?

(b) advances for home builders' account -

(i) by Homeswest,

(ii) by private sector,
as scheduled items in the Budget papers?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) 1 387,
(2) (a) 798 Homeswesr applicants were granted home loan approvals in

1986-87. All of the funds expended, amounting to $32.9 million,
were for Homeswest clients. None of these funds was directed to
the private sector;

(b) 589 loans were granted by terminating building societies from new
and revolving funds available in 1986-87 from the home builders'
account. 74 of these loans were granted to Homeswest tenants to
purchase their rental home and a further 41 loans were approved for
persons listed for Homeswest purchase assistance.

MOTOR VEHI1CLE DRIVERS' LICENCES
Concessional Rates

2055. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
Who is eligible for the concession rate on a driver's licence?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

Irefer the member to section 47 of the Road Traffic Act which outlines the
eligibility requirements.

ELECTRICITY
Power Poles: Pesticides

2058. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) As a result of recent problems with chemical infested meat exports and the
subsequent quarantining of some farmland, has the State Energy
Commission carried out investigations and taken tests around the
transmission line poles used on farmland?

(2) If so, what are the results or at least the interimr indications of such
investigations and tests?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) See reply to question 201$-

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
Expenditure

2060. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the South West Development
Authority during the financial year 1986-87?
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(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage termns) Of this amount has
been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;
(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

See reply to question 2067.
OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ACCOMMODATION

Expenditure

2061. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister representing the Minister for Budget
Management:
(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the Office of Government

Accommodation during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amount has

been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;
(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

This question has been incorrectly addressed to the Miniister for Budget
Management. It has been referred to the Minister for Works and Services,
who will advise the member in writing.

PUBLIC EDUCATION ENDOWMENT TRUST
Expenditure

2062. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Education:
(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the Public Education Endowment

Trust during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amount has

been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;
(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) $866219-
(2) (a) Nil;

(b) Nil;

(c) $866219-- i-0O-pe-cen t.
PLANNING COMMISSION

Expenditure

2063. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Planning:
(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the State Planning Commission

during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What pant (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amnount has

been sourced -
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(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;
(c) from the instrumnentality's internal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds. etc?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Details of the capital works expenditure are listed on page 36 of the

General Loan and Capital Works Fund Estimates of Expenditure for the
year ended 30 June 1988 presented to the Legislative Assembly on
Thursday. 10 September 1987.

(2) (a) Nil;
(b) through TreasuiyCorporation -- $2 000 000. 15.17 per ccitt;
(c) internal funds and land sales $11 181 955, 84.83 per cent.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUS[NG AUTHORiTY
Expenditure

2068. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the Government Employees

Housing Authority during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amount has

been sourced --

(a) from borrowing trough the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capita] loan funds;
(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) $17677496.

(2) (a) Ndl;

(b) $20 000 000; private borrowings arranged through WA Treasury
Corporation;

(c) $2 771 652 debit. The internal funds and balances reflects forward
capital comnmitments into 1987-88.

INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIA.L EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORIY
Expenditure

2069. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the Industrial and Commercial

Employees Housing Authority during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amount has

been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;
(c) from the instrumentality's intemnal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) $2056772.

(2) (a) Nil;

(b) borrowings through the Central Borrowing Authority -- $920 999 --
44.73 per cent;

(c) internal funds and balances -- $1 136 772 -- 55.27 per cent.
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RURAL HOUSING AUITHOIU1
Expenditure

2070. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) What was the total capital expenditur of the Rural Housing Authority

during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amount has

been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capital loan flinds;
(c) from the instnnnentality's internal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) $685678.
(2) (a) Nil;

(b) borrowings through the Central Borrowing Authority -- $300 000 -
43.75 per cent;

(c) internal funds and balances -- $385 678 - 56.25 per cent.
HOMES WEST

Expenditure
2071. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What was the total capital expenditure of Homeswest during the financial
year 1986-87?

(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage tenms) of this amount has
been sourced
(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;
(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;

(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources -- funds from
depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?

Mr WILSON replied:
(L) $155 763 680.
(2) (a) $72 322 000 allocated from General Loan and Capital Works Fund -- 46.43 per

cent;
(b,) Comtmonwealth Grants $67 822 750

Borrowings through the Central
Borrowing Authority 1M

$78 822750
This equals 50.60 per cent;

(c) internal funds and balances - $4 618 930 -2.97 per cent.
JOONDAJLUP DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Expenditure
2072. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Lands:

(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the Joondalup Development
Corporation during the financial year 1986-87?

(2) What part (expressed in money and percentage ternms) of this amount has
been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;

(bi) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;

(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources - funds from
depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?
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Mr WILSON replied:

(1) 52.41 million.
(2) (a) Nil;

(b) Nil;
(c) $2.41 million -- 100 per cent.

LANDBANK
Expenditure

2073. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister for Lands:

(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the Landbank of Western
Australia during dhe financial year 1986-87?

(2) What pant (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amount has
been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;

(b) borrowing from outside capital loan fuinds;

(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources -- hinds from
depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The total capital expenditure of Landbank, as detailed in the General Loan
and Capital Works Fund Estimate of Expenditure for the financial year
ended 30 June 1987. was $6 783 350.

(2) (a) Nil;
(b) Nil;

(c) $6 783 350 -- 100 per cent.

BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
Expenditure

2074. Mr MENSAROS. to the Minister for Works and Services:
(I) What was the total capital expenditure of the Building Management

Authority during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What past (expressed in money and percentage terms) of this amount has

been sourced -

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;

(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;
(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources -- funds from

depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) The capital expenditure on Building Management Authority projects in
1986-87 was $2.587 million, although the authority had a fund
responsibility for $86.081 mill ion.

