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Tuesday, 12 April 1994

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 3.30 pm, and read prayers.

BILLS (6) - ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following Hills -

1. Censorship Laws Amendment Bill.
2. Police Amendment (Graffiti) Bill.
3. Jurisdiction of Courts (Cross-vesting) Amendment Bill.
4. Choice of Law (Limitation Periods) Bill.
5. Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Amendment Bill.
6. R & I Bank Amendment Bill.

JOINT STANDING COMMITTUEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION
Twelh Report on Treatment of Sewage Tabling

Hon B.K. Donaldson was granted leave to present the twelfth report of the Joint Standing
Committee on Delegated Legislation in relation to the Treatment of Sewage and Disposal
of Effluent and Liquid Waste Amendment Regulations (No 2) 1993, and on his motion it
was resolved -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.
[See paper No 1256.1

Thirteenth Report on Education Anmendment Regulations Tabling
Hon B .K. Donaldson was granted leave to present the thirteenth report of the Joint
Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation in relation to the Education Amendment
Regulations (No 4) 1993, and on his motion it was resolved -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be primted.
[See paper No 1257.]

MOTION - QUESTIONS ON NOTICE AND WITHOUT NOTICE, POOR
STANDARD OF ANSWERS

HON BOB THOMAS (South West) [3.38 pm]: In the absence of Hon Graham
Edwards, I move -

That this House objects to the poor standard of answers being given by the
Government to questions, both on notice and without notice, and calls on the
Leader of the House to ensure a higher degree of accountability and ministerial
responsibility by Ministers when answering questions in the Legislative Council.

For some time the Opposition has been very concerned about the standard of
Government answers to questions. It goes a lot deeper than the verbal spaghetti which is
sewved up by the Minister for Transport. Opposition members thought chat, given time,
the quality of his answers might improve; unfortunately, they have not. Because the
subject has been done to death over time, I will not discuss further the Minister for
Transport. He gives us many opportunities to address that issue. I wish to canvass some
of the issues which have arisen in the last 12 months.
The Royal Commission, which reported in 1992, felt that question time was an important
process within the parliamentary democracy; it gave a check and balanice, to the
Executive and ensured that the public had some way of finding out exactly what the



Government was doing. Unfortunately, this Government has not considered it an
important issue. It did when it was the Opposition, but since it has become the
Government it has shown double standards. I refer to a motion moved by Hon Peter Foss
in 1992. Members will recall that in 1992 there was some dispute between the coalition
Opposition and the Government over Hon Joe Berinson not signing answers he gave in
his capacity as the Minister representing Ministers in another place. As a result of that
Hon Peter Foss moved -

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

Hon Peter Foss was saying it was the Minister's responsibility to be open and
accountable and to discharge his duties in a proper manner. In other words, if he was
responsible for information it was incumbent on him to provide that information to the
House if asked through a question.
In fact Hon Peter Foss was very strong in his belief in the propriety of Ministers. He
indicated that this was one in a series of motions the coalition would move to outline the
standards it would conform to when the it became Government because it felt it would
win the next election. He was quite eloquent and went on to say -

This is another motion in the series of motions that the Opposition intends to
move to enable some of the basic principles for the conduct of the business in this
Parliament to be debated among the members here. We do so for a couple of
reasons. The first is that we believe it is important for members to reaffirm from
time to time their understanding of thie principles of democracy which apply in
this Parliament. We assume that it will as a matter of osmosis be passed on from
member to member as the people who constitute the Parliament change from time
to time. However, over a period it is possible for the basic understandings of the
democratic workings of this House to be lost and for a new set of customs to grow
up and a new set of ideas to come about as to what is the basis of our democracy.

Hon Peter Foss went on to say he felt the Opposition would win the next election and
they were the standards it intended to set which would be passed on from generation to
generation by osmosis. That was a colourful analogy; one could envisage the root of a
plant and the sap being passed on through the skin of the plant into whatever lay beyond
it. He was saying that, in the same way, the standards set by the coalition would be
passed on to future generations of politicians. Lamentably, the coalition has not lived up
to the standards it set itself in 1992.
I will refer to some of the answers given by various coalition Ministers since June last
year and show how they have not lived up to the standards they set themselves. The first
question, for which I will dish out both bouquets and brickbats, is answered by the
Minister for Health, Hon Peter Eoss. I find that the Minister for Health answers questions
in the most desultory manner. He moves from subject to subject without drawing them
together and without showing any coherence. Here is an answer to quite a simple
Dorothy Dix question asked by Hon Barry House.
Hon Barry House: Is this a bouquet?
Hon BOB THOMAS: No; this is a brickbat. I am different from Hon Barry House, who
always criticises people - he offers a bouquet first and then says the most snide,
underhand things about them. I can indicate to members examples of that in past issues
of the Hansard. I am issuing a brickbat to the Minister for the desultory and long winded
manner in which -he answered the following question. As I said, it was a dorothy dixer
and relates to the collocation or privatisation of Bunbury Regional Hospital.
Members will recall that the Opposition was totally opposed to this because it felt it
would diminish the level of health care in Bunbury and its surrounds. We felt that the
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collocation should not proceed and chat a new public hospital should be built in Bunbury,
as we had promised before the State election, and that St John of God Hospital should be
left to its own devices. Considerable debate on the matter took place in the Parliament
and many comments were made in the Press. Some comments from the member for
Mitchell, Hon David Smith, must have been quite hard hitting because on 11 August last
year, at page 2267 of the Hansard, Hon Barry House asked -

(1) Is the Minister aware of the misleading allegations in the media by the
member for Mitchell and others concerning the proposed co-location of
hospital facilities in Bunbury?

(2) What is the Minister's response to those misleading allegations?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2)

I thank the member for his concern about his constituency. He is a
member representing that area, and is rightly concerned about the way in
which members opposite are misrepresenting what is occurring in
Bunbury. The member, as am 1, is concerned to ensure chat Bunbury
residents have the best possible medical care. As members know, and as
the member for Mitchell has said, the best possible medical care is to have
co-location. Notwithstanding that belief, the most incredible
misrepresentation is taking place. I became aware of a press release
issued by Hon David Smith, in which he said chat the Bunbury Regional
Hospital would no longer have people admitted to theatre on the basis of
clinical need. However, people are already being admitted to Bunbury
Hospital for operations on that basis. That is the proper way they should
be admitted, and that will continue to be the case. The member for
Mitchell is trying to make the point that some change is to occur;
however, there is to be no change. That is che case at present, and it will
be the case later. Opposition members are doing their best to scare people
in Bunbury. to take them away from what their own people admit - what
Mr Smith and Mr Wilson have admitted - will be the best possible solution
for Bunbury.
I draw the attention of members opposite to another item in the Harvey
Reporter. The complaint expressed by Mr Smith in that newspaper relates
to the lack of detail about how the co-location will take place. The
situation occurring in Western Australia is somewhat similar to that which
occurred in Poland after years of communist rule where people were not
used to being consulted. One of the things we have done as a Government
is tell people at the earliest possible stage, before we have fixed up the
details, that we intend to do something. We have allowed people to be
consulted so they have the opportunity of participating in putting forward
those details. The member for Mitchell never consulted anybody in my
electorate about the details when minor amendments were proposed to the
metropolitan region scheme. In fact, he never used the process that
allowed people to be consulted at all. This Government is going to the
people as soon as possible, before we have worked out the details, to allow
people to participate in that discussion, and to fill in those details
themselves.

At that stage the first interjections were made on the Minister. The answer had gone on
for probably five minutes. It had canvassed issues behind the Iron Curtain - how people
were never consulted in Poland - and minor amendments made to the metropolitan
regional planning scheme in the Minister's electorate with the allegation that the member
for Mitchell had never consulted anybody. I do not know how the Minister can say he
knows the member for Mitchell never consulted people in his electorate because that is
not the case. It appears that Hon Peter Foss had become quite agitated at chat stage and,
as only Hon Peter Foss can, he raised his voice to the point where the President felt the
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need to intervene and quieten him down. In quite a comical manner the President
indicated to the Minister that he did not need to raise his voice to let the Hansard reporter
in another place know, but that letting the Hansard reporter here know was sufficient.
Mr Foss then spoke for another couple of minutes, putting down the member for Mitchell
with comments that were nonsensical and probably of no relevance to the answer. As I
have shown, the Minister did not comply with the standing requirement in this House that
answers be concise and to the point. He continued for far too long and was finally
brought back into gear by the President after he had abused question time.
The PRESIDENT: Did Hon Bob Thomas identify that Hansard'?
Hon BOB T7HOMAS: Yes. I did. It was at page 2267 of the 1993 Hansard.
Mr Foss' answers have been some of the worst given in this House. I do not know
whether he wants to impress us with his command of the English language or whether he
wants us to feel that he is a knowledgeable person. However, Hon Peter Foss should try
to be more concise and precise with his answers as he does when he answers questions on
notice. I was quite impressed with some of the answers I received from Hon Peter Foss
to questions on notice about a month after the question to which I just referred. Those
questions relate to the Bunbury hospital and can be found on pages 4387-4389 of
Mansard on 22 September 1993. For example, in question on notice 559 1 asked the
Minister -

On what occasions in 1992 did the Administrator of the St John of God Hospital
in Bunbury approach officers of the Hecalth Department, south west region, with a
view to ascertaining Health Department of WA support for the concept of
collocating the St John of God and Bunbury Regional Hospitals?

The answer from the Minister indicated that most of the approaches had been made to the
Perth officers of the Health Department. The Minister did not have to provide me with
that information. He could have solely answered the question about the approach made
to the south west region of the Health Department. However, fortunately he recognised
that there was more to the answer than simply the south west health region approaches.
He should be applauded for having ensured that all the information relating to that issue
was provided to the member who asked the question. That is the proper functioning of
this House because it allows members who have questions of importance and relevance
to their electorates to receive an appropriate answer so that they can provide it to groups
seeking that information. Most questions which Opposition members of Parliament ask
come about because various groups within their electorates want information about what
the Executive is doing and what decisions have been made that will affect them. If the
Government thinks its duty in question time is to stonewall and try to find some way of
not answering the question, the democratic process is falling down.
I have also been unhappy and unsatisfied with answers I have received from the Minister
for Education.
Hon N.E. Moore: It might reflect more on the quality of the questions than the answers.
Hon BOB THOMAS: The Minister has said that a number of times.
Hon N.F. Moore: It is pmobably true, too. You tell me what is wrong with the questions
and I will tell you what is wrong with the answers.
Hon BOB THOMAS: The Minister is a bitter man at times. Far some reason he is angry
and bitter.
Hon N.E. Moore: I am not bitter at all. I just can't stand the way you whinge at times.
Hon George Cash: People are starting to comment around the place about your
whingeing and whining.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I will do some whining in a minute.
Hon Tom Stephens: It is absolutely untrue anyway.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
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Hon BOB THOMAS: In view of the note I have just received from Hon Tom Stephens, I
will bring my remarks to a conclusion.
Hon N.F. Moore: What sort of control does he have over you?
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon BOB THOMAS: 1 have spoken on this issue because Hon Graham Edwards was not
here to move the motion. I expected that he would be because I telephoned his office and
they indicated that he had just left.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask honourable members, including the member on the
telephone, to stop their audible conversations.
Hon BOB THOMAS: On 29 June I asked the Minister for Education a question which
was in two pants, part (1) of which states -

Has the Minister decided to reverse the 1992 decision to introduce school bus fees
for some areas on the outskirts of Albany from the beginning of dhe second
semester in 1993?

The Minister's answer was an unequivocal no. I then asked him whether he was aware
that the Minister for Fisheries, Monty House, had attended a public meeting in Albany in
December, which was prior to the election. At that meeting Mr House said that if elected
to Government the coalition would reverse that decision and that politicians, not public
servants, would make decisions. I asked him that question on 29 June because we were
fast approaching the end of the second term and after the school holidays students would
commence second semester and the regular public transport fees would commence from
the beginning of that semester. Parents in my electorate were concerned that they had not
been given any advice about whether the Government had decided to honour its election
promise and abolish those fees which were to be introduced from the beginning of second
semester in 1993. However, in a ministerial statement on page 1001 of Hansard the
Minister had to indicate that his answer to my question was too concise. In part it states -

It is correct that in 1992 the Minister for Education decided that fees should be
charged for certain bus routes in the Albany area, and it is correct that I have not
reversed that decision. However, the member should have been advised that
ongoing discussions over a number of weeks have been held between officers of
the Department of Transport and the Minister for Education on the matter. When
discussions have been concluded and recommendations made to me, I will decide
whether to reverse the 1992 decision.

Hon N.F. Moore: I was trying to help by giving you more information.
Hon BOB THOMAS: The Minister had to do that.
Hon N.E. Moore: I did not have to. I will stick with one word answers in future.
Hon BOB THOMAS: It was a ploy on the Minister's behalf. It comes down to
semantics and another example of that is illustrated in an answer the Minister gave me
about the Albany Primary School. Recently the principal of that school was asked by an
officer of the Education Department to provide information about students travelling
across boundaries to attend that school. At the same time some people turned up at the
school and proceeded to conduct a valuation of it. Rumours have been circulating for a
number of years that the Coles group is interested in acquiring the school site because it
is adjacent to its supermarket. It wants a developer to develop a discount department
store on it.

The parents at the school put two and two together - the across-boundary report and the
valuation of the site - and surmised an offer had been made by Coles to purchase the
school. As a consequence, I asked the Minister for Education in a question on notice
whether an offer had been made to purchase the school site and his answer was that no
offer had been made. On the same day I received the answer to my question the
President of the Albany Primary School P & C Association received a letter from
Hon Norman Moore advising him that an informal approach had been made to the
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Education Department about the purchase of the school site. It comes down to
semantics: I could have asked the Minister whether an informal approach had been
made, but I would have had to list 100 different derivations of offers, and approaches,
including whether approaches had been made in principal, to get somewhere near the
terminology the Minister was using. The Minister for Education should take his duty of
providing information to the House a little more seriously than he does. A lot of parents
are very angry that the answer I received did not match the information contained in the
Minister's letter to the president of the P & C association.
Hon N.F. Moore: An offer is when somebody says he will pay X number of dollars to
buy something. No offer has been made. People have been talking about buying it for a
long time.
Hon BOB THOMAS: It would have been simple for the Minister to say that an offer had
not been received, but the department is considering an expression of interest. It would
have added Mnother half a line to his answer.
A classic example of what this Minister is about is illustrated by what happened with a
question I asked in the estimates debate last year. On page 99 of the Council Estimates
Committee Hansard I asked the Minister a range of questions about the overexpenditure
of approximately S.6m by the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and
Training. It was the last question asked during that segment of the estimates debate and
there was insufficient time for the Minister to answer it. I said I would be happy for the
question to be taken on notice. That occurred on Thursday, 30 September 1993. On that
day the House broke for a couple of weeks and it was not until the beginning of
November that I received an answer from the estimates committee clerk. She forwarded
the answer to me on the same day that she received it from the Minister's office.
Between 30 September and the beginning to the middle of November 1 had asked the
Clerk's office a couple of times to approach the Minister's office for an answer because I
felt the delay of six weeks was unnecessary. Given that the chairmen of the estimates
committee had expressed to Ministers that they wanted the answers to the questions taken
on notice within 24 hours, if possible, otherwise they were to be made available as
expeditiously as possible, I had to wait six weeks. When I received the answer it was
incomplete. I felt the problem lay with the estimates committee clerk sending only half
the question to DEVET. I approached the officers of DEVET and found that Mr Phillips
had answered the question and that it had been sent to the Minister some time earlier. I
made a couple of further approaches about the whereabouts of the answer before I
received it from the Minister's office early in December. I had to wait over two months
for an answer which had been provided to the Minister's office some time in October. It
had been held up for reasons unknown. The Minister should think very carefully about
how he approaches the answering of questions in this place.
Hon N.E. Moore: You are quite right.
Hon BOB THOMAS: It is the Minister's duty to provide that information to the
Parliament as soon as it is available and not to sit on it.
Hon N.E. Moore: As soon as you ask!
Hon BOB THOMAS: For what purpose did the Minister hold on to the answer?
Hon N.E. Moore: For no purpose at all. Obviously, it was an administrative hiccup.
Hon BOB THOMAS: The administrative hiccup was in the Minister's office. The
Minister should find out why it happened and make sure it does not happen again.
Hon N.E. Moore: I will do that.
Hon BOB THOMAS: What the Minister did was disrespectful to the Parliament.
Hon N.F. Moore: You asked the question at the very last minute. It was left up in the
air. You did it on purpose to allow the media to get the question, but no answer. I said
that to you at the time.
Hon BOB THOMAS: Cut it out! The Minister obviously believes in conspiracy
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theories. What happened during the estimates debate is that a number of members
wanted to ask questions and because I had already had a fair go I let them do so.
However, I wanted to ask this particular question and I did so at the end of the debate on
employment, vocational education and training. I recall the Minister saying at the time
that I had deliberately asked the question at the conclusion of chat division.
Hon N.F. Moore: I still believe you did it deliberately, but that is no excuse for the delay
in giving you the answer.
Hon BOB THOMAS: The Minister is trying to justify the delay in providing the answer.
Hon N.E. Moore: Not at all. I said there was no reason for you to ask the question at the
end of the hearing. You did so knowing full well what you were doing.
Hon Mark Nevili: It is no wonder there is a lack of discipline in the schools.
Hon N.E. Moore: You had 10 years to do something about it.
Hon BOB THOMAS: During the debate on the Commission on Government Bill I raised
a serious issue which related to an answer given by the inister for Lands. My question
was about a fanner in my electorate who is having problems with the Department of
Land Administration over a drainage reserve because the spoils ftom the drain have gone
outside the boundaries. This matter has not been rectified despite the farmer's
approaches to the relevant authorities. The answers I received from the Minister for
Lands are inadequate. I am not blaming him for that; he has not visited the site of the
drain and he has to take advice given to him by the officers who have.
Hon George Cash: I have sent the three photos you gave me to the department and I have
asked that they be returned. I have requested a full report on some of the issues you
raised with me.
Hon BOB THOMAS: I do not intend to rehash this issue, but on two occasions the
Minister for Lands and I have gone behind the President's Chair to discuss this issue. On
both occasions I have given him the photographs and he has taken them away. On the
first occasion he returned them to me he said he would do something about it. He also
asked me where the process is breaking down. On the second occasion that we went
behind the Chair I gave him the photos and told him that I hoped he would get to the
bottom of it. I hope he will find out why the information he gave this House is incorrect.
I am also hoping that the Minister for Lands will look at question 17 12(2) and explain to
the House why he actually provided an answer which was misleading. The first answer
provided incorrect information and the second answer was deliberately misleading.
Hon George Cash: Let us clarify that first. There was certainly no deliberate attempt to
mislead and it is your assertion that the information is inaccurate. That is why 1 have
asked for an investigation into the whole matter. It must be remembered that it has been
going on for 20 years.
Hon BOB THOMAS: Irrespective of the information being provided about the width and
the placement of that drain, the answer given to the second part of question 1712 is
misleading and deliberately so.
Hon George Cash: You will concede I have given an undertaking to get to the bottom of
this and I believe you also want to do so.
Hon BOB THOMAS: Yes I do, and I appreciate the offer by the Leader of the House to
do that. While he is in that process, I ask him to look at the answer to question 1712,
which was provided by him. Under the Westminster style of Parliament Ministers are
individually responsible and, therefore, the Leader of the House is responsible for the
answer he provided. The answer was more than incorrect, it was misleading.
Hon George Cash: That is your assertion. We are looking at that matter.
Hon BOB THOMAS: It cannot be read in any other way. I would like the Minister to
look at the question and answer.
Hon George Cash: I will.
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Hon BOB THOMAS: In the absence of Hon Graham Edwards, I commend the motion to
the House.
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [4.12 pm]: It is
clear that Hon Bob Thomas did not have his heart in this motion when he moved it. He
said earlier that he would do so because Hon Graham Edwards, who had given notice of
it, had not arrived as anticipated.
Hon Mark Nevill: Hon Bob Thomas was scheduled to speak on it anyway.
Hon GEORGE CASH: He must have only just received notice of the need to speak
because he clearly did not have his heart in the comments he made to the House.
According to Hon Bob Thomas - as can be read in Hansard - at one stage Hon Tom
Stephens handed him a note which I assume invited Hon Bob Thomas to sit down. I
understood from Hon Bob Thomas that the note indicated Hon Mark Nevill would speak.
That may or may not be the case.
Hon Bob Thomas: I will read the note.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I do not want the member to read the note, but I was somewhat
surprised that he would say in Parliament another member had told him to sit down. He
has every right to speak for as long as he wants, within the standing orders of this place.
and no member has the right to tell him to sit down. However, given the comments he
made, I can understand that Hon Tom Stephens may have been embarrassed about the
lack of substance in his arguments.
Hon Tom Stephens: Not true.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Tom Stephens says it is not true and is trying to defend the
person he earlier told to sit down. Hon Bob Thomas lacked commitment in his
comments with regard to this motion. The motion before the House is -

That this House objects to the poor standard of answers being given by the
Government to questions, both on notice and without notice, and calls on the
Leader of the House to ensure a higher degree of accountability and ministerial
responsibility by Ministers when answering questions in the Legislative Council.

At no time did Hon Bob Thomas give measons that I, in my capacity as Leader of the
House, should speak to any other part of the motion. Admittedly, he ran through a
number of questions that had been asked in this House and clearly, because he did not
accept or understand the answers, he thought that unacceptable answers had been
provided. If an answer is given that does not suit the political circumstances or situation
or a particular member, that is not in itself sufficient to argue that the answer is not
correct or is trying to evade a particular issue. Hon Bob Thomas was a member of this
House between 1989 and 1993 during the term of a Labor Government. He sat in this
House and listened to Labor Ministers evading questions time after time.
Hon Bob Thomas: Not once.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am glad the member said that because he has now destroyed all
his arguments. If he can sit in this House, smiling as he is, and seriously suggest that
during the period 1989 to 1993 not one of the Labor Ministers attempted to evade a
question, he either does not understand parliamentary accountability or he was not
listening. He should be fair about it.
Hon Bob Thomas: The royal commission report exonerated Hon Joe Berinson.
Hon GEORGE CASH: What has that to do with answering questions in this House? The
royal commission report exonerated a lot of people, but that does not mean very much. I
am surprised that the member did not refer to the Burt Commission on Accountability
which was established by Hon Peter Dowding. It set out in very clear terms the need for
accountability in this House and for Ministers to answer questions in a particular way, to
ensure the House was as best informed as cirumstances would permit, given the
information available at any time. That report was released in the early days of the term
of office of Hon Bob Thomas. The Royal Commission into Commerial Activities of
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Government and Other Matters found that Labor Ministers had not answered questions as
they should have been answered. As a result of the report of the Bunt commission and
the recommendations of the royal commission, the House focused on the need for
Ministers to be accountable for their answers.
Hon Bob Thomas commented on a debate in this House on 9 April 1992, in which Hon
Peter Foss moved a motion relating to Ministers' proper use of parliamentary questions.
I have had Mnother look at the matters raised during that debate, and it certainly does not
change my understanding of ministerial and parliamentary accountability. I believe this
Government has recognised the standards set down by the Burr commission and the royal
commission. With regard to questions without notice asked in this House, I go out of my
way as Leader of the House to ensure that the Opposition can ask as many questions as is
reasonably practicable within the time allocated each day. I do not think it could be
argued that the situation in this House is similar to that in other Parliaments in which the
Government asks every second question in an attempt to frustrate questions without
notice.
Hon Bob Thomas: We recognise that and appreciate it.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes, but Hon Bob Thomas did not say that He condemned this
Government and vried to align it with the way in which previous Ministers had carried on.
That is not a reasonable suggestion. It is certainly not a reasonable inference. The facts
speak for themselves. We go out of our way to answer questions as best we can.
Hon Bob Thomas raised some serious issues, but it is fair to say that, on reflection, there
was little substance in his comments. He failed to properly address the motion. I said in
my initial comments it appeared to me that that demonstrated a lack of commitment by
Hon Bob Thomas to this motion. I believe the Ministers in this House are more than
happy to take on boatd any matters that Hon Bob Thomas wants to draw to their
attention. In fact, other members of the Opposition have come to me about various issues
and have asked me to pursue various lines of questioning, and I have done that; I do not
have a problem with that. Often it is helpful for members in this House to have
discussions between themselves so that we understand which route questions are taking
in order to get to the bottom of the issues which members wish to raise.
Hon Bob Thomas asked some questions about an easement in the Napier area near
Albany. Let me refresh members' memory of the circumstances surrounding that issue-
Hon Bob Thomas has been approached by a party whose property abuts the easement,
and he has sought to find out, by way of questions, whether the deepening of a drain
which is upon that easement has, over a period of years, caused spoil to be deposited
outside the boundaries of that easement. I think the easement is about 10 metres wide. I
have approached the Department of Land Administration and sought its advice about this
matter. I have not personally inspected the easement, although I did indicate to Hon Bob
Thomas last Thursday in discussions behind the Chair that I was sufficiently concerned
about this matter, which he had raised with me on an informal basis, to make it my duty,
if necessary, to go to Napier and inspect the area. I made the point last Thursday that I
could not do that last weekend because I was already committed.
Hon Bob Thomas has produced for me three aerial photographs of the drain. I have sent
those photographs to the Department of Land Administration, and I have asked that they
be returned because they are Hon Bob Thomas' private property and he does not want to
lose them. They are what he might claim to be evidence about his assertion in this House
that the spoil extends beyond the area of the easement. I have sent those photographs to
the department because I have formed the view after looking closely at those photographs
that there may be spoil outside the easement. There are no survey pegs in place in the
immediate area so I have not forned that view on the basis of survey results. I have
asked the department to send a surveyor to Napier to establish once and for all the
boundaries of the easement, because once we have determined the boundaries I believe
we will be able to work out whether there is any spoil outside the easement. I will raise
with the department tomorrow or on Thursday the question of who will pay for the
survey. I will resolve that matter in due course with the department. I am told that a
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surveyor can be sent there within 10 days, and we should have an answer. I am
absolutely determined to get to the bottom of this matter because it is certainly niot in my
interests to have a situation exist where there may be a breach of lease conditions in
respect of land that is leased by the Department of Land Administration to a particular
individual. If there has been spoil outside the easement area, I will expect action to be
taken, and I suggest that Hon Bob Thomas support me in that pursuit. There may be
reason for Hon Bob Thomas to assent that the answers that I have given about this matter
have misled the House, but I do not believe that has been the case. It certainly has never
been the intention. It is in may interests and in the interests of the House to ensure that we
get proper answers to questions. I have put in train various things to ensure that that
happens.
Some of the other issues raised by Hon Bob Thomas dealt with the Minister for Health's
portfolio, and in due course the Minister for Health will be able to address those issues. I
say again that the fact that an answer given by a Minister may not suit the political
purpose of the asker is not sufficient evidence to say that that answer is not correct or
factual. That is a fact of life. It may not suit members opposite from time to time to get
answers, but as long as those answers represent the facts, I believe the Ministers are
doing what they are required to do.
Hon John Halden: That was a very salient point. The Leader of the House may recall the
answers given by Hon Eric Charlton - seven questions were answered yes, and the next
day those same seven questions were answered no. 1 think there is a bit of a problem
with your answers.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Not with my answers. There is no problem with what I have
said.
Hon John Halden: With his answers.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The Leader of the Opposition has pursued that matter in this
House on a number of occasions and I am sure he will continue to pursue it if he believes
that an answer is incorrect, but the Minister should be given the opportunity to respond. I
do not know sufficient about the matters that the Leader of die Opposition is raising to
determine whether the answers suit the Leader of the Opposition's political purposes or
prejudices.
IHon Mark Nevill: Why speculate?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am not speculating. I am making a point that where a member
believes that an answer is incorrect, I am sure he will follow that up. I know Hon Eric
Charlton to be a Minister who goes out of his way to attempt to give proper answers in
this House.
Hon Mark Nevill: We are sure he answers them to the best of his ability.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am pleased that Hon Mark Nevill recognises that, because that
is an important factor. All Ministers in this House answer questions to the bist of their
ability.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon John Halden: The question is the level of that ability.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Opposition members think that I do not get the other side of the
joke.
[Debate adjourned, pursuant to Standing Order No 195.1

STRATA TITLES AMENDMENT BELL
Imroducdion and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Hon George Cash (Minister for Mines), and read a first
time.
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Second Reading
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Minister for Mines) 14.31 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Home ownership is something dear to all our hearts and it is vital that the laws which
support our subdivision and ownership rights reflect current trends. It has been
recognised for some time thai the strata titles legislation enacted in 1985 has been in need
of a major review to ensure that ic keeps tup to date with the changing needs of Western
Australia for flexible subdivision and home design. A number of deficiencies with the
1985 legislation have become apparent in recent times and a variety of submissions have
been made to the Department of Land Administration for reform of the legislation.
This is particularly true in the duplex situation where over 28 000 duplex dwellings are
under strata title. Members will appreciate that the Strata Titles Act imposes obligations
on the maintenance of buildings and common property. It also establishes a strata
company for that purpose and imposes obligations to hold annual meetings and to keep a
joint administrative fund for payment of corporate bills etc. It has been found that the
body corporate structure has much less relevance to duplex dwellings than to a block of
home units or town houses where extensive common property may be present. The Bill
addresses such deficiencies by seeking to remove unnecessary administrative and
management burdens from the owners of duplex dwellings under the Act.
The strata legislation permits a range of home subdivision styles as an alternative to the
usual suburban dwelling. It permits the greater utilisation of available land resources and
the provision of shared facilities, such as access and recreational facilities, but at the
same time brings with it greater potential for conflict between proprietors living in closer
proximity.
The amendments will give strata companies greater power to regulate their internal
affairs to assist in the daily administration of schemes. It will give the strata company the
power to make by-laws for the resolution of internal disputes, and to ensure that disputes
are addressed in an orderly and appropriate manner. The new laws will also give the
strata company the power to vary contributions to maintenance costs according to the
user pays principle. In those situations where one proprietor consistently breaches a by-
law, the legislation will permit the proprietors at a meeting of the strata council company
to specify penalties for consistent breaches. To ensure that the penalty provision is not
abused, the legislation will require the strata tidles referee to oversee the imposition of the
penalty.
The legislation will also address the role of the referee. The 1985 Act created the office
of the referee for the purpose of making orders in areas of uncertainty or dispute. It has
been found that the referee has been bound by red tape and restrictive procedures and it is
proposed to remove unnecessary limitations on the power of the referee. In addition to
being able to rely on documentary evidence, the legislation will permit the referee to
obtain evidence verbally. The legislation will do away with the need to lodge a separate
application for each order and will give the referee power to accept amendments of
applications and also to make orders different from those sought.
There has been a great deal of uncertainty over the effect of the insurance provisions in
the Act. These have also been scrutinised by the Strata Tides Consultative Committee, in
conjunction with the Insurance Council of Australia, and a number of reforms are
incorporated in the Bill. It has become necessary to impose a duty rather than a
discretion on strata companies to insure for the purposes of the replacement cost of any
building in a strata scheme and for public risk liability. Strata companies am to be given
the power to obtain additional insurance by means of an ordinary resolution rather than
by a special resolution. This will help where the strata company wishes to effect
insurance for purposes of voluntary workers and office bearers' liability.
The legislation also addresses difficulties which may arise in commercial or industrial
strata schemes resulting from a refusal of insurance in the case of a high risk user or the
offer of cover only at a very high premium. The legislation will give the strata company
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the right to insist on work being undertaken; for example, the construction of fire walls if
they ame a precondition to effecting insurance, and will permit the referee to make
appropriate orders.
The legislation also addresses the need for flexibility on the part of subdividers designing
land developments. Over the years, there has been increasing utilisation of the Act to
develop vacant home sites and common property, in addition to blocks of home units and
town houses. To recognise this practice and to facilitate more innovative developments,
the Act will permit the registration of survey strata plans. In essence, developers will
have the option of defining lots in strata schemes by means of the walls, floors and
ceilings of a building or alternatively by utilising survey dimensions. This will be
particularly valuable where lots are not within buildings. The legislation will also
remove the need to construct a building prior to approval and registration of the plan,
thus reducing development time and costs.
in recognition of the greater diversity of strata schemes, the legislation will permit future
plans to be accompanied by a management statement setting out a description of how the
scheme will operate. Under the existing law, by-laws can be made only following
registration of the plan. The management statement concept will enable the subdivider to
design an appropriate community, to specify a theme such as a retirement village or rural
community, to draft by-laws which will make that scheme operate effectively, to specify
contributions to the operating budget of the strata company and to set up internal dispute
mechanisms. This is seen as permitting a more orderly development of strata schemes
and will ensure that management structures keep abreast of innovative developments.
Mr President, I wish to acknowledge the significant contribution made by industry groups
in the development of these proposals. The Strata Tidles Consultative Committee
comprises over 20 Government and industry groups and has met consistently over the last
three years to formulate a number of reforms. Many hours of help have been volunteered
by that dedicated team over many years.
There has been extensive consultation by DOLA in the formulation of the proposals,
evidenced by the widespread support for the legislation. In August 1993 I publicly
launched the booklet, "Strata Tidle Future Directions', setting out in detail the proposals
in this legislation and future developments under the Strata Tidles Act. That booklet was
widely circulated to industry groups, local government authorities, Government agencies,
land developers and libraries. Copies were also provided to members of Parliament to
provide useful background information to the Bill.
The Department of Land Administration, in conjunction with the consultative committee,
is putting the final touches on additional proposals relating to the staged development of
strata schemes and multi-tiered developments, and in due course will also address the
need for leasehold strata title and the ability to strata part of a building.
Mr President. the Bill before this House will make necessary changes to the laws on
strata tidle. However, just as cooperation has been evident in the formulation of
proposals, so this cooperation will continue in the educational program following
enactment of the legislation. A proposal is already in hand for an extensive educational
and public awareness program prior to the commencement of the legislation and, in fact,
a number of seminars, conferences and discussions have been held to date on the impact
of the laws, Where the changes require a specific response from strata companies - such
as where companies must now decide whether to retain the 1966 by-laws in preference to
the 1985 by-laws - those proposals are specified in the Bill to commence 12 months after
the Act comes into operation. This is in recognition of the meetings cycle of strata
companies, and will avoid as far as possible the calling of extraordinary meetings to
address the requirements of the Bill.
strata managers, and those involved in advising members of strata companies, have been
briefed on the impact of the proposals. I had the pleasure of attending the inaugural
conference of the Strata Tidles Institute in Yorkc in November 1993. At that conference a
number of strata managers, surveyors, settlement agents, solicitors and estate agents met
together for a weekend to consider in detail the impact of the proposed legislation. Also,
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seminars have already been held for estate agents and for same local government
authorities. In recognition that the legislation will have an impact outside urban areas,
regional seminars for all industry groups will also be considered following enactment of
the legislation. Mr President, the legislation has been a long time coming and I am sure
that you will agree that, from the content of the Bill, it has been worth the wait. I
commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bob Thomas.

Motion - Referred to Standing Committee on Legislation
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Minister for Mines) [4.44 pm]: I move -

That the Strata Titles Amendment Bill be referred to the Legislation Committee
for its consideration and report.

