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THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION -LIDBRARY AND INFORMATION SERVICE OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA

New Rook Ordering Rate, SO per cent Cut Protest
MR MeNEE (Moore - Parliamentary Secretary) [2.03 pm]: I present the following
petition -

To: The H-onourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned users of the State Public Library System wish to protest at
the recent 50 per cent cut in the new book ordering rare. We also request that the
199314 State Budget make good this shortfall and bring the rate back to a level
that will allow for the 15 per cent annual replacement rate of new stock which is
the minimum necessary for a healthy library collection.
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 66 signatures and I cenify 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 50.]

PETITION - COMMON LAW AND WORKERS' COMPENSATION
RIGHTS, CHANGES

MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [2.04 pm]: 1 present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
1, the undersigned injured my right ankle at work on 2 April 1992 while
performing my duties as a Building Supervisor. I have undergone 4 operations,
12 months of intensive Physiotherapy, Acupuncture, 5 steroid injections and my
ankle was irmmobilised in plaster for 2 months. Medical opinion is that I will not
be able to return to my duties as a building supervisor due to the unstable
condition of my ankle.
I feel this new law is very unfair as I spent 4 years studying at night school to
become a Building Supervisor and now my future and my family is very much in
doubt. With the new 30% threshold being proposed I can no longer claim fair and
reasonable compensation for my injury. I have to live with the pain of my ankle
every day. I can no longer play spants or do some family activities with my
children. Place yourself in my shoes.
It is my request that the decision made by the Minister for Labour Relations
regarding changes to common law and workers' compensation rights chat were
announced on 30 June 1993 be withdrawn.
Your petitioner therefore humbly prays that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears one signature and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
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The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be bmought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 51.]

PETITION - BENTLEY HOSPITAL, 24 HOUR CASUALTY WARD
FUNDING

MR KIERATH (Riverron - Minister for Labour Relations) [2.06 pm): I present the
following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned urgently request that the honourable Minister for Health
allocate the necessary funding for a "24 hour casualty ward" at the Bentley
Hospital, Mills Swreet, Bentley, WA, 6102.
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 4 266 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 52.1

PETITION - STEPHENSON AND WARD INCINERATOR, CLOSURE
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.07 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: Thbe Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned request that:
The Stephenson and Ward incinerator, located at the corner of Felspar and
Welshpool Roads, Welshpool be closed because
1. it is inappropriately located being close to residential areas, children's

play areas, including schools, and areas in which people work;
2. it does not meet the standards required of modern incinerators and

therefore represents an unacceptable health hazard,
3. there is no control on what waste is being burnt and no continuous

monitoring of emissions from the incinerator.
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 27 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 53.]

PETITION - COMMON LAW AND WORKERS' COMPENSATION
RIGHTS, CHANGES

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.08 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assmbly of
the Parliament of Western Austraia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia on behalf of injured workers
and their families wish to express our opposition to and concern at the proposed
unfair and unjust retrospective changes to common law and workers'
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compensation rights. Those changes would take effect from 4.00 pm on 30 June
1993 but were announced by the Minister for Labour Relations at about 2.00 pm
on 30 June 1993.
The planned removal of common law rights if a writ had not been issued before
4.00 pm on 30 June 1993, unless an injured worker can establish a 30% total body
impairment, is a draconian and unwarranted change to the law. It is estimated
that 90% of people with a common law claim will be no longer entitled to sue. It
has not been shown by the Minister that any extensions under the Workers'
Compensation Act will adequately compensate injured workers whose employers
were negligent.
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 36 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 54.]
A similar petition was presented by Mr Brown (205 signatures).
[See petition No 55.]

PETITION - BUNBURY REGIONAL HOSPITAL, CONSTRUCTION
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [2. 10 pm]: I present the following petition -

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 the Bunbury Region, ask the members of the
Legislative Assembly -

1. To request that the Minister for Health immediately proceed with the
construction of a State Government owned and operated Bun bury
Regional Hospital on its current site.

2. To indicate to the Minister for Health our opposition to any plan for the
Bunbury Regional Hospital to be managed by private interests.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray chat you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 523 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
die Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 56.]

PETITION - COMMON LAW AND WORKERS' COMPENSATION
RIGHTS, CHANGES

MR CATANIA (Balcarca) [2.11 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
1, the undersigned, married with 4 children suffered lower back injurie at
Surnich's Group on 5.9.9 1. employers negligents. I was a packer of fruit & veg 6
days a week lifting 20-50kg. Injured L3/4 & 4/5. I am limited in house work,
sitting & walking bending lifting driving running. I suffer considerable pain all
the time. I have a morges $95,000 and other finance loans. I have to borrow
since my injurie because since my injurie my wages was reduced nearly by half. I
cannot return to my old job because the limited movmnent. I find it hard to find
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any other light jobs because my educations not good enough and my langages and
my pain is unbareble and ailso my limited movements. Surgery may reduss some
pain but not movment limitations. My condision is said to get worse as the years
go by. My doctor told me there is nothing he could do. Just for me to lurne to
live with it and take it as it comes.
I do not want to sell my home or my children home. Why sould my children
suffer because employer neclicen and my husbend why dose he have to do so
many extra work that we never see him because of employer.
My husband he cannot work by him self and pay morgaes and all bill and medical
if we have to sell our home beceuse off this we my as well give up trying and go
on social security benefmts well be better off. So please dont make my children
suffer.
It is my request that the decision made by the Minister for Labour Relations
regarding changes to common law and workers compensation rights, that was
announced on 30 June 1993, be withdrawn.
Your petitioner therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears one signature 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 57.1

PETITION - COMMON LAW AND WORKERS' COMPENSATION
RIGHTS, CHANGES

MS WARNOCK (Perth) [2.13 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
1, the undersigned was working up the North West of West Australian in a gold
mine at Mt McClure as a chef. I was going into work one morning at about 0200
when I broke my left 5#$. I went to Hospital and over the 16 months so far and 10
Harde Plasters 3 opp's and 2 Lupo simp blocks the pane of my foot is much the
same as before. T in my owne mind now that the job I love so much is a long way
away from me ever doing it agen. Dont mess with the compo laws as I will not be
able to live a full life or work aneymore. I dont want to spend my life on the
dool. I have a big injury and like 1000's beside me who are depending on what
we can get out of the cornon law dlame. Have a big hard think and remember we
are not numbers we are your nabers and your children's husbents and wives.
It is my request that the decision made by the Minister for Labour Relations
regarding changes to common Jaw and workers compensation rights that was
announced on 30 June 1993, be withdrawn.
Your petitioner therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and Your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears one signature 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.
f[See petition No 58.]

PETITION -ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTON AUTHORITY,
INDEPENDENT INQUIRY

MR MCGINTY (Fremantle) [2.14 pm]: I present the following petition -
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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

I remind Parliament of the extensive public review of the Environmental
Protection Act 1986 conducted in 1992 and seek endorsement of its
recommendations;

2 register support for a strong, independent and credible environmental
protection system in Western Australia; and

3 register our grave concern over the handling of the appointments of the
chair and members of the Environmental Protection Authority.

We therefore humbly request that Parliament establish an independent inquiry
into the aforementioned affairs with a view to affirming and re-establishing a
strong, independent and credible environmental protection system in Western
Australia.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty hound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 267 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: 1 direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 59)

CRIME (SERIOUS AND REPEAT OFFENDERS) SENTENCING ACT
Third Report - Tabling

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) 12.16 pm]: As the Minister
responsible for reporting on and reviewing the Crime (Serious and Repeat Offenders)
Sentencing Act 1992 1 hereby table the third report. This report is tabled pursuant to
section 13(1) of the Act which requires the Minister to monitor, review and report on the
operation and effectiveness of this Act and the extent to which its provisions are being
applied and to report to the Parliament at not more than three monthly intervals. This
report was officially presented to me in June 1993 by the convener of the review
committee, Hon Ernie Bridge MLA. The report focuses on the effect of the Act on
Aboriginal offenders, the over-representation of Aborigines in the juvenile justice system
and the lack of success of rehabilitation programs for young Aboriginal offenders. The
third report also makes a number of recommendations concerning programs established
under the direction and policies of the previous Government. The Government is
currently considering these recommendations.
It was originally estimated that a hard core group of 30 to 40 offenders, if they continued
to offend, would come within the terms of the Act. The first, and to dare the only
juvenile serious repeat offender, a 14 year old male, came within the terms of the Act
subsequent to an escape from detention followed by the committing of further offences.
That offender was sentenced on 30 November 1992. To date, the only adult serious
repeat offender was a 25 year old tribal Aboriginal, a glue sniffer who was sentenced
under the Act on 9 February 1993. The Act otherwise does not appear to have operated
on the target group and this has been attributed to difficulties with the application of the
term "conviction appearance". In addition, although finding offenders guilty of the
offences charged and coming within the terms of the Act, a magistrate may choose not to
proceed to a conviction.
The Crime (Serious and Repeat Offenders) Sentencing Act is arguably the single most
controversial piece of legislation in Western Australia. Amendment to the legislation to
improve its effectiveness is the subject of close consideration; however, it is the
Government's further intention to comprehensively address the shortcomings of this
legislation, as well as to make provision for a number of other matters through the
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introduction of a young offenders Act, a sentencing Act and amendments to the Bail Act.
Each of chose legislative instruments will impact upon matters currently subject to
provisions of the Crime (Serious and Repeat Offenders) Sentencing Act.

Point of Order
Mr CATANIA: Mr Speaker, would you advise the Attorney General that she should
slow down or speak up; I cannot hear her. I am interested in what she is saying.
The SPEAKER: There is no point of order. Difficulty has existed with the three minute
ministerial speeches, as I have said several times. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has quite generously said chat he will give the Attorney General more time. Hie is a
powerful figure, so perhaps the Attorney General could take note of what he said.

Debate Resumed
Mrs EDWARLDES: I was also conscious of the fact that often, when the three minutes
elapse, we are told to sit down.
Consequently, and in accordance with section 12 of the Act, the Crime (Serious and
Repeat Offenders) Sentencing Act will lapse on 8 March 1994 under the sunset clause.
In the meantime, the strategic and specialist services division of the Ministry of Justice
will continue to monitor and analyse the crime trends with reference to the Crime
(Serious and Repeat Offenders) Sentencing Act.
In addition, the Government has recently established a Juvenile Justice Advisory
Council. The formation of the council reflects the Government's commitment and
determination to upgrade the Advisory Committee on Young Offenders through a shift in
focus resulting from increased community representation. The terms of reference for the
advisory council also include a reference to monitor the impact of the Crime (Serious and
Repeat Offenders) Act on juvenile offenders.
Finally, I would like to thank the convenor, Hon Ernie Bridge, and committee members
for their contribution and submission of their third, and final, report. Further reports on
the operation and effectiveness of the Crime (Serious and Repeat Offenders) Sentencing
Act will continue to be presented at the appropriate times in accordance with section
130I) of the Act.
The report was cabled.
[See paper No 239.)

[Questions without notice taken.]

COMMITTEES, PARLIAMENTARY
Council Personnel Appointment

Message from the Council received and read notifying the personnel of sessional
committees appointed by that House.

MOTION - STANDING COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT
Jntergovernmental Agreements and Uniform Legislation Schemes

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [2.52 pm]: I move -

That -

(a) a Standing Committee be established for the duration of the 34th
Parliament to inquire into, consider and report on matters relating to
proposed or current intergovernmental agreements and uniforr legislative
schemes involving the Commonwealth, States and Territories, or any
combination of States and Territories without the participation of the
Commonwealth;
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(b) when considering draft agreements and legislation, the committee shall
use its best endeavours to meet any rime limits notified to the committee
by the responsible Minister;

(c) the committee shall consider and, if the committee considers a report is
required, repont on any matter within three months; but if it is unable to
report in three months, it shall report its reasons to the Assembly;

(d) each member, while otherwise qualified, shall continue in office until
discharged, notwithstanding any prorogation of the Parliament;

(e) no member may be appointed or continue as a member of the committee if
that member is a Presiding Officer or a Minister of the Crown;

(f) when a vacancy occurs on the committee during a recess or a period of
adjournment in excess of 2 weeks the Speaker may appoint a member to
fill the vacancy until an appointment can be made by the Assembly;

(g) the committee has power to send for persons and papers, to sit on days
over which the House stands adjourned, to move from place to place, to
report from time to time, and to confer with any committee of the
Legislative Council which is considering similar matters;

(h) if the Assembly is not sitting, a report may be presented to the Clerk of the
Legislative Assembly who shall thereupon take such steps as are
necessary and appropriate to publish the report; and

(i) in respect of any matter not provided for in this resolution, the standing
orders and practices of the Legislative Assembly relating to select
committees shall apply.

Members will be aware that in 1992 the Parliament established a Select Committee on
Parliamentary Procedures for Uniform Legislation Agreements. That committee was
established because of concerns raised in the Parliament relating to the proposal for
financial institutions legislation based on. the template model whereby Western
Australian law would automatically adopt the Financial Institutions (Queensland) Act
1992, and any amendments made by the Queensland Parliament. The select committee,
which I had the honour to chair, reported to the Parliament on 27 August 1992. The
committee's 13 recommendations are set out at pages 45 to 51 of its report.
The motion before the House is to implement the recommendations of the select
committee, and in particular I refer members to recommendation 3 which proposed that a
standing committee be established to consider and review intergovernmental agreements
and uniform legislation schemes. The recommendation does refer to this committee
being a joint committee of both Houses, but given the existence of a relevant standing
committee in the Legislative Council, namely the Constitutional Affairs and Statutes
Revision Committee, which would be considering similar matters, term of reference (g)
provides for this standing committee to confer with that Legislative Council committee.
This motion establishes a standing committee with terms of reference which will enable
it to carry out the important tasks and functions which the select committee recognised
ought to be undertaken.
It is particularly important in a federation that the Western Australian Parliament and its
members be kept fully informed of proposed uniform legislation - whether it be
complementary Commonwealth and State legislation, or model legislation to be enacted
by the State Parliaments without any Commonwealth legislation. For example, the
financial institutions legislation did not involve a Commonwealth Act The
establishment of a committee on the lines proposed in the motion will enable the House
and its members to be kept informed of such legislation and provide an appropriate forum
in which members can express their views and opinions on legislation which has, for
example, been developed in Commonwealth and State ministerial councils.
In particular I draw members' attention to the terms of reference for the committee which
not only relate to uniform legislation schemes involving Commonwealth, State and
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Territory legislation, but also encompass proposed or current intergovernmental
agreements.
This committee will enable the Western Australian Parliament to be apprised of and
comment on, intergovernmental agreements and legislation and thereby exercise the vital
function of ensuring that this State's interests, responsibilities and powers, are properly
exercised and adequately maintained in the context of Australia's Federal constitutional
arrangements. This committee will represent a new and responsible undertaking in the
field of Commonwealth-State relations and federalism. It is the Government's belief that
these are important matters and that they will protect and promote the interests of all
Western Australians. That, I am sure, is an objective which all members of the House
support.
I commend the motion to the House.
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Minister for Resources Development) [2.58 pm]: In
days of free and open interstate trade and the greater transport of goods and services, it is
important to have uniform standards. However, we should consciously keep in place the
sovereignty of the various Parliaments. I support the motion and commend the Attorney
General for her initiative.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [2.59 pm]: The Opposition will not oppose the
establishment of this committee. However, speaking personally, I am very much an
Australian and a nationalist. One of the most pressing needs in this country is uniformity
of legislation and standards across all the States. For example, it is estimated that in the
building industry the lack of uniform standards and uniform building approval
regulations and legislation across Australia costs the building industry almost $1 billion a
year. Those sorts of costs cannot continue to be met. If we are to be truly internationally
competitive and truly Australian we must, where possible, operate under the same
standards and service provisions available in all other States. That was of such enormous
import to the founders of the Australian Constitution that they inserted section 92 with
the intent that no State would inhibit trade, industry and commerce between States. It is
true that particular section in many ways has been abused with later decisions and, in my
view, has caused a greater degree of constitutional mischief than the Mabo decision.
However, my concern is that although the Government is moving this motion, it is not
committed to national standards and uniform legislation. I suspect that it is not seeking
to support, encourage and expedite the development of uniform legislation and uniform
standards, but rather sees this committee as a device to delay and where possible to
frustrate uniform legislation being achieved.
I also emphasise that the nature of this committee is critically important. Its role will be
to liaise with all the Ministers who are involved in the ministerial council meetings where
uniform legislation or standards are discussed. They will have the first knowledge of
what the Ministers are up to. That knowledge will be the primary source for the
Parliament to consider any legislation that might come before it to effect the uniformity
that is desired. To that extent it is critically important that the committee is seen to be
independent; I would put it on a par for accountability with the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee and the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated
Legislation. Its affairs must be conducted in a bipartisan way with only the good interest
of the State and the residents of Western Australia as its paramount consideration. I hope
that when the Attorney General moves to establish the composition of this committee she
sees her way clear to appoint an equal number of Government and Opposition members,
and the member for Floreat as an independent member. That will ensure that both sides
of the House have an equal weight in the opinions that are brought to the House. The
Government has nothing to lose by such a composition. The committee will be advisory
only in the sense that it will receive the information from the Ministers, do its work and
then report to the Minister and the Parliament. It will then be for the Parliament to
determine what it does with the recommendations and information it provides. The
Government obviously has the numbers in this House to deal with its recommendations
and not to accept them if it chooses. However, owing to the nature of the work the
committee will be doing and the importance to the national and State interests, it is
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essential that we ensure its bipartisanship. That would be achieved if the Attorney
General agreed to two members from the Government, two members from the formal
Opposition - that is the Labor Party - and the Independent member for Floreat. On that
basis the Opposition would not oppose the establishment of this committee.
DR CONSTABLE (Floreat) [3.02 pm]: It is nearly a year since the Select Committee
on Parliamentary Procedures for Uniform Legislation Agreements reported. The time
has come for this standing committee to be set up and for us to get on with the work that
the select committee recommended. In moving this motion today the Attorney General
referred to some of the circumstances surrounding uniform legislation which was related
to non-bank financial institutions that we looked at last year. What occurred in that
circumstance last year was quite unacceptable. That is the impetus for setting up this
select committee. We must ensure that that does not occur again. That is why we are
examining tbis motion today.
It is worth reminding ourselves and members who were not in this House last year of
what occurred. The legislation for non-bank financial institutions was developed by the
State and Territory Ministers. Its purpose, with which I think we all agree, was to create
national standards for non-bank financial institutions. It was not what was proposed that
was the problem, but how they went about doing it. No input was made from this
Parliament to that legislation, nor was input received from the Parliamentary Counsel.
The enabling legislation, which was second read the day before the close of the autumn
session last year, was done in a quick fashion, late at night. Insufficient time was made
available to scrutinize the Bill and, worse still, the principal Act was not provided with
the enabling legislation. Members did not see what they were passing. It is a great
shame that that was allowed to occur. However, we were given an ultimatum: If we did
not pass the legislation by 1 July new regulations would be introduced in other States,
this State would lag behind, and chaos would be created for the non-bank financial
institutions.
As a result, this Parliament passed the legislation in a rush. It did not give it full
consideration; in fact, members had not seen most of what they were dealing with. That
legislation removed fundamental rights and duties. The legislation passed last year
cannot be amended by this Parliament. Amendments are proposed in ministerial council
and they are passed in the Queensland Parliament, as are regulations. It is possible that a
ministerial council, as a group of Ministers from States and Territories around Australia,
would decide on amendments. Our own Minister in this Parliament may not even agree
to those amendments, but they could be passed in the Queensland Parliament and would
automatically become law in Western Australia. That is the sort of issue the select
committee uncovered in its investigations and that has led to this recommendation today.
It should be of great concern to us all that that occurred and we should ensure that it does
not happen again. A previous speaker stated that ministerial councils play a crucial role
in developing these uniform schemes. In effect, this Parliament is delegating its law
making role to our Minister in the ministerial council. Therefore, we have a grave
obligation to ensure that we scrutinize what our Ministers do as representatives on those
ministerial councils. In the past Parliament has had to be a rubber stamp when legislation
has been brought before it in that way. It is time that the Executive, and the Parliament in
this case, was made accountable by our scrutinizing what we are to pass. That is crucial.
Appendix 7 of the report of the Select Committee on Parliamentary Procedures for
Uniform Legislation Agreements lists 48 Commonwealth ministerial councils; that is, 48
councils beavering away, looking at the possibility of uniform agreements and
legislation. It is reported in appendix 5 of the report that in the short time the committee
had to investigate this matter, 22 pieces of proposed uniform legislation were being
considered by ministerial councils. I agree that the work of this committee will be fairly
solid and will approach that of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee
in importance.
It is no secret that I would support this standing committee, having been on the select
committee and having given notice earlier in the session of a similar motion to that of the
Attorney General. Ministers should be required to report to the Parliament through the
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standing committee. The committee will have an important role in the Parliament in
fulfilling its responsibility to the people of Western Australia. I am an advocate, as are
many other members, of a vibrant and strong committee system. The institution of this
committee will add to the committee system in no small way. The royal commission
made a number of comments about the role of committees in Parliament. It is important
to reflect on that today with this important committee's being established.
The royal commission urges the Parliament to lend its efforts to die fulfilment of its
review obligation as a matter of urgency by using parliamentary committees. We are
taking heed of what the royal commission has asked this Parliament to do. Currently, a
number of uniform schemes are in place, as I have indicated. It is ironic that one such
scheme relating to uniform credit laws was announced in The Weekend Australian.
When we examine that issue members on both sides of the House will probably agree
that it is important to have uniform credit laws. It is not what is being suggested, but how
it is being done. There is more than a touch of irony that this matter was reported. The
article states -

The draft Bill will now be released for two months' consultation on "technical
issues" before "template" legislation is put to the Queensland Parliament during
the Autumn session next year.
But this period of public consultation would not alter the substance of the Bill,
South Australia's Minister for Consumer Affairs, Ms Levy, said after the meeting.
"There will be no policy change. There are technical matters which do need to be
discussed but we are not reopening policy discussions."

It has all been decided for us. It will be enacted as a template model throu 'gh the
Queensland Parliament. Therefore, a year later exactly the same thing is being presented
to us. It is opportune that today is the day we are looking at setting up a standing
committee to look at such matters.
The main recommendation of the Select Committee on Delegation of Parliament's
Legislative Function which was established last year was the setting up of this standing
committee. The select committee's report sees the role of this standing committee as
reviewing schemes and agreements, reporting to Parliament on them, ensuring the
accountability of Ministers to the Parliament and making sure that members know what
is contained in legislation which will be enacted. All members would agree that the
select committee worked extremely well and harmoniously.
It is interesting to consider the previous speaker's comments about the composition of the
committee. It is also interesting to reflect on the fact that the motion to establish the
select committee was moved by the then Premier. The committee comprised three non-
government members and two Government members. One of the non-government
members who served on the select committee was the chairperson, and I refer to the
Attorney General, who moved this motion today. The select committee provided a
model which may be adopted by this standing committee. We witnessed the importance
of that select committee's work and its method of operation should be considered by this
House. It would certainly add a powerful element to the accountability of this committee
and the Parliament if we were to do so.
It is no secret from my comments and my notice of motion that I have a special interest in
participating in the committee. It is no secret that I support the notion of committees
which have a special accountability role, given the findings of the Royal Commission
into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters and what took place in this
State in the 1980s- Instead of being passive recipients of legislation, it is time we became
active participants. I support the motion.
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [3-11 pm]: I thank members
opposite for their remarks. It is interesting to reflect on the hard work that the select
committee undertook in a very short time span. I do not think that anybody expected that
would occur. I thank the members of the committee for their hard work. I am pleased
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that we will now see the implementation of the recommendations of that select
committee.
Question put and passed.

Appointment of Select Committee
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [3.12 pm]: I move -

That the following members be appointed to serve on the select committee -

The member for Albany (Mr Prince), the member for Geraldion (Mr
Bloffwirch), the member for Whitford (Mr Johnson), the member for
Floreat (Dr Constable), and the member for Ashburton (Mr Riebeling).

MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [3.13 pm]: Quite obviously the Opposition will not
accept the membership proposed by the Attorney General. Indeed, I consider it an
outrage for two reasons: Firstly, the Attorney General asked the Opposition for
nominations last night and they were given to her. Secondly, at no stage has the Attorney
General indicated to me or to the Leader of the Opposition, through the Leader of the
House, that she did not intend to accept the Opposition's recommendations. Instead of a
bipartisan approach to this committee it will have as its membership, three Government
members, one Independent Liberal and one Opposition member. If that is the Attorney
General's understanding of a bipartisan approach and an indication of the importance she
attaches to the work of the committee, I am very sad for the future of this State under her
stewardship.
This motion is an outrage and I do not know of a previous occasion on which the
Opposition has been reduced to one member on a committee. If this is an indication of
the standards we will have from this Government, I fear for the reputation of this
Parliament. This Parliament will simply become the laughing stock it deserves to
become if this is the way the Government is going to conduct itself. The idea of these
committees is that their work is undertaken in a bipartisan way. The work of these
committees is important and must enhance the work of the Parliament and our role as
parliamentarians. The Attorney General is treating this concept with absolute disrespect
and in a way that will bring this Parliament, the Government and herself into disrepute.
I formally request there be a ballot under Standing Order No 355, and I urge the Attorney
General to reconsider the nominations she has made to this-standing committee.
The SPEAKER: When a ballot is called for the provisions of Standing Order No 355
apply. It says that a ballot shall be held to elect the members of a Select Committee if
any member so demands. In accordance with the practice of the House the bells will be
rung, the ballot will take place, with each member being given a ballot paper on which
the names of five members must be written. The votes will be counted by the clerks at
the Table and the members who receive the most votes will be elected.
I ask that the bells be rung.
[Bells rung.]
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell has called for a ballot and I will read
out the rules, which are very simple. A ballot will now be held to determine the, members
of the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation Agreements. Each member in the
Chamber will receive a ballot paper to vote for the members who will comprise the select
committee. The names of five members must be written on each paper to indicate a vote
for each of those members. The order of the names on the paper is not relevant. Any
paper which contains more or less than five names is invalid. When members have
completed their vote they must keep it until the ballot box is brought to them to place the
ballot paper in. The votes will be tallied by the Clerks at the Table and the five members
who receive the most votes will be elected. If two or more members have arn equal
number of votes for the last place or places on the committee, a second ballot will be held
to determine that place or those places. Only those members who achieve an equality of
votes for that place or those places shall continue as candidates in the second ballot.
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I appoint the member for Geraldion and the member for Northern Rivers as scrutineers.
It has been put to me, wisely, that it may be that those persons may be candidates and, if
so, I ask them to indicate whether that is the case. As the member for Northern Rivens
and the member for Gcraldton have both indicated they will be candidates, I appoint the
member for Perth as scrutineer for the Opposition and the member for Wellington as
scrutineer for the Government.

