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

PETITION - BUSES
No 24 Bus Route - Upgrading

DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [ 11.02 am]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned citizens of Western Australia respectfully request that Transperth
be asked to upgrade the No 24 bus route from North Perth to the City and return.
Many elderly residents who live near or on Walcott Street rely on public transport to
reach shopping and medical facilities at Mt Lawley Shopping Centre and to travel to
and from the City. The current service is inadequate during the week and non-
existent on weekends and public holidays.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 40 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 81]J

PETITION - JUVENILE REMAND CENTRE, MURDOCH PROPOSAL
Urgent Review

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [11.03 am]: I present a petition in the following term -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia, wish to express concern at the
recent announcement of the proposed construction of a juvenile remand centre on the
land kniown as the Lakes Hospital Site (Reserve Number 36727) Murdoch Drive,
Murdoch.
We request the Government of Western Australia to urgently review the proposal in

the light of its proximity to density residential subdivisions and the valid safety
concerns of the residents who live around the proposed centre. We further request
that the proposed Remand Centre be relocated to an area further from existing or
proposed residential subdivisions.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 695 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 82.]

CONDOLENCE MOTION - McPHARLIN, MR WALTER RAYMOND
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premnier) 111.05 ami]: I move -

That the House records its sincere regret at the death of Mr Walter Raymond
McPharlin and tenders its deep sympathy to his family.

I never had the pleasure of knowing Mr McPharlin, who was a respected member of this



House and who died in hospital last month at the age of 75 years. On reading a little of his
background I found that Mr MePharlin had a substantial career in local government and our
Parliament where at his height he was Deputy Premier of the coalition Government for a
year. He resigned from the Parliament in 1983 after a distinguished career spanning
16 years. Mr McPharlin served his country during the Second World War and was involved
principally with the Royal Australian Air Force. He was extremely active in the rural
movement generally and was a great supporter of both wheat and wool farmers. He served,
for instance, on the Western Australian wool growers voluntary cooperative and was also
involved in local sporting communities, very actively and enthusiastically as I understand it.
Those who knew Mr McPharlin had great respect for him and those of us who never knew
him find from reconstructing his life that he is worthy and deserving of our emulation as
somebody who threw himself into community work, was a strong and solid part of the
community, and was prepared to serve that community over a long period and give voice to
the considerable needs of the rural sector in Western Australia. On behalf of the Labor Party
I express sincere sympathy to his wife and family, particularly given that his death followed
a long and protracted illness.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [ 11.08 am]: The National Party
supports the motion moved by the Premier. Ray McPharlin was my leader when I was first
elected to Parliament in 1974. Whilst many people reflecting upon the career of Ray
McPharlin refer to him only as the Leader of the Country Party and as Deputy Premier, Many
would know that was shortened by circumstances to which I will refer later. It is a pity that
people have confined their attention only to Ray McPharlin's career at that time because as
the Premier has said he was one of the hardest working members of Parliament that I have
had the pleasure to meet. He certainly had a close rapport with his local community as their
member and if members read his curriculum vitae they will rind that he was a member of
local government, as the Premier rightly stated, and a great number of other community
organisations before finally representing the community in this ParliamenL- I think that many
people would prefer to remember Ray McPharlin's contribution to this Parliament over that
long period that he was the member for Mt Marshall rather than the very short period when
he was Deputy Premier and immediately after that. There is no doubt that he gave us a great
example as local member for Mt Marshall. Even in those days it was a substantial electorate.
It took in part of the pastoral area up to Paynes Find, and the bulk of the north eastern
wheatbelt region. it has always been an area of substantial size, although it may not have
been substantial in population.
As members know, he was the Deputy Premier of this State, but as a result of a dispute with
colleagues in Government he was forced to resign. Members should remember that Ray
McPharlin would never deviate from his principles. He maintained that the reason for being
in Government was to ensure that the policies of the party could be implemented. The
reason he resigned from the Deputy Premiership and lost his position as Leader of the
Country Party was because he would not compromise his principles in relation to the
implementation of policy. It is a tribute to Ray McPharlin that the National Party, which is
the successor to the Country Party, has adhered to those very principles which led to
Mr McPharlin's short term of office as Deputy Premier. We maintain those same principles.
The implementation of policy is paramount to any political party, and paramount to the
personal beliefs of members of the National Party. While Ray McPharlin was a great local
member, it is unfortunate that his time in leadership was cut short because he would not
compromise his principles. Nevertheless it is a testimony to Ray McPharlin that the same
principles by which he stood arc the principles upon which the National Parry now operates.
On behalf of the party I extend sympathy to Mrs McPharlin and her three children.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [11. 12 am]: On behalf of the
Liberal Parry I join in supporting the Premier's condolence motion and we extend to Mrs
Rona McPharlin and her family our sympathy. Ray McPharlin was known to me; when I
came into Parliament he was a member, and I had the privilege of serving with him until his
retirement in 1983. Ray had a very distinguished career. He was not just the member for Mt
Marshall, as indicated by the Leader of the National Party, but he was the deputy leader and
leader of his party, the Country Party, for some time. He was Deputy Premier and Minister
for Agriculture, and he held other positions in the Parliament. His was a career, as the
Premier and the Leader of the National Party have indicated, where he maintained a very
strong commitment to country people above all.
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I had some dealings with Ray McPharlin outside the Parliament, as I shall explain in a
moment, but in all my dealings with him several characteristics shone through. He was
honest and direct, and he did not go around an argument but came straight forward. As the
Leader of the National Party has just said, he was a principled man. Some would have said
that he was stubborn. I guess he was in some respects because he stood very firmly on the
principles he believed in. While I never had the privilege of seeing him play football, I know
he was a good footballer. IHe would have been one of those who was pretty direct and
straightforward. He was a bit like John Wonsfold; he did not run around the player, he went
straight through.
Ray MePharlin also had a very strong commitment to the Air Force Association, as t
obituary in The West Australian acknowledged, and to the friends and mates with whom he
served. The Air Force Association happens to be located in my electorate, and I have a close
association with the people there. I am sure he would have expressed the same concerns that
I and others have about the proposal to sell the Lancaster bomber located in the Air Force
museum, and several of us are working hardI to overcome that problem. Ray was actively
involved in the Air Force Association, and I got to know him pretty well through that
association, as well as through his friendship with my late father-in-law, Arthur Dunstan,
who also flew Sunderland flying boats in the United Kingdom. He, Arthur, and a couple of
others were responsible for forming the Sunderland Branch of the Air Force Association in
Western Australia. He was a great support to my mother-in-law and to my late father-in-law
during his brief illness.
I pay great tribute to Ray for his work on behalf of the people of Western Australia,
particularly the country people, and the commitment he showed and the time and effort he
put into the Air Force Association. I extend my sympathies to Rona, who I observed very
closely to be a person who stood by her husband through all his political career and his
subsequent illness, and to his family, who were also a great support to Ray during his
parliamentary career and during his illness.
MR McNEE (Moore) [11. 16 am]: I support the motion of condolence to the McPharlin
family. I had the pleasure and opportunity of working with Ray McPharlin as a shire
president. I first met him when he was president of the Rural Water Council and I was a
newly elected member of our local authority. I was sent to this meeting to gain some
experience, and an experience it was! I quickly realised that Ray McPharlin was a man who
knew what he was about, and he knew how he would get there.
To say that I shared Ray's political view explicitly would not be correct, but he had the
ability to communicate, as did everyone else in his electorate, on those points of view which
made our lives worth living in the country, and he had a great understanding of our needs. It
was great from the point of view of the shire to have, as the Leader of the National Party has
already said, such an outstanding local member. He was never too busy, he was always
available, and at every function he was there communicating with us and endeavouring to
help our people.
He had another attribute, and that was sheaf tossing. In those times agricultural shows in
country areas were even more prolific than they are today. Ray had the ability to beat all the
locals, many of them young men much his junior and built like battleships. But Ray had the
ability to out-toss them, which he did regularly. I offer the condolences of all those people in
the areas which Ray McPharlin represented so well. I am sure they would all join with me in
saying thank you to him for a job well done. We express our sincere condolences to
Mrs MePharlin and her family.
Question passed, members standing.

JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON PAROLE
Repont Tabling - Extension of Time

On motion by Mr Cunningham, resolved -

That the date for the presentation of the report of the Select Committee on Parole be
extended to Thursday, 29 August 1991 and that the Legislative Council be acquainted
accordingly.
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PUBLIC AND BANK HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Henderson (Minister for Productivity and Labour
Reladions), and read a first time.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL (No 2)
Introduction and First Reading

Bill inzroduced, on motion by Mr Macinnon (Leader of the Opposition), and read a first
time.

Second Reading - Standing Orders Suspension
On motion by Mr Macinnon (Leader of the Opposition), resolved with an absolute
majority. -

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as would prevent the second
reading of the Criminal Code Amendment Bill (No 2) 1991 being moved on this day.

MOTION - SOVIET UNION
Coup

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) 1I 1.25 am]: I move -

That this House expresses its deep concern and regret at the political crisis in the
Soviet Union and urges the leadens and people of the Soviet Union to find peaceful
democratic solutions which will enable processes of political and economic reform to
continue.

I do not propose to take very much of the rime of the House today in order for us to debate
this motion but it is important that we put on record, albeit from a State rather than a Federal
Government, our concern at the events in the Soviet Union. Since this motion was drafted I
believe that, rather than improving, events have actually deteriorated. The situation in the
Soviet Union now appears to be extremely confused, with deaths being reported in the media
earlier today. I understand that some of those who originally formed pant of the coup team
that overthrew Mikhail Gorbachev are now apparently disappearing from the ranks of the,
junta for reasons of ill health, and in one case allegedly because of a heart attack. Sadly,
what we are seeing in the days following the overthrow of Mr Gorbachev is a return, if not to
the politics of Cold War, then certainly to the strategies and political manoeuvrings that have
characterised the Soviet Union since the revolution of 1917 - dissembling, cheating of the
people, dismissal of their views about the importance of democracy, muzzling of the media,
disinformation, and a clear move to rake a very strong line.
At this time I want to take an optimistic view, as are some commentators, that things have
moved too far in the Soviet Union to allow a reversion to the old regime, to the ways of
Stalin and his successors. Whatever else we may have thought about Mr Gorbachev's
apparent failure to turn around the economic disaster that the Soviet Union had become, I do
not think anyone in this House or in the community generally would have had other than
considerable admiration for the fact that he was prepared to attempt to overturn not just the
years of the communist regime that had changed the political face of the Soviet Union, but
indeed a long history in Soviet and Russian politics of authoritarianism and repression. To
do that in the face of a very considerable old guard in a still strong Communist Party, with
many members obviously prepared to wait in the wings until they could attack him and, in
this case, depose him, rook considerable courage and foresight.
We stand beside the people of the Soviet Union. We wish them the very best in returning
their impetus toward democracy to the right path. We urge them and people who support
them - people of goodwill around the world - to return to that program of reform and not to
revert to the ways that had come to characterise the Soviet Union and which had led, in a
very direct way, to the Cold War under which we all suffered for so long.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakoc - Leader of the Opposition) (11.28 am]: I have pleasure in
seconding this motion. It is unusual for us to support two Government motions in a row, but
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in this case I am glad to do so. As I said at the time of the Tiananinen Square disaster, which
is what I call it, the events in Soviet Russia today remind us of how lucky we are 10 live in a
country like Australia, where we can argue aggressively and even express dislike without
experiencing the kind of repression of individuals that we see in totalitarian regimes.
A study of history will show the repressive nature of communist regimes. When I was at
university, in Politics 20 we studied the whole question of what was called the Great Terr
and the repression and basic infringement of rights that has continued in the Soviet Union for
so long. One need only read Solzhenitsyn to understand the pressure and suffering endured
in that country. Gorbachev was a brave man. He began the process of change no matter how
difficult that was. He recognised better than most people that the only hope for the Soviet
Union to progress and play a role in the twenty-first century, and to be a super power was to
reform its economy, and in the same process to reform its political system. He had begun
that process. He knew that turning it around after more than 70 years under a communist
regime would not be easy; that it would not happen without some pain or without the sorts of
events we are now witnessing.
My hope is that the people of the Soviet Union - and those people responsible for the
overthrow of Gorbachev, in this instance - quickly recognise that the clock cannot be turned
back. As I have often said, the Berlin wall was not knocked down by a political process but
more by an economic process and recognition that the system could not continue to oppress
people politically and economically if the country were to survive under that regime.
I support and totally endorse the Premier's comments. I hope that we see some recognition
of the recent events in the Soviet Union. I hope that world opinion is brought to bear in arn
effort to convince the Soviet Union that the situation must change. From all points of view,
we hope that such recognition comes quickly.
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [ 11.31 am]: On behalf of the National Party I also have pleasure in
supporting the motion moved by the Premier and seconded by the Leader of the Opposition.
Many people around the world regard the recent events in the Soviet Union as a blockage of
a great step forward over recent years. A great deal of progress has been made to free an
oppressed society. I am sure that millions of people round the world are dismayed by
events in the past 48 hours.
I speak as a representative of a rural electorate which is very dependent on the sale of wheat
and wool - particularly to the Soviet Union which is a large purchaser of those products. We
were looking forward confidently to a resurgence in the sale of wool. I hope that this
turnaround in political events in Russia will not impede the progress made recently
throughout the Soviet Union. I am critical of the Federal Government's hasty decision to
suspend credit sales to the USSR because that will affect the sale of wool and wheat. Were
the Soviet Union to withdraw from the wool market at this stage of the selling season, that
would have disastrous implications for the new round of wool saes which have recently been
established under a new market system. I urge the Federal Government to consider the plight
of rural Western Australia in the context of that problem. While acknowledging that the
greater responsibility must be to the freedom of people around the world, we must also take
responsibility for our own people. That must be acknowledged by the Federal Government.
I join many people in the hope that Gorbachev, together with all people who support more
freedom in Eastern Europe and the USSR, will be returned to a position where he can
enhance the progress already made. I hope that the Australian Government will take a
responsible attitude towards recent events in Eastern Europe. I hope also that it does its best
to ensure that the trade that is so important to us as rural producers continues in a positive
way in the next few months.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamnara) [ 11.34 am]: I support the motion. I am deeply concerned, as
are many people in Western Australia, about the events unfolding in the Soviet Union. Many
people have a great deal of apprehension about the outcome of the present turmoil. We are
very much aware that the USSR has had more than its share of cataclysmic events this
century. While we have regarded Russia as an enemy in the past and we have very much
despised some of the things that have happened politically in that country, perhaps we have
not understood the political system and problems which that country confronts. We are
aware of the huge loss of life during the Stalin era. In the Ukraine alone, millions of lives
were lost and, again, during the Second World War great suffering occurred. It is a country
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which has known great catastrophes of a political nature. We hope that in the present turmoil
such events can be avoided.
Rapid changes under Gorbachev have brought new hope that the USSR can move towards a
democratic society - one which can modernise itself. We are aware that such a transition
faces huge problems because that country does not have a democratic tradition. It does not
have the institutions and ethos which would make it easy to take power from the small group
which has run the USSR for 70 years, and give people a greater say in the running of their
country. While these catastrophes have caused much suffering for the people of the USSR,
on the other hand they have led to the migration of many people to Australia. Such people
have become excellent citizens of this country. They have piayed an important role in the
building of our nation, so we have benefited from the influx of migrants who have been
forced to flee from its various republics.
In the electorate of Nollamara and surrounding areas I am aware of people who have come to
this country because of oppression and suffering in the USSR. My wife came to Australia as
a displaced person while a young child. Her parents fled from events in the Ukraine. My
father-in-law tells stories of the war which he sums up simply by saying, "if you weren't
there, you could not believe it; if you were there, you didn't want to believe it." These
people have suffered greatly through the Stalin years and through the Second Would War.
They have made a great contribution to Australian society. Therefore, they have great
apprehension about the current events in the USSR.
When we consider recent world events we must acknowledge the positive outcome in the
Philippines as a result of people power. However, we had our hopes dashed by the
Tiananmen Square disaster in China. More recently in Eastern Europe the unification of
Germany gave great hope that the transition to democracy could take place smoothly and
give new hope to many people. On the other hand, we have witnessed the turmoil in
Yugoslavia which has slipped into civil war. We can only hope and pray that the leaders in
the USSR will recognise that if they can move peacefully towards democracy, in a way that
will give more say to the people, the whole nation will benefit. Hopefully that will come to
pass.
MR DONOVAN (Morley) [11.38 am]: As someone who has been actively and publicly
associated with the peace movement recently in respect of events in the Middle East, one
matter I was sensitive to was the oft-repeated comment. in the media that people who
demonstrate on the safe streets of Australia on these issues are rarely heard to voice their
concern about events associated with the Soviet Union but are more often heard to voice
their concern about events sponsored by the United States and the West. Although that is not
necessarily a valid criticism, it should at least be recognised.
I have no hesitation in giving my fullest support to the motion moved by the Premier this
morning. I place on record the degree of concern and consternation felt by people concerned
about peace and justice around the world regarding the events which have transpired in the
Soviet Union, and in Moscow in particular. Glasnost - openness - was not just a message to
the Soviet Union, it was a message for the rest of the world, the United States of America
and, indeed, our own system of Government in Australia. It shone like a beacon to the world
of freedom loving people. It seems with the events over the past few days that that beacon
may have taken a terrible blow, One hopes that the assessments of the Prime Minister and
the Premier are right; that is, that the wheels may well fall off this coup d'etat in the Soviet
Union, It is certainly my prayer, and the prayer of people who work for peace around the
world, that that will be the case. However, we have realistic fears for the future of global
security and peaceful coexistence. The Premier's motion is timely, and I hope that all
members of this House anid the public will support the concerns expressed within iL We
should lend our best wishes, along with those of the Premier, to the people of the Soviet
Union who are resisting this blow to their freedom.
Question put and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (JUDICIAL QUALIFICATIONS) BILL
Report

Report of Committee adopted.

3660 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 21 August 19911 36

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr D.i. Smith (Minister for Lands), and returned to the
Council with an amendment.

HOME BUILDING CONTRACTS BILL

committee
Resumed from 20 August. The Chairman of Committees (Dr Alexander) in the Char
Mrs Henderson (Minister for Consumer Affairs) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 3: Interpretation -
Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered.
Mr WIESE: At the close of discussions last night I referred the Committee to the previous
debate on this clause and was attempting to clarify the situation regarding the kind of work
that would be covered by this legislation. The Committee spent some time endeavouring to
clarify the matter, and by the time we had finished everyone in the Chamber, including the
Minister, was thoroughly confused. It is necessary to clarify the situation regarding the
definition of "associated works".- Last night the Minister said that "associated works"
included swimming pools, pergolas and patios only when the work was done at the same
time as the home was built or an extension was added. Many members did not believe that
was the case and the member for Applecross said -
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I caution the member. Standing Orders do not permit members
to quote from an uncorrected copy of the Daily Hansard. However, members may refer
generally to debate.
Mr WIESE: I take your point, Mr Chairman. This creates some difficulties, but these
remarks will eventually show true in Hansard and it is important for the members of the
community that we clarify what the Minister was attempting to say. If this matter is not
clarified, real difficulties will be created as a result of the Minister's remarks. We must
know whether the Minister knows what the situation will be so that homeowners and builders
will understand the legislation.
As a result of the Minister's comments in last night's debate, the member for Applecross
asked whether a screen wall costing $7 000 built around a swimming pool would be covered
by the Bill. The Minister quite clearly said no. The Minister's reply was quite clearly not
correct. Debate then ensued in an attempt to clarify the situation. The member for
Applecross then asked specifically about the situation in which a contract was written for the
construction of a $50 000 home and this involved landscaping work, to the value of $4 000,
to be undertaken by another party, and whether the extra work would be covered by the
legislation. The member suggested that the two works would be aggregated so that the
person with the $4 000 contract would be covered. The Minister did not answer the question
but went on to make remarks to the effect that it was a recommendation of the inquiry that
peripheral work conducted at the same time as the construction of the house should be
covered. Therefore, I am attempting to clarify the situation.
Another question asked was: If a person had a home built approximately 20 years ago and
subsequently decided to build a brick wall around it costing $7 000, would that work be
covered by the legislation? The Minister replied, 'TIhat is right." That statement is
absolutely contrary to what is in the legislation. Associated work, whether it be done at the
same time as the home building work or separately is defined. The National Party is happy
with paragraphs (a) to (c) in the definition of home building work, but paragraph (d) refers to
constructing or carrying out any associated work in connection with an existing dwelling,
including a strata titled dwelling. Clearly, then, any associated work, and specifically the
retaining wall which was the example we were trying to get the Minister to acknowledge as a
problem, is caught up in the provisions of this Bill. The Minister has unequivocally said no,
but the Bill says it is. What is the situation?
Mrs H-ENDERSON: One of the reasons there is so much confusion is that we are debating
the definitions in the interpretation clause rather than the clauses of the Bill where the words
occur. However, the member for Wagin's point is a valid one and from looking at the
transcript of yesterday's debate I can understand where the confusion arose. Mr Lewis asked
about building a wall costing $4 000 and I replied that it would not be covered by the Bill.
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He then asked about a wall costing $8 000 and I said thac it would be covered by the Bill. I
will try to resolve that confusion by explaining that on the one hand we were talking about
contracts between builders, and builders contracting to build a house and also organising
cont, racts. for such things as landscaping and pools, which are clearly covered by the Bill if
they are above $6 000 while on the other hand the member for Applecross was raising,
almost as an aside, the possibility of engaging his brother-in-law to build a wall that cost
$7 000. I replied that it would not be covered because the member's brother-in-law was not
a builder as defined on page 2 of the Bill. I made a distinction between a person who
engaged a per-son to build a home and at the same time was carrying out associated work
such as constructing a pool or pergola, and landscaping - all those sorts of things. We
discussed that at some length and a valid point was raised about other contracts which were
not part of the building contract but which were arranged by the builder. The member for
Applecross confused the debate by throwing in the question of his brother-in-law's building a
wall with the implication that it might not be done for money, but for love, and whether this
legislation would restrict his freedom to construct that wall.
The Bill regulates contracts between owners and builders and the definition of "builder" is
set out page 2. The meaning of the phrase "carrying on a business" is well established; it is
someone who does something for profit on a regular basis. Members must read the
definitions of home building work, associated work and builder together. That would then
answer the question raised by the member for Kingsley. For example, if Mr Lewis's brother-
in-law is a builder and he constructs a wall for Mr Lewis that is valued at more than $6 000
he will be covered by this legislation.
Mr Lewis: Exactly, I would need to have a contract.
Mrs H-ENDERSON: Yes. If Mr Lewis's brother-in-law constructs a wall around his pool
under a private arrngement and he is not carrying on business as a builder he is not covered.
Mr Wiese interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: The member for Wagin is saying that if one does not take into account
the definition of builder - which is what the Bill is all about - it can cause some confusion.
However, the reality is that the Bill exists to regulate contracts between owners and builders.
Mr Lewis: You do not understand the Bill.
Mrs HENDERSON: I do understand it. Members opposite are not prepared to listen. It
seems that each time the Opposition says that a Bill is poorly drafted that is really an attempt
to mask the fact that it is good consumer legislation and members opposite do not want to
support it. Why not be honest and say that?
Mr Lewis: It is bad consumer legislation.
Mrs HENDERSON: That is an insult to the lawyers who drafted this legislation. I have
answered the quite valid points raised by the member for Wagin. The answers I gave the
member were accurate. If a builder puts up a wall in a backyard at a cost of $7 000 it is
covered by the Bill.
Mr Wiese: Yesterday the Minister said that if someone builds a wall on its own, that falls
under the definition of "home building" so it would not be covered no matter how much it
cost. They are the MiUnister's words.

Point of Order
Mr GRAHAM: 1 raise a point Of Order, Mr Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN: [ remind the House that it is 11.59 am. At 12 noon we move to private
members' business.
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Wagin is quoting from an uncorrected Hlansard and he
should nor be.
Mr Lewis: Sit down.
Mr Pearce: An absolutely valid point of order.
The CHAIR.MAN: Order! I will adjudicate on this matter, not members. The member for
Pilbara is correct. I warned the member for Wagin about that earlier. As far as I can see, he
was quoting directly at that point. I cautioned members about that practice. This morning,

3662 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 21 August 1991] 36

we have spent a quarter of an hour arguing about words that should not be quoted in that
manner.
Mr WIESE: In relation to the paint of order -
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I have made my ruling and it is not open for debate.

Committee Resumed
Mrs HENDERSON: I will draw my remarks to a close. The position is clear and I do not
believe that members opposite are incapable of understanding it. A builder who is defined in
this Bill as a person or two or more persons who together carry on a business and who builds
homes priced between $6 000 and, as the Bill now stands, $200 000 is caught by the Bili.
Private work done by a brother-in-law to put up a wail around a swimming pool is not
caught. I said that clearly last night.
Mr Lewis: What about if he was a bricklayer?
Mrs HENDERSON: The member did not say that he was a builder or a bricklayer. He asked
last night about his brother-in-law who did it for him. The member should look at the
definitions of "associated work", "builder", "home building Work" -

Mr C.J. Barnett: You are doing a good job of convincing your colleagues that this Bill is a
nonsense and poorly drafted.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Opposition cannot hide behind comments about poor drafting.
This Bill has been gone aver by an army of lawyers on behalf of builders. They have
examined every angle of the Bill and they are happy with it. They say it is well drafted. It is
not my problem that the Opposition cannot read the definitions properly.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again, on motion by Mrs Henderson (Minister for
Consumer Affairs).

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS - ORDER OF BUSINESS
Prior Notification Advice

MR PEARCE (Armnadale - Leader of the House) [12.04 pm]: I move -

That Notices of Motion Nos 3, 23 and 22 and Order of the Day No 43 be taken.
It has been the practice as long as I have been Leader of the House and a touch before that
for the Leader of the House to prioritise private members' business in the order requested by
the Opposition. I have asked the Opposition to advise me on the Tuesday evening of the
order of business so that we are able to ensure Ministers are here. The system has worked
well in the past. Today I was asked at a late stage before the House sat to add Notice of
Motion No 22, which is a significant notice of motion, to the order of business given to me
last evening. I have agreed on this occasion. I do not know whether the fault lies with the
National Party or with poor communications between the National Party and the Liberal
Party. Accepting it on this occasion, I advise the Opposition that I am not prepared to make
a practice of this. It is not reasonable for the Government to be asked to debate a matter that
is well down the Notice Paper on an hour's notice.
Question put and passed.