(2) Source of funds was as follows --

Smilli

Genemil Lown and Capital Works Fund
Commonwealth pants
Other GL and CWF
Total GL and CWF

erm

3.807
22,951
26.758

4.42

31.08
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Contributions
Industry 0.072 0.08
Other 036 O
Total contributions 0.434 0.50

Internal fuds/tbalances 58.8M6 68.37
Treasurer's Advance Acmount 0.04 0.0

TOTAL SOURCE OF FUNDS 86.081, 100.00
STATE ENGINEERING WORKS

Expenditure

2075. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Works and Services:
(1) What was the total capital expenditure of the State Engineering Works

during the financial year 1986-87?
(2) What part, expressed in money and percentage terms, of this amount has

been sourced --

(a) from borrowing through the capital loan fund;

(b) borrowing from outside capital loan funds;

(c) from the instrumentality's internal sources - funds from
depreciation, special reserve funds, etc?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) $55 164.
(2) (a) Nil;

(b) Nil;

(c) $56 164 - 100 per cent.
HEALTH: DENTAL

Clinic Assistants: Award

2083. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for Health:

(1) Under what award are dental clinic assistants working in school dental
clinics employed?

(2) Are the people employed as dental clinic assistants part of the
Government's broad banding exercises?

(3) If not, why not?

(4) Are the school dental clinics part of a Government Functional Review
Committee enquiry?

(5) If so, when is it expected that the Committee's work will be completed and
action taken thereon?

Mrs TAYLOR replied:

(I) (a) Conditions for Employment -- Ministerial Officers Administrative,
Clerical and General Salaries, Allowances and Conditions
Agreement 1971;

(b)- - Salay---award free. --- --

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

No.

Dental clinic assistant duties cannot be changed to fit the multiskilling
philosophy of broadhanding.

Yes, as part of the Health Department functional review.

No timetable has been set.
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LAND: CROWN
Review

2084. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Lands:

(1) What progress has been made with the review being carried out by the
Government into the manner in which Crown land is being trented in
Western Australia?

(2) What groups outside of Government have to date been consulted during
that study?

(3) Will legislation be introduced into Parliament during the current session to
effect any changes recommended by this study?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) In my response to a similar question on 16 June 1987, I advised that
working groups within the Department of Land Administration were
reviewing potential changes to legislation and procedures covering Crown
land administration.These reviews were internal and have identified,
firstly, procedural and other amendments which may be made to the Land
Act in the short term; secondly, issues which need further study and
consultation with appropriate interests outside the department preparatory
to developing a proposed new land administration Act to replace the Land
Act.

A Bill for the amendment of the Land Act and certain other Acts is shortly
to be introduced to the Parliament, which will enable the early
improvement of procedures and yield greater productivity, with better
service to the community.

(2) Recent efforts have concentrated on the production of the Bill, which will
deal with matters either not requiring consultations outside of the
Government. or which it is believed will accommodate the interests of
appropriate groups.

(3) Answered by (1).

TRAFFIC: PEDESTRIANS
Dual-use Path: Leeming

2085. Mr MacKJNNON, to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Has he yet made a decision on whether or not finance will be provided, as
requested by the Melville City Council, in constructing a dual use path in
Findlay Road, Leeming?

(2) If so, what was that decision?

(3) If not, when will the decision be made?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Yes.Allocations under the grant aid funding scheme for cycle-related
projects have been announced today.

(2) To provide funding of $8 512 for the works as requested by the City of
Melville in its submission.

(3) Not applicable.

HOSPITALS
Acute Services: Discussion Document

2086. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Referring to question 1216 of 1986, has a final plan yet been produced
following the circulation of the discussion document "Planning for Acute
Hospital Services in the Perth Metropolitan Area to 1996" for comment?

(2) If no, when is it expected that a final plan will, in fact, be produced?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

(04-2)
Yes. A final draft incorporating comments made on the initial draft is
available. Hydrotherapy facilities at non-teaching hospitals are recognised
to be an important adjunct to physical therapy and will be incorporated
where appropriate when funds are available.

EDUCATION: PRIM4ARY SCHOOL
Canning Vale. Future

2087. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Will the Canning Vale prinary school be operational on its current site in

1988?
(2) If not, to where will the school be relocated?
(3) When will an announcement be made to the school, and parents, with

respect to what will happen with the school in the future?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) It will not be.
(3) An announcement has been made today.

BUSINESS NAMES
Registration

2089. Mr& MacKINNON, to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Is the Government consi dering amending legislation which would lead to

the scrapping of requirements of registration of business names?
(2) If so, when will the Government make a final decision with respect to that

proposal?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT: SWAN VALLEY
Fluoride Levels

2091. Mr MacKINNON, to the Min-ister for Environment:
(1) Who will carry out the study which is designed to look at the effects of

high fluoride levels in the Swan Valley as recently announced by him?
(2) How much will the study cost?
(3) What wilt the private sector contribute towards the cost of that study and

bow will its contribution be calculated?
(4) When is it expected that the study will be completed?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) 1 do not accept thar fluoride levels in the Swan Valley are high. T7he

-_proposed study -is aimed- at determining the levels. The study will, be
carried out by the Environmental Protection Authority with the assistance
of a working group of industry technical personnel and an independent
professional in the field.

(2) A preliminary estimate of cost is $145 000.
(3) The private sector will fuly fund the project. The means of calculating

individual contributions has been discussed with the companies and
various alternatives are currently under consideration.
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(4) The purchase of equipment for the survey is likely to take about three
months, and the study is expected to be completed in 12 to 18 months.

HAIRDRESSERS REGISTRATION BOARD
Future

2092. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment;

(1) What decisions, if any, have been made by Government about the future of
the Hairdressers Registration Board?

(2) When were chose decisions made?

(3) What is the nature of the decisions?