Recognising the degree of interest in this Bill, and its impact on the strata tide owners
and industry groups - including surveyors, estate agents, valuers, solicitors, settlement
agents, strata managers, town planners and other members of the community - it is proper
that the Bill be referred to the Legislation Committee for its consideration and report.
This referral will present an opportunity for interested community members to consider
the Bill's provisions and to comment upon them to the committee. Accordingly, I do not
intend to debate this Bill during the current session of the House so as to provide
adequate time for the committee to consider the Bill.
Question put and passed.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE - REPORT ON
VARIOUS MATTERS (No 2) MAY 1992

Consideration of Report
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I move -

Thacthe report be noted.
The report of the Standing Orders Committee on Various Matters (No 2) was presented
to this House in May 1992 by Hon Garry Kelly. a then member of the Legislative
Council.
The report deals with three mailers: First, the consideration of reports and
recommendations of the Standing Committee on Legislation; second, a review of certain
provisions within Acts; and third, urgency motions. I intend to deal with the third
element of the report; however, it is proper during this debate to make some general
comments on possible changes regarding the Legislation Committee.
At this stage it is unnecessary for us to do any more than note the report. I hope that the
Leader of the Opposition will respond to my general comments. I shall respond to
Hon Tom Helm's comments, particularly regarding urgency motions, and once the
Leader of the Opposition has responded to my comments, we can determine any common
ground for changes to Standing Order No 72. I do not intend today to move an
amendment to that standing order. However, during the early part of the next session of
Parliament, so long as the Standing Orders Committee can agree on the words to
comprise new Standing Order No 72, we will achieve changes in line with the general
intention of both the Government and the Opposition on this matter.
Over recent times urgency motions have been moved day after day. Under present
standing orders, leave is required for debate to continue one hour after debate once such a
motion has commenced; that is, at 3.30 pm or 4.30 pmn depending on the day of the week.
If leave is not granted for debate to continue, the motion is placed on the Notice Paper to
be dealt with at some later stage. Therefore, we have seen a build up of motions on the
Notice Paper, and that is not assisting the general management of the House.
In years gone by urgency motions were used rarely, and only for selective purposes. For
instance, I recall that during a severe natural disaster in the north west Hon Phil Lockyer,
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as a local member, moved an urgency motion calling on the House to recognise the
destruction caused by that disaster. During that debate many members spoke, and leave
was pranted for debate to continue at the conclusion of one hour's debate; in fact, I recall
that the debate continued after 8.00 pm or 9.00 pm that night, as many members spoke on
that important matter. It was important that the issue be dealt with on the day on which
the motion was moved and not be carried over to the next sitting of the House, which
could have been some days later, as the matter was of extreme urgency. Although I do
not remember the exact wording of the motion, it encouraged the House to take action to
give support to those who had suffered as a result of that natural disaster.
The original intent of urgency motions under Standing Order No 72 was that they should
be used on relatively rare occasions to deal with matters considered to be of such urgency
that they should be concluded on the day on which they were moved. Now urgency
motions are moved for all manner of things. Under the existing standing orders that is
quite a proper method of raising matters in this House. However, it seems to me that the
current restrictions that are inherent in Standing Order No 72 need to be amended so that
motions can be moved and disposed of in a single day; so that the debates do not extend
beyond one hour, and so that a number of speakers can be given an opportunity to speak
on the matter then before the Chair. From my general discussions with him, that is the
Leader of the Opposition's view.
Standing Order No 72 needs to be amended to provide an opportunity for a motion to be
moved on certain days of the week. I suggest that it might be on Tuesday and Thursday.
I will explain in a minute why Wednesday should not be a day for urgency motions. My
comments are of a general nature, designed to encourage the Government and the
Opposition to get together to amend the standing orders for the better management of the
House. We should be able to move an urgency motion that provides that the debate on
the mod -- t exceed one hour and where the mover, within that hour, be committed to
speak fom not more than, say, 15 minutes, and other members for not more than, say.
10 minutes. At the conclusion of the hour there would be an additional, say, five minutes
for the mover to respond and to withdraw the motion. I have not had an opportunity to
speak about this matter to the Leader of the Opposition in the past couple of hours. In
our earlier discussions we considered that the motion would lapse at the end of the hour
and five minutes. Although I am saying that the mover should be given five minutes at
the end of the debate to respond and withdraw the motion, the Leader of the Opposition
and I were debating whether it should be five or 10 minutes. The Government favours
five minutes, but is not necessarily fixed in that view. We are really talking about the
general thrust -
Hon John Halden: It is really the process.
Hon GEORGE CASH: - of amending Standing Order No 72 so that it is more workable
and practical and does not adversely affect the management of the Chamber. As I see it,
the mover would speak for not more than 15 minutes and then there would be an
opportunity for four or five members to speak for not more than 10 minutes and then five
minutes would remain which would make up the hour. The mover would then be
afforded an additional five minutes in which to respond and withdraw the motion.
In discussion it has been put that the time should be split between Government and non-
government members equally. It has been pointed out to me by members on this side of
the Chamber that that may not be a suitable expression to use, so to speak, because at
times all members of the House, whether they be Government or non-government
members, may wish to support the same motion. Therefore, that should be taken into
account in the drafting of the motion. Clearly, the Chair in its absolute discretion would
be able to choose the order of the speakers. Initially the mover would move and speak to
the. motion. If there were an indication of opposition to the motion, the Chair could take
one speaker who opposed it, move to another speaker who supported it, cross to a speaker
against it, and use that alternating system to ensure a fair distribution of speakers across
the Chamber. I believe that can be done.
The question has also been raised about whether there should be a discretion for the
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President to determine whether the matter intended to be moved is, in fact, a matter of
urgency. I suggest that subsection (4) of the proposed amendment to Standing Order
No 72 referred to in the paper presented to the Chamber by Hon Carry Kelly in May
1992 be used to ensure that the President is satisfied that the matter is one of urgency. A
number of sections form the recommended Standing Order No 72 as tabled by our former
colleague Hon Carry Kelly. It is my view that time has overtaken many of those
proposals and there is a need to redraft the motion having regard to many of those matters
set out in the eight subsections of amended Standing Order No 72 proposed by Hon
Garry Kelly.
I have taken this opportunity, firstly, to acknowledge the cooperation that I have received
from Hon John Halden and Hon Kim Chance in the management of the Chamber; and,
secondly, to put on record the general thrust of the discussions that have occurred
between the Leader of the Opposition and me on possible amendments to Standing Order
No 72. This will enable me, in due Course, to hear whether the propositions I have
advanced are in line with the views of the Leader of the Opposition's party and whether
we can attempt to make some changes to Standing Order No 72 when the Chamber
resumes in the new session. Clearly, the Standing Orders Committee needs to be
consulted. If the Leader of the Opposition agrees with the general thrust of my
comments, it is critical that we act as a matter of urgency in the new session and ensure
that this mauter is dealt with very early in the piece.
In respect of item one of the paper - that is, legislation committee, consideration of report
and recommendations - I have had some discussions with the Leader of the Opposition
about the possibility of revamping the Standing Committee on Legislation. The matter
has not been discussed in any great detail by members on this side and I am certainly not
in a position to put a view in that regard. However, it is important that I explain that the
Leader of the Opposition has put to me certain general proposals for revamping the
current Standing Committee on Legislation. Although I do not intend to pre-empt what
he might say in that regard, in broad terms his proposition was that additional members
be appointed to that committee - taking its membership from five to eight - and that more
legislation be referred to it. The Leader of the Opposition outlined a system to me that
would classify legislation that might be moved to the Standing Committee on
Legislation. There were three categories: Those matters which could be dealt with
without great disputation and returned to this Chamber as a matter of urgency; other
matters which the committee may require some additional time to consider; and, a third
category where more difficult issues would take longer to consider.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Hon GEORGE CASH: Prior to questions being taken, I was relating to the House
discussions I had with the Leader of the Opposition concerning some possible changes to
the Standing Committee on Legislation. I made it very clear to the House that those
discussions have not gone further than the Leader of the Opposition and myself. That is
to say that, as yet, they have not been discussed by, and certainly do not have the
imprimatur of, Government members. In particular I have not raised the matter with the
Chairnan of the Legislation Committee, Hon Derrick Tomlinson, who I suggest, in due
course, will want to make his own comments should there be any changes to the makeup
and functions of the Standing Committee on Legislation.
In general terms, the Leader of the Opposition put to me the proposition that the
Legislation Committee should be increased, as I recall, from its current membership of
five to eight; and that there should be an opportunity to refer to it a much greater number
of Bills. It was agreed in our discussions that the Bills may fall into at least three or more
separate categories; the first would be relatively simple Bills which could be referred
back to the House within, say, one week for the House to have the opportunity of
adopting the committee's report; second category Bills would be required to be finally
reported on not later than six sitting days after adoption of a preliminary report; and third
category Bills would be those more contentious, technical or difficult Bills which would
be finally reported on within 30 days of the adoption of the preliminary report.
Obviously those Bills and the timing that might be applied to them could be varied by the
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House at any stage. Given the success we have enjoyed in the scrutiny of legislation
since the creation of the Legislation Committee and the very high standing in which ir is
held by all members of this House. there is significant merit in the House's considering
some changes to that committee. From time to time, in this House we hear members say
that the Legislative Council is a House of Review. It seems to me, therefore, that
referring more Bills to the Standing Committee on Legislation would allow us to
continue the review function of this House.
The purpose of my raising those issues today - but not being definitive by moving a
motion that would be required to amend the membership of the Standing Committee on
Legislation or the reference of Bills to it - is to advise the House that the Leader of the
Opposition and I have had those discussions. I see some merit in the general thrust of the
proposition by the Leader of the Opposition and, in due course, I would be interested in
listening to the issues he has previously raised with me. I suggest that any changes to the
Standing Committee on Legislation would be a matter for the next parliamentary session.
I should also now explain why changes are proposed to Standing Order No 72. 1
suggested that urgency motions should be taken on Tuesday and Thursday rather than
Wednesday. The Leader of the Opposition and I have discussed a situation which could
occur should there be changes to the number of Bills referred to the Standing Committee
on Legislation, whereby the committee sits on Wednesday from, say, 10.00 in the
morning until, say, 4.30 or thereabouts on Wednesday afternoon and that there be a delay
in the current sitting of the Legislative Council on Wednesday so that the Standing
Committee on Legislation can continue its business.
Hon Mark Nevill: This seems to be revisiting the 1986 Select Committee on Committees
reports-
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Mark Nevill is correct in his general assertion. One of the
failings of this House, of which we are all members and should therefore share an equal
blame, is that it does at times take a very long time to get any changes implemented. The
paper we axe now noting was presented to the House in May 1992 by our former
colleague, Hon Garry Kelly. It has been on the Notice Paper almost constantly since that
date. I agree with Hon Mark Nevill that these matters have been raised before, but they
have not been pursued to a logical conclusion.
The proposals by the Leader of the Opposition should be given very serious consideration
with a view to taking them to some conclusion rather than continuing to talk about them.
Again, I make it very clewr, they are not matters which have been formally discussed by
Government members. At this stage I can only indicate my own general response to the
proposition that I see a considerable amount of merit in making sure the Legislative
Council is a true House of Review. Some amendments to the Standing Committee on
Legislation may cause that perception to be further enhanced. There is an opportunity for
the Leader of the Opposition, or other members, to respond if they so desire. This gives a
general overview of the commitment of this Government towards proper changes in the
procedures of the Chamber so that we can enjoy a better flow of business through this
place without deprecating its major function: that is, to review legislation that is before it.
I look forward to the Leader of the Opposition's response.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It would waste the time of this Chamber if I went over all the
points the Leader of the House has made. However, it is important to state my position
on this matter. This matter has not been discussed in any formal sense in the Labor
Caucus. It has been discussed informally there and by Labor members of this Chamber.
If the Legislative Council is to retain some legitimacy in the eyes of the community, and
if it is to fulfil its role as a House of Review, the procedures we have adopted in the last
century would not necessarily lead to all of us being held in high esteem as having
achieved that particular ambition. However, we have had flickers of considerable
credibility on that front. The flickers have been in the role of the Legislation Committee
and other committees of this Chamber, the 1986 committee on commiutees report, and
subsequently the report by Hon Garry Kelly in 1992. The great tragedy in that has been
the considerable time delay that has occurred in the implementation of recommendations
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from those committees. The motivating factor in my looking back at those reports was
the guillotine that was instituted by the Government, and the Opposition's response to
that introduction - the withdrawal of pairs. Members will recall that towards the end of
last year this Chamber was in considerable turmoil. There was considerable tension
across the Chamber and hours of vitriolic debate occurred about similar points and
similar clauses. I have always thought that that is not necessarily unhealthy if not taken
too far. However, the other place often takes that position too far. If we ame to be
dinkum we must realise we have a different role to perform. I put forward the proposal
in an urgency debate that we should consider the committee on committees report and the
Garry Kelly report.
Three features of those reports must be considered. Firstly, referring legislation to the
Legislation Committee will achieve greater accountability for the legislation that this
Chamber and this Parliament eventually passes. Secondly, there will be greater
efficiencies in this Chamber, because much of the debate - the political argument and the
compromise - will happen in a far better and less charged environment than we often f ind
ourselves in in this Chamber. Thirdly, and perhaps a more important consideration from
a public perspective, we will see with this sont of legislative committee role far more
public input into and comment on legislation. On that basis the community generally
will have a far more appreciative role of what Parliament is about, and likewise
Parliament will have a far more appreciative role about what groups within society think
about a particular issue.
I refer to the categories that the Leader of the House proposed and which I proposed to
him - the proposals A, B and C. They provide for referral to the Legislation Committee
for three days for basically noncontentious legislation. It makes no difference to the
current situation, except that we now have an agreement between the parties allowing a
week to consider legislation. Minor legislation would be considered by the committee in
that time. More controversial legislation or legislation that was worthy of more
consideration, perhaps of a somewhat minor nature, would go to the committee for six
days. Far more controversial legislation - not necessarily politically controversial but
legislation about which a diversity of community views had been expressed; for example,
the adoption legislation - would stand referred for 30 working days, which I guess
translates to roughly 12 sitting days. As the Leader of the House said, there would be the
ability to change the number of days any report would be with that committee.
The proposal is to increase the number of members on the committee so that it can divide
into subcommittees to handle legislation in a more efficient way, bearing in mind the
committee will receive considerably more work. 'The Legislation Committee has
developed for itself a particularly reasonable reputation. Although from time to time one
may criticise the committee for a recommendation, generally the Chamber has been
appreciative that this committee has at least been able to investigate controversial
legislation - if not from a policy perspective, from the perspective of unforeseen
consequences as a result of drafting - or has commented on policy as the case may be. At
the end of the day this Council has appreciated that an effort has always been made to
upgrade the quality of the legislation of the Government of any political persuasion in its
passage through this Parliament. The Legislation Committee has dealt with legislation
such as the East Perth redevelopment and Port Kennedy, and is now dealing with the
workers' compensation legislation and the Commission on Government Bill. The fact
that the Opposition is prepared to, and often does, recommend Bills to the Legislation
Committee in its own right suggests that we do have confidence in that committee.
I tumn briefly to Standing Order No 72, the urgency motion issue. The proposition that
was advocated by the Leader of the House, which I discussed with him late last year and
earlier this year. that there be some equality of opportunity for members to speak in a
debate and for the Government to be assured of being able to respond in the debate on the
day the matter is raised in the Parliament is a fair procedure that should be extended to
the Government. I know it could be said that on occasions I as the Leader of the
Opposition have not necessarily extended that fairness. However, having done that once
or twice I realised that there was also a community obligation in this matter and that the
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community has the right to hear not only from the Opposition about a matter, but also
from the Government in response. That must be enshrined in the standing orders of this
Chamber. It must not be my tactical benevolence to allow the Leader of the House to
respond, or the benevolence of the Leader of the House to extend time so the
Government can respond, or for further consideration by other members. It is not
unreasonable to have an hour time limit. The Leader of the House suggested a five
minute limit for the mover of the motion; however, for a decent response 10 minutes
should be allowed. That difference of opinion is of such minor significance that I am
sure we can overcome that problem.
It is important that the fairness provisions are incorporated within the standing orders, not
for political considerations but to give the public the opportunity to hear the views of
both the Opposition and the Government. 1 have a difficulty with one of the proposals
put forward by the Leader of the House, that of the President having the ability to call
upon an Opposition and then a Government member and to continue in that order. If the
motion is anti-Government we can overcome the problem by ensuring that Government
members are allocated exactly the same time to debate the motion as Opposition
members and, at the end of the debate, the mover of the motion is allocated a small
amount of time to respond. Conversely, a Government member may want to attack the
Opposition. According to this report that action would comply with the standing orders.
It would be legitimate and reasonable for that to happen. It would give both sides of the
Chamber equal time to debate a motion. It may require some skill in drafting the motion.
If we are to have a reasonable measure of cooperation members must not only focus an a
reasonable debate to inform the public, but also be accountable for the procedures of this
place. To do that it is incumbent upon members to draft a motion to fulfil those
requirements.
The point made about urgency motions needs further clarification. When I raised this
matter as an urgency motion late last year the Minister for Education interjected and
basically alleged that my comments were not urgent but were drivel. Currently, for an
urgency motion to proceed four members are required to rise in their places. Bearing in
mind that this report suggests that urgency motions should be subject to a time constr-aint
and dealt with in one day, members may decide to maintain that provision and not give
that discretion to the Chair. It is not a matter on which 1 will go to the wall because it is
the procedures that we have to get right. Bath sides must have equal opportunity to
debate issues in this Chamber.
This Chamber will soon be in recess for a few weeks and it will give members the
opportunity to note the comments that have been made and to talk to their respective
party leaders and parties; then, as soon as practicable, the Standing Orders Committee
should consider this issue. I know that the committee will act independently of the two
leaders and the parties. However, if we are to have political reform of any significant
pace, bearing in mind that this reform started in 1986 and it is now 1994, it is important
that due consideration be given to the political influences which affect members in this
place. It is important that the Standing Orders Committee considers these matters and
reports back to the House.
I am quietly confident that, although there has not been a formal decision of Caucus,
there has been informal support within the Australian Labor Party for the propositions
put forwakd by the Leader of the House, propositions which I put to him earlier. It is
probably a significant move even though it has taken eight years. I hope it is a move
which reflects die view not only of members in this House, but also of the wider
community that this Chamber should function in a bipartisan way in matters which are of
importance to the community, that members should behave in a way which increases
their accountability and that legislation which passes through the Parliament should be of
acceptable quality. Legislation should not be of a quality that might cause considerable
pain to either the Government of the day or a future Government. Poor drafting may
result in a number of unforeseen and unintended consequences. Based on the experience
of the Legislation Committee, the idea of the community having the ability to put
forward its view on controversial legislation is a worthwhile pursuit of this Chamber. I
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suggest that we do not dilly-daily any longer and that as soon as possible we get down to
the business of implementing this arrangement.
If members believe in the theory of crisis management I advise them that we were
reaching that stage towards the end of last year. Members realised that there was a need
for a solution. However, in every rain cloud there is a silver lining and perhaps this is
what has arisen out of the crisis which occurred last year. I am not suggesting that it is
the panacea for all our problems, that I will like the answers that the Minister for
Transport will give to my questions or that I will agree with the Minister for Education in
his efforts to lead us down the path of privatisation of the education system in this Stare.
Bearing in mind the inevitable political divisions and consequences that we have in mind,
the House can perform its job far more effectively and efficiently for the people of this
State. The Opposition supports the noting of this report and hopes we will quickly obtain
some tangible results.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again on motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of
the House).

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm

RESERVES BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Assembly with an amendment.
Assembly's Amendment: In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Murray Montgomery) in the Chair;
Hon George Cash (Minister for Lands) in charge of the Bill.
The amendment made by the Assembly was as follows -

New clause 32
Page 12, after line 27 - To insert the following section -

Reserve No. 2851 in the City of Mandurab
32. The classification as of Class A of Reserve No. 2851,
containing 116.121 1 hectares, set apart for "Recreation and
Camping" and vested in the City of Mandurah, is cancelled.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I move -

That the amendment made by the Assembly be agreed to.
As part of the overall implementation of agreements associated with the Dawesville
Channel project and adjacent land developments, the Caddadup reserve to the south of
the channel is proposed to be developed as part of a master plan for active recreational
facilities, necessary public utilities and areas retained for conservation and foreshore
management. Facilities proposed to be developed include a public golf course, baseball.
soccer, basketball, netball, cricket, football, hockey and rugby. In addition, a rubbish
transfer station is proposed to be established on an area of the reserve that will be severed
by a deviation to the Old Coast Road required to replace the sanitary landfill site
subsumed by the Dawesville project. The Water Authority of Western Australia also
requires a site for a waste water treatment plant essential to developments in the area.
Under normal circumstances the approval of the Parliament would be sought to excise
various areas of land for these purposes and to separately reserve them. However, as
these land uses will occur over a period of time as and when required, and the exact areas
are yet to be defined on the ground by survey, it is considered expedient for the current A
classification of the Caddadup reserve to be cancelled so that the reserve changes can be
considered by His Excellency the Governor, as for all other class C reserves when the
need arises. The Caddadup reserve is currently set apart for "recreation and camping"
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and is vested in die City of Mandurab. It has an area of 116.121 1 hectares. The city has
endorsed the Caddadup reserve recreation development plan, as has the Water Authority.
the Peel Development Commission, the Department of Land Administration, and the
Department of Environmental Protection. I have available copies of the development
plan for members and seek leave to table a copy of the plan.
Leave granted. [See paper No 1260.]
Hon GEORGE CASH: There is some urgency for Parliament to consider this matter as
an amendment to the Bill, since the Water Authority has anticipated stage 1 of the
construction of the waste water treatment plant being completed and the plant being
operational by December 1994. It was suggested in another place that site works on the
proposed treatment plant had commenced, and that this pre-empted the approval by
Parliament. I am able to confirm that no such works have been undertaken. I understand
die earthworks undertaken at Caddadup to date relate to the dispersal of spoil from the
Dawesville Cut works in areas proposed to be leased for the golf course. Such works are
not inconsistent with either Environmental Protection Authority approvals or the purpose
of class A reserve 2851. Accordingly, the Parliament's approval has not been pre-
empted.
In seeking Parliament's agreement to declassify the Caddadup reserve in order that the
reserve development plan may be implemented. I am also able to assure members that if
the community wish the recreational areas of the reserve to be reclassified back to class
A once the various actions I have outlined have been achieved, this would be supported
by this Government. It was suggested in the other place that there may be some almost
sinister intent in declassifying class A reserve No 2851 with a possibility of
reclassification at a later date. I assure members that the intent behind the amendment is
merely to facilitate the orderly development of the Caddadup reserve in accordance with
an agreed development plan which has been drawn up as a consequence of the
Dawesville channel project and the future needs of the communities that are already
established or expected to be established in the region. I therefore commend the
amendment to the House.
It is necessary that the Chamber agree to this amendment. A number of Government
agencies want to perform certain works associated with the development in the general
area of the Daweaville cut, and now that the Dawesville cut is open, it is important that
those agencies be permitted to get on with the job. It is obviously a requirement that the
Parliament agree to any declassification of an A class reserve. Once the required works
are carried out, if it is the wish of the residents, the local authority or the Parliament that
the balance of the land be again returned to an A class reserve, that will have the support
of this Government.
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Opposition will not oppose this amendment. Last week, I
drove along the Mandurah estuary side of the Coast Road and crossed the Dawesville cut
bridge, and I was quite concerned that all the trees on the ridge are under heavy stress
from the lack of summer rain. I thought that area might have been part of this reserve,
but I can see from the plan that it is immediately south of that. It seems to me that the
site of the rubbish transfer station on this reserve is adjacent to a residential area. The
aerial photograph indicates the development in that area and the scarring of the landscape
as a result of the landfill rubbish tip. It is amazing that there is any natural vegetation in
that area.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: May we see the photograph to which you are referring?
Hon MARX NEVILL: It predates colour photography; it is a black and white aerial shot
of the area. The Opposition understands that the Water Authority is anxious to proceed
with the construction of a water treatment plant in the middle of this reserve to assist with
the development of housing in that area. The Opposition has not examined the clause in
great detail, but it is not opposed to the amendment.
Hon KIM CHANCE: The second reading speech indicates that the size of the reserve is
116.12 ha. What will be the area of the buffer zone around the waste water treatment
plant?
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Hon GEORGE CASH: The rubbish transfer station is not a sanitary landfill tip, and it is
not expected to have any impact upon the residential area. The waste water plant will
have an area of approximately 4.42 ha and there will be a buffer snip round that which
will comprise various other recreational uses. The waste water plant is also intended to
reticulate the proposed golf course. It is anticipated chat an amount of excess water will
be able to be returned to the aquifer.
Hon DOUG WENN: I am getting sick to death of golf courses being built around
Western Australia. It seems to me that every time we get a major housing development
in Western Australia, we get a golf course alongside it. The same thing is happening in
this case. I have to admit I appreciate golf, and if my back were a bit more willing, I
would probably play a lot more golf than I do. At the same time, we are looking at a
major reserve that will incorporate all the sports that one can think of - netball, cricket,
football, hockey, rugby and baseball. I am not sure whether baseball is being played in
Mandurah at this stage, so perhaps they are trying to encourage something different. It is
not clear from the map where the golf course will be. Are we now moving to allocate a
piece of land for private enterprise or will this be a partially Governiment-partially
council backed organisation? The other problem is that a golf course of this nature will
also need a club room, store or office unit of some sort. I do not see that anywhere on the
map. Can the Minister give me a brief explanation?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I appreciate Hon Doug Wenn's comments on the golf course.
However, my job tonight is not to satisfy the Chamber regarding whether a golf course
should be constructed. My job is to present a Bill that declassifies a reserve so that
various recreational uses can occur. The City of Mandurah has already proposed and
agreed to the construction of a golf course. The intention is that the golf course be
developed as part of the whole proposal, and that the course be leased to Wannanup
Developments. The clubhouse will be on land to be transferred to Wannanup
Developments as pant of the offsets and transfers that have occurred. Wannanup
Developments has transferred land to the Crown and in return the Crown has transferred
land to the developer. The clubhouse will be sited on some of the exchanged land.
Hon DOUG WENN: I note the deviation of the Old Coast Road. Has that deviation
occurred as part of the Port Bouvard Bridge project, or is that yet to be done? What will
be the cost of the deviation?
Hon GEORGE CASH: The moad has not been constructed. It is a planned deviation. I
cannot say whether the cost of the deviation will be paid for by the City of Mandurah
entirely or whether some contribution will be made by the Main Roads Department. I
can obtain that information for the member.
Hon DOUG WENN: I note the proposed water treatment plant and the further
developments in the area. These days most golf courses contain some housing. The
Minister said that water from the treatment plant would be pumped back onto the course.
Hon George Cash: Yes, part of it.
Hon DOUG WENN: If the project is to be handed over to private enterprise, and the
water reticulated back to the course, to what extent will private enterprise contribute to
the cost of the treatment plant? How much will the Water Authority contribute?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I cannot supply specific figures at this stage.
Hon Doug Wenn: Can you give a percentage?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I cannot, because I do not know what the City of Mandurab has
agreed with the developer regarding the golf course. It is an agreement between the local
authority and the developer. These matters have not come before me.
Hon JLA. SCOTT: I am very concerned about this project. I have not heard about any
consultation between the community to the south of the area and the authorities in
Mandurab. Has any consultation taken place? The Minister stated that the land uses will
occur over time when required. Why has the normal consultation pr)cess not occurred?
Hon George Cash: What is your definition of the normal process?
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Hon J.A. SCOTP: Getting approval from Parliament in the normal way, rather than
having the matter suddenly brought to our attention with na-one knowing very much
about it.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Jim Scott is wrong. This is the normal process. Unless
Parliament agrees, the reserve cannot be declassified and the proposed work cannot
proceed. if approval is not given for this area, the Reserves Bill cannot proceed because
Parliament is about to be prorogued, and that will affect the other 31 clauses in the Bill. I
am surprised that Hon Jim Scott is not aware that Wannanup Developments has already
been through the public consultation process.
Hon J.A. Scott: But in this area it has not.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The whole area has been the subject of public consultation. It
has been the subject of an Environmental Protection Authority assessment. There are no
secrets in this area. If Hon Jim Scott does not warnt to agree to this excision, he should
telephone the City of Mandurah and other Government bodies and explain why he has
decided to hold up the process. No-one can act on any of the land until Parliament
agrees.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I raise again the question of the proximity of the treatment plant
and the rubbish transfer station. I have looked at the map again and tried to assess the
proximity of their location to the established residential area. This is somewhat difficult
without a legend to the map, but assuming that the Old Coast Road excision is
approximately 100 metres in width, the distance between the Water Authority waste
water treatment plant and the established residential area is about 400 metres in a straight
line -

Hon George Cash: It is 450 metres.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I do not know how that equates with the Water Authority's current
policy or its willingness to construct a treatment plant within proximity of an area which
is or may become residential land. With waste water plants, particularly those
constructed in the northern suburbs, initially the Water Authority considered it had a
sufficient buffer area between established residential land and the plant. In those cases,
the treatment plant worked perfectly well for years, but as housing encroached to the
edge of the defined buffer zone the Water Authority endured a number of complaints
about odours escaping from the plant. However the Water Authority had not changed its
method of operation. The complaints in certain circumstances are made even though the
distances between the existing plants and the established residential areas far exceed
450 metres. Has the Water Authority given an opinion about the location of the plant, its
proximity to the established housing and, more importantly, the housing which may be
established due south of the plant - assuming this map has a northerly aspect - when the
distance from the residential housing and the plant then would be less than 300 metres,
which seems very close indeed?
Hon GEORGE CASH: The Water Authority chose the site for this waste water treatment
plant, and one meason was the desire to ensure that the site fell within the EPA guidelines
regarding the potential impact on nearby residential development. The map indicates a
450 metre minimum buffer, within which it is not intended that any residential
development will take place. I realise that Hon Kim Chance has drawn a direct
north-south line on the map, and calculated that to be 300 metres; however, the 450 metre
buffer sits outside that line.
Hon Ki Chance: Thank you.
Hon J.A. SCOTr: Is this part of the original plan for this area or is it a new concept
added to the original plan?
Hon GEORGE CASH: This plan is a resolution of the various issues raised at the time,
and is the latest plan relating to that area. As I said, the EPA has already given
preliminary clearance for the development site. The City of Mandurah is keen that this
development take place, as it involves a regional recreation reserve for that authority.
Clearly, it is important that Parliament agrees to this amendment.
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Hon J.A. SCOTT: The Minister's answer to Hon Doug Wenn's question indicated chat
the purposes for which this area would be used are unclear. The Bill nominates this area
to facilitate the development of the Water Authority treatment plant, the residential area
and other nearby developments. Therefore, how did the EPA assess the plan if it does
not know what will take place?
Hon GEORGE CASH: It is impontant for Hon Jim Scott to recognise that a notional plan
on this development was tabled in Parliament. The EPA has had the opportunity to
consider the various facilities intended to be located within that area and has given its
broad approval. The exact locations cannot be defined through surveying at the moment
as they might move slightly within the more than 100 ha area involved. As I said earlier,
once these facilities are built, if land is required to be returned for an A class reserve, the
Government will be more than happy to support that proposal.
Hon DOUG WENN: I will not oppose this provision, although I have doubts about the
proposed costing. The treatment plant will reticulate the golf course. Will the developer
be charged for that water?7 Who is paying for what? Initially the treatment plant cost will
obviously be carried by the Water Authority, but will a meter be installed to measure the
water used to reticulate the golf course? Are we saying to the developer, "There you go;
take the water"? If that is the case, the Minister is opening up the door for other
developers to demand the same provision. Is the lake situated to the west of that
treatment plant a natural or man-made lake? Also, I am concerned about who will pay
for the diversion of that main road.
Hon GEORGE CASH: As I have said, I will find out the anticipated cost of the deviation
road, and the panties who will contribute to that cost. At the moment it is only a
proposal.
Regarding the water treatment plant, the Government will benefit from the waste water
reticulating the golf course. If it were nor used that way, the Government would be
obliged to provide facilities to take that water to some other treatment plant. I hope Hon
Doug Wenn recognises that we do nor want to burden the City of Mandurab or the Water
Authority with additional costs. Economic benefits will accrue from using that waste
water, part of which will be reticulating the golf course. The lake is man-made and will
be part of the total recreation facility.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: What studies have been conducted to consider the effect of the
nutrients entering the estuary through the reticulation of the golf course, bearing in mind
that the Dawesville Cut was designed to fix that nutrient build up problem?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am advised that the water will reticulate not only the golf
course, but also some other recreation facilities in the immediate area. Regarding the
nutrients, my advice is that some discussion has taken place between the Water Authority
and the EPA, and that the water flow is generally towards the ocean, and that WAWA is
able to satisfy the EPA about the nutrients.
Hon LA. SCOTT: The underground water flowing in one direction is only one part of
the problem. The golf course would seem to be pretty close to the Dawesville Cut itself.
With the land mass being largely disturbed at the moment, it would be difficult to
envisage a lot of the nutrients not finding their way to the cut. I thought the intention was
for cleansing through tidal movement in and out of the cut, and surely the nutrients will
flow into the estuary and add to the problem?
Hon GEORGE CASH: Firstly, we must recognise that it involves ground water flow and
not a tidal situation. Regarding the Water Authority and the provision of the waste water
treatmnent plant, WAWA is still required to provide the EPA with additional information.
Until such time as the EPA is satisfied with WAWA's proposal, a licence will not be
issued for the construction of the plant. The Water Authority must provide guarantees to
the EPA before it will give clearance for the proposed waste water treatment plant. The
matters which Hon Jim Scott has raised will no doubt be matters which must be met as a
condition imposed on the Water Authority by the EPA.
Hon DOUG WENN: Is it intended that that plant will take sewage from the housing

11863



developments, either north or south of that reserve? Itris not outlined how the sewage
will be pumped. It appears from jhis map that the Water Authority of Western
Australia's treatment plant will service only the cricket, basketball, football and oilier
sporting facilities and the treated waste will be pumped onto the golf course. The smaller
map shows about 1 000 houses in the area towards the Dawesville Cut. Will that
treatment plant have to facilitate more pumping stations for that area? Who will pay for
any additional facility?
Hon GEORGE CASH: This is part of an integrated system of plants: Hails Head,
Caddadup and Tim's Thicket. This system happens to be the middle one, Cadcladup.
Caddadup is required to service areas outside the recreational area referred to by
Hon Doug Wenn; namely Cox Bay, Falcon, Caddadup, Florida, Dawesville, Metros and
the Wilderness Drive area. As I said, it is part of an integrated system and this just
happens to be the middle land.
Hon DOUG WENN: Is the Minister saying that this plant is also supposed to service
Falcon?
Hon George Cash: it is one element.
Boai DOUG WENN: Falcon is north of the new Dawesville cut. That means it will have
to get across the river somehow.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Doug Wenin is right; it is north of the cut. However, it is
also intended that there should be a pressure main and this particular plant will service
the Falcon area.
Hon DOUG WENN: That leads to a whole new environmental issue. The Minister is
saying that the pipe will be put across the cut. If that is the case, we could be looking at a
similar situation to that which occurred in Bunbury with the Laporte effluent pipeline
across the estuary. In the first 10 or 15 years there were no problems, but in later years it
presented major problems because often there were outpourings of effluent into the
Bunbury estuary. If that is what the Minister is saying, I have concerns. I will probably
get a dirty letter from the Mandurab Council tomorrow about this. If there is a seepage
from the pipe as it goes across the river, raw sewage will go into the Dawesville Cut. I
do not think anyone would accept that.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: In his speech introducing this amendment, the Minister referred
to the urgency of the matter. When was the amendment passed by the Legislative
Assembly and how much notice was given in this Chamber? What is the nature of the
urgency of the matter?
Hon GEORGE CASH: This matter was discussed in the other place last week. The
Government was advised of the urgency approximately four weeks ago, or thereabouts.
The urgency is such that the Water Authority of Western Australia is required to carry
out certain works in the area in the immediate future. In fact, there was a suggestion that
the work had already started; but that is not accurate. It is critical that the amendment be
agreed to, otherwise important works in this area will not be able to commence.
in answer to the question by Hon Doug Wenn, in respect of the Caddadup waste water
treatment plant - in line with preliminary advice to the Environmental Protection
Authority about site acquisition - I confirm that the proposed CAAdAup waste water
treatment plant will ultimately serve development areas from Cox Bay, Falcon,
Caddadup, Florida, Dawesville, Meiros and the Wilderness Drive area, and the estimated
ultimate design population is 18 000 people. As to the method by which the sewage will
be conveyed through pipes by using a pressure main, I do not have before me the route of
that line. However, I am advised that the bridge may be die route that will be used.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I have quite a few concerns about this. One is that we should look at
this in the overall context of the area. Already we have seen quite a lot of clearing in that
area of the Dawesville. Cur and a great deal more development is proposed. I wonder
whether the positioning of the car park, football grounds and waste water treatment plant
is part of other developments south of this area at a future stage. What effect will this
sort of development have on the estuary and even the beach front? I am quite familiar
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with chat area. I have seen the extent of clearing that has occurred there in recent years. 1
an very familiar with what has happened in the estuary. A great deal of money has just
been spent supposedly to fix that. A lot of this looks to me like it will re-create that
problem. I would very much like to know what is happening south of this excision.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Members will probably know that there is a natural buffer south
of this area where it enters the Yalgorup National Park. Quite clearly, the proposal
before us is a regional recreational facility that sits approximately in the middle of that
general area. The future residential use of the park is a matter between the City of
Mandurah and the Department of Planning and Urban Development. However, some
residential development is expected south of the proposed regional recreational facility.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I seek an assurance from the Minister about the public
consultation process. I note his assurance regarding the approval of the City of
Mandurab, the Water Authority and the Peel Development Commission. Probably all of
these bodies have concurred in the destruction of the Creery wetlands. I am not overly
assured by their assurance. Can the Minister assure me of the process that has taken
place regarding public consultation through any or all of those instrumentalities of
Government?
Hon GEORGE CASH: A public consultation program has lasted quite a long tune and
dealt with the Wannanup development land. In respect of this area, it is anticipated chat
the Environmental Protection Authority will again call for expressions of interest from
the community about the proposals currently before us. The EPA has not given final
approval to those facilities; however, it has agreed, in principle, that such a recreational
facility can exist in that area. The Water Authority and certain other agencies will have
to meet certain requirements before the physical on-ground work can be commenced.
Hon DOUG WENN: I will not oppose this clause, although I have given some thought to
that.
Hon George Cash: Why not oppose it and stop the whole reserve?
Hon DOUG WENN: On the answers the Leader of the House is giving me, I am not sure
whether that is such a bad idea. He is saying there will be other treatment plants, but
from what I can understand everything will be pumped into this treatmnent plant. If that is
right, I am concerned that raw sewage will be piped over the Port Bouvard Bridge, and if
the bridge is not designed to cater for that, what cost will be involved in changes to it so
that it can carry the liquid waste? How will the solid waste be disposed of?7 The Leader
of the House is not talking just about developments around Dawesville but further north
to Falcon. Initially I felt able to accept the clause, despite concerns about the golf course,
but I am becoming more and more concerned about the water treatment plant. Most of
the development is north of the cut, and Falcon is about 1.5 km north. Will that sewage
be pumped across to the treatment plant and the waste used on the golf course fairways;
and, if so, what will happen to the solid waste?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I an not here tonight to explain how the Water Authority intends
to develop its waste water sewerage plant. The purpose of the Reserves Bill is to
declassify certain lands so that the opportunity exists for Government departments.
subject to Environmental Protection Authority approval, to provide certain public
facilities. I am more than happy to organise a briefing for Hon Doug Wenn with the
Bunbury office of the Water Authority, which is coordinating this development. It will
be able to provide the member with the technical infornation about the disposal of solids.
Although the Government advised some four weeks ago that this matter was urgent, Hon
Doug Weno will no doubt recall that this is not a new proposition. Indeed, on
23 November last year I wrote to the member in the following terms -

Dear Mr Wenn
CADDADUP RESERVE - DAWESVILLE
In order to give effect to the various land uses outlined in the Cardadlup Reserve
Recreation Development Plan prepared, as part of the Dawesville Channel
project, amendments to Class 'A' Reserve No. 2851 are necessary.
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Reserve No. 2851 is set aside for the purpose of "Recreation and Camping" and is
vested in the City of Mandurab. The City has approved and adopted the
development plan.
Amendments to Class 'A' reserves are normally made via a "Reserves Bill",
presented to the Parliament by the Hon. Minister for Lands.
In this case due to the multitude of actions that will be required, it is proposed for
the purposes of administrative expediency to seek the approval of the Hon.
Minister to include a clause in the next available Reserves Bill to declassify a
Reserve No. 2851 to Class 'C'. This will enable the various changes to be
approved by the Governor in Executive Council as and when required. The
reserve can then be reclassified to Class 'A' in the future once the changes have
been made should that be deemed appropriate.