Point of Order
Mr RIPPER: Perhaps the Speaker could advise the House of the names of the candidates
in the ballot before we proceed.
The SPEAKER: As I understand, that is not the practice. Members must determine the
names of their candidates, which are not given to the House.

Debate Resumed
The SPEAKER: As all ballot papers have been collected by the officers, I direct that
they be brought to the Clerks' table for counting.

Result of Ballot
The SPEAKER: Order! The result of the ballot is as follows: The member for Floreat,
49 votes; the member for Ashburton, 49 votes; the member for Whitford, 48 votes; the
member for Geraltiton, 47 votes; and the member for Albany, 28 votes. Therefore, those
five members will be members of the committee.

BILLS (2) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Disability Services Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Minson (Minister for Disability Services), and
read a first time.

2. Environmental Protection Amendment Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Minson (Minister for the Environment), and
read a first time.

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 3 August.
MS WARNOCK (Perth) [3.39 pm]: In this debate on the Supply Bill I will address the
subject of domestic or family violence, and I urge Government members to treat this
matter with the seriousness we believe it deserves.
During the election campaign - and indeed last month, as I recall, on domestic violence
awareness day - the Attorney General said that violence against women, for ftht is what
most family violence amounts to, was far too common and a slur on our society.
Recently her colleague the Minister for Community Development told a group of women
in Bunbury, "At this stage no domestic violence legislation will be introduced into the
Parliament as existing laws are already in place to allow the problem to be dealt with."
The Opposition believes family violence must be dealt with as a crime. It also believes
the Government should act on the recommendation of the Domestic Violence Advisory
Council, which last year said that new, tougher Jaws should be introduced. Other States,
including those which have Governments of a conservative bent, have introduced this
tougher legislation.
One has to ask why this Government is so hesitant to go down the same path. Other
States, including those with conservative Governments, have continued the work in this
area that had been going on for some years under previous Labor Governments, rather
than reinventing the wheel, tossing out or ignoring previous good research on this subject
and calling for another review of the same area. The Minister for Community
Development has not yet said what he will do about domestic violence, but it must be
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said that the signs are not favourable. People who work in the area are beginning to
come to members of the Opposition with concerns about a Government that appears to
lack the will and commitment to protect women from violence in the home.
The Minister appears to be about to turn his back on research and knowledge about this
subject that, to my knowledge, has been developed over the past 20 years or so. I have
worked in the area. I spent two years working in women's refuges in the 1970s as a
volunteer so I have some personal knowledge of the subject.
Before its defeat in the February election the then Government pledged that it would
introduce legislation of this sort in this session. This Government has reduced resources
to small community groups which work in the domestic violence area. The domestic
violence policy and research section of the Office of the Family has been abolished and
projects such as the Aboriginal family violence program have been frozen. Signals to
workers in the field, to people who have researched the subject extensively for many
years with the aim of preventing the all too prevalent violence to women and their
children, suggest a less than total commitment from the Minister.
Overseas research - there are good models for a new approach both in America and New
Zealand - suggests that more than a legislative change is necessary to achieve a major
reduction in family violence. The people who work in this field believe that we need
more than legislation to address the problem. Last year legislation recommended by the
previous Government's Domestic Violence Advisory Council - I have its report with me -
included such features as powers for police to enter without a warrant any place where
family violence has occurred or is occurring, to detain a person for a reasonable period
for the purpose of serving a restraining order where there is imminent danger of personal
injury as a result of family violence, and to confiscate firearms. I have spoken to a
number of people over the past few days who have reservations about aspects of the
legislation. Nonetheless, there is still universal support for strong legislation of some
kind. News of the Government's decision not to introduce legislation came, ironically,
on domestic violence awareness day last month. This decision puts the Government out
of step with other Governments, including other conservative Governments. Others
consider this problem of family violence serious enough to introduce new, tougher
legislation. Apparently, this Government does not. Why is this Government thumbing
its nose at the rest of the country and why is it determined to go it alone on this subject?
Legislation is needed so that police are empowered and encouraged to treat family
violence as a criminal act. The importance of this change in perception cannot be
overestimated. Researchers and those who work with the victims of family violence
know that, sadly, it has been an uphill battle in our community to get society to view
family violence as a criminal act, even though it is more serious than that. It is occurring
more frequently than most of us would imagine. Because most people in our community
are not victims, the matter is also hidden. It happens in a private place and can be hidden
away for several years. Legislation is a very necessary part of working toward that
change, as is the community work started by the previous Government.
I mentioned models for change in America and New Zealand. In Armadale work is
going on similar to that in models operating in Duluth in America and Hamilton in New
Zealand. It involves interagency coordination to bring about criminal justice intervention
in family violence. This model depends on police having the power and the willingness
to intervene in domestic violence, and on follow-up work with both the victims and the
perpetrators. It also depends on community acceptance of the idea that family violence is
a crime and must not be tolerated. This multifaceted approach of working with the
victims, perpetrators and the criminal justice system is now generally accepted as the
right way to stem family violence and to make women who have suffered these attacks
feel secure in their own homes. Nobody should live in fear in their own homes, and far
too many in our community do. This approach which is so important could very easily
be threatened if die good work which has already been done is not supported by the
Government and if the required new legislation is not introduced.
Over the past several days I have spoken to a number of workers and researchers in this
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field. People have worked hard for the victims of family violence to find successful
strategies to prevent these assaults and to change the community's attitude about them.
These people are alarmed at the signals they are getting from this Government. Some say
they doubt the Government's commitment to women and to the issue of stopping
domestic violence. A couple of days ago one person said, "I think the Minister is
operating from a set of prejudices on this subject; he sees family violence simply as a
personal problem, a psychological problem for a single individual, and he believes there
is something wrong with the victims of violence as well". Many people working in the
field see it as both a personal problem and a social problem. We must help the victim try
to assist the perpetrator to accept responsibility for this crime - that is what it is.
The community must take domestic violence seriously and view it as a criminal offence
and not simply a private matter between family members to be hushed up in front of the
neighbours. It is a criminal offence, a serious assault, and it is time that assaulting one's
spouse, partner or children was regarded with the same horror and seriousness as a
common assault on a stranger in the street. The Government should immediately
introduce legislation against domestic or family violence and continue to fund
community groups and non-Government organisations which are working at the grass
roots level to solve this problem.
Like many people in this House, I have received representations from my constituents
about the proposed workers' compensation legislation. We have heard a great deal about
that Bill over several days. I received a letter from a constituent which states -

..I am a widow . .. and have just undergone major surgery on my neck to have
a disc removed and a bone grafted from my hip onto my neck to fuse the
vertebrae where the disc was removed. All this was the result of working for a
'Print-finishing & Distribution Company'. At the time of writing I am still
receiving my weekly wage by way of 'Workers Comp'. I now understand from
my Solicitor that I could be left out in the cold with nothing to look forward to
with the present 'Legislation' being forced through Parliament by the
Government.
It would not be out of place to mention here that I have never ever received any
sort of Government hand-out by way of the pension or dole. I have worked hard
all my life, paid my taxes and dues to the Government and People of Australia
and find it very hard to comprehend being stabbed in the back by a Government
"supposedly elected by the People for the People".
Do we still live in a 'Democracy' or is it 'Communism' and 'Dictatorship' under
the disguise of 'Democracy'? Because, as I understand democracy everything is
supposed to happen by consensus and mutual agreement. In a 'democracy'
people have "RIGHTS". Does a ... lady like me have any "RIGHTS" any more?
Would I be herded to join one of the 'soup' queues at the 'Salvo's' kitchen's just
like the mile long queues we know of in Russia?
I'd rather die than stretch my hand out for 'charity'.
Please do forgive my ignorance, but, is 'Western Australia' still a 'Democracy' or
are we experiencing an era of 'Stalinism'??

I have written and spoken to this constituent, but she remains concerned so I propose to
take further action on her behalf. Her letter gives some indication of the concerns which
are growing in the community about the proposed workers' compensation legislation.
Like many of the petitions that were read in the Parliament today there is a suggestion
here that this person would like to see the workers' compensation moves, the taking away
as she sees it of the common law right, stopped immediately. I raise this matter on her
behalf.
Theme has been much discussion over many years, and certainly during the recent election
campaign, about the so-called northern by-pass. This road has been on the books of the
Main Roads Department for many years and on the plans of the East Perth
Redevelopment Authority. This proposed road arouses strong feelings in the people who
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live in my electorate, most notably people in East Perth and around Northbridge. During
the last campaign many representations were made to me by many different people -
shopkeepers, residents and people who live in the electorate of Perth - about the proposed
bridge and the northern by-pass. I came to the conclusion from reading, thinking and
talking about this issue over a number of months, that it was not a good idea. It is a plan,
left over from a long time ago, which has very little relevance to the current planning of
the area. I have said many times publicly and in letters to constituents that I ani totally
opposed to the road. We must find another solution; that is, if it is necessary to move
traffic through the area. I do not see the need for it, and most people around that area do
not either.
The major fear about the moad is that it will totally destroy the amenity of life of people
who live in the area. It will destroy the character of Northbridge. Like Fremantle,
Northbridge is attracting tourists and visitors to the City of Perth. The residents do not
want the amenity of life to be ruined by a giant fr-eeway or by another major road going
through the area. My remarks are likely to upset the Main Roads Department, but,
frankly, it should abandon its plans for that road. In the very near future will the
Government indicate its intentions for this moad? The people of the City of Perth want to
know what is happening. People who have property in the area, who live and work there.
or who come in to enjoy themselves there on the weekend want to know what they can
expect from this Government, and they want to know very soon. People have been
waiting for many years for a decision. The road has been on the books for a long time
and residents have not been able to sell property or to make decisions on whether they
should redevelop. They have no idea whether their properties will be resumed. It is time
for an answer and I ask the Minister for Planning and the Government to make a decision
on this road very soon. I understand from sources in various departments that a strong
possibility exists a decision will soon be made. I hope that the Government will abandon
its plans for this road entirely and, for the sake of the people who jive and work in the
area, that a decision will be announced soon.
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [3.57 pm]: Although the epidemic of mesothelioma is an
issue of importance to the Government and all members of the Parliament, it does not get
very much public attention. Last year a march on Parliament House was organised by
people who were concerned with the great havoc that this disease is wreaking on the
population of Western Australia. In Western Australia about 60 people a year die of
mesothelioma. As members will know, mesothelioma is a cancer that attacks the lungs
and the only known cause of mesothelioma is the asbestos fibre. The blue asbestos fibre
is more likely to create a mesothelioma than the white asbestos fibre. Nobody knows
which fibre will trigger the mesothelioma cancer cell development.
Mr Graham: Did you say which fibre or which size fibre?
Dr TURNBULL: I said which fibre.
Workers at Wittenoomn who were exposed to millions of these fibres may not develop
mesothelioma; yet a person exposed to one of those fibres may develop it. The disease is
contracted randomly. Of the 60 people who die each year. approximately 25 per cent are
under 40, and one in three does not have a history of exposure to asbestos in industry.
That means that there is a random chance of contracting mesothelioma simply by
walking in a building or in the street. The situation is very serious. Hal King, the
manager of the Collie Mine Workers Credit Union, a wonderful and well respected man
in the community, died in Collie about two weeks ago. He did not have a history of
smoking or any known exposure to asbestos. I think he died only. about 10 weeks after
diagnosis. The same is the case every year for at least 20 people in Western Australia,
which has one of the highest incidences of mesothelioma in the world. The reason we
have the highest incidence is considered to be related to the high content of asbestos in
our buildings and the fact that it has been used in the brake linings of many vehicles.
Statistics indicate that Australia also has a high incidence of mesothelioma, with a total
of approximately 200 deaths a year, and the rate is increasing. The number of deaths is
expected to peak in the year 2020 when 200 people will die of inesothelioma each year in
Western Australia. At least 30 per cent of those deaths will be random cases. In other
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words, 80 people a year will suddenly discover they have mesocheliomna, which is related
to asbestos. It is impossible to undo all the buildings and constructions that took place in
the past. Moves have been made to remedy the situation by changing brake linings and
construction materials. Other responsible action we can take in Western Australia is to
examine the treatment and management of mesothelioma.
Mr Graham: Are you going to put warning signs at Wittenoomn?
Dr TURNBULL: I am of the view that people should not live there, but if they do they
must be made aware of the risks. The same goes for tourists who should receive advice
through publicity material of the risk of entering that town. However, I do not think it
will stop many tourists from going there. There are many stickybeaks who will enter a
place out of curiosity when risks are present. For example, people visit The Gap at
Albany and, consequently, every so often someone is swept off the rocks by a large
wave.
Mr Graham: The statistics you have just given about mesothelioma and its sole source
being Wittenoomn -

Dr TURNBULL: The member for Pilbara has misunderstood me. I did not say that the
sole source of the cause of mesothelionia was Wittenoom. As I explained, probably at
least half the sufferers have not had exposure to Wittenoom.
Mr Graham: Have you read the book Blue Murder?
Dr TURNBULL: Yes. My interest in the subject arose when the first mesotheliomna
patient was brought into Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital in the early 1960s when I was a
medical student there. The disease was first truly understood in the late 1950s when the
first case appeared at the Park Chest Hospital. I am addressing this issue today to
heighten the awareness of Parliament and the people of Western Australia to this
condition which can strike people with no record of exposure to asbestos. They may be
ordinary people walking down St George's Terrace every day or people who have been
around buildings which include asbestos in their construction. I want to raise people's
awareness because it is important that Western Australia develop research into the
treatment of mesotheliomna; it is something we can offer those unknown people who will
be struck down with the disease. We cannot prevent random specks of asbestos moving
through the air. We can do the best we can, but they will continue to be in the air for
many years yet.
As I said earlier, it is predicted that in 2020 statistically the epidemic will peak at 1 000
deaths a year in Australia. It is becoming an epidemic and we must see what Western
Australia can do to assist those people. One area in which Western Australia can
contribute is research. A very fine research unit exists in Western Australia at Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital, headed by Dr Bill Musk and assisted by Dr Bruce Robinson,
where treatment is being managed in the best possible way. However, proper treatment
trials are needed under the supervision of appropriate experts. No money is available for
the management of those clinical treatment trials. Money from the National Health and
Medical Research Council and other areas such as the State Government Insurance
Office is allocated for research only within the laboratory. I refer to an article in The
West Australian of 23 September 1992 which reads -

The State Opposition would spend $1.4 million on research into asbestos-related
diseases if it came to power.
The pledge campe just two weeks after angry protesters marched on Parliament
House and demnanded the State Government increase finance for research into the
deadly diseases.
Labour Relations Minister Yvonne Henderson -

She was the Minister for Labour Relations at the time.
- told the protesters to turn to the private sector for the much-needed money
instead of relying solely on the Government.
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Mr Graham interjected.
Dr TURNBULL: Yes. The Government still has a moral responsibility through the
health service to provide management of this disease. The article continues -

Opposition leader Richard Court has toured the respiratory research centre and
clinical laboratories at the Queen Elizabeth Medical Centre and said the
Government had neglected its responsibilities to mesochelioma victims.
"We are in the process of finalising our own health policy in the lead-up to the
next election and we have tried not to make a lot of financial commitments that
we can't meet," he said.
But the success of the research into asbestos-related diseases was critical and
depended on long tern finance from both government and private industry.
"The work of this world-renowned team deserves Government support - for the
sake of chose people suffering from asbestos-related diseases and the medical
team here who are working towards finding a cure," he said.
Finance for the research, now at about $500,000 a year, is provided through
private and Government grants.

Those come mainly from national medical research grants. The article continues -

The head of the department of respiratory medicine, Professor Bill Musk, said
though the promised finance would be a welcome boost, it would not lead to a
cure.

As I have explained already, the best thing we can do at the moment is work on the
treatment and eventually look at the possibility of a cure. The cure research will come
along with treatment research which needs these clinical trials. The article continues -

"Unfortunately, we are not on the brink of any magnificent breakthrough for the
cure of mesothelioma," he said.

Then Richard Court said -
So $1.4 million is not a large amount when you start adding up the number of
ongoing projects.
"it would not allow any major new initiatives but it would certainly be a
worth while contribution.

I agree. That is the situation we are in at the moment. We need the clinical trials and we
need the $1.4m to continue with those clinical trials. The queue at Sir Charles Gairtiner,
which has about 12 people in it, is not moving at the moment. There are no more people
in it because the patients die. As new patients are added to the queue the longer term
cases die. That includes young people in their twenties. A medical queue is a waiting
list that is not moving because no money is available to do the clinical trials that are
needed to put people into treatment regimes. Three weeks ago the queue started to move
because one of the residents at Sir Charles Gairduer Hospital volunteered to run the
clinical trials. However, he can deal with only one person at a time. I think it is shocking
chat in Western Australia a situation such as that exists.
I have raised this issue at this time because it is my fervent hope that, as the Government
moves into the budgetary discussions, it will keep in mind people who have
mesothelioma. As I pointed out earlier, mesorhelioma affects people randomly. Only
one asbestos fibre is needed for mesothelioma to develop; it has nothing to do with the
number one has.
Mr Thomas: Has that been established?
Dr TUJRNBUJLL: Yes, it has. It has no relationship to the amount of exposure; it takes
only one fibre for mesothelioma to develop. Of the 60 who are dying, about 30 have had
very little exposure to asbestos fibres. I am raising this issue from the point of view of a
doctor -

Im



[Wednesday, 4 August 1993] 84

Mr Taylor: Could I say about the funding levels -

Dr TURNBULL: I do not want the member's interjections because he has only just
come in and I have discussed funding.
Mr Taylor: I have been listening outside. What you have not discussed is what your
Government has done about this issue.
Dr TURNBULL: I have discussed the funding and I am not taking interjections.
Mr Taylor: It is absolutely disgraceful.
Dr TURNBULL: If the member for Kalgoorlie wants to raise an interjection, I will deal
with it.
Mr Taylor: I do.
Dr TURNBULL: On 23 September 1992. the former Minister for Industrial Relations
spoke to the crowd that came to this place asking for money. She said that it was not an
issue for the Government. Only the present Government has considered it.
Mr Taylor: What has your Government promised?
Dr TURNBULL: I will not deal with the interjections further.
I have raised this issue today as a doctor who has been involved with the mesothelioma
discussions since I was a student, which was at the beginning of the mesothelioma
epidemic in Western Australia. I have also raised it on behalf of those people who live in
my town. A patient in my town died about two weeks ago and another victim is possibly
a member of that queue which is not moving. I have raised this issue because I know that
the Government is drawing up the Budget and I want this matter included in that process.
I move now to discuss a report that will be presented very soon, the report of the
conditions set pursuant to the Environmental Protection Act 1986. This report has great
significance for the people of my electorate. Almost half of the Collie electorate is
devoted to forests, much of which is under the management of the Department of
Conservation and Land Management. As we know, the important issues relating to those
forests are the sustainable use of the resources in the forests and the volume cut from the
forests. The report will address those issues from the Government's point of view.
Importantly this report will deal with the conflicts that arise in towns such as Balingup
and Greenbushes. Many of the people who live in those towns make their livings from
the forest either as timber fellers, haulers, workers in the mills or in the processing of
wood. There is a small number of craft people who make wood into beautiful furniture,
magnificent objects of art, and who use it in buildings.
Many of the people who live in those areas do so because they appreciate the
environment of the forest. It is an environment we should all treasure and cherish. Those
who work in the forest, including the old-time timber workers, want to ensure there is
sustainable development and yield from the forest. We understand that the trees cannot
be cut down too fast because otherwise it will destroy the livelihood of those who depend
on them. The old and modern foresters all sympathise with that point of view.
Fortunately, the people who live in places such as Balingup and Greenbushes are
beginning to appreciate each other's positions. Certainly the new settlers in the area who
have moved there from the cities and the metropolitan area in search of the aesthetic
qualities of the environment of Balingup and Greenbushes are beginning to understand
that. I hope that when the report is released it will address these issues and produce some
stability in those communities.
Collie and Donnybrook also have timber mills and those communities are looking
forward to the release of this report. The jarrah forest life cycle is between 120 and 150
years and this factor must be recognised and addressed with regard to sustainable
development. The scientific group that has been considering this matter will, upon the
release of the report, be able to make definitive statements about the exact yield we
should expect from the forest and the annual cut necessary to ensure sustainable
development of the jarrah forest.
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I commend the divisional officers, scientific officers and others who work in the field for
the Department of Conservation and Land Management. I have talked to the people who
carry out the planting, those who fight the fires and others who cut the forest, and they all
have a very great appreciation of its value. Our jarrah forest is unique, as is its product. I
must also refer to the value of jarrab. It is certainly undervalued at the moment and this
State must raise its export value. About two years ago an exhibition was held in Milan at
which many items of jarrah, such as fine furniture and art objects, were displayed. The
response to that exhibition with regard to the value of jarrah has been wonderful,
particularly in Europe. Such exhibitions are important and we must take our product
overseas in its finest form and display it so that its value can be appreciated throughout
the world. There is a huge market in Asia among the increasingly large number of
middle class people and that is where the product must be displayed.
I have great pleasure in representing in this Parliament the electorate of Collie, with its
huge area of forest resource. I appreciate the opportunity today to speak on this subject
and to record my appreciation for those people who work to protect this very valuable
resource in Western Australia.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Catania.

GRIEVANCE - BUNGY TOWER, flORA LAKE
MR THOMAS (Cockbumn) [4.25 pm]: My grievance relates to the construction of a
bungy tower in my electorate. Not all members may be aware of what a bungy tower is,
theref-ire I will explain it. It is a large metal tower from which people who have jelly
rubb,-: tied to their legs jump off and enjoy the sensation of a free fall which is arrested
by the jelly rubber. The rubber stretches slowly enough to still give them the sensation of
falling, but not quickly enough to damage them, and it prevents them from hitting the
ground. It is an activity that does not have any appeal to me but has sufficient appeal to
people in the community to make it worthwhile for entrepreneurs to build these towers at
a cost of hundreds of thousands of dollars to make them available to the public. I
understand it costs about $70 a jump, of which approximately $35 is public liability
insurance. Nonetheless, the proprietors say it is a safe activity and people enjoy it.
The bungy tower was constructed in my electorate in Bibra Lake in August or September
last year. I was not aware that it was to be built and I first became aware of its existence
when I noticed it on the horizon. It is a large metal tower painted yellow. I was
surprised that the local authority gave permission for its construction because it is located
in a regional park and looks out of place. It is quite close to Adventureworld and had it
been located within chat area or in a similar low lying area its presence would nor have
been as obtrusive as it is. However, it is not on the ground of aesthetics that two
concerns have been raised by my constituents. The first is by the school next door to the
tower which is the private Waldorf school built in attractive bushland. The school
community is concerned about the developments around the school. One is a fast food
outlet which is not consistent with the existing ambience of the surrounds, and the other
is the bungy tower. The school has accepted that when it bought the land the area
adjoining it was zoned for a fast food outlet, and with the planting and maintenance of
thick bush I believe some sort of fast food outlet or restaurant could be accommodated
without destroying the ambience of the school grounds. However, the bungy tower is
quite tall and it is impossible not to see it from the school grounds. Moreover, the
expletives which people yell as they jump over the edge and fall are loud, and they
penetrate the classrooms. That has an impact on the atmosphere of the school which is
very attractive, comprising mud brick buildings in a peaceful bushland setting. The
school has taken up the matter with the local authority and with me. I cannot do much to
assist the school because the land was zoned for public recreation, and the local authority
felt it was not able to reject the application, or did not seek to do so.
The more serious objection raised by my constituents is that this tower has adversely
affected television reception within the suburb of Bibra Lake. Shortly after the tower
was built people living in Bibra Lake complained that their television reception was
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severely affected and that they were getting all sorts of interference. They surmised that
it was the radio waves bouncing off the tower chat was affecting their television
reception. They complained to the City of Cockbumn, which commissioned the
Australian Broadcasting Authority, an authority of the Commonwealth Government, to
conduct a study. The ABA came out with measuring devices and studied the television
reception in the area, and it concluded that the bungy tower casts a triangular shadow
across the lake and the residential part of Bibra Lake, causing severe interference with
local television reception.
The ABA said that three options were open to the residents to ameliorate the effect of the
bungy tower upon their television reception. The first option was for each resident to
spend a couple of hundred dollars to instal a better antenna. That would make it possible
for the residents to pick up television signals without the interference caused by the
signals reflecting off the bungy tower. The second option was to remove the metal grille
on the bungy tower. However, that is not a practical option because it is a structural
feature, and if it were removed and replaced with some other material it would affect the
structural integrity of the tower. The third option was to place translators on the tower
which would beam corrected signals onto the residents and fix up their television
reception. Those translators cost between $5 000 and $25 000 each, and there would
have to be one for each channel, so depending upon which type of translator was found to
be necessary, the total cost would be between $25 000 and $125 000.
From memory, about 180 houses are affected by the tower. The first option is that the
residents of that area would have to spend, say. $72 000 to replace their television
antennae in order to enjoy the television reception which they enjoyed previously.
Another option would be for the proprietor of the tower to pay that $72 000 to the
residents so that they could buy those television antennae, or to put translators on the
tower at a total cost of between $25 000 and $125 000. The problem is whether the
proprietor will do that or can be required to do that. Justice would suggest that the
proprietor should do that. The residents were there first and were enjoying good
television reception - for example, watching the cricket, particularly last summer when a
number of them first made representations to me - and their quality of life has been
affected significantly by this business which has come into their area uninvited.
I followed up the report from the ABA with the Federal Minister for Communications,
Senator Collins, and I was told that there is no authority under the Commonwealth to
require people who erect a building to undertake certain action in order to maintain
unimpeded access to radio and television signals. At law, apparently no-one has a right
to good television reception. Therefore, there is no joy to be had in approaching the
Commonwealth. The local authority has already given the proprietor of this business a
building permit, so it would appear that there is no comeback with the local authority at
this stage to require the operators of the tower to install translators or to subsidise the cost
of the residents' buying new antennae. There is no avenue at the Commonwealth or local
government level for the residents to achieve satisfaction.
My grievance is to the Minister for Planning. I would like the Minister for Planning to
check the planning legislation to see whether it is possible to retrospectively require the
proprietor of this tower to modify the tower in such a way that the television reception of
the residents in that area is not affected, and to ensure that, in future, building approvals
have regard to the impact a building will have on the television and radio reception of
nearby residents.
MR OMODEI (Warren - Minister for Local Government) [4.35 pm]: The Minister for
Planning is not here, so I rise to respond to the member for Cockbiurn's grievance. I will
bring this matter to the Minister's attention and ensure that the member is given a formal
response to his concern. It is interesting to note that the bungy jumping tower is privately
owned and is situated on land zoned for private recreation under the metropolitan region
scheme. It is interesting also that the member proposes that the Minister for Planning
look at some kind of retrospective arrangement. The Opposition has been making quite a
lot of noise about retrospectivity since Parliament has resumed. I understand that at the
time of approval in May 1992, the State Planning Commission thoroughly investigated
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the proposal and assessed it in respect of safety, zoning and amenity. In this context, the
cower's location on the site was changed to reduce its visual impact on the surrounding
areas. In all other aspects, the development was considered permissible for the site.
Therefore, under the previous Labor Government, the Planning Commission considered
that the bungy jumping tower was pernissible. That tower is about 70 metres high, and
there is no doubt that it does create an impact on the horizon.
Mr Thomas: Particularly because it is painted yellow!
Mr OMODEI: Perhaps the proprietor could be approached by the member for Cockburn,
as the local member, to change the colour or to put some kind of screen around the tower.
Mr Thomas: We are worried not about the colour but about the television reception.
Mr OMODEI: That raises another important issue. I understand that there are no
residential areas immediately to the east, south or north, and that there are some new
subdivisions to the west which will be in proximity but which are only now being built.
Mr Thomas: There are residential areas to the east, on the other side of Bibra Lake.
Mr OMODEI: I understand that the television signal comes from the east, so I find it
strange -