(4) What were the reasons for those decisions being made?
(5) If no decisions have been made with respect to changes to be implemented

in this area, when is it expected that the Government will make those
changes?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) The board is to be reconstituted and appointed for a period of three years.

(2) 26 August 1987.
(3) The board will be retained at no cost to the taxpayer, and the hairdressing

industry has to adopt a more cohesive and progressive approach to issues
confronting the industry. Minor amendments to the Hairdressers
Registration Act may result.

(4) The board is a Governiment-created, regulatory body supported by
legislation; and, consistent with Government policy to examine the role of
such bodies, a review was undertaken which included representations from
the hairdressing industry. After consideration of the report on the review
and associated representations, the Governent decided to continue the
board's operations.

(5) Not applicable..

LIQUOR ACT
Amendment

2094. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Is the Government intending to amend the Liquor Act during this Session
of the Parliament?

(2) If so, what are the nature of those amendments?

(3) When is it likely chat the amending legislation will be introduced into the
Parliament?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

The Leader of the Opposition is referred to the answer to question 1939 of
13 October 1987.

OSBORNE PARK BALCATTA BUSINESS ASSOCIATION INC
Payment: Northern Suburbs Youth Option Project

2095. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Did he receive a letter from the Osborne Park Balcatta Business
Association Inc dated 25 June, wherein it expressed concern about a
cheque that had been paid to the Association for $50 000 from the northern
suburbs youth option YES project, yet which it had not requested?

(2) From which department did the hinds emanate?

(3) For what purpose were they paid to the association?

(4) What has become of the funds?
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(5) Who authorised the payment of the funds?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes. However, I understand that the management of the funds in question

by the Osborne Park Balcatta Business Association Inc had been agreed in
previous discussions between officers of the Department of Employment
and Training and the manager-secretary of the Osborne Park Balcatta
Business Association Inc.

(2) The Department of Employment and Training.
(3) Establishment of the northern suburbs youth options scheme.
(4) By agreement, the Osborne Park Balcatta Business Association Inc is

managing the funds until the incorporation of the northern suburbs youth
option scheme is finalised.

(5) The manager of the labour market programmnes branch in the Department
of Employment and Training.

HEALTH CLUBS
Turnover: Downturn

2096. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Consumner Affairs:
(1) Is he aware of claims that some health clubs have suffered a downturn in

turnover as a consequence of the Laurie Potter Group's financial
difficulties?

(2), If so, what action does he propose to take to restore confidence in the
health club industry generally, particularly those which are fimancially
sound and providing a good service to their clients?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) I have already made a public statement that I have the support of the WA

Fitness Industries Association and the receivers and managers of the
Laurie Potter Group to immediately operate wider a voluntary code of
ethics. That wil be followed by a code of practice called up under the Fair
Trading Bill, which will shortly be introduced.

HEALTH CLUB
Laurie Potter Action Group

2097. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Has he had any discussions with the Laurie Potter action group?
(2) If yes, with what result?
(3) What is to happen to pensioners and the disadvantaged who have purchased

life memberships regarding their future participation in Laurie Porter
Health Clubs?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes, with its convener on two occasions-
(2) _ Agreement to work together on the interests of the consumers involved.
(3) 1 have asked the receivers and managers to seek to give special

consideration to pensioners and other disadvantaged people, and also to
family group members.

HEALTH CLUJBS
Oversupply

2098. Ms WATT, to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is he aware of claims that the two major reasons for current problems in the

Western Australian fitness industry can be traced to --
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(a) an oversupply of health clubs;
(b) the discounting of membership fees, especially life membership?

(2) Is he aware that this oversupply has resulted in as many as eight clubs in
three localities?

(3) Would some rationalisation of the industry make it more stable?
(4) Is it a fact that the receivers involved with the Laurie Potter Group intend to

try to trade their way out by keeping all Potter clubs operating, regardless
of their individual viability?

(5) Is he aware of any group or groups within the community that would be
interested in participating in a restructured fitness industry in this State?

(6) If yes to (5), can he provide details?
(7) What action or actions does he or his Government intend to take to stabilise

the industry before the repercussions of the Potter group's problems
become more widespread?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) (a) Yes;

(b) Yes.

(2) It depends on which areas the member is referring to.

(3) Yes.
(4) The receivers and managers have not yet notified me of their formal

proposals.

(5) Yes.

(6) No such information has been given to me in commercial confidence.

(7) See answer to question 2096.
ENVIRONMENT: YIJNDERUP CANALS

Entrance: Closure
2100. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Works and Services:

(1) Is he considering closing the present entrance to the Yunderup Canals?
(2) If yes, what alternatives will be provided?
Mrt PETER DOWDING replied:

This question has been incorrectly directed. I have forwarded a copy to the
Minister for Transport, and he will reply in writing in due course.

ENVIRONMENT: YUNDERUP CANALS
Entrance: Dredging

2102. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Works and Services:
(1) Are there any plans to dredge the entrance to the Yunderup Canals in the

near future?
(2) If so, when?
(3) If not, is he aware boats have difficulty navigating this entrance at times?
(4) If no to (3), will he investigate the situation and have the necessary

dredging carried out?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

This question has been incorrectly directed. I have forwarded a copy to the
Minister for Transport, and he will reply in writing in due course.
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MINERALS: GRAVEL
Conservation and Land Management Department

2103. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) How many shires have applied for or requested gravel from Deparment of
Conservation and Land Management land?

(2) Will he identify the shires?

(3) Does the department allow any shire councils access to gravel?
(4) Why will he not allow councils access to the gravel on the department's

land?

Mr HODGE replied:

Over many years there have been requests for gravel made to the
Department of Conservation and Land Management, and other
departments by shires throughout the State.

(3) Yes, provided the use conforms with current requirements under the
Mining Act, CALM Act, and Wildlife Conservation Act.