Hon J.A. Scott: Is that "can be" or "will be".
Hon GEORGE CASH: It is "can be". The letter continues -

Would you please advise within 21 days whether you have any objection to this
course of action. I am enclosing a copy of the reserve development plan for your
information.

That letter was sent out to Hon Doug Wenn and other local members because I wanted
members to be advised.
Hon DOUG WENN: I have no trouble in acknowledging that. What has come out of
tonight's questioning is whether that will be the main sewerage depot catering for the
areas around it. I looked at that map and from the letter and information sent to me the
treatment plant would cater for that reserve only, but tonight we found out that it will be
the head pumping station. Sewage will be dragged from Falcon, which means a pipe
containing raw sewage will have to come across the new cut. We had huge troubles at
SCM Chemicals Pty Ltd with a broken pipeline across one of the best waterways in the
south west. Neither the Leader of the House's response to questions tonight nor his letter
covers the problems which could exist. I will not oppose the clause but I will be
watching the pipeline situation very carefully. The letter does not say anything about
who will carry the costs. It seems as though the State Government will carry 90 per cent
of the cost of maintaining this golf course - if the developer is allowed to pump waste
onto it - as one of the best golf courses in Western Australia. I am still concerned about
Hon Jim Scott's point about possible leakage from that plant into the ocean. Tidal
movement will bring any leakage into the ocean back through the cut. Most people who
are concerned and who have done studies on tidal movement along the coastline will
back me up.
Hon L.A. SCOTT: I am still very concerned about the environmental and planning
impact of this excision. If the principal reason for this excision is to allow for a WAWA
treatment plant I cannot see why a small piece of land cannot be taken out, provided it
has EPA approval. The Minister has said that any such plant would require EPA
approval, but at the same time he is saying we must rush this through very quickly so that
the authority can get going on it. Surely those statements are at variance with one
another.
Hon GEORGE CASH: With respect to the last comment, the land is currently set aside
for recreation and camping so they cannot put in an application. It would seem that
Hon Doug Wenn would prefer us not to provide reticulated sewerage in that area. Septic
tanks are not an acceptable alternative. The area needs reticulated sewerage. Caddadup
is not the major waste water facility. Tim's Thicket is the major waste water facility in
that area.
Hon BOB THOMAS: I am heartened to know that the Peel Development Commission
has endorsed this amendment, but I would like to know which groups the Peel
Development Commission consulted in arriving at that support for this project. The
second reading speech refers to the area reveting back to an A class reserve. That seems
to mean that some very strong representations have come from community groups, Mi's
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or conservation groups about their concerns about the project. I am keen to know
whether that was the subject of some of those consultations with those groups.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The map shows a conservation area of 8.5 ha. Is that the area that
may be changed back into an A class reserve; and, if so, what is the total area of that
piece of land?
Hon GEORGE CASH: The total area is in excess of 100 ha. The 8.5 ha. Hon Jim Scott
talked about is purely one nominated to be a conservation area. I made the point that if
the City of Mandurah recommends the balance of the land should be returned to an A
class reserve, after caking into account the recreational facilities that it wants to develop
in that area, the Government will support it at that stage of the game. It is not able to
nominate specific areas required. As to the question of which groups the Peel
Deveiopment Corporation consulted, quite clearly I do not have that information. It
would have to be gained from the Peel Development Corporation.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I notice from the proposals that the actual area set out to be used is
approximately a quarter of the whole area. I am concerned that such a huge area is taken
up when only about a quarter of it seems to be necessary for what is being proposed.
Hon MARK NEVILL: It is obvious that these sporting areas for hockey, rugby, soccer
and football have been sited there to take advantage of the waste water from the
treatrnent plant, and to form a sort of buffer. Has any consideration been given to putting
those on the old landfill site - I do not know whether that is suitable for housing - and
leaving the other as virgin bush, if that is what it is?
Hon GEORGE CASH: The City of Mandurah has considered the question. I understand
that this is the preferred plan from the City of Mandurah and, quite clearly, it is the plan I
am required to work from.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Will the Minister give us an assurance that the area of land referred to
by Hon Mark Nevill will not be used for housing?
Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes, it is not intended to be used for housing.
Hon DOUG WENN: The cover sheet shows there is still a lot of virgin bush and scrub
not yet interfered with. I have looked at this recently on an almost daily basis when
driving home through there. To what extent has CALM already studied the fauna and so
forth that exists within that area? Has any been found in that area char should be
protected?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am not aware of the answer to that. It did not come within the
System 6 area.
Question put and passed; the Assembly's amendment agreed to.

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a message accordingly returned to the
Assembly.

BILLS (2) - ASSEMBLY'S MESSAGES
Messages from the Assembly received and read notifying that it had agreed to the
amendments made by the Council to the following Bills -

I1. Reprints Amendment Bill
2. Acts Amendment (Official Corruption Commission) Bill

MOTION - STANDING ORDERS Nos 110 AND 300, REPEAL
The President (Hon Clive Griffiths) rook the Chair.
HON GEORGE CASH (Noath Metropolitan - Lender of the House) [8.37 pm]: I
move -

That:
L. Standing Order 110 is repealed and the following substituted -
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Closure Motion
1 10. (a) Any member may move to close debate on the question

before the Rouse or in a committee of the whole by
moving, but not so as to interrupt a member speaking, That
the question be now put.

(b) Where the motion is carried with not less than 10
affirmative votes, any question that had been proposed (the
"original question"), as well as any question that relates to?
or involves consideration of, or has bearing on, the original
question, shall be put without further amendment or debate.

(c) The Chair, in its discretion, may decline to put the motion.
A decision under this paragraph is final and not subject to
dissent, debate or comment.

(d) If the motion is lost, the debate shall be resumed where it
was interrupted.

2. Standing Order 300 is repealed.
Members will be aware that until recently a guillotine motion was in place in this House.
However, following discussions between the Leader of the Opposition and me it was
agreed that the guillotine motion should not be used. In recognising that the Opposition
decided to reinstate pairs. During our discussions it was clear both to the Leader of the
Opposition and me, and supported by members on this side of the House, that Standing
Order No 110 should be repealed and a new standing order substituted. Members will be
aware that current Standing Order No 110 is a motion that the Council do now divide. It
is in the following terms -

If the motion "That the Council do now divide" be agreed to, the Council shall
vote on the question immediately before it without further debate or amendment,
provided that a vote on the question "That the Council do now divide" shall
require at least 10 affirmative votes; but if the motion to divide be lost, the debate
shall be resumed where it was interrupted.

It is intended to repeal that standing order and substitute the motion as it appears on the
Notice Paper. Again, there is a requirement that the motion be carried with not less than
10 affirmative votes. In addition, it is intended that there be an additional paragraph
which provides -

The Chair, in its discretion, may decline to put the motion. A decision under this
paragraph is final and not subject to dissent, debate or comment.

That paragraph will ensure that no minority group is unduly disadvantaged by members
moving this closure motion at will, so to speak, without having regard to the position of
minority parties.
It is intended also as pant of the motion that Standing Order No 300 be repealed. As
members will know, Standing Order No 300 provides the limit as to dilatory motions. At
the moment the ability for any member to move a motion "That the Committee do now
divide" under Standing Order No 300 is limited in its application. The purpose of
repealing old Standing Order No 300 and substituting a new Standing Order No 110 is to
overcome that problem.
I commend the motion to the House.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [8.43 pm]:
The Leader of the House and I have spoken about this matter previously. I do not wish to
canvass those matters at great length except to say that this is pant of the agreement
which, as the Leader of the House said, saw the end of the guillotine motion in this
House and basically will mean any member can move a gag motion on a particular clause
of a Bill on which a member is speaking, which we believe is far better than having the
guillotine. It means that only a small portion of the debate is interrupted and we do not
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have the ludicrous situation in which we found ourselves recently with the guillotine in
which we had either a minute to debate a clause or, in some cases, no time to debate an
extra 20 or 30 clauses. That does not lead to a situation in which this House is
performing its traditional role as a House of Review.
It was agreed by the Leader of the House and me - although I do not want to put words
into his mouth - that that was not a satisfactory position. We had to come to a position
which did not allow members to filibuster but allowed for suitable scrutiny of legislation.
I believe that has been achieved in this matter.
Paragraph (c), which gives considerable discretion to the Chair, provides -

The Chair, in irs discretion, may decline to put the motion. A decision under this
paragraph is final and not subject to dissent, debate or comment.

As the Leader of the House said, the role of the Chair in this place and Westminster
Parliaments has traditionally been to protect minorities. For the past 104 years, we have
been in the minority in this place. However, I have always been of the view that the
minority has been protected by the Chair. When this compromise was suggested, I had
confidence in it not merely because you, Mr President, are in the Chair - I suggest that
that did help - but because I am sure that whoever is in the Chair at any subsequent time
will uphold the same sons of principles that you and past Presidents have upheld in this
Chamber. It was a significant circuit breaker to get this resolution through this House.
As we discussed earlier when dealing with Order of the Day No 1, it has provided the
starting point for a whole range of reasonable amendments and new methods of
processing legislation to be considered, flat will ultimately be to the benefit of this
House. I am aware that some fine tuning must be done. Everyone's view on that must be
taken into consideration and, as far as possible, accommodated. If we continue down this
path, we will find that the House will operate far better than it operated in October,
November and December of last year. What is more, it will operate far better than it has
operated in the previous 104 years. I hope that that is the opinion of all members. If
concerns exist about this matter, they should be aired. I believe those concerns are more
at the margin than at the core philosophy of improving the efficiency of this place. I am
sure that this House, in its final consideration, will accommodate as many members'
views as possible and come up with a far more workable House that is more in tune with
what the community of Western Australia requires of a House of Parliament.
I support the motion moved by the Leader of the House.
Question put and passed.

GOLDFIELDS GAS PIPELINE AGREEMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 7 April.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [8.47 pm]: The Opposition supports the
Bill, which provides for an agreement to construct a gas pipeline from the Pilbara to
Kalgoorlie. Although our support for the legislation is strong, we have endeavoured as
an Opposition to examine closely the agreement in the time available to make certain that
it is adequate and that it is in a form that is in the interests of the State. I have a strong
interest in this legislation, as the person handling this debate in the Legislative Council
for the Opposition and as a member representing that area with Hon Julian Grill and
Hon Ian Taylor-
Hon N.F. Moore: And a couple of other upper House members.
Hon MARK NEVILL:- I am saying that as a group of people we have a particulat interest
because of our focus in the Kalgoorlie area. In saying that, I am not depreciating the
interests of other members who represent the areas traversed by the pipeline. Having
been an employee of the major joint venture partner in the project WMC Ltd. I can
appreciate perhaps better than most the benefits that this project could deliver to those
parties. I will not spend too much time outlining the project because I am sure members
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who are closely following this agreement will have made themselves aware of its general
details. The agreement is not for a development; rather, it is to facilitate a development.
Whether it will eventuate is yet to be seen. Nonetheless, the Opposition hopes it will
come to fruition. This agreement, which is for 42 years, is quite different from a binding
agreement. The joint venture partners are Western Mining Corporation Ltd with 62.68
per cent, Normandy Poseidon Ltd with 25.57 per cent and BHP' Minerals Ltd with 11.75
per cent.
BHP' Minerals does not have to finally commit to the project until 30 November 1994. It
is therefore important that this project get under way quickly so that BEHP is in a position
to stay in it. I say that because BEH' obviously has other considerations with regard to
renewing its power capacity at Newman. If there are undue delays, it may have to look at
running the overhead transmission line to Newman from the proposed power plant to be
built at Port Hedland. It is therefore important from BHP's perspective and future
participation in this project that no undue delays occur. The cost of the project in round
terms is about $400m. The length of the pipeline to be built is some 1400 km with a
proposed width of 400 mm from Port Hedland to Newman and 350 mm from Newman to
Kalgoorlie. The planned capacity of the pipeline is 100 Tj a day compressible to 150 Tj a
day and it will be operating at a maximum pressure of 10 200 Kpa. The decision on the
size of the pipeline is particularly critical and is set out in the Bill, but the Minister can
agree to a smaller pipeline. However, in this joint venture agreement the State is trying
to get the largest pipeline possible in order to facilitate future development along the
route. I understand that the joint venture partners will initially take roughly 70 per cent
of the gas.
At a briefing last week attended by me, Julian Grill, the Premier and Colin Barnett, the
Minister for Resources Development, BHP advised us that it was aggressively
considering opportunities to get into the power development business. It is therefore
quite possible that BH]' might want to take a bigger share than is initially planned. If the
overhead transmission line were not built from Port Hedland to Newman, BE]' said it
would build a larger power station at Newman to meet its demand because the diesel
generating equipment is near the end of its useful life.
This Bill ratifies the agreement between the State and the joint venture partners. It
consists of only six clauses, the sixth clause being the actual agreement. Although we
will be flagging some potential problems in the agreement there is no capacity for the
Opposition to amend it because it is a separate contract between the State and the joint
venture parties-
I congratulate the joint venture parties on putting together this project. Members of this
House will agree that most of the entrepreneurial initiatives in this State, particularly in
the resource area, have been generated by people who have lived, trained and worked in
industry in the goldfields. It is no surprise to see Western Mining initiating this project.
The origin of this project came out of necessity. About three or four years ago, Western
Mining undertook a fundamental review of its nickel industry because it could see that,
as real prices had been decreasing over the 25 years it had been involved in the industry,
there was a prospect that its nickel operations could become uneconomic. Although I
have not done a close analysis of Western Mining's accounts - I do not know whether it
would show - it would not surprise me if the nickel division has not been showing a profit
over the past decades. If it has, it is probably a very marginal profit. Western Mining's
profits have been coming from its 48 per cent shareholding in Alcoa of Australia Ltd and,
in recent years, its gold division- Western Mining's nickel operations have become a
major problem. In 1988 the price of nickel increased steeply but Western Mining did not
take advantage of that because it did not -have sufficient ore developed. It missed the
boat. That rise in prices, although for only a fairly short period, did not provide the full
benefit to the company. The rising costs at Kambalda and Agnew nickel mine painted a
fairly bleak picture for Western Mining. To dig itself out of a hole, it had to examine the
fundamentals of its nickel operation and energy costs were a significant part of that
review.
Other items that have come out of that review are the purchase of Mt Keith and the
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consolidation of its activities in the north eastern goldfields; and I think it has a joint
venture arrangement over the Bulong nickel laterite deposits, again after having had them
in its own right earlier. There is also a prospect of building a new smelter in the Agnew-
Mt Keith-Yakabindie area. Those ores are quite different in their characteristics from the
Kambalda ore and have different smelting characteristics. There is a possibility of an
increased demand for power if a smelter is built in the north eastern goldflelds and also if
the Bulong laterite deposits are developed.
Western Mining Corporation during its review of the nickel industry negotiated with the
Labor Government to obtain relief on a number of its operations. I was not privy to those
negotiations, because they were probably discussed in Cabinet and I was not a member of
Cabinet at that time. However, it is well known that Western Mining was paying
significant amounts more than Alcoa of Australia for its natural gas. The reason for that
was that the State Energy Commission had locked in Western Mining and a number of
other users - I think at $8 an unit - to supply gas from the Danipier-Perth pipeline. The
Stare Government, at the time led by Sir Charles Court, announced that project
prematurely about three weeks before the 1979 Federal election, before it had locked in
Alcoa. The result was that the Stare Government, having announced the project for the
benefit of the Federal election, had not locked in Alcoa, so Alcoa screwed SEC WA to the
wall on the price. Those prices were confidential; Alcoa's price was around $3 a unit. It
was not until some years later that Western Mining realised the premium it was paying
for its gas: It was really getting a poor deal. At one stage it contemplated closing the
nickel refinery at Kambalda. Some leverage was probably used on the State Government
to lower the tariffs. A number of matters were renegotiated.
The concept of getting gas to the goldfields or lowering the energy prices came from that
review. A number of other proposals were put forward to bring gas to the goldfields.
SECWA had considered bringing a lateral across from the Damnpier pipeline; however, it
considered the proposition grossly uneconomic. Western Mining obviously had its
differences with the Government of die day over certain issues. It approached the
Opposition about the pipeline before the last State election; however, it did not approach
the Lawrence Government. That was its choice. It was disappointing for the former
Government but of great benefit to the coalition. This project is extremely important in
that it will provide basic infrastructure to the goldfields. Itris hoped that it will reduce the
State's power costs. At the moment the transmission line from Muja to the goldfields is
grossly overloaded. The industrial consumers in the goldfields do not have the reliability
of supply they would like, and other problems are associated with that source of power.
It is certainly not cheap.
This project has the capacity to get cheaper power to the goldfields and it will provide
great opportunities for industrial development to occur at the Mungari industrial estate,
which has been set aside north of Coolgardie. If there is to be any decentralisation away
from the coastal strip around Perth it is important that that infrastructure be in place. It is
disappointing to read about industrial estates being set aside at Breton Bay when these
regional estates are already set aside and companies may set up without having to go
through the hassle of getting land, which was always a problem in the past.
The Bill does not guarantee that the pipeline will be built. A number of risks are
associated with the project- There is the economic risk that the project will not be viable,
for one reason or another - the cost to the pipeline or insufficient demand. The energy
demand and the width and the economics of the pipeline need to fall in tune with each
other. The delays in approval could affect the participation of BLIP. There also exists the
potential of problems with native title claims. They are all inherent risks.
Hon Julian Grill and I had discussions with some of the Federal bureaucrats in Canberra
midway through last year. I am not sure whether they were from the department of
resources or the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics. However.
the feeling was that the project was not a goer,~ that there was insufficient demand. I
understand the same assessment was made by SECWA, and that the aIvice the Lawrence
Government received from the relevant departments was that it was not a goer. This
Government probably received similar advice early in the piece. There was a lot of
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scepticismi around. The Energy Policy and Planning Bureau did a study on putting an
eight inch lateral from the Dampier-Penth pipeline to Kalgoorlie, which would deliver gas
at a ridiculous price. The general view was that the pipeline was unlikely to be viable.
Hon Kim Chance: Do you know which route that was?
Hon MARK NEVILL: No, but it was on a line of latitude straight across to Kalgoorlie.
The pipeline has the potential to be less of a risk in the longer term. I do not really see
any great savings in the short term, but in the longer term it has the potential to develop
much cheaper energy to the joint venture partners and any other third party who may
want to participate. The Opposition hopes that the project will succeed, although risks
are associated with it. The Bill consists of a number of steps and the schedule is flexible
rather than rigid. Provisions exist within the Bill to extend the various deadlines if that is
necessary.
Initially, the joint venture partners will undertake studies into the environmental
approvals, engineering, marketing the gas, the potential for third party users and the
Aboriginal heritage and native title issues. When these issues are resolved, a decision on
the route the pipeline will take will be made. After the pipeline route is agreed to by the
joint venturers and the Government, the joint venturers must submit their proposals, the
guidelines for which are outlined in clause 9 of the schedule, to the Government within
six months- The Minister for Resources Development will then have two months to
respond to the proposals put forward by the joint venturers. Any issues that are not
resolved between the Government and the joint venturers will be resolved by arbitration.
The joint venturers will have a further three months to accept the decision of the
arbitrator and, if they desire, they can withdraw from the project at that stage.
The Opposition has received two very good briefings on this project - one by the joint
venturers and one by courtesy of the Government through officers of the Department of
Resources Development. The benefits of this project are outlined in the Minister's
second reading speech. Principally, they are lower energy costs and a more reliable and
alternative energy supply.
Hon Julian Grill and I attended the gold conference last year and this year. We noted that
in the Premier's opening address at the 1993 conference he said the power costs to the
goldflelds would be reduced by 50 per cent as a result of this project. At the 1.994
conference the Premier had obviously revised his estimate because he said that the power
cost to the goldfields could be reduced by 25 per cent. The consultants are a little less
sanguine- The Minister's second reading speech certainly was not optimistic about
energy costs being reduced to the extent of 25 per cent. It is probably true that in the
initial stages of this project there will not be any great decrease in costs. However, as
those contracts are locked in and the cost of the pipeline is recovered, the benefits will
flow to the consumers.
The rhetoric associated with the construction of this pipeline has resulted in some
heightened expectations among people in the goldfields area. Many people in the
Kalgoorlie-Boulder area are under the impression that gas will be reticulated to domestic
customers. In the briefing the Opposition had from the joint venturers it was stared that
that is very unlikely because of the specifications of the gas. It certainly will be
reticulated to the larger users;, for example, hotels, bakeries, metallurgical laboratories
and industrial users around the town. The Minister in another place said he hoped it
would be reticulated to domestic users, but that will require substantial modification to
burners and a very large gas reticulation network throughout the Kalgoorlie and Boulder
area.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: What do the joint venture partners mean when they refer to the
specifications for gas?
Hon MARK NEVILL: The gas that comes down the pipeline can be used for industrial
purposes, but not for domestic purposes. A different type of burner is required for
domestic purposes.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Do you mean that the gas has to be treated in a different way?
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Hon MARK NEVILL: Yes, it must have different qua]lities. The burner that is used for
gas from a natural gas cylinder cannot be used for mains gas in Perth. Obviously the gas
will have to be treated before it can be used for domestic purposes.
Within the goldifields area there is a certain expectation about the headworks charges.
The State Energy Commission of Western Australia already requires up-front payments
of headworks charges. The expectation in the goldfields area is that the competition
between SECWA and the private gas company will result in some of the headworks
charges being dispensed with to lock in those customers. The Opposition was told at its
briefing that the headworks charges for any gas deliveries to the users in Kalgoorlie and
Boulder would have to be paid by the users, but it would be at cost only. They do no:
intend to use those headworks charges to make a profit to help offset the gas from the
main pipeline. The future will tell what will happen with the potential competition.
I mentioned earlier that the other benefit from this project is the reliability of gas supply.
Currently, the Muja-Kalgoorlie pipeline is carrying approximately 150 MW, which is
well over capacity. The more pressure put on the line, the greater the line losses will be.
They do not increase proportionately; the proportion increases with the line overload and
because of that overloading there have been outages in the Kalgoorlie and Boulder area,
including the surrounding mines, which have been of great annoyance to the industrial
users. There are risks to the State in this project; that is, potential loss of income to the
State Energy Commission and the indemnity costs associated with the risk of native title
claims.
The Opposition is concerned about three areas in this Bill, and I now turn to a detailed
examination of the legislation. The freedom of information clause is of some concern,
but the two areas of major concern are the tariff setting principles and third party access.
It is important to get these provisions right in this Bill because they may be used as a
model for the deregulation of the Dampier to Perth gas pipeline. Under clause 9 of the
schedule, which is the agreement, the joint venturers must submit proposals to the
Minister within six months of the route being decided upon. Among other things are
listed matters about which proposals must be submitted. Paragraph (k) of clause 9(1)
provides for the joint venturers to submit proposals for the arrangements for access to the
pipeline by third parties and paragraph (1) refers to proposals for tariff setting principles
to apply to third parties, other than initial customers in respect of the initial committed
capacity.
Under clause 10(1) of the schedule the Minister can approve a proposal relating to these
matters; defer consideration of or decision on these proposals; or require the joint
venturers to make alterations or apply certain conditions as he thinks fit. The Minister
must give his reasons for requiring those alterations or conditions. If the Minister defers
consideration of the proposals or requires some alteration, the joint venturers can take up
the matter with the Minister. If they think that the Minister's requirements are
unreasonable and they cannot reach agreement within two months of the Minister making
his decision, under clause 10(4) the matter can be taken to arbitration. Clause 10(5) of
the schedule provides that the joint venturers must let the Minister know of their
acceptance of the arbitration decision within three months of that determination. The
tariff setting provisions are subject to arbitration if a problem arises.
Clause 22(1) of the schedule dealing with tariffs states that contracts for transmission of
natural gas with third parties must incorporate tariffs that are fair and reasonable and
consistent with the tariff setting principles approved by the Minister. Clause 22(2) states
that if the State at any time, as a result of altered circumstances considers that any
approved tariff setting principles should be varied, the Minister shall have the right to
consult with the joint venturers and to require them to negotiate in good faith to address
those altered circumstances. However, the failure of the joint venturers and the Minister
to reach agreement shall not entitle the Minister to any remedy or to submit any matter to
arbitration. Once locked into the tariff setting provisions, if some major altered
circumstances arise - which could happen at an early stage - the State has no remedy and
neither does the third party. A further requirement of clause 22(2) is that the joint
venturers negotiate in good faith. I presume that negotiation is with the Government. I
1e5&%-2
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am not sure whether it is meant to apply to third pantics, although I do not think that is the
case. It is not clear to me. There is no arbitration in regard to the actual tariff that is set.
I turn now to Legislative Assembly tabled paper No 956, which is a side letter from the
Minister for Resources Development to the joint venture partners about the goldfields gas
pipeline agreement, and I will discuss two of the principles for third party access and
tariffs. The first principle is the last dot point on page 3. The first sentence seems to
hedge. I am not sure who will be given priority. It states -

The tariffs offered by the Joint Venturers at any point in time to a third party, a
Joint Venturer, or an associated company of a Joint Venturer, shall be no more
than a tariff considered to be fair and reasonable to that party being regarded as an
independent third party against the tariff principles being at that time principles
approved by the Minister. The joint venturers shall not, in setting tariffs.
discriminate between third party users on the basis of credit worthiness.
However, in the event of genuine concern regarding credit worthiness, the Joint
Venturers may require reasonable security support from third party users.

The dot point before that states -

The Joint Venturers shall be entitled through third party tariffs, to seek a
commercial rate of return on the pro-rata share of the initial project capital,
including all joint venture costs, reasonably incurred in bringing the relevant
portion of the pipeline to commercial completion, and on the pmo-rata share of any
additional capital necessarily involved in the provision of the service sought. The
Joint Venturers will be entitled to recover all costs reasonably incurred in
providing the service sought including amortisation and reasonable operating.
maintenance and administration costs.

I highlight the last sentence -

For the purposes of this paragraph, the commercial rate of return shall be
commensurate with the business risk associated with the project and the provision
of the service sought.

The 'fair and reasonable" tariff that is referred to in the first paragraph is subject to or
predicated upon the joint venture partners getting a commercial rate of return which is
commensurate with the business risks associated with the project and the provision of the
service sought. A rate of return is not just a figure that one plucks out of the air. It is a
figure that is usually generated when one does a discounted cash flow analysis of a
project. Normally, the margins in an exercise like that are 10 per cent above inflation. A
commercial rate of return could be anything up to 15 per cent. Therefore, a 'fair and
reasonable" tariff for a third party user could be loaded on top of that 15 per cent. I am
not saying it will be, but there is no remedy that I can see if that occurs. Over the
weekend, I discussed this at length with Hon Jlulian Grill MLA and other people. It is
quite a complex issue, and I do not pretend to understand it fully; I am sure I do not.
However, it has the potential to lead to quite high tariffs for third party users, mainly
because that tariff is not subject to arbitration.
Clause 22(2) states -

If the State at any time, as a result of altered circumstances considers that any
approved tariff setting principles should be varied, then the Minister shall have
the right to consult with the Joint Venturers and to require them to negotiate in
good faith to address those altered circumstances. However, the failure of the
Joint Venturers and the Minister to reach agreement shall not entitle the Minister
to any remedy or to submit any matter to arbitration. Where agreement is reached
as to changes in the approved tariff setting principles, those principles shall
thereafter be deemed amended to include those changes.

According to my reading of that subiclause, that means that the joint venturers can push
up the tariffs but there is no way of bringing them down. It should be of real concern to
third party users if their tariff can go up. after they have agreed to it, because the joint
venturers need a greater cash flow to service the costs of running the pipeline. The
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subclause states that the Minister and the joint venturers could agree among themselves
to lift the tariff for a third party user and I am sure that the joint venturers would not
agree to a decrease. The real problem is that there is no remedy. There are tariff setting
principles, but they do not apply to tariffs that are set after the third party users have been
locked into a contract.
Subclause (6) states -

The provisions of subclauses (8) and (9) of Clause 20 shall mutatis niutandis
apply to any failure by a Third Party and the Joint Venturers to agree on a tariff.

The words "mugatis mutandis" mean that subclauses (8) and (9) of clause 20 shall be read
as though they apply as part of clause 22. Subclause (8) states that should a third party
wish to obtain access to a pipeline and advise the Minister that he is not able, for a period
of at least two months, to reach agreement with the joint venturers upon access, he must
provide the Minister with the details of the matter in question and the Minister may
require that the joint venturers provide him with the details of the matter that are
available to them. Subclause (9) states that the Minister may determine reasonable terms
and conditions, consistent with the tariff setting principles. That seems to be quite vague.
It does not specifically include a tariff. It talks about reasonable terms and conditions but
strangely it omits the use of the word "tariff'.
Hon George Cash: The tariff setting principles.
Hon MARK NEVILL: That is another issue. It is vague, and it is a concern. It is not
clear from subclauses (8) and (9) of clause 20 of the schedule that the Minister would
have power to sort out a problem with the tariff. It is not clear under the mechanism
declared by clause 22(6). We are concerned about that mechanism for third party users.
We see potential for the tariff to get out of hand, with no remedy on the part of the
Minister or on the party of the third parties. It is our strong view that the tariff setting
principles should be in the agreement because under clause 22(2) the tariff can
potentially be increased and the chances of it being decreased are probably vetry minimal.
If the transmission company partners are having problems the possibility is that the tariff
could be increased, so the tariff setting principles should be outlined in the Bill; they
should not be in a side letter.
It is our strong belief that there should be some form of arbitration relating to the tariff
which will provide a remedy if a problem occurs. That remedy may be via an arbitration
clause or it may be that these questions will be dealt with by an independent body. That
is how they are dealt with in Canada. Oil and Gas Law in Canada by Lucas and Hunt,
published by Carswell in 1990, under "Regulation of Traffic, Tariffs and Tolls" reads -

The National Energy Board exercises powers under the National Energy Board
Act to regulate traffic, tolls and tariffs of companies operating extraprovincial
pipelines. Tolls are required to be "just and reasonable", and under substantially
similar circumstances and conditions with respect to similar traffic carried over
the same moute, must be charged equally to all persons at the same rate. "Unjust
discrimination" in tolls, service or facilities is prohibited.
The board has adopted a traditional public utility rate base - rate of return
methodology for regulating pipeline companies. It has been held, however, that
the board may adopt any appropriate methodology so long as it results in tolls that
are just and reasonable. Generally, the method and process of approving just and
reasonable tolls, has been recognized by the courts as a specialized process
involving formulation of expert opinions, in which they are reluctant to interfere
on jurisdictional grounds . .. scope and correctness of the decisions.