Mr Thomas: 'he signal bounces back.
Mr OMODET: My advice is that the poor television reception would probably have been
there under the previous Labor Government. Why was the member for Cockburn not
approached about those concerns as the local member? Was the member approached
before the election?
Mir Thomas: Yes, and I took it up with the ABA, and it said it had no authority.
Mr OMODEI: Did the member take it to the State Planning Commission at that stage, or
to the previous Administration?
Mr Thomas: The State Government has not hitherto been involved; it has been the local
authority and the Commonwealth.
Mr OMODET: I hope this is not another example of the previous Labor Government's
dumping another burden on the new coalition Government.
Mr Ripper: This is just a problem that some people in his electorate have, and he would
like you to solve it.
Mr OMODEI: I understand that. I have given a commitment that the Minister for
Planning will be advised of the problem. I understand the problems associated with
television reception. I can tell the member for Belmont chat many country people, at
their own expense, must construct towers in order to provide them with decent television
reception. There are many places in my electorate where the footprint does not even
cover the area and there is poor reception, so the member does not have to tell me about
television reception. I have a good understanding of the matter. I commiserate with the
people affected by poor television reception. I hope it has been substantiated that the
tower is the reason for the poor reception. If that is the case I am sure the Minister for
Planning will investigate the matter and give an appropriate response. At the same time,
it is within the member's bailiwick and he can approach the proponents about the
problem to see if they can find a way to change the structure or to put in place another
proposition.
Mr Thomas: I have.
Mr OMODET: Has the member been well received?
Mr Thomas: I write letters; I receive no response from my telephone calls.
Mr OMODEI: Perhaps the member should change his approach to the owners of the
structure.
Mr Thomas: I write very quiet letters.
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Mr OMODET: I can imagine the impact of the tower on nearby schools. I can only give
a commitment to the member for Cockburn chat I will raise the matter with the Minister
for Planning and ensure that the member receives an appropriate response.

GRIEVANCE - MENTALLY DISABLED, RURAL AREAS
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [4A41 pm]: I direct my grievance to the inister for
Disability Services as it relates to mentally handicapped people in rural Western
Australia. I have considerable concern about this situation. The numbers involved are
not high but the problems are immense. The pressures on families with mentally
handicapped children, in many cases, are beyond breaking point.
Mr DL. Smith: The main pressure is that many families must travel to Perch to receive
services.
Mr TRENORDEN: I understand that. I agree in part with the previous Government's
policy about mentally handicapped people in the community. However, it cannot be a
100 per cent policy. It never could be, because some people will never fit within given
parameters. In Northam, TAFE runs a course to help family members receive training to
look after mentally and physically disabled people. It is a fantastic course but it does not
change the fact that some families are under such great pressure that it disrupts family
life.
I am aware of many cases in my electorate but I refer now to two cases because they
represent both ends of the spectrum. One family has four children including a mentally
handicapped girl of 13 years of age. She attends a special school in Northam, which does
an excellent job. Many similar students have gone trough the school. That situation is
perfectly acceptable but the problem is chat when these students reach the normal age at
which they should leave school they have nowhere to go. Though mentally disabled
people have a lower standard than the average they still are capable of learning; but the
system cannot accept them. Therefore, all these people, including those referred to by
the member for Mitchell, are pressured to go to Perth. It is not possible for all of them to
do that. The family to which I refer is fully occupied in my electorate but there is a
definite need for people to travel to Perth to be trained and educated in order to reach
their full capabilities. This cannot occur without residential care and currently no places
are available.
I know that only limited finances are available, and 1 commend the Minister for his
announcement about the $1.5m which will be available to the system, but that amount of
money will not solve the problem. We should recognise that some families must have
residential care; that is part of the problem. However, if we are to have a fully integrated
system where the mentally handicapped children can attend ordinary schools - and I
support that - the necessary resources should be made available so that the schools can
cope. Both the ordinary student and the teachers can handle normal children in the
present system but mentally handicapped children can be disruptive both in the classroom
and outside, and schools must be resourced if they are to meet the requirements of
handicapped people. Staff at schools must have the confidence to meet the requirements
of both normal and handicapped students. We all agree with that. We know that the
resources are sparse, to say the least, but these families have a very dire need.
Resources are needed in two areas - education and residential care. Families living in
rural Western Australia must be able to get their children into residential care for further
training and education in the metropolitan area, if that is where the care is available. I
would prefer to go down a different path, and were the budget healthier I would argue for
some facilities in the central wheatbelt to meet the needs of these people. Perhaps one of
the hospitals could be adapted to cake this on as part of the activities with the schools in
country communities. That is an issue for another day because that would require
resources beyond those currently available. Without the availability of residential care
these families are placed under enormous stress. It is not only the parents of the
handicapped children that are affected but also the siblings.
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I turn now to another case involving a lady of 82 years who has a husband a couple of
years older who suffers from terminal cancer. The lady also has a mentally disabled son
aged 50. She is not only wordied about her dying husband but also must cope with a 50
year old mentally disabled son. The situation is beyond her. At 82 years of age she faces
a mentally and physically difficult task. She needs respite care desperately, and not only
for a week or two. A person of that age must recharge her batteries frequently. That is
not the end of the matter, because at 82 years one must consider that one is not far away
from the end of one's life. When the parents die what will happen to the 50 year old
mentally disabled son? The parents would like to know now how that person will be
cared for in the future. That is a fundamental issue for the parents.
I really feel for those people at a time of crisis. Unfortunately I cannot do anything for
them. I would like to be able to do something because respite care and residential care
are essential. I would like to see perhaps six to eight bed houses somewhere in my
electorate which could offer a mixture of residential and respite care for mentally
disabled people and their families. If need be, I would not care if the physically disabled
people were involved as long as the mix in the household was workable for the care
providers. Respite care is easier to obtain than residential care, as the Minister says, but
respite care is not all that certain at times. It is important that we have a course now at
TAFE to train people to be the best possible care providers within their own households,
but we must also understand they will run out of steam and will need respite from their
tasks. Also residential care for some groups within our State is absolutely essential. It is
not a luxury; it is a core issue. In years to come, young people, such as the 13 year old
girl to whom I referred, will be employable in some way.
Some good work is being done in my electorate to get people into these jobs and I totally
support the people who do that sort of work. They can achieve success. We must allow
these people to reach their optimum ability through training. In the wheatbelt that can
only be done by having special training facilities attached to the local schools. There is a
big gap between those people being able to live within the community with a little
support and what is happening now. Without condemning the Minister I put to him, with
the hope that he will respond, the fact that there is a desperate need for permanent
residential care for a small number of families.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for Disability Services) [4.50 pm]: I thank the
member for Avon for his comments. He is absolutely right. I do not think anybody in
this louse would dispute that we would probably look a long way before we found a
group that needs more help than those in our society who look after disabled people or
chose who are disabled. Very often those disabled people will be looked after by people
who burn themselves out in their efforts.
In 1992 we reached a crisis point for accommodation and respite care in this State. The
ACTIV Foundation hosted meetings in the City West Centre. I attended one of those
meetings, as did the Deputy Speaker. I could not attend the second but, as shadow
Minister, I got Hon Derrick Tomlinson to attend on my behalf. It is interesting that the
very matters that the member has just raised formed the core of what caused concern at
that time, In the 10 minutes available to me I will not have time to go through all the
initiatives that have been put in place.
This is one of those areas where demand for dollars is insatiable. We simply cannot meet
the demand with the current resources so we must look at providing a range of services
that, firstly, will meet the need and, secondly, will put in place a number of programs that
will keep people out of the institutions that are so expensive. Later I will provide to the
member - I do not wish to table it - a copy of the speech I gave at a meeting at the same
venue on 28 June this year, called by ACTIV to receive the Government's response on
this matter.
I highlight a couple of things. We ackno~vedged the problem. In summary, we
announced initiatives that would support and provide respite for 560 people. The
numbers are not great, but the need is horrific. While 560 people does not sound a lot, in
the field it is a vast amount. When people go in for respite, they do not stay for a long
time. One respite bed would provide respite for perhaps a dozen people annually. We
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have taken considerable steps to meet this need. The total amount committed to date is
$3.lm. The initiatives are outlined in die speech, which the member is welcome to take.
It is significant that the media covered the protest meetings in 1992 very well.
Considerable air time and press coverage were given to the problem. Unfortunately, we
could not get one member of the media to come to the meeting called by ACIY to
spread information of the Government's response to this matter.
The first matter I will touch on deals with the 1992 disability services legislation. As the
shadow Minister I included a ninth principle in schedule I on page 29 of the Disability
Services Act, which covens the principles applicable to people with disabilities -

People with disabilities who reside in country areas have a right, as far as is
reasonable to expect, to have access to similar services provided to people with
disabilities who reside in the metropolitan area.

I have considerable feeling for this issue and I would like to thank the previous Minister,
who is sitting opposite, for his cooperation in allowing me to move for this addition to
schedule 1. It sounds fine;, it is a great principle, but it is up to the Government - I accept
responsibility for it - to see that that principle is achieved. It is contained in the speech to
which I have referred. The course of action I have approved provides funds in the 1993-
94 financial year for 15 additional families from country areas, apart from those services
they may access in the normal way as members of the community. Of those places, 15
will be reserved specifically for people from die country.
The Disability Services Bill, which was introduced and read for the first time today, will
put in place the Disability Services Commission. I have made sure that the ninth
principle in the first schedule will remain in the Bill. I have a commitment to see that
that is carried through. I have already spoken with the transitional planning committee.
Its members understand that one of the primary roles of the commission will be to see
that the people of Western Australia have proper access.
The member for Avon may be aware of the Commonwealth-State disability agreement,
something which I support and which will herald a new era in Commonwealth-State
relations. For once, we realised there was duplication and we were wasting money that
should be providing services to the people who needed them. One of the unfortunate
things is that a number of people who drive the bureaucracy in Canberra have an
ideological bent. The member suggested that beds - I do not want to put words in his
mouth - in some of the hospitals and institutions are now being emptied. Under the
agreement we are not allowed to backfill. I do not want to backfill. I want to see this
trend for community living continue, but I acknowledge that facilities are not being used
that could be used for respite. I do not want to see them used for permanent
accommodation. There are very good facilities available that, if the Commonwealth
would allow it instead of holding the whip hand of the Budget over us, we could use. It
is a shame that we cannot. We could provide considerably more respire if the
Commonwealth did not hold that whip hand. I regret that it does that.
The Government has extended across the State the local area coordination scheme which
began under the previous Administration. It is an excellent scheme. The Government
intends to build on it and use it as a vehicle for providing funding direct to either carers
or the disabled, where that is appropriate. If people can buy the service they want, rather
than having to accept the service that is provided for them, they will get much better
value. For example, someone may not want a paid person to help them bathe their child;
they may get a neighbour to do that. They would rather have the money that would be
paid to that person so they could hire someone on the weekends for respite. In other
words, discretionary funding will lead to greater flexibility for people who have to seek
respite and for those who are carers.

GRIEVANCE.- PILBARA 21, PUNDULMIJRRA COLLEGE
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [5.02 pm]: I have given some notice of this grievance to the
Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Education and to the Minister. One
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of the major impediments to the further development of the Pilbara was identified last
year in the Pilbara 21 study as the shortage of skilled labour in the region suitable to
work in the industries. The Pilbara 21 study recommended a series of initiatives aimed at
remedying that problem. It does not matter who is in Government or what stage of their
term they are at, it is a major problem which must be addressed in the Pilbara region. As
part of that process of finding solutions to that problem the Pilbara 21 study
recommended the upgrading of the Pundulmurra Aboriginal College to independent
college status. Prior to that, Pundulinurra was technically an agricultural primary school
and operated with staffing and a budget according to an agricultural primary school, but
with an advisory body of interested people. Its net is much wider than simply the
Pilbara; it has operations all the way from Esperance to Kununurra.
Professor Stanley in a previous report on independent colleges in the Pilbara made a
similar recommendation. Some of the other recommendations of the Pilbara 21 study
included provisions for a university college of the north west to introduce for the first
time in the Pilbara's history widespread university education into the region. It also
recommended the creation of a coordinating council on which the colleges, including
what would be the independent Pundulmurra College, would sit. That college council
would have the authority to ensure that all the colleges acted in an integrated way in post-
secondary education to reduce any possible administrative overlaps and to ensure the
optimum use of resources in the region and the State. Under the control of that
coordinating council it was clear that the region needed a local employment and training
unit to drive the local training needs in the community and to ensure that the education
and training facilities of the region matched the needs of the region and the industries in
the region. The big post-secondary academic bodies sometimes have a little difficulty
coming to grips with the needs of industry that operates in remote areas, particularly
industry which operates with equipment that costs millions of dollars. The education and
training institutions are not able to access such equipment; therefore, they need the
cooperation of industry. That was a regular complaint from the industry and the
employment and training unit was one way of pulling that all together and providing an
integrated education and training system in the Pilbara. Other recommendations were
made. Their major thrust was to ensure that the entire education and training system in
the Pilbara was responsive to the needs of the State, primarily the region. One of the
keys in that process was the upgrading of Punduhnurra to independent college status. I
am happy that the initial step to upgrade Pundulmurra, although agreed to by the previous
Government, was subsequently re-endorsed by the incoming Government. I congratulate
the Minister for Education in another place, Hon Norman Moore, for that action; it was a
good step.
How independent the college is under its Act, where it sits in relation to other colleges
and how well it is funded are other questions. I have asked questions on notice to
ascertain the level of funding which will be made available to Pundulmurra College. The
answer received from the Minister for Education was that the amount would be made
available through the upcoming Budget. The Budget allocations for the other three
independent colleges are: Hedland College, $9.09m; Kalgoorlie College, $15.9m; and
Karratha College, $9.7m. Setting the funding for the Pundulmurra College as a now
independent college at a level below those figures will indicate that this Government is
clearly not fair dinkum about the step it has taken with Pundulmurra. I put the
Government on notice with that. Funding of that level must be granted to ensure that
Pundulmurra College can operate effectively as an independent college. Whether the
Government is dinkum about Pundulmurra is another question. That leads me to my next
point, the essence of my grievance with the Government and the Parliamentary Secretary.
The Minister announced on 20 July that he had appointed a new chairman and a seven
member board to run Pundulmurra College as an independent college. In the last term of
the formner Governmient the Minister was probably the loudest and staunchest critic of the
then Government's making political appointments. Anyone who was involved in
anything in the Pilbara region relating to the Government was immediately accused by
the Minister as being a political appointnent. I vividly recall criticism I received
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personally from the Minister when the Pilbara 21 study was commissioned. He had to
back down on those criticisms and withdraw them. The Minister has appointed as the
chairman of the council at Pundulmurra Greg Kneale, who is described in the Minister's
press release as a prominent Pilbara businessman. I have known Greg Kneale for years.
He is not a bad bloke, but let us put him in perspective. He is not a prominent
businessman; he is a plumber employed by the Geraldton Building Company Pty Ltd-
He is also the past divisional president of the Liberal Party and has been a campaign
director in the mining and pastoral regions for the Party in at least the last two elections,
and in seats associated with it. That clearly was a political appointment. No doubt exists
about that.
Mr McNee: Fancy you getting up and saying that after your party's performance.
Mr GRAHAM: [ am prepared to give Mr Kneale the benefit of the doubt. However, the
Parliamentary Secretary should advise me whether Mr Kneale has some tertiary
qualification, outstanding qualification, or previous experience in running colleges of
which I am not aware. I am prepared to withdraw what I said about him, but I wait to
hear that.
I do not have any difficulty with the bulk of the appointments, but the most offensive
appointment to the board is that of Pamela Walsh who is the lady who ran against me in
the last election. She is an Aboriginal lady who came to the Pilbara from the south wesL.
She lost the election in great style by recording the lowest vote of any candidate put up
by any major political party since the inception of the seat of Pilbara. Within months of
losing that election Pamela Walsh was appointed as a community representative to the
Pundutmurra College Board and 1 find her appointment offensive. The Minister should
withdraw the nominations of both the people I have referred to and recall applications so
that all residents of the Pilbara will have the opportunity to apply for the positions. I
would like the Minister to indicate who made the recommendations to him to appoint
Mrs Walsh and Mr Kneale to the Pundulmurra College Board. In addition, I would like
him to advise me of the qualifications of the chairmen of the boards of each of the
independent colleges, including Pundulmun-a.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member's time has expired.

Point of Order
Mr GRAHAM: My time does not elapse until the zero on the clock has finished flashing.
It has now, but you, Mr Deputy Speaker, took up my time by telling me to sit down. 1
could have finished the points I was making.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will give the member an additional 10 seconds.

Grievance Resumed
Mr GRAHAM: I ask the Minister to advise the method of selection for the positions on
the Pundulmiurra College Board and the processes that were used to determine the
relative merits of all the appointees to the Pundulmurra College Board. Will he also
advise how widely and in what publications the positions for the appointments to the
Pundulmurra College Board were advertised and what steps he will take to ensure that all
residents of the Pilbara will be given the opportunity to apply for positions on community
college boards? When will the Minister be acting on the remainder of the
recommendations of the Pilbara 21 report and when will a university college be
introduced into the north west?
[The member's time expired.]
MR TUBBY (Roleystone - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.13 pmJ: I thank the member for
Pilbara for some notice of his grievance. I appreciate his comments regarding the
concept of Pundulmurra College. At the end of May I spent one and a half days at the
campus inspecting the activities which are undertaken by the college. I spoke to the
students, staff, members of the community, representatives from the regional council of
the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission and other organisations in the
community. I visited the college to acquaint myself with the operations of the
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Pundulmurra College and to gain some idea of how the board operated so that I could
report to the Minister on whether the Government should proceed down the path of
continuing with an autonomous college structure
Mr Taylor With your knowledge of education I cannot understand why you were not
made the Minister.
Mr TLURRY: The member for Kalgoorlie never said those things to me when he was in
Government.
At the time of my visit there were 115 full time students at the college. Thirteen students
were expected to return at the first week of second term and there were 15 part time
students. Pundulmurra is a residential college which provides a number of residential
family units and hostel accommodation. In addition to the South Hedland campus
several outstations are located at Geraldton, Kununurra, Halls Creek, Broome, Onslow,
and Roeboumne. In addition to providing training opportunities to students the college
provides a large source of employment opportunities for Aboriginal people living in Port
Hedland. Positions are provided in the teaching, administration, bookshop and library
areas. In addition positions are provided for cooks, general hands, laundry maids,
general domestics and gardeners.
Pundulmurra has two major functions: Firstly, it conducts courses which provide
education and skills training to Aboriginal people. Secondly, it provides an avenue
whereby Aborigines can gain their self esteem and confidence. Many of the people who
attend the college come from outstations and are scared to death of accessing the TAPE
or Hedland College facilities. The courses are set at the individual's level of
sophistication so that he can develop the confidence to move into the work force or to
further education at TAPE or Hedland College.
In providing services for the future education and employment of Aboriginal people,
Pundulmurra assists Aboriginal communities. The college offers environmental health
courses to remote communities. The campus takes in students from these communities
and teaches them to construct some of the health facilities provided on the campus; for
example, shower and toiler blocks. When they return to their communities they construct
similar facilities from the modules provided by the workshops at Pundulmurra, and they
are responsible for maintaining them.
Prom my one and a half days at Pundulmurra I found that the college is well supported
by the local Aboriginal community arid it plays a pivotal role in Aboriginal advancement.
It was without any hesitation that I recommended to the Minister that the Government
should go down the path of making Pundulmurra an independent college and that a board
be appointed in accordance with the Act.
The member for Pilbara referred to two people who have been appointed to the board.
The Minister advised me that the appointment of Mrs Pamela Walsh was made in
accordance with section 13(1)(a) of the Colleges Act and Mr Kneale was appointed in
accordance with section 16(2) of the same Act. On the recommendation of the Minister,
the Governor appointed Mr Kneale as chairman of the committee. Mr Kneale is a
registered and licensed plumber and gas fitter and is a member of the Licensed Plumbers
Association of Western Australia. Since the inception of the college Mr Kneale has held
a part time position at the college in a voluntary capacity and is involved in the health
environmental workers' course. He has also been the chairman of a State session on the
environment. Mr Kneale is an active member of the community and is a member of
several sporting groups in the region. He is a meticulous businessman and because of his
close association with Pundulmurra the Minister considers him to be an absolutely ideal
person to chair the board for the first three years. The Governor, on the recommendation
of the Minister, appointed Mr Kneale to the position of chairman of the board for three
years. At the end of the three years of his chairmanship it will be up to the board to
appoint a chairman.
The member also requested information pertaining to the qualifications of the chairmen
of the hoards of other colleges throughout the State. The Minister did not have the rime
to collate this information. Several colleges are situated throughout the State and it was
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impossible for them to send the information to the Minister in the time available. If the
member puts his question on notice the information will be supplied as an answer.
I have known Pam Walsh for all her life as we grew up together in the Morawa area. I
have, therefore, known her for 40-odd years - probably longer than she would like to say.
During that time this lady has been a credit to the Aboriginal community, and a hard
worker. I will run through some of the things she has done. She has been a nursing
assistant in various hospitals throughout the State; a delicatessen manageress; relief
kitchen hand; clerical assistant to the former member for the area, Peter Dowding; in
1983, campaign secretary for the Liberal Party - and we do not hide the fact that she is a
Liberal - library assistant at a school; manager/director of Nor-West Promotours; and
manager of Hedland Skillshare; I could go on and on.
I will now outline some of the community groups of which she has been a member:
Founding committee member of the Blue Light Disco at Port Hedland in 1985; member
of the Pilbara alcohol committee in 1985; member of the Community Women's
Involvement Group from 1986 to 1989 and president of that group from 1987 to 1988;
member of the Youth Involvement Committee in 1986; member of the Country Women's
Association, Port Hedland branch in 1987 and secretary of that association in 1988 and
president from 1989 to 1991; member of the Pilbara Travel Association in 1987; member
of Port Hedland Chamber of Commerce from 1987 until the present; secretary of the
Pilbara Aboriginal and Islander Women's Taskforce from 1987 to 1989 and president of
that taskforce in 1989; member of the Western Australian Aboriginal Education
Consultative Group, Pilbara region, in 1989; representative of the Aboriginal Housing
Board in East Pilbara. from 1990 until the present time; member of various Aboriginal
community committees between 1987 and 1993; canteen inanageress of the naval cadet
unit from 1988 to 1992; Meals on Wheels coordinator for South Hedland in 1990;
member of the Royal Association of Justices of WA from 1990 and vice president of the
Pilbara branch of that association in 1991; member of the Women's Association of
Justices of WA in 1990 and 1991; and so it goes on.
This Aboriginal lady has made a significant and substantial contribution to that
community. The only objection held by the member for Palbara is that the Liberal Party
saw how good she was and stood her against him at the last election. We should not
exclude that lady as a role model for the Aboriginal community. The member is being
petty and vindictive in attacking this woman. She is a credible person and has made a
substantial contribution to the Aboriginal community and will continue to do so on this
board. The Government makes no apology to the member for Pilbara or anybody else
about this. The member for Pilbara should be supporting this embryo college and the
new board and using every ounce of his strength to ensure it succeeds because it will
make a valuable contribution to the Aboriginal and Hedland communities. He is being
petty when he says we should not have made these two particular appointments to the
Pundulmurra Board.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

MOTION - NOTICES OF MOTION Nos 15, 8
Private Members' Business

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [5.26 pm]: I move -

That Notices of Motion Nos 15 and 8 be now taken.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [5.27 pm]: I support the motion moved by the Leader of the
House. However, as this is effectively the beginning of private members' business I have
two short comments to make. The Opposition reiterates its view that private members'
business should begin earlier in the day. In fact, we believe it should begin immediately
after question time. I made a similar statement when the Leader of the House indicated
earlier in the sitting the hours during which private members' business would be
considered- The other point I wish to make is that it would appear that the time for
private members' business has been cut from four and a half hours to four hours.
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Mr C.J. Barnett: This is encouraging you to be succinct and to the point.
Mr RIPPER: I am sticking closely to the point. The point is that the time allocated for
private members' business has been cut. If one looks at the sitting hours for last year one
sees that private members' business commenced at noon on Wednesdays and concluded
at 5.30 pm, a coral debating time of four and a half hours. The current arrangement will
see us concluding private members' business at 10.00 pm today, a total debating time of
four hours. I do not believe that either of those two approaches - that is, either starring at
4.30 or restricting private members' business to four hours - contributes to the
accountability of the Government to this Parliament. Private members' business provides
an important opportunity for the Opposition to properly scrutinise Government activities
within the Parliament. That scrutinising activity should occur at a time when it is easier
for the media to report on what is happening in the Parliament. Therefore, the earlier in
the day those activities occur the more likelihood there is of proper scrutiny by the
Parliament, the media and therefore the community of the operations of the Government.
The Opposition needs adequate time to do that.
Ir is disappointing that the Government seeks to reduce the time available for private
members' business and scrutiny of the Executive from four and a half to four hours. 1
have put this point to the Leader of the House previously and I ask him to reconsider the
time allocated to private members' business on subsequent days. I hope following that
reconsideration the Government will return to the time allocation that applied last year.
Question put and passed.