(4) Answered by (3).
ENVIRONMENT: PENGUIN ISLAND)

Lease Conditions

2104. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) When did he terminate the lease with Penguin Island Pty Ltd?

(2) Why was the lease terminated?

(3) Has any body or person been living on the island since the former tenants
left?

(4) If yes to (3), who?

(5) Was a boat belonging to the Department of Conservation and Land
Management at Penguin Island lost or damaged?

(6) If yes to (5), what was the cost?

(7) Has an official caretaker now been appointed?

(8) If yes to (7), is he carrying out his duties as per agreement -- collecting
rubbish and keeping dogs off the island?

(9) What is planned for the buildings on Penguin Island?

(10) Has a management plan been established for Penguin Island?

(11) Under what conditions was the caretaker employed on Penguin Island?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) 1 did not tenninate the lease following an approach to CALM by the
previous lessees, a mutually acceptable arrangement to terminate the lease
was negotiated by CALM- The effective date of that agreement was 2
August 1987.

-(-2) See-(1I). - - -- - -

(3) Yes.

(4) The caretaker-ferry operator and his family, and a CALM officer and his
family.

(5) A dinghy was overturned and sunk during a stormn on 12 August. It was
recovered. However, an outboard motor required replacement.

(6) $976A42.
(7) Yes.
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(8) Yes.
(9) This matter is under review and will be decided when a management plan

for the island has been completed.
(10) No.
(11) The position was put up for tender.

CHARITABLE ORGANISAT1ON
Father Brian's Christmzas Appeal

2106. Mr CASH, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is it intended to provide funds for a donation to the 1987 Father Brian's

Christmas Appeal?
(2) If yes, how much is intended to be donated and will he indicate where

provision has been made in the recent Budget which he recently presented
to the House?

(3) If no, why not?
Mr BRIA.N BURKE replied:

The matter has not yet been considered.
AGRICULTURE: FARMS

Motorcycles: Use
2108. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Are Yamaha YFM 350 four wheel motor bikes able to be licensed by bona
fide farmers for use on a public road when used in connection with farm
work?

(2) Is it usual to impose conditions on such licensed vehicles, and if so will he
nominate the standard conditions?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes. The standard conditions imposed on such licensed vehicles are -

Licence to be carried in vehicle at all ines;
daylight use only;
this licence is not transferable without prior approval from the Police
Department, Traffic Licensing and Services Centre;
to be used only on a farm or between one portion of that farm and another
portion of that farm.

EDUCATION
Sir David Brand School: Car Park

2109. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Did he or his department authorise the crossover to be constructed in Glick

Road, Coolbinia, to service a car park associated with the Sir David Brand
special school?

(2) If yes, is he aware that the construction of the crossing was opposed by the
local authority?

(3) If no to (1), does he know who authorised the construction of the crossover,
and if so will he detail?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) The department has authorised the crossover.
(2) A public meeting was convened by the principal of the school to explain

the situation to local residents. This meeting was attended by ward

councillor McNamiara.
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(3) Not applicable.

EMERGENCY SERVICES
Motor Vehicle Accidents: Responsibilities

21 11. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is he aware of concern from some country towns of apparent conflict
between the senior administration of the Western Australian Fire Brigades
and the State Emergency Service in relation to -

(a) their area of responsibility particularly as to road accidents;

(b) which organization should be issued with emergency equipment
trailers;

(c) which organization should have access to and use such trailers,

(d) how the trailers should be funded?

(2) If yes, can he advise the Government's current policy on these matters?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) The senior administration of both the Western Australian Fire Brigades and
the State Emergency Service are not in conflict as alleged, and I am not
aware of any well-founded concern to the contrary.

(2) Not applicable.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Children's Concessions: Policy

2112. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is the current Transperth policy or guidelines in respect to a bus
driver refusing to carry a schoolchild who fails to produce a relevant
concession or identity card?

(2) For what reasons may a bus driver refuse to carry a schoolchild?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) All high school students are issued with a scholars' concession permit
which may be confiscated if a student misbehaves on a bus, train, or ferry.
A high school student may be refused travel on a school special service if a
scholars' concession permit is not produced. This is at the discretion of
the bus driver. A high school student may travel on a normal service bus
without a scholars' concession permit but would not be eligible for a
scholars' concession fare - the normal fare applicable must be paid.
Primary school students may not be refused travel on any service.

(2) A bus driver may refuse to carry a high school student who does not have a
scholars' concession permit. A high school student who misbehaves on a
normnal service bus may be refused travel. This policy was developed in
association with Education Department, parents and citizens organisations,
and other relevant bodies.

TRANSPORT DEPARTMENT
Afailed Article

2113. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Was he or his department advised by Australia Post in early September
1987 that a lodgement document, Item No 0211 58W, was awaiting
collection from the Post Office, Perth?

(2) If yes, was the lodgement documnent collected, and if not why not?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The document has been received.
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ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: PERTH COMIMUNITY
Misuse of Funds

2114. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Is he aware of a report in the Daily News ont Wednesday, 7 October 1987,

of allegations of widespread embezzlement and misuse of funds and
property within Perth's Aboriginal community?

(2) If yes, will he have the allegations investigated?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Recent media reports indicate that a complaint is about to be made to
police. Once an official complaint is received, police will commence
investigations.

MINERAtS: QUARRY
Gypsum: Yelbeni

2115. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is he aware of the gypsum quarry operated by Bell Basic Industries at
Yelbeni which supplies the local cement manufacturing industry?

(2) Is he aware of concern expressed by the company and users of the gypsum
product that the current Westrail haulage rates are so uncompetitive that
the company is considering withdrawing from the venture?

(3) Has he been advised that the delivered price of bulk gypsum could fall by
up to 33 per cent if road transport for the product was approved?