GRIEVANCE - MIDLAND SALE YARD
MRf OMODEI (Warren) [12.07 pm]: My grievance is with the Minister for Agriculture
and relates to the statement made in today's The West Australian about the State seeking a
new site for the Midland Salcyard. This matter is extremely serious to rural Western
Australia. If the Minister is not communicating with other members of the Cabinet or cannot
succeed in his aim to resume the Midland Saleyard I believe sincerely that he should resign.
A very strong rumour is Circulating in this State that the Minister no longer attends Cabinet
meetings.
Mrs Beggs: What a lot of rubbish.
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MrT OMODEI: If the girls are running this Stare, he should bring them up to date with what
is happening on the Midland Saleyard.
Mrs Beggs: You sexist moron.
Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr OMODEI: This Minister has a iong history on this issue and because of the shook>'
people on the Government side -

Mrs Beggs interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I will allow interjections on the member making his speech if they
are done in a fairly orderly fashion. However, cross Chamber discussions or arguments
should occur elsewhere.
Mr OMODEI: This issue is extremely serious and will be raised in the Royal Commission at
a lacer stage. It is such an important matter that the Premier, the Minister for Fuel and
Energy, and the Minister for Planning have all been involved in depth in this issue through
their involvement in this House's Select Committee investigating the sale of the abattoirs
site. Since that sale, a number of commitments have been made by the Government of which
the Minister for Agriculture is fully aware. The former Minister for Agriculture, the member
for Eyre, made a commitment to the livestock industry that the Midland Saleyard would be
retained. I have copies of letters that clearly indicate that. A letter from the then Minister to
the now Leader of the House and former Minister for Transport stares -

I very much appreciate Westrail making available for sale 1.55 hectares to Pilsley
Investments. This sale has taken pressure off the Midland Saleyards until the year
2001.

Te same member, the former Minister for Agriculture, in a letter to the then member for
Murchison-Eyre said that the saleyard's existence is guaranteed. In the same letter he said -

With respect to tenure, I have already said that when the sale is settled caveats will be
placed on the title to protect producers interests.

Mr Blaikie: It sounds like the SCIC all over again.
Mr OMODEI: It certainly is a long and sorry saga. We know that the current Minister for
Agriculture set up a livestock sales liaison committee in 1989 on which there were
representatives from the entire spectrum of the industry. The main recommendation of that
committee was that the saleyard be retained on its current site or on land adjacent to it.
Members would be aware that the relocation of that complex would cost in the vicinity of
between $18 million and $20 million. [ ask the Minister where the Government will find the
money to fund this project. Will the Minister acknowledge chat the farmer groups such as
the Western Australian Farmers Federation and the Pastoralists and Graziers Association
have made it clear that they want the Midland saleyard to remain on the existing sire? The
member for Helena, when giving evidence to the Select Committee on the sale of the site,
gave a commitment to his constituents that the saleyard would remain on the existing site.
Mr Cordon Hill: I certainly did not give any evidence to that Select Committee and that is
what is crazy about it. It did not invite me, as the local member, to give evidence. Get your
facts right.
Mr OMODEI: I suggest to the member that he read the evidence of the Select Committee
because it states clearly that he made that commitment.
This matter is of great concern to the agricultural industry in Western Australia. The
Minister, as usual, has been making the right noises to country people, but he has delivered
very little. The Minister should take up this matter with his Cabinet colleagues and if he is
having difficulty with them he should let the people of Western Australia know that he is
falling in his duty.
A commitment was given that the Midland saleyard would remain in Midland. It is an ideal
site because the infrastructure is in place and local industry services it. I know other sites
have been identified. I have it on very good authority that people in the industry want the
site to remain where it is. I have heard the Minister say that he favours the existing saleyard
site. He has failed in his duty as Minister for Agriculture to retain the saleyaxd at Midland.
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Not only will the taxpayers of this State suffer even more because of the funds that will be
required to relocate the saleyard, but also small business in Midland will suffer dramatically.
The relocation of the saleyard will not work regardless of whether the sale of cattle and sheep
is conducted from different sites. The livestock traders and the Western Australian Livestock
Sales Association strongly favour the existing Midland site.
I ask the Minister to take my comments on board and to express to this Parliament his honest
feelings on the Midland site. In the past he has been quoted as supporting the existing site
burlI wonder how much influence he has in the Cabinet.
On 6 May 1986 the Assistant Director of the Department of Agriculture wrote to the
managing director of the Government property unit as follows -

.:.formally requests, on behalf of die Hon Minister for Agriculture, that you discuss
with the purchaser of the Midland abattoir and saleyard site, the following:
I . The possibility of extending the leaseback arrangements for the saeyards

beyond the six years already agreed. It is likely that there wili be a need for a
livestock selling complex near to the metropolitan area for up to 15 years.
Any form of accommodation after the six years should thus be considered.

It certainly was, and a commitment was given co all and sundry, including the Farmers
Federation, the Pastoralists and Graziers; Association and the rural producers, that the
saleyard would be retained on the existing site.
I ask the Minister to indicate whether funds have been allocated in this year's Budget for the
relocation of the saleyard. I dare say we will find out in the next few weeks, but if funds
have not been allocated the salcyard will nor be relocated by 1993.
I refer to an article in this morning's The West Australian and a comment by Ray Ward who
represents the Pastoralists and Graziers Association. He worked very hard to keep the
Midland salcyard afloat. The article states -

"Again it will be the hard-pressed taxpayers and rural sector that will bear the cost of
this Government's incompetence," he said.

A spokesman for the Farmers Federation, Jim Alexander who was also a member of the
livestock and sales liaison committee, was quoted as follows -

"It flies in the face of industry wishes,....
"It is ridiculous for Cabinet to believe that the site can be closed and another fully
operational by 1993.
"Clearly it's time that the Government discussed with the meat industry details of
negotiations and commitments that have already occurred and the detailed reasons
why Midland is no longer suitable.

I ask the Minister to advise us of the reason that consideration is being given to the relocation
of the Midland saleyard, where the money will come from and why he cannot convince his
Cabinet colleagues to retain the saleyard on the existing site.
MR BRIDGE (Kimberley - Minister for Agriculture) [12.17 pma]: Enshrined in the
member for Warren's contribution is the implication that the Government will nor succeed in
establishing the new saleyard facilities by 1993.
Mr Bradshaw: Are you saying that it will cost the producers of Western Australia to relocate
that facility?
Mr BRIDGE: Regardless of whether the Government relocates the site or retains the existing
site there will be a cost involved. The industry recognises that a great deal of work is
required to upgrade the existing saleyard. Therefore, it does not matter whether a decision is
made to retain the existing site or to provide facilities on another site. I have never denied
the fact that however we resolve this issue a cost will be associated with it. Members
opposite cannot say that the facilities on the existing site are adequate.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McNee: You said there would be no cost to the producer.
03 373-9
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Mr BRIDGE: Where did I say that?
Mr Macinnon: Don't you stand behind what your predecessor said?
Mr BRIDGE: I do not know what he said about cost.
The SPEAKER: Order! All interjections are out of order. From time to time some speakers
like to field interjections and, indeed, welcome them and there are others who do not. The
Minister listened to the member for Warren in complete silence. He is now endeavouring to
answer the member and he is also endeavouring to ignore the interjections and to get on with
answering the question posed to him by the member. itris fair and reasonable he be given
that opportunity.
Mr BRIDGE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The industry wants to hear what I have to say. What
I have to reveal to the House and to the public is the nature of the decision made by Cabinet.
If the members opposite who purport to represent the rural sector have even a minute interest
in that area they will be interested in what I have to say. I have some fairly good points to
make. One of the central issues in this whole exercise is the need to arrive at a situation
where, however we approach the matter, we can guarantee the provision of a facility for
future use by the industry. Cabinet's decision has aillowed that to happen. The grey area of
indecision and uncertainty has now been dispensed with. It is now a matter of industry,
Government and other groups getting together to ensure that we achieve the maximum
benefit from this process for industry, and we have two years or more in which to do that. So
long as we do that in a very strong and effective manner, the time frame will be met.
Mr House: Why did you reject the recommendations of the Evans committee which you set
up?
Mr BRIDGE: I did not personally reject those recommendations. I put forward the
recommendations to Cabinet which sought to satisfy itself on factors beyond those
recommendations; when all of those other issues were canvassed Cabinet felt that certain
uncertainties surrounded any proposal to make a comm-itment to the Midland saleyard and
that the Government could not guarantee continuity in the availability of that site.
Mr House: The Evans report which was based on the experience of those people and all the
knowledge of the industry was overridden by Cabinet?
Mr BRIDGE: The deputy leader of the National Party and the member for Warren have both
been involved in local government and have been shire presidents in the past. They both
know as well as i do - I was a shire president for 15 years - that on many occasions when
proposals were taken to council they were not agreed to by the councillors. We did not then
say that the council was wrong because it did not agree with our proposals. We were
prepared to accept consensus. The Cabinet's decision is final and as far as I am concerned
industry has accepted that decision. As members of Parliament representing the rural
industry, why do the member for Warren and the deputy leader of the National Party not
accept that a decision has been made?
Mr Omodei: At what cost?
Mr McNee: This is irrelevant, it is a lot of nonsense. What are you going to do?
Mr BRIDGE: I shall work with industry and other arms of Government to ensure that the
industry has saleyard facilities at its disposal by the year 1993.
Mr Blaikie: How will you do that?
Mr BRIDGE: I will do it by working with industry and appropriate groups to plan the whole
process to coincide with the rime frame.
Mr Blaikie: What will you recommend to industry?
Mr BRIDGE: I will not make a recommendation, we will work together within that time
frame. How else could it be done?
Mr Blaikie: You are supposed to be the leader.
Mr BRIDGE: I am the leader, and like any good horseman I will be the man who stays in
the lead and steadies the mob. Industry will support that process. What else can I say?
When I say that I will work with industry in a course of action that will enable facilities to be
established by 1993 members opposite do not appear to understand what I am saying.
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Mr Omodei: The livestock sales association said that the town, road and other infrastructure
are in place at Midland and the cost to build the complex alone will be $18.9 million. What
will be the cost of infrastructure at a new site and who will pay for it?
Mr BRIDGE: I repeat my public statement that the State Government will contribute
towards the cost of providing the facilities. Members opposite can be silly enough to ask
how many dollars and cents will be involved, but I will not be silly enough to try to estimate
the cost. I find it difficult to understand the logic of members opposite. First and foremost
they should be concerned about hearing mec say that the State Government has committed
itself to the provision of a salcyard facility from the year 1993 and beyond.
Mr Oinodei: The logic is that if you leave it where it is it will save the State at least
$10 million.
Mr BRIDGE: That is the opinion of the member for Warren. I repeat that Cabinet has made
a decision. The difference between the comments of the member for Warren and the view of
industry is that although industry is not happy with the outcome - I acknowledge that - it has
nonetheless indicated it is prepared to work closely with the Government to ensure that
proper facilities are in place in 1993 and beyond. Those are the assurances about which the
Opposition should be concerned.
Mr Strickland: We believe there will be a change of Government in 1993. so you are putting
this off for the Liberal Party. You should be involving us now.
Mr BRIDGE: If members opposite want to be involved in a sensible manner, I am prepared
to do that.
Mr Strickland: My colleague would like to be.
Mr BRIDGE: His behaviour today gives me no joy in involving him in anything. I repeat
for the information of the House that Cabinet, after receiving information from the
committee, other groups, industry, and me, as Minister for Agriculture, concluded that it was
not in the best interests of the industry's long term future requirements to use Midland as a
centre for that facility, and that preferable options were available in other locations. That is
the decision made by Cabinet and conveyed to the industry. In addition, the Government has
established that these other facilities will be in place by the year 1993, and no grey areas are
associated with that decision. Thirdly, and most importantly, the Government has given an
undertaking that it will support the provision of those facilities. Finally, I repeat that industry
has indicated to me through its representatives that it is more than happy to embrace that
approach with Government and particularly with me. That in itself should be a source of
comfort to this House; that is, to know that with that support the facility will be in place by
1993. Ordinarily that would be the end of the saga, but members opposite are not satisfied
with that because they want to regurgitate some other point of view to keep the debate alive.

GRIEVANCE - FOOTBALL MATCH PRESS RELEASE
Antisocial Behaviour

MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [12.27 pm]:- My grievance is directed to the Minister
representing the Minister for Police, and Sport and Recreation. It relates to a Press release!I
made after attending a State of Origin football match last month. The Press release stated -

The particular section of the outer where I sat with my family, was joined by a group
of men who could not be classified other than animals. They were loud, foul-
mouthed drunken racist bums who spoilt the night for the people who had attended to
watch this great game being played by superb athletics.
These elements unfortunately exist, but good citizens and especially young children,
should not be exposed to these people spitting, urinating and swearing in the presence
of all who had no opportunity to avoid such criminal behaviour.

I was so angry at what happened that I suggested to the Minister that drinking should be
allowed in certain areas at football ovals, which should be called "animal corners". I stated
further in the Press release -

...loud anti social behaviour will be confined to this "Animal Corner" where this
element can spit and abuse each other and blow out what little of their brain cells they
have left-
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Mr Graham: Air you talking about people ftrm the metropolitan area?
Mr CATANIA: They could have been from the metropolitan area. Th1e release continued -

This will allow the decent majority of people to enjoy the game.
I made this statement because I felt so angry about this behaviour in the crowd when I went
to watch a game of football with my family. I hoped it was an isolated incident but the
reaction to that report in the Press was nothing short of phenomenal People expressed the
view that they had experienced similar incidents not only at football matches but also at
cricket matches. I have received letters from all over the State. One comes from Mrs Ware
of Forrestfield who had the following to say when referring to a comment made by a couple
which was reported in The West Australian -

Like the couple in today's West Australian I also endorse your call about crowd
behaviour at football matches.
My daughter as part of a school group went to the recent W.A. - S.A. state game at
Subiaco Oval and spent most of the afternoon being spat on from the deck of the
grandstand above where they were sitting.
This was her first visit to a match and if this is any indication about what to expect
will probably be her last.

Another letter came from a person at Busselton and states -

I decided to write to you after seeing comments you made in the paper regarding the
'ianimals corner" at the WACA. My husband and I took our 2 boys, who play junior
cricket, to a one-day cricket match there in 1988, between Australia and Pakistan.
We were on a very low income at the time and it was our one big outing for the year.
A group of about 20 young men took up a row behind us and began drinking at 2 p.m.
From then on till the game finished at 10, we were subjected to non-stop obscenities
as they got drunker, including racist abuse yelled at the Pakistanis. It completely
muined our outing, and when I got home I wrote to the manager of the W.A.C.A.
ground, to complain. I never got a reply.
These louts are not interested in watching cricket (or any other sport) but just come to
swear and get drunk- I think the W.A.C.A. management is to blame because they
don't do anything about it and would rather have the money they get from the
drink ...

I have a number of letters and reports about this matter including letters to the editor. They
all state that people have suffered similar incidents and will not attend sporting arenas in
future so that they will nor have to suffer such indignities. I have written to the Western
Australian Cricket Association (Incorporated), and administrators of cricket and football in
this State. [ received the following reply -

Unfortunately, it appears that the standards of normally accepted social behaviour are
tending to deteriorate, with the result that incidents of this kind occur more often.

Those comments virtually endorse my statements. The letter states that areas are segregated
into ones permitting or not permitting alcohol. However, those areas are not policed
properly. The letter mentions people taking drink onto the ground, which is prohibited and
which they try to police. There should be greater scrutiny of what is happening. It would be
wise for the administrators of the sports and of the different venues to sit in the outer where
low income people sit, because that is all they can afford, so that they experience what is
happening.
Mr Macinnon: Not only low income people; it is where families go.
Mr CATANIA: Yes, it is also where families sit. I amn sure that the Leader of the Opposition
would support my remarks that these people should sit where families sit and experience
what is happening once in a while. They would then be able to make a correct judgment
about what to do. I appreciate that people who go to the football like to have a beer or two
and I have nothing against that.. It is the people who overindulge and then engage in
disgusting behaviour, crowd violence, and subject young children to this behaviour that is
worrying. It is also a worry that these drunks take to the roads after a match. I urge the
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Minister to contact the administrators and appropriate authorities to ask them to take action
about this matter. I may have been a little emotional when I referred to an "animal
enclosure" but action must be taken to ensure that areas are policed so that families are able
to attend football and cricket marches in safety. A pant of the heritage of our country is sport
and it wiUl be a sad day when the family unit is unable to attend cricket and football matches
because of such behaviour. This is what people have said in the letters they have sent me.
The response from the Western Australian Cricket Association was that this is an indication
of the deterioration in behaviour and the antisocial behaviour being experienced not only at
the WACA but also on the roads.
Mr Clarko: After the war, in the late 1940s, people went to the football and drank without
restraint. That led to violence and trouble and eventually to drink being banned at matches.
The member for Balcatta is on the right track - unlimited drinkting while watching football
matches is dangerous behaviour.
Mr CATANIA: The administrators of sport should get together with the Minister to
formulate action to be taken so that people who do not want to abide by the rules when
attending sporting activities are prohibited from access to grounds or are segregated so that
they do not interfere with other people's enjoyment of sport. It is through sport that we may
be able to get our youth off the streets by teaching them the advantages sport has for them
both physically and mentally. I urge the Minister to formulate a plan as quickly as possible
in coordination with the relevant authorities so that a decent code of behaviour and practice
at all sporting arenas will be implemented so that people will be able to take their families to
enjoy the two biggest sporting activities of our community, Aussie rules football and cricket.
We all enjoy the game, and many of us enjoy a beer while there, but we cannot put up with
this sort of behaviour any longer. Huge crowds attend the football now and many more
would attend if they knew they would nor be subjected to such unacceptable behaviour. I
urge the Minister to take action on this matter.
MR CORDON HILL (Helena - Minister for Mines) [12.37 pm]: This issue has touched a
sensitive nerve in the community and it has received a tremendous and positive response. I
understand considerable support has been given for the position of the member for Balcanta
as a result of his Press release. This sort of behaviour is never exhibited at Swan Districts
football matches, of course.
Mr Clarko: They hardly get a crowd nowadays.
Mr CORDON HILL: That sort of behaviour does not occur at Bassendean, I can guarantee
that.
Mr Catania: Nor at Leederville oval.
Mr GORDON HILL: Itris true that the crowd behaviour to which the member for Balcatta
has referred can leave a lasting impression on young people. It is for that if for no other
reason that it is sad that that behaviour occurs. It is true to say that young, impressionable
people are more likely to be affected by some of the adverse behaviour which occurs on the
football field rather than just what occurs in the crowd. One must balance the two. It is
important to realise that some of the behaviour exhibited by people participating in sports
needs to be put under the microscope. However, that does not justify the other action of
which we are talking. It is often not just a question of whether alcohol is consumed but,
more importantly, how much is consumed and whether there is an abuse of the substance.
I understand that in the United Kingdom soccer stadiums have rearer problems. Alcohol is
not consumed at all in soccer stadiums in the UK, but there is a greater problem with crowd
behaviour and disorderly conduct at those places. My point is that often the problem is the
consumption of alcohol that takes place before entry to the pround. This is another point the
member is making, and it needs to be understood to a greater extent.
In my previous incarnation when I was Minister for Police I raised this matter with officials
of the Western Australian Cricket Association and other sporting officials. I was told that
bags and containers brought onto the ground were subject to spot checks to ensure that
alcohol was not brought onto the premises. As the member for Balcarta pointed our, liquor is
sold in designated areas at the WACA grounds; there are some 11I designated areas where
alcohol is sold in plastic containers, so it is not sold in large quantities at any one time. It is
sold in small plastic cups, and only low alcohol beer is sold. In some respects there is a
measure of control.
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The licensing police and the licensing court have examined this issue, and from time to time
the WACA re-examine it to assess whether new practices can be implemented to eliminate
the problem as far as possible. As I said, one of the practices is to sell only low alcohol beer
and only in designated areas. In addition, no person under the influence of alcohol is served
alcohol or allowed to take alcohol into the premises, or indeed allowed to enter the premises.
No person who has consumed alcohol to the extent wheat it can be easily detected by the
security people is allowed to enter the premises, and this is another important measure which
has been adopted.
The question of alcohol being consumed at the prounds, and then its continued sale to those
parties already in a state of inebriation, needs to be addressed. That applies not only to the
WACA but to alcohol outlets around Western Australia. It is a problem which occurs in
various parts of the State. I am sure members will agree that the question of bartenders
taking their responsibilities seriously needs to be thoroughly addressed by the proprietors of
those outlets.
I have discussed this matter very briefly with my colleague the Minister for Police, because I
was aware that the issue would be raised today, and the Minister reminded me that there is a
strong police presence at major sporting events in Western Australia. I understand that there
is a larger police presence here than in any other stadium in Australia. The ratio of police to
spectators is higher here than anywhere else. I need to reinforce the fact that the police do
not charge the WACA or any other sporting body for their presence. It is important to
acknowledge that this is a service provided by the Western Australia police, and a very good
one. A very strong police presence is always seen at the WACA and at other sporting
venues. Not only are those officers there in uniform and therefore highly visible, but they are
throughout the crowd in plain clothes. In addition the WACA employs its own full time
security staff at the grounds, and on occasions of major sporting events a minimum of
23 security officers are employed, and on most occasions considerably more than that. The
experience of the Western Australian Cricket Association is that there are more problems
with cricket than with Australian rules football. I guess that can be put down to a number of
factors.
Several members inteijected.
Mr Clarko: Cricket takes longer and it is hotter.
Mr GORDON HILL: Those are some of the factors brought out by members on the other
side of the Chamber. Cricket is played at a hotter time of the year, and it is more likely that
alcohol will be consumed in greater quantities. There is more likely to be a division within
the crowd over support for the teams in question, whereas in AFL matches generally the
crowd is behind the local team. Of course, football is a much faster moving game than
cricket, and one does not normally have time to get engrossed in the consumption of alcohol.
My understanding is that the WACA is continuing to address this problem. It meets
regularly with the licensing authorities and the police to address what other measures can be
taken. I agree with the member for Balcatta that it is worth recommending to the WACA
that inspection of bags and other containers should be increased. There is a need to continue
to address that side of the question. As far as other measures nre concerned, the WACA
currently has this matter under review and it is constantly under review. It might be
appropriate for the member for Balcatta to take the opportunity to discuss the issue in a more
detailed way with the chief executive officer of the WACA, Des Hoare. I am sure the
WACA is very concerned about that sort of behaviour. I do not believe it can ever be
eliminated. Generally speaking the crowds that we have at major sporting events in Western
Australia are very good. We will always get some unruly behaviour, and that is unfortunate.
We do not condone it and the WACA does not condone it. The WACA has taken steps to
see that the policing of that behaviour continues.

GRIEVANCE - HEALTH DEPARTMENT
Wager Samples - Isolated Areas

MR HOUSE (Stirling) [12.47 pm]: My grievance is on behalf of a number of my
constituents and some other small business operators in Western Australia. I take this
grievance up with the Minister for Health with his responsibility for administering the Health
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Act in Western Australia. The Health Department regulations require water samples to be
taken monthly from places used by the public. As I understand it, that is a recommendation
by the National Health and Medical Research Council, which sets the normal standards
adopted in Western Australia. That requirement does not seem to take into account people
living in isolated areas.
I take up this grievance on behalf of those who operate small road houses in isolated areas,
smaUl businesses situated in country areas away from the main shire centres, and particularly
those who operate farm stay holiday places in isolated areas in rural Western Australia. The
present requirement is that water samples be taken in those places monthly by the local shire.
The local shire sends a health inspector to take a water sample, and in most cases the shire
passes that cost on to the person at the place where that sample is taken.
In the case of the Kamballup roadhouse, or a farm stay holiday operation situated
60 kilometres from the shire office, as is one in my electorate, the shire passes on the cost of
the health inspector's travelling and sampling time, and the cost of the water sample's being
tested at the laboratory in Perth. Obviously the cost of that sort of test depends on how far
the business is from the shire office, because kilometreage is charged. However, if we take a
50 kilometre radius as a reasonable avenage, it works out at about $1 000 a year, or a little
less than $100 for testing a sample each month. Small businesses simply cannot bear that
cost in the current economic climate. I understand that it might be necessary to have water
samples taken because the public are using those facilities, but I have two positive
suggestions to put to the Minister for Health, both of which I understand have been rejected
by the Health Department. I bring the matter to the Minister's attention because I believe as
Minister he has the capacity to issue a directive to overcome the problem.
Firstly, I suggest the requirement for monthly testing is excessive and that it could be done
on a three-monthly basis at the very most. That would represent an enormous reduction in
cost for the people who are subject to this testing, and would allow them to continue their
businesses without that severe impost. Secondly, I suggest the proprietors themselves be
permitted to take the water samples, also on a three-monthly basis, and deliver them to the
local health inspector at a central site, either by post or in person when they visit that centre.
It was put to me by the Health Department that it was possible for a proprietor to falsify a
sample by boiling the water, or to take it from a different source, but that problem could be
overcome by the proprietor's having to sign a statutory declaration to the effect that the
sample of water had been taken at a certain time, on a certain date, and from the source being
used by the public at that place, whether it be a farm stay holiday site, a small roadhouse, or
some other rural outlet.
It is very difficult at present for anyone to run a successful business in an isolated rural area,
because of the economic conditions. These small roadhouses are a very necessary part of a
rural community. They Provide an opportunity for people to have access to fresh provisions
far more regularly than would be possible if those people had to buy them at their nearest
major centre. They provide a great service in that way, and also they provide a very
necessary service for the travelling public.
The SPEAKER: Order! Those members of the Government who are having rather loud
conversations should either reduce the volume or take them somewhere else. Thank you.
Mr HOUSE: Farm stay holidays have become very popular in Western Australia, and they
are now being seen as an opportunity for farming families to shore up their incomes from an
outside source, so they are also an integral and important element in many areas of rural
Western Australia. I bring this grievance to the Minister and offer him two practical
solutions. 1 hope he will see some sense and reason in the arguments I have put forward, and
that he will be able to do something very quickly to alleviate the problem being experienced
by these small business proprietors in rural areas of Western Australia.
MR WILSON (Dianella - Minister for Health) [12.54 pm]: I appreciate the deputy leader
of the National Party's bringing his concerns for his constituents in such a positive mantner,
and I can well appreciate that the operators of the businesses he has described have a genuine
concern about the cost impact of the water testing requirements. In fact, the process of
collecting and testing drinking water samples in such instances is not currently a requirement
under law but has been instituted over a number of years as a public health initiative in
compliance with the guidelines set down by the National Health and Medical Research
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Council. It is true that this is a public service carried out by health inspectors of local
government authorities and, certainly in the interests of public health, it is understandable
that, where non-mains drinking water supplies are being used by members of the public,
there should be some assurance as to the safety of that water. I am sure the deputy leader of
the National Party would accept the need for that.
I understand the present position is that some discussion has taken place between officers of
the Health Department and the Western Australian Municipal Association about recovery
provisions by way of charges, which could be implemented by way of regulation, and that
the possible date of implementation is 1 July 1992. The suggestions put forward to relieve
the cost impact on these operators Certainly must be pursued further. One of the problems is
that the charges relate to the cost not only of transporting the samples, but also of the
laboratory analysis of the water. Until recently that was undertaken at no charge by the State
Health Laboratories. That body, like every other section of Government operations, is now
being encouraged to operate on a cost recovery basis rather than on a free service basis,
because it is not a free service as a cost is involved. That is a matter which also must be
attended to.
The suggestion that there be a less frequent requirement for testing is an obvious way to try
to address the issue. As I think the deputy leader of the National Party indicated, the
difficulty with that is that the N1-MRC guidelines lay down a requirement for monthly, and
preferably fortnightly, testing of water supplies; so the suggestion that we move to a three-
monthly or more infrequent testing regime would not be in compliance with those guidelines.
I suppose one could say, "Guidelines are guidelines and we need to balance the need for the
protection of public health against the costs involved for these operators to continue to be
viable and to provide a service to the public." That is always a difficult equation to try to
answer, because it is not an easy position in which to put a Minister for Health, or any
politician at all; that is, where he must make an assessment about what is in the best interests
of public health when that assessment has been made, presumably, on strictly scientific
terms.
Mr House: In most cases the proprietors drink the water too. That would be a pretty good
test, wouldn't it?
Mr WILSON: It is a good rough and ready test. It is obviously one that they would accept,
but of course they may be prepared to take risks when members of the public on an
occasional basis perhaps would not be so prepared. There could be a sorry situation in which
the water supply is not in compliance with the standards and someone's health may be
affected. Someone must answer for that.
The other interesting suggestion by the member was that operators be allowed to transport
their samples of water on the basis of the provision of statutory declarations. That should be
looked at again, flat would not cover the cost of the laboratory analysis. A cost is involved.
The point made by the member is that samples may be taken less frequently and therefore the
cost may be less. The member accepts that there should be some cost but that it may be a
lesser cost.
Mr House: In one case, the kilometreage component is probably the greatest part of the cost;
the further the distance the greater the cost. It would take out one cost: perhaps more
frequent resting would help.
Mr W ILSON: These are reasonable and positive suggestions that would bear further
examination. I assure the member that I will discuss with the department the possibility that
further consideration be given prior to any regulations being established.