MOTION - VICKERY REVIEW OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING
REPORT, PUBLIC CONSULTATION

MRS HALLAHAN (Annadale) [5.29 pm]: I move -

That this House expresses its alarm at the report of the Vickery Review of
Education and Training and directs the Government to engage in widespread
consultation before taking any action on its recommendations.

Since yesterday when I gave notice of the need for this motion to come before the House
and sought the concurrence of the House it has become clearer to me that the Vickery
review entails a number of problems and rather than overcoming perceived difficulties
within the coordination and efficiency of the education and training sectors it complicates
them.
Many sectors within education and training welcome the opportunity for streamlining
and an opportunity to look at the structures we have in Western Australia, some of which
were recently established. In my view a constructive and positive response has been
given to the Government's setting up this review. People attended review meetings and
made recommendations. Many of the people to whom I have spoken on the matter said
that they were pleased with the reception they received from Dr Vickery and the two
people assisting him. However, they are not necessarily as happy with the outcome of
the process and even more people are unhappy about the fact that the Minister has given
no undertaking that he will release this report for public comment.
The Minister on the one hand says that he is impatient to get on with implementing the
changes while on the other hand he says that he does not want to implement them before
the beginning of the 1994 school year. Anyone however can put in a response to him.
That is a thoroughly unsatisfactory situation. People need to know where to obtain a
copy of the report, where to send their responses, and on what date those responses will
be takcen into account. The Minister for Education must then take those responses into
account as he takes to Cabinet his suggestions about which of the recommendations
contained in the Vickery report should be implemented.
it is said by some that we have an inexperienced Minister, one who does not want to
consult people anyway and who never wanted a review but rather wanted to fix it up
himself, as he said in the other place. The fact that he set up a review committee from his
point of view means he has done more than he needed to do. However, these days there
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is a requirement and an expectation that people will have an opportunity of responding to
the final report; because prior to that people do not know what was being suggested. I
understand the final Vickery report was delivered to the Minister for Education on 3 July,
after which he decided to ask various interested parties and organisations to give their
views on it. However, that was done on an embargoed basis: It was not possible for
people in organisations to show that document to their members, or constituents, or
affiliates, depending on the structure and size of the organisations; so they remained in
the very advantaged position of knowing what was in the report but not being able to
discuss it with anyone else. If the Minister wants to do it that way he must now allow a
public comment period. The final report was delivered to the Minister by the review
committee on 3 July - and I emphasise that, because the Minister is now trying to say that
he received the report on 3 August. I think he is making a serious mistake, perhaps of
very dramatic proportions, in saying that, because he clearly received the report on 3
July. 1 spoke to Dr Vickery last night by telephone, in a conversation between 9.15 and
9.30, when he indicated that the review committee took the report personally to the
Minister on 3 July and at that time the report was in its final form, ready to go to the
printers. The Minister was asked how many copies he would like and in what form he
would like it printed, because the report was in its final stage, or so the review committee
perceived. The Minister is now doing some very fancy footwork in another place about
when he received the report.
Mr Pendal: Are you going to say anything of substance?
Mrs HIALLAHAN: Misleading the public is a very substantial matter. Even the member
for South Perth sometimes had some principles - not many, but some- and we would
expect the Minister for Education to have some principles too. Sadly, however, he is
saying that he has more in the way of a nose for political expediency than responsibility
to his portfolio and to children and students in this State.
The point is that, this report having been put out for very limited consultation, all those
organisations are calling meetings of their affiliate bodies. I know of three meetings that
are taking place this week to discuss the Vickery report, and no doubt there will be
others. The Minister has established no formal mechanism for those people to report
back; he has not given any date for submissions, nor any undertaking that he will take
into consideration what is submitted to him. I therefore ask the Minister to reconsider the
path he seems set upon. So far he has resisted any notion that this matter will be
concluded in a way satisfactory to both the Government and those who will be affected
by the changes. People will accept the changes much more readily if they have an
opportunity for input and a belief that that input has been considered, despite whatever
the Minister finally has Cabinet agree to.
I turn now to the review. It is an interesting process, and in some ways it affirms many
good directions set in place by the previous Government. Of course, that is welcomed.
As was intended, the review sets out to streamline and overcome duplications and
inefficiencies, and no-one would argue with that premise. The Minister apparently
indicated that too many bodies reported to him and he wanted to simplify that. The
report says that about 12 bodies reported directly to the Minister. At the end of the
report, with the bodies to be established with direct reporting lines to the Minister we find
that 25 bodies will report to the Minister, so the number of such agencies has doubled- I
do not think that is what was intended. If it was, it is a very undesirable outcome of the
review process and I am not sure that the Vickery team has clearly foreseen the
accountability and the structures it has suggested in its recommendations, how they will
relate to one another, and how the accountability for finance and quality assurance will
be achieved. So there are some very serious misgivings about the implementation of the
review's recommendations as they stand.
I remember one clear line from the training part of the report, which says that the
proposed changes could be accomplished in a cost neutral way, and it gives examples of
the way funding could be achieved for the changes in the schools section. The
submission by the Chief Executive Officer of the Ministry of Education clearly indicates
that in his view the cost of implementing all recommendations in the report would be
12532-1Q
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around $10m. My assumption is that it would be more than that, but it is apparently
conservatively estimated that an additional $l0m would be needed to implement the
recommendations as they stand. I do not think any of us believes it is a good idea to
spend $l0m on setting up mainly new bureaucratic structures. That is quite
counterproductive to what anybody would want to see come out of this review.
There is a lack of clarity about the accountability of the various bodies and just how they
will relate to other bodies. I refer to one case in particular, because in some ways it is
held up as an example of why something needed to be done; that is, a tension has
developed between the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training
and the State Employment and Skills Development Authority. The very structures
suggested by the Vickery review have the potential to set up precisely the same range of
tensions again. That certainly is an area which requires examination, and it has been
brought to the attention of the Minister by the Chief Executive Officer of DEVET. I
think the other chief executive officer also makes reference to that, as does the
chairperson of SESDA. No-one wants to see that tension recreated and I think everybody
involved in training would accept that a very undesirable tension has existed between
those two bodies. It is a regrettable fact, of course, that not until this week - on 3
August - did we see the first review report of SESDA tabled in this House.
The Act which established the body required a review, which has been carried out. Some
very significant achievements have been made by the State Employment and Skills
Development Authority as it has brought together the industry partners to identify
training needs. It has established accreditation through the Skills Standards and
Accreditation Board, one of its subcommittees, and has developed a very good Industry
Employment and Training Councils network. The Vickery review recommends that the
network be made smaller. However, the members of the Vickery inquiry did not seem to
be aware of some national developments by which the Australian National Training
Authority was reviewing its network. It has developed an Australian and New Zealand
standard for classification. If we are to make some radical changes, we must bring the
bodies in Western Australia in line with that classification system. It would be silly not
to do so.
I draw members' attention to the report of the review stipulated in the Act in 1990. At
that time the current Minister was strongly opposed to SESDA, and he will oversee its
demolition- It is ironic that the Minister who was strongly opposed to the establishment
of SESDA will be the person responsible for lopping SESDA's head; he has flagged its
demise in the coming months. This will not be one of his most glorious hours, but we
should not be surprised when we see the quality of debate in another place in 1990.
The Minister for Education comes from a background in education. However, he seems
to be steeped in the attitudes of two decades ago. It was recognised early in his time in
the position that he would take no responsibility for what occurs in his portfolio. He puts
anyone forward to take the flak on any difficulty. The Minister has a penchant for
numbers and covering the Premier's back, and this seems to take priority over his
ministerial duties.
The advice to which I have referred came to the notice of the Opposition and the
community only because the Minister tabled the papers. However, he infamously tried to
retrieve those papers and was today forced to table them again. This is indicative of the
way he operates generally. We must watch carefully the chief executive officers within
this portfolio because they have been the most analytical and perhaps critical in their
comments. It could be said that they have the most to lose by criticising, but they will be
severely affected by these changes. This Minister has a paranoia about any Criticism, and
this must disturb anyone wishing to make a constructive criticism. This, therefore, makes
the criticism by the CEOs even more credible.
On every occasion the Minister points to an unsatisfactory level of funding for education.
However, the fact is that Western Australia and Queensland are the two developing
States in this country, and this State spends more on education than Queensland. In
developing a State a great deal of infrastructure is required apart from that involved in
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education, even though we must ensure that education is given as much priority as
possible. The Minister's criticisms have been for political advantage rather than
objective commentary on the true situation. Also, his statement that $400m is required to
put Stat schools in good order is absolutely over the top. Have members ever thought
about what they would do to their homes to bring them to top mark? The bill would be
alarming. The same could be said for the school system. If all things which are desired,
rather than those which are needed, were provided, the cast would be enormous.
However, the maintenance budget for schools in recent years went a long way to
overcoming the problem. This included programs for upgrading older schools to bring
them to the condition of our remarkable new schools.
Western Australia has a very good education system. We have same outstanding new
school buildings, although some areas certainly need upgrading. Nevertheless, the
$400m claim is outrageous. I have been greatly surprised to see the Minister stand before
cameras and community groups and make those claims with apparent comfort. That
indicates that this man applies disturbing and undesirable principles in his public life.
Mr Omodei: What an insult. How would you like somebody to refer to you like that?
Mrs HALLAHAN: If(I had behaved like the Minister, somebody probably would.
A great payoff is taking place in the Education portfolio with the pretenders for
ministerial posts. The member for Scarborough will be travelling to Hong Kong next
week to conduct his review of international education. Australia is selling education
services to Asia, and I presume that is where the Minister wants the member to focus his
attention. However, the member has not been briefed on what is required, as 1 discovered
in discussions with him; nevertheless, he is off to Hong Kong next week without a clue as
to what he is studying. He says that his work is a study and not a review.
Another pretender to Cabinet is Hon Derrick Tomlinson who had to draw up his own
terms of reference for the rural education review. The Minister seems to do nothing but
Spout Vile rhetoric about his opponents and allocate reviews. If Government members
are concerned about him, they should speak to him quietly. He is issuing tickets for Hon
Derrick Tomlinson to travel around Australia to do this job, and Hon Barbara Scott is
conducting a review on the five-year-old education program. The community is
complaining that her preoccupation is with four-year-old education and that she wants
nothing to do with five-year-old education. The complaints are deafening. People are
unimpressed and do not believe a credible decision will be made by the Minister
following that review. The Minister's preoccupation with physical education has led to
another review in that area.
I do not know what the implications of the Vickery review will be. I had hoped its
recommendations would be made on the basis of the past scholarly and administrative
experience of Dr Vickery and his colleagues. Schools are consulting now on devolution
and on the five-year-old program. It would not seem too difficult to add to that
community debate the benefits or otherwise of implementing the Vickery report's
recommendations. The Opposition strongly believes that community debate should take
place before any action is taken on those recommendations.
The collapse of industry employment training councils has not drawn a great deal of
concern. People are prepared to try to accommodate that recommendation, although they
reject the notion of one committee which deals with access and equity alone. A body of
knowledge could have been drawn on to prove that if access and equity is made a
function of a committee on its own, marginalisation occurs, and nothing is implemented.
People are concerned about that. They believe that access and equity provisions should
be included on every training council. I heartily endorse that sentiment and I hope the
Minister will listen to the advice he has received on that recommendation.
The Vickery review makes the interesting observation on access and equity of staff
within the Ministry of Education that few women reach the senior echelon, yet they form
a huge majority of that work force. One wonders what a radical feminist like Hon
Norman Moore might do with that information and how he would respond to the
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information that is presented in the Vickery report. Groups representing the interests of
women, the disabled, Aborigines and the unemployed, who want to develop their skills,
are keenly interested in the area of access and equity. They want to know what the
Vickery review will mean to their opportunity to gain access to training and to improving
their life chances. They do not believe that having a separate body dealing with access
and equity can safeguard their interests.
Itris clear that the Government has an aversion to the union movement. That is the view
of various Ministers - certainly the Minister for Labour Relations - and historically it is
the view of the current Minister for Education, Hon Norman Moore. The Vickery report
is moving away from very important tripartite arrangements. In order to see any
improvement in the training agenda of this nation - and Western Australia is part of this
nation and I contend is likely to always be a part; that is, unless we have any more
rednecks like Bill Hassell promoting their outrageous views - organised labour and
employer groups must relate closely. It will be a great mistake to water down the
partnership between labour and industry and move away from a system of input which
has recently been comprehensively developed to determine the nation's training needs.
Australia must look at its trading partners and their highly developed training capacity.
Australia must notch up its effectiveness in that regard. Whichever recommendations of
the Vickery report are implemented, we must ensure that we keep moving in that
direction. At the recent ministerial council meeting held at Observation City the
Education Ministers from Western Australia and Victoria tried to derail - they may have
succeeded - the whole education and training reform agenda. The industry has expressed
its extraordinary disbelief at the irresponsibility of those two Ministers.
They embarrassed the senior conservative Minister from New South Wales, Mrs
Chadwick, who had released a press release saying that the council would be endorsing
the work that had been achieved as the foundations for the development of the profiles
and the competencies. Sadly that Minister had to fall into line with her less informed,
less experienced and quite outrageous colleagues. Irreparable damage may have been
done to the whole training area. An article in the education and training section of The
Australian Financial Review of 6 July 1993, which includes a photograph of Mr Eric
Mayer who headed the Mayer committee on competencies and who did a remarkable and
thorough job, is titled "Business urges coalition States to take national road" and states in
part -

Industry groups and educationists question whether the coalition States have
allowed party political motives to override the interests of students and the nation.
The National Industry Education Forum, which represents a wide range of
business groups, had wanted the ministers to endorse the adoption of national
curriculum statements and profiles for Australia's eight different school systems.
It also wanted them to support the introduction of the so-called key
competencies - seven generic work based skills - at the upper levels of secondary
schooling.
The Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the ACTU had even
requested meetings with State, federal and Territory ministers to make their case
for the introduction of the key competencies. The coalition States refused,
however.

The article indicates the concerns that industry has about the meeting which was, sadly,
held here in Western Australia. Another paragraph states -

The best that industry could say of the new ministers' actions was that they would
require time to come to termns with the reforms before endorsing a national
agenda.
"We would hate to think that these reforms are hostage to other political concerns
which are quite extraneous," said Mr Ray Costello, the director of the Business
Council of Australia.

The ACTIJ supported these reform measures, as had all the States which had been
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working cooperatively together before the advent of a visit to Western Australia by
Minister Hayward from Victoria to consult his colleague Mr Moore in Western Australia.
Those two Ministers hatched a disastrous plan to derail the national education and
training reform agenda. They will go down in history for that.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm
Mrs HALLAHAN: I have with me a facsimile which I received from the Trades and
Labor Council women's committee which illustrates the point I was makdng about the
interest shown by groups in the recommendations of the Vickery report. Sadly, at this
stage for some unknown reason the Minister has resisted any notion to allow a
consultation period so that those responses can be considered. We all know that
Ministers make their own determination and these days people do not expect to put in
submissions which will necessarily prevail. However, they do expect to be allowed time
to comment and that some consideration will be given to their point of view. The
meeting resolved that if the State Employment and Skills Development Authority
legislation is repealed in the restructuring of the Employment Education and Training
portfolio any new legislation must enshrine the principles and processes of equity and
accss currently contained in the SESDA legislation. It also resolved that under these
circumstances, the Equity and Access Training Board and the Adult and Community
Education Training Board would be unnecessary because all the training boards would be
compelled to adhere to principles and processes prescribed by the legislation ensuring
equity and access in vocational education and training. Before the dinner break I made
the point that access and equity are very real issues and make the difference between
people having access to skills development and skills formation, and not having that
opportunity. People will feel very aggrieved if the Minister is not sensitive to that. The
report is in error in indicating that access and equity can be covered by a training council.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is far too much audible conversation. It is very difficult
to hear the member. I ask those members standing in various places to take their Seats
and reduce the level of conversation, which is far too noisy.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The amalgamation will create inarginalisation where one body has
responsibility for access and equity. It misunderstands the principle of making available
training and educational opportunities to people in various stages of their life cycle, many
of whom are women wanting to return to the work force. Many may also be people with
disabilities, Aboriginal people and people with multicultural and ethnic backgrounds. I
hope the new Government is being sensitive to that. I say with a critical tone that I do
not believe it is. in this debate it is important that we emphasise the necessity of having
structures sensitive to these groups' needs in order to make it possible for them to access
the benefits of training and further education. The SESDA support group will be meeting
on the matter and I am told that most members are concerned about access and equity.
After the energy which went into establishing SESDA I am sure that some of them will
feel very disappointed and somewhat aggrieved over its demise. Nonetheless, they will
overcome their disappointment about that and much more readily accept the proposed
changes if they can see that all sections of the community have access to training. The
Women's Electoral Lobby will also be meeting on the matter. The Minister must dig
himself out of the hole he has dug over this issue and agree to allow a formal consultation
period which could reasonably be held over six weeks - not a long time - before
announcing which recommendations of the report the Government will implement now
and those it may consider later. I am sure everyone will accept that, but the Government
will receive a great deal of criticism if it does not persuade this intransigent Minister to
consider that.
Members may have the view that it is women's groups which are mostly active in this
matter and it is interesting that, from my point of view they have been the first to respond
to the report. However, most of the expressions of concern that I received came from
businesses prior to the release of the report. The Minister is making a great error if he
thinks the Chamber of Commerce and Industry reflects the interests of everyone in
business in Western Australia. That is clearly not the case. Groups within that
organisation will want to read the report to determine how it will affect their
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responsibilities and their future work force, which is so important to their productivity. I
am sure they will want to be assured of some means of responding to it before the
Government sets in cement the future of our education and training system. In the
material I reviewed over the dinner break I saw a clear trend to move away from tripartite
management and decision making. Despite the very good rhetoric in the report there is a
move away from empowering the work force and the community,
The report says, in summary, that the review committee does not believe it necessary to
recommend major structural changes to the ministry, believing the better schools report
provides the necessary foundations for a devolved system of Government schools. While
I am very pleased to see a Labor initiative endorsed, it makes it difficult to consider the
plethora of structural changes that the committee recommends. Some of the changes
seem acceptable in isolation. However, when they take place in concert with a number of
other recommendations, a very different picture emerges. For example, a number of
changes have been recommended for the Secondary Education Authority and a lot of
people would endorse the reduction in the size in the membership of the SEA. However,
the Western Australian Council of State School Organisations, the parent body for State
schools, is very unhappy that it was not recommended to be a part of the reduced
membership of the SEA. If we rake away from the SEA the responsibility for external
moderation of years 8 to 10 in schools and we couple that with devolved curriculum
responsibility and couple that again with a refusal to adopt a national curriculum
framework, we could create a climate for potential chaos and a backward, anarchic
situation in education in Western Australia. Therefore, some very serious outcomes can
flow from the report.
It is fair to say that we have achieved only in recent times an acceptable linkage between
our year 12s and the TAPE system. There seems to be a lack of clarity about what is
meant by a move to a system of independent, autonomous colleges. That may bring
about a multitude of offerings from various colleges and the lack of streamlining and
coordination that could then result would set us back many years. It has been a hard
struggle to get in place a level of coordination and articulation across those systems.
Therefore, we certainly do not want an independent college system that will have to go
into ruinous competition with training providers and ruinous competition will be the
result of this report depending on the way the Minister implements it. It will be a waste
of money and a return to the days of frustration for students and parents. I am sure
nobody in the House tonight would want to see that happen.
I will refer briefly to some of the structures that will result should this report be
implemented. As I have indicated, the Minister has not said what he thinks should result
now that the report is in the public domain. Either the Minister must announce what the
Government intends doing or he must put the report out for public comment for six
weeks. All we have now is unresolved anxiety and disquiet and people are very worried
about their circumstances. The report contains an interesting reference to the McCarrey
report, suggesting that the second McCarrey report - the very unindependent McCarrey
commission - would recommend that 200 places in silver city, the Ministry of Education,
should go. This Vickery report disagrees with the McCarrey subcommittee, saying that it
would not be possible to do away with those functions and advocating that that course of
action not be followed. Therefore, if the Minister for Education agrees with the
assessment of this report, he may need the support of his colleagues in order to resist the
overriding recommendations of the second McCarrey report.
Members should keep in mind that the chief executive officer of the Department of
Employment, Vocational Education and Training whose submission was made public by
the Minister's ineptitude - a regrettable thing to have happened - pointed out that, in his
estimate, 12 bodies reported to the Minister at present but that, under the
recommendations of this review, 25 would report. That seems to me and to everybody
else who has seen the opinion to be the converse of what was intended in the setting up of
the Vickery review. However, who knows? We do not know what parameters the
Minister set for the chairman. Even though I think the Minister can be absolutely
perverse at times, I cannot believe he would have said, "Let's make the system more
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complicated; let's make the accountability lines less clear, let's make the whole system
much more complex." I am sure he did not give that reference point to the committee.
However, in some areas that would be a clear result of the implementation of these
recommendations. That indicates that the three people on the review have not spelt out
the linkages that are required or would result and that no-one else can see what they are
except that they make life much more complicated and quite the contrary to that which is
desirable.
One of the organisations that will come into being that is causing a lot of concern is the
Western Australian schools council. Ultimately, this body will be paid one per cent of
the Education budget, which will amount to $10m. One asks where that money will
come from. Will it come from the schools? Where else can it come from? Whatever the
allocation is, $10m will be siphoned off to the council. Will the council comprise
experts? We know the Minister likes to refer to learned experts, particularly older
learned experts. Usually he refers to male older learned experts and that is what we have
here. Therefore, we will have a Western Australian schools council and a bureaucratic
mechanism within that and one of my colleagues will elaborate more on that in her
speech later. We will also have a department of schools education; within all of these
structures there are other structures. We would still have the Secondary Education
Authority and the office of non-government education. I take responsibility for moving
the non-government education responsibilities into the Office of Education and Training
when I was the Minister because it seemed to me there was a clear need for that.
Therefore, while I am supportive of this move, although it creates another body that
reports directly to the Minister, it is interesting that the committee did not recommend an
equivalent body in the training sector such as an office of non-government training
because the non-government training sector is a very dynamic and competitive area and
is one which is worthy of the same focus, priorities and assistance as occurs in the
schools area. That was made clear by the chief executive officer of the State
Employment and Skills Development Authority, Although the Minister was reluctant to
have those papers tabled, I hope he takes note of what they say.
The Country High School Hostels Authority will stay in place. One of the chief
executive officers made the point that if that is to happen, why not have a separate office
for the school bus section or the swimming section? They are large activities in the
ministry! He was making the point that that is a way of having sections, like the school
bus section, in the ministry. I do not know what was the thinking of the committee, but it
is certainly something that the Minister could consider in accepting the report's
recommendations. The next area is in some ways simpler and in some ways more
complicated given that most people are not familiar with the changes that have taken
place in the training portfolio. It is a rapidly moving area and it must keep moving
rapidly and progressively because this is about our international competitiveness and
providing Australia with a skilled work force that is highly mobile. It is no good our
developing students' skills that are responsive to a particular region if those skills are not
recognised across the board so that chose people can travel easily throughout Australia.
We are trying to eliminate the barriers to recognition of qualifications facing people
within Australia and from overseas. We are still on that path and we certainly do not
want to accept any recommendations from this report that do not maintain the recognition
of skills and therefore, that means national frameworks. That seems to be anathema to
the current Minister. I think ultimately some of his colleagues must prevail upon him and
tell him about the great mistake he will make if he continues on the disastrous path that
he took at the ministerial meeting of the Australian Education Council and the ministerial
meeting of Ministers for Vocational Education, Employment and Training which took
place at Observation City, and to which [ referred earlier.
The report contains some diagrams to which members would be wise to refer because if
they are not familiar with the field it will at least give them some pictorial indication of
the bodies proposed by the report. Some replace bodies to be abolished but many new
ones will also be set up. I have been reported in the Press in the last day or two as saying
that one cannot establish bureaucratic procedures without some cost. That means taking
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away those resources, in the case of training, from students in TAFE and independent
colleges. My bet is that it means TAFE fees will increase or student training places will
be reduced. Neither of those outcomes is satisfactory. I recommend that members
become familiar with this report. To illustrate this question of increased costs, I refer
members to page 70 of the report dealing with bureau services. It states that those
services could include internal audit, payroll, college management information systems
and human resources services. These bureau services will operate on a fully commercial
basis; and that means a cost to the colleges. At present the colleges do not pick up that
cost and if a user pays system is to be introduced, that will mean an increase in TAFE
fees at the so-called independent or autonomous colleges. We shall face some increases
in costs to individuals attending TAFE colleges for a very doubtful benefit. People will
be concerned not about the prospect of no increase in the quality of education or training,
but about a bureaucratic structure for which they must pay. That is always a very
unattractive proposition.
This cost issue also applies to the office of non-governiment education. The report
contains a very interesting quote and it is not unrealistic to same extent. The first steps
program was a marvellous development program established by the Labor Government
which has been readily transferred into the curriculum activities of non-government
schools. It is proposed that as all systems benefit from this, they should work
collaboratively on the development and resourcing of such material. I did not notice in
the submissions from the Catholic Education Office or the Anglican Schools
Commission - although [ did not have much time to peruse them - whether they picked
up the fact that they would receive grants that would be depleted by costs which currently
they do not face.
On the subject of non-government schools, the Minister in another place has accused me
of being a member of a Government which increased funding to the wealthy non-
government schools. In fact, I think that is a quote from one of his CEOs, but it is quite
inaccurate. The Vickery repont makes it clear that the Labor Government increased funds
to the lowly resourced non-governiment schools, such as Catholic parish schools and
smaller independent schools. The Labor Government was pleased to assist students'
educational opportunities at the lower end of the socioeconomic scale wherever they
went to school, and we make no apologies for that. The Minister made a grave error in
making that accusation.
The motion before the House tonight is very reasonable. The only reason the Minister
may resist the implementation of this motion is that he wants to take the report to
Cabinet - or has already done so and has not told the public - and, therefore, he cannot go
through the. charade of a public comment period. I can chink of no other reason for his
refusing such a reasonable request bearing in mind the radical reforms proposed which
will have such an incredible impact on many areas of education in this State, some of
which we cannot foresee. We should ask people to put their heads together and to give
him the benefit of their advice. I ask all members to put aside their partisan positions and
to prevail on the Minister in another place to agree to a public comment period before
taking any action whatsoever on the recommendations of this review of training and
education, known as the Vickery review.
MRS HENDERSON (Thiornlie) [7.58 pml: I support the motion. One of the key issues
to which I shall address my remarks is the recommendation in this report for the
establishment of a Western Australian schools council. This body, which would advise
the Minister, has the following proposed functions: Policy advice, budget advice,
undertaking reviews, curriculum development, professional development, portfolio
coordination, data collection and analysis, and Commonwealth liaison. People may ask:
If the WA schools council does all those things, what will the Ministry of Education do?
Ther will not be much left for the ministry to do if the proposed council does all those
jobs. It is interesting to look at the report and consider its recommendations for this
council. It recommends that the council be set up and be composed of people who have
educational expertise, who are representative of the key education stakeholders - I
presume that means representatives of Government school teachers, private school
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teachers, parents and other groups with an interest in education, industry, employees, etc.
These people should not be directly responsible for the day to day operations and should
be able to take a longer term view. They will also have responsibility for providing
coordinated, expert and objective advice to the Minister on major strategic issues.
The shadow Minister for Education pointed out that the report recommends that the
schools council should receive one per cent of the total Education budget - that is, $10m
a year - with which to operate. One must ask: Will this body be just an expensive
advisory body to the Minister? Will it do his job for him? Will it provide in one moom all
of the interest groups with which the Minister would normally meet and discuss issues
before he makes decisions, rather than the Minister's meeting with each group
individually, or will it be another Ministry of Education?
The report makes it clear that the most significant issue that the schools council will
address is curriculum. That is an important point. Curriculum is the core of education.
It is what the students learn. All the things that are done in the education system -
building schools and classrooms, and hiring teachers - are about teaching curriculum.
Curriculum is the essence of education. The report states that the schools council,
comprising stakeholders and experts, will be concerned mainly with curriculum. Page 20
of the report states that -

Another key function of the Office will be to support the Council by facilitating
the provision of expert and objective advice to the Minister.