The photocopy becomes blurred at that point, so I will leave it at that. In Canada the
National Energy Board oversees those problems. It will be a hellish job for the Minister
to sit in the position created and try to solve problems between the third party user and
the joint venturers when he has no ultimate power to do anything about it. Perhaps for
goldmining companies the problem is not as serious as it is for, say, a nickel mining
company because a company such as Dominion at Yakabindie will be a direct competitor
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with Western Mining whereas Plutonic or Mary Mia or one of the other gold mines will
not be competitors. Goidminers are not competitors - although I guess they are in terms
of cost of production, but they can always sell the product. This tariff regime for another
nickel producer could be a serious issue.
Obviously the Government has negotiated this agreement with the joint venture partners.
Because of die third party access and the tariff setting principles it is probably important
that discussions have also been held with the potential third party users, not only the joint
venturers. When proposals relating to tariff setting principles are put to the Government
the issues are sorted out between the Minister and the joint venturers and if there are
problems they are sorted out by arbitration and set in concrete. The third parties must
wear whatever they negotiate, and it appears to me that they will be negotiating from a
position of weakness. Here, I am talking about the third parties negotiating after the
proposals are agreed to. not the third parties who are the initial customers.
In summary, we support the Bill. In a responsible way we have tried to flag our concerns
with the agreement, particularly third party access and the tariff setting principles. It is
certainly a very difficult area to get right. We hope that the project is a success; it
deserves to be. We also appreciate how crucial it is to the economic and social
development of inland areas of the State and particularly the goldfields. Does the
Minister want me to go through the clauses of the agreement now or during Committee?
Hon George Cash: It would be worth going through them now in relation to the tariffs
and third party access because I shall conduct some research in that area. If you would
like to raise those other issues, that would be appropriate.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Clause 8 of schedule 1, headed "initial customers', on page 14,
reads -

The Joint Venturers shall not be obliged to charge each other or to pay tariffs for
such access or for transmission services...

This is the first and only area in the Bill in which I have seen any suggestion that a tariff
will apply for access as well as for transmission services. What is that about? The clause
also outlines that the joint venturers shall not be obliged to charge each other for
transmission services. Does that mean that a tariff will apply to the joint venturers for the
transmission of their gas, and a different tariff will apply to the third party participants
who are initial customers? That appears to be suggested in the clause.
Hon Tam Stephens: I can think of no other meaning.
Hon MARK NEVILL: I assure the member that it is not simple to read. Clause 8(2)(a)
of schedule 1 reads -

The Joint Venturers shall use all reasonable endeavours to promote use of and
obtain customers for the Pipeline.

Subclause (2)(b) reads -

... the Joint Venturers shall invite ... firm expressions of interest from Third
Parties wishing to purchase transmission capacity in the Pipeline.

This is under the heading of "initial customers". The subclause then indicates that the
invitation shall incorporate a proposed tariff schedule which shall apply only to initial
customers. That again suggests that the third parties will have a different tariff from that
applying to the joint venturers. That offer will be open for a period of 60 days, or for
other periods as the Minister and the joint venturers agree. Subclause (2)(c) reads -

The Joint Venturers shall use all reasonable endeavours to procure from those
Third Parties submitting expressions of interest binding commitments to purchase
transmission capacity on terms and conditions acceptable to the Joint Venturers.
Any such commitment shall be considered as binding notwithstanding that it may
be conditional upon the completion of the Pipeline, but shall not be regarded as
binding if it is conditional upon the relevant Third Parties being able to procure
suppliers of or customers for gas.
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It is talking about binding commitments for transmission capacity, but that is conditional
upon the completion of the pipeline. It is also conditional upon obtaining supplies of,
and customers for, gas. I do not see how the word "binding" can be used.
Hon George Cash: Just read that one again. There is a distinction between the two. One
relates to the completion of the pipeline, and the separate matter is the procurements
regarding gas.
Hon MARK NEVIILL: It is still two conditions to determine whether this commitment is
binding. It is not very binding if it is conditional upon obtaining commitments of
supplies and customers. It is also conditional on the completion of the pipeline. How is
that binding?
Hon George Cash: I will look at that.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Subclause (3)(b) uses the word binding again. It reads -

The aggregate of the binding commitments procured under subclause (2) for
terms of 10 years or more and the capacity reserved by each of the Joint
Venturers under any agreements of the kind referred to in subclause (1) is referred
to in this Agreement as the "Initial Committed Capacity".

We have the capacity reserved by the joint venturers, plus these binding commitments -
which do not seem to be very binding at all - which must apply for 10 years; these factors
will detenrmine the initial capacity of the pipeline. Not many goidmines in the goldfields
or north eastern goldfields would be prepared to lock themselves into a 10 year contract
for gas. Most goldmines would have difficulty seeing 10 years ahead, and this could be a
real disincentive for goldmines in entering as third party initial customers.
Hon George Cash: Yes, I understand.
Hon MARK NEVIILL: It is not attractive at all as an incentive. It may even mean char
they would deliberately not procure a supplier so that the commitment was not binding.
Certainly, the length of time involved with the commitment is a real problem. Goldmines
with a life of less than 10 years would probably include the Asarco Australia Ltd mine at
Wiluna.
Hon George Cash: Most of the Plutonic mines would hope for a life of 10 years.
Hon MARK NEVII.L: They should have a life of that duration, but the Minister is
reaching the limit regarding with reasonable projections on gold price, economics
generally and other such aspects. Those mines are mining deeper and costs will
subsequently rise. I had a tour of Plutonic recently courtesy of the Chamber of Mines
and Energy of WA, and the basalt is very hard No easy digging is involved.
Hon George Cash: I was there two weeks after you.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Every inch of it has to be blasted. I suggest that 10 years may not
be attractive even at Plutonic. Even if that mine is locked in for five years, it is not an
official customer under this agreement- I note in clause 9(5) that the initial pipeline size
of 400 mm from Port Hedland to Newman and 350 mm from Newman to Kalgoorlie is
not a minimum, but the Minister can agree to a smaller or a larger size. There may be a
view that that is a minimum and it can only be increased. However, it can certainly be
decreased. Obviously it is the preferred size.
Clause 9(6) relates to the Freedom of Information Act. In my initial comments I said that
we have some reservations about that; but perhaps not as strongly as was expressed in the
other place, having had time to look at the clause. Subclause (6) states -

No agency of the State shall be permitted to make any application under section
35 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 in respect of any information
provided to the State or to the Minister under this Agreement.

To me that seems to be protecting certain information from other agencies of the State.
Section 35 of the Freedom of Information Act allows the waiving of the requirement to
consult third parties. Under that section the commissioner can release documents directly
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to another Government agency. It applies only to an agency, not to private individuals.
In the Act -

"the agency' means the agency to which an access application or application for
amendment of persona] information has been made or to which such an
application has been transferred or partly transferred;

It is a defined term. That applies to sections 32 and 33. Section 32 relates to documents
containing personal information and section 33 relates to documents containing
commercial or business information. Another Government agency cannot get direct
access from the Information Commissioner to these documents. The Minister has to
consult the third parties. Under section 35(I)(b) of the Act, the commissioner may give
approval on being satisfied that the document does not contain matter that is exempt
matter under sections 3 or 4 of schedule 1. That seems to duplicate what has occurred
earlier in sections 32 and 33. In the schedule, section 3 relates to personal information
and details the limits of the exemption. Section 4 of the schedule relates to commercial
or business infornation. From my reading, those sections in the Freedom of Information
Act stop other agencies of the Government from getting personal information and
commercial business information from the commissioner without those third parties
being consulted.
I am not overly concerned about that. Anything that is financially sensitive would not be
released anyway. However, I can see a situation wheat an employee might want to get
access to a personal file to amend some incorrect information. This provision would
preclude that. I do not like that. I often see people who have been refused jobs with
mining companies because they have a criminal record. T'hat is quite sad. Sometimes a
person, when he was aged 18 or 19 years, might have run off the rails for three months,
and got a conviction for burglary or car theft. Four or five years down the track he might
be a good, stable, upstanding citizen. However, he has a criminal record. The companies
can access that criminal record before they consider employing that person and the
individual's chances of getting a job are blown. I strongly defend a goldmining
company's right not to employ someone who has a record of theft. That person would
not be employed in a gold room or a goldmine that has coarse gold that can be stolen. I
have no problems with that. There are many people who have quite old police records,
have worked for other mining companies and have been good workers, and suddenly
find, when they apply for another job, that they are immediately excluded because of
some old criminal record. Perhaps that is a different arrangement from the one I was
putting before where incorrect information is on a personal file. It might be nice for
some of these prospective employers to know whether the details they have about the
criminal record are correct. Over the years several people have complained to me about
the fact that some old conviction or some uncharacteristic activity that has caused a
single conviction precludes them from earning a living.
The only question I have about suboclause (6) relates to what agency would be interested
in information that is provided to the Minister by the joint venturers. Perhaps the
Ombudsman or the Official Corruption Commissioner might be interested in it. This
clause might preclude them from looking at it. I feel uneasy about that constraint. That
sort of access can always be dealt with in a sensible way.
Hon Tom Helm: There are always ways and means of preventing it. You don't have to
comply with the FOI Act. It is always answerable to the Parliament. The West
Australian has been complaining constantly about not getting information that is said to
be not in the public interest. The Minister decides that.
Hon MARK NEVILL: I take the member's point. Clause 16 states that the State shall
grant a pipeline licence to the joint venturers for a period of 21 years with one automatic
extension for a further 21 years. What is the difference between that and granting a
licence for 42 years? I cannot see any point in having an automatic extension of
21 years; that is an effective agreement of 42 years.
Hon ElJ. Charlton: Except if one does not want to go on with it.
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Hon MARK NEVILL: It does not say that it is optional; it is automatic. It is a minor
paint. We have already discussed some of these other matters in the tariff principles and
third party access. They are the Opposition's main concerns and questions on the
agreement Bill. We support the Bill. We want to make sume that the Bill will work,
which is why we have gone through it to the best of our ability and flagged or concerns.
With those comments I reiterate that we are pleased to see this agreement Bill brought
before the House and we wish all parties success and all speed.
HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [10.12 pm]: I join with my colleague Hon
Mark Nevill in wishing this project well. I knew that if we waited long enough this
Administration would do something right, and the pipeline decision, with all its problems
and pitfalls, is a step in the right direction. Along with Hon Tom Stephens and Mark
Nevill I have advocated for a long time the need for a positive step cowards populating
the inland of the north west, to look at promoting downstream processing and to add
value to our resources in that area. Members in the north west believe that this sont of
incentive will have positive consequences. It will not be just a matter of feeding the
goldfields; it will encourage industry, population and promotion of the north west. If we
do not populate the north west, if we do not encourage people to live there and assist in
the development of our resources, there is every possibility that somewhere down the
track we might lose that area. Such a vast area with its huge potential would be an easy
target for any aggressor, particularly one from the north.
There should be no doubt in anyone's mind that the Opposition welcomes this pipeline. I
would not willingly prevent its passage through this House. However, I have some major
concerns, some of which have been reflected by my colleague Hon Mark Nevill. One I
am really bothered about is best reflected in the Minister's second reading speech where
we are told that this agreement is pioneering in that it provides for private sector
development of major infrastructure under commercial terms with light-handed
regulation. The Minister states that the terms of the agreement are consistent with the
decisions made at the Council of Australian Governments in February 1994 with respect
to free and fair trade in natural gas. The Minister is right in that the agreement Bill is
light-handed in regulation, but whether the second part fits that bill and whether the two
are related, I do not know. As legislators we should not allow clause 5(d) to pass into
law. The agreement can still be signed if we pass an amendment to clause 5(d) to delete
are not subject to section 42 of the Interpretation Act 1984, but".

Hon George Cash: Has Hon Tom Helm looked at some of the other agreement Acts that
have been agreed to?
Hon TOM HELM: I was going to quote from the Iron Ore (Marillana Creek) Agreement
Act. The Minister suggested that all agreement Acts contained this provision. I would
be interested to hear the Minister name those that do, and I would probably lead with an
argument which says, "Those that do should not, and if they do the Delegated Legislation
Committee needs to look at them a little more closely than it has done in the past."
Clause 5(d) takes away our ability as legislators to look at regulations that may be
published in regard to this agreement. It allows for regulations to be laid upon the Table
of both Houses for six days but forbids either House to disallow, amend or make any sort
of comment about those regulations. I do not see the point in having them laid upon the
Table if the only purpose is to inform members of Parliament that a regulation has been
gazetted. If we cannot advise the Minister that the regulation is incorrect in some way or
does not meet with our requirements or maybe advise the joint venture partners of some
problem with the regulation, this clause flies in the face of all the things that this
Chamber has empowered the Delegated Legislation Committee to do - that is, to look at
subsidiary legislation that is published in the Governent Gazette and does not come
before this place. It is one more step down the road to the unfettered use of power by the
Executive Government - which has been the bane of the lives of members opposite for
the past 10 years but which they have chosen to ignore on quite a number of occasions.
It is a frightening subclause. It would be wise to quote from a report that was laid upon
the Table this afternoon by the Chairman of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated
Legislation. Report No 4 contains a quotation from the Royal Commission into
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Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters. The words "royal
commission" echoed from this side of the Chamber continually for about five years.
We still hear that echo from this side of the Chamber, as we beard a deafening silence
two or three years ago from the other side of the Chamber. The taxpayers of this State
paid about $30m to get advice from the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of
Government and Other Matters. Part of that advice states -

The least visible law making activity undertaken in this State is that by which
statutory rules are made. These have a pervasive effect upon the lives and
livelihood of the community. The joint standing committee on delegated
legislation and the Interpretation Act 1984 constitute significant checks in the
process through which rules are given legal effect..

In other words, the royal commission said that there should be an ability for people to
make regulations in regard to acts of Parliament. Laws are vibrant and sometimes need
to be amended and changed, sometimes quite rapidly. When that takes place, as
scrutineers and legislators acting on behalf of those people we represent, we need to have
a say in whether those regulations were allowed for and intended within the Act, whether
they do not transgress against people's civil liberties, and whether they do any of the
other things I have mentioned in this Chamber ad nauseam.
This agreement Act represents a major step in the development of this State, and will
probably be as important as the pipeline from Dampier to Perth. I cannot give an
example of how we will develop in the north because of the pipeline, Having lived there
for 14 years, I feel we are looking for someone to give us a kick ahead. As Hon Mark
Nevill said, the pipeline will be of a minimum diameter, but we will find a use for that
gas in the North West Shelf. I cannot understand why all those regulations associated
with the Act are necessary for this agreement to be put into place and why it should be
not necessarily secret but untouchable, so that we in this place will not be able, for
instance, to see whether they were provided for within the Act.
The substance of schedule 1 can be found on page 36 of the Bill containing by-laws and
regulations. It shows how those regulations came about. Clause 21 of schedule 1
describes why there is a need for regulations and what makes them lawful and material to
the agreement Act itself. I have read this clause and do not see what is wrong with it and
why it is necessary to be able to publish regulations that no-one could interfere with. I
wonder if the paragraph on page 10 reflects a misunderstanding that some of our senior
administrators may have and some of our senior bureaucrats certainly have, which is that
when one moves towards uniform legislation, as mentioned in that paragraph, one does
not need to have insignificant members of Parliament having a say as to whether those
regulations passed as part of uniform regulations should be disallowed. Every
commission we have had has said, just as the general public think, that we as legislators
do not do our jobs very well.
If we were to let clause 5 go by, it would appear that we would be formalising that
position and saying it was not up to us as legislators to use public facilities and taxpayers'
funds without having a say on how the funds were spent. Although this is promoted as,
and to a large extent is, a privately owned commercial enterprise, it cannot have force, in
some cases, without the use of taxpayers' facilities and funds. That is written in the
agreement. I have a problem with that, but it is not a big enough problem to warrant
removing or altering the agreement to make it less attractive for those joint venture
partners. In the overall scheme of things I do not worry too much about how the gas gets
from Dampier to the goldfields or how it gets inland, but I worry about what sont of
powers we give that are vested in us through our Westminster system of democracy. The
bottom line is that the buck will stop with us as the elected representatives, who have the
responsibility to see that what is being done in the name of the people is done in the way
we have agreed to as their representatives. It is there quite clearly on page 36 in the form
of by-laws and regulations, where clause 21 (1) of schedule 1 states -

The Governor in Executive Council may, upon recommendation of the Energy
Minister, make, alter and repeal by-laws relating to terms and conditions for
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access to and use by Third Panics of the Pipeline which incorporate and are in all
material respects consistent with the approved proposals, the provisions of Clause
20 and the tariff setting principles applicable from time to time under Clause 22.

1 do not want to go through all of this, but it gives a guide as to how and why those
regulations should be published.
Hon George Cash: It is critical that we recognise that these by-laws relate only to
commercial matters affecting third party users of the pipeline under the Act and not for
the general public at large, on which your argument is based.
Hon TOM HELM: The by-laws mentioned on page 36?
Hon George Cash: Yes. The by-laws referred to in clause 5 of the Bill can relate only to
those third party users of the pipeline. It is not as if they are by-laws that affect the
public at large. That is one of the critical factors. Itris a commercial venture on which
$400m or thereabouts is to be expended and, quite clearly, there is a need to protect the
investment of the joint venturers.
Hon TOM HELM: I would not argue with that. That is perfectly right, If we are talking
about people investing that type of money, they have the right to have that investment
protected. I would go one step further: I think it would be totally wrong for someone
with the background and intelligence of Tom Helm to have the right to stand up in any
forum and say, "I do not think it should go ahead." Maybe we should not have it tabled
at all.
Hon George Cash: I understand what you are saying. The general thrust of your
comments are related to by-laws that would affect the public at large, if I may use that
term, but these particular by-laws relate only to third parties to the pipeline.
Hon TOM HELM: The debate on delegated legislation is usually triggered off by one of
the members of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation or a research
officer finding something that transgresses civil liberties or is ultra vires the Act. If a
need exists for the Governor in Council to allow regulations to go forward, that is
covered by the provision at page 36.
Hon George Cash: Yes.
Hon TOM HELM: I accept the Minister's point, If a third party who felt aggrieved by a
regulation came to me, I would have no ability to do anything about it.

Hon George Cash: That is right, because we are dealing with a commercial agreement.
It should not be for the Parliament to alter this agreement; it either ratifies the agreement
or does not ratify the agreement. It is not for the Parliament to enter into the contractual
obligations or responsibilities of third panies.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I remind members that this is the second reading
debate. Some of these issues could be canvassed more appropriately during Committee.
Han TOM HELM: I am glad that the Minister said that, because I was going to move on
to the Iron Ore (Marillana Creek) Agreement Act. I invite the M inister to provide
examples of agreement Acts that contain that clause. I have not had an opportunity to go
through all the agreement Acts to see whether that clause is included. There is a way to
protect that investment money, which should be protected. If the part of clause 5(d)
relating to the Interpretation Act were removed, it would not substantially undermine the
agreement that the State wishes to enter into with the joint venture partners.
Hon George Cash: Unfortunately, it would, because if you remove 5(d) -

Hon TOM HELM: Not the whole of 5(d), just the first part.
Hon George Cash: Clause 5(d) relates to section 42 of the Interpretation Act, which
deals with the tabling of regulations and the ability of the Parliament to disallow
regulations. As soon as you remove chat, you immediately have the Parliament able to
disallow commercial arrangements. That is the problem.
Hon TOM HELM: If clause 21 of schedule I is flawed, that is correct, If that clause
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were flawed, to protect the capital investment, rather than take away the ability of this
Parliament to look at those regulations, this agreement should be amended. The
Opposition wants this pipeline to go ahead, whether it happens this year or in 41 years'
time. If a regulation can be published that could hold the operation to ransom and cause
difficulty, the clause should be amended quickly so that there is an ability within the Bill
to prevent the regulation from being published. Under the Health Act, the Minister for
Health has been granted wide-ranging emergency powers. Perhaps that legislation needs
to be amended, as well. This legislation removes reference to the Interpretation Act,
upon which the basis of the democratic system exists. It is either sloppy draftsmanship or
somebody is making a major mistake. That mistake can be corrected in a proper way in
this place. We are talking about a huge capital investment. Cerain provisions of the law
are being amended to allow this venture to take place. The agreement enables land to be
acquired so that the pipeline can go ahead and provides that attention be paid to the
native title Act. I hope that I have made my point strongly and that the Minister will
respond at the appropriate time.
I turn now to the Freedom of Information Act, which was passed by the Parliament in a
bipartisan manner. Prior to its introduction, everyone was telling us that the Executive
Government was too secretive and that there was no reference to the Parliament.
However, if people want information, they cannot get it. At question time today,
Hon Bob Thomas went to great lengths to outline how he did not receive proper answers
to his questions. This Administration agreed to the introduction of a Freedom of
Information Act, but has included at page 18 of this Bill -

No agency of the State shall be permitted to make any application under section
35 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 in respect of any information
provided to the State or to the Minister under this Agreement.

On the face of it, that is fair enough when dealing with commercial confidentiality and
with untrustworthy or unstable people who should not be working on a pipeline. There
are many reasons why the general public should not be able to obtain certain information.
The FOI Act already provides for the inister to claim that it is not in the public interest
to disclose information. The West Australian and the Labor Party have made requests for
FOT, at a cost of $30, and have received the reply that it is not in the public interest to
supply information. We have to cop that because it is a decision by the Minister.
However, under that legislation the Minister is answerable to the Parliament. Under this
legislation, we do not have an opportunity to talk to the Minister. I am not saying that we
should not pass this agreement Act because that provision exists, but it is a worry.
People must understand that our commitment to the Act means that some of our
principles must be subsumed. But, because we want the legislation to proceed, we need
an answer to the questions that we have asked.
The PRIESIDENT: Order! The place to obtain the answers to those questions is in
Committee. I have been listening to the member talk about clauses of the Bill which
should be properly dealt with in Committee. The member can talk about the general
theme of the Bill in the second reading debate, but he is precluded from talking about the
derail of the clauses. You can refer to the clause you are talking about but not go into the
details.
Hon TOM HELM: With all due respect, Mr President, as I understand it, this is a unique
piece of legislation in that the schedule, which is the agreement containing the clauses to
which I refer, cannot be amended. I am not necessarily asking the Minister to respond at
this stage. However, I am making reference in some detail because of the inmportance of
those clauses remaining in the Bill. We will not be voting against them or moving to
amend them. Although I would take your point regarding normal Bills, Mr President,
this is different in that the schedule cannot be touched - it is an agreement between the
Premier on behalf of the State.
The PRESIDENT: I am not trying to stop the member, but I want to ensure that he and
other members understand that a second reading debate is a second reading debate
whether it be an agreement Bill or any other Bill. in the second reading debate the
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member can say something like, "In this schedule there are matters about which we are
very concerned; for example, in section so and so," but that is as far as he can go. Hie can
then say, "I will talk in more detail about this matter in Committee." Here I am making a
speech!
Hon TOM HELM: Thanc you. Mr President. Another matter which causes me some
concern, and on which I will touch lightly, is clause 41 of schedule 1, the training levy
exemption. We are advised that the gas pipeline will provide employment for about
1 000 people and that is one of the reasons we support it. The pipeline running from
Danmpier to Perth used the foremost technology in the world; for example, it used coded
welders to weld materials that had not been welded anywhere else. There was provision
for welding to take place in vacuums, and things like X-ray machines examined the
seams of the pipeline. It seems to me that with a venture of this magnitude and cost, in
the interests of the joint venture partners and the State a training levy should be provided.
It could be used to train people in those techniques used to build the pipeline and which
will not be used anywhere else in the world. No-one can beat us at that technology. It
would not be a matter of the participating companies having to pay one per cent of the
payroll tax - companies are exempt from paying the training levy if they are using the
equivalent amount of money to train their own work force. This is the best example of
where that can happen. I will be talking in more detail on that subject in Committee.
I suppose I have had a bee in my bonnet for sometime that it should be the responsibility
of the Government to ensure that our natural resources, which belong to everybody in the
State, reach the people who use them. However, it is this Government's policy that
private enterprise be responsible for getting the gas from its source to the customer. That
flies in the face of clause 26 of schedule 1, headed "Resumption for the purposes of this
Agreement" which seeks to provide that -

The State is hereby empowered, as and for a public work under the Public Works
Act ...

I hope the Minister will be able to explain the intent of that provision. Notwithstanding
that one might have a philosophical objection to the fact that it is to be a privately owned
and operated pipeline, a stand-alone facility on which people will spend much money.
which should be supported and which will see red tape dispensed with, it seems rather
strange that the Minister can at some stage treat it as though it were a public undertaking.
Certain things are allowed under the Public Works Act in the case of resumptions and so
on. Therefore, if it is necessary to enact part of the Public Works Act to have the pipeline
continued, surely it would be logical to talk about it being a public project, rather than a
private enterprise project. I will discuss that matter also in more detail in Committee.
I cannot emphasise enough that there is a need for this pipeline; it is very welcome. The
Opposition will do nothing to hold it up or see it changed in substance. However, we do
not want to see that within a couple of weeks of this Bill being passed, holes are being
dug, pipes are being laid, and so on. There is still much work to be done and details to be
hroned out.
I understand BHIP Minerals Ltd is not as enthusiastic about the project as the other joint
venture partners. I am a little concerned about the third part of the trilogy of Bills which
will allow the Pilbara energy project to proceed and which I understand is an integral part
of this pipeline. I understand the pipeline will go from Hedland, not Dampier. I have
asked question after question; I have been down to see the Minister for Resources
Development, Colin Barnett, in another place: I have spoken to as many people as I can -
the Leader of the House has mentioned it a couple of times, publicly in this Chamber and
behind the Chair - but I have received no explanation why the Bills have not been passed
to allow the Dampier pipeline to proceed. To a large extent, I am as guilty as anybody of
feeling over-enthusiastic about this pipeline. One gets a little disturbed when one sees at
Kwinana our natural gas being burnt off when we cannot get it in Hedland just over
200 1cm north of Dampier. However, that will be affected by this project. It is no good
saying that because someone said it will happen, it will happen. We are a long way from
that yet. The third part of that trilogy of Bills is still not on the Notice Paper. As a result
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of that and becaus the ocher place will nor sit again this session, chat Bill will not reach
the Notice Paper, it will not be passed and the gas pipeline from Dampier to Pent Hedland
will not begin.
No-one wants to be a Job's comforter, but I stand by what I said: This Administration
should be congratulated for putting together this pipeline. It is something we really need.
I am not concerned only with populating the north of die State, but also with using the
resources we have to add value to the already present resources so that people can make a
decent living in the area and stay there. However, we are receiving mixed messages. As
a result of its enthusiasm for the project the Opposition has allowed two Bills exclusively
to do with the pipeline from Dampier to Hedland to pass the third reading stage and
become Acts of Parliament. However, we do not know what the third BIll contains
because it is not before us. We do nor know whether any amendments will be moved in
the other place. However, that does not matter because we have taken it on good faith
that the pipeline and the power station will be built in Hedland and from that so will the
goldfields gas pipeline. Nonetheless, alarm bells are ringing in my head and I am
concerned about the propaganda con 'nected to this, rather than the fact of it.
I am a good example of how all the people in the north feel about this matter. Thank
goodness we can get natural gas into Port Hedland. Once the power station is
constructed we will have gas in our homes and it will not have to be reticulated. It is nor
known when that will happen, but it is certain that it will. It will help to encourage a
centre plank for downstream processing of iron ore and other resources. It is all
interconnected in that there seems to be no downside. No taxpayers' money is needed up
front or any huge investment from any of the Stare enterprises. Therefore, there is no
risk; it is not a gamble. If it is a gamble it is being done by somebody else. However, we
know that for the most part private enterprise does not gamble that amount of money; it
usually has good reasons for spending its dollars. Everything fits into place. We want it
and the Port Hedland and Pilbara Shires want it.
It cook eight or nine years to move the gas 200 kmn north, although it took 18 months to
get it 1 000 kmn south. The people in Broome think that the 600 km step between Port
Hedland and Broome will take place at any time. I do not want to discourage people
from thinking that. I want people to feel as though they have a future in the north west
and that they are to be encouraged by Government enterprises. I know that I am
criticising my own former Government, the ALP, when it was in power, because it talked
about these matters but they never happened, Now the crowd opposite who criticised the
former Government are doing the same thing. The wonst thing is that although the other
mob may have hung the carrot a metre above our heads - we knew that as high as we
jumped we would not get it - the carrot is about only two inches away from us now. Two
Bills have already been passed. Only one more needs to be passed and the power station
and pipeline will be in place. That is even more cruel than the actions of the previous
Administration.
I know I have no right in debate on this Bill to ask for another explanation of why the
third Bill has not been introduced. It is crucial to this Bill because this legislation
proposes a pipeline ftrm Port Hedland to the goldfields. If it relies on the power station
and the gas pipeline, that is gone. It is like a three card crick. I am trying to suppress my
cynicism. However, when one does not understand something and the board - I cannot
say whireboard - looks clear and all the questions, all the conundrums and all the
formulas add up and make sense but the project does nor happen, one must really worry.
Hon Murray Montgomery: Do you rub them all our at the end?
Hon TOM HELM: We know politicians. Something may be on the whiteboard looking
rosy and clear, and someone may come along and rub it out. That is the danger. I wish
tis project all the luck and success in the world. I could easily be convinced that all of
my concerns were mere concerns that could be taken care of. However, I feel less
convinced - and it would be difficult to convince me - chat the panc of clause 5 which I
wish to amnend is an integral part of this agreement. I do nor believe we require the
ability - if we have the ability it should be amended - to table documents in this place and
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have them lie on the Table for six days but only look at diem. I was not elected to this
place to have matters put before me which are of concern to people I may or may not
represent or have been elected by, and not be allowed to say anything about them. It
sounds strange to me, particularly after spending seven years on the Joint Standing
Committee on Delegated Legislation. I know there are ways and means of getting
Mround the problem so that the interests of everybody concerned are dealt with, whether
they be the commercial interests of the State Government and its representatives and the
joint venture partners, or concerns dealing with the character of any of the employees of
the State or Federal Government. Those concerns can also be addressed in other ways.
Perhaps I am reading the clause wrongly; however, clause 5 is definitely a worry. I
support the Bill.
HON DOUG WENN (South West) [10.55 pm]: I support the Bill. It is quite a good
Bill, mainly in the concept of bringing a gas pipeline from the north west to Kalgoorlie.
However, I have some concerns wit the Bill overall. The second reading speech by the
Minister for Mines refers to one of the benefits of the project as the better positioning of
our mining and mineral processing industry among the world's competitive producers
through lower energy costs and more reliable supply. How does this compare with the
negotiations over the contracts at the North West Shelf gas project at the moment? How
would the Minister compare those negotiations to the provision of lower costs overall
through what the Minister refers to as a more reliable supply? We are under the take or
pay system of gas supply anyway. The real issue of concern to me tonight is the water
flow from the north west. I made this point only recently in another debate.
The second reading speech refers to another benefit - the generation of jobs from the
construction and operation of the pipeline, and from the associated developments
consequent upon the availability of natural gas. The supply of gas from the north west
basically through to Kalgoorlie will provide more jobs. I doubt whether anyone in this
House would not support that. At the same time facilities must be provided, such as gas
and electricity supplies, and in particular, water, which is essential to humans. If this
Government is willing to put up a certain amount of money to run a pipeline of gas from
the north west to Kalgoorlie, why can it not facilitate a water pipeline beside it? It is a
matter this Government should seriously consider.
Today's Press referred to areas in the south west, such as Margaret River, which are on
the coastline and which one expects would have a good supply of water. However, those
areas are in dire straits and face water restrictions owing to the nature of the recent
weather, the driest in a long time. The water supply in that area is drying up.
Government members have in die past scoffed at the Ernie Bridge pipe dream. Perhaps
they should seriously reconsider it. Another benefit to which the speech refers is the
generation of electricity from natural gas in Kalgoorlie, which will reduce the load on the
Muja to Kalgoorlie transmission line. That part of the Minister's second reading speech
concerns me.
We have debated in this House the Muja power station, the proposed Collie 300 MW
coal fired power station and the possible 300 MW extension to it. It is obvious from this
Bill that the Government has no intention of extending the proposed new power station at
Collie. I hope the gas pipeline project will lead to cheaper power costs, but it spells the
end to an extension to the proposed coal fired power station at Collie. The Minister's
second reading speech makes it very clear that this Government is going to gas. I advise
the people of Collie not to listen to the Government's rhetoric; they are being railroaded
and they will not get anything beyond a 300 MW power station. The Government, with
this Bill, is indicating that it will spend $400m on a goldfields gas pipeline and certainly
will not extend the proposed Collie power station.
It concerns me that the Minister's second reading speech states -

With this vision, on 17 April 1993 the Government advertised a call for
expressions of interest from the private sector to build, own and operate a pipeline
to bring gas from the north-west of the State to the north-eastern and eastern
goldfields areas. This call closed on 30 May 1993.
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In other words, in approximately six weeks it was able to put together a contract worth
$400mn, yet it has taken a number of years to put together a contract for the proposed coal
fired power station at Collie. To date, the Collie power station contract has not been
signed. It had to be renegotiated because the Minister for Resources Development was
not happy with it. It has taken this Government over a year to reach thac stage.
However, in six weeks a commitment is given by a company to construct a $400m
pipeline from die north west to Kalgoorlie.
Hon George Cash: That is not what it says.
Hon DOUG WENN: I will not listen to the Minister's interjections. However, I wonder
whether negotiations were taking place prior to that. It all happened so quickly that some
negotiations must have taken place.
Hon George Cash: Nothing was done in six weeks.
Hon DOUG WENN: I am quoting the second reading speech.
Hon George Cash: Read it properly.
Hon DOUG WENN: I am interpreting what the Minister said.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The member on his feet said he would not take interjections
and in the next breath he replied to an interjection from Hon George Cash.
Hon DOUG WENN: The Minister's second reading speech states -

..the Goldfields Gas Transmission Joint Venture, GGTJV, comprising a
consortium of Western Mining Corporation, Normandy Poseidon Limited and
BHP Minerals, was assessed to be the most likely successful developer.

On 8 September 1993 the Premier announced that the GGTJV had been given the
contract. I wonder whether it was the lowest bid and, if it was not, what percentage was
that bid over and above the lowest bid? In addition, what criteria were used to select the
successful bid? Perhaps during the Committee stage the Minister will reflect on that. I
note that the Minister's second reading speech states -

Two other bidders' expressions of interest were held extant pending further
assessment .. .

In other words, the Government said, "We have accepted Joe Blow's bid but you guys
should hang around because it may not meet the necessary requirements." The previous
Government was accused of doing that with the previously proposed power station at
Collie. I find the Government's actions rather interesting.
The next paragraph of the Minister's speech states that the other two bidders were
advised that their bids had lapsed. The Government is being hypocritical. On the one
hand it is telling the bidders that they should stand by and, on the other hand, it is saying
that their bids have lapsed.
Reference is made in the Minister's second reading speech to Aboriginal sites. He said -

... the Department of Aboriginal Sites of the Western Australian Museum
provided data on the location of registered Aboriginal sites to assist the GGTJV in
avoiding, where possible, conflict with these sites.

At the same time, the Opposition has been told that the Government will pay for any
areas where Aboriginal sites will be in conflict with the gas pipeline development. That
leads me to another point: The Government has mounted a challenge in the High Court
on land rights in this State. We are proceeding with this Bill rather quickly and I wonder
whether, if the proposed route of the pipeline conflicts with Aboriginal sites, it will
impact on the developers. It could become the Government's problem and cause it to
carry the cost of subsequent challenges. The challenge in the High Court could take a
number of years and, if that occurred, would this project be delayed? I said at the outset
that I support the Bill, but I am concerned with those issues I have outlined. It is all very
well for the Government to say that the project will proceed, but the reality is that the
problems which could arise would become the taxpayers' problems. Th1e Minister's
second reading speech also states -
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Thirdly, it will encourage ocher development in the regions through which the
pipeline passes by making gas transmission capacity available in the pipeline to
third parties on a non-discriminatory basis at fair and reasonable tariffs that are
consistent with tariff setting principles that the Minister will approve.