(4) Will he approve the transport of gypsum by road from the Yelbeni quarry
to metropolitan markets?

(5) If not, why not?

MU TROY replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) I am aware the company has expressed its concern to the Director Genera]

of Transport.
(3) 1 understand that is the claim made by the company in its approach to the

Director General of Transport.

(4) The mailer is still under consideration.

(5) Answered by (4).

PRISONERS
AIDS: Treatment

2116. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing the Minister for Community Services:

(1) Is he aware of a claimn printed on the front page of The West Australian on
Saturday 10 October 1987 in respect to the treatment of prisoners suffering
from AIDS?

(2) If yes, does the article fairly represent the current situation and if not will
he advise of the actual situation?

(3) How many prisoners currently serving sentences in Western Australia have
been diagnosed as suffering from AIDS?

Mr WILSON replied:

This question has been incorrectly addressed to the Minister for
Community Services. It has been referred to the Minister for Corrective
Services, and he will answer the question in writing.
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TECHNICAL AND FURTHER EDUCATION
Student Actiites Coordinators

2118. Mr WILLIAMS, to cte Minister for Education:

(1) Can he indicate whether Technical and Further Education colleges can plan
to be provided with student activities co-ordinators for 1988 irrespective of
their source of funding?

(2) Is it considered that student activities co-ordinators perform valuable
functions as part of Technical and Further Education college programmes
and activities?

(3) If yes to (2), will he take imnmediate steps to guarantee student activities co-
ordinators of their continued employment for 1988, so that officers
currently employed are not put in the situation of job-seeking elsewhere?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The number of student activities coordinators to be appointed in 1988 is
under review pending clarification of funding priorities, and the extent of
the Commonwealth contribution to TAFE fuinding overall.

(2) Yes.

(3) See (1) above. The persons concerned will be advised in the near future
with regard to prospects for continuation of employment.

MEAT COMMISSION
Board Members

2119. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Agriculture:

Who are the members of the Board of the Western Australian Meat
Commission?

Mr GRILL replied:
See answer to question 1967.

GOVERNMENT BUILDING: HARROW HOUSE
Sale

2120. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is his department proposing to sell Harrow House at 59 Harnerslcy Road,

Subiaco?

(2) If yes, what procedures will be used for its sale?

(3) If no, what does he intend to do with this property?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No. The property is leased from a private owner by the Office of
Government Accommodation.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) To be handed back to the Office of Government Accommodation for
consideration of alternative use by Government.

SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNAL
Judicial Status

2121. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

Has it yet been established whether or not the Small Claims Tribunal is a
judicial body and whether it has judicial privilege?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I am not aware of any decision of any superior court that establishes
beyond doubt that the Small Claims Tribunal is a judicial body. It is
however, a statutory tribunal with powers akin to those of a judicial body.
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SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNAL
Grievances

2122. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is he aware of an advertisement in The West Australian of 16 September

1987 on page 43 inviting persons to send details of grievances against the
Small Claim Tribunal to a private box number?

(2) If yes, does he know who placed the advertisement?

(3) What action, if any, does he intend to rake with respect to the
advertisement?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) There appears to be no breach of any legislation administered by me, and
therefore I am not able to take any action.

HOSPITALS
Private: Contracts

2124. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Has the Government decided to seek arrangements with private hospitas to
contract beds to the Government to be public beds to alleviate Medicare
waiting Lists?

(2) If so, what precisely is the Government's decision, and how many beds are
involved?

(3) What private hospitals are involved?

(4) What reduction in waiting times, and for that so-called elective surgery is
expected to be produced?

(5) What is the total cost?

(6) What is the source of funds?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The methods to be used to increase the amount of elective surgery
performed on patients is still under negotiation.

(2)-(6)
Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

GAMBLING: CASINO
New South Wales: Genring International

339. Mr COURT, to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) Has the Government been given the reasons why the New South Wales
Government has rejected Genting International as the operators of the New
South Wales Darling Harbour casino project?

(2) If yes, what are the reasons?

(3) If no, will the Government attempt to obtain this informat ion in view of the
fact that the company is involved in operating WA's casino?

(4) Will the Government make this information public, if it is available?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The Government does not have the information from the New South
Wales Government as to the reason for its decision on the casino proposals
for the Darling Harbour area, but I understand it has successfully
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eliminated all renderers and is now seeking new tenders. However, I
believe this Government will seek from the New South Wales Government
the reasons for its decision not to accept Genting, just to look at the
circumstances involved to see whether they affect WA in any way. Our
Government has no knowledge of any aspect of the WA casino operation
being an influence in the NSW Government's decision. Whether any such
information would be made public would depend on the actions of the
NSW Government, not the WA Government, because it involves its
research and its documents.

GAMBLING: CASINO
Burswood Island: Inquiry

340. Mr COURT, to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
We were told there would be four Ministers away during question time.
We are now told six Ministers are away. We were told that the Premier and
the Minister for Tourism would be going to Carnarvon tonight. Having six
Ministers away during question time -- an important pant of the
parliamentary process -- is quite unacceptable.

The SPEAKER: That is not so; eight are here.
Mr Pearce: Itris true six are away. However, the Opposition was advised that the

Premier would not be here today. Outside of our capacity to do anything
about it, the Deputy Premier and the Minister for Minerals and Energy are
ill.

Mr COURT: It is difficult for us when six Ministers are not here. My question is
as follows --

(1) Has the Government carried out an inquiry into who leaked the
confidential information relating to the Western Australian
Corporate Affairs Department inquiry into the Burswood Island
Casino project?

(2) Were the reports in this morning's Press stating that an inquiry
would be completed within days correct?