It will have its own staff to deal with curriculum. The report states -

Staff will have experience in curriculum leadership, expertise in curriculum
design and in managing curriculum development projects, and possess evaluation
skills.

That gives rise to the question: Who devises curriculum for schools at the moment?
That is done principally by the professional officers who work for the Ministry of
Education. They get their job on the basis of their professional expertise, independence.
skills and capacity to devise curriculum. The report suggests that $10m a year be given
out in grants to bodies in the community to devise curriculum. Is the Vickery report
saying that it does not have confidence in the ministry, it does not trust the officers of the
ministry to devise curriculum, and that others in the community should devise
curriculum? If that is the case, the Minister should say where he stands on that issue,
because that would be a massive vote of no confidence in the officers employed by the
Ministry of Education who currently devise curriculum. One of the key factors about
those officers is that they are independent. They do not have a stake in a particular
company or industry, nor do they have an interest in a particular community. They are
employed for their professional expertise.
Curriculum is extremely important. It is crucial that it is balanced and does not give a
slanted view of the world. It is too important to allow interest groups to be the bodies
which devise curriculum. I would never support that idea, and I am surprised that the
Minister has not already distanced himself from that. One might ask, as the former
Minister for Education asked, where will the $10m come from? The report states that -

... a reduction will be possible in the number of staff involved in curriculum
development in the Ministry as a result of implementing the new arrangements
proposed for system-wide curriculum development.

In other words, they will reduce, get rid of or terrrinate the officers who currently
develop curriculum in the ministry and will give that job to the schools council, which
will have less staff than those who currently devise curriculum within the ministry. The
schools council will give grants to groups within the community, which in turn will
develop curriculum, which will be adopted by the schools council, and presumably by the
schools as they see fit. The end result will be a range of different curriculums in different
schools, depending upon whether they choose to adopt these proposals.
Recently, we had a debate in the Parliament about the necessity for schools to have
roughly the same curriculum and to offer roughly the same education in order to ensure
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equity between schools in different areas of the State. I do not believe we need to
canvass those issues again tonight. it is interesting that Mr Greg Black, the Chief
Executive Officer of the Ministry of Education, states that -

The Schools Council would confuse and duplicate roles, responsibilities and
accountabilities with the Ministry of Education, It would create an organisational
climate with a greater level of dysfunction than that currently experienced
between SESDA and DEVET.

The words "'greater level of dysfunction" are strong words from the chief executive
officer about the proposed schools council. Mr Black states that he does not think the
schools council is a good idea. He states also that -

The proposal to hypothecate 1 per cent of the school education budget to the
Council would not be supported by Treasury.

Although he does not support the proposed schools council, he does support the notion of
an advisory body to the Minister to offer input on a range of issues. However, that is
quite different from a body which will take aver key functions which the ministry
currently undertakes. In my view, to take one per cent from the Education budget and to
take away a core function of the Ministry of Education and effectively farm it out to
groups in the community which have made applications and bids to develop curriculum
for the State is another way of saying that we will privatise that function. That is exactly
what Margaret Thatcher did in Britain. She privatised a range of functions.
Mr Shave: She did a wonderful job, too!
Mrs HENDERSON: Perhaps the Minister supports the idea of privauising education in
this State.
Mr Shave: There is a place for private education.
Mrs HENDERSON: That is not what I am talking about. Privatising education is
different from private education. When Government members were in Opposition before
the election, they talked about contracting out a range of functions in schools. From my
recollection, they never talked about contracting out the development of curriculum. Had
they done so, there would have been an outcry. People would not cop the notion that a
particular sector of the community or interest group in the community should have the
right to receive resources from the public purse to develop curriculum, rather than the
independent, professional people within the Ministry of Education. In my view, it is a
cop-out. Once Government starts saying that it will not be responsible for curriculum
any more and will call for bids and contract it out, it might as well give up being in
government, because that is a core function of government. Although there are a range
of views in the community about what government should be involved in, most people
are of the view that government should be involved in providing a high level education
system and a high level health system. Even if people do not agree about anything else,
they will at least agree about those two things. The key to a high level education system
is providing a good curriculum. It is a cop-out for the Government to say that it will
transfer that money across and let others devise curriculum.
Mr Shave: You are a dinosaur. You are living in the past.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Minister will see.
That is the main issue that concerns me about this report. There are other things in the
report which are disappointing. It is interesting that the Chief Executive Officer of the
Ministry of Education states that he believes there are a number of positive aspects. One
of them is the abolition of SESDA and the formation of a State training body to provide
industry with a key role in decisions about training. If the head of the Ministry of
Education states that the report recommends the abolition of SESDA and he thinks that is
a good idea, that obviously demonstrates the agenda of the Vickery report. It is sad that a
visionary body such as SESDA is to be abolished. The former Government set up that
body, which for the first time in the State's history ensures that the accreditation of
training programs across the State is done by one body, which can compare and contrast,
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rather than have a hodgepodge of different bodies provide training in different areas,
none of which is comparable with the other. That body is controlled not by Government
but by industry and by representatives of the people who work in industry. That body, in
a very apolitical way, sits down and addresses applications for accreditation, works out
what are reasonable levels of competence and skills, and devises comparisons between
different skills in different trades and occupations. Accreditation was necessary so
people could not set up shop and do whatever they pleased in offering courses. If a
course was accredited by SESDA, it was a good training course meeting the standard.
That was visionary stuff and long overdue when introduced in Western Australia where
the system has worked well. It is still in its infancy when one considers the scope of its
activities.
Unfortunately, and some people may disagree with me, one body never accepted
SESDA; namely, the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training. It
was never prepared to regard itself as just another provider to be accredited by SESDA.
DEVET will welcome the demise of SESDA. I am not one to bat for bureaucracies, and
I do not do so in this case. Unfortunately, references to the conflict between DEVET and
SESDA appear throughout the Vickery report, and this conflict has effectively led to the
demise of SESDA. The Minister has chosen to put aside the visionary impact of SESDA,
and to turn back the clock to the old system in which community and industry
representatives do not come together to devise training accreditation.
Mr Tubby: You have not read the report.
Mrs HENDERSON: Tell me where it says otherwise.
Mr Tubby: Read about the new bodies to replace the IETCs.
Mrs HENDERSON: It is proposed to reduce the number of IETCs.
Mr Tubby: Everyone says that that should happen; there are too many.
Mrs HENDERSON: I am not disputing that. However, reading the comments on the
report one sees it represents an interim measure for the long term goal of abolishing
SESDA. That would be a tragedy for this State; SESDA was visionary in its impact. The
issues of curriculum development and accreditation of training axe crucial.
As the former Minister for Education said in her speech, the report contains a suggestion
for an implementation committee. I could not find this reference in the report, but it is
interesting that the head of the Education Ministry proposes that the implementation plan
in the review be rejected and that a task group take its place comprising Lyndon Rowe,
Therese Temby, Ian Hill and Greg Black. One does not need to have seen too many
episodes of "Yes Minister" to know that most department heads say the type of thing that
the Minister wants to hear. This department head is saying that the head of the Chamber
of Commerce and Industry, someone from the Education Ministry, the head of DEVET
and the head of the Education Ministry should implement the recommendations. Thbis is
unfortunate. The former Minister indicated that the tripartite structure of SESDA,
comprising employers, employees and unions coming together to devise training
accreditation in a constructive way, will be lost. The move is towards a single focus
involving industry and education experts, and the community and employee input will be
lost. I hope the recommendation is not implemented.
Mr Tubby: I do not think you understand page 50 of the report. This indicates that the
State training board will take on the major role of SESDA.
Mrs HENDERSON: Is it to be the same system?
Mr Tubby: The training council will provide a similar role for the training bodies.
Mrs HENDERSON: If that is the Parliamentary Secretary's view, why abolish SESDA?
If the training council is to be SESDA in another guise, why bother making the change?
Mr Tubby: Two groups are trying to operate in the training arena.
Mrs HENDERSON: Why does the Parliamentary Secretary believe that two bodies
operate?
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Mr Tubby: Because the former Minister set them up that way.
Mrs HENDERSON: DEVET is a training provider, as is a business college or ocher such
organisation. Courses are provided through DEVET, TAPE, and the Education Ministry,
and SESDA is the tripartite council which accredits all courses.
Mr Tubby: Why then did you not get the system to work when in Government?
Mrs HENDERSON: Who says it is not working?
Mr Tubby: Everyone!
Mrs HENDERSON: Just because service providers are controlled by the one body which
made them accountable, and this contro comprised community representatives, SESDA
was not liked. When we were in Government SESDA was a bureaucracy disliked by
DEVET. DEVET did not like having its courses accredited by a body comprising
industry, trade union and Government representatives as it could no longer do its own
thing. However, DEVET is the same as any other community training provider. This
conflict is not a good enough reason to abolish a good system.
MR BROWN (Morley) [8.17 pm]: In supporting the member for Armadale's motion I
shall refer to some of my initial responses to the Vickery report. However, before doing
so, I canvass a couple of other issues relating to matters with which I dealt yesterday in
the Supply Bill debate. I referred to national competency standards. Members may
recall that I raised concerns of employers and employees about the need for a national
competency standard to be established. Debate ensued about the importance of that
proposal. Since that time my attention has been drawn to an article which appeared in
the The Australian Financial Review of 6 July under the heading "Education and
training". That article deals with national standards and competency.
In an earlier debate the view was presented that national standards with consistent key
competencies were being driven exclusively by the bogey Federal Government's agenda,
which should not be adopted in the States. It is interesting to put that view alongside the
article to which I will refer. Comments were made to that newspaper about the
establishment of key competencies by Mr Eric Mayer, the former Managing Director of
National Mutual, who has some standing and integrity in the business community. On
more than one occasion he represented the Business Council of Australia and business
groups in both Australia and overseas. An article in The Australian Financial Review
reads -

The former managing director of National Mutual and the man credited with
developing the key competencies, Mr Eric Mayer. was disappointed by the
ministers' decision.

The Ministers' decision to which the writer was referring was made some few weeks ago
when they delayed moving towards key competencies. The article further states -

"It is a pity that we can't have national consistency in important issues such as
education." he said.
"I feel disappointed at the decision because I feel that there are some things that
can be done on a national basis without interfering with appropriate State
autonomy.
"I think it is a pity we don't appreciate that we don't need to do things eight
different times, in eight different ways."

That fairly well sums up the view of industry by Eric Mayer as well as the trade union
movement. In the same article both the Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry
and the Australian Council of Trade Unions are quoted in support of the establishment of
key competencies throughout the country because of what they can do for employment,
industry development and increased skilling.
One of the recommendations of the Vickery report is to amalgamate the State
Employment and Skills Development Authority with the Department of Employment,
Vocational Education and Training, or to simply abolish it and create a new department.
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It is important to be awart of how SESDA came about and whether anything in the
development of that legislation contributed to its demise. Members who have been here
for some time will recall that SESDA arose from a report by a tripartite mission which, in
1987, was authorised by the then Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations. On its
return to Western Australia that mission recommended the establishment of an interim
council comprising representatives from employers, unions and Government. One of the
key motivating factors for establishing an interim council was the clear perception among
them that a number of training courses did not meet industry requirements. The
bureaucrats within Government were influencing and dictating the courses.
Consequently industry did not acquire the courses it needed.
There are a number of examples where people in those days spent considerable time,
energy and money undertaking courses only to find that at the end of them no jobs were
available. They wasted their time because their credentials were not recognised by
industry. In recognition of that there was strong support for the establishment of a
tripartite interim council. That council met for about 12 months Or a little longer during
which various models were examined. The model of what is now known as SESDA was
meant to be a policy body, not a body to administer TAFE and various other
arrangements. Following a number of discussion papers and broad consultation with
industry, the union movement and the educational sectors, it was considered that it was
extremely important to separate policy, accreditation, and course structures from the
delivery arm. It was seen as central to the whole training process that if the delivery arm
were allowed to determine the courses, with all its constraints whether in the private or
public area, the outcome would be courses the delivery agencies thought they could
provide rather than the skills industry and employees required. At that very early stage
and after much anguish and discussion a decision was made that a separate policy
authority should be established. From that, the State Employment and Skills
Development Authority was born through legislation being passed in both this place and
the other place.
As the Act now stands SESDA is a tripartite body. At the outset it was recognised that
SESDA would be an experiment. It was important to see if we in Australia could operate
with the same level of sophistication and judgment as some of the world class economies,
particularly the manufacturing industry in Germany. Many ideas were sought to be
incorporated in the legislation. However, as it was a first occasion for bringing three
quite disparate parties together an arrangement had to be put in place which provided
appropriate functioning for decisions. One had to accept that on not every occasion
would each of the representatives agree. Therefore, a mechanism was included in the
draft legislation to ensure that employers, unions and Government could not be outvoted,
but at the same time to ensure that it was not necessary for every single person to agree in
the decision making processes. As the Hansard shows, in order to have the legislation
carried by both Houses it was amended to provide that every person on the State
Employment and Skills Development Authority had to agree on an issue before a
decision was made. In other words, if one of the 12 members disagreed he had the right
of veto. When the matter was debated some of us said that right would effectively be the
death knell of SESDA. We said it would now be extremely difficult for the SESDA
legislation to work, but the only way of getting the legislation through the House was by
accepting that amendment. A number of us were concerned at that time that all sorts of
barriers could be put up to ensure the amended legislation and the structures within it
failed. Criticism has now been made of the way in which SESDA has operated and about
the inability of the authority to make decisions. That criticism must be worn by those
who included in the SESDA Act a provision that the only decisions that could be made
by the authority were those that were made unanimously. Some of us predicted at the
time that that would be a weakness in the legislation; five years later it has been proved
to be so. Notwithstanding that, a number of important decisions were made by SESDA
in bringing forward and bringing together the three disparate parties.
It is important in the context of a training debate, particularly a vocational training
debate, to look at the differences which are present in the community when we talk about
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the issues of training. That is where I part company with the Vickery report, even On
page I of that report which contains a letter to the Minister. The second paragraph of that
letter refers to the need to do away with inappropriate competition. Competition exists in
the training arena. One cannot start from the basis of simply trying to paper over that
competition and to pretend that it does not exist, and then to try to establish a training
mechanism in which one says that such competition is not there.
Let us look at the inherent competition which always exists when developing a training
system. A number of employers view training as a cost. They consider that training is to
provide specific enterprise skills. In many instances they see little value in training
workers to acquire skills which they do not immediately need, either in the enterprise or
beyond the enterprise. Employees look to training not only to enhance their skills in their
current job, but also to improve their position within the labour market, particularly at
times when the economy is changing as dynamically as it is at present. Employees are
looking for skills to enhance their value and their employability. Industry development
policy makers wish to ensure that a broadly based training system exists which will
provide a broad range of skills to individuals to enable them to adapt quickly to new
industries as they come about.
We have found time and again in the past, and we will find in the future, that training
providers are influenced in the training they provide by the resources they have
immediately available to them; that is, they will be compromised by what is necessarily
required by industry on a number of occasions in order to say that they are equipped to
produce that training. In many instances we see that although a number of people
involved in the teaching area are committed, the changes within the industry are
occurring so quickly that they need an opportunity to undertake reskilling in order to train
the new people who are coming through the industry. When those limited areas of
operation, limited views, and sometimes limited resources exist, a competitive view will
exist about what the training structure should be. It will be a different view depending on
whether one is looking at it as someone who has administered a Government department,
has been a training provider, either in Government or in private industry, or is a worker
or an employer. It is important in the development of a training system which can
coherently meet all of the demands that all of those demands and circumstances are taken
into account. My concern with the first paragraph in the letter to the Minister is that an
attempt has been made to somehow paper over the fact that that is a reality. If we try to
paper over the reality about what is a training market - as has occurred in this report - the
training will fail. If we now try to go back to the situation as it almost was prior to the
introduction of SESDA where the bureaucracy will become the major player, we will do
a major disservice, not only to industry but also to workers in industry and to the
economy.
I will now deal with some of the more specific issues that have been highlighted by
various chief executive officers in commenting on this report. The Chief Executive
Officer of the Ministry of Education made several comments, including comments about
the new department of training envisaged by this report, and the management structures
that are recommended for that department. He stated -

...the structure of the Department of State Training does not provide for clear
lines of accountability. It is difficult to see what role a CEO would play in
managing three "offices" with relatively independent functions.

Thte chief executive officer is of the view that this report contains no clear guidelines on
proper management structures. That view is also supported by the Chief Executive
Officer of the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training. He
stated -

There are, however, some fundamental concerns which I draw to your attention.
Given the proposed structure and reporting arrangements; the outcomes desired
ftrm the principles and the key structural elements will not be delivered. Lines of
accountability are unclear; there is a lack of financial discipline; and reporting
relationships will be dysfunctional.
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They are not the only comments that have been made about the management structure
being proposed. However, those two comments highlight grave discrepancies and
deficiencies in the types of arrangements proposed. Various other difficulties and
problems exist with this report. One of the recommendations of the Vickery report is the
establishment of an equity and access training council. Members who have been
involved in issues of equity and access know that if one wishes to marginalise the views
of those groups in society who do not have a stuong enough voice, one can create a
separate body within a structure for those views. It absolves everyone else from dealing
with them. They can simply refer the question to that officer or that group to deal with.
It has been shown frequently that if we are really serious about dealing with access and
equity issues, it is an absolute requirement that responsibility be placed essentially in the
department, agency or council responsible for the particular issue. Under the State
Employment and Skills Development Authority Act the industry councils have a
responsibility to deal with equity and access issues. Any proposal to remove that
responsibility to a separate group will be seen as a failure. They are difficult issues and if
they are removed from the mainstream department, agency or council they will not be
addressed. I am pleased that on this issue, perhaps more than other issues, there is almost
a unanimity of view.
The Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Employment. Vocational Education
and Training has stated that the proposed councils on equity and access should be
abolished because they are inappropriate. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of
Western Australia rejects the establishment of separate councils on equity and access. In
addition, the Civil Service Association rejects the need for a separate industry training
council.
A number of other criticisms can be made about this report, but rather than go into them
in detai in the time remaining to me, I echo what has already been said; that is, this
report needs much debate and consideration before anyone races off at breakneck speed
to implement its recommendations. If we fail to give the recommendations contained in
this report the same level of detailed consultation that was given to the State Employment
and Skills Development Authority Act we will be doing a disservice not only to the
working people who will seek these skills, but also to industry and the economic
wellbeing of this State.
I ask the Government to use the report as a discussion paper to provide the public with an
opportunity to express their views. The Government should then consider the public
comment and come back to this place with a proposal in the form of a Bill that will meet
the concerns that have been addressed in this report.
MR AINSWORTH (Roe) [8.44 pm]: This motion deserves the hypocrisy award of the
year. In effect the motion implies that the review of education and training is unlikely to
be widely discussed in the community and the Government is likely to go ahead and
implement the recommendations contained in the Vickery report without widespread
consultation, thus riding roughshod over the community.
I remind the House of recent history. In the last two years we have debated in this place
the school renewal report and a program for the implementation of full time education for
five year olds. The first of the two documents was called a discussion document, but it
was clearly a blueprint for action. The Government's decision caused widespread
community concern, which then resulted in public consultation. Very little public
consultation took place prior to the previous Government's implementing its full time
education program for five year olds. I will not canvass that argument now. However,
the opening paragraph of the Vickery report, the subject of this motion, states that the
Commonwealth Grants Commission assessed Western Australia as spending below the
all States standard expenditure in Government education by $1 12.5m in 1991-92, and the
early estimate for 1992-93 indicates that the funding gap has become significantly wider.
Put simply, education has not had a high priority in this State's Budget over the last 10
years. That comment is an indictment of the previous Administration of this State. I can
relate that comment to my remarks about the previous Government's education program
for five year olds. It is interesting to note that one of the things the new Minister for
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Education found on his desk when he took over the Education portfolio was a letter to the
Treasury which stated that the $7m budgeted for capital works to implement this program
had been overspent to the tune of $8m. The Treasury was asked to pay the bills. It
reflects what happens when a Government introduces a program for philosophical
reasons without going through the proper consultation process and without assessing the
financial impact on the rest of the system.
We should contrast the previous Government's actions with this Government's actions.
This Government has released one discussion paper, which does not lay down any clear
cut Government direction. It is not presenting the discussion paper to the community
and, at the same time, saying the Government has already decided what it will do. I am
referring to the devolution document, which is broad ranging and does not outline what
the Government intends to do. It puts forward options for community discussion and
gradually these options may be implemented. The Government is not committing funds
which the State does not have, for philosophical reasons.
The Vickery report is in a different form, but it is a discussion document which contains
several recommendations. For example, it states under the Ministry of Education section
that in a time of budget restraint the maintenance of policies such as free buses, grants
and services to non-government schools, and class sizes should be mare closely
examined. It is not recommending that certain things be done; it is saying that in the
scheme of things these issues could be examined. I would be opposed to a charge being
levied on the use of country school buses, but the report does not recommend it. The
report is a serious attempt to tidy up what is a complicated and diverse portfolio. It
suggests to the Minister and the community what could be done. The Government will
take notice of the views of community groups on this document.
The last thing the Government would want is for education to be used as a political tool,
as has been the case in the past to the detriment of the users of education - the students
who, in the main, are children and young adults. We want to see this document fully
discussed by the community and hear the concerns of all people, including members of
the Government, raised with the Minister. After full and due consideration a policy
document should be formulated as the outcome of this discussion document, and if
appropriate it should be enacted over time but not rushed into blindly because this
document contains major recommendations that should not be undertaken lightly or
quickly.
The document contains some positive matters which have been criticised by the
Opposition this evening. I will turn to some matters which have not been criticised and
which I welcome, particularly from dhe point of view of a country member. The frst is
the recommendation to continue the autonomy of the Country High School Hostels
Authority. Pressure was exerted in the past for that authority's functions to be
amalgamated with the operations of the Ministry of Education. That move was strongly
opposed by this side of politics when in Opposition. Along with many others in the
community, we fought strongly and successfully to maintain the autonomy of the
Country High School Hostels Authority. We accepted that it needed internal
restructuring and tidying up to make it a more efficient organisation and that is currently
being undertaken. The recommendation is for its retention, and I applaud that.
Likewise, many members heatd rumours on an annual basis over the past two or three
years about the imminent closure of district education offices. That did not occur under
the previous Administration and this report clearly identifies the need to keep that three
tiered level of operations in place; in other words, a central bureaucracy, albeit smaller
than the current one, and mid level management, which needs to be strengthened
according to this document. I agree with that. Again, it is pleasing to see the retention of
those district offices recommended in this document.
I do not intend to go through the document clause by clause because that would take
longer than I expect to speak tonight. However, I turn to the complaint made by some
members opposite about the move for all TAFE colleges to change to the independent
model. This is not something new and was certainly in the policy documents of both the
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coalition parties before they formed Government. We have same good examples of how
this works in this State with three independent colleges working particularly well.
The independent college closest to my area and the one to which I have given praise in
this place before is the Kalgoorlie College which has incorporated Esperance TAPE in its
operations so that it has become a regional campus of the Kalgoorlie College. It is still
funded under the same system as regular TAPE colleges but in addition has that
entrepreneurial opportunity that the Kalgoorlie College model gives to gain extra funds in
various ways and to react more quickly to the training needs of the community. I see
nothing wrong with that.
Members will notice that the recommendations of the Vickery report do not suggest an
overnight change from the current TAPE system for colleges still in the old system to
become independent. The report says that progress should be slow and measured; in
other words, that the Government, if it goes down that path - which is its policy - should
give clear consideration to the fact that not all of these colleges are ready to change
because of a lack of capacity to manage the financial side of things if there were an
overnight change. That is why the report suggests that change be slow and made only
when appropriate.
That sort of recommendation in the report is an indication of what will be done with the
whole of the recommendations contained therein; in other words, there will not be a blind
rush to change things for the sake of change. Any changes will be considered by all
members of the community and their views will be brought back to the Government after
which some, not all, of the recommendations of the report will be implemented as seen
fit. I find it somewhat insulting for an Opposition member to come into this place after
the history of recent events when she was in Government and move a motion which calls
on this House to direct the Government to engage in widespread consultation.
MR TUBBY (Roleystone - Parliamentary Secretary) [8.56 pm]: This has not been the
most scintillating debate to which I have ever listened. One gathers that from the number
of members on the Opposition benches. I see five Opposition members in the House and
five minutes ago there were only three. This is private members' day, the day of the
week members opposite are supposed to hit the Government around the ears. What has
happened? Three or four Opposition members have made wimpish speeches and five
Opposition members are sitting in the House. The mover of this motion has just returned
to the House and I thank her for doing so.
Mrs Hallahan: It is no pleasure if the member continues with that type of debate.
Mr TUBBY: The Government will not be supporting this motion. No doubt the member
for Armnadale is surprised to hear that.
Mrs Hallahan: l am amazed!
Mr TUBBY: I will explain why. When the Minister released the report yesterday he
said he hoped to consider further public input and make decisions as quickly as possible
with any changes carefully implemented by the end of the year. The member for
Northern Rivers has returned to the Chamber, so I am glad I have dragged back a few
Opposition members. In fact, I have almost doubled Opposition representation. The fact
is that extensive consultation took place during the four month review period with key
stakeholders and relevant interest groups. The former Minister for Education, the
member for Armadale, may not like that sort of consultation because she was not used to
it when Minister for Education, but that is the way we operate in Government.
A total of 66 organisations and individuals were consulted and 74 submissions were
received from Government agencies, business groups, unions, parent bodies, universities,
and other groups and individuals. Widespread consultation has occurred. The review
commiutee also circulated early drafts of the report for comment. The former Minister
for Education has said that the report was written and submitted to the Minister a month
ago and that is correct. Copies were issued to various heads of departments and other
groups a week prior to the release of the report. The Minister circulated the final draft to
organisations and individuals, including the Education portfolio agencies, the Trades and
Labor Council of WA - and I hope the member for Arniadale notes this fact - the State
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School Teachers Union, the Civil Service Association of WA, the Western Australian
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the Chamber of Mines and Energy of WA and non-
government school organisations including the Catholic Education Commission of WA.
They all received early copies of that report.
Mrs Haflahan: On an embargoed basis.
Mr TUBBY: Embargoed only so far as the media were concerned. The copies of the
report were circulated to allow people to comment to the Minister and express their point
of view on it. This was to allow them to make informed comment. This was because the
media, five minutes after a Minister releases a report, rush to all of these interest groups
and ask for an informed comment. How on earth can people give one? The member for
Annadale expects those interest groups to have the ability to make an informed comment
a few minutes after the report has been released. The Minister sent out copies of the
report a week before he published it to allow interested parties to make informed
comment after its release, and they did that. The overall comment on the report was
favourable, with groups generally supporting the broad thrust of its recommendations.
However, some groups sought clarification on specific proposals or commented on
matters of detail, just as various members have done here this evening.
The Minister has invited these groups and any other interested parties to provide any
further comments that they wish to make. This contrasts sharply with the lack of
consultation which characterised the member for Annadale's approach when she was
Minister. For example, there was no public consultation on the amalgamation of the
Department of Employment. Vocational Education and Training and the Department of
Technical and Further Education during her time. The affected groups were consulted
about implementation issues only after the decision had been made. I could also refer to
the full time education for five year olds issue and the many other issues that were
introduced during the Labor Government's time in office. It it not surprising that the
Opposition is expressing alarm at the report. The review draws attention to over 10 years
of mismanagement and underfunding of the education and training system during the
previous Government's term in office.
Mrs Haflahan: Are you reading your speech?
Mr TUBBY: I am, to make sure it is accurate. I represent the Minister, as the member
knows. The report describes the very severe depletion of curriculum and other support
services provided to students and teachers, especially those in isolated and other
disadvantaged areas.
Mrs Hallahan: Members are not allowed to read speeches.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Members are allowed to quote from various
pieces of paper although they are not allowed to read a speech. I assume the member is
quoting from a report.
Mr TUJBBY, The end result of this mismanagement is that Western Australia now
spends $100m less on education than the Grants Commission's "all States average". The
member for Arnadale said that we spend more on education than does Queensland.
Mrs Hallahan: McCarrey says we should follow Queensland. Where does that leave
you?
Mr TUBBY: Has the member been to Queensland and looked at the schools there?
Mrs Hallahan: Yes.
Mr TUBBY: What did the member think?
Mrs Hallahan: I was impressed with some but not with others.