Will die tariffs be approved by the Parliament or will the joint venture partners be given
the authority to set their own tariffs? One of the biggest arguments I heard against Ernie
Bridge's pipedream was the situation in California. It was raised so many tunes and I
understand it happened because the private company that built the water pipeline was
charging its own tariffs with no restrictions and no check on its activities, It was
charging exorbitant prices and getting away with it. I ask the Minister to indicate
whether that could happen here.
Hon George Cash: Have you read the tariff setting principles in the Bill?
Hon DOUG WENN: No, I will leave that until later.
Hon George Cash: When you read the Bill you will see the answer to your question.
Hon DOUG WENN: I am concerned that that could possibly happen, and the Minister
should perhaps look into the matter seriously. Reference is made in the second reading
speech to traditional usage of land. This Government has said it will cover any costs in
relation to traditional use of land, and I ask the Minister to indicate the effect that will
have on Western Australians. I am very concerned about possible delays in this area
because the State Liberal Government is challenging the Mabo decision in the High
Court. How long will that delay the project, or will the Government be lax in this area to
allow the project to go ahead? It is interesting to note in the second reading speech that -

The GGTJV will pay all other costs of acquisition of land.
I assume that refers to any farming land. Obviously, this pipeline will be constructed in
the most direct and straight line possible, without any deviation. Later in the second
reading speech reference is made to resumption of land and so forth. I recall that some
problems rose with the powerlines in the south west of this State under the previous
Labor Government. I opposed the then Government's plans, contrary to the wishes of the
Minister at the time, and I stand by my decision. Will there be consultation in this
resumption of land or will the joint venturers be able to act as they wish with the
Government's backing?
Hon Tom Stephens: What is the current Government doing about the powerline?
Hon DOUG WENN:, It has done the right thing and supported the construction of the
powerline from Manjimup to Beenup. It has chosen the most appropriate route.
Hon Tom Stephens: You must have done your work as the local member very well.
Hon DOUG WENN: Yes, I did and [ bore the wrath of some Ministers at the time, as
Hon Barry House can testify. The issue in this matter is how much will be paid to the
people whose land is used. The second reading speech also states -

The joint venturers are required to advertise for customers of the pipeline by
means approved by the Minister.

This House is asked to approve the Bill and I query why it is not given the opportunity to
approve the decisions of the Minister in advertising for customers. I support this project
absolutely but this House should scrutinise the advertising and other provisions. We
should be more stringent, although I understand the need for some commercial
confidentiality. I take this matter very seriously and I think that this House should have
more opportunity to scrutinise the decisions made.
Clause 14 is a total joke, and should be removed from the Bill.
Hon George Cash: The only way to take it out is for you to vote against it because it is
part of the agreement.
Hon DOUG WENN: We might even do that.
Hon George Cash: Let us see whether you do.
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Hon DOUG WENN: The second reading speech states -

Clause 14 requires the joint venturers to canry out a continuous program of
investigation to ascertain the effectiveness of measures being taken under the
approved proposals for rehabilitation, protection and management of the
environment. The joint venturers are required to report to the Minister if the
measures are not effective ...

In other words, it is self-appraisal. Why is there no provision for the Department of
Conservation and Land Management or the Environmental Protection Authority to assess
the environmental management to determine whether it is at the required standard? I
heard on ABC Radio today some criticism of one of the major companies in this country
and its rehabilitation activities.
Hon Mark Nevill: Not in this State, it was in Queensland.
Hon DOUG WENN: Yes, and a report was made to Premier Goss. Clause 14 of the
agreement will allow the company to report to the Minister on the effectiveness of
measures being taken. I find that a bit of a joke. I think the Government has thrown it in
to catch us out.
Hon George Cash: What about the qualification relating to the EPA?
Hon DOUG WENN: How could those two departments in this State not keep an eye on
the project?
Hon George Cash: Are you saying the Environmental Protection Act does not apply?
Hon DOUG WENN: Not under this.
Hon George Cash: What about the Bill?
Hon DOUG WENN: I amn not worrying about that. I will come to the Bill at the
Committee stage and then I will challenge the Minister again, if necessary, if he does not
give me the appropriate answers. According to the second reading speech the joint
venturers will judge themselves. That is unacceptable. Th1e second reading speech also
states -

Clause 15 addresses the respective responsibilities of the joint venturers and the
State in regard to construction and maintenance of roads.

It can be seen from the second reading speech that quite a bit is given away by the State.
Will the road costs be shared on a 50:50 basis, or will the joint venturers be totally
responsible for road surfaces, bearing in mind that they will be using those roads?
Hon George Cash: The Bill states that the joint venturers will be responsible for the cost
of construction and maintenance of all private roads.
Hon DOUG WENN: I wonder how long it will last. How soon will it be before the
company decides it has done its bit, and gifts the roads to the State which will then be
responsible for maintaining them? Clause 17 of schedule 1 requires the State to ensure
that users of the pipeline can, where required, access the Damnpier to Bunbury gas
pipeline where it is technically and economically feasible for the State Energy
Commission to grant such access. Why does that new pipeline need to link into the
existing pipeline? The route of the existing pipeline runs in a different direction from the
proposed pipeline. Is the reason that we need accessibility to the existing pipeline the
take or pay contract?
Hon George Cash: I suggest you read clause 17.
Hon DOUG WENN: Clause 18 of schedule I refers to the joint venturer being able to
link into the existing electricity grid via the Muja to Kalgoorlie grid. That is an open
declaration that the Government will build a 300 MW power station to satisfy the
National Party members - Hilda Turnbull and Hendy Cowan - but the Government will
not go beyond 300 MW. The people of Collie will wake up to the Government and at the
next election will make their views well known in the ballot.
Hon Tom Stephens: I bet that at the next election campaign the Government will say to
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the people of Collie that there is a 99 per cent chance that an additional 300 MW power
station will be built in the next term of Government.
Hon DOUG WENN: That is probably right. It concerns me that section 533B of the
Local Government Act, which enables proponents under agreement Acts to elect to have
lands valued on a nominal basis, shall not apply. What amount of money will that deny
the shires and councils through which this pipeline will go? Hon Tom Stephens will
agree that they are large shires, and they need that money to assist them in their
administration. Also, I would have thought that the Local Government Act would need
to be amended to allow that to happen.
I have some concern about clause 26 of schedule 1, which enables the State to resume
land, if required. Who will put a value on that resumed land? The joint venturers will
want that pipeline to run in a direct line from A to B. They will not want to have large
10 km or 15 km diversions.
Clause 43 of schedule I enables stone, sand and gravel to be taken from the route of the
pipeline for construction purposes without payment of royalty. There is concern in the
south west because local councils and shires are charged when they remove sand and
gravel from areas that are controlled by the Environmental Protection Authority or the
Department of Conservation and Land Management. That was put in place by the Labor
Government, which I resented and argued against. This Hill will grant an exemption to
the joint venturers. I am concerned that we are giving too much to this company. It is a
slap in the face for other councils and shires in Western Australia when one company is
given an exemption yet they are charged - and the Government has made no attempt to
amend the Department of Conservation and Land Management Bill - for the removal of
sand and gravel.
As I understand it, this Bill provides an opportunity to create industry, particularly in the
Kalgoorlie area. However, what the Minister and the Government have not realised is
that when we provide industry, we have to provide facilities and backup systems. We
will have gas, and through gas we will get electricity, but through neither of those will we
get water. Unless we can provide water, what is the good of having industry in that area?
The more people we put into Kalgoorlie, the greater will be the demand of water. I stated
in debate on a Bill last week that I have always believed strongly in Ernie Bridge's
pipedream. Margaret River and Augusta are on the coast and should not have any water
problems, but they have great water problems because of the long, dry spell that we have
had this summer. Why not build a water pipeline alongside the proposed gas pipeline? If
the Government wanted to bring in private enterprise, I do not think there would be any
problem with that. If that were done under the same controls that will apply to the gas
pipeline, according to this Government there will not be any problems. Why not reverse
the pipeline from the south west to the north west to Kalgoorlie and pump water the other
way? It can be done. I asked Hon Tom Helm earlier from where in the north can we get
water. There are two major points.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The member spoke about this at the beginning of his speech.
I could not connect it with the Bill then and I cannot connect it with the Bill now.
Hon DOUG WENN: The connection is the fact that we have already laid a path from the
north to Kalgoorlie. Why can we not do something with it? I am talking about a
pathway that takes in all the Aboriginal sites and all the land sites for farming properties.
so why can we not do this as a joint project? Opening up this area with the gas pipeline
will create bigger problems if we do not incorporate a water pipeline at the same time. It
can be done, because we in dhe south west are approaching the stage where water
supplies are becoming a real problem. Whether we like it or not, that is the situation. I
put to the Minister that he should talk to the Minister for Water Resources and try to
work out a plan to combine the two projects. The gas pipeline has the potential to open
up the north west but it will be no good providing gas without a water supply as well. I
support the Bill.
HON P.R. LIGHTFOOT (North Metropolitan) [11.31 pmj: I want to make a small
contribution tonight and in doing so I congratulate the Government on its initiative in its
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fairly short parliamentary term in providing for and encouraging a pipeline of 1 400-odd
kilomers from the Pilbana to the inland city - as Kalgoorlie was often referred to. It is a
great project that needs to be initiated. I hope that many more projects of this kind are
promulgated under this and future Governments. It is true that without cheap energy
there can be no secondary industry, and without secondary industry there can be no
diminution in appreciable levels of youth unemployment. For that reason alone I
thoroughly applaud the Government's initiative. The key to secondary industry is cheap
energy.
I was approached some 18 months ago on the issue of cheap energy. It was illustrated to
me that if we were to separate, for instance, the magnetite from vanadium - referred to as
vanadiferous magnetite - some heat medium was needed. The State Energy Commission
would have supplied that heat from the North West Shelf at something like $2.30 a
gigajoule. If it were in the Perth metropolitan area, or adjacent areas, SECWA can
supply it for about $2.50 a gigajoule. Because the applicant was an industrial chemist he
was given to assaying samples from Malaysia and other parts of the world. The
Malaysian Government was prepared to offer the same energy at $1 a gigajoule. I am
further advised that in the geologically similar area of Carajas in Brazil, the Brazilian
Government was prepared to offer the company energy at 18g a gigajoule. It is a big
drop from $2.50 a gigajoule in the metropolitan area, to 180 a gigajoule. It illustrates
clearly that the State is in desperate need of cheap energy of same sont.
I point out that Western Australia is the most disadvantaged of all Australian States.
Consumers here pay on average about 47 per cent more for energy than the average paid
in the Eastern States. The pipeline will not redress that situation to a large degree but it
will start the process, I hope, of a turnabout in decentralisation in Western Australia.
This million square miles that comprises Western Australia enshrines in the metropolitan
area - the urban area surrounding Perth - about 75 per cent of all people living in this
State. That is an indictment not just of the previous Government but of Governments that
led this State prior to that time. That situation must change. It is immoral - some people
say it is obscene - to have a country of this nature and so diverse that we have 75 per cent
of all people in Western Australia clustered around the environmentally fragile and
sensitive area of Perth and its coastal strip. To a large degree I endorse the proposal to
decentralise. A turnabout must come.
The pipeline will run for some 1 400 kilometres. Hon Doug Wenn obviously has not
done his homework. I will not comment too much on what he said because I was unable
to follow his reasoning. I hope the Minister may be able to piece it together and let me
know what the member said. One thing he said on several occasions - hence I was able
to understand - was that the pipeline should be in a straight line! We are all aware that
the shortest distance between two points is a straight line, but in this case we want to
capture as much of the energy market as we can en route, and so must come from
Karratha to Mt Newman, to Wiluna, to Leinster - with all the massive energy potential
that the gas could be used for in that region - to Leonora, to Menzies down to Kalgoorlie,
Kambalda, Coolgardie and perhaps to Norseman. The whole idea is to make the pipeline
cost effective by obtaining as many users of the gas as we can, and to amortise the cost of
the pipeline over a multiplicity of industries, primarily of course - if not almost
exclusively - the mining industry. Something like one million litres of fuel oil and/or
diesel goes into the goldfields on a daily basis at a cost of about 800 a litre. It is not hard
arithmetic to work out that on a daily basis about $800 000 of fuel oil and/or diesel goes
to the goldfields regions. That costs Australia dearly because a significant part of that, on
avenage about one-third, is imported annually. That is, about one-third of the $800 000 to
$900 000 - say, $250 000 to $300 000 - flows overseas daily. This is what the pipeline is
designed to do. It will not cost the Government one iota; it is free enterprise. It will be
underwritten by major companies - not companies wholly owned by major companies
that are limited in their liability. They will underwrite so that if the relatively modest
limited liability company that owns the pipeline fails, the parent company must, under
this legislation, come to the party and pay up. Another major significance in the Bill is
that if gas is found en route, and there are several significant areas of potential - and here
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I must declare my interest; I have had almost a working lifetime interest in that area of
the goldfields - those companies will be able to junction into the pipeline and do a
commercial deal with the owners to supply gas from any discoveries along the moute of
this great initiative.
The pipeline has many things going for it. It gives alternative fuel to the people of
Kalgoorlie and to the people en route. One of the great mineralised. areas of the world, as
yet only partially exploited, is Agnew-Mt Keith-Leinster, the site of one of the great
sulphide nickel deposits of the world. Because of its underground mining operations and
township obligations, Leinster uses an enormous amount of diesel, one-third of which is
imported each year. This will go a long way to alleviating the high cost of diesel. One
knows that the head grade of the ore could be lowered to a point where it would increase
the tonnage of reserves, and doing that increase the life of the mines. There are some
vast mineral reserves of sulphide nickel in Mt Keith-Agnew, and that means on
feasibility the costs could be lowered, and because energy cost is lowered marginal mines
could get off the ground. To complement this situation, the Government should look at
its next initiative of building the standard gauge railway line from Geraldton almost
perfectly east on parallel to the township of Leinster. In doing so, it will allow some big
mineral reserves, which at this stage are subeconomic, to be exploited on a fiscally secure
basis. Transport services and gas could then be utilised in the process of reducing those
ores to concentrates.
Hon Tom Stephens: It was a conservative Government which closed the railway line in
that area. It is extraordinarily ironic that you are advocating such a railway line.
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Hon Tom Stephens may think that that is extremely ironic, but
some decades ago a railway line used to run to Wiluna. one to Sandstone, and one - to
which the member alluded - from Perth to Meekatharra which serviced the small
townships of Mt Magnet, Yalgoo, Cue and so forth. Hon Tom Stephens was obviously
not listening, as is his penchant at times, as I took care to indicate that it was a narrow
gauge railway line, the upgrading of which was no longer feasible. The railway line was
losing millions of dollars a year. Resources of that nature should not necessarily be
closed, because they decentralise and offer a lifeline, security and alternatives in
employment to people in the bush, all aspects badly lacking these days. However, no
alternative was available to closing down the old narrow gauge railway line. Had we
spent millions of dollars upgrading the line, we would have been condemned for
maintaining an obsolete and costly method of transport.
Since this pipeline initiative was announced a few short months ago, it should have
received sufficient encouragement to act as an impetus to conduct a feasibility study on a
railway line firom CGeraldton to the vast and substantially untapped mineral areas of
Mt Keith, Agnew and Leinster. That could use the existing infrastructure at Geraldton to
open up the hinterland, in much the same manner as this pipeline project. Juxtaposed to
the pipeline is the gas fired power station proposed within the Pilbara energy project
legislation, also introduced by this Government. This is a third alternative in establishing
an electricity transmission system to run from Port Hedland. From memory, the option is
for BHPl Minerals Pry Ltd to build the gas fired power station at Mt Newman, thereby
alleviating the millions of dollars necessary to sustain the dearest of all electricity
generation; namely, diesel powered generators. I do not know how much saving will be
involved, but it will be significant.
The pipeline project is a great initiative which offers scope and indicates what
Governments can do. At times in Western Australia we feel rather negative about
projects which cost hundreds of millions of dollars; however, unlike members opposite, I
am confident that this project will get off the ground. It is underwritten by three of the
biggest mining companies in Australia, and undoubtedly it will be a wonderful benefit for
the goldfields.
Hon Tom Helm: Which three companies have underwritten the project?
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: They are Normandy Poseidon Ltd, which is run by Robert de
Crespigny, BHPl Minerals Pty Ltd and Western Mining Corporation Holdings Ltd.
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Hon Tom Helm: It is not BHP.
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: It has a wholly-owned subsidiary company, which has agreed
under this legislation to fund any shortfall completely.
Hon Tom Helm: There is no letter to that effect as yet.
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Hon Tom Helm should brush up on this matter, as it runs
through his country. This project should not be knocked by members opposite, as it is a
great project.
Hon Bob Thomas: We are knocking your statement.
Hon P.R. .LIGHTFOOT: Members opposite should not cast doubts on the project. Free
enterprise money, not Government money, is being spent. Undoubtedly, the private
operators have done their homework. This is not a WA Inc deal. The previous
Government lost hundreds of millions of dollars of Western Australian taxpayers' money
in the 1980s. This is a free enterprise deal, which is the way to go. I have no problem
with this concept. Unlike members opposite, I have been in business and in mining for
some decades, and I am sure that this project will work. It should have been put together
during the 1980s when it was easier than today to raise money. Even today, with all the
restrictions and negatives following the downgrading of the State's credit rating by
Moodys * Investors Service as a result of the actions of the previous Government, the
project will get off the ground. The Government should be commended by both sides of
the House for this project, which I hope will receive unequivocal bipartisan support. This
is a great project, and I applaud the Government for its initiative. I look forward to the
day when gas flows into Kalgoorlie.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [11.46 pm]: I support this Bill. The project
should be commended for many reasons: The project can open up the interior of our
State. present possibilities in smelting our ores inland, provide employment and take
pressure off the metropolitan area. The project encourages decentralisation and the
treatment of resources in country areas, where work and capital are most needed. This
pipeline represents a less wasteful energy system than the long transmission powerlines,
from which a great deal of energy is lost; an example is the Perth to Kalgoorlie line. As
Hon Ross Lightfoot said, the project will reduce the need for diesel energy generation
and the alternative will not only be cheaper, but will also cause less pollution.
Nonetheless, the Bill causes me a few worries. I do not agree with Hon Ross Lightfoot
that we should aim at producing the cheapest gas and energy. We should be pricing our
resources correctly. The cheap option encourages the wasteful use of energy, and we
must consider energy efficiency. I hope that in tandem with future energy projects
planned in this State - a number are on the drawing boards - we will look more at energy
conservation, as very little has been done in this regard to date.
The Pilbara energy project aims at building, in this order, two future gas turbines, four
future waste heat boilers and two future steam turbines. I would be disappointed if the
more environmentally conscious and less wasteful power proposals were not adopted
because of a reduction in the energy requirements of Mt Newman as a result of the
pipeline. The Government must consider that. Also, as Hon Doug Wenn indicated, the
joint venturers themselves will be reporting their environmental misdemeanours to the
Government. That weakness must be amended. I share Hon Tom Helm's concern that
the process of this Bill is such that once it comes into effect, even though it contains
many unseen and unforeseen implications, we have no prospect of amending it. That is a
concern even with this good project. I hope that matter will be treated sensibly. Overall,
the downside of this project is far outweighed by the benefits it could bring to the State.
Therefore, I commend the Bill.
HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral) [11.50 pm]: I have watched with great
interest the breaking out of peace in the Chamber with the multi-party support for this
legislation that would have us ratify the Goldfields Gas Pipeline Agreement. This tidle of
the legislation is a bit of a misnomer. The pipeline is not just a goldfields gas pipeline as
was envisaged by its proponents, Western Mining Corporation Ltd, when it went to the

11892 [COUNCEL]



[Tuesday, 12 April 19941189

then Opposition prior to the last election. It has now been incorporated into a much
bigger plan which will provide an opportunity for parts of the eastern Pilbara, specifically
the town of Newman, to benefit from the agreement following legislative support for it.
The possible benefits to Newman were discussed in the debates on a couple of other Bills
that were before the House not so long ago. In our probing of the Government in those
debates, we were not left with a clear outline of the impact the changes envisaged with
this agreement and the other two Bills would have on Newman. I am pleased to have
been able to learn more from the Broken Hill Proprietary Co. Ltd about exactly what it
proposed by way of change to the power generation to that town. Quite clearly, there are
two options. The town will no longer use the existing power generation facilities.
Within two years, one way or the other, that power generation facility will be closed and
replaced by either transmission lines bringing electricity from Port Hedland to Newman
or, alternatively, drawing off this gas pipeline to generate electricity to that town.
People who travel through the goldfields cannot help being impressed by the need to link
that area of the State into an energy grid that would make possible what currently is not
possible; that is, for resource projects in that area to have a better chance of getting off -
or should I say into - the pround, than they currently have when faced with the very high
cost of having to generate electricity on site in very remote locations. Substantial mines
are successfully operating in very remote locations in the goldfields, places like Mary
Mia, Plutonic and many others, that are scattered through the Murchison area. Those
mnines are successful only because of the highly efficient mining techniques that are used
in the face of extremely high energy costs associated with carting diesel into those remote
locations. The proposal for the grid which is before the House in this Bill provides an
opportunity for at least some of those resource extraction projects to have their
economics enhanced by alternative ways of being supplied with energy. It is very
encouraging to know that we are now going down a path that will produce that result in
the not too distant future, hopefully. The former Federal Minister Francis Xavier Connor
would be one of the -

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Francis Rex Xavier Connor.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: Reginald Francis Xavier Connor.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Francis Xavier Connor was one of the great advocates for a
project such as this; not simply a grid that would service a small pant of Western
Australia but a pipeline grid that would have crossed the nation and provided the chance
for gas to be available to industry on either side of the continent and also at mnany points
along that path. No doubt, wherever he now is, he would be pleased to hear that at least
part of that dream is being delivered to the nation in totally different economic
circumstances from those which were available to the nation in the early 1970s. Twenty
years later joint venture capital is available to undertake a project such as this without
having to resort to the funny money proposals that seemed to be associated with those
dreams in the early 1970s. This project is much smaller than that which the great
visionary was trying to get the nation to embrace at that time.
Within the agreement a couple of items are intriguing for those of us who have studied
the legislation. Many of them have been referred to by other speakers, and I will build on
some of the themes raised by other speakers when I talk of a couple that camne to my
attention. I would be appreciative if the Minister for Mines could explain further to me,
if not to the House, the exact impact of that part of the agreement in the schedule that
deals with the Freedom of Information Act, specifically subclause (6). It reads -

No agency of the State shall be permitted to make any application under section
35 of the Freedom of Information Act 1992 in respect of any information
provided to the State or to the Mnister under this Agreement.

I find that a puzzling provision. I would have thought that there might be some desire on
the part of the joint ventuers to protect themselves from the impact of the Freedom of
Information Act. I am not sure whether that clause effectively does that; it stops only
State agencies from making application. There does not seem to be anything that
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prevents chose who are not agencies of the Scare utilising the FOI to extract information
abouc this project that might be used against the interests, or the wishes, of the joint
venturers.
Hon George Cash: Have you looked at the Freedom of Information Act?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am familiar with the Freedom of Information Act in a general
way.
Hon George Cash: Section 35 of die Freedom of Information Act allows the
commissioner to give access to documents without complying with sections 32 and 33 of
that Act. Sections 32 and 33 relate to documents containing personal information and
documents containing commercial or business information, and there is an absolute
requirement for all parties to be consulted. Section 35 provides chat the requirement to
consult be waived. Access cannot be given to certain documents unless the agency has
taken steps to obtain the views of a third parry or, if the third party is dead, his or her
closest relatives.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I look forward to reading those sections of the Freedom of
Information Act. It would appear that nothing in this agreement would gut the Freedom
of Information Act. That helps me to understand the intent of that clause.
I was intrigued as well by clause 15 of the schedule which talks about private and public
roads and maintenance thereof. I know this agreement will nor be changed by anything
that is said in this House because it is an agreement that cannot be amended by a vote of
the House, but clause 15(l)(c) states that the joint venturers shall. at any place where any
private roads are constructed so as to cross any railways or public woads, provide at their
cost such reasonable protection and siguposting as may be required by the Commissioner
of Main Roads or the Western Australian Government Railways Commission. The
House needs to recognise that the pipeline will be in very remote terrain.
Hon George Cash: Knowing the topography as he does, Hon Tom Stephens will realise
it will not always have a straight route.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Yes, and presumably it will nor always go up or down; it will go
in a variety of different inclines and directions. The experience of people in that area of
the Murchison, specifically, is that often gazened public roads are no more than bush
tracks. Adventurers can find themselves too easily coming across tracks that have been
put across the main public road as station access roads to get to portable yards or as grid
lines by resource companies or surveyors that are more substantial than the main road. I
remember a circumstance that developed in December 1992 when a Newman family
opted to cake a short-cut from Carnarvon across the terrain from Gascoyne Junction and
came out to a midpoint between the Gascoyne and Murchison regions. They
inadvertently followed a track that they thought was still the main road, but was a
sidetrack which had nor been adequately signposted to indicate the direction the traveller
should take. The end result of that mishap was that the family of three - father, mother
and child - ended up driving along a track until they ran out of fuel and were lost in
temperatures in the mid-forties. Regrettably one left the vehicle and all would have
perished had fortune not shone on them down the track where they were located after
alarms were sounded by their family in Newman because they had not arrived home. A
search was conducted by aircraft until the lost vehicle was found and the search parties
on the ground were directed to pick up the family. That mishap occurred because the
signposting on the roads in that area was inadequate in that bush tracks crossing a public
road did not have adequate signposts that left a traveller with a clear indication of which
way to go. The requirement to erect signposts in clause 15(1)(c) seems almost like a
one-off event, yet there is a need over rime to ensure that those signs are maintained and
renewed when vandalised, damaged or disguised, if you like, so a normal traveller in that
area cannot see which is the main route to take. I hope chat clause of the agreement is not
interpreted by either the Government or the joint venturers to be a one-off event, but
rather requires the signposting to be in place always in such a way as to protect the
interests of the increasing numbers of residents and visitors to those regions so their lives
are not placed at risk through the misadventure of going down the wrong track.
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Clause 7 of the schedule refers to the route for the pipeline. The final moute will not be
known until the joint venturers come back to the Minister. I am keen, as no doubt is all
of thar region, to know what specific towns, mine sites and projects will benefit from the
final moute of this pipeline. in the end that will be a commercial decision by the joint
venturers in a proposal to the Minister. The competing interests of those resource
projects will be balanced by the joint venturers, in the end with discussions with the
Minister, deciding which route will be used for this pipeline between the Pilbara and the
goldfields. Like many people with a commitment to the advancement of the interests of
the Gascoyne, Murchison and Pilbara areas of the State, I will be very interested indeed
to see what moute is taken through the Murchison, and in particular the Pilbara, and as the
pipeline goes further into the goldfields to see what specific projects benefit from its
construction.
I am also keen to know more about the work force. The second reading speech states that
the anticipated construction work force will be between 500 and 1 000 people during the
12 months construction period. It is quite a significant group of workers coming into the
mining and pastoral region and being there to the end of 1996 with significant impacts on
the population growth of that area during that period and with spin-off effects on the
service industries which will spring up round a work force of that size. The permanent
size of the work force after 1996 will come down to 20 or 30 persons. I guess we will
learn in rime where that work force; will find itself located. Some will be pipeline
workers positioned no doubt anywhere along the pipeline. Residents and others will
await to see how those issues will be resolved. Interestingly enough, there is a question
that has come my way which is worth mentioning in this debate, made by way of
response to Hon Ross Lightfoot's contribution. It asks, why would we want to build a
railway line from Geraldton to Leinster, which is some 500 kin, when we can extend the
standard gauge line 130 km north to Leinster from Leonora?
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: How many kilometres?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: It is 130 km north to Leinster from Leonora. It seems to be a
proposition that others thought perhaps did not make as much sense as was argued.
Hon PAR. Lightfoot: It would open up seven major ore bodies between Geraldton and
Leinster.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The point being made is that there is the opportunity of going
the other way.
Hon Kim Chance: I am with you, Ross.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Whichever way, I suppose the people of Kalgoorlie will be
interested in that viewpoint.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That alternative will come one day, so one can get from the Pilbara
via Karratha or Port Hedland virtually to Sydney.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The only risk is that while the member's party has been in
office it has been more prone to closing railway lines than opening them, and it ill
behoves someone on the member's side of the House arguing that case.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Not at all. We support the railway lines from Kalgoorlie to Perth
and in the Pilbara.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: In that process Liberal Governments have closed down more
railways than any other Government in the history of Western Australia.
Several members interjected.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: flat certainly applies to many railway lines in the area to be
traversed by this.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! If I am not mistaken this is a
gas pipeline.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Indeed, and when one sometimes sees this current Government
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making lines across the map, whether for pipelines or railway lines, one wonders whether
they are dotted lines the Government is hoping to use for future dreams of secession for
Western Australia.
Hon Mark Nevill: I wish the north metropolitan area would secede; then we could enjoy
the result.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: It may be that those dotted lines could be used for rearing off
Western Australia from the rest of the federation.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That is not a bad idea.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Come in, spinner! The Opposition with a multiplicity of voices
has expressed a unanimous viewpoint of support for this agreement. Quite clearly, we
would have taken great delight if Western Mining had come to us in 1992 with this
proposal. It did not; instead, it entered into a series of clandestine discussions with the
then Opposition.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: There was nothing clandestine. You said that with a big grin. It
was not an initiative of Western Mining but of this side of the House.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Not at all. The minutes of the meetings of the then Opposition
revealed the approaches Western Mining made to it up to the last election.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That is not true. So what? Give us your support.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: That company made those approaches to the Opposition, being
a little miffed with some of the personalities of the awrence Government. That left the
then Opposition with a significant election platform to put to the people of Western
Australia, which left the Government to press on with an agreement such as that endorsed
by this legislation. My own party while in Government quickly came forward with a
project of its own which, because of the circumstances, was perhaps a pale imitation of
that outlined by the present Government following its discussions with Western Mining.
Despite the origins of this project and while we can be disappointed about our failure to
entice Western Mining in our direction in 1992, the Government was successful and as a
result the State has before it an agreement which we hope will be to the benefit of the
entire State and will not be used simply to play politics by the Government, as it has
become to prone to do.
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [12.19 am]: I
thank members for their support of the Bill. As Hon Tom Stephens said, it was certainly
amultitude of voices that echoed that support. It is interesting that it took about four and
ahalf hours to do so. In spite of Hon Mark Nevill's comments, he outlined the major

elements of the agreement and acknowledged that it had already been signed and that the
Bill before the House was to ratify that agreement.
Hon Mark Nevill, in wishing the proponents well, also acknowledged the risk to the Joint
venturers and stated further that on a recent visit to Canberra he had got the general
feeling that the project would not meet with success. That is unfortunate.
Hon Mark Nevill: That was 12 months ago.

Hon GEORGE CASH:, That was an unfortunate comment. Hon Ross Lightfoot
mentioned - I agree with him - that we should be trying to talk up the project rather than
allowing the people in Canberra, in particular, to sell it down the drain.
Hon Mark Nevill: I think you are getting my comments out of perspective, It was a
private view put by bureaucrats that they didn't think it would be a goer. This was
shortly after you were elected. I don't think they were trying to sell it down the drain. I
think they didn't understand the market that was there. They underestimated the market,
basically.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I hope that they were underestimating the market which exists.
Clearly, the joint venture partners believe they have a proposition that will see the
pipeline become a reality. The point was made that presently we are dealing with an
agreement and not a project. That is a fact as things stand today. I intend, and the
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Government intends, Co support the joint venturers so that we end up with a project and
not just an agreement.
As to whether the gas pipeline frm the Pilbara to the goldfields will bring savings of
50 per cent, 25 per cent or some other figure, I do not think chat really matters at this
stage. The important thing is that there will be distinct benefits to the end users and that
the flow of gas within a relatively short period, when one considers the size of the
project, into cte goldfields will auger well for that region and, as has been pointed out by
Hon Ross Lightfoot, all those other existing towns and potential projects that will be en
route as the pipeline wends its way across the State.
As to the questions asked by Hon Mark Nevill, in particular the question of arbitration
and die tariff setting principles, I will speak tomorrow morning with the Minister for
Resources Development. The member is clearly keen to establish the protection chat is
inherent in the agreement for third parties. He suggested that his reading of die
agreement was that third parties would be in a position of disadvantage. I will seek an
assurance from the Minister chat, as I read the Bill, that is not the intention of the
proposition.
Hon Mark Nevill: I am sure it is not the intention.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I agree that it is not the intention, but I am happy to look into the
matter.
Hon Tom Helm strongly supported the project and wished the joint venturers well in their
endeavours. His major concern related to clause 5, which deals with by-laws, but in
particular clause 5(d). He suggested that the public might be subject to the by-laws. The
ability to establish by-laws relates to clause 21 of schedule 1, which is headed "By-laws
and regulations". Those by-laws and regulations relate to commercial matters between
the joint venturers and the third parties. It is not intended that those by-laws should
impinge on the public.
Hon Tom Helm: Perhaps it should say that.
Hon GEORGE CASH: It does say it. Clause 21 (1) of schedule 1 provides -

The Governor and Executive Council may. upon recommendation of the Energy
Minister, makce, alter and repeal by-laws relating to terms and conditions for
access to and use by Third Parties of the Pipeline which incorporate and are in all
material respects consistent with the approved proposals .. .

That is the point that I want to get across to Hon Tom Helm. I also acknowledge without
question that Hon Tom Helm was talking about this Parliament's right to consider
regulations and subsidiary legislation. He has been a member of the Joint Standing
Committee on Delegated Legislation for seven years, being a former chairman and at
present the deputy chairman. I understand what he is getting at in that area. Section 42
of the Interpretation Act deals with the laying of regulations, rules and by-laws before
Parliament and with their disallowance. It outlines the regulations which are required to
be laid before the Parliament and provides that either House of Parliament may pass a
resolution disallowing any regulations of which resolution notice has been given within
14 sitting days of such House after such regulations have been laid before it. It further
provides that if any regulations are not laid before both Houses of Parliament in
accordance with subsection (1), such regulations shall cease to have effect. That is not
the whole of section 42, but it will remind members in general terms of what that section
is all about.
Hon Tom Helm: Clause 21(2) of the schedule is a bit confusing if you take it in
conjunction with the third party comments. It may go further than that because it has to
do with uniform legislation and subsidiary legislation. It refers to an expiry date of two
years. I see what the Minister's problem is and accept the difficulty.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Clause 21(2) of the schedule talks about uniform laws or
subsidiary legislation being promulgated for petroleumn and gas pipeline operation in
Western Australia and then refers to subclause (3) of the same clause. The point that I
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wanted to make was char, although I recognised why Hon Tom Helm is concerned about
clause 5(b), that clause relates specifically to third panics and not to the public at large.
Hon Tom Helm asked me also to advise him whether any other agreement Acts contained
a similar provision. I selected two Acts at random, one being the Iron Ore (Robe River)
Act, No 91 of 1964. Section 4(d) provides -

the Governor may, on the recommendation of the Company, make, alter and
repeal by-laws, in accordance with and for the purposes referred to in clause 9 of
the Agreement, and the by-laws -

(i) shall be published in the Gazette;
(ii) shall take effect and have the force of law from the date they are so

published or from a later date fixed by the order making the by-laws;
(iii) may prescribe penalties nor exceeding fifty pounds for a breach of any of

the by-laws;
and - the important clause -

(iv) are not subject to section thirty-six of the Interpretation Act, 1918
but shall be laid before each House of Parliament within the six sitting days of such
House next following the publication of the by-laws in the Gazette. At that stage we
were dealing with the Interpretation Act of 19 18 and section 36 was relevant to those
days because we are talking about a 1964 Act. Section 4 of the Iron Ore (Mount
Newman) Agreement Act, which deals with by-laws reads -

(1) The Covernor may make by-laws, for the purpose of, and in accordance
with, the Agreement.