(3) Is the Government concerned that confidential information which is
very damaging to the people involved is being made public in this
way?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1)-(3)

I am not aware of any such inquiry. My understanding is there has not
been one. It may well be the case that there is because I do not know those
things. [ will advise the member if such an inquiry has been held and, if
so, of the closing date of the inquiry and the reporting date. As far as I am
aware though, there is no such inquiry.

Mr Court: What about the leak?
Mi' PEARCE: I thought the member had asked me about that. As far as I know,

there is no Government inquiry into that leak.
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

-_Reduction: Claims
341. Dr LAWRENCE, to the Minister assisting the Minister for Public Sector

Management:
(1) Is the Minister aware of claims made by the Leader of the Opposition in

The West Australian of 12 October which dispute the Government's
achievement of a three per cent reduction in public sector staff?)

(2) Will the Minister clarify the position for the information of members?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1 )-(2)
Yes, I can clarify this matter. I amn concerned that the Leader of the
Opposition, who, unfortunately, is not here for question time --

Mr Pearce: He is paired with the Premier.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I suppose it is worth reporting for the many thousands
of people whose only contact with Parliament is through Hansard that I
could rake the back bench of the Opposition with buckshot and no-one
would fall over because three-quarters of them are not here. I could rake
the member for Murchison-Eyre with buckshot and get public applause.

Mr Williams interjected.
WirhdrawalI of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I am very surprised at the comment by the member for
Clonta&f

Mr WIILLIAMS: I withdraw, Mr Speaker.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition is gaining a reputation fur
being inaccurate in many of his public pronouncements. When he claimed
in The West Australian that the figures released by the Australian Bureau
of Statistics did not support the Government's claim to a three per cent
reduction in public sector staff, he actually ignored information that had
been supplied to him by the Government.

The initial task was to accurately define the size of the public sector and
develop a uniform and consistent measure of full-time employment,
something that the current Opposition, when in office, was unable to match.
Previous attempts to measure employment levels failed to discern between
full-time, pant-time, and casual employment. There are a variety of other
problems including the fact that ABS statistics, for example, include major
employers such as the Rural and Industries Bank of WA and tertiary
institutions, which organisations have been excluded from the figures for
the purpose of measuring the beginning of the year and the end of the year
in the three per cent staffing reduction.

The Leader of the Opposition had in his possession at the rime he made this
statement a letter from the Minister for Public Sector Management dated 15
September 1987 outlining these procedures in more detail. Further, he had
a letter from the Chairnnn of the Public Service Board dated 31 March of
this year which provided him with this information.
The Government's achievements in the reduction of the public sector by
three per cent is a remarkable achievement and one which is consistent with
a responsible Government seeking to produce an efficient Government for
the people of Western Australia.

For the information of members I table the two letters to which I referred to
indicate how the Leader of the Opposition either forgot to read his mail or
alternatively is determ-ined to mislead the people of Western Australia.

(See paper No 383.)
FACTORS WA

Losses: Swan Building Society
342. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) Has the Leader of the House seen the article in today's The West Australian
stating that the Factors WA operation of Jayand has been sold for
$1.3 million resulting in losses of millions of dollars for the Swan Building
Society?
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(2) What obligation does the Government have to fund that loss and other
losses associated with the Swan Building Society?

(3) From what source will the Government find the necessary funds?

Mr PEARCE replied:

1 have seen the article in today's The West Australian. It is not clear that
the Government has any obligation at all to fund that loss. I have asked for
a report on the matter which I will provide to the member as soon as
possible.

HOUSING
Purchase: Discount

343. Mr THOMAS, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the Opposition's by-election promise to offer
Homeswes: tenants of more than five-years' occupancy a 15 per cent
discount if they choose to purchase their house?

(2) How does this compare with purchase opportunities already available to
such tenants?

Mr WILSON replied:

I am aware of that by-election promise. When we compare the record of
the previous Government with the record of this Government, the number
of sales of rental housing to existing tenants by this Government stands it
in very good stead. The compaison of such sales during the last full years
of the previous Liberal Government and last year shows that, in 1981-82,
119 tenants purchased their homes, of which 77, or 65 per cent, received
Homeswest finance. Last year, 301 tenants bought their rental homes
which is an increase of 153 per cent. It is important to realise that 85 per
cent of those sales were financed by Homeswest.

All sales to tenants are at the market value of their homes. However, due
account is taken of improvements made by the tenants. In that regard, the
valuer who sets the market value of the home is instmucted to place a
valuation on the tenants' improvements to the property. Recently, I
requested that Homeswest ensures that values include improvements to the
gardens, surrounds, and additions to capital improvements to give full
recognition to the merits of good tenants..

While it is not possible to generalise to any extent, tenant improvements
often range between five per cent and 10 per cent of the property value.
The real spur to encourage tenants to buy their rental homes is the range of
loan schemes intr~oduced by this Government to make home ownership
affordable to low-income tenants. For as little as $500 deposit, a tenant can
buy his home. In fact, the tenant's improvements can count for full
deposit, thus requiring no cash outlay for a deposit. Repayments under
these schemes are tied to the tenants' income and therefore guarantee
affordability.

When rents were increased on Homneswest houses last year, the
Government made a special offer to tenants who were paying full rent and
who hail lived in their rental home for at least five years. In the
metropolitan area a loan of up to $32 000 was available at 13.5 per cent
interest, and a further deferred interest loan of $10 000 was provided
interest-free for five years. We have taken account of the regional
differences in this special scheme; and in the north west these loans were
$40 000 and $20 000 respectively.

These special loans to tenants amount to a real discount of 4.6 per cent per
year for the first five years of purchase, which means a total saving of 23
per cent on the original value of the home.
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These facts indicate that the new Liberal initiative would be a disincentive
to tenants compared with the current Horneswest schemes. I suppose that
in that case, it is little wonder that sales to tenants were so low when the
Liberals were in government.