Mr TUJBBY: I have looked at a few and I was not very impressed with some of them, so
to cite Queensland as a level from which we should work is not very reliable. Why not
cite Victoria, New South Wales or some other State? We have been spending less than
we should have been on education and training for years. It was $lomr last year. Under
th~e previous Government, the education system lacked a sense of strategic direction and
vision.
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Mrs Hallalian: Are you reading Hon Norman Moore's notes?
Mr TUBBY: This Government, through the Vickery report and other reviews, will
provide the leadership and direction that the system so desperately needs.
Had the member listened to any of the debates on education that have occurred in this
place since I have been here - that is, the last five years - and considered all the
contributions made she would be aware that I have pointed out all these things. There
was no consultation during the member's time in Government. Education was very
drastically underfunded and this has been pointed out during the five years I have been
here, and longer. I know it hurts and the member does not like it, but it is true. The
member has mentioned maintenance, and one need only visit any State school to note the
deteriorated state of most of them.
Mrs Hallaban: Most are not deteriorated.
Mr TUBBY: They are. I possess the files from my time as shadow Minister. They
contain correspondence from many schools which have been writing for years about the
disgraceful state of their buildings and grounds. I have many files. The rot started in
1987.
Mrs Hallahan: That is rubbish. It started with the Liberal Government.
Mr TUBBY: It started in 1987 because the Labor Government stopped the cyclic
maintenance of all schools in the State and changed to a needs based system because that
Government wanted to save money in the education system. Those savings occurred at
the expense of the maintenance of schools -

Mrs Hallahan: Keep to the subject of the debate.
Mr TUBBY: I am trying to finish so that one of the member's colleagues can say a few
words.
The unanimous view among those consulted was that there was significant overlap.
duplication and conflict between SESDA and DEVET which had resulted in a gulf
developing between industry, clients and the training system. It also resulted in an
inefficient use of scarce training resources. Indeed, the previous Government set up the
Office of Education and Training to help resolve this conflict. That is, it created another
agency rather than address the problem.
Review submissions made it clear that the State Employment and Skills Development
Authority has been not as effective as it could be in providing industry and client input to
the training system. This was the result of the rigid cripartism that was built into the
SESDA legislation by the previous Government which required that decisions could be
made only by consensus. That is, the union movement, the employers and the
Government had to agree. This meant that the only decisions made were those of the
lowest common denominator. The previous Government allowed the unions to exert
undue influence on the training system through an effective veto of SESDA decision
making. As a consequence DEVET has had to get on with the job of providing quality
training services, almost without reference to the legitimate input of industry and other
clients. A hugely bureaucratic process was established which severely restricted industry
from dealing directly with training providers. Training councils and colleges were
instructed that industry input to the training system could occur only through the formal
hierarchy. There is an urgent need to resolve the unhealthy conflict set up by the
previous Government between SESDA and DEVET, to ensure that the State's interests
are adequately protected for negotiating additional funding from the Commonwealth for
the 1994 academic year.
Various members have raised concerns about specific aspects of the report and its
recommendations. I and other members on this side of the House have concerns about
some of the recommendations. The CEO's comments quoted by Opposition members
also raised some valid concerns. These concerns have been raised with the Minister and
have been referred to this evening. In most cases the concerns raised are similar and the
Government will take them into consideration when the necessary restructuring occurs.
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No Government, whether Labor or Liberal, has ever accepted all the representations of
reports made to it. This was an independent review and it is the Minister's task to take
advice from the review. Had we wanted to accept all the recommendations we would
have put three of our people on the review committee to come up with recommendations
with which we could wholeheartedly agree. The Minister did not do that. He wanted an
independent assessment of the system and through the Vickery committee he got that.
This does not mean to say we must live with every one of the recommendations.
The review recommendations to be accepted must fit in with Government policies and
priorities. They must fit in with the views expressed by community bodies and various
departments. Once that happens, the Government will make a decision and will get on
with the necessary restructuring. This essential restructuring is a result of many years of
lack of leadership in the education arena. We will carry out this restructuring without
fear or favour once the final decisions are made. We therefore do not accept the motion
and will vote against it.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [9.10 pm]: I urge all members on both sides of the House
to support the motion to ensure widespread consultation on the report. I thank the
member for Roleystone for keeping his remarks short and giving me a few moments to
make my contribution. The member for Roleystone has a genuine concern for education.
As he is an intelligent man I hope he will think a little deeper than the lightweight and
rather silly words he read which were prepared by the Minister for Education.
They were really quite irrelevant to this report and this debate; that is a great shame. The
Vickery review of education and training is a poor report, although it contains a number
of good recommendations. In dealing with changes which will be so far reaching in our
education system we need a coherent set of recommendations that make sense. The
Vickery report is a collection of ideas which have not been thought through and built into
a coherent policy to improve the quality of education in this State. It is, therefore,
absolutely essential to have widespread consultation. I hope that members opposite take
the time to go through this report and, even if they are bound tonight not to support this
motion, I call on them to go over the report in their party room and to consult with the
education industry to get something of value out of the report. If this report is
implemented in part or wholly without that sont of consultation it will be a disaster for
our education system.
One term of reference was to review and advise the Minister on implementing a portfolio
structure to secure a better quality of service for students, parents, industry and the
community by improving the delivery of support to education, employment and training
in Western Australia and simplifying the existing system and making it more cost-
effective and productive. In response to that the review committee brought forward a
number of critical recommendations and said in its foreword -

We are confident that the recommendations can be implemented without
additional recurrent expenditure and have the potential to provide significant
improvements to the delivery of education and training within Western Australia.

On that one term of reference the committee of review has said that it has delivered a
proposal which meets that improvement at no cost. That does not stack up. The report
contains no figures. no supporting arguments; it contains a few glib, throwaway
statements that do not substantiate that claim in the foreword of this report. Nothing in
the body of the report substantiates that statement. It is utterly wrong. But I am just an
Opposition spokesperson and some members opposite might think I am putting a political
line and not addressing the substance of the issue. Consider then the view of Mr Greg
Black, the Chief Executive Officer of the Ministry of Education, who advised the
Minister -

I believe that the report has a number of positive aspects ..
The report, I believe, also has a number of limitations. Overall the number of
agencies reporting to the Minister has increased. Lines of accountability are, if
anything, more complex unless defined ...
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I believe the implementation of this report could cast a minimum of $10 million
at a time when major cost savings are being sought across government.

Mr Black continues to substantiate that, but I do not have time to quote him in full. Mr
Black gives the figures for autonomous colleges, college by college, and states that
additional costs would be involved. Okay, so that is just Mr Black, the Chief Executive
Officer of the Ministry of Education; perhaps he does not know much about education.
We also have the response from Mr Ian Hill, the Executive Director of the Departm.ent of
Employment, Vocational Education and Training, who states -

Given the proposed structure and reporting arrangements, the outcomes desired
from the principles and key structural elements will not be delivered. Lines of
accountability are unclear; there is a lack of financial discipline; and reporting
relationships will be dysfunctional.

On the second page of his letter Mr Hill states -

There is no analysis of the cost implications of the proposed new structures. The
report simply states that, through rationalisation, efficiency will be achieved. The
cost impact, which the report does not satisfactorily address, will be of prime
media and public interest.

Obviously the Press is not interested at this hour, but it may take up the mailer at some
other time. Contained in those reports from those chief executive officers is the reality of
the Vickery report: It is not a coherent approach to the improvement of education in this
State. It is a mishmash of ideas, same good, some not so good. It requires additional
costing and that will detract from the money which will serve the interests of education in
this State. I urge members opposite, even if they cannot support this motion, not to let
the report Slip through the party room. If they do, they will do a great disservice to
education in this State.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [9.16 pmj: I do not know how anyone could vote
against this motion. In any other circumstance members opposite would say the sensible
thing to do with something that is promoting radical change would be to allow for public
comment, and I have suggested a period of six weeks. I do not know why the Minister
for Education will not do this. The member for Roleystone who is representing the
Minister for Education in this place spelt out in the most cynical terms in speech notes
apparently prepared by the Minister, Hon Norman Moore, the reason the Minister
released the final report for selective comment. The final report was given to the
Minister on 3 July and he says did not know it had been sitting in his office for a month.
He is a dilberry.
Mr Strickland: Most of the speech of the member for Roleystone came out of the report.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I am talking about that dilberry of a Minister, not the member for
Roleystone. The Minister for Education did not know he had the final report on 3 July.
It might have been sitting on someone else's desk, but he did not know it had been
delivered to him and he was supposed to act upon it. He sent the report to a number of
people, and there has been much claiming of credit for that, but we heard the truth
tonight. It was sent out not for a constructive purpose, so people could have a real input,
but so that when people were approached by the media they could make an informed
comment. That explains why a number of letters referred to the very short time frame
within which they had to respond to the report. The poor devils were all busy and were
landed with a report from the Minister who asked them to reply immediately, which they
did in good faith, and mistakenly the Minister tabled their responses. We are then told it
is consultation. That is rubbish and the community knows it is rubbish. Members
opposite will not get away with this sort of action for the next three years. The Lawrence
Government put in place new measures of consultation which unfortunately the Court
Government is yet to live up to and adopt. People are used to consultation and they will
demand and expect it.
Members opposite will do themselves great damage if they do not wake up that things
have changed. The fact that members opposite have been out of Government for
10 years does not mean that they ame like Rip Van Winkle, and that they can wake up and

1879



it is all the same. People expect to be consulted; they expect to have input and expect
Ministers to take real note of what they say. I am not saying that they expect Ministers to
do what they want Ministers to do. People are realistic: They know that various
considerations will weigh upon Ministers. People understand that, but they expect to
have a say and to have it considered seriously.
That is not occurring with the Vickery report. If somebody can explain why the Minister
is not doing what is sensible, something which will stand him in good stead, which will
stand the Government's image in good stead, and which will do a favour for the
education and training sector, I will be pleased to hear it. Nobody opposite has explained
that. Perhaps members opposite were embarrassed and their silence indicated that they
had nothing to say to defend their Minister; that he has been an embarrassment; that he
does not know how to conduct himself as a Minister; and that he is not worthy of the
portfolio he has been given. It is clear that members opposite are locked into a position
and cannot consider the motion before the House objectively. That is a tragedy for
education and training in Western Australia. I commend this motion to the House.

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

Mr M. Barnett
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwards
Mr Grill
Mrs Hallahan

Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Barnett
NMr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes

Ayes (19)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hill
Mr Kobeilke
Mr Marlborough
Mr Riebeting
Mr Ripper
Mrf.L. Smith

Noes (26)
Dr Hames
Mr Kicndih
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Osborne
Mr Pendal
Mr Shave

Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms. Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

pairs

Dr Gallop
Mr McGinty
Mr Graham
Mr Bridge
Dr Lawrence

Mr Prince
Mr Lewis
Mr Blailcie
Mr House
Mr Omodei

Question thus negatived.

MOTION - SELECT COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT
Science and Technology

MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [9.37 pm]: I move -

(1) That a Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly be appointed to
inquire into and report on science and technology with particular reference
to -
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(a) areas where the State Government can help or stimulate either the
advancement or application of science and technology in Western
Australia;

(b) aspects of science and technology in which the State Government
is or should be involved;

(c) the role of government departments and authorities involved in
science and technology; and

(d) opportunities for economic development and trade arising from
science and technology in Western Australia.

(2) That the Committee have power to send for persons and papers, to sit on
days over which the House stands adjourned, to move from place to place,
and to report from time to time.

(3) That the Committee report on 31 December 1993.
The problem which I want this Select Committee to address can be summarised fairly
succinctly: Not enough research in science and technology is occurring in this State. It
is necessary for a strategy to be drawn up to address that problem and to ensure that this
State receives a share in the national science and research effort that is at least
proportionate to its population. I hope that this proposition will receive support from
both sides of the House. I expect that it will. Western Australia receives 6.9 per cent of
the national research effort and comprises 9.9 per cent of the population. In simple
terms, we receive about seven per cent of the national research effort, while comprising
10 per cent of the population. That missing three per cent is the equivalent of a moderate
research university, which does not exist in this State. The equivalent resources of such a
university would be in place if this State were receiving the sort of proportion we could
expect if the funds were distributed on a per capita basis. Those figures are more
inequitable than they appear to be because, of the 6.9 per cent of the national research
effort which occurs in Western Australia, a substantial proportion of that is from the State
Government. The State Government in Western Australia contributes 14 per cent of the
total research effort provided by State Governments in Australia, although the State
comprises only 10 per cent of the population. The State Government in Western
Australia is contributing about 50 per cent in excess of what State Governments in
Australia generally contribute to research. Notwithstanding that increased effort from the
State Government, only seven per cent - three per cent less than the per capita avenage -
of scientific research occurs in this State. Something should done about that.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Do your figures include private sector research as well?
Mr THOMAS: Yes. They are figures from the institute of science and technology policy
at Murdoch University. They include the higher education sector, the private sector, the
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation and Government
instrumentalities. It is necessary and desirable for something to be done to rectify this
situation. An economic spinoff occurs from scientific research. It does not necessarily
follow that if scientific research is done in a particular location, subsequent economic
development will occur in that place, although that is more likely to be the case. A
snowballing effect also occurs; the proximity of infrastructure, personnel and the creation
of institutions within a particular area encourages the economic development which can
flow from research. We must look at the nature of scientific research occurring in this
State to see what directions might be taken to improve the situation. That could be
illustrated by looking at the cooperative research centres which represent the most
obvious and perhaps the most glamorous of the research effort taking place in Australia.
That program was set up some three or four years ago by the Commonwealth
Government to bring together the private sector, the higher education sector, Government
organisations and so on to provide state of the art research - cutting edge research - in a
wide variety of areas that were deliberately chosen to have an economic spin-off.
There are 52 cooperative research centres in Australia, only three of which are
headquartered in Western Australia. They have a number of participating organisations
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or components and are not all necessarily in the one State. There are organisations.
university departments and Government instrumentalities participating in CRCs that are
not headquartered in Western Australia. Nonetheless the three that are headquartered in
Western Australia reflect the natural advantages that this State provides in terms of
scientific research: We are one-third of a continent; we are a major mineral province;
and we are a site of major mining activity. As would be expected, the geomechanics
CRC is located in Western Australia as is the hydrometallurgy CRC, which is based at
Murdoch University. Western Austr-alia is one of the world's leaders in dry land
agriculture and the CRC for legumes in Mediterranean agriculture is located in Western
Austr-alia. Because of what one would describe as a natural advantage, we would expect
that that scientific research would be headquartered in Western Australia and it is.
However, an enormous amount of scientific research can be located anywhere. It not
necessarily need be related to a particular climate or a particular geographical location.
In many cases, that is the type of research that is likely to lead to new industries, to high
technology and to sunrise industries. We then must turn our attention to finding out why
those sorts of activities are located in one place and not in another. Simply, it is because
institutions which undertake scientific research tend to perpetuate themselves. Scientists
tend to locate in places where they have been educated, where laboratories are already
established. When organisations have to bid for funds, the ones that are likely to be
successful are those that have established infrastructure, established personnel and the
crack record to undertake that research.
As I said earlier, there are 52 CRCs throughout Australia. The funding is incredibly
competitive with the universities, CSIRO departments and Government departments
seeking to be involved and hoping to be the headquarters of the CRC putting in bids. The
Commonwealth, in allocating the CRCs will look at them, ostensibly at least, on the basis
of merit, not on the basis of geographical distribution; that is the way it should be. There
is naturally a tendency for the places where scientific research has occurred in the past to
continue to be the places where it will occur in the future. That phenomenon can be
discerned throughout the world. For example, in the United States two States, California
and Massachusetts, are quite famous for scientific research because they have established
institutions. Organisations, laboratories and so on in those States undertake research and
have been doing so for decades, probably in excess of a century. As a consequence.
when funds become available to conduct the research, those same institutions tend to be
in a position to put forward the most credible bids to obtain the funding. I think that
phenomenon is occurring in Australia also.
In addition, one suspects that an informal factor which is perhaps best described as the
old boy network also exists, where the people who allocate the research funding and
those in existing institutions are most likely to be part of social networks. Maybe that
bias is compounded by the fact that personalities are well known to each other and are in
close proximity to each other and it is therefore more likely that the research dollars will
be allocated to those areas.
What are we going to do about it? The fact is that that has been going on until now and
unless a deliberate effort is made to rectify the situation, it is likely to continue in the
future. That would be most undesirable from the point of view of the State receiving the
economic spin-off that I referred to earlier, but also because of the effect it has - part of
the same phenomenon - on the career paths of graduates in Western Australia. We have
a number of world class universities in this State producing graduates who, if they want
to pursue research careers in the sciences, and other areas for that matter, will often have
to leave the State to continue their careers because the opportunities do not exist here. A
strategy must be drawn up to provide inducements to attract research here. I believe it is
possible for us to look beyond the natural areas which one would expect would
automatically attract the top research here to fields where research could occur in any
location and where there are also other advantages to this State.
During the recent break, I took the opportunity of visiting India. I met the director of
India's Council for Scientific and Industrial Research. India has one of the top scientific
and industrial research programs in the world. As everyone knows, it is a very large
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country. It has its own space program and a very advanced scientific and industrial
research program. It is very interested in engaging in cooperative programs with other
countries. In the national capital, Delhi, I met Professor Joshi who is the National
Director of the CSIR - it is a coincidence that the acronym is so similar to our CSIRO, it
is an equivalent organisation - who expressed some interest in engaging in cooperative
programs with similar organisations and universities in Australia. He has been meeting
the executive director of the CSIRO to discuss such ventures. I also visited one of that
country's research laboratories in the State of Himachal Pradesh, where work is being
undertaken that can be described as being at the forefront of the advancement of
knowledge in the areas of biotechnology which are very relevant to some areas which
have potential for development in Australia. In particular, they are working on the
development of new techniques and new products in the horticultural industry. It was
drawn to my attention that we are not necessarily competitors in that area because of the
climatic differences. When the products in our hemisphere are available for the market,
they are not being produced in the northern hemisphere because of the reverse climatic
cycle. A natural alliance can be built up between Australia and India in those areas.
Exciting research is being undertaken in that area and similar efforts are being made in
other South East Asian areas. I am aware that the Deputy Premier has received a report
on opportunities which exist in South East Asia as opposed to South Asia. I allude to
these matters because in relationships with South Asia and South East Asia we in
Western Australia have a natural advantage over our competitors in the Eastern States
because of our proximity and time zone similarities. Many opportunities should be
looked at.
Both the Opposition and the Government have an interest in promoting scientific activity
in this State and should seek to do so. The State Government is a major player in funding
research. A number of organisations and departments of the State Government, such as
Geological Survey, the Department of Minerals and Energy, the Department of
Agriculture, the Department of Conservation and Land Management and so on, are major
players in a number of fields in which research is undertaken- It is timely for this
Parliament to set up a committee to make recommendations for a strategy to enable the
State to realise its potential and achieve its fair share of the national research effort. That
would be the equivalent of a moderately sized research university in this State. I hope
this matter can be approached on a bipartisan basis. As a funding target we should aim
for a number of the new combined research centres to be located in this State. At present
there are 52 CRCs in Australia and only three are located in Western Australia. On a per
capita basis this State should have at least five. The Commonwealth Government
announced in the last Federal election campaign that a further 10 centres would be
established, and applications for these centres close next July. Therefore, the time is still
ripe for the Government to support its applications for further CRCs to be located in
Western Australia. It is not an unrealistic aspiration to set a target of two or three
additional centres because, if successful in that application, Western Australia would still
be below the national average. However, it would be a major step in the right direction
of bringing this State in line with the national average. The proximity and similar time
zones provide Western Australia with additional opportunities which are not available to
other States, and there are several natural advantages in this State that have not yet been
recognised. I refer, for example, to marine sciences. Western Australia has a major
fishery and a shipbuilding industry which leads the world in a number of respects. I am
sure that prepositions could be put forward and programs devised to ensure the State
receives its share of the national research effort. I commend the motion to the House.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [9.44 pm]: I am aware that a number of
members wish to speak on this matter, although I amt not sure that it will be concluded
tonight. I indicate early in the piece that the Government is prepared to support this
motion. I share the concerns expressed by the member for Cockbumn with respect to
Western Australia's inability to successfully gain its share of research money from the
Commonwealth. It is interesting to note that funding for Western Australia from the
Commonwealth for research facilities has declined by approximately 12 per cent over the.
past two years. As the member for Cockburn said, in the next round of applications for
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the location of combined research centres this State should do better than it has in the
past. The member for Cockburn spoke about this State's natural advantages, and one of
the advantages to which he referred was marine science. I am sure he is aware that the
Australian Institute of Marine Science is considering establishing a branch in Western
Australia. If he does not know that, I ami sure the Deputy Leader of the Opposition will
provide him with details because he is one of the persons who initiated the progress that
has been made. Western Australia also must stake a claim in areas in which it has a
special role to play, such as petroleum exploration and drilling, hard rock mining,
agriculture and food processing. There is no doubt at all that in some of those areas
Western Australia can legitimately claim that it should receive a bigger share of
Commonwealth funding.
The motion moved by the member for Cockbumn is inadequate in that it does not
specifically include terms of reference relating to the capacity of this State to attract
Commonwealth funding. Therefore, my colleague the member for Dianella will move
some amendments to expand the terms of reference for this committee when it is
established so that it can specifically deal with that issue. As much as I would like to say
a lot more about science and technology and its value to the economy of this State,
particularly with regard to the area growing at a rate three times faster than any other
sector of our economy - that is, manufacturing and processing - it is appropriate to give
other members in this place an opportunity to comment in the limited time available for
private members' business.
The Government is prepared to support this motion. It recognises that, contraty to a
number of other committees that have been established in which contests have been held
for the position of chairmnan, this committee will follow the traditions of this place. I
hope we can establish this as a completely tripartisan committee that will dedicate itself
to looking at ways and means of seeking Western Australia's share of funding from the
Commonwealth and giving this State a program that can be used to further science and
technology in this State.