(2) By-laws made pursuant to this section -

(a) shall be published in the Government Gazette;
(b) take effect and have the force of law from the date they are so

published or from such later date as is fixed by the by-laws;
(c) may prescribe penalties not exceeding $100; and
(d) are not subject to the provisions of section thirty six of the

Interpretation Act, 1918, but shall be laid before each House of
Parliament within six sitting days of such House next following the
publication of the by-laws in the Government Gazette.

Again we are dealing with that Act of those days. Those are two examples of Acts which
contain similar clauses, although Hon Torn Helm had an agreement Act which, as I
recall, did not necessarily have reason to deal with that matter.
Hon Peter Foss interjected.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Both were signed by Sir David Brand.
Hon Tom Helm: Are there any agreements from 1984? That is the Interpretation Act
with which we are dealing.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I will endeavour to get that information for Hon Tom Helm.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! That is the sort of question for
Committee.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I understand what Hon Tom Helm is getting at; however, we are
not taflking about the public at large so to speak, rather the commercial users with respect
to the Goldfields Gas Pipeline Agreement Bill.
Hon Tom Helm and Hon Tom Stephens raised questions about section 35 of the Freedom
of Information Act. It is important to consider clause 9(6) of schedule 1 which provides
that no agency of the State shall be pernitted to make any application under section 35 of
the Freedom of Information Act 1992 in respect of any information provided to the State
or to the Minister under this agreement. That in itself may in fact give the impression
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that the joint venturers were put in a position of advantage with respect to the Freedom of
Information Act. There is therefore a need to refer to section 35 of that Act which is the
provision whereby the Commissioner for Information can make a decision about whether
to give access to a document without complying with sections 32 or 33 subject to the
commissioner being satisfied about certain grounds. It is critical to then refer to sections
32 and 33 of the Freedom of Information Act because we will not waive those sections.
Section 32 applies to a document that contains personal information about an individual,
the third party, other than the applicant. Subsection (3) provides that the agency is not to
give access to a document to which this section applies unless the agency has taken such
steps as are reasonable and practicable to obtain the views of the third party, or, if the
third party is dead, his or her closest relative. Section 33 deals with documents
containing commercial or business information and again one cannot give access to a
document unless one has consulted in a particular way.
Hon Tom Helm: That does not mean there is no need for that clause in the agreement
Act.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Clause 9(6) is in the agreement Bill to state very clearly that no
agency of the State shall be permitted to make any application under section 35 of the
Freedom of Information Act. That precludes any agency making an application to the
commissioner to waive the provisions of sections 32 and 33. That is a critical factor.
Sections 32 and 33 of the Freedom of Information Act are to apply; that is all there is to
it.

In answer to Hon Tom Helm's comments about the third Bill in the trilogy of Bills that
we have discussed in this House before, it was raised by Hon Torn Helm last week and I
acknowledged that I hoped that the Bill would be introduced into the Legislative Council
so that we could deal with it as expeditiously as possible. Following my discussions with
Hon Tom Helm, I approached the Leader of the House in the other place last Thursday
and impressed on him that we believed we could deal with it expeditiously in the
Legislative Council if it were given speedy passage through the other place. Colin
Barnett, Leader of the House in the other place, said he would be happy to deal with it,
but regrettably, the Opposition spokesman handling the Bill had been given a pair and, as
a result, the Government was not in a position to deal with the Bill. Is Hon Tom Helm
listening?
Hon Tom Helm: No; I do not want to know.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I attempted to speed its passage, so to speak.
Hon Doug Wenn raised a number of matters relating to the second reading speech. I
mnade the point on a number of occasions that reading the second reading speech in
isolation without relating those comments to the Bill can cause one not to get the full
understanding of what is intended. it is critical to refer to the Bill specifically so that the
actual import of the agreement can be fully understood. Regarding the suggestion that
there should be a water pipeline laid alongside the gas pipeline, although we all might
think that is a good idea, Hon Doug Wenn forgot to tell us who would pay for it.
Hon Doug Wenn:. Why cannot the same people selling gas, sell water?
Hon GEORGE CASH: The joint venturers are in the mining industry and will use the
gas as a source of energy, as end users at the Kalgoorlie end of the pipeline.
Hon Doug Wenn interjected.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The joint venturers are not in the business of piping water, that is
not the nature of their enterprise.
Hon Doug Wenn: What is the difference?
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Try burning water -
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Derrick Tomlinson has beaten me to the draw on that one!
Although Hon Doug Wenn clearly is a strong supporter of a pipeline from the north of
the State to serve areas in the southern part of the State, I must inform him that it is not
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feasible to have a water pipeline laid alongside this gas pipeline. It is not the intention of
the joint venturers to draw a straight line between the paint at which the pipeline is to
commence and the point at which it is to finish. In fact, the pipeline will wend its way -

Hon Doug Wenn: They will take the straightest line they can, even though it will weave.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I appreciate that in theory it may be cheap to draw a straight line,
but I invite Hon Doug Weain to consider the topography of the region and some of the
economic reasons why it will be in the interests of the company to wend the pipeline past
prospective deposits.
Hon Doug Wenn: Don't use the word "wend" in that way.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I must use the word "wend" because I want Hon Doug Wena
overnight to think about the reasons it is not practical to have a straight pipeline between
the Pilbara and Kalgoorlie.
Hon Doug Wenn: I said they will take the straightest route.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I know what Hon Doug Wenn is getting at; however, the literal
interpretation of what he said is not practical.
Hon Ross Lightfoot pointed out the benefits that will accrue to the joint venturers by
deviating the pipeline, firstly, to pick up existing towns on the way and, secondly, to put
the pipeline in close proximity to potential areas where there may be a need to service
future mining operations.
Hon Mark Nevill: It might be better to run laterals off to townsites rather than deviate to
those sites.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Indeed. That is why I made the point. The joint venturers will
bring that pipeline in as close as it suits them economically before running the laterals off
to areas they want to serve. Hon Ross Lightfoot strongly supported the Bill. He talked
about the magnificent vision of the 1 400 kin of pipeline, making its way from the Pilbara
to the Kalgoorlie region. He identified that the route of the pipeline would be governed
by the economic opportunities which would be afforded to the joint venturers between
the Pilbara and Kalgoorlie. He raised the question of the topography as being relevant to
the final route. Hon Ross Lightfoot is correct in stating that the gas pipeline will save the
need to deliver millions of litres and millions of dollars worth of fuel oil into the
goldfields. That point was picked up by Hon Jim Scott as being an environmentally
friendly benefit or by-product of this pipeline. Hon Ross Lightfoot raised the possibility
of the establishment of a future rail line, generally eastward of Geraldton.
Hon Doug Wean interjected.
Hlon GEORGE CASH: Hon Doug Wenn has just suggested that a water pipeline be put
next to that. They could probably be dropped everywhere; however, I am still trying to
work out who will pay for them.
I strongly support Hon Ross Lightfoot's comment that this pipeline is a vision come true
for Western Australia. It had been suggested that Western Mining Corporation had
approached the former Opposition on this matter. The facts are that the now Premier,
Richard Court, initiated this vision for the north west. He was the person who some
years ago talked about the possibility of building a pipeline from the Pilbara through to
the goldfields.
Hon Doug Wenn: I thought daddy had a bit to do with it.
Hon GEORGE CASH: It was because he was prepared to be a person of vision that we
now have the reality of this agreement Bill before the House. I recognise the great
foresight of our Premier on this matter.
Hon Jim Scott ouilined the positive aspects that he believes are inherent in the Bill. He
acknowledged the environmental benefits of reducing our reliance on diesel and other
fuel oils that axe required to be transported in the regions that will be served by the
pipeline. He suggested there was a need for Western Australia to consider pricing its gas
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higher to encourage its more efficient and economic use in the future. His final
comments were that any downside of the Bill was certainly outweighed by its inherent
benefits. I agree with him completely in that regari.
Hon Tom Stephens is one of the members for the area which the pipeline will traverse.
He knows the country particularly well, and was supportive of what he described as a
great vision. Hie referred to clause 9(6) of the schedule, which deals with the Freedom of
Information Act. By way of interjection I informed him of the provisions of sections 32.
33 and 35 of the Freedom of Information Act. He also raised clause 15 of the schedule,
which deals with private roads and the requirement of the joint venturers to construct and
maintain certain private roads. In particular, Hon Tonm Stephens was interested in clause
15(0)(c), which states -

at any place where any private roads are constructed by the Joint Venturers so as
to cross any railways or public roads, provide at their cost such reasonable
protection and signposting as may be required by the Commissioner of Main
Roads or The Western Australian Government Railways Commission, as the case
may be.

Hon Tom Stephens was keen to pursue whether the wording of that clause would require
the company to provide such signs on a once only basis, or whether there was a
continuing obligation on the company. The words in the schedule clearly impose a
continuing obligation on the company, which means that if damage or vandalism occurs
to a sign, or if there is any reason a sign needs to be replaced, that obligation will fall on
the company.
Hon Doug Wenn: Who decides what is other than fair wear and tear.
Hon GEORGE CASH: To which clause is Hon Doug Wenn referring?
Hon Doug Wean: Are you not talking about the upgrading of public woads?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I anm referring to clause 15(1)(c) of the schedule, but I ant
prepared to have a look at the issue Hon Doug Wean raises later - much later.
Hon Doug Wenn: In other words, you don't want to discuss it.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I am happy to talk to Hon Doug Wenn later. However, other
members have Bills which they want to deal with tonight. I am more than happy to deal
with this matter later, however, I do not think it is reasonable to pick out three words on
an ad hoc basis and ask what I think about that.
Hon Doug Wean: It concerns me that you -

Hon GEORGE CASH: If the member opposite stayed in this place -
Hon Doug Wenn: I have.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Has Hon Doug Wean been here for the entire debate?
Hon Doug Wenn: One can go somewhere else and listen also.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I hope he did.
Hon Tom Stephens was keen to know the proposed route of the pipeline. He was right in
saying that the route would be determined only under the provisions of clause 6 wherein
the joint venturers will be required to discuss with and seek the agreement of the Minister
for an agreed route.
I have covered the major areas that were raised in the second reading debate. Hon Mark
Nevill raised a number of specific questions about the tariff agreements. I have alrady
indicated, and again confirm, that tomorrow I will meet with the Minister for Resources
Development to confirm what I believe to be the case. I will raise the issue of tariffs later
today when we are in Committee. [ thank members for their support of the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION
Twenty-fifth Report on Special Investigation (Coal Contract) Bill Tabling

Hon Derrick Tomlinson, by leave, presented the twenty-fifth repont of the Standing
Committee on Legislation relating to the Special Investigation (Coal Contract) Bill 1993,
and on his motion it was resolved -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.
[See paper No 1261.]

STANDING COMMITTEE ON ESTIMATES AND FINANCIAL OPERATIONS
Seventh Report on Public Submissions Tabling

Hon Murray Montgomery, by leave, presented the seventh report of the Standing
Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations relating to the public submissions
received by the committee in 1993-94, and on his motion it was resolved -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.
(See paper No 12621

MOTION - STATE FORESTS Nos 7, 13, 17, 22,24,25, 31, 37,38 and 65,
PARTIAL REVOCATION BE CARRIED OUT

Assembly's Message
Message from the Assembly requesting concurrence in the following resolution now
considered -

That the proposal for the partial revocation of State Forests Nos 7, 13, 17, 22, 24,
25, 31, 37, 38 and 65 laid on the Table of the Legislative Assembly on
7 September 1993 by command of His Excellency the Governor, be carried out.

Motion to Concur
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [12.53 am]: I
move -

That the proposal for the partial revocation of State Forests Nos 7, 13, 17, 22, 24,
25, 31, 37, 38 and 65 laid on the Table of the Legislative Assembly on
7 September 1993 and laid on the Table of the Legislative Council on
14 September 1993 by command of i-s Excellency the Governor, be carried out.

Members will note that the proposed revocations have a combined area of about 63 312
ha. The gain to the forest estate through exchanges contingent on two of these proposals
is 30 ha. This represents a net loss of 63 282 ha, most of which is earmarked to be added
to the conservation estate. I take this opportunity to draw members' attention to the fact
that during 1992-93 the total area of State forest rose by 767 ha. This increase is
predominantly due to the inclusion into State Forest No 43 of a tract of vacant Crown
land north west of Walpole and portions of the former Sir James Mitchell National Park
in the same locality. The Government has great pleasure in sponsoring this proposal. It
continues the pattern of formally recognising the recreation and conservation values of
various areas of State forest. Such is the case with areas 5 to 10.
Area I concerns a portion of Stare Forest No 22 near Roleystone. The City of Arniadale
has applied for the excision of this area and by way of exchange it has offered to close
several superfluous sections of Springdale, Ferguson and Adder Roads for inclusion into
State forest. The portion of State Forest No 22 being sought by the city has an area of
about 10.4 ha. Most of this area has until recently been used as an active rubbish
disposal site. However, use of the area for landfill purposes is now being scaled down so
that the council can develop a composite recreation facility on the site. Work in that
regard has already started. It is pertinent that the Environmental Protection Authority and
the Commissioner for Soil Conservation have given permission for the city to parkiand
clear part of the recreation site- When finished, the sporting grounds and associated
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facilities provided should satisfy the recreational needs of the Roleystone community.
The city currently holds a lease over the area in question. This lease is for the dual
purpose of rubbish disposal and the establishment of a sporting complex.
The roads proposed for closure and inclusion into the forest estate have a combined area
of about 22.9 ha. Council has agreed to assist with rehabilitation of the section of
Springdale Road north of the entry point into the recreation site. The other roads are
unconstructed and consequently do not need to be rehabilitated. If the proposal goes
ahead, council would like the area that is excised from State forest to be set aside as a
recreation reserve and vested in the City of Armadale with the power to lease. It is
considered that the proposed exchange offers advantages to both parties. On the one
hand, the city would get security of tenure over its recreation facility, Conversely, the
Department of Conservation and Land Management would be able to pick up some
worthwhile additions to the forest estate in exchange for a predominantly cleared and
somewhat degraded area of forest. The matter has been referred to the Water Authority
of Western Australia and the Departments of Land Administration, Minerals and Energy
and Planning and Urban Development for comment. No objections were raised by these
Government agencies.
Area 2 relates to Mnother land exchange proposal. The areas involved are situated about
two kilometres north east of Preston townsite. The owners of Wellington location 3346
have applied for the release of part of State Forest No 25 adjacent to their fann. In
exchange for the freehold title to this area, they have offered a forested portion of
Wellington location 3346 for inclusion into the forest estate. The portion of State forest
being sought has an area of about 7.6 ha. It forms a narrow salient into private property
and as such has proved to be a difficult management proposition, particularly from the
fire protection viewpoint. The land being offered to CALM has an equivalent area and
supports a forest of similar quality to the portion of State forest proposed for release.
Although the area on offer has no special features, its acquisition in the context of this
exchange would improve the State forest boundary and thereby facilitate forest
management. The proponents have agreed to pay half the survey costs. Other agreed
conditions are that the exchange is to be on an equal area basis with no monetary
consideration involved and that no timber will be removed from either area prior to
completion of the exchange. A further condition requires the land excised from State
forest to be amalgamated with the balance of Wellington location 3346. The proposed
exchange offers advantages to both the applicants and CALM. It has been referd to the
Departments of Agriculture, Land Administration, Minerals and Energy arnd Planning
and Urban Development, the Water Authority of Western Australia and the Shire of
Donnybrook-Balingup for comment. No objections were received.
Area 3 is situated about 15 kmn north of Donnybrook. The Shire of Dardanup has applied
for the excision from State Forest No 25 of an area of approximately 4 000 square
metres. Council's primary objective is to secure this area for the Wellington Mill Bush
Fire Brigade. The brigade requires a site for its truck and other firefighting equipment.
The portion of State forest being sought is of no value to CALM. It is cleared and
covered by grass. T'he need to remove the annual grass growth to reduce the fire hazard
is a costly fire protection exercise. Its size and isolation from the bulk of State Forest
No 25, have also contributed towards making the area a difficult management
proposition. Having the area excised from the forest estate has some definite advantages
for CALM and the present application is considered an ideal opportunity to achieve that
aim. The site is in a good location for a fire station to service the Wellington Mill
locality.
It is proposed to excise the area from State forest and have it set aside as a reserve for the
purpose of "bushfire. brigade site" with vesting in favour of the shire. The proposal has
been referred to the Water Authority of Western Australia and the Departments of Land
Administration and Minerals and Energy. No objections were received.
Area 4 is a portion of State Forest No 38 located approximately 15 km south east of
Manjimup and having an area of 1.0153 ha. It one of several sections of closed road
which were added to the forest estate in 1991. Unfortunately, this particular addition
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should not have happened. It occurred following an administrative oversight by the
Department of Land Administration. The area in question divides two farms. It has been
cleared and fenced into one of those farms for at least the last 12 years. Excision of the
area from Suite Forest No 38 will enable the land to be sold to the adjacent property
owners.
Area 5 comprises an area of about 3617 ha situated approximately three kilomeires south
east of Beechina townsice. This portion of State Forest No 7 is isolated from the
remainder of thai State forest by the Great Southern Highway. It forms part of a tract of
land which is earmarked to be incorporated into the nearby Beechina nature reserve
following a review of System 6 recommendation M27. The Shire of Mundaring and the
Water Authority of Western Australia support the proposed change of tenure. The
remaining five areas will increase the conservation estate by fulfilling various
recommendations in CALM's three forest region management plans. Interested local and
State Government authorities have indicated their support for these planned changes in
land tenure. Each of the proposed reserves would be designated as class A, allocated a
suitable purpose and vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority.
Area 6 is a portion of Stare Forest No 13 situated approximately 6.5 kmn north west of
Westdale townsite and containing an area of 25 840 ha. This area forms the bulk of what
is tentatively named the proposed wandoo conservation park. The balance of the
proposed conservation park will be made up of two existing nature reserves and some
vacant Crown land. The proposed wandoo conservation park includes areas which are
the subject of recommendations C34 and C35 in the System 6 report. It is significant for
its stands of wandoo and extensive areas of swamp, with associated varied vegetation.
Because of its size and variety of habitat, the proposed conservation park is also very
important for nature conservation,
Area 7 comprises portions of State Forest Nos 17 and 31 with a total area of about
130 ha. It is situated approximately 14.5 km north east of Nannup and is known locally
as the proposed Ellis Creek conservation park. A major feature of the area is the
presence of two very large jarrah trees which stand next to one another. Also in the area
is an old mill site which has some historical significance. Altering the tenure from State
forest to conservation park will ensure that these features are preserved and thereby will
facilitate their development as tourist attractions.
Area 8 is a portion of State Forest No 24, situated about two kilometres south east of
Bowelling townsite. It comprises an area of approximately 1 213 ha and forms part of
the proposed Bennelaking conservation park, which is the subject of recommendation
C94 of the System 6 report. Most of the area referred to in recommendation C94 is
currently set aside as a water catchment reserve. The proposed Bennelaking conservation
park supports a jarrab and marri forest. In the valleys the vegetation is dominated by
woodland of wandoo with a diversity of swamp vegetation on the moister sites, including
shrub lands and paperbark trees. The entire area contains a representative range of the
vegetation types of the eastern portion of the Collie river system, which elsewhere have
been cleared for agriculture.
Area 9 comprises portions of State Forest Nos 37 and 38, situated approximately two
kilometres west of Tonebridge town site and having a combined area of about 32 863 ha.
This area is the subject of a System 2 recommendation. It forms the bulk of the land
earmarked to become the Perup native reserve. Perup is an area of outstanding
conservation value. It is particularly important for mammals, which include six species
listed as threatened fauna - the woylie, tanimar, chuditch, numbat, ringtail possum and
southern brown bandicoot. Its population of woylies is the largest anywhere, and that of
the zammar is the largest on the Australian mainland. Perup's large size and compact
shape, with connections to other areas of wildlife habitat, enhance its ability to maintain
viable populations of flora and fauna species. In recognition of the overall conservation
values of the area, it has been managed as a nature reserve since 1972. The current
proposal will simply forrnalise that situation.
Area 10 is a portion of State Forest No 65 containing an area of about 3 210 ha and
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situated approximately nine kilometres north east of Wanneroo. This area is currently
known as Melaleuca Park. It is the subject of recommendation M9 of the System 6
report, and is earmarked to become a nature reserve. The proposed nature reserve is one
of the few remaining examples of the coastal vegetation types characteris tic of the
Bassendean dune system. The dunes are dominated by several species of banksia, and
die swamps by paperbark and white myrtle. Also of significance is the wide variety of
fauna, including numerous bird species and the swamp skink lizard, which is rare
elsewhere on the Swan coastal plain. I commend the motion to the House.
HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [1.04 am]I: On the face of it, the revocations seem
in order and I compliment the Minister on the rather exhaustive description of the
proposals in this instance. It gives a reasonably good idea of the intention of the
Government. The proposed revocations have a combined area of approxiately
63 312 ha, and most are earmarked to be added to the conservation estate.O that basis
they receive the support of the Opposition.
The portion of State Forest No 22 referred to was a former tip which will become a spants
ground covering an area of 10.4 ha. The City of Armadale is exchanging portions of
roads that have been closed and will go back into State Forest. That is a commendable
development, as is area 2 with respect to State Forest No 25. In that case a 7.6 ha sire is
being exchanged for a similar parcel of private land. Area 3 is merely an excision of an
area of approximately 4 000 sq mn for the Wellington Mill bush fire brigade north of
Donnybrook. That is obviously a worthy excision. Area 4 is portion of State Forest No
38. The Department of Land Administrationt admitted an oversight with respect to one
hectare of land. It was added to the forest estate in 1991 when it was part of a road
between two farms. flat has now been corrected and the road will be available for sale
to the particular farmer concerned. That reminds me of the need to pay attention to some
of these excisions and resumptions. I remember on one occasion waking up to find that
DOLA had managed to resume 16 acres of land that was vested, without any reference to
or consultation with the body in whom it was vested. However, DOLA managed to find
my address to tell me Parliament had taken the land.
Hon N.F. Moore: Was it given back to you?
Hon J.A. COWDELL: No. I am acutely aware that we must pay attention to some of the
activities associated with the area 4 revocation which corrects a decision made in 199 1. 1
did not seek parliamentary redress to restore the 16 acres to which I referred earlier.
Area 5 is approximately 36.7 ha three ilometres south east of the Beechina townsite
which will be included in the nearby Beechina nature reserve. I do not know where that
is.
Hon N.E. Moore: Itris on the road to Northam, on the other side from Mundaring.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I will not go into the remaining areas in detail because the
Minister has already done so. Obviously the Government has in mind an increase to the
conservation estate. The Minister said each of the proposed reserves would be
designated class A, allocated a suitable purpose and vested in the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority. These excisions, as described, are commendable.
I raise the point obviously with regard to this motion, although it is equally applicable to
the other motions on the Notice Paper, that the grand illusion of Parliament exercising
some check and balance in this regard is an illusion. The concept that the Parliament
takes a close look at and manages to consider in detail what is going on is an
impossibility. It is obvious that matters such as this should go to a committee of some
sort, which should be briefed by officers of the department and which should give an
informed report to the House. it is clearly not possible to come to grips with what is
going on when we are dealing with the range of matters that is contained in this and the
latter motions.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Perhaps the Legislation Committee could do it on Thursday
morning in between looking at the Commission on Government Bill and the Workers'
Compensation Act!
15935-3
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Hon J.A. COWDELL: Hon Derrick Tomlinson appears to be trying to compete with
Hon Phil Pendal far the amount of publicity that is possible when one is not in the
ministry. Regardless of that, there are problems with this sont of motion and with the
whole House dealing with these excisions from State forest or changes to reserves Bills.
We have examples of trying to follow rather obsolete references with regard to townsites
that are meant to exist - some of them have never existed and some have existed in the
past. In most of these situations, we do not have the benefit of advice from the Valuer
General in regard to the valuations of the area that has been excised as opposed to the
area that has been gained when there is an exchange. That information would be relevant
for the consideration of the House. We could then see, if there was a clear differential in
valuation, whether there was a monetary adjustment; and, if not, we would need to seek
the reasons why. Rather than have maps, it would obviously be of assistance in this day
and age in regard to some of the more important excisions, and I am sure it would not be
beyond the wont of the department, to have aerial photographs. They would give
members a clearer understanding of the nature of the land that was to be excised and any
land that was to be gained in the form of exchange so that same assessment could be
made of the relative afforestation of some land or the degradation of other land.
I note that we make these decisions without a great deal of detailed advice. I have looked
at the debates in another place, where the Minister for Lands was able to offer detailed
briefings to members. The Minister said, "I have officers standing by to give briefings to
any members of Parliament on any legislation or motions that I bring to this House'. He
then offered detailed briefings so that members would be informed when they made
decisions. I am aware that the Minister in this case is in another place, but the level of
briefing in advance and expert advice that was offered in another place should be offered
in this place if members are to make a decision equal in importance to that of the
Legislative Assembly. The Minister in the other place has admitted that it is a case of
best judgment on the information that is available, and that information is not always
adequate and it is the basis of a lay judgment. If the Minister is in that situation, then
clearly we are in a far worse situation in making decisions without even the advice that
the Minister has.
We support these revocations. They appear to be in order, from the information that we
have. However, the information we have is limited in regard to some of the technical
advice that we might need, in regard to some of the modemn techniques which could
advance our understanding or briefings from parliamentary officers.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [ 1. 15 am]: I guess a member in my position
and with my background would always be happy to see a combined area of 62 312 ha
added to the conservation estate. Like Hon John Cowdell, I sometimes find it difficult,
with the information that one gets, to make a decision from such a distance. I have taken
the liberty of trying to contact people in local areas to look at some of these revocations
and to take advantage of briefings offered by the Minister. I did have some concerns
about State Forest Nos 17 and 31, which are bounded by Stallard Road, Ellis Creek Road,
Ellis Creek and the first tributary of Ellis Creek west of Ellis Creek Road. According to
my informant, who was an environmental scientist, the problem is that the area has been
heavily logged and contains stands of pine trees. T'he second reading speech states that a
major feature of the area is the presence of two large jarrah trees next to one another, and
there is also an old mill site which is of some historic significance. It was probably
significant in the degrading of that area. Apparently, there is also a problem with people
on foot accessing that area, because it is a particularly difficult area to traverse by foot,
which most people who are interested in the forest like to do, rather than drive in four
wheel drive vehicles. There is some confusion about why that area was chosen when
there is a much more representative area of jarrah-marri forest immediately to the west of
this area, which probably would be far more suitable and is more accessible.
It is always good to have areas put on the conservation estate. However, I agree with
Hon John Cowdell that it would be goad also if the relevant information were provided
for members to make decisions on these matters. I recognise the difficulties with
information relating to the parland areas with which we must deal. I support the
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revocations but perhaps a little more local knowledge should be obtained from some of
the people involved in the environmental protection movement to help to select more
representative areas in future.
HION N.i. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [1.21 am]: I thank
members for their contributions to this debate. The revocations have been in the
Legislative Assembly since September last year. If members were particularly interested
in some areas that form pmr of the proposition, they could have arranged for the
necessary explanations to be made or they could have visited the sites if chat were
necessary. I acknowledge the point made by Hon John Cowdell that we should perhaps
look at ensuring that the Standing Committee on Legislation in its spare time take an
interest, or perhaps an ad hoc committee could be set up for this purpose. Obviously it is
difficult for people to personally inspect every site to make judgments about these
matters. That is why we employ the Department of Conservation and Land Management
and other organisations to make these judgments on our behalf. We are required
generally to accept or reject these propositions.
The point was made also by Hon John Cowdell that the matter is considered in the
House, not in Committee. We cannot amend these propositions; we can only accept or
reject them, so there is little purpose to be gained by discussing them in Committee, apart
front giving members the oppontunity to speak more than once. If members consider that
to be a proposition worth pursuing, I am happy to talk with the Minister for the
Environment to obtain his view on that. As to aerial photos, I will raise that matter with
the Minister. It was raised in the other place. The Minister should be made aware also of
the requirement to give members more access to information. I will raise that matter with
him again. I thank members for their support.
Question put and passed, and a message accordingly returned to the Assembly.

MOTION - STATE FORESTS Nos 4 AND 54, PARTIAL REVOCATION BE
CARRIED OUT

Assembly's Message
Message from the Assembly requesting concurrence in the following resolution now
considered -

That the proposal for the partial revocation of State Forests Nos 4 and 54 laid on
the Table of the Legislative Assembly on 2 November 1993 by command of the
Deputy of the Governor, be carried out.

Council's Concurrence
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [ 1.23 amn]: I
move -

That the proposal for the partial revocation of State Forests Nos 4 and 54 laid on
the Table of the Legislative Assembly on 2 November 1993 and laid on the Table
of the Legislative Council on 12 April 1994 by command of the Deputy of the
Governor, be carried out.

Area I concerns a portion of State Forest No. 4 which is required by the State Energy
Commission of WA to form part of the Collie power station site. The area involved is
about 92 ha. Most of the proposed power station is to be established on land already
owned by SECWA. The additional area of State forest being sought is likely to be used
to accommodate the coal stockpile, char plant and evaporation pond. Clearing will be
kept to a minimum. SEC WA has secured the necessary clearances from other
Government agencies and the Shire of Collie.
The application for freehold tidle to this area conforms with the provisions of a land use
and compensation agreement between SECWA and CALM. Pursuant to that agreement,
SECWA has already transferred several freehold properties in the Wellington catchment
to CALM by way of exchange for the portion of State Forest No 4 now being sought.
Area 2 relates to another land exchange proposal. SECWA wishes to secure freehold
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title to a portion of State Forest No 54 at Hacketts Gully off Mundaring Weir Road. It is
the commission's intention to establish a substation site on this area in about 10 years.
By way of exchange, SECWA has offered Swan location 1421 close to Jacoby Park for
inclusion into die forest estate. The proposed substation site and the access thereto have
been surveyed. The total area required by SECWA is 22.4684 ha. Theme axe no special
forest or conservation values associated with this area.
Swan location 1421 has an area of 40.4686 ha. Just over half of the property has been
parkland cleared in the past, but since it has not been grazed for many years
approximately 70 per cent of the cleared land has started to regenerate back to forest,
with reasonable marri and jarrah regrowth over much of the area. The remainder of the
property supports a mixed stand of jarrah. mari and wandoo in quite good condition with
a full complement of understorey species. Location 1421 is surrounded by a tract of
State Forest No 50 which is recommended by the Darling Range national park study for
inclusion into the proposed Helena Valley national park. Acquisition of this property is
an attractive proposition to CALM in that it will remove an enclave from the forest estate
and simultaneously avoid the possible future need for the provision of services such as
power and telephone.
It is considered that the proposed exchange offers advantages to bath SECWA and
CALM. With this in mind, SECWA referred the matter to the Shire of Kalamunda, the
Environmental Protection Authority, the Water Authority of WA and die Departments of
Land Administration. Minerals and Energy, and Planning and Urban Development for
comment. No objections were received. I commend the motion to the House.
HION J.A. COWDELL (South West) [1.26 am]: I note the Minister's comments that
the details of this matter, including maps, were laid on the Table of this House today and
we were able to consult from there. I note the Minister stated that the revocations had
previously been presented in the Assembly and were available there, and that we could
keep track of things in that way. I have trouble keeping track of everything that goes on
in the Assembly. Trying to gain information from Assembly sources is not the correct
way that members of this House should be expected to inform themselves - that is, to be
aware of what is going on in the Assembly and find the information from the Assembly
because we receive the information to study some hours before we are asked to vote on a
motion.
In respect of the revocation of State Forest No 4 - that is the area that SECWA wishes to
acquire to construct the new Collie coal fired power station, some 92 ha - we can only
take at face value the Minister's assurances that clearances by other Government
agencies have been obtained. Members of the Opposition have no intention of holding
up the development of a new coal fired power station at Collie. The Government states
that SECWA has already transferred several freehold properties in the Wellington
catchment area to the Department of Conservation and Land Management by way of
exchange. We do not have any details of the value or nature of the land that has been
offered in exchange.
With respect to the second area pertaining to State Forest No 54 - that is 22 ha to be
provided to SECWA for a substation - we do not have a description of the nature or value
of that land. We are provided with extensive information about the land which CALM
will obtain in exchange, but the imbalance of information prevents an assessment of the
relative worth of the two properties. Therefore, I can only say that there is not sufficient
information on which to form an opinion.
Question put and passed, and a message accordingly returned to the Assembly.

MOTION - STATE FOREST No 65, PARTIAL REVOCATION
BE CARRIEDOUT
Assernbly's Message

Message from the Assembly requesting concurrence in the following resolution now
considered -
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That the proposal for the partial revocation of State Forest No 65 lad on the
Table of the Legislative Assembly on 29 March 1994 by command of His
Excellency the Governor, be cardied out.

Motion to Concur
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [1.30 am]: I
move -

That the proposal for the partial revocation of State Forest No 65 laid on the
Table of the Legislative Assembly on 29 March 1994 and laid on the Table of the
Legislative Council on 12 April 1994 by command of is Excellency the
Governor, be carried out.