ENVIRONMENT
Shannon River Basin: Report

344. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
With respect to the expert committee under Dr Shea, which was appointed to
investigate the Shannon River basin --

(1) Has he received the report?
(2) If so, what were the recommendations?
(3) Will he table the report?
(4) If the Minister has not received the report, when does he expect to receive

it and will he make it available to members?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1)-(4)

I have not yet received the report.
Mr Stephens: It was due on 3 October.
Mr HODGE: Dr Shea indicated to me that the report would be ready on I

October, but then he said he would not be able to meet that deadline. I
asked him to have it available as soon as possible, preferably when
Parliament resumed after the recent recess. He says that he is within days
of finishing the report, but I have not seen it.

I will provide both the National Party and the Liberal Party with copies of
the report as soon as I receive it.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS.
Land: Tenure

345. Mr READ, to the Minister for Aboriginal Mffairs:
Would he oudline to the House the progress which has been made towards
obtaining secure tenure to land for Aboriginal groups in Western Australia?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
It is timely that I am able to inform the House of the progress that has been
made with respect to this matter.

M Hassell: They got into you on "AM' this morning.
Mr&BRIDGE: They did not,
Mr Hassell: I do not thinkc they did it fairly. They appeared to be on the side of

Gerry Hand.
Mr Clarko: I thought you handled it very well.
Mr BRIDGE: I thought I did, and I amn glad members opposite agree.
An Opposition member: It is showing the gulf between the two of you.
Mr BRIDGE: I guess that we will afl be happier for sharing in the success story

that I am about to reveal.
The State Government has proceeded in a very positive way since the
State-Commnonwealth land arrangements were entered into at the beginning
of last year to provide secure land tenure to Aboriginal groups in this State.
Members will be await that those arrangements involved, firstly, the
granting of 99-year leases to Aboriginal groups of Aboriginal resente lands.
To date 23 groups have received such leases, and it is anticipated that
another 15 will. be in place by the end of this year.
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Secondly, Department of Community Services reserves used for Aboriginal
purposes were to be transferred into Aboriginal hands for on-leasing to the
communinies. Forty-two such reserves have been transferred to the
Aboriginal Lands Trust, which is the Western Australian statutory
Aboriginal land holding body.

Thirdly, the Western Australian Government undertook, as part of the
agreement, to facilitate negotiations towards the transfer of mission lands to
Aboriginal interests. Already three missions have been transferred to
Aboriginal groups at Wandering, Norseman, and Fitzroy Crossing.
Further, a major technical report on the tenure of mission lands throughout
the State, as an aid towards negotiations, was commissioned by the
Government and has now been completed.

The fourth undertaking on the part of the State Government was to
accelerate the processing of excisions of Aboriginal living areas. In order
to fulfil this obligation the State put on extra officers at the AAPA,
including one senior officer on secondment from the Commonwealth
Department of Aboriginal Affairs.

The member for Vasse will be interested to hear that fifteen excisions have
now been successfully negotiated since the State-Commonwealth
agreement was entered into. Paper work on some needs to be finialised.

Guidelines to assist the Aboriginal groups and pastoralists in these delicate
areas of negotiation have been worked out in consultation with both
interested groups. In addition to the undertakings of the State Goverrnent
as part of the agreement with the Commonwealth, Aboriginal people have
benefited in other ways. The Government has approved a model to provide
a system of joint management of the Bungle Bungle National Park
involving the Aboriginal traditional owners.

Also, members will have read in the last few days that it is the decision of
the Government, with the agreement of the CRA, to protect the Aboriginal
interests in the Rudatl River National Park by excluding some 7 500 square
kilometres of the park from exploration and insisting on site avoidance and
social impact agreements or conditions where exploration does occur.

Mr Court: Is that a permanent excision?

Mr BRIDGE: Yes.

Mr Court: Last week it was just a temporary one.

Mr BRIDGE: It is permanernt.

These initiatives show clearly the commnitment of this Government to the
Aboriginal land tenure arrangements entered into with the Commonwealth
and its commitment to go further by ensuring that the reasonable
aspirations of Aboriginal people for the protection of their traditional lands
are accommodated. This Government however approaches these tasks
carefully and responsibly. It is my view, and it is shared by other
Government Ministers, that there is goodwill on the part of the wider
community towards the needs of Aboriginal people in regard to land.
Through carefuil consultation and conciliation with the various interest
groups concerned, these needs will be met. One interesting thing that
should be borne in mind is that very often success is assessed by the
number of runs on the board. In areas of delicate and complex negotiation
it is not always the way one should judge the success of these projects. In
many areas conflict and distress can occur. In this case we have made a
deliberate attempt to minimnise those sorts of things and we have ended up
with a result which demonstrates that. There has been very little conflict in
the last one and a half years. One can see from the Government's record
that there has been a large degree of successful negotiation and it has had
the support of interested parties -- Aborigines, mining and pastoral
interests, as well as the Government. Negotiation has been held in a calm
and a sensible atmosphere.
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I have given the House a summary of what has occurred. The bottom line
the Government used to facilitate the programme was an hairnonious
approach to negotiations and conclusions. That is the way Co go.
Earlier today I received a photograph from a Norseman Aboriginal
community which typifies the way the programme is running. It shows
both non-Aborigines and Aborigines holding a document. The most
significant thing is the number of happy faces in the photograph. The
Government has created the basis for goodwill. Members should look at
the photograph which shows the high spirits of the people involved. It is
evidence of the way in which the Government is proceeding to overcome
the delicate and complex issues in this State and is being firstly supported
by interested persons.

The SPEAKER: Order! Was the Minister asking for an opportunity to cable the
document or to lay it on die Table of the House for the balance of this
day's sitting for the information of members?