Amendment to Motion

DR HAMES (Dianella) t9.49 pm]: I move the following amendment -

Clause 1, line 2 - To delete all words after the word "to" and substitute the
following -

(a) areas where the State Government can help or stimulate the
advancement of the application of science and technology in
Western Australia;

(b) aspects of science and technology in which the State Government
is or should be involved;

(c) the costs and benefits of any State Government involvement;
(d) strategies to encourage the adoption and adaptation of technology

resulting from research and development institutions such as
universities, CSZRO and government research agencies;

(e) opportunities for economic development and trade arising from
scientific research and development in Western Australia;

(f) obstacles faced by the science and technology sector when
commercialising technology; and

(g) attracting a greater share of Commonwealth funding.
I must admit it is an unusual experience to be the first member in my time in the
Parliament to support an Opposition motion. We have not seen that happen since this
Parliament convened. It reminds me of when Mr Klemm comes in here with students
and lines up the students into groups. The students who represent the Premier say that it
is black, and the students who represent the Leader of the Opposition say that it is white,
and as usual the argument rages, although Mir Klemm points out that that is not always
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the case. It is pleasing to see that on occasions we depart from that tradition and can
agree to support a motion which I believe will be of enormous benefit to the community
of Western Australia, provided the proposed committee works hard to ensure that it
comes up with appropriate recommendations which will lead us into the next century.
The most important part of this motion is that we want to see how business in this State
can derive the maximum from the new technologies that are developed. We always
notice as members of the public prior to our getting into Parliament that many areas of
technology which we read about in the Press or hear about in the electronic media are
developed in Western Australia but never come to completion, or come to completion
and end up being developed in other countries. People in this Parliament perhaps do not
have the training to understand specifically how we can do our best to stimulate the
further development and advancement of science and technology in Western Australia.
Australia has always been called the lucky country, anid those who state our future
directions say that we need to become the clever country. We are the clever country, and
we excel in many areas of science and technology, particularly in the fields of medicine
and computer technology. What tends to happen is that those developments flounder
through lack of financial and moral support, or are just strangled by red tape. The duty of
the proposed committee will be to find ways around those hindrances to the progress of
science and technology in Western Australia. The role of the committee will be to
encompass two areas. The first is at the Federal level, where, as pointed out by the
member for Cockburn, this State is drastically underfunded in its finances for cooperative
research centres. We have three CRCs out of 50, and, with 10 more CRCs to be
commissioned before the middle of next year, this committee should do its absolute best
to ensure that Western Australia gains its fair share of funding. I must admit that not
only in respect of science and technology, but also in many other fields, that is never the
case.
Another role of the committee will be to see how the State Government should be
involved, It is not the job of a State Government to fork into taxpayers' pockets and try
to pick winners in the development of science and technology. One can never know
which developments will succeed and which will fail. It is our job to ensure that new
developments have the best opportunity to proceed and to be developed. I have read in
the Press about the development of a new battery at one of the Australian universities. I
do not know any of the details of that, other than what I have read in the Press, yet it
seems to me that that area of science and technology has the potential to revolutionist the
world. The duty of the proposed committee will be to find areas of special development
which have potential and which may need our support in order to succeed. I have great
pleasure in supporting this proposed committee and in volunteering my services.
MR TUBBY (Roleystone - Parliamentary Secretary) [9.55 pm]: I endorse the remarks
of the member for Dianella. I also commend the member for Cockburn for bringing
forward this initiative. In the five years that I have been in this place, I have always
enjoyed listening to the member's comments. He makes a lot of sense and puts forward
positive points of view, and he did so again tonight.
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [9.56 pm]: The proponents of the substantive motion are
prepared to accept the amendment. I thank the Deputy Premier and the Government
speakers for their support for the proposition.
Amendment put and passed.

Motion, as Amended
Motion, as amended, put and passed.

Appointment of Committee
On motion by Mr Thomas, resolved -

That the members of the committee be the member for Dianella (Dr Hames), the
member for Kalgoorlie (Mr Taylor), the member for Cockburn (Mr Thomas), the
member for Roleystone (Mr Tub by), and the member for Collie (Dr Turnbull).
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SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [9.59 pm]: I will address two areas specifically, and, if I
have time, a third. The two areas are the areas for which I have been given
responsibility; namely, the police, and multicultural and ethnic affairs.
If I have time I will also talk about small business, and particularly on the thousand of
small businesses in my electorate, of which 600 are retailers, who are presently debating
deregulation of hours. In the past few months I have looked very closely at the
conditions under which police officers work. Having read the presentation proposed by
this Government before the election, I have been somewhat disappointed by the
Minister's inactivity. In its election document the Government promised all Western
Australians a larger Police Force and a more secure Western Australia. It said -

We will build a strong, effective and well equipped Police Force to halt the crime
wave and introduce wide ranging reforms to make sure that crime does not pay.

That statement was central to the Government's election platform on police and security.
On 30 March the Minister released a statement saying that $1.3m would be provided to
lift the Police Force. With this $1.3m the Minister would honour the Government's
pledge for 800 extra police officers over four years. This press release in The West
Australian newspaper on 30 March states -

.* . the package also included funds to redeploy 70 public servants to the Police
Department, enabling experienced officers to spend less time on clerical duties
and more in field work.
Out of the 70 redeployees, 41 are already in place and 26 of the 100 new recruits
will have completed their training by the middle of the year.

He did not fully explain that 70 of the 800 officers to be recruited had already been put in
place by the previous Labor Government. The statement continues -

Funding these recruits will be the first step towards fulfilling the Government's
commitment to increase the police force by 800 officers in its first term of office.
But ... because of WA's poor financial situation, he could not say just when the
remaining 700 would be recruited.

I do not think this Government has any idea about how to increase the existing number
by an extra 700 officers. This Minister has not indicated to his own department that he
will increase the number by 200, let alone the 700 that he promised.
The next statement released by the Minister said that there was to be an independent
complaints tribunal. This was stated in the Government's election platform. To its
credit, we get a police complaints tribunal which is independent but, on examination, we
find it is no different from what was in place previously. In fact, the Ombudsman sits on
two areas of complaints which makes his position unique. The complaints tribunal is far
from independent, something the public wanted but certainly will not receive. Another
press release said that the Government would formally recognise the roles of the spouses
of members of the Police Force in country areas. When their partners are out on patrol,
the spouses take all the calls and act as die facto public servants. The Government said it
would give some appreciation and recognition of their position by way of financial
reward. This Minister put this aside and said it would not occur. The Government said it
would provide extra police in various areas. I have read the Government's platform and
have put three questions on notice to the Minister. I asked -

In view of the promises made by the coalition in the 1993 election campaign to
increase the numbers in the Police Force in the eastern goldfields, in the Langford
area and the Mandurah area, can the Minister advise when these officers will be
provided? Jf not, why not?
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The answer I got is that he could not provide an answer and the allotment of staff is left
to the Commissioner of Police. I reiterate: This Minister does not know where he is
going; he has no plan. That is evident from the answers I have obtained to my questions
on notice.
Another part of its law and order platform was thac the Government would lift the morale
of the Police Force. That means that the police should be given better working
conditions, perhaps a pay inarease and recognition for their work, Let us look at the
conditions under which the police work. The question from those on the Government
side would be, "What did you do when you were in Government?'
Mr Blaikie: I would like to tell you: Nothing.
Mr CATANIA. The member should pull his head in a bit while I am speaking. 1 do not
like to be interrupted with stupid inteiJections. The accommodation for the department is
dotted around the city in various buildings. There is no ability for the police officers to
work as one force. The little stations in the suburbs are out of date and are not fit for the
work that the police officers do. The conditions are not conducive to a proper working
environment or to bringing out the best in the dedicated people in the Police Force. What
does this Minister have as a future plan to ensure that the police officers are placed in a
proper police park? What plans does he have for the little police stations, such as those
as Scarborough and Brentwood, that have atrocious conditions?
Mr Wiese: Have you asked yourself why they are in atrocious condition?
Mr CATANIA: I did ask that at the beginning of my speech and I answered the question.
What plans does this Minister have to improve the accommodation for the police? None.
I have not heard of any. I have asked and the only indication is that the Government
cannot do anything because it has no funds. Perhaps the Minister for Police, who is in
the Chamber, can take my advice. Perhaps I can help him to allocate the resources.
Mrs van de Klashorst: Why didn't you do it in the past four years?
Mr CATANIA: I am giving the Government a solution. I am just helping the Minister
out and Government members should be grateful that I anm doing so. The Minister should
listen to some good advice. I suggest that a police park be created where a purpose built
centre could be constructed by private enterprise and leased back to the Police
Department. This will free up the resources for capital investment which can then be
used for operational requirements.
I am sure private enterprise would be glad to enter into such an arrangement because it
would give it a secure return on its investment. It could be done for police headquarters,
outlying stations and suburban stations without the necessity to outlay money, and
private enterprise would receive a return. This would release Police Department
resources and allow the Govemrnmnt to meet the commitment it made to the Western
Australian public to recruit more police. It would also allow for better resourced
departments within the Police Force which, in most cases, are not up to the standard
required by the Police Department. The Minister should consider the matter very
seriously and examine the cost benefits, which will be very good. I am sure the
Minister's depantment would welcome the proposal with open arms..
Another suggestion I have made is to share the profits of crime. I am sure he will agree
that confiscated criminal profits can be put towards acquiring better resources as well as
the investigation of corporate crime so that the police officers are as well resourced as the
criminals they are trying to apprehend. Confiscated criminal proceeds could also be
donated to the victims of crime, to whom, as far as I know, no allocation has been made.
I am disappointed in the Minister's attitude to police officers' pay. The Government has
rejected some pay claims and apparently agreed to allow only two pay increases over the
next two years. It is very disappointing that this Government cancelled the pay claim the
officers had before the Industrial Relations Commission. Another issue of concern is
policies concerning the recognition of the work of a police officer. This can be done
properly only by legislation; for example, I am pleased to hear that my suggestion that
the Pawnbrokers Act be reviewed is being taken up. Legislation should be
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cornmensurate with recognition of police work and should enable the Police Department
to see the benefits of its labour. Legislation such as juvenile justice legislation, criminal
legislation and various other areas should be reviewed. I am also disappointed that the
Minister has given mue no indication about whether career paths will be developed for
country officers or whether a reorganisation will take place of the merit based promotion
scheme for the Police Department. There is a tendency among officers to feel great
concern about that.
The Minister should claim some of the proceeds of that great haul of money which will
be forthcoming from the tobacco tax. It will provide a slush fund of $176m for this
Government over the next three or four years.
Mr Pendal inteijected.
Mr CATANIA: Yes, member for South Perth, it will provide a larder of money.
Mr Cowan: You would know about them, wouldn't you?
Mr CATANIA: I know nothing about it; I am suggesting the Minister should do
something about it. The Liberal Government promised the people of this State security
through a larger Police Force. Since it has been elected it has dumped the public. Why
does it not prove its honesty to those people by obtaining funds from the tobacco tax and
recruiting 800 police officers by the end of four years? Many other areas within the
Police Force can be improved and over the next few months I will watch to see what the
Minister for Police will do. The only commitment I have heard is that he will revise the
licence infringement points system. He has rejected stiffer penalties being attached to
drivers caught with 0.05 per cent blood alcohol content. I have also noticed that the very
important area of prostitution is too difficult for him to address. I am also very
concerned that there is no apparent plan to address substandard police accommodation or
recruitment. The Minister can correct me if I am wrong, but I believe he does not intend
to allow for a cadet intake next year.
Mr Wiese: That is not correct.
Mr CATANIA: I am very relieved to hear that. 1 hope that I will hear about these
matters over the next few months. The Police Force is a very important part of our
community. This Government made a hullaballoo before the last election when it
promised the old, frail and disadvantaged people of this State that it would recruit extra
police officers and provide more security and make the metropolitan and country areas
more secure. I hope the Government has not been dishonest in making those promises.
Have I correctly heard that the monitoring of heavy haulage trucks will be taken away
from the Police Force and be undertaken by the Ministry of Transport?
Mr Wiese: You have been listening to too many trees blowing around out there.
Mr CATANIA: I have been listening to people. Am I right?
Mr Wiese: You have been listening to too many trees blowing in the wind, making
nearly as much noise as you.
Mr CATANIA: I have great respect for the Minister's honesty. He should not be
dishonest; he should give me an answer. Did I hear correctly?
Mr Wiese: Keep going.

-Mr CATANIA: The Minister has just confirmed my suspicion. Does he increase
surveillance of country roads by taking away from the Police Force the examination of
heavy haulage vehicles?
Mr Wiese: By putting on 60 extra traffic police.
Mr CATANIA: He is allowing the monitoring of heavy haulage vehicles to be taken
over by civilians who will have neither the authority nor expertise to do the job. Is that
what the Minister is doing?
Mr Wiese: You have been listening to too many trees.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister can make sure that the trees I am supposed to have been
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listening to have told me the truth. He can answer yes or no to my question.
Mr Wiese interjected.
Mr CATANIA: I think I have said enough on that. I have referred to a number of
matters to which the Minister has not wanted, or not been able, to answer. I refer now to
my other area of responsibility, that of multicultural and ethnic affairs. Again, I am
concerned about the program of the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs. Over
the past three months he has issued three press releases. I have thern here. On 28 June
1993 the Minister said that the coalition Government would not tolerate any form of
racism in Western Australia. That is very commendable. He continued with some
patronising comments about racism, remembering that he was the one that delayed the
racial vilification and discrimination legislation in this Chamber for over 18 months. On
21 March he said that any resurgence of the anti-racial terrorism campaigns would be
stamped out with the full force of the law. The third one stated that the coalition
Government would work with the ethnic community to develop a more just and
harmonious society. What a patronising statement that is by a Minister who does not
understand this issue! HeI said that he would recognise that ethnic groups are close to the
issues and concerns of the community and they can make a valuable contribution with
planning, policy and services. Again, those are patronising comments by a Minister who
does not understand this area.
Mr Pendal: When did you release your policy on multicultural and ethnic affairs?
Mr CATANIA: We have had a policy on multicultural and ethnic affairs for 10 years. If
it was not for the efforts of Labor State and Federal Governments over 10 years, the
people of this country would not even know what multiculturalism is.
Mr Pendal: What rubbish!
Mr CATANIA: It is not rubbish. Did the coalition have a policy on multiculturalism
before the last election?
Mr Pendal: Of course we did.
Mr CATAN IA: I did not see it;, it was not released. I advise the member for South Perth
to keep quiet on this issue. He is very weak and is skating on thin ice. The Minister for
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs should be addressing certain issues. The first of those
issues is interpretative services and the second is the great need to provide multilingual
nursing staff in our hospitals Whereas previously cleaners became interpreters in many
of our hospitals, the Labor Government started to address this issue through Edith Cowan
University courses. There is also a need for our laws to be written in simple English to
enable the people who have English as a second language to understand it.
Mr Bloffwitch: It might even help people who have English as a first language!
Mr CATANIA: I am glad the member realises the difficulties experienced by most
people. We should be providing access to the law to these people and understanding the
cultural differences of those people whose behaviour attracts the wrath of the law. The
Minister should be doing something practical instead of releasing press statements that
are patronising in the extreme suggesting that we will celebrate such and such a day and
have nice music along the coast.
Mr Bloffwitch: That is very cynical.
Mr CATANIA. It is not cynical, it is a fact. The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs knows nothing about his portfolio.
Mr Bloffwitch: What did you do in 10 years except squander money?
Mr CATANIA: We did a lot of things in those 10 years. I hope the member is not
stiggesting we squandered money on multicultural and ethnic affairs.
Mr Blotfwitch: No, but you squandered money on WA Inc.
Mr CATANIA: The member for Geraldton knows nothing about any other culture in this
country; he lives in his own cubicle. People with English as a second language should be
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instructed about the changes to legislation relating to industrial relations and workplace
agreements and the consequences that those changes may have on them. They do not
obtain that sort of information from their Press because many of them do not have the
ability to read and do not understand what is said on television programs. The Minister
has not made an effort to explain the changes that are taking place to the industrial
relations and workplace agreements. Many of them who have come to my office will
suffer gratly because they do not understand the three pieces of legislation that are being
discussed at this rime.
Mr Pendal: Explain it to them then; do your job.
Mr CATANIA: I do my best to do that. However, it is the responsibility of the Minister
for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs to disseminate information on these matters. Why is
he called the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs? It is a small portfolio tacked
on to his other portfolios about which he has little understanding. The important thing is
that he does not care. Amendments relating to minimum conditions of work and
industrial relations have not been explained to any of those communities. He has not
approached the ethnic press to ensure that they provide in their newspapers an
explanation of these changes. The people who will be most disadvantaged are those who
do not understand the changes. In fact, those people are often the subject of a lot more
accidents in the workplace because they do not understand the danger and warning
signals in industrial areas. They should be advised about what is happening in relation to
workers' compensation, but it is not happening. The Minister should be reprimanded
severely for not ensuring that those people were advised through their various networks.
In the short time I have left, I will comment on small business and the deregulation of
hours. I am happy that the Deputy Premier is here because it is in his area of
responsibility.
Mr Cowan: No, you are wrong. Trading hours are the responsibility of the Minister for
Consumer Affairs; I am responsible for small business.
Mr CATANIA. Actually, my comments relate to both; they dovetail. I conducted a
survey with 600 small businesses in my area about what they would do if hours were
deregulated. I asked them what they thought of it, whether it would increase their costs
or profits and whether they would employ more staff I received 150 replies. Only two
small businesses stated that they did not mind the deregulation of hours or having to
work seven days a week. The question asked was, "What do you think the Government
should do to help small business?" They stated, "Certainly not the deregulation of hours;
decreases in water rates, land tax, electricity and council rates."
Mr Bloffwitch: That is what we are doing.
Mr CATANIA: I think the member for Geraldcon should have another look at what the
Government is doing. Sometimes he speaks without thinking. I implore the Deputy
Premier and his colleague in the other place to consider seriously the deregulation of
hours. On 2 August The West Australian carried an article relating to small businesses
fighting the deregulation of hours. By their comments, most of them believed they would
incur extra costs and certainly would not increase the staff they employed. That is very
important and the Deputy Premier should take that into consideration when dealing with
that area.
[The member's time expired.]
MRS vanm de KLASI-ORST (Swan Hills) (10.30 pm]: In my contribution to the
Supply Bill debate I will refer to a problem which confronts not only the electorate of
Swan Hills, but also other electorates; that is, the funding of libraries in Western
Australia. Only this afternoon the member for Moore presented a petition to the House
on this subject.
Some members may know that I spent 12 years in the classroom and, following that, and
prior to my election to this place, I spent three years working in the Mt Helena Primary
School library. During that time I became aware of the necessity for libraries. [ have an
education degree which included three library studies units. I also took the time to study
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another unit and to take part in in-service courses aver the last three years. In addition, I
have helped to run the Northami region network library meetings. My experience in
libraries is considerable.
The electorate of Swan Hills has three libraries - the Albert Facey Memorial Library at
Mundaring, the Midland Library at Toohey Gardens and the Builsbrook Community
Library. The Shire of Swan has libraries at Guildford, Ballajura and Lockridge, while the
Shire of Mundaring has libraries at Greenmount and Mundaring. In the Swan Hills
electorate there are three high schools and 19 primary schools. Each one of those schools
has, to varying degrees, a library so in my electorate there are 25 known libraries and, in
addition, a few smaller libraries. For example, libraries are connected to the Swan
District Hospital, the courts and the police station and there are several others which are
privately owned.
In today's society we have a major knowledge explosion. Children in preprimary school
are taught library skills. They are taught the components of a book, such as the spine,
cover and the pages. They are also made aware of the book labels. We cover the whole
specrnum of library skills from primary school, to high school, through to the tertiary
level in a sequential way. Some of these skills include researching, understanding,
collating, reviewing, analysing, reformulating and presenting information. By the time
children become adults they have the skills required not only for school, but for life.
We spend a lot of time in this Chamber and I notice that members often use research
skills, which they learnt at school, to present their speeches. I actually had to do some
research to present this speech. Members owe a debt of gratitude to people like me for
teaching them library skills in the first place. It is a tool that is used by people in all
professions. Apart from research skills, library teachers teach literary skills and those
skills are accompanied by reading skills. This teaching commences at a preprimary level
by reading a simple story and asking children questions to ensure that they understand the
hidden meaning behind the story. Again, we use a sequential series of skills in literature.
We try to impart to children the glory of being able to read fiction, myths, legends, folk
tales, romance, tragedies, picture books, fairy tales and teenage, biblical, nature and space
stories.
Library teachers open the doors and windows into the wonderful world where one can
pick up a book and escape into a fantasy land, even if it is only for a short time. A
certain amount of time is set aside in schools to teach these skills - research, reading and
literature. What has happened to our libraries over the last few years? My attention was
drawn to the disastrous state of library funding in Western Australia by the general
manager of the Shire of Mundaring. In a letter to me he said -

I anm aware of your interest in the inadequate funding level of our public library
system ... and I urge you to lobby most vigorously on our behalf for increased
expenditure in this area ...