Members will note that the proposal relates to the revocation of part of State Forest
No 65 situated about 14 kmn east of Wanneroo. The land involved - about 188 ha - is
required in connection with stage one of the Ellenbrook urban development project.
Elilenbrook is a joint venture between Sanwa Vines Pty Ltd and Horneswesr to create a
new town with 12 000 homes and 35 000 people, and the project has been given priority
by the Government to help meet residential land needs in the metropolitan area. The bulk
of the proposed Ellenbrook development will be on private property owned by the joint
venturers. However, it also includes the area now proposed to be excised from State
forests. This area is in the south east corner of the Gnangara pine plantation and this was
approved for urbanisation after the Environmental Protection Authority assessment of the
project in 1992. The Department of Conservation and Land Management is to be
provided with adequate compensation for the loss of the State forest pine land. This will
require at least provision of an equivalent area, or value, of productive land for pines.
Also, some additional wetland areas will be reserved and managed by CALM.
I commend the motion to the House.
HON L.A. COWBELL (South West) [1.31 am]: Thbis transfer leaves some questions
unanswered. It transfers in the order of 188 ha of land to the east of Wannerco which, as
the Minister indicated, relates to stage one of the Ellenbrook urban development project.
Taken at face value, it seems to be a reasonable excision. The Minister has noted that it
was approved for urbanisation after assessment by the Environmental Protection
Authority in 1992. Given the history of the area, I know that the conservation movement
has been pleased to see that some notable wetlands will be gained in compensation for
the excision. I was a little disappointed that the details of this revocation were
summarised very curtly by the Minister in just over half a page of text. That does not
represent an adequate discussion of an area of 188 ha. This is a major revocation which
is significant to the Gnangara mound, the protection of the environment, as well as to
fulfilling residential land needs in the metropolitan area. An assurance from the
Governiment is obviously needed that the water supply in the area is secure given the
proximity of the development to the Gnangara mound. Will any restrictions be required
on the urban development on the edge of the mound? We can only proceed on the basis
of Government assurances.
The provision of wetlands to the north east of this area as a swap for the residential
development is not outlined clearly in the Minister's statement. I am not aware of how
that swap will take place and whether the original area considered will be the one
involved. Some doubts must exist whether it will be vested in the State or be a private
conservation area. It was suggested at one stage that the Department of Conservation and
Land Management would also receive land in compensation presumably, by implication,
to plant a pine forest. I am not aware whether that compensation flows from this
revocation. I am interested in any information which the Ministt could provide in that
regard.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [1.35 am]: I have concerns about this
revocation with the excision of land for the purposes involved. I have read hydrological
studies which stated concerns about our Perth water supplies as a result of the plan to
place 35 000 people into that area.
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Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Whose study was it? Was it Semeniuk?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I believe it was. Anyway, the study indicated that a great deal of
danger is attached to the Ellenbrook project regarding movement of water and the
possibility of localised flooding. For those reasons I am very concerned about this
revocation.
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [1.36 am]: The
Environmental Protection Authority approved the rezoning of this area in September
1992 when Hon Bob Pearce was Minister for the Environment. Regarding its effect on
the Gnangara mound, I understand that conditions set by the EPA will apply to the
development. I anm advised that the land is on the edge of the Gnangara. mound and it
will not result in damage to the water resource as a result of chose EPA conditions. The
lands to be exchanged have yet to be determined. A working party, headed by
Department of Planning and Urban Development, is currently considering which
wetlands might be provided for nature reserves. Also, consideration is being given to a
cash settlement to the Department of Conservation and Land Management so that it can
purchase land on which to grow pine trees. That exchange is yet to be completed, but the
deal will eventually be concluded.
I agree with members that the process through which we are going with these revocations
is not necessarily the best way of proceeding. I agree that the information provided, and
the speed at which we tend to deal with these matters in this House, is not acceptable. I
will refer the member's comments to the Minister for the Environment to suggest that we
need at least to hold a briefing of interested members. I do not suggest that the briefing
should be for upper and lower House members separately, especially if it involves travel
around the State. Some efforts should be made so that members interested in revocation
are properly briefed and, if necessary, these members should look at the land involved
and be given access to aUl relevant information. Also, members should have access to the
Valuer General regarding questions about land values. However, we should not consider
such land value in dollar terms alone. An area of land may have no dollar value, but it
may have significant conservation value. The reverse can be true. We must achieve the
right balance between using the land for conservation and other purposes.
Question put and passed, and a message accordingly returned to the Assembly.

MOTOR VEHICLE (THIRD PARTY INSURANCE) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 6 April.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [1.39 am]: The Opposition is strongly
opposed to this Bill. It is objectionable for the Opposition in that it is retrospective; it is
highly discriminatory; and it targets a particular group of people within the community.
The briefing given to the Opposition members by the State Government Insurance
Commission contained a handout which put this Bill into perspective. It stated that the
$50 levy was to restore the motor vehicle third party insurance fund, that it had ruled off
the accounts at 30 June 1993, and that the $50 levy was to address the deficiency in the
fund before that date. The measures in this Bill were for a different purpose: To
maintain premium rates at an affordable level by limiting the payouts of the SGIC. This
Bill is concerned with limiting the payouts and the liability of the SGIC and maintaining
premium rates which are in the word of the Government "affordable".
The Bill is retrospective, highly discriminatory and regressive. The Court Government
announced by press release on 29 June last year that it would introduce retrospective
legislation to reduce the liability of the SGIC in motor vehicle third party insurance
payments under common law action. In our view that announcement was a contempt of
Parliament. Those sorts of announcements should be made in the Parliament, not by
press release. They can be made in the Parliament by way of a white paper or a draft
Bill; but it is disrespectful to the Parliament to have major policy announcements by
press release and leave not only the Parliament but also the rest of the community up in
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the air as to the meaning of that press release. After that announcement we spent many
months asking questions in here trying to flesh out the policy which gave rise to the Bill.
If a proper process were to be adopted, the Government would have had a lot less trouble
than it has had with this legislation. It was clear when it was announced by press release
that the Government had not consulted the affected panies. The Government very
quickly ran into trouble with the proposals outlined in the press release. The Opposition
moved an urgency motion fairly early in the piece and pointed out some of the unfair
impact that this legislation - at that stage it was for a $15 000 deduction - would have on
certain people in the community, particularly housewives, pensioners, children and those
sorts of people who could not claim a loss of earnings. They could not do so because
they were not in paid employment. Those people had to rely on benefits from non-
pecuniary damages.
At the same time, and particularly through an urgency motion, it was obvious that there
was a lot of disquiet within the Government ranks, and that is quite understandable. As I
will point out later, this Bill shows the very ugly side of this Government. Notice of the
Bill was given in the Legislative Council in November 1993 and that notice of motion is
still on the front of our Notice Paper. Eventually it was introduced into the Legislative
Assembly in December 1993, six months after the announcement. This morning at a
quarter to two we are debating this Bill, 10 months after that press release announced the
changes.
Hon T.G. Butler: After the changes came into effect.
Hon MARX NEVILL: It is quite a difficult time to be dealing with an important piece of
legislation. The new Bill introduced in December 1993 lowered the dleduccable amount
from $15 000 to $10 000. This Bill still has all the objectionable features of the first
proposal: It is still retrospective; it is still highly discriminatory; and it still has the
capacity to make hundreds of Western Australians destitute even where these people are
the victims of negligent drivers and drunk drivers. From the Government's approach, it
is quite clear that it has grouped all of these people with these smaller claims together and
shown a complete disinterest in their situation.
Hon ElJ. Charlton: It would have been all right had you left some money there to pay
them out.
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Minister for Transport is not listening to the debate. We are
talking about maintaining premium rates at an affordable level.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We would not have had to do anything, would we?
Hon Kim Chance: Read the SGIC's briefing notes?
Hon Max Evans interjected.
Hon MARK NEVILL: That paint is valid to a degree. I think Hon Eric Charlton was
vrying to draw a rather larger herring across the debate.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Not as large as the one you have just been drawing.
Hon MARK NEVILL: Those smaller claims may not be greatly important to some of
those people; but they can be quite critical to others. They cannot be lumped together
and we cannot say that they are not important or they am a nuisance. When drafting this
new Bill the Government had two choices: It could either increase the premium or
reduce the liability of the State Government Insurance Commission.
Hon Max Evans: What do you mean by the liability?
Hon MARK NEVILL: The amount it had to pay out on claims. The Government chose
to reduce the liability of the SCIC. This Bill proposes three fundamental changes:
Firstly, general damages for pain and suffering and loss of quality of life will be limited
by applying a $10 000 deductible and $200 000 cap on claims arising from motor vehicle
accidents occurring from 1 July 1993. General damages awards of up to $30 000 will be
reduced by $10 000 and the reduction scaled down for awards between $30 000 and
$40 000. The reduction will not apply where general damages are in excess of $40 000.
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The second change is that claims for damages for the provision of home help will be
limited in that a threshold of $5 000 is to apply and the amount of the claim is limited to a
calculation based on average weekly earnings of all employees in Western Australia.
The third change is with respect to actions far damages where a legal practitioner acting
far a claimant will be entitled to charge only an amount provided for by a determination
in farce under section 58W of the Legal Practitioners Act. Any agreement to receive a
greater amount of remuneration will be illegal. This Bill, according to the Government's
own figures, will affect about 50 per cent of the claims by people injured in motor
vehicle accidents.
As I said earlier, the Bill takes the latter path of reducing the liability of the SGIC in the
payment of motor vehicle claims, but this Bill does more than that: It reduces people's
rights. It does not just reduce the liability of the SOIC; this Bill does not allow a person
to sue a negligent driver for the $10 000 that is deducted from their non-pecuniary
damages award. If Hon Max Evans, who is quite well-heeled, happens to be negligent
and has an accident where a person is injured, it is illegal for that person to sue Hon Max
Evans for that $10 000 which has been deducted from his or her claim. It is also illegal
for any insurance company to offer insurance for that $10 000 gap. Hon Max Evans
seems to be furrowing his brow.
Hon Max Evans: I am wondering what sort of policy one would take out. One could
have a personal accident policy.
Hon MARK NEVILL: A person can insure for the gap between a doctor's charge and
the Medibank rebate. It is almost a fixed amount; it would be quite easily insured. I
thought Hon Max Evans was disputing the fact that he could not be sued for that $10 000
loss. Why could the Government not restrict the recovery of this $ 10 000 and limited it
to the SGIC? Why preclude one from suing for that? Why stop an insurer insuring for
that gap? The Government is removing people's basic rights, quite unnecessarily in our
view. It is quite an objectionable feature of this Bill.
The Opposition does not accept that claims for non-pecuniary loss under $10 000 are
nuisance claims. Hon Max Evans changed the original speech by the Premier in the other
place which was full of rhetoric about WA Inc, which really has nothing directly to do
with this Bill. There was very little information about the Bill; it was a dreadful second
reading speech. That has been corrected and Hon Max Evans' speech is devoid of that
rhetoric about such things as nuisance claims. We do not believe that they are nuisance
claims. The non-pecuniary damages for a typical whiplash injury would range between
$7 500 and $12 500. Those sorts of injuries are quite serious and a person could be
discomforted for a number of years after that injury. Under this Bill $10 000 would be
deducted from that amount so a person with a whiplash injury might get $2 500 at most.
The Bill does not address the situation where a number of persons from the one family
are injured in a motor vehicle accident. That is a case the Law Society put forward and
which I mentioned in the urgency debate, where two parents and two children are all
injured in a serious accident where non-pecuniary damages for each one might be
$15 000. Instead of getting $60 000 as they would under the current system, $40 000
would be deducted and they would be left with $20 000. Why should someone who gets
an award of $15 000 have $10 000 deducted and a person who gets an award of $55 000
have nothing deducted? It is discriminatory on a particular group at one end. There are
much better mechanisms to address this problem. It has the capacity to bankrupt or make
destitute some families where the husband is required to look after the spouse or the
children because the wife is unable to do household duties. As I said before, the Bill has
its most severe impact on women and children. This is the Year of the Family. In this
case families have their -

Hon Max Evans: If we brought it in last year it would not have been the Year of the
Family. It would have been all right then.
Hon MARK NEVILL: The Government missed the boat. It affects parents on
supporting benefits, pensioners and unemployed students. All those groups will feel the
effects of this legislation more than anyone else.

11912 [COUNCIL]



[Tuesday, 12 April 1994] 11

Hon Max Evans: The Police Force will feel it as well. They want exemption.
Hon MARK NEVILL: 1 am not surprised, especially when its members go around head
butting each other. The Opposition considered referring this Bill to the Legislation
Committee but has decided not to do that. It certainly would not do that at the
Committee stage, because the Bill as it stands is objectionable to the Opposition and it
believes it is beyond amendment. The Opposition's approach would be fundamentally
different. The present method of assessing damages is sound, and if there is a need to
reduce the liability to the State Government Insurance Commission it could be done in a
much more equitable way.
Hon Max Evans: You have said that three times. What would you suggest?
Hon MARK NEVILL: I will not outline what the Opposition would suggest. I certainly
will be developing that, but it is not difficult to imagine.
Hon Max Evans: You said it three times. I just wondered.
Hon MARK NEVILL: It is not difficult to imagine some of the alternatives one could
have. There may be other motives for this piece of legislation. It certainly will add value
to the SCIC. We on this side of the House do not know whether the Government is
planning a levy on the SGIC as a fundraising measure. We noticed last year that the
levies for the Water Authority and a few of the other public utilities were increased.
Hon Max Evans: You say that the levy on the SOIC is a fundraising measure and you are
not told what it is for. There is still a debt to make up.
Hon MARK NEVILL: We do not know what is planned, but the SCIC will be flush with
funds in a short time. Maybe the Government is contemplating that or perhaps trying to
get the motor vehicle third party insurance fund into a healthy state -

Hon E.J. Charlton: So it can pay its bills
Hon MARK NEVILL: - so that it can be sold off to the private sector.
Hon Max Evans: You know my views on that one.
Hon MARK NEVILL: I know the Minister's views on the SGIC and a few other things.
It does not mean to say he will prevail, and one never knows in politics. His colleagues
may decide they might have to sweeten up the business community or insurance industry,
and saying that the Government is going to flog off compulsory third party insurance
may be a way of ingratiating itself with those industries.
Hon Max Evans: I do not ingratiate myself with anyone. One could not even give it
away.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon W.N. Stretch): Order!
Hon MARK NEVILL: I am not so sure that the private sector is not interested in getting
involved in third party insurance.
Hon Max Evans: They would have it for nothing and receive the premiums and not pay
the claims.
Hon MARK NEVILL: As I have said, the Opposition believes that this Bill is beyond
amendment. It is opposed to it because it is retrospective; its provisions will operate back
to I July 1993, which is 10 months retrospectively. It is highly discriminatory and
reduces the payments to people with small claims, to some of whom those claims are
critical. It has the power to put them in a severe financial position. The Opposition
strongly opposes this Bill and looks forward to the time when it can get a much more
equitable system back into the third party insurance area and get rid of this ugly system
that the Government has forced on the people of Western Australia.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House).

House adjourned at 2.06 ant (Wednesday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

WESTRAIL - EMPLOYEE WORKING FOR LEDGER ENGINEERING AND
PAID BY WESTRAIL

1555. Hon JOHN HALOEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Will the Minister confirm that a level 4 planner who is currently employed

and paid by Westrail, has been placed by Bilby Management at Ledger
Engineering to tender for Westrail work previously performed at Midland
Workshops?

(2) As this person's skills are now being used by Ledger Engineering, why is
Wescrail continuing to pay his salary?

(3) How many other instances are there of Westrail paying for, or subsidising,
the salaries of former employees currently working for private companies?

Hon E.J CHARLTON replied:
(1) There is no person currently employed or being paid by Westrail who is

working for Ledger Engineering.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Westrail is not paying for, or subsidising the salaries of any existing or

former employees working for private sector companies.
RO TTNEST ISLAND - GREEN ISLAND JETTY, DECKING REPLACEMENT

1574. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Why was the decking stripped from the jetty at Green Island, Routnest by

the Department of Transport?
(2) When will die decking be replaced?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) The decking had deteriorated to such a state that it was unsafe and

dangerous to the public.
(2) The Department of Transport is negotiating with the Rotrnest Island

Authority to have the deck replaced prior to next summer.

SPEED LIMITS - MINISTER FOR ThAN SPORT, RESPONSIBILITY
Freeways, 100 kink Increase Decision

1575. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the Minister still responsible for setting speed limits in this State?
(2) Was the Minister involved in the decision to increase the speed limit on

the Mitchell and Kwinana freeways to 100 kmnh, as announced by the
Minister for Police?

(3) Did the inister take advice before that decision was made from his
department and from the Traffic Board?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Will the Minister table that advice?
(6) If not, why not?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) No. Speed limits on roads are governed by the Traffic Act and Road

Traffic Code.
(2) Yes.
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(3) Yes, I received a report from Main Roads which supported the change. 1,
in turn, endorsed the report and sought agreement of the Minister for
Police to changes to the regulations to give effect to the increased speed
limit. While the Commissioner of Main Roads is a member, the Traffic
Board is not within my portfolio responsibilities.

(4) Not applicable.
(5) A copy of advice from Commissioner of Main Roads of 6 December 1993

is tabled as requested. [See paper No 1258.]
(6) Not applicable.

TAXI INDUSTRY - MULTI-PURPOSE TAXI SERVICE PROPOSAL BY JEAN
RICKARDS, MINISTER'S RESPONSE

1623. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:
What is the Minister's response to the proposal of Mrs lean Rickards for a
multipurpose taxi service provided to the Minister under cover of a letter
dated 17 December 1993?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The multipurpose taxi service coordination is to be reviewed in April by a
consultant to be appointed. Mrs Rickards' proposal will form a
submission to that review. I have written to Mrs Rickards acknowledging
her proposal as innovative arid that indicated it will be included in the
review.

KELMSCOTT STATION MASTER'S HOUSE - DONATION TO CITY OF
ARMADALE

1631. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
(1) Is the Government giving consideration to giving to the City of Armadale

the Kelmscott station master's house?
(2) When is a decision likely to be announced?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

CALENDAR OF EVENTS, INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY - PRINTING
DETAILS

1634. Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for
Women's Interests:
(1) Who printed the "Calendar of Events" for 8 March 1994 International

Women's Day published by or on behalf of the Western Australian
Women's Advisory Council?

(2) What was the cost?
(3) If State Print was not used, why was it not used?
(4) If it was not used, was it asked to tender?
(5) If it was asked to tender, what price did it tender?
(6) What price was tendered by the printer?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Parmelia Printers.
(2) $835.
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(3) State Print advised it could not meet the time frame.
(4) Yes.
(5) $837.
(6) $835.

MIDLAND WORKSHOPS - STUDY, COST
1637. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is the cost to date of the Midland Railway Workshops study?
(2) What has been paid to date to K.A. Adam and Associates for its work on

the Midland Railway Workshops study?
(3) What has been paid to dare to RIJ. Davy and Associates for its work on the

Midland Railway Workshops study?
(4) What has been paid to date to Bowman Bishaw Gothami for its work on

the Midland Railway 'Workshops study?
(5) What ocher persons have received payment with respect to the Midland

Railway Workshops study, who are they and in each case what have they
received to date?

(6) What further sum has been allocated for the idland Railway Workshops
study?

(7) When will the Midland Railway Workshops study be finalised?
Hon ElJ. CHARLTON replied:
(l)-(7)

This question should be directed to the Minister for Planning.

WESTRAIL - MIDLAND WORKSHOPS, PRODUCTS MANUFACTURED
OUTSIDE WESTERN AUSTRALIA

1642. Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for Transport:
What products formerly manufactured by Westrail at its workshop in
Midland are now being manufactured for Westrail outside of Western
Australia?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
16 mm and 19 mm dogspikes
60 kg 1 in 14 turnouts
Switch blades.

ROAD TRAINS - TRAVELLED TO MIDLAND SALEYARDS, STATISTICS
1651. Hon N.D. GRIF+THS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) How many moad trains travelled to the Midland saleyards in December
1993?

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

1994?
Hon ElJ. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(3)

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

ROAD TRAINS - ROAD MODIFICATIONS FOR TRIALS, COST
1652. Hon M.D.OREFITHS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What was the final cost of road modifications to permit the proposed road
train trials due to commence in December 1993?

(2) When were the modifications completed?
(3) What modifications took place and in each case what was the cost of the

modifications?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Approximately $350 000.
(2) In time for the trials to commence.
(3) Modifications and costs are -

Location Channel- Traffic AdditionalManu- Signs & Total
isation Signal Flashing facture/ Pavement
Modifi- Mods inc Ambers Install Workings
cation Flashing Hashing

Ambers Ambers

GNH/Roe ** 26000
Roe/Toodyay ** * * 21000
Roe/Morrison ** *31000

Roe/GEH * *17000

Roe/CEH Bypass * * * * 57000
C3EH Bypass/
Stirling *** 25000
Stirling/Hushmead ** 18000
Bushinead/Military *18 000
Military/Clayton *90(00

Bushnicad Rd * 33000
Swan Christian
High School * 14000

$350000

OMBUDSMAN -STRIP SEARCHING OF VISITORS TO PRISONS
REVIEW

1654. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Health representing the Attorney
General:

What response, if any, has occurred to the Parliamentary Commissioner
for Administrative Investigations' concerns about the issue of strip search
procedures as set out in pages 63 and 64 of the annual report 1993 of the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations?

Hion PETER FOSS replied:
Facilities and procedures for strip searching of visitors to prisons have
been reviewed. Each prison has been instructed to provide a searching
room which allows for the maintenance of privacy and dignity of the
person to be searched. Procedures and instructions have also been refined
so that the person to be searched is made aware of the steps in the
searching process and advised, in advance, of the implications of non-
compliance.
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TEACHERS - QUALIFIED, WAIT7ING FOR PLACEMENTS
T'eacher Reserves for Country Appointments

1669. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) How many qualified teachers are currently waiting to be placed for

employment as teachers?
(2) Are there any teacher reserves for country appointments in manual arts,

home economics, computing, physical sciences and Japanese language
studies?

(3) What are the difficulties in attracting teachers to country areas?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) Three thousand five hundred and fifty-five. Many of these teachers are

very restricted in their location availability, in the amount of time they
will work and dhe year levels they are available to teach.

(2) Reserves of teachers available for country appointments -
Manual Art 0
Home Economics 0
Computing 0
Physical Sciences 2
Japanese 0

(3) The rural education review is due to report in April. This review, amongst
other matters, has addressed the issue of difficulties of attracting personnel
to country areas which have beset teachers over many years. These
difficulties, which the previous Government failed to remedy,
encompassed housing availability and quality, insufficient financial
incentives, family dislocation and lifestyle changes. The Tomlinson
review has canvassed wide ranging opinion on these matters and its
recommendations will reflect the needs of teachers in rural and remote
areas.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - SPECIALIST LANGUAGE SCHOOLS,
ADDITIONAL ESTABLISHMENT

1698. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
Have any additional specialist language schools been established since
1993?

Hon N.E MOORE replied:
There are two specialist language schools - Mt Lawley Senior High
School and Rossmoyne Senior High School. These schools were
established in the late 1970s. No further specialist language schools have
been established since this time. The Education Department's current
policy is to provide access to language study to all students in Government
schools and funds are being used at present to increase the number of
schools offering languages, rather than concentrating funds in a small
number of specialist schools.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - KIDS FOUNDATION, ESTABLISHMENT
170Y7. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the Kids Foundation been established?
(2) If yes, has the Government committed any funds to the foundation?
Hon NEF MOORE replied:
(1) Not at this time, however, discussions are in progress on this issue. The

11918 [COUNCIL]



lTuesday, 12 April 1994J111

major emphasis to this time has been responding to the report of the task
force on the education of students with disabilities and specific learning
difficulties.

(2) Not applicable, but further to (I), a total of $6.07m has been allocated
over the next three years for students with disabilities and specific
learning difficulties.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - TEACHERS, COUNTRY SERVICES BONUSES
1708. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the inister for Education:

Has the Government introduced a system of country services bonuses to
encourage teachers to apply for country postings and voluntarily prolong
their stay in country localities?

Hon N.E. MOORE replied:
The rural education review undertaken by the Government, which is due
to report in April. has canvassed wide ranging opinion on matters relevant
to teacher service in rural and remote areas, including the issue of country
service bonuses. The recommendations of the report will address this
issue. A country service bonus scheme introduced in 1991 by the previous
Government still applies.

WESTRAIL - STEAM LOCOMOTIVES, ELLEKER, TRIANGLE FOR TURNING
INSTALLATION

1722. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) As the main line plus a section of the old Denmark line exists, has

Westrail given any consideration to installing a triangle for turning steam
locomotives at Elleker?

(2) If not, will the Minister arrange for Westrail officers to cost this proposal
which if undertaken will benefit the Albany tourism industry through the
attraction of steamn trains to the town for certain high profile events? At
present, groups are not prepared to bring steam engines to Albany because
on their return to Perth they are required to run as far as Wagin tender first
at 40 kmh.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Yes.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1729. Hon MARX NEVIILL to the Minister for Finance:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Development
Corporation?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Development

Corporation?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) Raymond Norman Hughes, Assistant Under Treasurer - Finance ,Westemn

Australian Treasury Department.
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(2),(4) There is no set term of appointment. The directors of the board are
expected to remain on the board until the affairs of the Western Australian
Development Corporation are wound up.

(3) Membership of the board -
Raymond Norman Hughes, Assistant Under Treasurer - Finance, Western
Australian Treasury Department
Allan Andrew Skinner, Executive Officer, Department of Land
Administration
Vincenzo Salvatore Paparo. Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet
Graeme John Rolfe, Director, Western Australian Treasury Department
Jeffrey Crookes, Ministry of Justice
Carl Curtis, East Perth Redevelopment Authority.

(5) The Treasurer as sole beneficial holder of all the issued capital of the
Western Australian Development Corporation for and on behalf of the
State of Western Australia.

(6) The directors of the Western Australian Development Corporation are all
civil servants and no remuneration is paid to them.

(7) R.N. Hughes Chairman - 29.10.91. Board member - 27.690
A.A. Skinner 27.6.90
V.5. Paparo 23.7.91
G.J. Rolfe 30.4.91
J. Crookes 14.4.92
C. Curtis 27.6.90.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1730. Hon MARX NEVILL to the Minister for Finance:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Exim Corporation?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Exim.

Corporation?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) Raymond Norman Hughes, Assistant Under Treasurer - Finance, Western

Australian Treasury Department.
(2),(4) There is no set term of appointment. The directors of the board are

expected to remain on the board until the affairs of Exim Corporation are
wound up.

(3) Membership of the board -
Raymond Norman Hughes, Assistant Under Treasurer - Finance, Western
Australian Treasury Department
Allan Andrew Sinner. Executive Officer, Department of Land
Administration
Vincenzo Salvatore Paparo, Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet
Graeme John Rolfe, Director, Western Australian Treasury Department
Jeffrey Crookes, Ministry of Justice
Carl Curtis, East Perth Redevelopment Authority.

(5) The Treasurer as sole beneficial holder of all the issued capital of Exirn
Corporation for and on behalf of the State of Western Australia.
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(6) The directors of Exim Corporation are all civil servants and no
remuneration is paid to them.

(7) R.N. Hughes Chairman - 29.10.91. Board member - 27.6.90
A.A. Skinner 27.6.90
V.S. Paparo 23,7.91
G.J. Rolfe 30.4.91
J. Crookes 14.4.92
C. Cutis 27.6.90.

BOARDS AND COMMfITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1736. Hon KIM4 CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Beverley District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Beverley District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific detais of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to coutry hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259]1

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1742. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Boddington District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Boddington District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the cbairnan?

11921



(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year. one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. P~ersons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1743. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Boyup Brook and Districts Soldiers Hospital
Board?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Boyup Brook and Disticts

Soldiers Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?

(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.
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(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific derails of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMTITES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1744. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Bridgetown District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Bridgetown District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to counary hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMMMTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1745. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Brookton Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairmnan?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Brookion Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
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(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled
[See paper No 1259.1.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1746. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Bruce Rock Memorial Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Bruce Rock Memorial Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 129.1
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BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1749. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Corrigin District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the tern of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Corrigin District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific derails of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In Septemnber

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year. one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.)

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1750. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Cunderdin District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Cunderdin District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terns of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
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board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. Thkis began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMflTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1751. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Dalwallinu District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Dalwallinu District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMHT7EES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1756. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Dumbleyung District Memorial Hospital

Board?
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(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Dumbleyung District Memorial

Hospital Board?
(4) What are the termis of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS repiied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific detals of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointmenc of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1760. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Onowangerup District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairnman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Cinowangerup District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Thrlee years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of die board was appointed for one year. one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards

11927



will expire each year. As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1761. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of die Goomnalling District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Goomalling District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
('7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where die
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in thre community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneratron.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.

[See paper No 1259.1
BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1762. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Harvey Drstrict Hospital?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Harvey District Hospital?
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(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three yearn.
(3) Specific detals of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining chird of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership axe tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1763. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Health Advisory Network Co-ordinating
Panel?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Health Advisory Network Co-

ordinating Panel?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

The Health Advisory Network Co-ordinating Panel was abolished on 1
January 199%

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1764. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Health Advisory Network - Health Care
Consumers Advisory Council?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Health Advisory Network -

Health Care Consumers Advisory Council?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
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(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member firs: appointed?
Hun PETER FOSS replied:

The Health Advisory Network - Health Care Consumers Advisory Council
was abolished on I January 1994.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1765. Hon KIMv CHANCE to die Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Health Advisory Network - Health Care
Providers Advisory Council?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Health Advisory Network -

Health Care Providers Advisory Council?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member firs: appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

The Health Advisory Network was abolished on 1 January 1994.
BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1766. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the James T. Pollard Convalescent Hospital

Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the James T. Pollard Convalescent

Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

The James T. Pollard Convalescent Hospital Board was abolished on I
February 1994.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1767. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Jerramungup District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Jerramungup District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What rem uneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership am tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year. one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
jSee paper No 1259.1

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1769. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kellerbenrin Memorial Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kellerberrin Memorial Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership arm tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year. one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year- As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.
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(7) Specific details of board membership axe tabledl.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1771. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kojonup District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kojonup District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific derails of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. T'his began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.1

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1772. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kondinin District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kondinin District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member First appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
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(3) Specific details of board membership am cabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of thre years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership ane tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMIITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1773. IHon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kukerin District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kukerin District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What rem uneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership an tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.

[See paper No 1259.]
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BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1774. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kununoppin District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kununoppin District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership ure tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. T'his began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[ See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1775. Hon KIMI CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Lakes Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Lakes Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

The Lakes Hospital Board was abolished on 13 October 1992.
BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1777. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Manjimup (Warren) District Hospital Board?
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(2) What is the term of the appointment of' the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Manjimup (Warren) District

Hospital Beard?
(4) What are the terns of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairm an?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership axe cabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for thrvee years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1780. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mental Health Act Appeal Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mental Health Act Appeal Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PEThR FOSS replied:

The Mental Health Act Appeal Board has been abolished. Statutory
requirement for the board was repealed on 1 January 1994.

BOARDS AND COMMilTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHWP
178 1. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Moona District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Moora District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
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(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.1

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1782. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Morawa District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the termn of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Morawa District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) -By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
hoard was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for thre years. T'his began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
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Australian State Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards recive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMflTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1783. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Mfinister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mt Barker (Plantagenet) District Hospital
Board?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who am the committee members of the Mt Barker (Plantcagenet) District

Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership axe tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian Stare Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive nio
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1784. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mukinbudin District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mukinbudin Distrct Hospital

Board?
(4) What arc tie terns of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What rem uneration is paid to each member and the chairman?

15035-4

11937



(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of t board was appointed for one year. one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.)

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1785. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mullewa District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mullewa District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nomninated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.
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(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMHT1EES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1786. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Murray-Mandurah Health Services Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who ame the committee members of the Munray-Mandurah Health

Services Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Austr-alia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of mUl new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1787. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Nannup District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Nannup District Hospital Board?
(4) What are die terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
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(3) Specific derails of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by die local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1788. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Narembeen District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Narembeen District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terns of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for thre years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]
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BOARDS AN]) COMMflTES - CHAIRMAN: MEMBERSHIP
1789. Hon KIM CHANCE to die Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of die Norseman District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Norseman District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
rem uneration-

(7) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1790. Hon KIMv CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the North Midlands District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the North Midlands District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
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(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September
1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of dhe
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1791. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Northampton District Hospital Board?
(2) V/hat is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Northampton District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year. one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process wheat the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by die local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of thie country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership axe tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]
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BOARDS AND COMMflTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1792. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Northcliffe District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are t committee members of the Northcliffe District Hospital

Board?
(4) VWhat are the terms of die appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairnan?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local governent
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board-

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.1

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1793. Hon KIM CHANCE to the inister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chair-man of the Numbala Nunga Derby Nursing Home and
Hospital Board?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Numbala Nunga Derby Nursing

Home and Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
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(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons arn also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers. the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific derails of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1801. Hon. KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Pingelly District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the ternm of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Pingelly District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of al new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific derails of board membership are tabled.

[See paper No 1259.]
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BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1807. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Moinister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Quairading District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Quairading District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member arnd the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1811. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Ronnrest Island Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Rottnest Island Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
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board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMfI=TES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1814. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Southern Cross District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Southern Cross District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was -appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.)

BOARDS AND COMNMMTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1815. Hon IM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Tambellup Hospital Board?
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(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Taxnbellup Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By wham was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of dhe
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1816. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Three Springs (North Midlands) District
Hospital Board?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Three Springs (North Midlands)

District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the tenns of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member firt appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

Refer to Legislative Council question 1790, 24 March 1994.
BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1817. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
(1) Who is the Chairman of die Warren District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairm an?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Warren District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
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(5) By whom was each person nominated?

(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

Refer to Legislative Council question 1777. 24 March 1994.
BOARDS AND COMMITTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1821. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
(I) Who is the Chairman of the Williams Medical Centre Board?
(2) What is the term Of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Wilijamns Medical Centre Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all flew
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three year.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospita boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.]

BOARDS AND COMMIlTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1S22. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Wongan Hills District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Wongan Hills District Hospital

Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?

(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are, 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one yen, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where die
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian State Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 12591]

BOARDS AND COMMIITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1823. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Wyalkatchem-Koorda District Hospital
Board?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Wyalkatchem-Koorda District

Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership ame tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment term of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from 1 October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three y.-ars.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the comm unity where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for die areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian Stare Parliament whose constituency covers the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.
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(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
[See paper No 1259.1

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1824. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Yalgoo District Hospital Board?
(2) What is the term of the appoinunent of the chairman?
(3) Who arm the committee members of the Yalgoo District Hospital Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(2) Three years.
(3) Specific details of board membership are tabled.
(4) There are 45 country hospital boards in Western Australia. In September

1993 one third of the board was appointed for one year, one third of the
board was appointed for two years and the remaining third of the board
was appointed for three years. This began a process where the
appointment tenm of one third of the members of country hospital boards
will expire each year. As from I October 1994 the appointment of all new
members to country hospital boards will be for a period of three years.

(5) Nominations are sought by advertising widely in the community where the
hospital is situated. Persons are also nominated by the local government
authority for the areas which the hospital serves, a member of the Western
Australian Stare Parliament whose constituency covens the local
government areas which the hospital serves and also by the hospital board.

(6) The chairman and members of the country hospital boards receive no
remuneration.

(7) Specific details of board membership are cabled.
[See paper No 1259.)