Sitting suspended from 1.01 to 2 .00 pm

GRIEVANCE - CRIMINAL CODE
inadequacies - Unlawful Carnal Knowledge of Children

MR READ (Murray) [2.05 pm]: My grievance is directed to the Minister for Justice
representing the Attorney General. I wish to highlight certain inadequacies of the Criminal
Code. I refer specifically to the section which deals with unlawful Carnal knowledge of
children under the age of 16. Perhaps the best way to demonstrate such inadequacies is to
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outline to the Minister an example brought to my attention by a constituent. Same months
ago I received a telephone call from a constituent who was very distressed. The matter he
raised was such that I suggested he should come to my office to discuss it. He told me that
some months ago his now 17 year old daughter had confessed to him that she had been
involved since she was 14 in a sexual relationship with her employer who was the manager
of a local supermarket. The constituent outlined his feelings and, fortunately for the young
girl, he was very sympathetic. The parents immediately supported the girl. Unfortunately,
that is not always the case. They believed her story, and they confronted the person involved
who actually admitted the offence. The father of the girl told me that his first response was
the same as that expected of most parents; that is, to use his words "to kill the bastard'. He
discussed the matter with his wife and decided that the best approach would be to go through
the legal system. The man approached the police and the Crown Law Department but he was
advised that the police were not able to lay charges. I had serious doubts about that and
raised the mailer with the Crown Law Department. I was advised that because of a certain
aspect of the Crimninal Code the police were no longer able to pursue the case.
I draw the Minister's attention to section 187 of the Criminal Code which relates to unlawful
carnal knowledge of a child under the age of 16 and a male under the age of 21 wherein it
states that any person who has or attempts to have unlawful carnal knowledge of a child
under the age of 16 years is guilty of a crime and is liable to imprisonment for five years, or
if the offender's age does not exceed 21 years, imprisonment for two years. The section also
states that a prosecution under the section for the offence of having unlawful carnal
knowledge of a child under the age of 16 years or for the offence of having carnal knowledge
of a male under the age of 21 years must be begun within six months of the offence having
been committed. The girl was 14 years of age at the time, and the manager was 44.
Unfortunately it took the young girl a long time to pluck up the courage to tell her parents
about what had happened. She had ceased engaging in that activity but had not told her
parents about it.
The parents thought that there may be another avenue under the Criminal Code to pursue the
case; that is, section 190 relating to unlawful carnal knowledge by a guardian. That section
states that any person who, being a guardian, employer, teacher, or schoolmaster of any girl
or woman under the age of 17 years, unlawfully and carnally knows, or attempts to have
unlawful carnal knowledge is guilty of a crime. They decided to pursue this gentleman under
that section of the Criminal Code. However, the person in question was the manager of the
supermarket and not the owner; therefore, under the Criminal Code, under advice received
from the Crown Law Department and the police, technically this person was not the girl's
employer. As he was also not her guardian, teacher or school master, they were not able to
pursue the charge. The father said, somewhat understandably, that his first feeling of
inflicting physical damage on this person may have been the correct response because no
avenues were available to lay charges under the law. It is difficult not to agree with him.
He has since checked up on the person in question and discovered through his previous
employer, who was sympathetic to the father's situation, that the person had been dismissed
from other employment due to similar activities. This is distressing to the parents and to me
because a statute of limitations of six months from the time of the crime applies to unlawful
carnal knowledge. Therefore, through whatever means - it may be coercion - if a man has
sexual activity with a girl under the age of 16 and he convinces her that she should not tell
anybody for six months, under the provisions of the Criminal Code he will get off scot-free.
The girl in this case did not report the crime because the perpetrator was a close friend of her
parents. They went on picnics, to parties and barbecues with this person and she could not
bring herself to tell her parents that their friend had been engaging in sexual activities with
her. Admittedly, she said that she was not forced into this activity; nevertheless, it is
morally and legally wrong for a 4 year old man to have sex with a 14 year old girl.
I ask the Minister to give me a commitment, which I can pass on to my constituents and to
their daughter, that there will be an investigation into the provisions of the Criminal Code
which apply a statute of limitations of six months for the act of unlawful carnal knowledge;
the provision is obviously unacceptable. The section which relates to guardians should
include another definition to cover a person who has any responsibility, supervision or power
over a young person. Obviously a manager of a supermarket which employs young people
would come into that category. Such a person has influence over young people, and in
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today's economic climate in which a job is extremely hard to obtain, most young people are
extremely keen to maintain whatever employment they can. I would be grateful if the
Minister could provide such a commitment. This will not heal the very deep hurt felt by my
constituents, who feel that the system has failed them; they have given up all hope of
bringing the charge against that person. However, such a commitment will go some way to
convincing them that we have learnt from these shortcomings in the Criminal Code and that
such a situation will not be allowed to occur again.
MR D.L. SMIT H (Mitchell - Minister for Justice) 1 2.15 pm]: I congratulate the member
for Murray for raising this matter by way of grievance. The procedure of grieving to this
House is one that should be highly valued by all members. It enables us to bring to the
attention of the Parliament areas of concern which we come across in our electoral work.
The concerns in this case relate to an amendment of an ill-founded existing law. As
indicated by the member for Murray section 187 of the Criminal Code provides a six
months' limidtation period for carnal knowledge, and, even worse, a three months' limitation
in cases of attempted carnal knowledge. I cannot see the justification for such limitations.
One can only assumne that the legislators of the time were concerned about the possibility of
disproving something which occurred more than six months ago. Whatever the reason, it is
not one that we can possibly accept as justification today.
The problems with sections 187 and 190 of the Criminal Code have been identified by the
Government in the past. These were first identified by the Premier when she undertook an
inquiry into child abuse in general. One of the recommendations of her repont was the
establishment of a child abuse task force, which has progressively been reporting to the
Government and to the Parliament on matters which need attention. In January of this year
State Cabinet agreed to changes in the legislation covering a whole range of issues relating to
child sexual abuse. Cabinet agreed to repeal sections 187 and 190 of the Criminal Code and
to enact more relevant provisions regarding sexual offences against children. This
amendment will broaden the range of people which the law recognises as persons with
authority over children. We acknowledge the serious feature of sexual offences against
children whereby persons in positions of authority take advantage of the situation. The
amendment to section 190, which presently limits such persons to 'a guardian, a teacher or a
school master', will be extended to include parents, counsellors and persons from whom the
young person seeks protection and guidance. I see no reason not to extend the provision to
include a supervisor or a person in a general position of authority, such as the manager of the
supermarket referred to by the member for Murray.
Consideration has been given to the removal of the three months and six months limitation
provisions. I certainly will be pressing that view when the draft legislation comes back to
Cabinet for consideration. These amendments will be included in the Acts Amendment
(Sexual Offences) Bill which the Government plans to introduce during the current
parliamentary session. As part of that process I will ensure that a complete copy of the
speech of the member for Murray is relayed to the Attorney General and to the people at the
Crown Law Department who are reviewing these provisions. In that way we can ensure that
in cases such as that of the 14 year old girl and the 44 year old supervisor, although we
cannot prevent such incidents from occurring, justice can be seen to be happening. A
perpetrator of such a horrible act against a 14 year old child should be brought to justice,
notwithstanding the date on which the offence is committed. It should not matter on which
date the young person finds the courage or has the right circumstances to make a formal
complaint to the police. After all, the laying of very late charges against adults who sexually
interfere with children is quite common. Recent publicity has been given to cases of incest
in which the offences occurred many years ago and the charge was brought to court in recent
times. T1his is indicative of the fact that the community regards any form of sexual assault or
sexual acts by an adult with children as something so horrendous that the full force of the law
should be brought to bear against the perpetrator, no matter how long ago the offence was
committed.
I commend the member for Murray for bringing the matter to the House. I will convey a
copy of his speech to the Attorney General and the Crown Law Department and I hope that
the member will be able to say to his constituents that the law will be changed to what it
should have been, and that people lie that supervisor will be brought to trial to receive their
just desserts with penalties appropriate for that offence. I emphasise that we will be
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increasing the penalties provided under these provisions, and I hope that will be reflected by
the courts' imposing heavier sentences on those who are charged and found guilty.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Guievances noted.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT DILL (NO. 2)
Second Readng

MR MacKINNON (Jandakor - Leader of the Opposition) [2.23 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
There is no doubt that yesterday the people of Western Australia indicated their concern at
the rising level of crime in Western Australia. Statistics clearly indicate thar that concern is
well based. Since 1981 there has been a 67 per cent increase in the rate of crime in Western
Australia. In 1981 a Western Australian citizen stood a one in 15 chance of becoming a
victim of crime. In 1990 that chance had increased by 67 per cent to one chance in nine.
Mr Minson: That is higher than in New York City.
Mr MacKINNON: I would not be surprised.
People who have been exposed to those unlawful acts are angry at a Government that does
not seem to recognise the real need to take a strong and comprehensive approach to this
issue. There is no doubt that tougher penalties are not a quick fix solution to the problem. It
is a matter that all would acknowledge needs a comprehensive approach. However, there is
also no doubt that the law needs changing to ensure that more appropriate penalties are
prescribed for special circumstances. This legislation is designed to address one such special
circumstance.
This amendment makes two changes to the criminal law of this State and I will deal with the
second and simpler one first. Section 294 of the Criminal Code deals with acts intended to
cause grievous bodily harmt or to prevent arrest. The opening words, "Any person who, with
intent to maim, disfigure, or disable any person, or to do some grievous bodily harm to any
person, or to resist or prevent the lawful arrest or detention of any person," are followed by a
list of aggravating circumstances such as unlawful wounding, causing grievous bodily harm,
causing explosion and putting corrosive fluid in arny place. Obviously these circumstances
are. seen as being serious offences and carry a penalty similar to that for manslaughter, that
is, imprisonment for 20 years.
The amendment that I propose in clause 5 of this Bill will add a further circumstance to the
list - where a person drives a vehicle in a reckless manner. Where a person drives a vehicle
in a reckless manner in order to avoid arrest it should carry a penalty equivalent to
manslaughter, because it is a more than probable consequence of that driving that he could
kill somebody; it is only good fortune if he does not. The moral culpability of the action
seems to be much the same as that of a person who actually causes death. The effect of this
amendment would also be to impose a penalty similar to manslaughter where a person drives
a vehicle in a reckless manner with intent to maim, disfigure or disable any person, and I see
no problem in its also applying in those circumstances.
The other amendment which is proposed in clause 4 of the Bill is a far more wide ranging
amendment than that to clause 5. It seeks to institute in Western Australia the crime of
fielony murder in its most advanced form. The concept of felony murder has existed in,
various other jurisdictions for some time and has probably been most developed in the
United States of America. Even the Western Australian Criminal Code as it stands contains
elements of the concept of felony murder in the definition of murder in section 279 of the
code. For instance, if a person kills another and where the death is caused by means of an act
done in the prosecution of an unlawful purpose, which act is of such a nature as to be likely
to endanger human life, that is murder. Members will find that in section 279(2). Subsection
(3) of section 279 specifically refers to the case where the grievous bodily harm is done for
the purpose of facilitating the commission of a crime, but it does not add a great deal to what
is contained in section 279(1).
It seems to me that neither of these goes far enough, and I will give the House three
examples from American criminal law on how felony murder is applied there. The first case
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of Commonwealth v Almeida was decided in Pennsylvania in 1949. Three men were
involved in a robbery. There was an exchange of shots between the robbers and the police,
in the course of which a policeman was killed. Under the concept of felony murder, if the
shot which killed the policeman was fired by the defendant or one of his accomplices, the
defendant is guilty of murder irrespective of whether he was the one who fired the first shot.
That concept at least I wish to embody in the amendment which I have proposed. However,
the case of Almeida went further in that the judge declined to direct the jury that they had to
find that the dead policeman had been shot by the defendant or one of his accomplices. He
held that it was sufficient even if the policeman had been accidentally shot in the course of
the exchange of fire by one of his fellow policemen. The matter went to the jury and the
defendant was convicted. The defendant appealed but the appeal court refused to set aside
the verdict. They held that once the defendant had set in train a series of events which
brought the felony murder rule into operation he became responsible for any death which
ensued as a result of that series of events.
In that case, of course, it was not known who had caused the death. It may have been one of
the defendants or it may have been a policeman. However, in the 1955 case of
Commonwealth v Thomas, two men committed a robbery of a store. As they were making
their escape the store owner shot and killed one of them. Applying the Almeida case the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania once again held the remaining robber guilty of murder,
regarding the fact that the victim in this case was an accomplice of the defendant and not a
policeman as immaterial.
In 1958 in Commonwealth v Bolish the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania held that, where two
people planned to commit arson and as part of that plan the victim placed a jar of petrol on
an electric hotplate and the petrol exploded and killed him, the other accomplice was guilty
of the murder of the victim notwithstanding that the death arose from the victim's own act.
In Western Australia we have a Criminal Code rather than having our criminal law as part of
the common law of this State and it is therefore important that we define our criminal laws
very carefully. The definition that I have provided in proposed section 279A is very
carefully drawn. It provides that where a person is killed as a direct or foreseeable
consequence of the commrission of a crime, whether or not the person committing the crime
caused the death -

(a) the person committing the crime, and
(b) any other person who may be charged with committing the crime pursuant to

section 7 or being accessory after the fact to the commission of the crime and
who was present when the act or omnission which caused the death occurred is
guilty of murder.

Let us look at each of these elements. Firstly, it requires the commission of a crime. It is an
unfortunate fact that one of the changes that has been made to the Criminal Code of recent
years is to seek to abolish the distinction between the more serious indictable offences which
are called crimes and the less serious indictable offences which are called misdemeanours. It
is often the case that when one seeks to abolish distinctions of this nature which have a
historical relevance that may not be seen to be useful in a modern context, the distinction
may emerge as being useful in some other context. I believe the distinction is useful in this
case. The type of illegal behaviour to which this particular amendment applies is the more
serious behaviour which is known as a crime.
Secondly, it must be a direct or foreseeable consequence of the commission of the crime. It
need not be both direct and foreseeable, If one takes the examples that I have just given, it
would be a direct consequence of the commission of the crime where an arsonist causes his
own death. On the other hand it is probably a foreseeable consequence of a crime, especially
one such as reckless driving, that another's death may be caused or that the intervention of
the police may cause the death of one of the participants in the crime. Where this death
occurs it does not matter whether it is the person committing the crime or somebody else
who causes the death. The people who are liable in such a case are the person committing
the crime and any other person who may be charged with committing the crime pursuant to
section 7. Section 7 of the Criminal Code allows a number of people to be charged as
principal offenders in the commission of a crime even if their involvement was to aid or abet
the commission of the crime. Another person who may be charged as an accessory after the
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fact is defined in section 10 of the Criminal Code as a person who, knowing chat another
person has committed an offence, receives or assists that other person in order to enable that
other person to escape punishment, However, these latter people may be charged with
murder only provided they were present when the act or omission which caused the death
occurred. For example, if two people who commit a burglary are fleeing in a car and cause a
death, both the passenger and the driver will be guilty of murder. Somebody who, after the
event, merely helps the two escape without being present when the death was caused, will
not be guilty of murder. However, a person who procures the commission of the crime, for
example, the person perhaps who procured a burglary, would be liable for murder if a death
resulted. The reason for suggesting these amendments is that I believe the law, as it
presently stands in Western Australia, does not adequately sheet home the moral
responsibility for criminal behaviour. With the second of the amendments that I have
suggested I have pointed out that reckless driving to avoid arrest should be considered as
being close to manslaughter because the foreseeable consequence of char behaviour is that
somebody will be killed. It is tantamount to manslaughter with only luck having prevented a
death from occurring.
The first of my amendments is more difficult. I recognise that this penalty will attach only
when there is morally culpable behaviour which results in a death. However, I wish it to be
made quite clear that, when people do engage in serious criminal behaviour and the death of
some person is foreseeable or directly arises from their criminal behaviour, society cannot
accept that this should be treated in the same way as a death caused merely by the negligence
of some person. It is not a matter of saying, "There but for the grace of God go IL" It is not a
matter of an unfortunate consequence from an otherwise lawful act; it is a matter of
somebody purposely setting out to commit a serious crime where, as a direct or foreseeable
result of that crime, some person's death is caused. It is important that people appreciate that
the interest of society in having and enforcing a criminal code is to protect that society. It is
to protect the interests of the people who are the victims of the acts which are declared to be
criminal under that code.
A person who falls within the ambit of the amendment that I have proposed is a person who
not only has gone our and done an act which is serious, knowing his or her responsibility to
society, but also, in the course of that act, has caused the most severe penalty to be inflicted
upon some other person who may be completely innocent. The offender can hardly
complain about being charged with one of the most severe offences in the Criminal Code
when he or she, in the course of cold bloodedly committing a serious criminal offence, has
directly or indirectly caused the death of another person. The penalties are not out of
proportion to the nature of the original offence and consequence.
I make no secret of the fact that this amendment to the Criminal Code is proposed because of
the recent spate of deaths arising from the unlawful use of motor vehicles. I will seek, at the
end of my speech, to incorporate a schedule which shows the Western Australian car theft
road fatalities from 1989 to 1991. In brief, in 1989 there were no such road fatalities, in
1990 there were four and already this year there have been five. These statistics underline
what I said at the outset of my speech: The community of Western Australia is concerned at
these fatalities and the seemingly inconsistent penalties which apply to those responsible. I
recognise that this amendment would not necessarily apply to every such case; it would
apply where a death was caused in the course of a car chase. The second amendment would
operate to cause that person to be committing a crime, and the driver of the vehicle and any
voluntary passenger would be liable if anybody was killed pursuant to the section that I have
proposed.
If there were not a car chase, arguably there would not be a crime. In the case of a death
caused by the driver of the vehicle it is probable that only the driver could be charged with
murder because of section 279(2) of the Criminal Code. My amendment, however, is an
amendment in general terms and I am content with the philosophy behind my amendments
and that they should apply to car chases in the manner that I have indicated. I commend the
Bill to the House.
[The material in appendix A was incorporated by leave of the House.]
[See p 3706.]
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.L. Smith (Minister for Justice).
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MOTION - MINING AND EXPLORATION
Approval Delays Concern - Marandoo and Yakabindie Projects

MR COURT (Nedlands) [2.37 pm]: I move -

That this House -
(a) expresses its concerns at the delays in approvals for exploration,

mining and downstream processing projects in Western Australia at a
time when there are record levels of unemployment, bankruptcies and
growing social problems related to a protracted economidc recession;
and

(b) calls on the Government to stop the confusion and indecision within
Government as highlighted by its handling of the Marandoo and
Yakabindie projects so that substantial new investment activity can
again be attracted to this State.

When the Western Australian economy is in deep recession, a record number of businesses
are going bankrupt, unemployment is breaking the I11 per cent rate and we are told in the
Budget that new investment in Australia will be declining by 11I per cent, a remarkable
situation is occurring in this State. Companies which want to invest in new projects are
being made to jump so many hurdles by the Government that they cannot invest. Some of
them give up while others persevere. Recently, after talking to a number of people in the
mining, industrial and tourist sectors, we prepared an economic audit. That shows over
20 major tourist, industrial and resource projects totalling almost $2.5 billion in new
investment are currently paralysed by bureaucratic, environmental and Aboriginal
interference. That is costing the State over $7 million a day in new investment and some of
the projects have been waiting for over four years for approval. It is necessary for some of
the resource projects to obtain 50 or 100 approvals from Government departments before
they can go ahead. Environmental and Aboriginal studies casting between $100 000 and
$500 000 are required for many of those projects. Often, after they have done the study, they
are told to do another. Approximately 235 applications for exploration tenements involving
Aboriginal sites are currently being delayed.
Mr Gordon Hill: How many?
Mr COURT: Approximately 235. Despite the rhetoric of this Government in recent months,
its track record indicates that it is an anti-development Government.
Mr Catania: That is garbage.
Mr COURT: That is not garbage. I am about to explain some of the problems for some
people in trying to get the projects off the ground. I hope that during this debate the
Government will enlighten us about what it plans to do to make it easier for these projects to
obtain approval. The Government is trying desperately to create the impression that it
genuinely wants employment. Its members travel around and attend functions, saying the
right words, but the reality is quite different largely because of factional pressures in the
Labor Party and the different minority groups that control the agenda.
The Minister for State. Development admitted last year that there was a problem in this State
with the approval process. He said changes had to occur. The Government, with a great
fanfare, said that too many departments were involved and it intended to put economic
development, resource development, trade development, regional development, and the
Small Business Development Corporation into one body. If that was all of the departments
involved in getting approvals, it would be okay! However, we all know that a number of
others are also involved in the delaying process, including the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority, the Western Australian Museum, the Environmental Protection Authority and the
Department of Conservation and Land Management. They all get involved. The setting up
of the new body last year was approximately the sixth reshuffle of development bodies in
recent years. In the foreword of a document put out by the Government entitled, "Moving
Western Australia ahead' the Deputy Premier and Minister for State Development said -

The Government of Western Australia is acutely aware of the need to facilitate the
smooth development of major projects, industry and business which will benefit the
State's economy.
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In 1990, the Government decided this could best be achieved through the
amalgamation of a number of Departments: Economic Development, Resources
Development, Trade Development and Regional Development, to work in tandem
with the Small Business Development Corporation.
The new Department of State Development commenced operations at the start of
1991 with a specific brief from the Government to act as a facilitator and help slash
red tape far those interested in investing here and for those who are already operating
in Western Australia.

There has been a funther innovation since that announcement. Following the establishment
of the Department of State Development, the Government found that major delays were still
occurring because of the involvement of other departments in the projects. The Government
then formed the Ministerial Council which includes the Ministers for Mines, State
Development, the Environment, and Aboriginal Affairs, and the Premier. That is meant to
facilitate developments. First of all, the Government brought development departments
together in, I think, the sixth reshuffle in recent years and then, because that did not work, it
set up a Ministerial Council. However, the delays are continuing. I am told that departments
are identified as green departments, black departments and now brown departments. The
Department of Mines and the Department of State Development are brown departments.
That wording is actually being used in correspondence from these people.
Mr Taylor: The first time I have heard that is today. What about black ones?)
Mr COURT: The Department of Aboriginal Sites. The Minister should read the
documentation from the Museum before saying that he has not heard about that.
One case which is very topical and very serious at the moment is the Marandoo project.
Twenty-five years ago the Government had to make a decision about getting the Tom Price
project up and running, At the time there were no porns, no railway lines, no towns, no
infrastructure and no financial track record of a mining operation. The companies and the
Government had to start with nothing and prepare an agreement.
Mrs Watkins: Twenty-five years ago there was no EPA as such, either.
Mir COURT: All of the environmental studies were done with the Aboriginal studies. How
difficult was it for the Government of the day to start from scratch? That company has been
operating in the Pilbara for 25 years. It has three mines and a huge railway and port, and
ships approximately 40 million tonnes; of iron ore a year. All it now wants to do is open up
another deposit in an area on which Aboriginal studies have already been done. It had the
necessary approvals to proceed in the 1970s. I presume most members opposite have been
up there. It is a noncontroversial operation. The member for Eyre must be absolutely
staggered that this company, which wants to invest a few hundred million dollars in opening
up a noncontroversial mine, cannot gain approval. He must be throwing up his hands in
frustration.
Last night, in answer to a question, the Premier said that part of the excuse for this mine's not
going ahead was that there was still a need for environmental studies to be done. She knows
only too well, as does the Deputy Premier, that the environmental studies cannot be
completed until the company knows it has approval for a railway line and the position of the
mrine. Why can it not get chat approval? One comes before the other. It is ridiculous to say
that there are no delays at Marandoo because, even if the Aboriginal approvals have not been
given, the Government has done nothing about the environmental studies.
One of the reasons for the delay - this is concerning the Government because it has
mentioned it publicly - is that the Aboriginal Legal Service, which is now operating well
outside its original charter, has said that it has the power to stop that mine under Federal
Aboriginal heritage legislation. These continual threats from the Aboriginal Legal Service
cause these companies grave concern. Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd told the Aboriginal Legal
Service that it wanted to do an aerial survey. However, the ALS said that it could not do it
under the legislation because it might damage the site. The inister for Aboriginal Affairs
said in a radio interview -

There are a number of issues related to the use of helicopters in anthropological
surveys.
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The point that's to be made is chat some of these spirits enter the ground from the sky,
some leave the ground through the sky.

When questioned about the height from the ground at which the spirits existed and about
their activities in the sky the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs said that the problem related to
helicopters, not jumbo jets, flying over sacred sites. It is interesting to note that I have just
received a report about the Marrtz people in the Ruda River National Park which deals with
claims for some land and outlines sacred sites and the like in chat area. It states at the
beginning of the report that the then Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, now Premier Lawrence,
and the then Minister, Julian Grill, went to look at the sacred sires. An acknowledgment at
the front of the report states -

We are thankful to CRAE, who took us on two field nrips and helped bring Ministers
Lawrence and Grill to the Desert Conference by helicopter.