(The photograph was za bled for the information of members.)
TRANSPORT:. AIR

Charters: Gascoyne Electorate
346. Mr HASSELL, to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:

(1) How many Government jet charters have been used into the Gascoyne
electorate in the past six weeks?

(2) Have these jet charters only been used to transport Ministers?
(3) If no, what other personnel have had use of these charters?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(04-3)

I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition gave notice of this question as well, so there is obviously
some socialising going on in the Opposition ranks and these questions are
shared around.

It is a good question. It is about time the Opposition had someone who
could write questions.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I am here to answer them. The answer is that I do not know.

Some notice was given of this question, but there are 17 Ministers and six
weeks to be checked. I have asked for the infornation to be put together,
but when I camne into the House at question time the information had not
been compiled.
If the bottom line of the question is a suggestion that the Government is
making extensive use of jet chatters for electioneering purposes, which I
guess is the import of the question, charters generally to ports such as
Caruarvon are used only when it is not feasible to use standard jet services,
because that port is served by nornal airline operations. At the same time
Ministers' time is extremely valuable,* and if airline timetables mean that
Ministers would spend extensive periods away from their ministerial
business, then charters may well be used.
The Premier has on a number of occasions discussed with the Ministry
generally the fact that it ought to be careful when using charter flights for
electioneering purposes. During the period of the last general election in
1986 a clear instruction was given to Ministers that charters were not to be
used for electioneering purposes. It is a little difficult to separate by-
elections when normal ministerial matters and electioneering take place. In
the normal course of events charters would only be authorised for
ministerial activities rather than electioneering activities.
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When Ministers charter planes for any purpose, it is normal to make seats
available to anyone else who happens to be going to any panticular
function, and very often that includes members of the Opposition. There
are not many members on the other side who have not been given a lift by
me and other Ministers at some time or another.

Although the material has not yet been put together, when I have it I shall
advise the member as soon as possible in writing. The implied accusation
in that question that the Government is making extensive use of jet charters
for electioneering purposes is incorrect.

CRIME
South West: Increase

347. Mr P.J. SAMH to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Is the Minister aware of statistics quoted by the member for Mt Lawley in
relation to a supposed increase in crime in the south west of Western
Australia?

Mr GORDON HIULL replied:

I have previously referred to the fact that the member for Mt Lawley has
quoted some fictitious statistics that be claims to have in relation to the
south west region of the State. He claims that those statistics are quoted in
the police commissioner's annual report. The police commrissioner's
annual report has not been tabled in this place. The statistics are not
included on a regional basis in the annual report but on a State-wide basis.

The point made by the Minister for Labour, Productivity and Employment
was chat the Opposition was very quick to come up with fictitious figures.
That must be catching, because not only has the rnembtr for Mt Lawley
produced some figures which must be a figment of his imagination, but the
comment that there was a dramatic increase in crime in the south west was
repeated this morning by the Leader of the Opposition in a talkback radio
programme.

The member for Mt Lawley referred in a ralkback programme recently to
an increase of 159 per cent in the unlawful use of motor vehicles in the
south west region. Those are statistics which the member for Mt Lawley
said were quoted in the annual report. He plucked them out of the air. The
fact is that there has been a 21.7 per cent decrease, not an increase.

Several members interjected.

Mr GORDON HILL: Those are the stat istics provided to me by the
Commissioner of Police.

Several members interjected.

Mr GORDON HILL: I do not have it with me, but I will table the document with
which the Commissioner of Police has provided me and which I have
made available to the media in the south west. I will table it at the first
available opportunity.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GORDON HILL: The mienber frM Laeyiferdta25prct
increase in breaking and entering in the south west. The fact is that there
has been a seven per cent decrease in those statistics in the last 12 months.
The member for Mt Lawley is lying, like the Leader of the Opposition; he
is lying to the people of the south west. He is scared --

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr CASH: I distinctly heard the Minister claim that I was lying. I ask that that be

withdrawn.
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Mr GORDON HILL: [ am happy to withdraw the word "Lying".
Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr GORDON HILL- The member for Mt Lawley is ceiling unrucbs to the people
in the south west to try to scare the people in that province for the purpose
of the by-election.

PERTH CITY COUNCIL
Corruption Allegations: Inquiry

348. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Local Government:-
(1) Is he aware thar during his recent absence overseas the member for Perth

alleged thar corruption existed in the planning process in the City of Perth,
and that subsequently the Government directed the Secretary of Local
Government to carry out an inquiry into the matter?

(2) If the answer is yes, has the inquiry been concluded?
(3) If so, what is the outcome?
Mr CARR replied:
(04-3)

The answer to the first question is yes. I have not yet received the report
from the Acting Secretary for Local Government, although I expect to do
so in the reasonably near future.

WATER RESOURCES
Denmark: Plans

349. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) Is he in a position to indicate whether definite plans have been made with

respect to an adequate and decent water supply for Denmark.
(2) If so, when is it likely to be available?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(l)-(2)

Yes, I am able to. If the member was able to look out of the window this
aftrmoon he would have seen the rain coming down.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIDGE: In all fairness, the member cannot expect any more of me than that.

I know he has been greatly concerned, and so have the people of Denmark.
I have indicated the way in which the rain fell today. In a similar way I am
confident plans are in place at this stage, and we are very close to resolving
the matter. In terms of which week we commence the programme and
which week we conclude it [ cannot be too sure.

Mr Stephens: Will we have to wait 98 years?
Mr BRIDGE: No, but the member for Moore had to wait 100 years, was it not?

Or 113? That is a long time in any man's language.
It is seven months since the member and I first started talking about this,
and in that period we have worked it up to a furm commitment- Plans are in
place and the member can be reasonably optimistic that the matter will be
resolved fairly soon in terms of construction work. In terms of the rain, we
will see if we can redirect these storms in the next few days.
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