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1858. Hon IM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Albany Port Authority?
(2) What is the tenm of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Albany Port Authority?
(4) What are the tenms of the appointment of each member?7
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(l)-(7)
Name Position Term Nominated Remunera- First

by dion p/a Appointed
TiJ. Enright Chairnan 2 years Minister $4 500 + 18.5.89

for allowance
Transport $600

N.S. Hall member 2 years 52250 25.10.88
E.W.L. Smith member 2 years $2 250 23.9.91
W.R. Robins member 2 years $2 250 18.10.93
R.J. Harrison member 2 years $2 250 18.10.93

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1859. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Bunbury Port Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Bunbury Port Authority?
(4) What are the terms of Lhe appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(7)
Name Position Term Nominated Remunera- First

by dion p/a Appointed
J. Willinge Chairman 3 years Minister $4 500 + 1.7.63

for allowance
Transport 5600

L.A. Tuia member 3 years $2 250 17.9.76
J. Sullivan member 3 years $2 250 1.7.86
N. Eastman member 2 years " $2 250 30.6.93
G. Newby member 2 years $2 250 30.6.93

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1860. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Dampier Pant Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chainman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Dampier Port Authority?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By wham was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member f irst appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(7)
Name Position Term Nominated Remunera- First

by dion p/a Appointed
W. Stewart Chairman 2 years Minister for Nil 15.9.91

Transport
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D.W. Walker member 3 years Woodside Nil 20.7.87
Petroleum

L. Watkins member 3 years Hamersicy Nil 20.7.87
Iron

D. Rowe member 1 year Minister for Nil 15.9.90
Transport

G.F. Hammonds member until Minister for Nil 2017.87
further Transport
notice

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1861. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Eastern Goldfields Transport

Board?
(4) What are the termis of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid coeach member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CH-ARLTQN replied:

(04-7)
Name Position Term Nominated Remunera- First

by cion p/a Appointed
W.I.McCullough Chairman 2 years Minister $6 000 1.2.90

for
Transport

ONV. Jones member 2 years nil 30.6.88
P.L. Robson member 2 years nil 18.2.9 1
0. Robustellini member 1 year nil August 93
3.?. Fitzgerald member 1 year nil August 93

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1862. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Esperance. Port Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Esperance Port Authority?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(7)
Name Position Term Nominated Remunera- First

by dion p/a Appointed
R. Bower Chairman 3 years Minister $4 500+ 14.3.69

for allowance
Transport $600
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D. Nulsen
0. Males
P. Capelli
I. Burston

member
member
member
member

3 years
3 years
1 year
3 years

$2250
$2250
$2250
$2250

1.1.90
1.1.90
1.9.90
1.1.93

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1863. HonKIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Fremantle Port Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Fremantle Port Authority?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1 )-(7)
Name

J.K Horwood

A.R. Canter
W.J. Pritchard
K.G. Sanderson
E.E. Strahan

Position Term Nominated Remunera-
by dion p/a

Chair-man 3 years Minister $8 100

member
member
member
member

2 years
2 years
2 years
3 years

for
Transport

$3750
$3750
$3750
$3750

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1864. Hon KIM' CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Geraldton Port Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Geraldton Port Authority?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(7)
Name

Mr. I. Bogle

Mr Connell
Mr Gillarn
Mr Mavath
Mr Sale

Position Term Nominated
by

Chairman 2 years Minister
for
Transport

membecr
member
member
member

L years
2 years
1 year
2 years

Remunera-
tion p/a

$4 500 +
allowance
$600
$2 250
$2 250
$2 250
$2 250

First
Appointed

1.1.69

1.1.75
14.8.86
14.2.94
1.1.87

First
Appointed

16.3.93

8.1.91
28.4.92
9.6.92
1.11.93
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BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1865. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chainnan of the Port Hedland Port Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Port Hedland Port Authority?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1 )-(7)
Name Position Term Nominated by Remunera- First

dion p/a Appointed
P.G. Hardie Chairman 3 years Minister for $5 100 1.11.82

Transport
A.A. Caner member 2 years 1.$2 250 1.11.88
D.J. Miller member 3 years BHP Iron Ore $2 250 October 79

(Mt Newman
Mining)

B. Ziegelaar member 1 year Minister for $2 250 1.11.93
Transport

M. Howe member 3 years BHP Iron Ore $2 250 12.5.93
(Goldsworthy Ltd)

BOARDS AND COMMIITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1866. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Railway Appeal Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chainnman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Railway Appeal Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Mr Con Zempilas, Chief Stipendiary Magistrate.
(2) Indefinite.
(3) Employer representative member (Westrail) - Mr Malcolm Searle.

Employer representative deputy member (Wesirail) - Mr Graemne Hill.
There are no permanent employee representatives.

(4) Employer representative - indefinite. Employee representatives - for the
duration of each appeal.

(5) Mr Con Zempilas - nominated by the Western Australian Government
Railways Commission to the Government and appointed by the Governor.
Mr Malcolm Searle and Mr Graeme Hil - nominated by the Western
Australian Government Railways Commission. Employee
representatives - nominated by their respective industrial associations.
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(6) There is no remuneration additional to that applying to their substantive
employment.

(7) Mr Con Zempilas 16 September 1981
Mr Malcolm Searle 26 November 1991
Mr Graeme Hill 26 November 1991

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1867. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Taxi Control Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Taxi Control Board?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

Position Term Nominated by Remunera- First
dion p/a Appointed

J.A. Lee Chairman Indefinite Minister for
Transport

B. Davy member Traffic Board
R. Ellison member 2 years Metropolitan

(Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust

S. Satchell member 2 years Taxi industry
C. Mohr member 2 years Taxi industry
P.van Onselen member 2 years Taxi industry
K. Foley member 2 years Taxi industry
D. Semiway member 2 years Minister for

Transport
memoer 2 yea
member 2 years Local authorities

$4 500 November 93

Nil
Nil

$2 250
$2 250
$2 250
$2 250
$2 250

3 1.12.91
17.8.93

2.7.92
17.8.93
10.12.92
2.7.92
30.8.93

$2 250 30.8.93
$2 250 N/A

HOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1868. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of Transperth?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of Transperth?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon EJ CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(7)
Name Position Term Nominated by Remunera- Fins

D.N. Gilham Chairman 2 years

t
dion p/a Appointed

Minister for $7500 28.11.86
Transport

(I)-(7)
Name

E. iUtly
unfilled
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Dr J.I. Gill member Ex officio Ex officio Nil 29.6.88
appointment

B. Holland member 1 year Minister for $3 750 6.9.9 1
Transport

G. Sherwin member 2 years '1. $3 750 24.5.93
E. Skima member 2 years " It$3 750 24.5.93
Rt. Wells member 1 year Trades and $3 750 10.1.92

Labor Council
BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1869. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Certificates of

Competency Appeal Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Certificates of

Competency Appeal Authority?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Captain William Phillip Spencer.
(2) Captain Spencer was appointed on 20 September 1993 for a period of

three years.
(3) Mr Ken Reah, extra first class marine engineer, Mr Francis Henry

Stephenson Scriven, extra first class marine engineer.
(4) Sitting members are specially selected based on the nature of the appeal.

As the department has now received a formal request to refer a matter to
the authority for determination, it has been necessary to appoint two
members with relevant qualifications and experience. They have been
appointed for the duration of this particular appeal.

(5) Each person was nominated by the Department of Transport.
(6) The chairman and members are paid sitting fees of $145 per day and $97

per half day.
(7) Members ane specially selected based on the nature of the appeal. The

appointments of Mr fteah and Mr Scriven were approved by me on 25.
January 1994 for the duration of this particular matter which has been
brought to the appeal authority.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1870. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Coastal Shipping
Commission?

(2) What is dhe term of the appointment of the chairm an?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Coastal

Shipping Commission?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?

(5) By whom was each person nominated?
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(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(7)
Name Position Term Nomina- Remunera- First

ted by dion p/a Appointed
B. Bult Chairman 6 months Minister $7 500 1.2.94

for + expenses
Transport

P. McCumstie member 4 years $3 750 22.12.92
+ expenses

G. Jackson member 2 years " $3 750 21.7.92
4 months + expenses

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1871. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Marine Act Manning
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Marine Act

Manning Committee?
(4) What are the terms of the appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

A Bill abolishing the Safety Manning Committee has been passed by
Parliament but proclamation is delayed pending publication of new safety
manning regulations. There are no current appointments to this committee
and it is expected that the committee will not need to be convened again.

SCHOOLS - COMO SENIOR HIGH
Physics Student Year 12 Textbooks, Unavailable

1876. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Can the Minister please explain why physics students at Como Senior

High School were unable to obtain full copies of their year 12 textbooks?
(2) Are the textbooks now available?
(3) Did this situation occur at other State high schools?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) The commercially produced physics textbook for year 12 students at

Coma Senior High School was selected in 1993 an the understanding that
it would be ready for the 1994 school year. The publisher was unable to
meet the delivery date and as a result the textbook was not available.

(2) The school has been advised that the textbook should be available by die
end of term 1. In the meantime, to minimise disruption to the students'
physics studies, the school made arrangements for students to use an
alternative set of textbooks while the preferred text was unavailable.

(3) No similar situations have been brought to the attention of the department.
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CHRISTIAN BROTHERS - LAND APPROPRIATED BY MINISTER FOR
LANDS

1879. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Lands:
(1) Did the Minister for Lands appropriate any land to the Order of the

Christian Brothers pursuant to section 89 of dhe Lands Act (No 37 of
1933)?

(2) If so, will the Minister table any agreement made with that order for the
appropriated land?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) Can the Minister inform the House as to the number of youths settled upon

any such lands appropriated?
(5) If not, why not?
(6) Can the Minister inform the House as to how many hectares were

appropriated for such youth settlement?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) Can the Minister inform the House how many hectares were acquired by

youths under the provisions of section 89 of the Act and by any agreement
between the Minister and the Order of die Christian Brothers?

(9) If not, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

The information sought is not readily available and would require
considerable research and I am not prepared to allocate resources for this
purpose. If the member has a question about the appropriation of specific
land to the Order of the Christian Brothers I will be pleased to respond.

SCHOOLS - ALBANY PRIMARY
Valuation

1886. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the Minister now confirmed whether a valuation was carried out on

the Albany Primary School on or about I11 March 1994?
(2) Who conducted that valuation?
(3) Who gave permission for the valuation to be undertaken?
(4) Why were the principal and the parents and citizens of the school not

properly advised that the valuation was to occur?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:

I refer the member to questions without notice 1056 and 1087 of 23 and
24 March respectively, and now advise as follows.-
(1) Yes; however, advice of the actual completion of valuation was

not received by the department until 28 March 1994.
(2)-(3) The Valuer General's Office at the request of the Education

Department.
(4) The Education Department regularly requests valuations of its

various assets and as these are essentially
administrative/interagency matters, it is not usual practice to
advise school principals and parent bodies of their occurrence.
Should further action with respect to any valuation be considered,
a school and its officers and decision making groups would
certainly be fully involved in any decision making processes.
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DISEASES - INFECTIOUS, REQUIRING COMPULSORY ISOLATION
1888. Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT to the Minister for Health:

Which highly infectious diseases, or diseases that are likely to be
transmitted from one person to others, require compulsory isolation?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Compulsory isolation is not required by law for any infectious disease.
Section 273 of the Health Act 1911 empowers the Executive Director,
Public Health to order the removal and detention in a place set apart of
persons suffering from leprosy. Section 294 of the Health Act 1911
empowers the Executive Director, Public Health to direct a person
suffering from tuberculosis and poses a risk of infection to others to enter
a hospital for treatment. This may be enforced by a magistrate. Section
307 of the Health Act 1911 empowers the Executive Director, Public
Health by warrant to apprehend and detain a person suffering from a
venereal disease in an infectious stage for two weeks. Section 251 of the
Health Act 1911 provides for the Minister to authorise the use of special
powers by public health officials to isolate, quarantine or disinfect persons
for the purpose of checking or preventing the spread of dangerous
infectious diseases. These diseases are prescribed by notice in the
Government Gazette.

SGIO ATRIUM, ST GEORGE'S TERRACE - VALUATIONS
1889. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Finance:

(1) What was the valuation on the SGIO Atrium in St George's Terrace as at
30 June 1993?

(2) On what date was the valuation made and by whom?
(3) What were the previous valuations back to when the Atrium was

constructed and on what date were these valuations made?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(1) 531 250 000 - before cost of realisation.
(2) David Liggins, Stanton Hillier Parker - at 30 June 1993.
(3) The following valuations were obtained as at 30 June of each year -

1992 538 800 000 Jones Lang Wootton
1991 576 000 000 Debenharn Tewson International
1990 583 400 000 Chesterton International
1989 $78 650 000 Chestenton International
1988 $70 500 000 Chestenton International
1987 $47 500 000 Hendersons
1986 $38250000 Hendersons
1985 $36 300 000 Hendersons
1984 No valuation undertaken
1983 No valuation undertaken
1982 Construction completed August 1982

BURNS BEACH - LEASEHOLD LAND, RELEASED FOR FREEHOLDING
1891. Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Did the conditions of residential leasehold land at Burns Beach before it
was approved for freeholding in 1989 specify that leaseholders could not
reside permanently on their leasehold sites?

(2) When the leasehold land was released for freeholding, was it a condition
of granting a concessional price that leaseholders be permanent residents?
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(3) On what grounds were the terms of the leasehold altered to allow
permanent residency before the land was released for freeholding?

(4) Did any leaseholders who were granted concessional purchase prices for
their land hold leases for any other sites in Burns Beach, and if so, whom
and for which sites did they hold leases?

(5) Did any leaseholders change hands in the seven years before approval for
freeholding was granted in October 1989?

(6) If yes, which leaseholds changed hands, when, and how often?
(7) Were any of the leaseholders who had acquired their leases in that period

granted concessional purchase prices, and if so when and for which sites?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) No. Standard leases issued by the City of Wannero, of which the

Department of Land Administration has a number of examples on file, did
not prohibit permanent residential use.

(2) Yes. Lessees were required to reside on the lease as their principal place
of residence.

(3) Refer to (1) above.
(4) A requirement for being granted concessional prices was that leaseholders

were not to own any other residential land. W. and K.M. Kell did not own
any other residential land; however, they were part proprietors of the
Burns Beach Caravan Park business under a lease arrangement with the
City of Wannerno.

(5)-(7) The answers to these questions ale not readily available and would require
considerable research. In any case, the leases to which the member refers
were administered by the City of Wannemoo which may be able to assist
the member in his inquiries.

BANDY CREEK BOAT HARBOUR - WASTE OIL DISPOSAL TANK,
MONITORING

1894. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that the containing wall surrounding the sump

oil holding tank at Bandy Creek boat harbour has an overflow
arrangement designed to discharge spillage into the harbour?

(2) What arrangements have been made to ensure that the waste oil tank is
monitored and regularly emptied?

(3) When did these arrangements begin?
(4) Has oil already been discharged into the harbour because of a breakdown

of these arrangements?
(5) What further action will be taken to ensure a permanent solution to

pollution from the waste oil disposal tank?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) No, the bund around the waste oil tank at Esperance does not have an

overflow arrangement designed to discharge spillage into the harbour.
Prior to December 1993, waste oil from vessels was either dumped at sea
or was disposed of in rubbish bins within the harbour from which the oil
could, and did, leak into the harbour. In December 1993 the new waste oil
holding tank with surrounding bund was completed. The bund is designed
to contain the full quantity of the holding tank should the latter leak. The
bund has a drainage pipe through its wall which is closed off but may be
opened to bleed off water, not oil. This does drain into the harbour. The
problem that has given rise to Hon Kim Chance's question was a fault in
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the conssruction of the bund wall which leaked following an unexpectedly
large quantity of waste oil being put into the tank on one occasion and
then overflowing into the bunded area. The leak has since been fixed and
more frequent monitoring arrangements of the oil level in the tank have
been established- the present situation represents a vast improvement on
the arrangement that existed prior to 1994.

(2) The Shire of Esperance. through its rangers, is monitoring oil levels in the
tank on a daily basis and arranging for it to be pumped out to a waste truck
as required.

(3) The more frequent monitoring arrangements have been in place for
approximately one month.

(4) The new arrangements are working well and no oil has leaked into the
harbour following the repair to the leak in the bund and the institution of
the more frequent monitoring arrangements.

(5) No further action is planned.
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - CHILD MIGRANT BOYS ZN CATHOLIC

INSTITUTIONS, PROVISION OF EDUCATION INSPECTION
1913. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Education:

(1) Did Officers of the Education Departmnent inspect the provisions made for
the education of child migrant boys in Catholic child cam institutions in
the years 1948, 1949 and 1950?

(2) Did those officers make any adverse comment regarding provision of
those boys' education as required by section 12c and regulations 3 and 5
of the Commonwealth (Guardianship of Children) Act 1946?

(3) Did those officers make any suggestions to the custodian of those boys, or
to the managers of the institutions in which those boys were in custody,
regarding the provision of education?

(4) If so, what were the suggestions, to whom were they given, and did those
officers satisfy themselves that the suggestions were carried out?

Hon. N.E. MOORE replied:
(1)-(4) Information relating to this inquiry is not available within records

currently held by the Education Department of Western Australia. Files
are progressively culled from the Education Department's record
collection, some of which are forwarded to State Archives dependent upon
historical relevance. A search of archived documents for the information
will require a significant commitment of resources with no guarantee that
the information exists.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE
ACT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS, BREACH ALLEGATIONS

1189. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Health representing the Attorney
General:

I refer to an allegation raised in the other place last Thursday that the
Minister for Labour Relations had twice breached the Construction
Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act 1985.
(1) Did the Minister for Labour Relations approach the Attorney

General personally for any legal advice in relation to this matter?
(2) If so, what advice did he seek and receive?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE
ACT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS, BREACH ALLEGATIONS

1190. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for
1Labout Relations:

I refer to the Minister's assurance in the other place last Thursday that he
would table a copy of Crown Law opinion on the claims of a prominent
Queen's Counsel that he has twice breached the Construction Industry
Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act. Will the Minister now honour his
assurance and table the complete Crown Law opinion, as opposed to the
two page summary of Crown Law advice tabled last Thursday?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister made two commitments: A commitment was made to table
a summary of the Crown Solicitor's Office advice in relation to section 54
of the Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act, and
this was tabled on Thursday 7 April 1994. He also made a commitment to
table a summary of the Crown Solicitor's Office advice in respect of the
opinion of Mr Ian Viner, QC. This advice has not yet been completed and
will be tabled when it is ready.

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE
ACT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS, LIST OF WORKERS

1191. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for
Labour Relations:

I refer to the Minister's comments last Thursday that he obtained a list of
more than 30 000 workers registered under the Construction Industry
Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act.
(1) In what form was the list received - that is, on computer disc or as

a printed list?
(2) Has this list of names been destroyed?
(3) If so, on what date was the list destroyed and by whom?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The list was provided by the Construction Industry Long Service Leave

Payments Board in the form of one-use pre-printed self-adhesive address
labels.

(2) All of the pit-printed labels provided by the Construction Industry Long
Service Leave Payments Board were affixed to envelopes and mailed out.

(3) Answered by the above explanation.
CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE

ACT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS, BREACH ALLEGATIONS
1192. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for

Labour Relations:
I refer to the Minister's response to a Queen's Counsel's opinion that he
had breached the Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave
Act.
(1) On what date did the Minister write his letter containing "No

Ticket No Start" material to more than 30 000 workers in Western
Australia?
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(2) On what date were those letters posted?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The letter concerning the review of the Construction Industry Portable

Paid Long Service Leave Act was prepared immediately prior to die mail
our and contained no reference to "No Ticker No Start" material

(2) The mail out of letters to employees commenced on Monday, 21 March
1994.

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE
ACT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS, PEAK ORGANISATIONS

1193. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for
Labour Relations:

In relation to the Minister's claim last Thursday concerning the
Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act -

(1) Has the Minister investigated the extent to which the 11 peak
organisations he named represent individual employers in their
respective industries?

(2) If not, how can he be confident that the consent sought from the
peak organisations legitimises his action in writing to individual
workers registered with the Construction Industry Long Service
Leave Payments Board?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.

TITLES, OFFICE OF - DELAYS, STAFF CUTBACKS
1194. Hon W.N. STRETCH to the Minister for Lands:

There have been reports of delays occurring in the Office of Tides as a
result of staff cutbacks. Will the Minister advise what action has been
taken to overcome these delays?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I welcome this question as it gives me the opportunity to clarify a
misconception about what is happening in the Deparment of Land
Administration and, more particularly, the Office of Titles. Firstly, DOLA
is not conducting a staff cuffing exercise. As part of the public sector
reform process, certain functions within DOLA are being transferred to
the private sector. As a result of this transfer a total of 150 FTEs were
identified as being redundant. Initially, it was decided to spread these
redundancies over two years; however, owing to the high level of interest
in DOLA's voluntary severance scheme it was decided to proceed with all
redundancies by June this year. Secondly, although the public sector
reform process is having an unsettling influence upon DOLA it is not the
reason for delays within the Office of Tidles.
Members may not be aware that for many months the Office of Tidles has
been experiencing workloads similar to the boom times of the 1980s. For
example, the average number of documents lodged during February this
year was 1 430, which is the highest since records have been kept.
Between February 1993 and February 1994 lodgements increased by
20 per cent. Tide searches have been at their highest level since March
1989. Between February 1993 and 1994 the number of searches increased
by 32 per cent. In the 12 months between February 1993 and February
1994 the number of new lots created increased by 55 per cent, or 2 488
lots. Despite the additional pressure resulting from the public sector
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reform process, DOLA is responding to these workload levels in a
responsible way. It is working closely with the private sector so that
internal procedures can be improved and any new technologies
introduced. The Register 2000 imaging system and fax facilities are such
examples. I also understand the prospect of using existing computer
technology within DOLA for a future electronic conveyancing system is
being considered. In essence. DOLA is enduring a transitional and
disruptive period while certain functions are being transferred to die
private sector, and at the same time the Office of Titles is experiencing
high levels of activity. While acknowledging some backlogs are
occurring, I have every confidence delays are being kept to a minimum
and DOLA management is continually searching for improved means for
dealing with the increased workload.

STANLEY REPORT - ON POST SECONDARY EDUCATION IN BUNBURY
AND SOUTH WEST, EDITH COWAN UNIVERSITY AND TAFE DECISION

1195. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the local reference group established to consider the Stanley report on

post secondary education in Bunbury and the south west made a decision
on the recommendation to the Minister on the future of Edith Cowan
University in Bunbury and the South West College of Technical and
Further Education?

(2) If yes, what was that recommendation?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2) The group has made no recommendation to me and I do know what its

current thinking is.
MURDOCH UNIVERSITY - SOUTH WEST CORRIDOR LOCATION DECISION

1196. Hon L.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Education:
I understand that a decision was to be made about the siting of a branch of
Murdoch University in the south west corridor by the end of March. Has
this decision been made and, if so, where will it be sited; and, if not, when
will a decision be made?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
A working party was established to look at the location of a campus of
Murdoch University within the south west corridor. The working party
reported to me last Tuesday. That report is now the subject of my
consideration and report to Cabinet. When Cabinet has assessed the
recommendations and deliberated on them its decision will be made
public.

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE
ACT - MINISTER FOR LABOUR RELATIONS, EMPLOYERS' APPROVAL

1197. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for
Labour Relations:

I refer to the Minister's assurance in the other place last Thursday that he
had complied with section 54(a) of the Construction Industry Portable
Paid Long Service Leave Act, by obtaining approvals from employer
groups, and ask -

(1) Of the 3 200 employers covered by the above Act, could the
Minister advise which of the employers he wrote to?

(2) On what dates were each of these employers approached?
(3) How many consented and when was that consent received?
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(4) How many declined to give their consent and on what date?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The Minister for Labour Relations obtained approvals from the peak

employer bodies on behalf of their members.
(2)-(4)

Not applicable.
MINISTERIAL TRAVEL - ATF7ORNEY GENERAL

United States Visit, Jflnery
1198. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Health representing the Attorney

General:
(1) Will the Minister supply the House with the Attorney General's itinerary

for her visit to the United States of America?
(2) If not, why not?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The Autorney General's itinerary comprises -

18 April 1994 Meet officials and visit correctional facilities in
Atlanta, Georgia.

19-20 April 1994 Meet officials and visit contctional facilities in
New York State.

21-22 April 1994 Meet officials in Toronto and visit programs
for offenders in Ontario.

(2) Not applicable.
SCHOOLS - PRIMARY, IMPROVEMENTS

Greenoun:, Helena Valley, Eellevue; St Anthony's, Funding
1199. Hon Nf.GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education:

(1) What improvements have been made to the following schools in the last
three years and at what cost -

Greenmouni Primary School;
Helena Valley Primary School;
Bellevue Primary School?

(2) What, if any, financial support has been given to St Anthony's Primary
School in each of the last three years?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) Greenmount Primary School has received an administration upgrade, a

library resource centre, a music rorn, an art/craft room and a covered area
at a cost of approximately $l.1m.
Helena Valley Primary School has not had any capital works.
Bellevue Primary School has received an administration upgrade at a cost
of approximately $67 000.

(2) Over the last three years a loan of $150 000 has been provided to St
Anthony's School for a library. In addition, a loan of $183 000 has been
provided for four classrooms.
SCHOOLS - KOONGAMIA PRIMARY, IMPROVEMENTS

1200. Hon N.D. ORIFFITHS to the Minister for Education:
What improvements have been made to Koongarnia Primary School in the
last three years and at what cost?
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Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
No capital works have been undertaken at Koongamia Primary School in
the last three years.

FUEL TAX - BUDGET 1994-95 DECISION
1201. Hon JOHN HALDEN to die Leader of the House representing the Premier:

Will the Premier rule out a new or additional State fuel tax in the 1994-95
State Budget?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Premier has provided the following reply -
This question would be mome appropriately addressed to die Minister for
Transport. As the member knows, these issues are considered in the
Budget context and it would be inappropriate for me to comment.

RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - CONSULTANTS
APPOINTMENT. INDUSTRIAL MINERALS CONTRACT

1202. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Mines representing the Minister for
Resources Development:

(1) What consultant or consultants have been appointed by the Department of
Resources Development to study the further processing potential of
industrial minerals in the State?

(2) What is the value of the contract or contracts?
(3) Was the contract put to public tender?
(4) Why was the study given to private consultants when there are

experienced and well qualified staff in the Department of Resources
Development who could have undertaken the project?

(5) Given that surveying private companies is part of the study, has the
Government sought guarantees from consultants that any information
collected will remain confidential to the department?

(6) What specific industrial minerals experience do the consultants have?
H-on GEORGE CASH replied:

The Minister for Resources Development has provided the following
reply -
(1) Hohnen Consulting.
(2) It is inappropriate for me to release the actual contract amount for

commercial reasons; however, 1 can indicate that it is less than
$50000.

(3) Expressions of interest were sought from six organisations known
to the department to be able to produce work of the required
standard in the area of industrial minerals.

(4) The study is to look at specific market related matters in the near
Asian region and review market barriers from an independent point
of view. Although there are staff within the department who could
handle parts of the study, other work priorities preclude their
availability in the foreseeable future. Also, more complete and up-
to-date information is required in particular in the area of
marketing and market barriers, and this is not available within the
department.

(5) Yes.
(6) Extensive.
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TRAFFIC ACCIDENT - MINISTER FOR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
1203. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister far Mines representing the

Minister for Police:
(1) With reference to the traffic accident involving the Minister for

Community Development, was the Minister consulted by the Police
Department on the matter?

(2) Was the Minister for Community Development breathalysed after the
accident? If not, why not?

(3) When was the Minister advised of the proposed charges against the
Minister for Minister for Community Development?

(4) Did the Minister discuss this charge, or the likelihood of this charge, with
any other Minister including the Premier?

(5) Was the Minister advised of the disquiet expressed by the Director of
Public Prosecutions and, if so, when was he advised and what action did
he take?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(l)-(5) I do not have any notice of that question. Therefore, I do not have a reply.

However, if the member cares to put the question on notice, I will
endeavour to seek a reply for him.

POLICE - GIVE WAY SIGNS OFFENCES, CHARGES
1204. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Mines representing the

Minister for Police:
(1) H-ow many Western Australians were charged with failing to obey a give

way sign last year?
(2) In how many of these cases did the incident result in an accident causing

grievous bodily harm?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

The Commissioner of Police has advised that -

(1) In 1993, 386 infringements were issued in this State for this
offence.

(2) Statistically, this information is not recorded.
POLITICAL DONATIONS - PREMIER'S INSTRUCTION

1205. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
With reference to political donations -

(1) Has the Premier issued any instructions to Ministers to the effect
that it would be improper to seek political donations from groups
within that Minister's portfolio area?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) Does the Premier condone this practice?

Hon E.J. Charlton: Not since February 1993.
Hon John Halden: You sit there and be quiet. You have just made a fool of

yourself again.
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Events that occurred in the last decade involving Labor Ministers,
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many of which were die subject of a royal commission and which
have come to be generally known as the WA Inc deals, will stand
as an historical testament to the need for Ministers to carry out
their duties in a responsible manner, always mindful of their
obligations and accountability to the community. WA Inc
demonstrated that unless Ministers, acting in their individual and
collective capacities, am committed to upholding the high
standards of office expected of public officials, then no written
words can ensure Executive accountability.

(3) No.
CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF -

RUNWAYS FOR AERIAL FIRE SURVEILLANCE
1206. Hon N.D. OR.IFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for the Environment:
(1) What runways for the purpose of aerial fire surveillance are being

operated by the Department of Conservation and Land Management?
(2) What runways for that purpose were being operated by CALM in

February 1993?
(3) If any such runways are no longer being operated by CALM, what is the

reason for that in each case?
(4) What modifications, if any, to such runways have taken place since

February 1993 and, if so, in each case -

(a) where;
(b) at what cost; and
(c) for what reason?

Hon NYF MOORE replied:
The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) Runways at Walpole, Dwellingup. Mundaring and Nannup are
operated by CALM for general aviation, including fire
surveillance. Public runways at Manjimup, Bunbury, Collie and
Jandakot, as well as emergency strips on both Crown and private
land, are also used by CALM.

(2) Runways at Walpole, Owellingup, Mundaring and Nannup were
operated by CALM in February 1993.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) None.

SCHOOLS - PUPIL FREE DAYS
1207. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the Minister given consideration to making all or part of dhe final two
and a half days of the school year pupil free to allow early preparation for
the following school year?

(2) If no, will he do so?

(3) If yes, what determination has he come to?
Hon NEF. MOORE replied:

I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Currently, schools in distant and remote localities, with the

approval of the relevant Executive Director (Schools), and
provided the local community is in agreement, may in exceptional
circumstances close earlier - up to two and a half days - than
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schools in other localities by working time in lieu. The Education
Department of Western Australia will shortly provide advice to
schools about the last school day in 1994 for students in years 11
and 12, years 8to 10oand years Kto 7.

(2)-(3) Not applicable.
I-EDLANE) COLLEGE COUNCIL - VACANCIES

1208. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
Will the Minister reconfirm his answer to question on notice 1020 from
the member for Pilbara on 19 October 1993 when he advised that Hedland
College council board vacancies are filled by the college maintaining a list
of respondents to a call for expressions of interest, which list is submitted
for ministerial consideration when vacancies occur, along with council's
advice on which characteristics are sought in the candidate most suitable
to fill the position?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
As my memory is not impeccable and the question was in October last
year, I ask the member to put the question on notice so that I can provide a
proper answer.

HEDLAND COLLEGE COUNCIL - BAKER, CHRIS, APPOINTMENT
1209. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

I will remind the Minister of his policy.
(1) Why is it that Mr Chris Baker, president of the Port Hedland

Liberal branch and the ex-campaign director of the failed Liberal
candidate for Pilbara, was appointed to the head of the college
board when he was not on the list of citizens registering their
interest to serve on the council of Hedland College?

(2) Has the Minister breached his own procedures for filling vacancies
on this council?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
It is unbelievable that this sont of question should come from the
Opposition. They filled every Government board and organisation with
political activists. What is even worse, they filled the public service with
political appointees.

Hon John Halden: You've been caught.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: You should be in jail, all you old members.

Withdrawal of Remark
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The comment that we should be in jail is out of order and

should be withdrawn.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I will not tolerate constant interjections from the

member or other members who ask questions and then refuse to let the
Ministers answer them. As I have often said, members do not have to like
what Ministers say, but they have to listen to the answers, particularly if
they initiate the questions. As to the member on the other side of the
House who made the comment, I ask him to withdraw it.

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I withdraw.
Questions without Notice Resumed

Hon N.E. MOORE: As I was saying, it is interesting that we should be getting
this sont of question from the Opposition, which, during its 10 years in
office, so politicised the Public Service that, as Brian Burke said, no
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Government in future would be able to govern. They are asking questions
about an appointment which is up front and of which everybody is aware.
Mr Baker is a very well respected citizen of Port Hedland and a very
competent person who is capable of carrying out his duties as a member of
the Hedland College council. I have no doubt that he will do an excellent
job.

H-EDLAND COLLEGE COUNCIL - BAKER, CHRIS, APPOINTMENT
1210. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

Bearing in mind the Minister's constant criticism of the previous
Government's appointments to Government boards and his accusations of
political cronyism. will he withdraw Mr Baker's appointment, particularly
as Mr Baker did not successfully meet the Minister's own criteria for
being appointed to this board? If not, could this appointment be
considered as yet another example of the double standards regularly
adopted by this Government?

The PRESIDENT: Order! The question is seeking an opinion. The member
cannot ask a question which seeks an opinion from the Minister.

Point of Order
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The second part of the question may be seeking an

opinion. I am not prepared to argue about that at this stage. However, the
first question is: Will the Minister withdraw Mr Barker's appointment? I
suggest it is not an opinion being sought.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I did not say that that part was. The member asked
one question which is in two pants. If he wants to ask the other question
separately, he can do that, but after Hon Graham Edwards asks his
question.

Questions without Notice Resumed

FIRE TENDERS - FIRE APPLIANCES CONSTRUCTION, ADVERTISING
1211. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Lands representing the

Minister for Emergency Services:
Some notice has been given of this question.
(1) Would the Minister please advise if the construction of 15 fire

tenders was advertised for tender under normal Government
conditions? If not, why not.

(2) Would the Minister advise if there is any specific expertise
required to handle such a project?

(3) If so. will the Minister confirm that the firm that was successful in
obtaining the contract in Katanning in the Minister's electorate had
such expertise?

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

The Chief Executive, Bush Fires Board of Western Australia
advises -

(1) Yes. The tender was carried out in accordance with State
Supply Commission requirements.

(2) Yes. An understanding and experience in body building,
hydraulics and general fire appliance design engineering,
fabrication and construction.
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(3) Yes. The firm at Narrogin has previously built fire
appliances for mining companies, Bunnings Tree Farms,
local government, the Department of Conservation and
Land Management and the Bush Fires Board of Western
Australia.

HEDLAND COLLEGE COUNCIL - BAKER, CHRIS, APPOINTMENT
1212. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

Bearing in mind the Minister's constant criticism of the previous
Government's appointments to Government boards, the fact that Mr
Barker did not fit the Minister's own criteria for selection to the Hedlartd
College council and the Minister's previous accusations of political
cronyism directed towards the previous Government, will he now
withdraw Mr Barker's appointment to the Hedland College board?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
No, because Mr Baker - not Mr Barker, who is the other crony about
whom I have heard - was appointed because of his expertise, his
knowledge and his ability to provide a significant contribution to the
Hedlarid College. He was appointed because of his competence and his
capacity to provide an excellent contribution to the Hedland College
board.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF -
OPERATION FOXGLOVE

1213. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
the Environment:

Some notice has been given of this question.
(1) Has Operation Foxglove commenced?
(2) If not, when will it commence?
(3) Will baits be dropped from the air as part of Operation Foxglove?
(4) In what areas will these baits be dropped?
(5) What poison is being used in the baits?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Minister for the
Environment has provided the following reply -
(1 )-(5) Operation Foxglove in its expanded form is a major conservation

initiative for this State. It is an initiative of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management and Alcoa of Australa. The
program will enable CALM to move on from its proven ground
baiting of foxes to broadscale aerial baiting. Control of foxes will
allow natural recovery and reintroduction of rare or endangered
species of native fauna.
The area to be baited will stretch from Mundaring to Collie, a total
of some 450 000 hectares, which certainly makes this one of the
largest fauna recovery programs ever undertaken. CALM will1
commence baiting on 18 April. The first areas to be baited will be
Julimar forest near Toodyay. Samson forest block north of Hanvey,
Batalling block east of Collie and the Hills forest at Mundaring.
Fox baits of dried meat containing 1080 will be used. These baits
are toxic to foxes but not native fauna. CALM has signposted
major access woads to the baited area, and visitors and neighbours
are being advised not to allow pets and farm dogs to wander within
the baited area.
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Detailed information can be obtained from CALM. I draw to the
member's attention an advertisement which appeared in Saturday's
The West Australian which provides CALM's contact telephone
numbers for this program.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
1214. Hon A.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does the Minister intend to implement recommendations of the Domestic
Violence Advisory Council for legislation prepared in 1992?

(2) If yes, when; and if not, why not?
Hon E.J CHARLTON replied:

The Minister for Community Development has provided the following
reply:
(1)-(2) The Minister for Community Development; the Family has

established a Families in Western Australia Task Force which is
chaired by Hon Muriel Patterson, MLC. Members of the task
force will examine all issues facing families in Western Australia,
including abuse in families, and recommend a program of
Government action to strengthen family life. No decisions will be
made on such issues as family violence legislation until the
outcomes of the task force are known.
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