That indicates the absolute absurdity of some of the statements chat have been made while
this dispute has been running. The Premier said in her statement of 18 June that if agreement
could not be reached within a month the Government would take further action to force a
resolution. That was two months ago, yet we have heard very little from the Government
since. Last night the Premier said that in a couple of days the Government would announce a
plan to resolve this situation. In a Press statement released today, in response to the report
and the article, the company makes its position very clear -

Hamerslcy Iron states that, there are no current discussions underway between
Hamersley Iron and the Aborigines in relation to the Marandoo Project. This is
contrary to what might be inferred from the statement attributed to Premier Lawrence
in the West Australian on 21 August 1991.
The Karijini Aboriginal Corporation broke off discussions with Hanersley
seven weeks ago. Despite repeated requests by Harnersley, discussions are yet to
resume.
Hamersley is particularly concerned by suggestions that another anthropological
report is required. There is no need for a further report. The outcome of the further
report wilt be to create a problem of Aboriginal sites where currently no problem
exists The Yakabindie dispute provides clear evidence of this.
The 1977 approval to mine Marandoo is valid and the information on which this was
based is thorough and was provided with the full co-operation of the Aboriginal
people concerned. This work would meet all the requirements of the Aboriginal
Heritage Act.

I wonder what plan the Government will announce in the next couple of days? The talk
around the industry is that, just as the Government did with the Yakabindie. exercise, it will
insist that a fturther study be carried out at Marandoo. I predict that the Government will tell
the company, before it has access to the results of that study, what it must do and where it
must locate its railway line and mine. Is that the Government's intention?
Mr Gordon Hill: Wait and you will find out.
Mr COURT: I advise both Ministers involved that if those are the tactics of this
Government, resource development in this State will be in the hands of the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs. The Deputy Premier has tried to bring all these matters under one roof
and to provide one-stop shopping and dispense with the bureaucratic problems in
Government behind the scenes. It has not worked; in fact it has had the reverse effect and
the problems have never been worse. if the Government adopts that course of action it wI
create the serious problem of sovereign risk in the development of this State; that is,
companies will no longer be able to miusc the agreements they make with Government and
they will be forced to build into those agreements a cost factor to allow for the possibility
that the Government may change the rules during the life of the project.
I continue on the question of Aboriginal affairs. When the announcement was made during
the weekend that I would be Opposition spokesman on Aboriginal affairs, a number of
people asked whether I saw that as conflicting with resource development In some cases the
two would be in conflict, but the reality is that in Government a lot of conflict arises when
makting decisions. One must weigh up environmental, Aboriginal, industrial, health and
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other issues. Conflict always arises but members of Parliament are elected to make those
decisions. Governments are elected to govern, to weigh up the information brought to their
attention, to govern for all people, to look after the interests of all people, and finally to make
decisions. When people ask how I will handle the conflict, I answer that I am elected to do
just that; I must get the best possible knowledge on these subjects and make the best
decisions for the community.
The Yakabindie situation is another classic example of the Government's being made to look
foolish. At the end of the day the situation was farcical. On 15 May 1990 the Premier and
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, under the provisions of section 18 of the Aboriginal Heritage
Act, gave approval for the project. A feasibility study was initiated and that is when the fun
and games started. The Aboriginal Legal Service got involved in the exercise and by its
activities virtually forced the company to carry out a further study. The Registrar of the
Western Australian Museum on 4 February 1991 said that the company would be wise to
carry out a further study even though it had already completed a study and the project had
been approved. That study was completed between 11I and 17 March.
Dr Watson: They offered to do another study.
Mr COURT: After it was suggested that it do so. Does the Minister know how Government
departments make suggestions? The Aboriginal Legal Service was not happy with the study
carried out and it lodged applications under the Federal Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Heritage Protection Act to prevent further ground disturbance from occurring. Mr Bropho
got into the act and I am aware that the Premier has recently had problems with him in
connection with Rottnest Island sites. Mr Bropho travels around the State quite extensively
making various protests. The Government then came up with a further solution to the
problem. What was that solution? It suggested a further study, which this time would be
carried out by an independent anthropologist from outside the State. A newspaper article
states that -

Dr Watson said that although approvals for mining at Yakabindie ranted last year
held good, it was important to investigate subsequent concerns about the possible
desecration of sacred sites in the area.
"The Government is hoping that by having an independent survey of the previous
two reports, the dispute can be resolved more quickly," she said.

No sooner had that been said than the decision was reversed. The Government no longer
wanted the study carried out because the Aborigines involved in the area were satisfied that
enough studies had been done and that the approval was proper. As a consequence, they
would not cooperate with another inquiry. It was a farcical situation. The Government said
Mnother study would be carried out but the local people were not willing to support it.
Therefore, the Government backed off and reversed its decision. The only obstacle is the
Government's Federal colleague, Mr Tickner, who is yet to give a commitment that he will
not interfere in that project.
The role of the Aboriginal Legal Service is becoming quite critical. We have a situation
where the Federal Government pumps $2.8 million into the Aboriginal Legal Service in this
State. It is meant to fund legal representation for Aborigines in criminal matters. Instead
that money is being used to run political campaigns and to stop ining and exploration
projects in this State. We have a situation where, if they do not stop a project, they delay it
for so long that the costs involved force the company to pull out of the exercise.
Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: We are supplying the money. The leaders from the Yakabindie area said to the
Aboriginal Legal Service, 'You are sacked. We do not want you to represent our interests."
I quote from an article in Australian Sassiness -

They formally advised the land and mining solicitor of the legal service, together with
its principal legal officer, that they were dismissed from representing the elders or
their region.
The charges: deliberate misrepresentation of traditional landowners; neglecting to
provide legal support and protection of Aborigines; dividing Aborigines for political
purposes; and and wasting taxpayers' money.
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That is why the Aboriginal Legal Service was sacked by those people. Even the Premier of
this Stare has said that some of those claims were farcical.
We have a Government which is confused. It is full of indecision when it comes to
approving these projects. I could give a number of examples of projects which have been
delayed; where companies have left the State and gone overseas or to the Eastern States. We
have mentioned only two today, the Marandoc and Yakabindie projects. The Minister for
State Development says all the right things at functions, but he does not perform in reality.
The Premier is going around wtang of these vexatious claims, but she is not prepared to
stamp her authority and get something done. This is a classic! The Minister for North-West,
Ernie Bridge, publicly writes a letter to his Premier criticising her. Can members imagine a
Cabinet Minister in normal circumstances publicly writing to his Premier and saying chat he
disagrees with the decisions she is making on these matters?
Dr Lawrence: I have watched about six weeks of dissent in the Liberal Parry. You should be
careful about what you say.
Mr COURT: Is the Premier saying -

Dr Lawrence: Be careful! Mr Bridge made a reasonable point.
Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: This is a reasonable point of view. This is a public letter, and in this scathing
letter he has publicly warned her that there could be a considerable backlash from Aborigines
against the State Government. The letter goes on to say -

Carmen, may I respectfully suggest that you immediately and publicly clarify your
comments to show that this Labor Government is still one which upholds the
principles of respect for the environment and for Aboriginal culture.

Here is a Minister of the Crown publicly castigating the Premier of the State, and the Premier
just brushes it off! No action is taken over it. The Ministerial Council has five Ministers
sitting on it most of the time, but usually when it gets down to the vote on these matters the
Minister for Mines and the Minister for State Development are on the one side and the
Minister for the Environment and the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs are on the other, and
the Premier has to work out what to do.
Mr Taylor: We do not have votes, as a matter of interest.
Mr COURT: We have these delays and problems involved with lengthy approvals, such as
Yakabindie and Marandoo. I raise the question of sovereign risk, because this is the first
year I have heard this comment mentioned. 1 was in the east a couple of weeks ago, and all
the mining companies there now use this term "sovereign risk". I asked, "What do you mean
by sovereign risk? Why do you have to build in a cost factor associated with that?" They
explained that this is something which has never been a problem in this State before, but it is
now. When one has an agreement or arrangement with the Government, it might be an Act
of Parliament or regulation on which a company is making its investment decisions, and the
Government goes back on its word, the cost involved is known as a sovereign risk. I asked
for two examples, and I was given Coronation Hfill as one, where a lot of money was
invested, and then the Government changed the rules. Hill River is another, where the
company spent $30 million to work up a proposal for a power station, and the rules were
changed. I was asked, "What do you do with the accounts? You have spent the money; you
have to write it off. It has now become a cost factor." Marandoo will be the same. Instead
of being a simple extension of its mining operations and the opening up of a new mine, the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs could now say, "We do not care about your Agreement Act,
you will have to do a further study and abide by that study; damn the cost"; that is what we
mean we talk about this sovereign risk.
I have mentioned environmental and Aboriginal issues, but there is one concern that most
people seem to have forgotten about in these resource projects, and that is the financial
problems; the costs involved. The Governmernt does not seem to have the faintest idea about
the costs involved in getting these developments up and running. The environmental and
Aboriginal problems are things to be worked through, but the good, old fashioned one to
work through is, will it be a profitable project? Will the company be able to recover its
costs? Should it make the investment decision in the first place? The Government forgets
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chat every rime these projects are delayed, every time further studies are called for, it costs
money.
Mr Marlborough: You do that all the rime. You put a stop to Leda.
Mr COURT: The member opposite should look at the Government's wrack record over the
years. A gentleman came into our office last week and made the point that he is a
contractor -

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The cross-Chamber interchange is becoming too much.
Mr COURT: He is a contractor doing exploration work for Hamersley. His contract is tied
to the Marandoo project. H-e has not received work for one year, because the project has
been stopped. His is a small operation, but his cash flow has gone and he is now in financial
trouble. Members should look at Harnersicy itself. I have explained it to the Government
side and to our side, and members should know that one of the reasons Hamersley wants to
get Marandoo up and going is that it does not want to rip all the good ore out of the Tom
Price and Paraburdoo bodies; it wants to extend the life of those mines and blend the ore with
ore from the Marandoo deposits. But while the new mine is being delayed, good ore is being
ripped out, and that is why the company wants to get this project running. Members opposite
do not understand that these projects must be viable in international terms. They do not
understand that a couple of hundred million dollars runs easily off the tongue, but the capital
required for business is not that easy. It is easy to walk into this Parliament and say, "We
have lost another $100 million on the R & I Bank and the SGIC; we will just put it in.t' The
Government should at least have the decency to bring in an appropriation Bill straight away
instead of saying, "We will whack another $100 million into that Organisation we have
mucked up, and another $ 100 million into the other Organisation." The Government must
consider the financial costs. The. Government has put huge burdens on those projects as a
result of delays.
We have an appalling situation in Western Australia at the moment. On the one hand the
Government is trying to manage the disasters of WA Inc and this week we saw in very real
terms the problems associated with that. On the other hand, the confusion and indecision
within Government will not allow the State to reach new investment levels. That confusion
and indecision is obvious on the front page of the newspapers every day. Companies who
want to invest in this State are not able to get any proposal off the ground.
Dr Lawrence: What is your other shadow portfolio?
Mr COURT: Industrial and resources development.
Dr Lawrence: What about the Aboriginal affairs portfolio?
Mr COURT: Yes. Had the Premier been in the House earlier she would have heard what I
said about how I intend to try to operate these different portfolios.
Dr Lawrence: I am glad that you say "try to"; it is the most bizarre combination of portfolios
ever seen in this place.
Mr COURT: What is the difference between that and being the Premier and also handling
the Aboriginal affairs portfolio?
Dr Lawrence: They do not cut across one another. If the member were ever to be in that
position he would realise that. His situation is bizarre; it is a joke and everyone knows it.
The mining community cannot believe it.
Mr COURT: I will repeat my statement for the Premier because she was not in the House
when I made it. I said that Governments are elected to govern. Conflict always occurs when
decisions must be made. It does not matter whether the decision is to be made regarding
Aborigines, the environment, health or education; it is the job of the Government to govern
for all people. What about the Noonkanbah solution?
Several members inteijecced.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Debate was proceeding reasonably well until members
on both sides became overenthusiastic with their inteijections.
An Opposition member: It was their fault.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There are always two views about these matters but [ will not
express a view about fault because we must deal with the consequences. One consequence is
that debate is hard to follow. Someone referred to a joke a moment ago. The only thing at
risk of becoming a joke is the difficulty the members of the public may have in following
debate. I suggest that interjections are fine at the appropriate time but if a member from one
side interjects and then the member behind the speaker interjects the situation can get out of
hand. I ask members to restrain their interjections.
Mr COURT: I would be only too willing at any time to debate issues such as Noonkanbah -
where a Government was prepared to make decisions on an issue. The interesting point is
that after all the false stories about Naonkanbah it took the wife of a Federal Minister to tell
the real story about Noonkanbah. She said it was set up by a Labor member of Parliament.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: If the Minister for State Development is not capable of making a decision, does
that do the right thing by Aboriginal people? Does the Premier think that the Minister for
State Development is not capable of making a decision in the best interests of Aboriginal
people?
Dr Lawrence: I am talking about the legal sense. You must make two sets of decisions - one
as shadow Minister responsible for resources and the other relating to Aboriginal affairs.
Mr COURT: We will make decisions for the State. At the end of the day the Government
must weigh up all the conflicts and the information, but it must also make a decision. The
Premier has hit the nail on the head. We have had five decisions on Marandoo; one each
from the Minister for Mines, the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, the Minister for State
Development, the Minister for the Environment and the Premier. What we want in this State
is one decision; we wan: a one-stop shop.
Dr Lawrence: We wiUl make the correct decision, not just any decision. Anyone is capable
of any decision, but we must make the right decision.
Mr COURT: The Government is scared of the huge financial decisions which need to be
made. It has become timid in its decision making as a result of its mistakes in the past. The
Government is allowing the minority groups to set the agenda. The members for Pilbara and
Ashburton must be very concerned about what is going on because their union members and
their voters are signing petitions in the Pilbara calling for a decision to be made regarding
Marandoo; those people want that project to go ahead. It is those voters who are being
damaged by the actions of the Government. The Government would do us all a favour if it
stepped aside and allowed us to govern the State.
MR LEWIS (Applecross) 13.16 pmJ: I second the motion. I wish to focus attention on
who should take responsibility for the non-decisions of the Government. It is not necessary
for me to recount the current situation of this State's economy; we have the worst economy
in Australia at the moment.
Dr Lawrence: Not at all. That is a real vote of no confidence in many people in
Government.
Mr LEWIS: We have the worst unemployment rate in Australia at the moment.
Mr Bradshaw: The Government does not care; that is the problem.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: We have the worst economy and the worst unemployment rate in Australia at
the moment. Officially, 80 000-odd Western Australians are out of work. Unofficially, the
figure probably runs to 100 000 and totals about 13 per cent. The public is in despair as a
result of Government inaction - and that was highlighted by events yesterday. Unfortunately,
yesterday the public did not latch on to what should have been said. They should have called
for the resignation of the Government because the Government has let down the public very
badly. There is a feeling of inertia in the Government at the moment. If a political party
wishes to govern it should accept responsibility. The problem at the moment is that the
Government is not governing; it is being led mround and around in a merry dance by the
minority interest groups who are holding this State to ransom.
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Mr Kierath: The Minister for Police said yesterday that the rally was a waste of time.
Dr Watson: That is not true.
Mr Graham: The member knows that is not true.
Mr Kierath: Check your Hansard, Mr Graham.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The members for Pilbara and Riverton will come to
order.
Mr LEWIS: I suggest to the Government that that is unbelievable when the State has
$850 million worth of projects ready to proceed but which are sitting idle waiting for a
Government decision. These projects would provide about 4 000 jobs in the short term, and
they are held up because of the activities of a minority and an indecisive Government that
cannot get on with the job. That is the bottom line.
Eight weeks ago the Premier assured the public of Western Australia that these matters
would be resolved within the month, but there has been no resolution of the conflicts that are
holding up those projects. It is patently obvious that the Government is being torn apart by
its various factions. It cannot make a decision because it will aggravate either one faction or
the other, it does not have the internal fortitude to get on with the job. I remnind the House
that on the income side of the State Budget last year it was estimated that the State would
receive $357 mifllion from mining royalties; that has been one of the saving factors of our
economy. Mining activities are going well and those estimates have been exceeded. It is
necessary to quote an extract from a joint statement by the Chamber of Mines and Energy of
Western Australia. the Confederation of Western Australian Industry, and the Western
Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry - three of the most influential, powerful,
peak councils of industry in this State. It says -

The implications for the whole community are serious. A situation in which minority
interests can manipulate legislation to indefinitely block needed and approved
development will cripple economic and social development.
Attempts to attract downstream processing projects will be futile as they require
certainty Of resource supplies.

The clarion call of the Federal Labor Government and, indeed, this Labor Government is to
try to attract downstream processing projects. The statement continues -

The current situation in which projects can be halted despite Government approvals
being given sends the worst possible signals to potential investors. They are starting
to lose interest in Western Australia because they see the Government as unwilling or
unable to act-

Those are very damning words from those three organisations. It is a shame that the
Government does not heed those words. I suggest to the Minister for State Development and
the Minister for Mines - two of the responsible Ministers who are in the Chamber - that the
time has well passed and it is now intolerable that the wellbeing of Western Australians
should be held to ransom. Western Australians in the broad sense are being held to ransom
by a few activists without any credibility. They do discredit to their own cause, and they are
against the good intentions of the Aboriginal heritage legislation. These activists are
deliberately manipulating a system and Statutes for their own political and pecuniary
interests. Would the Minister for State Development deny that?
Mr Taylor: What sort of pecuniary interests?
Mr LEWIS: Either for financial gain or for political reasons.
Mr Taylor: I am not aware of any.
Mr LEWIS: We aUl know Bropho pitches his tent anywhere for political benefit, and perhaps
also for his financial benefit.
Mr Taylor: I have not a lot of time for Mr Bropho, but the member for Applecross must be
careful about making allegations about such things without any proof.
Mr LEWIS: We have heard about a particular Aboriginal activist who wanted $1 million to
let the East Perth redevelopment go ahead. If that is not pecuniary, I do not know what is.
He wanted a financial pay-off of $1 million not to rock the boat on the East Perth
redevelopment, flat has been well reported.

3685



Mr Marlborough: Is the member for Applecross saying that Bropho asked for it? He knows
quite well that Bropho did noL
Mr LEWIS: I suggest to this House and the Government that the ubiquitous Wagyl and the
Bula - and the mysterious spirits which the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs thought would be
disturbed if helicopters were to fly over them - are all conveniently intangible; no-one can
put a handle on them.
Mr Taylor: Are you a religious person?
Mr LEWIS: I was brought up in a religious way.
Mr Taylor: Can you explain the concepts of God, heaven and hell?
Mr LEWIS: [ will be addressing that if the inister will just listen. These intangibles, these
mysterious spirits, which all conveniently move at the will of individuals must be made
stationary. They cannot continue to move at will throughout this State where it suits either
the pecuniary or political interest of the persons concerned. That is what is happening. I
respect the rights of our indigenous people to their beliefs, as I respect our Christian or other
religious beliefs. I do not deny those rights, nor those of Aboriginal people to have sacred
sites or places of Aboriginal significance - places that are tangible. We have such legislation,
and it is necessary to have legislation to recognise and ensure that these legitimate sites are
not disregarded and put aside because of bigotry. These so called beliefs in spirits are being
used to the detriment of the whole of Western Australia because they are quite arbitrary and
do not have much credibility. I liken such beliefs in spirits to the belief in the occult and
witchcraft.
Mr Donovan: Or the belief in Catholicism or Judaism.
Mr LEWIS: Yes. Do we fall over backwards to recognise the so called sacred sites of
people who practise the occult in the State forests at Onangara? Do we accept chat those
people's beliefs should subsume other people's beliefs?
Mr Marlborough: Are you acquainting Aboriginal beliefs with witchcraft?
Mr LEWIS: I will not even try to answer that nonsense-
Mr Donovan: What you are saying is very silly.
Mr Kierath: Order!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I do not need the member for Riverton to tell me how to
do my job. Members will come to order!
Mr LEWIS: I believe that mystical beliefs, such as the belief in spirits, are on the same plane
as beliefs in Christianity, the occult and witchcraft.
Dr Watson: Do you subscribe to John Stone's theory?
Mr LEWIS: I have got the inister on this point. People in the white society of Australia
can identify their sites of religious significance; they are called places of worship. These
places are zoned and included in registers. They are not left to the arbitrary and
indiscriminate imaginations of people who are manipulated by a powerful legal system.
which pours $2.8 million into the Aboriginal Legal Service. They are convinced that spirits
exist but they do not know where they are. The location of these sites is based on political
decisions and intangibles and these people have snowballed the Government. The
Government cannot see that; it believes these people. Therefore, anyone, from a museum
officer, me or the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, can say that a place is a site of Aboriginal
significance without any proof and that site is automatically embargoed. That is what the
legislation provides.
Dr Watson: It is not automatically embargoed. I have explained it to you.
Mr LEWIS: It is. It is time that we in Australia in an effort to respect all religious beliefs
acknowledge what is happening. We are being held to ransom by a minority group who are
being manipulated by a State or Federal Government agency funded to deliberately stymie
development in this State. Legitimate companies are discouraged to explore and invest in
waining in Western Australia. Indeed, they are being driven away from investing in this
State. Western Australia is becoming the laughing stock of the world. We put up with this
garbage and we have a Government which cannot make a decision which will benefit all
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Western Australians because ir must placate those intangible and moving targets which are
called spirits. When the Liberal Party is in Government it will establish a register of places
of Aboriginal significance.
Mr Marlborough: That is what is going on now.
Mr LEWIS: Presently, no register exists because one of the mysteries and secrets of this so
called Aboriginal heritage register is that only the elders know where the sacred sites are. An
elder is all knowing and cannot reveal where these sacred sites are; that is, unless someone in
the Aboriginal Legal Service asks him. The. Liberal Party will allow Aboriginal people in
Australia to make submissions to that register over a specific period.
Dr Gallop: How long will that be?
Mr LEWIS: The Minister for Fuel and Energy is showing his ignorance. After those
submissions have been made they will be evaluated by credible anthropologists and placed
on the register. Those sacred sites will be on the public record for all Western Australians to
see and whenever plans for resource development or exploration are to occur people will
know where the sacred sites are located. People no longer will be able to come along and tell
exploration companies that they cannot develop a certain piece of land because it is an
Aboriginal site.
The traditional people from Marandoo have lived in Onslow for almost 50 or 60 years: that is
a few hundred kilometres from Marandoo. The only reason people know there are sites of
Aboriginal significance at Marandoo is that the mining company identified them in its report.
Indeed, the mining company was granted approval to explore at that place as a result of its
report. Hamersley Iron Pty Limited released a Press release today which states -

.. there are no current discussions underway between Hamersley Iron and the
Aborigines in relation to die Marandoo Project.

The company is saying that there are no current discussions on this subject and this Press
release was issued only yesterday. It continues -

This is contrary to what might be inferred from the statement attributed to Premier
Lawrence in the West Australian on 21 August 199 1.

The company is calling the Premier a fibber. The Press release continues -

The Karijini Aboriginal Corporation broke off discussions with Hamersley
seven weeks ago.

That was a week after the Premier said it would be resolved in a month. To continue -

Despite repeated requests by Harnersley, discussions are yet to resume.
Hamerslcy is particularly concerned by suggestions that another anthropological
report is required. There is no need for a further report The outcome of the further
report will be to create a problem of Aboriginal sites where currently no problem
exists. The Yakabindie dispute provides clear evidence of this.
The 1977 approval to mine Marandoo is valid and the information on which this was
based is thorough and was provided with the full co-operation of the Aboriginal
people concerned This work would meet all die requirements of the Aboriginal
Heritage Act.

I will summarise what the Government should do about this matter. It should be getting on
with the job of governing. The Premier has a responsibility to go to the Federal Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs, Mr Tickner, and to the Prime inister, Bob H-awke, and ask for their
unequivocal and reliable assurances that they will not interfere in the disputes associated
with Yakabindie and Marandoo. If the Premier were doing her job and this Government
were governing it would tell the Federal Government to butt out, that the approvals are in
place and that the two major resource projects can proceed.
An amendment to the Aboriginal Heritage Act should be prepared immediately so that true
and legitimate claims of Aboriginal heritage are not put into disrepute by the indiscriminate
and vandalistic attitudes of minority Aboriginal groups in this State. A register of all
Aboriginal sites should be available so that Western Australians know where they are. There
must be credibility in the entire Aboriginal heritage legislation, the listings and the like. The
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business of Aboriginal groups moving from the old Swan Brewery site, to Rottmest, to
Broomne and to East Perth has to stop. More ground rules must be implemented because the
people of Western Australia are sick of the moving Aboriginal target.
The Government should direct its employees that they should not be intervening in these
disputes. I advise the Premier that Mr Muir from the Western Australian Museum travelled
to Wiluna the weekend before last and actively encouraged Aboriginal elders to ga to
Mr Tickner to intervene in the dispute. Is he employed by the Government to act in the
interests of the Government or is he employed to jeopardise resource development which this
State needs? The Government must show leadership and govern for the benefit of all
Western Australians and resolve these disputes as soon as possible.
DR LAWRENCE (GlendaLough - Premier) [3.46 pmJ: I oppose this motion, not because
the Government does not agree with the first of the paragraphs but because it disagrees
strongly with the second. I will not take a major part in this debate because the Minister
responsible, the Minister for Stare Development, will do that.
A number of issues must be drawn to the attention of the House. First, I will comment on the
credibility of the Opposition on this issue. it is the case that at all times, especially during
great unemployment, the Stare Government wants to see the expeditious resolution of
disputes whether they concern the environment, planning, heritage, or Aboriginal heritage. It
is of great importance chat chose processes be kept to a mrinimum, are reasonably streamlined,
and are simple and transparent. They are the goals of this Government, but it has to deal
with an Opposition which wants to eat its cake and have it too. When it suits the Opposition
it will listen to every last little lobby group, particularly when it involves metropolitan
development and, to some extent, country development also, and it will hold up the flag
which says that it opposes the development.
Housing developments create jobs in the same way as tourism developments, mining
developments and agricultural developments. We want some consistency from members
opposite and if they are to be taken seriously on this issue they must get their act together.
I have drawn up a list very quickly of projects which individual Opposition members or the
entire Opposition benches have opposed over the past few years and they involved Leda,
Hillarys, Hepburn Heights, putting constraints on the Kings Park restaurant development
which made it impossible and we had to come back to the Parliament to amend the
legislation, Observation City, Beenyup, the casino, the northern rail link and the list goes on.
Those projects required decisions by the Stare Government and the opponents to them have
been given not only comfort, but also encouragement by the Opposition. Projects where
legislative change was required to make them viable have been thwarted by members of the
Opposition and sometimes successfully in the upper House. Some of the developments
around the State today are undergoing problems and the Government is addressing some of
them, but members of the Opposition disappear and appear like the Cheshire cat.
I have heard that the members for Applecross, Riverton, Cotzesloe and Nedlands go around
the community and speak the right words, particularly about housing development. The
Housing Industry Association is tearing its hair out because of the Opposition's behaviour
towards key developments in this State. If the member for Corresloe is honest he will know
that to be the case and he will also know that the association is fed up with Opposition
members going into the public arena and saying that certain developments are terrific and
should be proceeded with. However, it lets its members off the leash to support people
opposing the Hepburn Heights development and the Beenyup development. T1here is no
consistency in the position taken by the Opposition.
I fairness to the member for Nedlands, he has a reasonably consistent attitude on this

question and he deserves credit for that, but members on his team, both in the shadow
Cabinet and on the back bench, are out of control and have been for a long time. The next
time I hear in this Parliament the opposition attacking development in this State I will draw
it to everyone's attention. It happens all the time, appearing and disappearing like the grin on
die Cheshire cat. I can inform the member for Nedlands that we had a light-beanted
competition a while ago while talking about the Opposition's troubles.

Several members interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: All of us have these moments, unless members opposite are less than
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human. I have sometimes thought that is the case, but have given members opposite the
benefit of the doubt. During a light-beanted discussion about the problems of the Liberal
Party and the fact that for six weeks it had pulled itself apart and could not agree on
anything, during which rime there was character assassination in the Liberal Party -
Several members interjected.
The ACT1ING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! The Deputy Speaker while in the chair
before me made a reasonable request which I will not repeat but to which 1 will add. It
behoves none of us in this House well to exhibit the kind of behaviour that we have just
witnessed such that the Premider of this State was unable to be heard. I think Opposition
members would agree that they would expect the Leader of the Opposition to be heard. I am
sure the Press Gallery and people in the Public Gallery would think that, so let us afford that
opportunity to the Premier.
Several members interjected.
Mr Court: Do not be frivolous, we are talking about an important issue.
Dr LAWRENCE: We are also taking about members of Parliament. Unless I am mistaken,
from time to time members opposite have a bit of a dig at us. Maybe I have missed
something and members opposite do not do that. It seems to me that my observations, while
making them in a humorous way, are important ones as they relate to the lack of consistency
in the Liberal Party's policy on employment and development. Members opposite are totally
inconsistent and opportunistic about those matters.
Mr Cowan: We are very consistent
Dr LAWRENCE: I accept that the National Party is generally consistent, although I do not
always agree with it. We understand where its members are coming from. However, one
cannot predict from one day to another which position members opposite will take on
questions of development. One cannot predict what will happen from one electorate to
another; whether, for instance, the member for Vasse -

Several members inteijec ted.
Dr LAWRENCE: Does the member for Vasse support the Beenyup project? Will he make
trouble for BHP so that it cannot go ahead with the project? He has put forward bizarre
propositions about running a rail link into the area for that project. Some prett stupid talk
goes on in the Opposition even on something as important as the coal-fired power station.
Members will recall what happened on the weekend in relation to that matter. We had a
lengthy debate in this place about power generation- The member for Collie nearly drove us
all to distraction by insisting that the power station should be built sooner rather than later.
We made a decision about the matter, which involves a significant investment in this Stare.
What did the Deputy Leader of the Opposition do? He tried to say it was some sort of
conspiracy, that the decision had nor been subject to the most thorough processes, and that it
was some sort of deal. I cannot believe the man!
At present we are facing the most substantial unemployment in this State. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition seeks to politicise the importance of Marandoo and Yakabindie, yet
that coalfired power station will employ more people during its construction phase and will
attract more investment than those two projects put together. He should get his priorities
right. Be consistent; that is what I am saying to members opposite. We expect the Cheshire
cat on the other side to at least be obvious all the time. As I said to members opposite earlier,
one of the things that sprung to mind when thinking about how to characterise the Opposition
was the Cheshire car phenomenon; do not worry about WA Inc, so far as this issue is
concerned members opposite are "invisible ink". Members opposite cannot be seen; they
have disappeared from the face of policy development in this State and are clearly becoming
populists.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! Opposition members are making matters
difficult. Perhaps if I emulate the Speaker and use a more subtle approach it will work -
shush.
Dr LAWRENCE: I am making an important point, one members opposite could well take to
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heart. They sit across the Chamber in the relative comfort of the Opposition benches -
although I know they would rather be over here -

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The behaviour in the Chamber at the moment has gone
over the top. I am trying to remember that I am in the Chair and not down in the Chamber.
That is sometimes hard to do. My impression is that this is a serious motion moved by the
member for Nedlands. I may be mistaken about that. However, I understand that is the case
and ask members, if not for their own sake for the sake of the credibility of this place, to give
it serious attention.
Dr LAWRENCE: Thanik you Mr Acting Speaker. One of the problems during this debate is
trying to get around what is reasonable policy. When one comes to the Opposition's views
one first finds the inconsistency to which I have referred. Secondly, a point of view has been
expressed by the member for Applecross which is among the most offensive I have ever
heard in my parliamentary career. The other most offensive points of view in order of
importance probably also come from the member for Applecross. Firstly, his attitude
towards Aboriginal culture and heritage deserves to be widely broadcast. His attitude
towards Aboriginal beliefs deserves condemnation, not just inside this House but also outside
of it.
Several members interjected.
Mr Lewis: Tell me about it.
Dr LAWRENCE: I will let what the member for Applecross said speak for itself. I intend to
ensure that every Aboriginal person in this State is aware of what he has said.
Mr Clarko: Another threat. Very bellicose.
Dr LAWRENCE: Bellicose?
Mr Clarko: Yes. Don't you know the meaning of the word?
Dr LAWRENCE: Of course I do. That is why I am somewhat amazed by the member's
proposition.
Mr Clarko: Why does the Premier carry on like this? It must be a game she plays with
Cabinet. Why don't you address the problems of Western Australia, which has the worst
unemployment in Australia?
Several members interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: That is what I am doing. I am also trying to draw attention to the motion.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKIER: Order! I will tell members what we will do, because it is
something a bit unusual in this place. We will ask the Clerk to stop the clock. The Premier
can take that time out so that she does not lose it and members opposite can continue with the
broad-ranging, interjeciive debate they are having among themselves.
Mr Taylor: Just throw him out.
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am happy to do that. I hope members can see the point. Can
we now allow the debate to proceed in an orderly way?
Dr LAWRENCE: This draws attention to the fact that when it comes to the crunch members
opposite are not prepared to accept any criticism of their position.
Several members interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: Members opposite are very thin skinned. That is a mild observation borne
out by the interjections of members opposite. Members opposite are not prepared to hear
some of the hard facts about their behaviour. I think it is time that behaviour was pointed out
to the community. [ will draw attention to the Opposition's attitude towards the old Swan
Brewery. Members opposite thought it was very amusing that certain Aboriginal groups in
this community sought - in a way in my view inconsistent with the real problems of the
brewery - to mnake political capital of the matter. Members opposite thought that was funny
and fantastically amusing, as did some sections of the business community who now rue that
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day because that dispute severely undermined the Aboriginal Heritage Act and our capacity
to deal with such matters without legislative amendment, which there will be.
The mining industry is now very well aware of that, and it is not feeling very thankful
towards chose people who encouraged and incited some of that behaviour, amongst whom I
would number the Opposition, without any doubt at all. If members opposite go back
through the debates in this House and the Press releases arnd statements they have made they
will see that it is without doubt the truth. So to some extent the chooks are coming home to
roost on the other side of the House.
Mr Kierath: Is this Animal Farm?
Dr LAWRENCE: It is on the member's side.
Today I want to make a very important point: With Marandoo there is a very clear problem
which does not have a great deal to do with the current operation of the Aboriginal Heritage
Act but has to do with history and with an impasse between two groups. As has been said,
Haniersley Iron Pty Ltd believes that the approval obtained in 1977, for a small part of what
it must now get approval for, is valid. As was pointed out by the Minister for the
Environment when he was in the Chamber, if' that were true the company could proceed, and
if there were a challenge in the court the company would win it.

Mr Lewis: You never know, with the courts.
Mr Court: Are you saying they will have to go to court?
Mr Taylor: The Premier did not say that at all.
Dr LAWRENCE: No, I said that if the company believed its approvals were good it would
proceed.
Mr Court: Are you serious?
Dr LAWRENCE: The member for Nedlands will give me the courtesy of hearing Me out.
He challenged me to talk about the specifics and I am doing so.
Mr Kierath: At least you are talking about the issues.
Dr LAWRENCE: No, I am talking about the specifics, not the issues. If the member reads
the motion he will see that there is a broader issue. The motion is not couched simply in
terms of Marandoo and Yakabindie; there is a broader question. However, in relation to
Marandoo, at the time that "approval" was given in 1977 it was not for the entire area which
the company now seeks to disturb, so it must go ahead and get further approvals in any case,
even if one assumes that its original approval is valid. The company claims that it received
assurances from Lang Hancock's company, which in turn received assurances from
Texasgulf, that the approvals were good. It is a matter for Hamersley Iron to deal with the
assurances from those other companies. The advice we have from the Crown Law
Department - and I will bet London to a brick the advice Hamersley Iron has as well - is that
the approval is not valid. It is not extensive enough, for a start; it does not cover the eastern
or western corridors at all but only the minesite, so the company must still go through the
process of seeking further approvals. As well, it is not valid for a couple of reasons, which I
will outline.
Firstly, the proper delegation was not given at the time - it was not signed off by the trustees
of the Western Australian Museum. That is quite clear and there is no doubt about it. The
company suggests that section 13 of the Act could be used to remedy the situation, but that
section does not permit of that remedy. Therefore it is quite clear that, in relation to the
original approvals, Hamrersley Iron must apply for a new consent. However, the critical
point is that, even if that were not true, there is still a great area of land over which the
company must get approvals. Members opposite might say, "Ditch the Aboriginal Heritage
Act today and do something quite differnt." We will be amending the Act, but the time in
which the company wants to get the project off the ground does not permit that. I amn
surprised that both the Karijini people, who want the employment and who are very keen to
see the project go ahead, so they tell us, and Hamersley Iron have been unable to reach a
decision on this matter. That is what is required under the Act, that is what is undertaken by
companies on a daily basis, and that is what happens a great deal of the time.
Mr Court interjected.
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Dr LAWRENCE: The member may be told that, but the information we have from
discussions they have had with many people, including the mining industry -

Mr Lewis: Is that Press statement from Hamersicy wrong?
Dr LAWRENCE: It is, in fact.
Mr Lewis: Do you think it is untrue?
Dr LAWRENCE: No, I thin I-amersley Iron - and I am not being critical of the company -
read The West Australian and concluded from that that I had made certain comments. That is
always a mistake, might I say. People really should go back to the original source. What I
said was that discussions were under way and that the matter would be resolved.
I want to announce to the House today a line of action which will resolve it. I have had
discussions with John Ralph this afternoon. We are as fed up with the impasse as are the
Opposition and the people of the Pilbara, but it required the company to get together with the
Karijini people. This happens on a daily basis, with other projects, but for some reason the
parties in the case were unable to do so. I do not seek to assign blame. The member for
Nedlands is saying the Karijini people would not talk to the company; the Karijini people are
saying the company has been implacable on the method of clearing the site.
Mr Court: The company should not have to deal with it - you should be doing the
negotiations. You are the Government.
Dr LAWRENCE: Under the Aboriginal Heritage Act the company is required to do it, but it
is possible for the Government to intervene and that is what we have announced today that
we will do. Given that those two parties cannot get together, we will get the necessary site
clearance and provide the basis for those approvals to be given. I believe that can be
concluded within a month, well before the company's environmental approvals are
concluded; they have gone along in a very straightforward manner with no delay at all. I
should point out that the company is not yet in a position to begin that mine, and not because
the Environmental Protection Authority has dragged its feet. We put legislation through this
Parliament in double quick time last November. The Government bent over backwards to
accommodate the company. We excised from a national park a mining tenement and
corridors to ensure that the project would go ahead. We then expected the company to get
the necessary environmental and Aboriginal heritage approvals. That is what every other
company does, and that is what Hamersicy Iron has been seeking to do. We have been in
constant discussion with both parties and have now moved to intervene to obtain the
necessary site clearances so that the company's applications can be processed extremely
quickly.
Mr Court: How will you do that?
Dr LAWRENCE: We will employ the anthropologist, carry out the necessary discussions
with the Karijini people and provide the basis for the company to obtain the site clearance,
not just for the bit of land for which it believes it already has approval but across the entire
corridor and the site. However, it should not have reached the point where the Government
had to in tervene.
Mr Court: Will the company see that study?
Dr LAWRENCE: Yes, of course, because it must be the basis for any application it might
make for either avoiding or destroying sites.
Mr Cowan: Who is bearing the cost of that?
Dr LAWRENCE: The Government, at this stage. We might seek to negotiate with the
company, which would normally bear that cost, but at this stage the Government will bear
that cost.
Mr Court: Can the company dispute that study?
Dr LAWRENCE: Under the Act the dispute can come at the point where the application is
submitted, but I have undertaken to ride that process through as rapidly as possible, and as
rapidly as is consistent with reasonable Aboriginal belief and heritage. Like members
opposite, I have some doubts at the margins but not at the core about Aboriginal heritage.
Mr Court: Who will appoint the anthropologist?
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Dr LAWRENCE: We will appoint that person from the Department of A boriginal Sites.
Mr Court: Will the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs appoint that person?
Dr LAWRENCE: The Ministerial Council will make the appointrnenh, and that process will
be undertaken by the Government so that this $500 million project can go ahead, instead of
having people posturing on both sides. In the end. I would have thought that both sides of
this Parliament were about trying to solve the problem. We have allowed the parties to get
on with it on dhe grounds that private enterprise is private enterprise and should be able to get
its act together. We did not want to railroad the Aboriginal peopl.e into it because we respect
them. However, the parties were not able to get their act together and were standing on
opposite sides of the room. The member for Nedlands is right, they probably have not been
talking for several weeks; but we have been talking with both parties, hence the discussions
under way. I did not refer to their talking to one another. despite what The West Australian
may have implied. The Government has decided diet this is the only way to proceed and we
will push it through as rapidly as possible.
However, in the meantime preparation is being made on two fronts - changes to the
legislation, and changes to the procedures within those departments. I feel no satisfaction
about the events that happened at Yakabindie. What happened at Yakabindie?
Mr Lewis: Your Museum people went up there and incited them.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is not as simple as that.
Mr Court: It is not simple. It was a complex farce.
Dr LAWRENCE: The company obtained the necessary approvals; they were signed off.
The anthropologist did the work and the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee
recommended to the Minister, who signed the necessary approvals.
Mr Court: The Aboriginal Legal Service went in and sabotaged the operation.
Dr LAWRENCE: I agree: I have made similar statements about intervention by parties not
part of the process. Believe me, it feels far worse from this side than it does from the
Opposition's side. If a body comes in and attempts to use the law in a way which frightens
the hell out of the company, what does the company say? It says, "All right, we will do
another survey." The Government did not initiate the second survey, the company did.
Mr Court: Under pressure from the Museum.
Dr LAWRENCE: The company sought to accommodate a different point of view - and I
might say that there are some people in the area who are taking another point of view who at
the time were urging them to do so as well. I will not name names but one would have
thought that some of them would have another point of view. They moved in and said, "Why
don't you do it? Just get another report and that will solve it all." What I said to the mining
companies just last week was, "When you have obtained approvals, stick with it- For God's
sake, don't go out there and do further work."
Mr Court: That is what 1-amersicy Iron is doing at Marandoo.
Dr LAWRENCE: No, it is not, because it does not actually have its approvals. The member
for Nedlands did not listen to my original statement. In the case of Yakabindie I said to
Dominion Mining Ltd that as far as the State Government was concerned it had its legal
approvals. We said, "If you want to negotiate with the local Aborigines regarding additional
work to be done on the site, good on you." The third report was an attempt to resolve the
differences between the two issues we have described. However, it is a disgrace that we
have such differences of opinion among professional anthropologists in our community.
Members opposite believe it is easy in their proposition to sort our the wheat from the chaff,
when in fact it is like obtaining the same opinion from two lawyers.
Mr Court: They both charge the same.
Dr LAWRENCE: Probably. There is a reduced choice with anthropologists, and it is a
shame that they cannot agree with one another. The report produced seems to depend upon
the ideological stand of the anthropologists. This is a matter of concern which will be
addressed in our legislative changes. At the moment both Dominion Mining Ltd and
Hamnersley Iron Pty Ltd must deal with the existing Act and the expertise available and had
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to deal with a ischievous band of interveners who had been encouraged some time ago by
members of the Opposition. They were the ingredients for the Yalcabindie situation, and
these are ingredients we do not want to see repeated in this State. Such a situation delays
project development and destroys die credibility of Aboriginal heritage and culture.
Something I have heard today from the member for Applecross flows directly from these
disputes to the extent that beliefs and sites are questioned. In that case people in the
community will start to say the sorts of things said by the member. I am saddened that a
member of Parliament is one of the first to fall in with that proposition. This discredits the
question in the eyes of the community, but I would expect that the member, with somewhat
greater knowledge, would be less liely to do that.
Make no mistake, the State said at a very early stage that the approval was good for the
Yakabindie project The company compiled the second report, and the third report was also
undertaken at its suggestion. We said, "Enough of this." The Federal Government was
hovering in the background, but it is now clearly indicating that it will not intervene.
Members opposite suggested that I write to the Prime Minister and Mr Tickner. I have done
so on several occasions.
Mir Court: Have you received a reply?
Dr LAWRENCE: I expect to receive a letter shortly. Mr Tickner said about the Yakabindie
issue that it was properly handled under State law in accordance with the proper processes of
State law. That has been done. He also said that the Aboriginal heritage issue must be
protected. That has been done. He also said, "My clear information is that procedures are in
place in Western Australia so that aUl the concerned Aboriginal people are being considered,
and while this proper process applies it is misleading for some journalists and mining
companies to suggest that there is some Federal bogey hanging over their heads. That is just
not in accordance with the facts."
Mr Court: Are you still recording his conversations?
Dr LAWRENCE: When was I alleged to have done that?
Mr Court: You said that you had not received a letter back from him.
Dr LAWRENCE: Not yet, but I have spoken to him on the telephone; I am quoting from a
radio interview. Good try, but not good enough.
I wrote to the Prime Minister in the strongest terms. The conclusion of the letter read "I
therefore request that your Government dismiss the application for Aboriginal protection
made by the Aboriginal Legal Service on the basis that the project does not meet all
necessary approvals and the question of possible additional Aboriginal sites be resolved by
traditional custodial rights. As far as we are concerned Yakabindie has been cleared."
An important point about Yalcabindie is that Dominion Mining is not ready to proceed on
that site. Investment and employment generation is not being held up at Yakabindie. The
Government did not want the situation to drag on any longer for fear of the financial
implications; however, the company is not ready to proceed and is not ready to invest that
money. This has been said publicly. At Marandoo the company is ready to proceed as soon
as its environmental clearance has been given. With our intervention to obtain the necessary
site clearance, that will be simultaneous. The funds can then be invested as we cleared the
way to be done 12 months ago. In addition, in time we will make changes to the Aboriginal
Heritage Act and the Environmental Protection Act This will make possible simple, clear
and fair procedures. What is missing from the member for Applecross's discussion is any
recognition that Aboriginal people have rights. They do, and as long as there is a Labor
Government we will not see the kind of jackbooted tactics we have seen in the past from
members opposite.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Deputy Premier) [4.15 pm]: I start where the member for
Nedlands left off; that is, to say that Governments govern. The Government is in the position
of reconciling different positions and making difficult decisions. The member for Nedlands
must reconcile the fact that his party leader has a commitment to citizens' initiated
referendums, and to say that difficult decisions should be decided on the Government's
behalf is not consistent with his earlier commnent. The member for Nedlands knows full
well - I agree with him - that Governments ane there to govern. As the Premier outlined, this
was done in relation to the Marandoo Project.
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Mr Court: When did you tell 1-amersley that all the approvals were not in place?
Mr TAYLOR: I will give the member a list of discussions I had with Hamersicy; 1 will
explain those with pleasure.
Although I do not always do so, I listened carefully to the speeches made by the members for
Applecross and Nedlands. I was waiting for some constructive criticism or an approach to
resolve these issues. However, all I heard was blunt citicism with no solutions. It is fine for
members to sit opposite and criticise, but they should at least attempt to contribute some
constructive criticism to these debates. The member for Nedlands discussed this issue on a
radio program and was asked what he would do. He responded that it was a ludicrous
situation. He said, "If this matter were controversial, we could understand the problem. As a
matter of fact, al these clearances on Aboriginal sites were done years ago." However, the
member discovers today that these sites do not have the proper clearances. In the interview
the member was again asked what he would do. Again, he said that the situation was
ludicrous. He said that the place had received clearance years ago and the proper authorities
had given necessary approvals including environmental approval. The member is wrong,
wrong and wrong again. Unfortunately, the member for Riverton is not here. The other
evening on the '7.30 Report" he was asked what he would do. He said that he would give
approval in two weeks. That is absolute nonsense - things do not work that way.
As the member for Nedlands knows I hold many meetings with people involved in the
mining industry; in fact, I am often accused of being too parochial in favour of the mining
industry, and that may be because I represent the seat of Kalgoorlie. However, over recent
years I have said to the mining industry that the industry has been criticised throughout the
community, certainly by people associated with the environmental movement. We are aware
of this range of criticism. This goes back to when Alcoa of Australia Ltd wanted to midne the
Darling escarpment. What was the reaction of the mining industry to that criticism? In the
first instance it was one of outrage and it said to the Government, "You must sort this out for
us." However, the industry soon realised that that approach would not work from the point
of view of the public and the environmentalists. What did the industry do after that? It put
the right people in place: it employed environmental people - some of the best scientists to be
found anywhere in this nation or in the world. I have dealt with a range of projects, as has
the Minister for ines, and I have no doubt that, to a large degree, over less than a decade
the mining industry has turned around the environmental criticism of its work. It has done
that because it knew it had to get the right people in place and I applaud the industry.
What has the industry done about the Aboriginal heritage issue? It has been confronted by
this matter at Marandoo and Yakabindie. It also happened with Argyle Diamond Mines Pty
Ltd and many years ago at Noonkanbah. Aborigines feel strongly about the issue today. I
have told the mining industry it should not believe the Government can wave a magic wand
or solve the matter in Parliament. The issue cannot be solved in that simple way; it will
involve the mining industry and individual companies tackling the issue as they tackled the
environmental issue.
Mr Court: The biggest problem is that the Aboriginal Legal Service is creating a false
impression of the genuine concerns of the Aboriginal people.
Mr TAYLOR: Remind me of that when I come to the end of this treatise on how the
Aboriginal community should approach it. The mining industry should say to itself that if it
is to resolve Aboriginal heritage issues it must tackle that problem as it tackled
environmental issues. The industry must believe the problem will not go away. All of a
sudden the voices of Aboriginal people who are concerned about heritage - 1 do not include
the Brophos of this world - will get stronger and they will become more astute and more
adept at using the media. They will pursue what they believe, rightly or wrongly, are their
rights concerning Aboriginal sites. Thank goodness some people in the industry now
recognise that and admit that they must employ the right people who can talk with
Aboriginal communities and resolve issues before they are taken up by the Aboriginal Legal
Service, the company's lawyers or the Government. I am very pleased that some of the
major companies in Western Australia are now doing exactly that by employing people in
senior positions to be responsible for talking to the Aboriginal community.
A further step must be taken; that is, the mining industry must recognise that more often than
not it will be mining in isolated areas of Western Australia. More often than not Aboriginal
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people will be involved because of where companies will want to mine, It is essential the
industry makes a very special effort to employ and train Aboriginal people for those mining
industry projects. It is not a matter of putting on a few gardeners or a few people to clean the
barracks or whatever. Companies must make a special effort in that regard, and some are
indeed doing that. Yakabindie is an example of where that can work and is almost of
historical value. As members know, the Yakabindie mine has been supported by the people
in that area who, in a sense, could be regarded as almost the tribal people of Western
Australia.
It is interesting to recall the names of people who have been prepared to support Dominion
Mining Ltd. Almost without exception those Aboriginal people have been involved with and
worked in the mining industry. They know the benefits the industry can bring to them and
their children. One of those people is Arnold Frank, whom some may have heard on
Howard Sattler's program on a number of occasions. He is a colourful character and has
been involved in the mining industry for many years. He knows the benefits the industry can
bring. Aubury Lynch, a younger person, was involved in the early days of the nickel
industry in the Goldfields and in the recent gold boom with many mining companies. Frank
Shepperd, my old football coach from Kalgoorlie, is another fine person who camne from that
area and worked for many years as a machine m-iner on the Golden Mile.
Mr Cowan: He gave up teaching you to play football.
Mr TAYLOR: He gave up teaching me to kick and still says it to this day. Those three
people have taken a leading role in the Yakabindie dispute. As I said, each one of those
people has had a relationship with the mining industry through many years of working in it.
As I said to the industry through the Chamber of Mines and Energy and other organisations,
it must realise that the days of die Noonkanbab convoy approach to resolving problems has
come to an end. That will never be repeated despite the wont of the member for Wellington
who claims that is the way to solve those issues. It is not the way in Western Australia. The
way to solve them is the way the mining industry has helped resolve environmental problems
in Western Australia. Even the Conservation Council today is prepared to say that although
it may oppose mining in what it says is a national park at Marandoo it is also prepared to
cooperate. It stated in a letter to the Premier -

We have also cooperated with Dr O'Brien, who is doing their social impact
assessment, and we have advertised their information workshops in the Greener
Times. So far CRA have made no attempt to meet us to discuss the details of their
ERMP.

The other point the council makes is -

Despite our disappointment and enduring opposition to your decision to allow mining
in national parks we are prepared to follow the legally established procedures for the
Marandoo project. We request that you insist that CRA do likewise.

The Conservation Council is critical of CRA. nevertheless it is still prepared to go down the
proper track.
The member for Nedlands raised the matter of Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd and its knowledge of
whether it has a mining clearance. The following is a list of meetings held with Harnersley:
On 25 March the Government met Hamersley Iron and agreed to facilitate a meeting with the
Karijini people. On 16 April the Minister for the Environment and I met the Karijini and
asked its members to submit a letter advising how they saw the Ministerial Council
operating. On I May the Government advised Harnersley Iron of the outcome of that
Onslow meeting. Several contacts with the Karijini people were made in order to clarify
their position on the decision making process. On 13 June Hamersley Iron requested the
granting of a miscellaneous licence. The Government agreed to provide Hamersicy Iron with
Crown Law advice indicating clearance was not valid. Judyth Watson was to meet the
Karijini people to arrange a meeting between them and Haniersley Iron with no lawyers
present. On 19 June Judyth Watson met the Karijini people and set an agenda for a meeting
-with Hamersley Iron. On 21 June Hamersley Iron was unhappy with comments made by
Judyth Watson on the validity of the clearances. I also advised a problem existed with
clearance for the temporary reserve. In fact, no clearance existed for the western and eastern
corridors.
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Mr Court: When were the Karijini advised?
Dr Watson: Last year.
Mr TAYLOR: I will not go through the rest of the list of dates, but one of the problems with
that process has been that the Karijini people relied on the Aboriginal Legal Service for
advice and Hamersicy Iron relied on its lawyers for advice. Both parties ended up in
separate corners of the room. Anyone involved in that process should not turn to lawyers for
advice but use commonsense to resolve issues.
Mr Court: But the Karijini were not thene when this project was fist planned.
Mr TAYLOR: People have been involved in chat area for many years.
Mr Lewis: They live in Onslow.
Mr TAYLOR: So what if they live in On slow? The fact is that we have now found a way to
resolve this issue.
I turn quickly to some of the issues associated with development in Western Australia to put
paid to the Opposition's proposition that there has been no development in Western
Australia. fle projects that have been completed in this State since June 1990 include
Eneabba West mineral sands totalling $115 milion; Narngulu synthetic rutile expansion,
$104 million; Cowle and Yammaderry oilfields, $30 million; Tiwest pigment plant,
$150 million; Nufarm chior alkali plant, $20 million; liquid air separation plant, $20 million;
ammonia terminal and storage, $20 mifllion; Woodie Woodie manganese, $12 million;
Kaltails expansion, $7 million; Boddington expansion, $20 million; Golden Grove,
$120 million. We can add to those the developments that are under construction at the
moment including Wagerup Refinery expansion, $316 million; Marillana Creek iron ore,
$80 million; Radio Hill mine and smelter, $34 million; Tubridgi gasfield. $20 million;
Dampier Salt field expansion, $23 million; Brockmian Detritals No. 2 mine, $50 million;
Kwinana Oil Refinery feed flexibility, $60 million; Hlsmelt research and development
facility, $100 million; Leslie Salt expansion, $18 million; Worsley Refinery production
enhancement, $105 million; North West Shelf LNG tr-ain 3, $ 1.1 billion; Goodwyn platform,
$1.7 billion. The total of the first list of developments is $618 million and the total of those
under construction is $3.6 billion. That record speaks for itself.
Finally, I hope the mining industry, the majors in the industry, Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd and
CRA listen to my final point and do something about it. They should not pretend that a
magic wand can be waved or that a Noonkanbab convoy will be used to resolve these issues.
That will not happen. The companies will be required to adopt the same approach to
Aboriginal heritage issues in this State as they have adopted on environmental issues. When
they do that, as some of them are now doing, these sorts of problems will not occur and the
Brophos of this world will not be able to feed off the problem because people have not sat
down and talked to each other.
DR WATSON (Kenwick - Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) [4.34 pmj: I oppose the motion
and want to speak briefly to some aspects of it, particularly as it relates to the Aboriginal
Heritage Act. There are three considerations that are bipartisan concerns. The first is jobs,
the second is mining and other investments, and the third is protection of Aboriginal heritage.
They are not mutually exclusive; they can all coexist. I support the Premier's observation
that the combination of the portfolios of Aboriginal Affairs and resource development
interests would be a very difficult one to manage because statutory provisions exist that are
very necessary to manage in the prevention and resolution of conflict.
As Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, my statutory responsibility is to protect heritage. That is
exercised through the Aboriginal Lands Trust under the auspices of the Aboriginal Affairs
Planning Authority Act and the Aboriginal Heritage Act. The role of the Aboriginal Lands
Trust is to reserve its decision on entry to land which it manages. It has to consult the
community and to advise the Minister, in this instance me, on the appropriateness of
exploration. I will talk about the requirements of the Aboriginal Heritage Act a little later.
Over the past 20 years, there have been approximately 10 major disputes between mining
and Aboriginal interests. The recent two of Yakabindie and Marandoo have been described
this afternoon. With all the publicity that occurred on those two disputes, one of which is
resolved and the other of which is on its way to resolution, out of 43 applications that came
03373.10
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to the Minister in the last financial year, only two were refused. The member for Nedlands.
said that approximately 235 tenements had been held up, some of them for five years.
However, 53 of them are live tenements with 187 pending. That figure of 187 does not
represent the major number of hold-ups that the member would like to represent. It
represents 10 Aboriginal reserves and one of themn the one at Cosmo Newbery, represents
90 applications. We are talking about a number of competing applications for those
tenements. It is importanit that we get the issue into some proportion. We are talking about
10 reserves where things may be moving too slowly for miners. We are talking about two
out of 43 applications being refused by the inister in the past year and we are talking about
two major disputes that have brought undue notice not only to the mining industry and to the
Government but also to Aboriginal people. That has fuelled the kind of prejudice expressed
so dreadfully by the member for Applecross.
Mr Lewis: I beg your pardon; what did you say?
Dr WATSON: I was asking members to remember, and hopefully at the same time to forget.
the prejudices that the member expressed about Aboriginal beliefs and culture.
It is tremendously important that members acknowledge the processes that are demanded by
the Aboriginal Heritage Act and the entitlement of protection of Aboriginal culture, heritage
and objects There are perceptions that that Act is an impediment to development. We have
acknowledged a number of issues that relate to the way in which planning is undertaken. In
the end, planners - people who apply for planning permission whether it is in the mining
field, the tourist development field, or some other kind of land development - are asking for
permission too late.
Mr Lewis: Why should they have to ask for permission if there are no sites on the land?
Dr WATSON: The member seems to think that all we need to do is to draw a map of
Western Australia, put the sites on it and then never do another thing about Aboriginal
protection.
Ms Lewis: I don't necessarily believe that, but that would be a start.
Dr WATSON: I will tell the member how information comes to the department. It can come
from a variety of sources.
Mr Lewis: I can register a site.
Dr WATSON: That is right. In fact, over 600 sites a year are added to the register which
now comprises about 14 000 sites and it is estimated that that figure of 14 000 sites is a
minute proportion of all the sites in Western Australia because the sites that have been
registered have been registered as a consequence of anthropological and archeological work
in those areas of the State where mining is likely to take place. There are large tracts of the
State in which there are known to be sites but where no work has been done and no recording
or registration made. That is one of the problems with the Opposition's approach; it is
superficially attractive but it will never work. An enormous amount of work is necessary to
register a site and not all sites are referred to the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee.
Mr Lewis: If you don't know about them, you must go out and find them.
Dr WATSON: Most times that is the case. It is an offence under section 17 of the Act,
whether or not a person knows about them, to disturb a site. That is the catch. That is why
education for all, including politicians, is necessary.
Mr Lewis: What sort of evidence must you have - must it be tangible?
Dr WATSON: There are a number of categories of sites. Rather than take up the time of the
House - and I could give members a lesson on this subject - I propose that we deal with this
in another way. I have approached the Speaker to inquire whether a forum could be held in
this House, during National Aboriginal Week when Parliament is not sitting, so that we could
learn from anthropologists from the University of Western Australia and Curtin University
about Aboriginal culture, heritage, custom and tradition. That would be a very good first
step to reconciliation, which I am sure the new shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs will
support.
Mr Court: Are you saying that I have not had that education?

3698 [ASSEMBLY)



[Wednesday, 21 August 1991]169

Dr WATSON: No, I am not. I am suggesting that we should all be much better informed
than we are about Aborigine] culture.
Mr Court: You look after your education and we will handle ours.
Dr WATSON: The shadow inister for Aboriginal Affairs and I have a lot of talking to do
about reconciliation. That will happen only if there is a bipartisan political approach to this
matter, as there is at Federal level. I am quite pleased that the member for Nedlands and I
will have a lot to do with each other because I imagine he will be open to a bipartisan
approach to reconciliation, as he is to jobs and other issues. I have just thrown that at him
across the Chamber today, but I ask him to think about it.
I emphasise the situations at Yakabindie and Marandoo. The Yakabindie dispute has now
been resolved and no more surveys will be carried out. It should be acknowledged that each
and every survey was initiated by the company. When Dominion Mining Ltd agreed to
withdraw its requirement for the two reports to be evaluated, we were able to make a joint
statement on Monday. The Premier has read part of the transcript from the Federal Minister
which was very reassuring. I hope I reassured the member for Vasse yesterday afternoon
that, because we have done everything we need to protect the sites under our own legislation,
there is no need for the Federal Government to intervene. It is clearly acknowledged that
there is no site clearance for the Marandoo project. The consent provided in 1977, to which
Harnersley Iron has been clinging, is not valid. An ethnographic survey wili be carried out
by Government anthropologists before work can start at Marandoo.
[ trust that I have put this matter into context; that is, the hold-ups are perceived rather than
real I reiterate that quantitative evidence exists that the 187 tenements involve
10 Aboriginal reserves. Of 43 applications for consent to the ACMC in the past 12 months,
only two have not been approved. I hope that the Opposition and my colleagues will take up
the proposal to hold a seminar in this House during National Aboriginal Week, which is the
first week in September, so that we can all become better informed parliamentarians.
MR GORDON HILL (H-elena - Minister for Mines) [4.46 pm]: I join with the Premier in
my initial comment that the Government agrees with many of the comments made today by
members on both sides of the 1-ouse. The first part of the motion moved by the Opposition
contains a certain amount of truth although, of course, the second part of the motion is not
accepted by the Government in any way. I do not want to cover the ground canvassed by the
Premier, Deputy Premier or Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, but it is worth putting this issue
in perspective.
One could easily get the impression from listening to members of the Opposition - and they
seek to give that impression - that no mining activity has been approved in this State in
recent times. In fact, 52 per cent of the total expenditure on exploration in Australia takes
place in Western Australia. Exploration licences were first issued in 1982 and in 1985-86,
when the first statistics were collected, 553 licences were issued. The latest figures on
exploration licences indicate that 830 exploration licences were issued in 1990-91. That is a
substantial increase in six years. However, exploration companies must go through certain
processes, and those processes have been expanded upon by previous speakers in this debate.
It is disappointing to me and to the mining industry that some of those processes are rather
protracted and some of the delays incurred ame extraordinarily long. As the previous speaker
said, a review is currently under way of the Aboriginal Heritage Act and the Environmental
Protection Act to discuss whether it is possible to streamline those processes. I believe that
we shall achieve a positive outcome fronm that review process. It must be emphasised that
the existing procedure was accepted by this Parliament and the Opposition supported the
relevant legislation at the time. Those procedures must be followed. As the Deputy Premier
said, there is an appropriate way in which to deal with those processes, which is simply for
the Government to thoroughly address its responsibilities in this regard.
In relation to environmental issues, I believe they do that extremely well and overcome many
of the concerns of Government and non-Government agencies. There is still a lot to be
learned about Aboriginal heritage, and in some cases those companies are learning those
processes the hard way. That is unfortunate. Ultimately, what needs to be examined is the
streamlining of those processes. I make no secret of the fact that it is my view, which was
picked up by the Leader of the Opposition, that perhaps a deemed approval process should be
applied. I do not for one moment support the view expressed by an Opposition member on
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"The 7.30 Report" thac it can all be undertaken in a two week time frame. Thai is a
ridiculous suggestion, and the member in his own heart of beants must also believe that to be
the case. As is so often the case, the Opposition's approach has been to become dramatic
and embark on a point scoring exercise.
Mr Clarko: That is something you never do yourself!
Mr GORDON HILL: I try to resist it.
Mr Clarko: Unsuccessfully.
Mr CORDON HILL: That is a matter of opinion. In Western Australia this whole question
needs to be put into perspective. We have seen an enormous divergence of mining activity
over the last 20 or 25 years. Originally this State was simply a small gold producer and it
produced coal for local consumption, but it has gone further than that now. In the past
25 years we have seen a tremendous expansion in this very important area, and that
expansion has been to the value of some 250 per cent in the time we have been in
Government. I am not saying we claim credit for that, but Governments of all political
persuasions, past and present, have attempted to create the conditions for this sort of
economic development. In 1983 the value of production was $3.6 billion, and in 1990-91 it
has increased to $12.5 billion, a 250 per cent increase. That reflects industry confidence in
the policies of this Government.
One issue which has been very carefully skirted around by the Opposition is the question of
its own responsibility for frustrating potential exploration and mining activity. As the
Government said in 1985, there is a need to amend the Mining Act to give an opportunity for
companies to undertake mining activity on private land. It is well known that this
Government introduced legislation in 1985 to remove the private landowner's veto, If that
amendment had gone through it would have provided additional opportunities for mining
companies in this State,. I wonder what is the Opposition's position on that. The
Government would be prepared to give mining companies additional opportunity if it were
able to get a guarantee from the Opposition that it would receive its support on that issue.
The 1985 amendment was rejected by the Opposition when we put it before the Parliament.
I have heard no positive comments from the Opposition to the effect that it would support
that proposition today.
Mr Cowan: What were we asked to support?
Mr GORDON HILL: It is all very well for the Opposition to suggest that the Government is
not facilitating mining activity, but the Opposition itself has previously been wanting in that
respect. I refer again, for the benefit of the Leader of the National Party, to the landowner
veto question. That has been put before this Parliament in the past and rejected by the
Opposition.
Several members inceiJecred.
Mlr GORDON HILL: It is a question of the veto privilege. Members opposite are
supporting -

Several members inreiJected.
Mr CORDON HILL: Members opposite are not prepared to amend the Act. It is something
we have put to the test previously and we would be prepared to put it to the test again, I
know members opposite will go to war on that issue.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GORDON HILL: I have brought it on and it has been rejected before by the Opposition
in the Legislative Council.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GORDON HILL: I know projects have been held up as a result of that veto.
Several members inteijected.
Mr CORDON HILL: It is not possible to proceed on that basis because, as members know,
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there is a veto. The Chamber of Mines and Energy has come to me and asked about the
Government's position on this, and it has said, "We want you to amend the Act to remove
that veto provision." 1 have replied, "You go away and talk to the Opposition; if you can get
its support in the upper House we will support you." We believe it is appropriate to move
that provision and go through the normal process which the Aboriginal Heritage Act and
other Government provisions require. We are prepared to put the Opposition to the test on
that issue, but we know where the Opposition's priorities lie on that issue.
The Premier made a recent announcement about the State Government's plans to stimulate
mining exploration in this State. I remind the House that $1.5 million was recently
announced as a package by the Premier. That package has been welcomed by the mining
industry, the Chamber of ines and Energy and the Confederation of Industry. They have
all supported that package in order to try to stimulate this sector of the industry. In no way is
the Government trying to hold up these developments. Some 830 exploration licences have
been granted in the last 12 months, a considerable increase over the number issued at the
time we came to office. In addition we are continuing to attempt to stimulate the exploration
industry by providing money to the Department of Mines to clear the backlog of data,
complete surveys of tenements, and to clear the backlog of over 3 500 reports which have
been built up and which we expect will reach some 4 500 by the end of this year. Additional
funds have been granted so that that backlog will be cleared over the next 12 months. That
provides an important source of information which is available to companies and individuals
planning exploration programs in this State.
Perhaps one of the most significant areas of exploration, and one which is being given
assistance by the Government, is the collection of aeromagnetic data to enhance the
opportunity for company exploration and discover new mines. The Government, in that
greatly prospected area of (he State, the Yilgarn, is providing funds for geological survey so
that aeromnagnetic data can be collected for that region. Other tremendous initiatives are part
of this package. The geoscientific system will be brought up to date to provide assistance to
companies in the field of mining and petroleum. A number of issues requiring the
expenditure of $1.5 million were recently announced by the Premier, and they have been put
aside from the Budget process as a package specifically to stimulate mining exploration in
this State, although something like 52 per cent of expenditure Australia wide is committed in
this State.
Many issues raised by the Opposition in the first part of the motion can be appreciated, and
perhaps more by the Minister for State Development and myself who deal daily with mining
and exploration companies. We appreciate the frustrations companies suffer. Many of the
comments of the member for Nedlands reflect those frustrations. In many respects we agree
with his comments. I have listened intently to the comments of the Opposition in an attempt
to find out what specific proposals it may put forward to overcome the problem. I have not
heard any. It is clear that the Opposition does not have any solutions; it is mouthing the
same old rhetoric, and when put to the test on these issues it has failed dismally.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [5.01 pm]: When the inister for

ines proudly talks about development in Western Australia and cites a figure which gives
credit to the Government, I should emphasise that that development has taken place in spite
of what the Government has done - not as a result of Government action. That 52 per cent of
expenditure on exploration in Australia which comes to this State should be considered in the
proper perspective. Were one to examine the total volume of expenditure on exploration in
this country over the last five years, a graph would indicate a severe decline- The problemn is
the total volume of expenditure. We should put things into perspective; we have a serious
problem in Western Australia, and the Government has demonstrated that this afternoon.
Can anyone tell me how many Ministers have responded to this motion?
Mr Taylor: Four.
Mr COWAN: And all of them think that they have some say on this matter. Probably they
have. The difficulty is that no-one appears to have assumed final responsibility or adopted a
position where a decision must be made. It has taken until today for the Premier to say that
the Government will intervene and resolve this Marandoo matter. That being the case, I
suggest that the Minister for Mines and the members of Parliament who support the
Government read the motion. The motion is all about exactly what the Premier has said; it
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includes concern for the delays in approvals for exploration, mining and downstream
processing. It calls on the Government to stop the confusion and indecision. The Premier
has acknowledged the delays; the delays have been confirmed by the Deputy Premier, the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and most recently by the Minister for Mines. All of the
statements in the motion are true; delays have occurred. The second part is true: The
Government will intervene. However, what do Government members do? They say en
masse that they will oppose the motion. That is very clever! That demonstrates the
mentality of the Government. It acknowledges that the two points in the motion are correct,
yet it will vote against it. Perhaps we have come to the root of the problem; the Government
does not know what it is doing. It cannot on the one hand acknowledge the truth in the first
part of the motion - that is, delays have occurred - and agree with the second part and
undertake to intervene; and on the other hand state that it will vote against the motion.
I will be delighted to hear the comments of the member for Pilbara. I hope that his
comments and explanation will be in better terms than other speakers on that side of the
House. How will he acknowledge the contents of the motion? Will he admit the truth of the
content of the motion but then vote against it? This is all very queer. I speak on behalf of
the National Party when I say that the impression in the public's mind for some time has
been that the Government is incapable of making decisions, and that the worst example of its
incapacity to make decisions is the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. She comes into this
place and asks what day is it; she goes to the Press and says on one day that it is illegal to fly
over sacred sites, and the next day that it is legal and that she was confused. How do the
public feel about that? What do the people who deal with that Minister think about that?
I do not want to become involved in the issues relating to the Aboriginal Legal Service or the
way in which it has made a contribution to the confusion and delay on the projects.
However, we should consider the abolition of the Aboriginal Legal Service, We should
make sure that legal assistance for Aboriginal people is sought through the Legal Aid
Commission just as it is sought by other people who need legal aid. We cannot deny that
making sure that one is properly represented at law is a costly process but I do not believe
that in this day of equal opportunity we need to have on the one hand an Aboriginal Legal
Service and on the other hand a Legal Aid Commission. The sooner the ALS is abolished
the better. If people of Aboriginal descent believe that they have a reason to take issue with
the Aboriginal Heritage Act, or any other law, they can go to the Legal Aid Commission and
seek assistance. That assistance will be granted if it is justified.
It is time to look closely at the extent of and prospects for development in this State.
Western Australia has a record level of unemployment. Unfortunately, in this State we seem
to excel in the production Of raw materials, and nothing else. In many respects it is a shame
that we seem to take pride in the fact that we can dig more ore and send it somewhere else or
extract more minerals or energy resources and send them somewhere else than do other
States. It is hard to keep those raw materials in this State - but even if we only semi-process
them, it would be better than we are doing at the moment, We should not use all of our raw
materials for someone else to exploit. I would be delighted to see additional processing
undertaken here but the overseas market does not want to receive materials in a processed
form. I am aware that the same argument can be made regarding iron ore and alumina -

A Government member: And wheat.
Mr COWAN: Yes. The overseas market would rather buy grain than buy noodles. We
should become smarter in our negotiations on the export of raw material. We should put
conditions on those exports, as we should on our reputation as a reliable supplier of raw
materials. We should see if we can put together a joint venture with other countries to
market our products and to put in place downstream processing. I am sure that is what we
should be doing, and I am sure that is not exclusive to Kevin Reynolds or to the member for
Peel. That is something in which many people believe.
We have heard four Ministers stand up and speak on this motion. Those Ministers
acknowledged that the content of the motion is correct, that there are concerns about the
delays, and that in one instance the Government will intervene and hasten the process of
getting that mine under way. In doing so the Government is doing precisely what is
contained in the motion, yet Government members will vote against it. That is a nonsense.
It would be appropriate if the. Government acknowledged there were difficulties with the
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Aboriginal Heritage Act and that it would have to be amended; that there have been
difficulties in the way the companies have deal: with the various persons concerned; and chat
the Government in its confusion has not leant much support to those processes which would
resolve the issues and get things under way. We desperately need to get things under way in
this State. We have record unemployment and it does not matter how much statistical data
the Government produces to Parliament, or how much the Government tells us it has spent,
the fact remains that Western Australia has the highest unemployment level in this nation and
the Government should be ashamed.
MR GRAHAM (Pibara) [5.12 pm]: I do not want anyone in this House or the public of
Western Australia to be confused about my position on this issue. The Marandoo project
continues to have my absolute and total support.
Mr Macinnon: We will see which way you vote.
Mr GRAHAM: Nothing less than total support has ever come out of my mouth, nor ever
will. The parties involved in this dispute have called on my good offices and assistance a:
various times in the negotiations.
Mr Macinnon: Thai sounds like an apology to me.
Mr GRAHAM: No. The word "Marandoo" and the discussions about Marandoo roll easily
off the tongue. The Leader of the National Party raised the question of perspective in the
debate. It is not lie Coronation Hill, Wesley Vale or Hill River where if the wrong decision
were made there would be no immediate impact. In this case if the correct decision is not
made a: the correct time there will be an immediate impact in the Pilbara, and that impact
will extend for another 20 years. If Marandoo does not proceed the towns of Tom Price,
Paraburdoo, Damipier and half of Karratha will cease to exist in 20 years' time. This project
will introduce a construction project worth $500 million into the Western Australian
community. The record of this company in local employment and business for its last
development at Channar, is that 85 per cent of the money that was spent on the project was
spent in Western Australia. There is no reason why the same level or an even higher level
cannot occur with Manandoo. The Marandoo project will export approximately 10 million
tonnes of high grade iron ore for every year of its life. It will extend by 20 years the life of
the mine at Tom Price which, as the member for Nedlands pointed out, is one of the key high
grade iron ore mines of the world. It will create 800 jobs in the Pilbara. during the
construction period. There will be a further 3 200 jobs - that is a multiplier of four - created
around Western Australia as a result of this project.
Mr Lewis: Are you supporting the motion?
Mr GRAHAM: Some 350 people will be employed to operate the mine, and it will secure
some $5 billion in export income for Western Australia during its life. The details are still.
being negotiated, but there is no doubt in my mind that this project will break new ground for
Aboriginal employment and training in the Pilbara. Notwithstanding that the mine and the
corridors both east and west have been excised from national parks, this mine and the
corridors are required to go through processes to meet environmental standards. The
company will do that and the project will meet the environmental standards set by the
Environmental Protection Authority. When one looks at those bare facts one finds Marandoo
is important to not only the Pilbara but also Western Australia. In the Pilbara region we are
seeing a second generation of investment because the iron ore region has collectively go: its
act together. The world accepts in the 1990s that the Pilbara is a reliable and substantial
supplier of iron ore. Our customer countries no longer see the Pilbara supply of iron ore as
unreliable. We must be extremely careful in our domestic political debate about Aboriginal
heritage and environmental matters, which are legitimate issues, that we do no: send wrong
signals to our international customers.
Mr Macinnon: Or our Australian investors.
Mr GRAHAM: That is right. It is not often thatI! agree with the Leader of the Opposition.
but the Australian investors need consideration also. The question is how best to do that. At
Marandoo there have been delays and whether they are significant or insignificant is of
purely academic interest.
Dr Turnbull: It is not; it is extremely important.
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Mr GRAHAM: I do not care whether those delays can be attributed to H-amerstey Iron Pty
Ltd, to the Government, to the Aboriginal people or to some bystander on the side of the
road; those delays are unacceptable. They add costs to the project and make it unattractive to
investors. At what point does one adjust the process in favour of one party or the other? The
Premier has indicated today that there will be changes to the Aboriginal Heritage Act and the
Environmental Protection Act to streamline those processes, and I encourage and support
that. The Premier also has indicated clearly that the Government will involve itself in the
impasse between the two groups at Marandoo to make sure that the project goes ahead and
that procedures are followed to overcome the impasse. The Premier is to be applauded for
that.
To answer the question put by the Leader of the Opposition and members opposite about
whether I will support the motion that has been moved, the answer is simply, no. The motion
has two parts. No-one has objected to the first part of the motion which expresses concern
about the delays in approvals for exploration, mining and downstream processing projects in
Western Australia at a time when unemployment and bankruptcies are at record levels. I do
not argue with that part of the motion. However, the second part of the motion calls on the
Government to stop the confusion and indecision within the Government, highlighted in its
handling of the Marandoo and Yakabindie projects. Implicit in the second part of the motion
are two things: Firstly, that the Government has contributed to the confusion. I reject that,
notwithstanding what the Leader of the National Party said about the number of Ministers
and departments that are involved. The clock cannot be turned back to the 1960s when
members opposite believe everyone seemed to be better off, we can examine what happened
at that time. The Pilbara is littered with the results of Government know-alls in Perth who
overrode local interests and left the area with disastrous legacies. A repetition of that should
be avoided at all costs. I do not believe that the Government contributed to that confusion.
Secondly, implicit in part two of the member for Nedlands motion is the assumption that new
development is being turned away from Western Australia. Were I to support that contention
I would need to see evidence of that, which the member for Nedlands and speakers opposite
have been remarkably unsuccessful in producing. The Minister for Mines made a good case
for exactly the opposite argument. In the eight years of the Labor Government the value of
the mining industry to Western Australia has increased by 250 per cent. The exploration
industry is booming. It is on those grounds that the second half of the motion must fail. The
decision making process at Marandoo has been detailed and exhaustive and has involved a
number of Government and non-Government bodies. It seems from the announcement made
today by the Premier that the impasse will be broken and the obstacles at Marandoo
removed. I miust this is the case.
MR COURT (Nedlands) [5.23 pm]: I thank members for their contributions. The debate
has highlighted one thing about which all Ministers seem to be jumping up and down; that is,
we do not have a one-stop shop in this State but five one-stop shops. All members agree that
the first pant of the motion is truthful. In the time that I have been here that is the first time
that has occurred. I said to the member for Applecross that I must have made a mistake
because the Government agrees that there is truth in the first part of the motion. At long last
Government members have finally agreed that Western Australia is experiencing record
levels of bankruptcies and unemployment which are related to the economic recession.
Mr Marlborough: I do not agree with that.
Mr COURT: It appears there is a split in the ranks because the member for Peel does not
agree with his colleagues. At least we have that comment on record. The comments made
by the Premier today were irnportanL. She said the decision to resolve this dispute has been a
major one for the Aboriginal Legal Service.
Mr Taylor: What did she say today?
Mr COURT: The Premier said that resource development in this State is now out of the
hands of the Government.
Mr Taylor: She never said that once today.
Mr COURT: The Deputy Premier should listen to me because the Premier said that an
Aboriginal corporation was established last year. Does the Mtinister for Aboriginal Affairs
agree with that?
Dr Watson: The beginning of 1990.
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Mr COURT: Within 18 months that corporation has been able to make the Government
jump. The Government has now approached the mining company, which was under the
distinct impression that it had the authorisation to expand its mining operations, and said that
the Aboriginal Legal Service had successfully put together a new corporation. The
Aboriginal Legal Service is not genuinely interested in the Aboriginal people, Its game plan
is to postpone for as long as possible the Marandoo and Yakabindie mining projects. We
know where the power lies. Five Ministers have been involved in this matter and they have
not been able to put together a simple approval for the mining projects. The Government
will tell us once again that the matter will be resolved by another survey. The Government
should provide the details of when this survey will be conducted and what companies will be
involved. The Opposition is interested in seeing what changes are made to the Aboriginal
heritage legislation and to the companies involved in these projects. The debate today has
highlighted that the Government is not doing what it was elected to do; that is, to govern.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr CJ. Barnett
Mr Blotfwitch
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Dr Constable
Mr Court

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mr Cunningham
Mr Donovan
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop

Mr Cowan
Mrs Edwardes
Mr Grayden
Mr House
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis

Mr Grahiam
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Kobelke
Dr Lawrence
Mr Leahy

Ayes (24)

Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Ornodei
Mr Shave

Noes (26)
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Pearce
Mr Ripper
Mr DiL. Smith
Mr PJ. Smith
Mir Taylor

Mr Amnsworth
Mr Trenorden

Mr Strickland
Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mr Watt
Mr Wiese
Mr Blake (Teller)

Mr Thomas
Mr Tray
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Mr Read
Mr Catania

Question thus negatived.

JOINT SELECT COMMIrF EE - PAROLE
Council's Message

Message from the Council received and read acquainting the Assembly that it has agreed to
the following -

That the Select Committee on Parole requests that the date fixed for the presentation
of the Committee's final report be extended from Friday, 16 August 1991 to
Thursday, 29 August 1991.

[Questions without notice taken.]
House adjourned at 6.00 pm
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APPENDIX A

WA CAR-THEFT ROAD FATCALITIES. 1989-1291

YEAR VICTIMS

1989

1990 Welshpool
03.22 Firs, 5 April
Mr Mario Ambrosino
(driver)
+ 3 juveniles
in stolen car

1991 Cedric Swreet exit
Mitchell Freeway
Balcacta
03.03 hrn, 19 Feb
juvenile passenger
in stolen car

POLICE PURSUIT YEAR TOTAL

0

questionable

4

yes

Subiaco
13.42 hrs, 19 April
Miss Adrian Rossi (27)
(cyclist)

Mount Lawley
12.30 hrs, 19 June
Mr Neville Wilson (26)
-(motor cyclist)

Jandakot
02.54 hrs, 16 August
Mrs Ann Kent (73)
(car passenger)

Carlisle
02.25 hrs, 18 August
Ms Leith H-oughuon (3 1)
(car passenger)

questionable

no

yes

yes

5
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

TUCKER, MR - REPORT. 12 DECEMBER 1988
Missing Items

304. Mr MINSON to the Minister for State Development:
(1) In regard to the Minister's letter of 1 May 1990 to the Attorney General

noting that two lines from, and a brief appendix to, Mr Tucker's report of
12 December 1988 were removed, what was the general nature of the material
contained in each of the deleted items?

(2) Did either of the items referred to in (1) above relate to any of the questions
(a) to (d) asked in question 1163 of 1990?

(3) If so, which?
(4) If the Minister considers he is unable to answer this question on the ground

that the mailer might prejudice litigation or enquiry, can he provide
supporting legal opinion explaining precisely why that is the case?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The two lines removed referred to a legal opinion concerning the

enforceability of certain payment provisions under the agreement with the
purchasers. The appendix removed was a brief report from legal advisers
summarising the legal arrangements in respect of Westralia Square and
Centi-al Park.

(2) No.
(3)-(4)

Not applicable.
PUBLIC SERVANTS - REDUNDANCIES

Office of Redeployment Transfers
652. Mr COURT to the Premier

(1) How many public servants were made redundant during the last calendar
year?

(2) What was the extent of the redundancy payments to these people?
(3) How many public servants were transferred to the Office of Redeployment

during the last calendar year?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(3)

The Government Employees Redeployment, Retraining and Redundancy
General order defines redundancy as 'a situation when a job performed by an
employee ceases to exist or becomes surplus to requirements". In line with
this definition, therefore, no WA Government employee is made redundant,
rather the position is so declared. Under the provisions of the general order,
which covers most public sector employees - including public servants: those
employed under the Public Service Act - each employee whose position is
identified as being surplus to requirements and who cannot be found suitable
alternative employment within a certain time frame, can elect to leave
Government employment with a voluntary severance payment.
Between May 1990 and May 1991, 10 public servants - out of a total of
25 public sector employees - elected to take such a voluntary severance
payment. Redundancy payments for these 10 people amounted to $552 737.
Employees designated as redeployees are not "transferred" to the Office of
Redeployment - now part of the Recruitment, Development and Mobility
branch within the Public Service Commission - rather they remain the
financial and managerial responsibility of their organisation and are registered
on a database and subsequently advised of job opportunities across the public
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sector. For the period May 199010o May 1991, a totai of 413 public servants -
out of a total of 482 public sector employees - were registered as redeployees.

LAND - CANNING VALE
Government Ownership - Map Tabling

818. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Planning:
(1) For the benefit of the House, will the Minister table in the Legislative

Assembly a map or maps that delineate the lot, location or reserve number,
the area, the geographic location of the parcel, the location of any buildings
thereon and the current use of all land in the suburb of Canning Vale chat is
held by the Government or any of its agencies?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) A map of the suburb of Canning Vale has been prepared from the Department

of Land Adminisnraion 's computerised land information access system (LIA)
and shows all land recorded on LIA held by the Government or any of its
agencies. The map (drawn at a scale of one in 8 000) shows the position of
each land parcel and is annotated with the survey number, lot, location or
reserve number, as applicable, and a Government code for the relevant
agency. The position of buildings on each land parcel can be provided from
aerial photography but only at a considerable staff and resource cost to the
department.

(2) Not applicable.
TUJRNBULL AND PARTNERS - GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS
Deputy Premier's Office - Department of Resources Development

839. Mr COURT to the Deputy Premier:
(1) Further to question 102 of 1991, what work was contracted to the Deputy

Premier's office?
(2) What work was carried out for the Department of Resources Development by

Whitlarn Turnbull and Tumnbull and Partners?
(3) Who were the executives from Whitiarn Turnbull and Turnbull and Partners

working on the respective projects?
(4) When was the work on these projects started and completed?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) An independent review of future prospects for downstream processing of

North West Shelf natural gas.
(2) None to my knowledge.
(3) The project leaders were Messrs Whitlam and Turnbull- They were supported

by ocher staff members of Whitlam Turnbull.
(4) October 1989 - March 1990.

ROADS - CERVANTES-PINNACLES
Upgrading

898. Mr McNEE to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) is the road from Cervantes to the Pinnacles in a poor state?
(2) (a) What amount of money has been expended on maintenance of the

road during 1990-9 1;
(b) by whom;

- (c) how many times has the road been graded?
(3) (a) What plans and uime framne does the Government have for upgrading

and improving this road;
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(b) what do such plans entail such as -

(i) resurfacing with gravel and grading;
(ii) sealing?

(4) How many vehicles have visited the Pinnacles during 1990-91?
(5) How many people have visited the Pinnacles during 1990-91?
(6) (a) Are visitors required to pay an entrnce fee;

(b) if so what is the fee;
(c) how is it collected?

(7) (a) Are operators of vehicles expected to pay a vehicles fee for entry;
(b) if yes, what is the fee;
(c) how is it collected, other than by the honour box system?

(8) Are these bus companies and tour operators expected to pay an entrnce fee to
the Pinnacles -

(a) for their vehicles;
(b) for their passengers?

(9) (a) Do these bus companies and tour operators pay an entrance fee for
their passengers on a regular basis;

(b) if no, which companies if any do pay?
(10) How much revenue has been paid by each company or tour operator during

the 1990-91 period?
(11) What is the total amount received from -

(a) bus/tour operators;
(b) private car visitors?

(12) How much money collected, if any, is used on -

(a) upgrading the road from Cervantes to the Pinnacles;
(b) maintaining the park?

(13) (a) Do these figures reflect that the honour box system is working;
(b) if not, why not, giving reasons?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No. The road was graded just over three weeks ago and is currently in good

condition although it can deteriorate rapidly during rainy periods or after
heavy usage.

(2) (a) Approximately $3 000
(b) CALM financed through the Dandaragan Shire Council

() Three.
(3) (a)-(b)

This financial year it is intended to realign the access road into the
park as well as an 800 metre section within the park itself (total of
3.8 kms). Negotiations between CALM and the Main Roads
Department am currently taking place to determine final road
specifications. It is hoped to have this section sealed within the next
six months. The long term plan is to upgrade and seal the remaining
section of gravel road to the Hangover Bay turnoff (approximately
10 kilometres) over the next three years. This program is subject to
available finance. Maintenance of the remaining gravel sections will
be carried out as required when funds are available.

(4) Traffic counter records for 1990 indicate the 25 547 vehicles visit the
Pinnacles.
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(5) Estimates based on traffic counts and surveys conducted aver an 18-day
period indicate that approximately 107.301 people visited the Pinnacles in
1990; 70 -071 of those in private vehicles and 37 230 as bus passengers.

(6) (a) Yes.
(b) $3.00 per car or $2.00 per passenger on tour coaches.
(c) Up until 29 March 1991 a self-administered fee collection box was in

operation. Since that date a pant-tim fee collector has been employed
and is stationed at the entrance to the Pinnacles.

(7) (a) Yes, except for the driver of tour coaches.
(b) See answer to question 6(b).
(c) See answer to question 6(c).

(8) (a) No.
(b) Yes.

(9) (a) Yes, since the employment of the fee collector.
(b) Not applicable.

(10) July 1990 to 29.3.91 - $
Safari Treks 3461
Australian Pacific 1 709
AAT King's 980
Great Western Tours 50

(as per invoice, cash collections unknown)
Period 29.3.9 1 to 29.4.91 (latest available figures)

Safari Treks $649
Australian Pacific $503
AAT King's $114
Great Western Tours $ 24
Travelabout $572
Feature Tours $ 68
Quality Asian Pacific $ 86
Aussiebound Tours $ 38

NOTE All of the above information is for invoiced amounts only; records are
not available at the moment for individual cash payments to either the
fee collector or those amounts deposited in the self-administered fee
collection box.

(11) (a)-(b)
For the 12 month period up to 29.3.91 approximately $6 500 was collected in
the self-administered fee collection box. From 29.3.9 1 to 29.4.91 $10 000
was collected in the form of either cash or promissory notes. For both periods
it is unknown exactly what portion was for private cars and commercial
operations.

(12) (a)-(b)
CALM intends to direct a significant proportion of the entrance fee revenue to
expenditure at the Naxnbung National Park. Due to the recent increase in
receipts, determination as to the actual allocation, and the project to be
funded, have yet to be made.

(13) (a)-(b)
The self-administered fee collection box system was replaced because it was
not considered satisfactory.
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT - FORRESTDALE

-990. -Mr MINSON to the Minister for Health:
(1) When was the waste treatment plant at Forrestdale built?
(2) Who built it?
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(3) Does the Government run it?
(4) If notr-

(a) who does;
(b) is it leased;
(c) if so, for how much?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The waste treatment plant at Forrestdale consists f the Septage Treatment

Plant and the Non-Hazardous Industrial Liquid Waste Treatment Plant. The
Septage Treatment Plant was completed and commissioned in October 1988.
The Nan-Hazardous Industrial Liquid Waste Treatment Plant is currently
being built and is ending its commissioning phase.

(2) Envirogard. The plant was the former Westfield Sewage Treatment Works.
(3) No.
(4) (a) Envirogard.

(b) Yes.
(c) Cleanaway provides the necessary plant,and recovers the costs via the

liquid waste disposal charges. The site is leased from the Water
Authority of Western Australia.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION AND REHABILITATION COMMISSION -
REHABILITATION COUNCILLORS

Appointment Delays
1002. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

(1) Concerning the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission,
have there been three vacant positions for rehabilitation councillors, some of
which have been vacant since February 199 1?

(2) What are the reasons for the delays in filling these positions?
(3) Will the Minister give the appointments to these positions the utmost priority

especially as they relate to a key pant of the amendments to the Workers'
Compensation and Rehabilitation Act 1991 which were proclaimed in March
of this year?

(4) Are there between 40 and 50 people waiting to be serviced by rehabilitation
councillors?

(5) What action will the Minister take to correct these problems?
(6) When will these positions be filled?
Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) Yes, there have been three vacancies but none relate back to February 1991.
(2) Normal proceedings for appointment to vacated positions have been adopted.
(3) Yes, I would point out that two of the positions have been filled, while the

duties of the third are being restructured to reflect the requirements of the
legislative changes prior to advertising.

(4) Yes.
(5) I have agreed to the appointment of additional positions to meet this need.
(6) See (3) above.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT - CANNING CITY COUNCIL
Community Advisory Panel Appointment - Stevens Street Unit

Development, Queens Park
1004. Mir KIERATH to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Under which section of the Local Government Act was the commnunity
advisory panel appointed to the City of Canning?
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(2) Is that comimunity advisory pane! subject to the pecuniary interests provision
of section 174 of the Local Government Act?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) How many people applied to Commissioner Gregoxini to become members of

the community advisory panel?
(5) How many of those were men and how many were women?
(6). Were any members. of the panel appointed who were not applicants for the

position?
(7) Were some people invited to apply and, if so, who are they and by whom were

they invited?
(8) Is there a 74 unit development in Stevens Street in Queens Park for which.-

(a) the council refused development;
(b) a previous Minister for Planning refused development;
(c) an electors' meeting refused development?

(9) Has this proposal now been approved by the Minister and, if so, what change
in circumstances led to that approval?

(10) What are the reasons given for that approval?
Mr DL SMITH replied:

No section of this Act is directly applicable to the appointment of the City of
Canning's Community Advisory Panel. The panel is advisory only, and has
no legal powers.

As an internal procedure this information is the property of the City of
Canning and I have not sought to inquire about these matters.

(8) (a) Yes - 30.11.89.
(b) No. There was a 35 unit aged persons development which council

refused on 30.5.88. The Minister dismissed appeal in February 1989.
(c) Yes. There was a special electors' meeting called by council on

16.1.91. The meeting -

supported variation to road pattern;
opposed 74 unit development;
supported 50 unit development.

(9)-(10)
Yes. Approval was given as follows -

Approval as an aged persons residential unit development with
associated social centre. The final number of units is to be at least 60,
but no more than 74 dependent upon the final layout of development
as approved by the City of Canning. The changes which led to this
approval are that this site area has been doubled to more than 1.85
hectares, the site is now a better shape and has double road frontage,
the public consultation procedures have been carried through, the
electors meeting approved the proposed variation to the moad patterns
and ibis was endorsed by the State Planning Commirssion, and no good
reason was given why the older citizens of the City of Canning should
be denied this sought-after form of development.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD - TENDERS
Insighz Research

1005. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Racing and Gaining:
(1) With reference to question 882 of 1991, were tenders called by the Totalisator

Agency Board?
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(2) Was Insight Research the cheapest tenderer?
(3) What was the amount quoted to carry out the research?
Mrs B EGGS replied:
(1) Tenders were called by a written brief on 2 January 1991. as per normal

procedure.
(2) Insight was the cheapest of the three quotes received and, due to sample sizes,

offered the best value/methodology. The three quotes were received sealed,
and then opened in the presence of the manager of finance.

(3) $14000

SCHOOLS - HARVEY AGRICULTURAL SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL
Unfinished Gymnasium

1008. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for South West:
(1) Has the Minister received a letter from the Harvey Agricultural Senior High

School P & C Association with regard to the unfinished gymnasium?
(2) If so, what has the Minister done with respect to both the allegations and the

requests?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1 wrote to my colleague, the Minister for Education, in relation to this matter

on 10 June 1991. 1 have written recently to the P & C Association informing
it that the Harvey Senior High School is being considered for provision for a
hall gymnasium, but no firm commitment can be given as to when the facility
will be provided. I have undertaken to monitor the situation and to support
early consideration of Harvey's needs.

UNIVERSITIES - CURTIN UNIVERSITY
Governent Funds

10 10. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:
(1) What Government funds have been paid to Curtin University for the years -

(a) 30 June 1987;,
(b) 30 June 1988;
(c) 30 June 1989;
(d) 30 June 1990;
(e) 30OJune 1991;
(f) from 1 July 1991 to date;
to subsidise courses which train Department of Occupational Health, Safety
and Welfare inspectors?

(2) How many trainees have been funded under this program in each of those
years?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1)-(2) Funds Provided No. of Trainees

()Nil
(b) 50000 14
(c) 28 320 15
(d) 30738 13
(e) 57938 14
(f) (Still to be finalised)
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EQUAL OPPORTUNITY ACT - COMPLAINT DISMISSALS
Complainants' Right of Appeal - Commissioner, Equal Opportunity Tribunal

1011. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
Will the Premier advise if a complainant wider the Equal Opportunity Act has
the right of appeal through the Commissioner to the Equal Opportunity
Tribunal where the complaint (which may have been classified by the
Commissioner as an enquiry) is dismissed by the- Commissioner on the
grounds that it lies outside the jurisdiction of the Act?

Mr D.L. SMITHi replied:
The commissioner has a duty to investigate only those complaints which fall
within the jurisdiction of the Equal Opportunity Act and which are lodged in
accordance with the Act. Where a complaint lies outside jurisdiction there is
no authority under the Act to dismiss it. A complainant would not therefore
have access to the Equal Opportunity Tribunal.

TAFE - CENTRE CLOSURE
1013. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) When was the Technical and Further Education Information Centre closed?
(2) Why was it closed?
(3) What arrangements exist to answer queries from the public?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1)-(3)

1 refer the Leader of the Opposition to the response to his question 938 of
Wednesday, 12 June 199 1.

TAFE - COUNSELLING SERVICE
Counsellor Duties

1014. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing die Minister for Education:
(1) Will the Minister advise what is to happen to the central Technical and

Further Education Counselling Service?
(2) What arce the present duties of the counsellors?
(3) What will be their future duties?
(4) How many -

(a) men;
(b) women -

counsellors are there within the TAFE Counselling Service?
(5) Where are they placed at present?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) To 'enable counselling services to be more responsive to student needs, the

central unit of the counselling services was devolved to various TAFE
colleges in February this year.

(2) The present duties of the counsellors are -

(a) providing vocational and educational guidance to students and
members of the public who are potential students;

(b) helping students in respect to course alternatives, study skills, personal
problems and other matters likely to impact on successful course
outcomes;

(c) assisting with student selection; and
(d) liaising with other relevant agencies, including the provision of

information to high schools.
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(3) Their future duties will be the same as their present duties.
(4) (a) men: 24.5 (full-dine equivalent)

(b) women: 11.25 (full-time equivalent)
(5) North Metropolitan College 5.5 (full-time equivalent

Central Metropolitan College 10.0
South Metropolitan College 5.75
South-East Metropolitan College 6.5
TAFE External Studies College 1.5
Regional Colleges 5.5.
Central Office 1.0

ROTTNEST ISLAND - LOMBARDO CENTRE
Outstanding Leases

1015. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
I. What is the status of the outstanding leases on the Lombardo Centre at Rottnest?

2. How many leases are now being held by the Rottnest Island Board for renegotiation
or release?

3. When is it likely that they will be transferred to private operators?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) The catering operations, centred on the restaurant complex and the bistro, are

being run under management to the Rottnest Island Authority by SHRM
(Australia) Pty Ltd. SHRM have the catering contract at the Kingstown
Environmental Education Centre. The Rottnest Island Authority is selling
fuel for recreational boating needs.

(2) The business is currently one lease incorporating the marine operations and
catering activities. The Rottnest Island Authority has invited expressions of
interest for four leases comprising the current business - two associated with
catering and two associated with marine activities.

(3) It is proposed that new lessees will commence operations before the
forthcoming summer period.
SCHOOLS - ADVANCED SKILLS TEACHING POSITON

Federal Grant
1019. Mr TUBBY to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) Is the advanced skills teaching position proposed for Western Australian
schools tied to a Federal Government grant?

(2) Has the Federal Government influenced either the assessment criteria for this
position or the duties to be undertaken?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The Commonwealth Government is willing to provide to States funding

equivalent to 10 percent of the additional salary costs of introducing
advanced skills teaching positions.

(2) The Commonwealth Government, in exchange for funding suppport, has
supported an advanced skills teaching position in the States with shared
common features.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS MINISTRY - PRIVATE HOME SEARCHES
Authority and Search Warrant

1020. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Are officers from the Department of Consumer Affairs or the Ministry of

Consumer Affairs empowered to search private homes in the course of their
investigations?

(2) Under what authority am they empowered to do so?
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(3) Is ir necessary to produce a warrant to the occupier prior to commencing the
search?

(4) In the case of a search allegedly conducted by an officer of the Ministry of
Consumer Affairs at a private home in Shelley on 13 September 1990, was
such a warrant issued, and did this warrant specifically include authority to
search the premises?

(5) Did char officer search a private home in Shelley on that day?
(6) If the warrant did not include permission to search the premises, what

disciplinary action has been taken with respect to that officer?
(7) What action is die Minister or the Department taking to ensure that, in future,

officers from the department and minstry are prohibited from making
searches without proper authority?

(8) Is the Minister providing a report to the Ombudsman with respect to
complaints from die occupier as to an illegal search having been made?

(9) When will the Ombudsman receive this report, and what are the reasons for
any delay?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Consumer affairs Act and various licensing Acts.
(3) No specific direction but common practice.
(4) Search warrant was issued under the Criminal Code and executed by police

officers.
(5) The search was conducted by officers of the fraud squad and an officer from

the ministry was present at their request to identify property relating to the
offence.

(6) Nor applicable.
(7) No action is required.
(8) The ministry is providing a report to the Parliamentary Commissioner for

Administrative Investigations on the incident referred to.
(9) The delay was caused by the scheduled court appearance of a person charged

with an offence relating to the search warrant. That person has now been
convicted and the matter is no longer sub judice. The report can now be
finalised and will be as soon as possible.

SCHOOLS - MALIBU SCHOOL, SAFETY BAY
Boundary Fence Request

1022. Mr TUBBY to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the Ministry of Education received a request from the Malibu Special

School in Safety Bay for the provision of a suitable boundary fence?
(2) If so -

(a) when was this request received;
(b) what was the ministry's response?

(3) Have students been returned to the school from the adjoining shopping
centre?

(4) On Monday 12 August, was a seven year old girl retrieved from the middle of
Malibu Road and returned to the school?

(5) When will a suitable boundary fence be erected at this school to ensure the
safety of its intellectually disabled students?
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Dr GALLOP replied:
(21) Yes.
(2) (a) February 1991.

(b) Funding for work of this type is undertaken at district office level.
(3) It has been reponted that students were returned to the school from the

shopping centre on three occasions.
(4) Not to my knowledge.
(5) The district education minor works committee will give full consideration to

the project following the allocation of minor works funding to districts. This
will occur within a few weeks.

UNIVERSITIES - UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME
Land Grant

1030. Mr COWAN to the Premier
(1) What is the Government's current position on the proposed land grant to the

University of Nor Dame?
(2) Is it still the Government's commitment that it will seek parliamentary

approval before making any such grant?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) The Government's position is unchanged since the answer to the member's

question No 383 of 30 April this year.
(2) Yes.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT - "SISTER CITY" RELATIONSHIPS
103 1. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Local Government:

How many "sister city" relationships exist between local governments in
Western Australia and cities or local governments overseas?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
These are informal internal arrangements and no central register is kept at
present. I intend conducting a survey of all local authorities in the next few
months.

PUBLIC SERVICE EMPLOYMENT - FULL-TIME EMPLOYEES
Public Service Act - Consultants

1035. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
(1) How many persons (full time employees) were employed by the State

Government and its instrumentalities as at 1 July 1991?
(2) How many of these are employed -

(a) under the Public Service Act;
(b) under any agreement that includes the provision of conditions similar

to the Public Service Act?
(3) Other than persons counted in (1) above, how many consultants were

employed by the Government as at 1 July 1991 and how many of these
consultancies expire during the current financial year?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Public sector employment is measured according to full time equivalents -

FTEs. An ET7E is defined as one full time job for one financial year. The
average staffing level - ASL - for the public sector is the cumulative avenage
of agencies' year-to-date actual employment levels, again expressed in FTEs.
The ASL for the public sector as at 30 June 1991 was 98 978 FLUEs.

(2) (a) The actual number of people employed under the provisions of the
Public Service Act as at 1 July 1991 was 19 873.
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(b) This statistic is not maintained for the purpose of ETE monitoring.
Due to t many different awards under which staff may be employed
within the public sector, Some of which cover different categories of
employees, a special survey would be required to collect the
information sought, for any particular date.

(3) For the purpose of the FTE count, a consultant employed on a "contract of
service" basis is regarded as having "an employment contract in which that
person becomes an employee of an agency for a finite period of rime, to
complete a task or project where the skils or resources are nor available
within the agency". These are included in the Frt figure quoted above and
separate statistics on this category of employee are not maintained centrally.
"Consultants" may also be employed on a "contract for service" basis; such
contracts ire defined as "a contract between an agency and a company or a
Self-employed person, with an overall fee for a set task". They are not
included in the FTE count as there is no formal employee/employee
relationship involved. Statistics on such contiracts are not centrally
maintained.

GREENBURG, MS ROBIN - SENIOR CITIZENS
Cash for Home Equity Scheme Seminar - Consumer Affairs Department's Attendance

1040. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:
(1) Did officers from the Consumer Affairs Department attend a seminar

organised by a real estate agency and held at the Alexander Library in 1989,
to which senior citizens were invited to come and hear about a scheme in
which they could raise cash trough the equity they had in their homes?

(2) Were senior citizens introduced to Ms Robin Greenburg at this meeting, with
a view to them entering into a cash for equity deal with her?

(3) Did the bureau's officers make a report, verbal or written, back to the bureau
or the then Minister advising that the scheme was a scam that appeared to
have no other purpose than to rip off the elderly?

(4) If yes to (3), did the report identify Ms Greenburg as the person behind the
scheme, and can the Minister confirm that a warning issued later that year by
the Department of Consumer Affairs about the dangers for senior citizens of
such schemes was the direct result of the bureau's report on the activities of
Ms Creenburg?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) As far as I am aware, officers of the Ministry of Consumer Affairs did not

attend the meeting referred to.
(2)-(4)

Not applicable.

HEPBURN HEIGHTS - REGIONAL TOWN PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT
Legal Cos

1047. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Planning:
What is the total cost of legal fees and other associated costs for the legal
challenge to the validity of the Regional Town Planning Scheme Amendment
on Hepburn Heights, - including the more recent appeal to the Hligh Court?

Mr D.L SMIThI replied:
The matter of costs for the various actions in the Supreme Court and the
application for leave to appeal to the High Court have not yet been resolved
by the courts. I will advise the member of the total when it is known.
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RAILWAYS - NORTHERN SUBURBS TRANSIT SYSTEM
Construction and Rolling Stock Cost - Commencernn Date

1054. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What is the revised all-up projected cost of construction and rolling stock

associated with the northern suburbs railway?
(2) What was t original estimated cost for the railway when announced in

1983?
(3) What was the original projected date of completion of this railway when

initially announced by the Government?
(4) What is the projected actual dare for the commencement of the first services

on the northern suburbs railway?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) 5260 million in escalated dollar values.
(2) The question is not understood as the project was announced in 1983. When

Cabinet approved the funding and construction in November 1989 the
estimated cost was $223 million (June 1989 dollar values).

(3) When approved in November 1989 the railway to Joondalup was to be
completed at the end of 1992 and the total project by 1993.

(4) Late 1992.
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN TOURISM COMMISSION - INSIGHT WEST

CONTRACTS
East West Insight Pry Lid Contracts

1055. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Has the Western Australian Tourism Commission had consultancy contracts

with a company known as Insight West. or otherwise East West Insight Pty
Ltd, or otherwise a company that formerly had either of those names, in the
financial years -

(a) 1989-90;
(b) 1990-91 ?

(2) If so, how many contracts have been let?
(3) Were the contracts let on the basis of open tender, invited tender, or otherwise

by appointment?
(4) What are the details of each contract and the total contract price of each brief?
(5) What is the aggregate amount of monies paid to this company in the financial

years as referred above?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) The Western Australian Tourism Commnission has had consultancy contracts

with Insight Research.
(a) Yes.
(b) Yes.

(2) (a) One contract.
(b) Two contracts (one was a renewal).

(3) (a) 17 companies were invited to tender, six companies accepted the
invitation.

(b) Six companies were invited to tender, three companies accepted the
invitation.

(4) The successful tenderer was selected on the basis that it meet the objectives
better than the other tenderers. The price was set by the Western Australian
Tourism Commission.
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(a) Western Australian tourism monitor 1989-90 - $160 000,
(b) 1990 Drug Offensive masters visitors numbers and expenditure

assessment - $7 500.
Insight Research's contract for the Western Australian tourism
monitor was renewed for the 1990-91 survey period. This renewal
was a consideration as part of the initial tender document.

'While this project is for the period July 1989 to June 1990,
consideration will be given to the negotiation of a two, or three
year contract."

$181 200
(5) (a) $106000.

(b) $134065.
Three further payments totalling $109 200 are outstanding for the 1990-91
Western Australian tourism monitor.

PETROLEUM - AUSTRALIAN PETROLEUM INDUSTRY INQUIRY
Federal Special Caucus Committee Report - Western Australian Impact

1057. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Transport:
(1) In relation to the recently published Report of the Special Caucus Committee

of the Federal Parliamentary Labor Party's inquiry into aspects of the
Australian Petroleum Industry, what general impact will the implementation
of this report have on the nature of the transport of fuel in Western Australia?

(2) What role will Western Australia's regional ports such as Albany play in the
delivery of fuel under the recommendations of the report?

(3) Will the port of Albany be utilised in the delivery of fuel under the
recommendations of the report?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
I have not yet had an opportunity to study the report and assess the
implications of its recommendations. When I have done so, I will advise the
member in writing.

SHEEP - LICE ERADICAT1ION PROGRAM
1058- Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(I) As the sheep lice eradication campaign has completed three years of
operation, what are the statistics regarding infected flocks after the conclusion
of the third year of operation, in terms of -
(a) total numbers;
(b) percentage of the State sheep flock?

(2) Of the total amount of money collected in the past three years from
woolgrowers -
(a) per year, how much revenue has been collected;
(b) per year, how much of the funds has been spent on wool sample

testing;
(c) per year, what other expenditure has been made out of the Sheep Lice

Eradication Fund?
(3) What was the surplus/shortfall of the fund in -

(i) 1989-90;
(ii) 1990-91?

(4) How many employees as at 30 June 1991 are employed to administer the
eradication scheme?
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(5) In which towns are the above employees based?
(6) How many vehicles were purchased specifically for the assistance of the

administration of this scheme in the years -
(a) 1989-90;
(b) 1990-91?

(7) What were the total costs of purchase of these vehicles in the years -
(a) 1989-90;
(b) 1990-91?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Based upon the lice detection tests carried out in 1990-91 -

12 498 wool bale brands - flocks - were rested, of which 2 868 - 22 per cent -

gave a Positive test result.
(2) (a) 1988-89 $464 926

1989-90 $601 688
1990-91 $592682

(b) 1988-89 $190644
1989-90 $441806
1990-91 $437 464

(c) 1988-89 $203229
1989-90 $230567
1990-91 $283 582

(3) (i) 1989-90 Balance at 30/6/90 - $545 755
GOi 1990-91 Balance at 30/6/91 - $535 264

(4) Five staff were funded from the sheep lice eradication fund -
Clerk 3 - 2 full time, I part tine
Stock inspector I full time
Liaison officer I part time

In addition, the sheep lice eradication campaign formed part of the duties of
some 62 staff of the Department of Agriculture, amounting to an input of
some I11 full rime equivalents in 1990-9 1.

(5) Staff were located at 20 offices of the Department of Agriculture.
For staff funded from the sheep lice eradication fund, the locations were -

Albany - Liaison officer
Katanning - Clerk
Three Springs - Stock inspector
Perth -2 Clerks

(6) 1989-90 7
1990-91 7

(7) 1989-90 $112057
1990-91 $91509

MIDLAND SALEYARD - LEASE
New Saleyards Decision

1059. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Has a decision been made by the Government to renegotiate the lease of the

Midland Saicyards?
(2) Will the Government negotiate to repurchase the Midland Saleyards?
(3) Has a decision been made to build new salcyards -

(a) in the metropolitan area;
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(b) in the country?
(4) If yes, where will the new salcyards be built?
(5) By what date does the Government expect to have the new salcyards

operational?
Mr BRIDGE replied:

The Government will not seek to extend the lease arrangements for the
Midland salcyards after expiry of the current arrangement in May 1993.
Negotiations with interested bodies as to the siting of a new saleyard or
salcyards will be undertaken,

FOXES - AGRICULTURE PROTECTON BOARD
Control Measures

1060. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
Given the problems created by foxes to both the environment and farmers in
the great southern and south coast regions, what steps is the Minister taking to
alleviate the situation?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
Ihe Agriculture Protection Board is involved in giving advice and providing
baits for fox control to the landholders in areas where foxes are considered to
be a problem. Control of foxes is the responsibility of the landholder, and
farmers and the Department of Conservation and Land Management are
currently undertaking control activities.

MILK - DISTRIBUTION AND VENDING CHANCES
1061. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:-

(1) In relation to the current rationalisation of the distribution and vending of
milk, what has been the response of the industry to the proposed changes?

(2) When does the Minister intend to implement the proposed changes to the
distribution/vending of milk?

(3) Will the Minister accommodate the views of the industry when implementing
the changes to the current system?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Responses received at the Dairy Industry Authority to proposals advanced

from authority for rationalisation of district boundaries have been mixed.
(2) The proposed implementation date under proposals released by the authority

in April 1991 was I July 1991. 1 asked the authority to defer implementation
to give the industry more time to respond to the proposals.

(3) The views expressed by industry organisation and individual vendors and
distributors will be taken into account when implementing much needed
changes to the current system.

LO)GS - CHIP LO)GS
Royalties - Bannings Forest Products, WA Chip and Pulp

1065. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) For each month from I July 1990 to 30 June 1991 inclusive, what royalty did

the following companies pay for the full range of chip logs supplied to each of
them -

(a) Bunnings Forest Products;
(b) WA Chip and Pulp;
(c) any other company?
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(2) In relation to the chip logs supplied to Bunnings Forest Products from State
forest -

(a) what were the volumes supplied (per species) in the following
categories -

(i) old-growth logs;
(ii) regrowth logs?

(3) In relation to the chip logs supplied to WA Chip and Pulp from State forest -

(a) what were the volumes supplied (per species) in the following
categories -

(i) old-growth logs;
(ii) regrowth logs?

(4) In relation to the chip logs supplied to any other company from Scare forest -

(a) what were the volumes supplied (per species) in the following
categonies -

(i) old-growth logs;
(ii) regro~wth logs?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) (a) Nil.

(b) July 1990 616 566.78
August 1990 488 762.92
September 1990 564 332.70
October 1990 709 619.73
November 1990 687 053.02
December 1990 Nil
January 1991 1 612 514.78
February 1991 230 184.25
March 1991 71 461.33
April 1991 888 936.78
May 1991 747 582.75
June 1991 1 227 528.96
Total 7 844544.00

(c) Nil
(2) (a)(i)-(ii)

Nil
(3) (a) For financial year 1990-91

(i) Marri 349 820 cubic metres
Karri 77 465 cubic metres

(ii) Marri 25 379 cubic metres
Karri 59 869 cubic metres

Nil
NATIONAL PARKS - KARUTINI NATIONAL PARK

Karijini National Corporation Agreement
1083. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for the Environment:

(I) When was the agreement for the Karijini National Park (formerly the
Haniersley Range National Park) concluded with the Karijini National
Corporation?

(2) Will the Minister table the agreement?
(3) If not, why nor?
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(4) Has the Karijini Park Council been established?
(5) If so, who are the members of the council?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No formal agreement has been reached. Agreement was reached to establish

a park council last year and this was formally approved by Cabinet and
announced early this year.

(2)-(3)
As explained no agreement has been established.

(4) No.
(5) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - RURAL AND INDUSTRIES
BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA LTD

Losses Responsibility
275. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:

Whom does the Premier hold responsible for the massive losses incurred by
the State Government Insurance Commission and the Rural and Industries
Bank of Western Australia Ltd as reported in recent days?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
The Leader of the Opposition would do well to be a little more careful in the
way he asks questions. I know the R & I Bank Ltd is extremely angry with
the Opposition, particularly the Leader of the Opposition, for the implication
contained in some of their statements. The bank has made it extremely clear
that its losses are the result of the downturn in the property market and that
includes properties in the Perth business district, Sydney, Melbourne,
Brisbane, and London. It involves the downturn in the value of the property
market which has been clear to the community for some rime, but it has been
more dramatic in recent weeks. The bank has made it clear that the loans
taken against those securities are loans which they would not undertake now.
Any bank in Australia would say the same thing. The Australian banking
community in the late 1980s had a fairly generous lending policy against
properties which now seem to be overvalued. That was clearly the case.

Mr Macinnon: Who was responsible for the R & I Tower?
Dr LAWRENCE: It has nothing to do with this and I suggest the Leader of the

Opposition talk to the bank about that. We are talking about loans which the
bank gave on the basis of the value of property throughout the country and,
indeed, internationally. The bank made it clear to members opposite and to
the Leader of the Opposition, who was briefed and I understand given a very
full description of the nature of those loans and the security held against them,
that this had nothing to do with former business dealings between the
Government and certain businesses in this town. As I said, the bank is
extremely angry with the proposition that that is not the case. The Leader of
the Opposition knows that and so do the other members opposite.

Several members intrjected.
Mr Macinnon: lain astounded that they have lost the money and no-one has been

held responsible.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is an important distinction to make. The Leader of the

Opposition should look around him. The Federal Government has just frozen
property trusts and all the major commercial banks are about to face the same
problem. Some have already faced that problem and some will do so when
they report later this year. If members opposite believe otherwise they have
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their heads buried in the sand. Members opposite have to look at the
international economic climate to understand the downturn in the property
market. I challenge the Opposition to tell me who is to blame for the
downturn in the property market in Brisbane, Sydney, Melbourne and
London.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr LAWRENCE: Nonetheless, the rowdy intrjections from both sides of the House

indicate the degree of disagreement about whom one might blame for the
downturn in the property market not only in Australia, but also in the
international community. It is a matter of concern to all of us. No-one wants
to get up in this Parliament or anywhere else, least of all Warwick Kent and
Ross Garnaut, and announce that sort of loss. The key question is what effect
the downturn will have on depositors and the answer is none. What effect will
this have on the State's coffers? The answer is that the State will not get its
dividend. The Government is required to inject capital and it is prepared to do
that.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I place the responsibility for the continuation of questions

fairly and squarely on the shoulders of members. If they want questions to
continue for approximately another 25 minutes they are assured that is my
wish and I will facilitate it. However, if they do not want to do that they can
show me by continuing to interject and I will conclude question time and we
will go home.

Dr LAWRENCE: In relation to the SGIC. again an element of what it faces is the
downturn in the property market - some of it in Western Australia and some
of it the result of arrangements the Government entered into with certain
businesses in this town. No-one has tried to duck that. If members read the
Minister assisting the Treasurer's statement they will see that it is stated
clearly and loudly. Not only have we not tried to duck it, but we have
admitted the responsibility, in general terms, for some of these decisions and
actually established a Royal Commission. Trying to suggest that anything
else is the case is simply not consistent with the position we have adopted
publicly, in this House, in Press statements and in discussions in the general
community.
Third party premiums is something that has caught out Governments before -
50 per cent, 30 per cent -

Mr Macinnon: Because of those losses!
Dr LAWRENCE: Because of two things: Firstly, poor performance of investments,

which we acknowledge and that has occurred before. Talk to my brother
about that! This Government is no orphan when it comes to that. The rate of
return on investments by the Motor Vehicle Insurance Trust and the State
Government Insurance Office in the past is something Liberal Governments
cannot boast about. Secondly, from time to time the political expediency of
various Governments has meant they have made the wrong decisions in
relation to increases in third party premiums and they have kept them down
artificially. Therefore, it has come back to bite them with claims running
ahead of the funds available - 50 per cent, 30 per cent, 12 per cent or 10
per cent. On this occasion we have made a hard decision by increasing the
premium by 30 per cent and in future we will not allow to arise again the
position of claims outrunning the supply of money available. Politicians, in a
sense, should take their fingers out of it.

PUBLIC SERVANTS - RETRENCHMENT
276. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier:

(1) Is it true as suggested by the member for Avon that the State Government is to
start retrenching public servants?
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(2) If so, how many public servants does the Government plan to retrench?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(I)-(2)

Unfortunately the member for Avon is not here, but nonetheless this subject is
worthy of comment. The answer to the second part of the question is simply
none. The member for Avon should get his facts straight, but he was not the
only member to make that mistake. We very clearly indicated that voluntary
redundancy schemes would be offered to approximately 1 000 people whose
jobs were funded by the Consolidated Revenue Fund.
In addition to the 1 000 positions from CRF departments. 1 000 positions
from Government trading agencies are being offered voluntary redundancy
packages for a variety of reasons, but principally to improve the efficiency of
those organisations. Those voluntary redundancies are attractive and include
a bonus for the employees going within a period of time and accepting the
package, which is only offered to people for whom it makes financial sense
and who will not turn up in the unemployment queues. This is being done for
responsible reasons.

Mr Cowan: I think the Premier may be answering this question on a false premise
because I do not think the member talked about retrenchment. The Premier
may find what she is quoting is not necessarily what was said.

Dr LAWRENCE: I apologise to the member for Avon if he said other than public
sector employees are faced with retrenchments. I am using this opportunity to
tell members opposite that I want consistency from them on this issue. They
cannot have reform of Westrail, the pans, the Water Authority and the State
Energy Commnission, a cut in Government expenditure and a reasonable level
of services while maintaining a Public Service of the same size. Members
opposite, pantic ularly some members of the shadow Cabinet, are a bit inclined
to give comfort to the Civil Service Association when it thumps the table and
says what a disgusting thing it is for the Government to do. It is a prudent and
sensible thing for the Government to do. If any member of this House
complains about the voluntary redundancy of public servants to ensure a
leaner more efficient Public Service they should be criticised for being totally
inconsistent.

HEALTH PROMOTION FOUNDATION - FOOTBALL AND CRICKET
Funding Refusal - Tobacco Company Sponsorship

277. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the Health Pxrmotion Foundation has refused to

allocate funds to football and cricket because the higher levels of those
sporns - that is, the West Coast Eagles and the State cricket side - receive
sponsorship from tobacco companies?

(2) Can the Minister explain why the foundation produced important guidelines
which are contary to the spirit of the Tobacco Act and which preclude the
lower and junior levels of football and cricket in this State receiving much
needed development funds?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1 )-(2)

The member may be aware from my answers to his questions on notice
yesterday that I am rather bemused by the attitude of the National Party at this
early stage of operation of the Health Promotion Foundation because it was
National Party members, in particular the member for Collie and the Leader
of the National Party along with members of the National Party in the upper
House, who were so insistent when the legislation was before this and the
other place that the Government should play no part in the way in which funds
were allocated.

Mr MacKinnon: You were asked why it has occun'ed.
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Mr WILSON: I am making the point, in response to the question - and I thought this
would be obvious even to the Leader of the Opposition -

Mr Kierath: That was nor very charitable.
Mr WILSON: I did not seek to be uncharitable and was merely seeking to make the

point that what I was saying should be obvious to everybody. My point is that
it is rather strange that the Government, which was required when putting that
legislation to the Parliament to respond to amendments from the National
Party which completely removed the foundation from Government in any
decisions it made about the way funds were allocated, should now at this early
stage of operation of the foundation be asked by the National Party to explain
why the foundation is making independent decisions.

Mr Cowan: I am not asking the Minister to explain; I am asking whether he is aware
and agrees that it is conlrary to the spirit of the legislation.

Mr WILSON: I am aware that this body has been established under the legislation.
Mr Cowan: We are all aware of that
Mr WILSON: I sin not sure that the Leader of the National Party is taking my point

that when a body is established under an Act of Parliament to be completely
independent it must not be interfered with by the Government, its Ministers or
any member of Parliament. That body made a decision with which members
opposite disagreed so they immediately cried foul and asked the Government
for ministerial intervention.

Mr Cowan: I have not asked the Minister to intervene.
Mr WILSON: Then why is the Leader of the National Party asking me this question?
Mr Cowan: I ani asking the Minister to tell me whether he thinks the Health

Promotion Foundation is acting in accordance with the spirit of the legislation.
Mr WILSON: I can say yes to that as I have discussed the matter with the

foundation.
Mr House: So you have discussed it with them!
Mr WILSON: The foundation sought a meeting with me in response to public

criticisms by the Leader of the Oppositdon - I did not seek a meeting with it.
Mr Taylor: What is wrong with that?
Mr Shave: It should be making its decisions independently.
Mr WILSON: It is.
Several members inreijected.
Mr WI[LSON: I thank the National Party member for that useful inteijection. In the

discussions with me sought by the chairman and director of the foundation
they were able to make clear that they and their committees representing sport
were acting in compliance with the Act. I have no doubt that they are doing
that. If the National Party doubts that the foundation is doing that, I suggest
its members query the matter with the Attorney General or with whomever
else they wish. I continue to say that, having insisted on this body being
completely independent, when an independent decision was made with which
the National Party found fault and with which it did not agree it sought my
opinion, obviously with the intention of overturning that independent
decision.

Mr Cowan: Not at all.
Mr WILSON: Either that, or it is questioning the independent decision in a way I

consider completely inappropriate under the Act.
The SPEAKER: Order! Perhaps at this early stage of the session 1 should point out

that for all sorts of reasons that question would normally be out of order. It is
not appropriate that legal opinions and other opinions be included in
questions.
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BUILDING BETTER CITIES PROGRAM - ADVANTAGES
278. Mrs WATKINS to the Minister for Housing:

Would the inister explain to the House what the Building Better Cities
program is and how it will advantage this State's urban development?

Mr McGINTY replied:
In yesterday's Federal Budget a major initiative known as the Building Better
Cities program was announced. As members would be aware, the Budget
made provision for an amount of $56 milion to be spent on that program this
year and has indicated a commitment of $816 million over the next five years.
The Western Australian Government has been active in seeking a fair share of
this money since the early indications that the program would be commenced.
Under the program the Commonwealth will part fund demonstration projects
which are designed to show solutions to our major urban problems. They are
designed to set examples for developers and Governments to follow in the
future; in other words, they are models for what the cities of the future should
look like.
The major problems we are currently encountering in our cities include the
massive cost of the urban sprawl. That cost is economic in terms of the
infrastructure required to provide these facilities to the outlying parts of the
city; there is the social cost of isolation and lack of facilities being provided
on the fringes of our city, as well as the environmental cost, of which I am
sure all members are very well aware.

Mr Court: The reality is that you will build a better city if you strengthen the country.
Your priorities are back to front.

Mr McGINTY: The fact is that most people live in our cities and there are problems
in our cities. This program is designed to address those problems. We must
move away from the mentality of the quarter acre block;, we simply cannot
hfford that in the future. As a State we must take the maximum advantage of
the money that is being made available by the Federal Government in order to
ensure that those urban problems are met. I am very pleased that the Western
Australian Government has worked so closely with the Commonwealth on
this proposal and that that funding, when it is made available, will
complement the good work that has already been done by Homeswest and
other Government departments in this State and, I hope, will give us funds
which will enable us to provide a higher standard of living and a better urban
environment for the people of this State.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - FINANCIAL
STATUS

279. Mr MINSON to the Treasurer:
Does the Government Employees Superannuation Board face a similar asset
write down position to that recently announced by both the R & I Bank Ltd
and the State Government Insurance Commission; and if so, when will those
details he made public?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition knows, the detail of these questions is
usually left to the Minister with direct, day to day responsibility. However, it
is important to say that we have not ducked the issue of the difficulties that
will be faced not just by the financial institutions that are owned by the
taxpayers of Western Australia but by all financial institutions in this country;
but it would be imprudent of us to give a value to whatever difficulties might
be faced in their portfolio of property investments until such time as that has
been assessed correctly and audited.

Mr Macinnon: Do they face any difficulties?-
Dr LAWRENCE: mhar is the answer to the question.
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Mr Macinnon: Don't you know?
Dr LAWRENCE: Six weeks ago the R & I Bank had a very different view of its

financial position from the one which it finally brought down to us this week.
Mr Macinnon interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: Does the Leader of the Opposition not believe that?
Mr Macinnon: No, we don't.
Dr LAWRENCE: Do I have the agreement of the Leader of the Opposition to

communicate two things: That he does not believe the Managing Director of
the R & I Bank, and he does not believe the board or the Chairman of the
Board of the State Government Insurance Commission?

Mr Macainon interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: Can I have the Leader of the Opposition's agreement -

Mr Macinnon: Yes.
Dr LAWRENCE: - that I should communicate that? Does he think they have misled

the Government? In the opinion of the Leader of the Opposition, they misled
the Government. Is that correct?

Mr Macinnon: If the bank did not know six weeks ago that it had the difficulties it
announced a week ago, quite clearly there are significant management
problems in that bank that need to be addressed and you, as the Treasurer,
should know about it and do something about it.

Dr LAWRENCE: The Leader of the Opposition said more than that - he said the
bank misled the Government I will go back to the Hanrsard and look at that.
The Leader of the Opposition should watch very carefully.

Mr Macinnon: I went to the Eastern States last week and people over there told me
of the R & I Bank's problems.

Dr LAWRENCE: That was last week. I knew last week.
Mr Lewis: You said Monday.
Dr LAWRENCE: I said the bank informed the Minister of its concerns on 27 July.

The board met on Saturday to conclude its view of its financial position and
on Saturday reported that confirmed position, following assessment by
Ernst & Young, to the Government I will communicate to the Managing
Director of the R & I Bank and to the Chairman of the Board of the SGIC the
Leader of the Opposition's view, not only that they are incompetent but that
they misled the Governmen I am sure they will be pleased to hear that.

HOTELS - BAR STAFF
Dress and Performance Standards - Changes

280. Mr CUNNINGHAM to the Minister for Racing and Gaining:
Has the Minister made a decision with regard to the easing of dress and
performance standards for hotel bar staff?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
I thought this issue would not have to be raised again but some sections of the
liquor industry believe that if during these harsh economic times they were
allowed to reintroduce some of those "skimpies" and strippers that were
allowed to work in hotels some years ago it would solve some of their
problems. I state quite categorically that I have absolutely no intention of
relaxing the rules on dress and performance standards for hotel bar staff. The
policy that the Government put in place will remain in place. I certainly do
not accept the argument that relaxing the current policy would help stimulate
employment. As a matter of fact, I believe that in times of high
unemployment exploitation of young people is at its worst and I seriously
doubt whether the hotel industry would see any benefit at all if that policy
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were relaxed. I have had an opportunity to speak to a couple of mothers
whose children - and I say "children" because they are aged well under
18 years - have been encouraged to participate in some of these shows in
country areas, and have been offered paid fares to some country areas. That is
quite disgusting and I would encourage the hotel industry to drop this silly
issue once and for all.

Dr Turnbull: I support th 'e Minister's statement.
Mrs BEGGS: I thank the member for Collie for her support.

SHIPS - GREEK TANKER, BP JETITY KWINANA
Special Precautions

281. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that a 25 year old Greek tanker, reportedly the sister

ship of the Kirki, was discharging at the BP jetty in Kwinana on Monday?
(2) In view of the Kirki's fate and the fact that her inert gas system was found to

have been non-operational prior to the disaster off our coast, what special
precautions were taken to protect the residents of Kwinana and our coastal
environment in general?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(l)-(2)

I was at a breakfast with the Fremantle Chamber of Commerce this morning,
and this question was asked then. I do not know whether a 25 year old Greek
ship or any other ship was discharging at the BP jetty on Monday. nor whether
it was the sister ship of another one. How would I know that? There would
be no reason for anyone to inform me of it, unless when the normal
inspections took place there was same concern about the state of that ship.
Nothing has been communicated to me. I would expect that all of the officers
responsible for these matters would have communicated with me if they had
had any concerns, whether or not it was a sister ship to the Kirki. I understand
that is not true, but!I do not know.
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