The letter went on to say that the shire's collection of books had deteriorated to an
unacceptable level. It had not been kept up to date. The letter stated that the Library and
Information Service of Western Australia Board replacement stocks to public libraries
had decreased over the past four years. The standard accepted for a number of years was
that 15 per cent of the library's stock must be replaced on an annual basis with new stock.
Over the last four years the percentage of new stock has decreased from 15 per cent to
seven per cent. It is an absolute disgrace. I further checked the facts and I found that the
funding of the Library and Information Service of Western Australia Board was
mothballed about two years ago. In the last four years the population has increased and
the demand for the library service has increased, but library funding has decreased. The
figures are horrific. How did the previous Government allow this to happen? The library
service is important to the growth of this State. Earlier today we were talking about
science and now we are talking about libraries, which are an integral part of science.
Why did the previous Government not consider it a top priority to keep library funding
up to date?
Estimates by the Western Australian Municipal Association and the Western Australian
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Local Government Librarians' Association put the shortfall needed to bring the
replacement level back to 15 per cent at between $3.5m and $3.7m, which is a large
amount of money. I am referring only to local government libraries and not to school or
private libraries. It does not even apply to the Alexander Library.
Stock items processed for public libraries in 1989 was 301 553 and in 1992 that figure
decreased to 198 153. It is a significant decrease aver a three year period. I have made
several investigations and it appears that this decrease was due entirely to budget
constraints. In other words, they were told to reduce their budgets and not supply these
books. Between 1989 and 1992 the number of libraries increased from 224 to 230. We
therefore saw an increase of six in the number of libraries, so not only did the number of
books drop but also the number of libraries increased. No allowance was made for
growth. I cannot understand why a Government would build new libraries when it does
not have the books to supply them. This makes the situation more grim and results in
less funding for more libraries and less stock. The numbers do not equate.
Another example of this involves information material being distributed. We talk about
stock in libraries, which is mainly fiction books. However, there is also information and
other sorts of material. In total 418 223 distributions of information were made in 1989.
That dropped to 385 986 distributions in 1990. That, again, was a tremendous drop. I
will not bore members with more figures, but similar figures are available related to
library funding and supplies and the other material libraries handle such as videos and the
hardware used to run a library.
Under the previous Government the whole library system of this State underwent severe
funding cuts leading to a decrease in central library services. In bringing this sad state of
affairs to the attention of the House I offer a hope on the horizon. I approached the
responsible Minister and asked him to put a priority on new book stock for libraries in
Western Australia. I told him that new library stock is a must. He realises that libraries
are an integral pant of the education system. lHe discussed with mue the fact that city
TAFE colleges are sending videos to country TAFE colleges so that students in the
science area, for instance, can learn from videos rather than at a college. For this to
happen, country libraries must be well stocked for research purposes.
Pensioners, small communities and students need libraries. Therefore, it is imperative
that the standards be up to scratch. A new standard is being set by the Library and
Information Service of Western Australia which recently issued a discussion paper on the
replacement of books under a different system instead of the 15 per cent replacement
system. Those involved looked at the different categories of material and the shelf life of
that material so that needs could be balanced more evenly. The service is looking for a
more meaningful measure for replacement of stock and is eager to find a solution because
of the large amount of money involved.
I can tell the community of Western Australia that this Government is facing up to this
responsibility and taking into consideration the needs of all people by analysing those
needs and the needs of libraries generally. The Minister has to take into consideration
budget constraints but says that over time he will slowly increase library stocks and
funding to bring Western Australia's libraries up to scratch and to provide appropriate
levels of stock for all public libraries in the State.
I congratulate the staff of the libraries information systems, the Library and Information
Service of Western Australia and the other librarians and staff throughout the State who
have been working under extreme conditions. I receive many letters at my office on this
topic. Despite the difficulties, these people and bodies have provided as efficient a
service as they could. It is up to the Government to assist them by bringing library stocks
up to scratch. I congratulate them all for the job they are doing at the moment.
MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [10.45 pm]: I imagine that during the Supply debate almost
every politician says there is something special about his or her electorate. In many cases
the member stares that his or her electorate is superior to most others. The Kimberley, I
think I am correct in saying, is an unusual and unparalleled resource base for this State. I
always speak of the Kimberley electorate with great pleasure and a sense of pride. I have
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found during die 13 years I have been in this place a need for careful management of the
future direction of the Kimberley. It is a long way from where major Government
decisions are made and it is often that remoteness and isolation attached to the Kim berley
that make people in the area feel that their views, comments and interests are not always
catered for.
It is important that the periodic changes in an electorate like the Kimberley art managed
carefully. I will speak on that theme for a few minutes tonight. When one looks at
development of the Kimberley one sees that by late last year its production had risen
from several million dollars to about a billion dollars. That rise occurred after a
relatively short time and was largely related to the development of diamond mining,
further expansion of agriculture in the Ord and strong support from continued growth in
tourism in the area. The other big industry in the area is pearling.
The combination of these major industries gives the Kimberley a strong economic base
and the basis upon which further development and expansion of industry can occur. In
my view, the framework and understanding for this is already in place. As I have often
said, embracing that framework or structure is not the only way in which the safe and
orderly processes of change in the Kimberley can happen. A human factor must be
involved and that is where management becomes important. I hope that during the four
years this Government will carry the administrative responsibility of this State it will
oversee the changes in the Kimberley while being conscious of the need to manage the
area carefully and to show leadership in its further development.
The agriculture industry is very well set up now. We have witnessed the consolidation of
the industry in the Ord River region as well as the development in the Fitzroy Valley. A
number of things need to happen in the area before we can be serious about the
emergence of the industry but no doubt the interests in the Kinmberley will be the basis
upon which the necessary infrastructure will be provided. it will need a combined
commitment by industry, commerce and government. The Fitzroy Valley will flourish
perhaps sooner than we expected six years ago. Six years ago we did not have the degree
of commitment that is evident now, and there were good reasons for that. Many things
have happened in the last three or four years. We have seen the consolidation of the
industry in the Ord River area with markets being achieved beyond the Kimberley or the
domestic scene in Western Australia. We are looking at overseas opportunities and for
years to come the Fitzroy River area will be a supply source for Western Austraia.
The pastoral industry is experiencing good times with good seasonal rain. The prices
currently received for cattle gives the pastoralists a reason to say they need a few more
dollars but in all the years I have been in the cattle industry - that is, as long as I can
remember - we have not had one year when people were satisfied with cattle prices.
People always need extra cash and that view will always be expressed by people in the
pastoral industry. One exciting aspect about the pastoral industry is that people are
prepared to adapt to the changing technology which is necessary to meet marketing
requirements. No industry will advance until those requirements are met. All too often
production industries such as the pastoral industry continue in a traditional way. People
often think that something will change to meet their requirements but it is the other way
around. Changes must occur internally and structurally to meet the market requirements
for supply. If that situation can be attained to a greater extent, the sky will be the limit
for pastoral opportunities in the north. That is evidenced in a couple of projects in the
Kimberley at the moment such as the live cattle tr-ade to Indonesia. That project is in the
early stages of development and is facing all the problems associated with the emergence
of a new industry but given time and with adjustments to the cultural aspects of
development in a new industry or in a new marketing area the Kimberley pastoral
industry will continue to develop into a more reliable and sustainable industry. Land care
is a priority which is part and parcel of agriculture, farming and pastoral industries. It is
a significant element and we are all very conscious of that important aspect
Tourism is an exciting industry in the Kimberley, I have spoken enthusiastically to
Kimberley residents and visitors about tourism. Considering the unique attractions of the
north and its special resources, it is not hard to understand why people speak glowingly
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about tourism. The industry is in its early stages but it has potential, and one can only
hope that with a managed project one will see greater expansion. Ultimately, the tourism
industry will fulfil its potential because it has the capacity to be a major dollar earner for
the State.
Another industry which represents a significant economic base for the Kimberley is the
Aboriginal economic program. This is an area to which past Governments have not
given the attention it deserves. Often, too much emphasis has been placed on welfare
and assistance programs, which are often deemed to be the way to go with Aboriginal
suppont systems. We should consider providing hospitals, health care, education and
housing because they are the basic requirements which should not be denied anyone. Not
one of us should contemplate any reduction in the emphasis or priority being placed on
these services. Although we have approached this issue with vigour, over the years the
tendency has been to neglect the opportunities which economic programs have provided
in government administration. As an example, The West Australian tonight presents an
alarming story about fringe dwellers. The story relates to Kalgoorlie. We must ask
ourselves an important question: How do we change that situation if we do not commit
ourselves to economic-style programs for Aboriginal people?
Independence can only be achieved through economic-style development. We can talk
about all the other support structures as long as we like but at the end of the day
economic independence is the way we will improve the situation. I hope that the
Government will make a commitment to some of the initiatives that have been
undertaken over the last few years. I hope that the Government will support the
Aboriginal communities and individuals who pursue economic-style initiatives and
programs to support themselves and to develop various schemes. First, that will provide
a foundation upon which Aborigines can achieve self-determination. That will not
happen if the initiatives are not supported. Second, it will give regions such as the
Kimberley, and- many other parts of the State where those initiatives have been
undertaken, a secure economic base. If we can give Aboriginal people environmental
and economically sustainable assistance we will achieve a secure economic base for the
region. Money circulates within regions; there can be no better economic program and
there will be no drain of resources from the regions. Therefore, an Aboriginal-style
economic commitment and ongoing programs in this State will be the foundation that
should be vigorously pursued. Initiatives have been set up - and I could refer to a number
of them if I had the time - with clear guidelines and parameters under which these
programs could continue.
I ask that the Government, especially the Ministers with responsibility for these areas,
keep up the momentum of these initiatives. These initiatives must be protected so they
have a secure environment in which to continue. The matter of land rights in the
Kimberley requires a high degree of statesmanship. No matter how much potential an
area might have, unless uncertainties in land tenure can be resolved there will be
hesitation in developing the area. We are not interested in short term fixes; we are in it
for the long haul. It is the responsibility of each member of Parliament to express points
of view aimed at bringing about a resolution to the land tenure uncertainties. The sooner
we are able to do that collectively the better off Western Australia will be. The
Kimberley has unlimited potential. It attracts more people than any other region in
Western Australia. Development in the Kimberley is on the right track. The
infrastructure is in place and with a strong foundation the Kimberley region is ensured of
continuity of growth. I call on all members of Parliament, especially Ministers, to work
towards a resolution of the land tenure uncertainties so the proper discipline, control and
management of the Kimberley can occur.
MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [11.02 pm]: I will take this opportunity to talk about some
of the things which are important for the electorate of Bunbury. I will also reflect upon
the remarks made last night by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. When he spoke
about the very distressing and depressing matter of Aboriginal health I looked at the
notes I had prepared for this debate and reflected on the difference between needs and
wants. A lot of my comments can fairly be described as describing the things we want to
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happen in the electorate of Bunbury rather than the things that need to happen. When
one compares the sort of things the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was talking about
with the sort of things I will mention tonight, one will see that a wide gulf exists between
the two. I am sure, as the member for Kimberley has just suggested, that for the benefit
of all and not just a section of the population all members in this place will look at this
issue seriously to reach a statesman-like resolution of the difficulty the Aboriginal people
face.
I have been disturbed that some elements of the Mabo debate have linked land rights to
education, health and welfare. That is a disappointment because I do not believe there is
a link. There is a danger that because the Mabo land rights debate is apparently causing
so much division the really important questions of Aboriginal health, welfare and
education standards might be overlooked. As members on this side of the House are
aware, the Premier was in Kalgoorlie recently. We heard leaders of the Aboriginal
community in Kalgoorlie speak along the same lines as the member for Kimberley; that
is, the priority for the Aboriginal people is jobs and economic development. I hope this
Government will put in place realistic plans for economic development among that
segment of the Australian population.
I have three major areas of interest in the electorate of Bunbury: Education, tourism and
social issues. I mentioned some of these things in the Address- in- Reply debate and I will
talk about some of them in a little more detail now because on that occasion it was not
possible to do them justice. Bunbury is basically an inner city electorate - not in the
sense of an inner city suburb in the metropolitan area, but in the sense that many of the
schools in Bunbury were built 50 years ago. Some schools have not had significant
upgrades to their fabric for the past 20 years. The mast distressing case I have seen is the
South Bunbury Primary School, which I visited some months ago; it made me question
what we were doing in education in Western Australia. We often talk about secondary
and tertiary education, but our attention and financial spending should focus on primary
schools. Children in primary schools are being placed in dangerous situations. Some
schools have slippery verandahs, downpipes that have rusted through, roofs that leak and
inadequate toilet facilities. That is most upsetting to those teachers who are trying to do a
job in difficult circumstances. It is obviously unsatisfactory for the students. The South
Bunbury Primary School was built in 1948 and has not had any major work done on it for
the past 20 years. It has a staffroomn which was designed to house 12 teachers but which
now routinely accommodates 35 teachers- When staff from the primary extension and
challenge program, the dental program and visiting teachers are present, that sxaffroomn
accommodates 52. That is totally unsatisfactory. A major area of concern is staff toilets;
the school has only two cubicles. I have been there at morning recess when over 20
female staff are forced to line up in order to get into the one cubicle which is available to
them. Once again, that is unsatisfactory. A detailed study of the south west education
district in 1991 identified the South Bunbury Primary School as the school with the
second highest priority for an upgrade. Now that the Augusta Primary School has been
upgraded I have been advised by the Minister for Education that the South Bunhury
Primary School is next in line for attention. Obviously I will be pursuing the Minister for
Education in an attempt to see that the work necessary for the South Bunbury Primary
School is done.
The second school to which I draw attention is the Central Bunbury Primary School.
Some years ago the parents and citizens' group of that school went to a great deal of
effort to construct a partly covered assembly area so that the school assembly could be
conducted out of the weather, but the entire school cannot be accommodated under cover.
Last July I attended an assembly at the Central Bunbury Primary School, which was
notable for two reasons. Firstly, the mayor of Bunbury, Dr Emn Manea, gave an
enlightening address on the history of the school grounds. Apparently Bunbury was
named at a point in the grounds and a historic homestead had been built there. The
mayor presented a photograph of that homestead to the school. Secondly, it rained that
day. For a city which has arguably the best climate in Australia, that was a notable
occasion.
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Mr Bloffwirch: Almost, anyway.
Mr OSBORNE: The member for Geraldron may demur, but we have it on good authority
that what I have said is quite accurate. It was distressing that because it mained the
students were not able to attend the assembly. We all know what it is like at school
assemblies. The swudents put much rime into musical and dramatic items; however, they
were forced to carry out the assembly a long way from where we were standing. The
other students had to stay inside the classrooms and lock out across the rain swept
quadrangle to the performances. I will take up that matter with the Minister for
Education to see whether something can be done about that situation, if not in this Budget
then in the near future.
The Newton Moore Senior High School is the biggest senior high school in Bunbury and
has an active performing arts program. In 1988 the State Government spent $25 000 on
architectural drawings for the construction of a performing arts centre at a cost of
$400 000. 1 will also be interested to see whether the Government can achieve the
building of that centre for that school. The school has an active music program; over
120 students are members of a junior and a senior band. They played most beautifully at
an Anzac Day ceremony I attended at the school. It was a wonderful thing to hear. The
instruments are stored at one end of the school and musical practice must be conducted in
a storeroom near the toilet. The clarinettists practise in the metalwork room, which is
difficult. Keyboards must be stored and unstored every time a practice session is held. It
is difficult for the students to pursue that program and attain the necessary uplift that
makes it easy for them to do well.
Another major issue with schools is school parking and set-down facilities in the
electorate of Bunbury. A number of parent and teacher groups have approached me in
the past couple of months, especially from the Withers and Adam Road schools. The
population in those schools is increasing and it will become even worse with the advent
of full time education for five year olds. The schools do not have adequate parking
facilities. It has been put to me that the reason for that is that some State Government
departments are nor subject to normal planning requirements. Therefore, if they
construct a development which leads to an increase in the requirement for parking, they
are not obliged to provide that parking. The result is that the problem is often passed on
to a local authority or left to be dealt with in the swreets. In winter, with young children
running from cars to the schools, it is obvious that a potentially dangerous situation
exists. The City of Bunbury has prepared a report which 1 have read. Some progress has
been made in addressing this problem, but I intend to have another look at the priorities
in the report and approach the Minister to see whether the necessary funding could be
made available.
The second major area in which I have been interested for many years, and which I also
touched on in the Address-in -Reply debate, is the area of tour-ism, and what we hope to
achieve in this industry in the electorate of Bunbury and in the south west region
generally. The Government said before the election that it would re-establish the
regional tourism office in the south west and have offices throughout all the regional
areas in Western Australia. I am pleased to note that we have partially achieved that
objective. The south west tourism directorate had a full time complement of four staff
and we have managed to place one officer back in Bunbury and one into Mandurah,
servicing the Peel region. With secretarial and office support from the local development

-authorities we have nearly re-established the staffing commitment to regional tourism in
the south west region. That is a most important initiative. The Western Australian
Tourism Commission in recent years has been a little ambivalent about regional tourism,
partly because limited funds have been available with which to carry out a big and an
important task. The commission has made recent decisions which suggest that its priority
is to develop overseas and interstate tourism. However, it is very important at the same
time to keep concernting on regional tourism. There is no point in encouraging visitors
from interstate or overseas to crave! into our country areas if facilities are inadequate,
tourist information is inaccurate or the service levels are not what was expected. That
has been the major role of the Tourism Commission's regional staff. They do not
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necessarily carry out promotional work. Their job is to advise local authorities and
community groups on the sorts of tourist attractions chat would be best suited to their
region, and also to provide business feasibility advice for people who seek to enter the
tourism industry. That will continue to be necessary at whatever stage of development
the Western Australian tourism industry is in. The Deputy Premier and the Minister for
Tourism are two people who are keen to see that our effort in regional tourism is not only
maintained, but also, if at all possible, enhanced in the future.
Another major initiative in tourism in Bunbury in recent years has been the construction
of a dolphin centre. Members would almost certainly be aware that Monkey Mia has a
major dolphin tourist attraction. However, I put it to members that like our climate,
Bunbury also has the best in dolphin tourism attractions. Bunbary is much closer to the
major metropolitan market than is Monkey Mia. People can get there by coach, train or
hire car and can stay at a range of accommodation, from a four star hotel to a
backpackers' hostel. If the dolphins are not in on a particular day - which sometimes
occurs because they are not on the payroll - a visitor can do many other things in the
environs of Bunbury. We are keen to put it to the tourist market that the dolphin
attraction in Bunbury is superior to that in Monkey Mia. They are both good attractions.
When the Monkey Mia dolphin attraction works well, Bunbury is in its winter recess. It
could be possible to conduct a marine mammal tour package in Western Australia which
could rake advantage of both attractions.
The previous Government, through the South West Development Authority and the better
cities program committed $420 000 to the construction of the south west eco-museum in
Bunbury. That project is well advanced and construction will begin soon. Before the
election this Government committed $120 000 to the establishment of a regional museum
in the south west. I hope that money can be directed to the dolphin discovery centre
because, although the money from the better cities program and the South West
Development Authority is significant, no provision has been made for staffing or the
construction of displays and so on. The dolphin centre faces a cash flow hiatus from the
time its construction finishes until the major visiting season begins in November and
December. We must find a way through that funding hiatus so that the project does not
lose the impetus it has already generated.
The next tourist attraction in which I am interested in pursuing in the future is the Big
Swamp development. At the moment it is basically a sump for the Five Mile Brook. In
its current state it is not a very attractive area; however, it has enormous potential to be
developed as a tourism attraction. Whenever I have visited the zoological gardens in
other cities I have always found them to be great tourist attractions. In fact, the Perth
Zoo is one of the biggest tourist attractions in western Australia. The potential exists for
the Big Swamp to be developed as a botanic garden and I have spoken to the member for
South Perth about this. I understand the board of the Zoological Gardens in South Perth
is looking for an opportunity to develop a botanic garden. It may be possible to
undertake such a development in the electorate of Bunbury. I cannot quite work out
whether to call it Pendal Park, which does not sound very good, or Osborne Park, which
is a name already in use! We may have to call it something different. The Bunbury City
Council has reached agreement in principle to proceed with the Big Swamp development
and a comprehensive plan has been prepared for it. Funds have been generated through
the council's selling land surrounding the swamp and we are looking forward to the
commencement of that project in the next few months.
Another matter to which I referred in my Address- in- Reply speech concerns a master
plan for tourism, which is one of the most important services that any Government can
provide to the industry. A master plan can provide a framework and direction for the
industry within which to operate. The history of tourism planning in Western Australia is
an unfortunate one. In the early 1980s the Tourism Commission embarked on a series of
development plans for each region. Those plans were then sophisticated into
implementation strategies. From 1983 I believed that planning tourism on a regional
basis was a back-to-front approach. flat kind of planning should be done on a macro
level first so that the entire State can know its competitive advantages in each region and
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everyone can work together rather than, in some instances, working in competition. I
well recall when I worked in the great southern region that the good people there, being
very proud of their wineries, decided to promote tourism there on the basis of its wine.
Their line of thinking was that wine produced in that area was "better than the muck
produced in Margaret River" and that this would be a simple promotion, ignoring the
obvious question of whether wine at Margaret River was better or worse than that at Mt
Barker. The reality was that Margaret River owned the idea of wine production. It was
therefore fruitless from a business development point of view to compete against
Margaret River in wine promotion. That kind of fruitless competition could have been
avoided if a master plan had been prepared by the Tourism Commission.
I noticed that in the last The Weekend Australian the New South Wales tourism
commission has called for expressions of interest in the preparation of a tourism master
plan. I very much hope that the Western Australian Tourism Commission will embark
on a similar exercise; I am not aware whether it intends to do so. I also noted recently
that the South West Development Authority has produced a priority project register for
which the authority has the sum-of $100 000 available for a regional tourism plan. If that
is the case, I am surprised such a large amount of money is available for that purpose. I
am also disappointed, because to pursue that proposal would be to re-embark on what I
believe is the mistaken strategy of preparing regional tourism plans in the absence of a
State tourism plan.
The last matter on tourism to which I will refer is a dual carriageway from Perth to
Bunbury. Members may be aware that that project was a Labor Party commitment
before the 1983 elections and one which this Government made before the 1993
elections. I sincerely hoped we would be in a position to complete a dual carriageway
between Perth and Bunbury before the term of this Government ended in 1997. The dual
carriageway is very important to us in the south west because over 90 per cent of our
tourist traffic travels by road, whether by private vehicle, coach or hire car. An increased
investment in roads will obviously have a macro economic effect on the Western
Australian economy and provide welfare, employment and economic output benefit to
the region. However, all major centres in Western Australia have experienced a drastic
reduction in road funding in recent years. I now have serious doubts about whether we
will be able to meet this objective. I have been told by the Minister for Transport that in
the next 10 years Western Australia will require $2.8b for road funding and it is
estimated that our income for roads for that period will only be about $2b. There is
obviously a major shortfall in the amount of money which will be available. The solution
has not been made any easier by the previous Government's practice of pulling money
out of road funding. From 1986 it pulled out $43m to go into Transperth. In the past
three years a further $15m a year was pulled out when the family licence rebate was
introduced. From 1986 the previous Government pulled out a total of approximately
$300m from road funding. The situation has been worsened by the treatment we have
received from the Federal Government. The Minister for Transport has recently
remarked in the media that Western Australia's share of Federal road funding in the past
two decades has decreased from 18 per cent to 10 per cent. That is a very disappointing
figure considering Western Australia has 29 per cent of the nation's highways, generates
25 per cent of its exports, and has 10 per cent of its population, 12 per cent of its heavy
haulage, and 10 per cent of its motor vehicle registrations. On that basis, or any basis one
cares to mention, an eight per cent funding allocation is inequitable. As a result it seems
that the total road program for this State, including early completion of the dual
carriageway between Perth and Bunbury, is in jeopardy.
I will now touch on some matters of social interest in the electorate of Bunbury. I have
been approached many times recently by good people from the Bunbury Domestic
Violence Action Group and the Warratah Support Centre, which is in an extremely
difficult financial situation. I met with the Minister for Community Development several
times in an attempt to ease their situation so that their programs could be continued. The
Warratah Support Centre has been operating for the past five years and in December last
year, under the previous Government's Social Advantage package, it was given a grant of
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$45 000 which was to be paid in two six-monthly payments. It seems, unfortunately, that
those payments were not budgeted for and the money was scrounged from other areas of
the department. The incoming Minister has found the situation very difficult. He has
had to scrutinise where the money came from and find out whether we have had to rob
Peter to pay Paul. Unfortunately some very good and hardworking people are now quite
uncertain about their funding. The Minister has recently found two months' finance for
the Warratab Support Centre and I trust that he will be able to continue to support this
worthy effort.
During this debate several members have spoken about the Police Force, and I will
conclude my remarks by also mentioning the police. Reports have been published in the
Bunbury media recently of businesses in the central business district being forced to
employ their own private security. These people have been working at night and
sometimes during the day in order to protect businesses from the increased crime which
we have recently experienced. This Government has committed itself to the construction
of a regional police headquarters in Bunbury. That is another matter I will be taking to
the Minister so that, by the end of our term, Bunbury will have a regional police
headquarters, which will overcome the present major deficiencies of that office. At the
moment, the senior police officers in Bunbury are located in the courthouse, the police
officers are located across Wittenoom Swreet and the licensing branch is located on the
corner of Clifton and Victoria Streets. It is our wish to bring all of those together in one
purpose built location. Preliminary investigations have already begun to find out where
that location might be. The Government has made a commitment to put 800 new police
officers onto the rolls. On a pro rata basis, I guess that our share of those 800 police
officers will be around 30. For no other reason than that, we need a new regional police
headquarters so that those officers can be accommodated. I thank the House for giving
me the opportunity to speak tonight.
MR HILL (Helena) [ 11.32 pm]: The debate on the Supply Bill provides members with
an opportunity to raise issues of concern within their electorates. We have heard tonight,
as we have heard on previous occasions, members raising matters that are Ut concern to
them and their constituents. I also intend to raise several matters that are of particular
concern to me and to the people in the electorate of Helena and have been for a long
time. I will not canvass all the issues that need to be addressed because I will have a
further opportunity to do that over the months ahead in the Budget debate. However, a
couple of matters deserve men~tion.
It was obvious to me when I was elected to Parliament in 1982 and even before then that
there was a need to address the location of the rendering works or the noxious industries
located in the Hazelmere area. I refer t6 Talloman and Pental Holdings Pty Ltd.
Generally speaking, members of Parliament are keen to attract industries to their
constituencies and I am no exception. However, in this case it is my strongly held view
and one that I have expressed consistently over the years, since being in Government and
prior to that, that those two businesses are badly located and their relocation from that
area should be supported by the Government They are inappropriately located in that
area not only because of the nauseating odours that emanate from them, but also because
of the restrictions their presence imposes on other developments in the area. The
Environmental Protection Authority has imposed a restriction on industrial or residential
development within a kilometre radius of the two businesses. Clearly, that is a restriction
that in this day and age we can do without in an area that is so close to the city.
Unfortunately, over the years the Midland area has developed a reputation for
accommodating industries such as this. Industries in that area included the abattoirs in
the past, the saleyards which still exist and of course the rendering works to which I have
referred. It might have been okay to place them in their present locations when they were
established. However, over the years there has been considerable residential
development in the area and also, importantly, the industries are located in fairly close
proximity to bath the domestic and the international airports. I am sure that those
members who have travelled along the Great Eastern Highway bypass or the Great
Eastern Highway in the vicinity of Midland and Guildford have been subjected to the

1899



nauseating odours that emanate from those rendering works. I have heard interstate and
international visitors at the airports ask about the smell from those establishments, not
knowing where it comes ftom. I do not think that it is a particularly good advertisement
for Western Australia when international visitors are confronted with such a nauseating
smell at the Perth International Airport.
Recently, I received a letter from a constituent which sums up the views expressed to me
by many constituents over the years. This person wrote -

I am normally one of the silent majority who have faith that such instances of
pollution are being effectively managed by the relevant authorities. But as this
situation has persisted for a very considerable period of time without evidence of
any noticeable improvement, I am motivated to inquire what the relevant
authorities are doing about the problem.
For my interest, I have monitored the odour and, depending on the prevailing
winds, have detected it in Gooseberry Hill, High Wycombe, Helena Valley, Boya,
Greenmount Hill, Swan View, as far north as the Toodyay Road, and in the
Midland and Guildford areas generally.

Clearly a very large residential area is affected by the odours emanating from those
industries. As I said at the outset, I do not believe that it is appropriate that industries
such as this should be located close to residential areas or that they should be able to
constrain in any way other residential or industrial developments. However, that is
precisely what these industries do. Not only do they constrain development by air
pollution, but also it has been revealed that there is considerable concern that the waste
from the industries may be contaminating the Hazelmere lakes. Although the EPA is
continuing to monitor the situation, that is far from acceptable. In answer to a question
today, the Minister for the Environment indicated that testing had resulted in a pollution
abatement notice being served on bath Fertal and Talloman. It requires the companies to
reduce nutrient discharge to acceptable levels. Clearly it is of concern to the EPA; the
discharge is contaminating the Hazelmere lakes and ground water in the area and that
concerns the community.
Having said that, I do not believe that Fermil and Talloman should be made to relocate
without Government assistance. They have been established in the area for a very long
time and provide an important service to the community through a waste disposal system
for the poultry and meat industries.
Mrs van de Klashorst: Have you plans about where to move them?
Mr HILL: I was coming to that.
Mr Bloffwitch: You were a Minister in the last Government.
Mr HILL: That is right. I made it clear at the outset that I have been very vocal on this
issue bath inside and outside of Government. I made representations previously to my
colleague, the member for Eyre, when he was Minister for Economic Development.
Mr Court: If he had stayed, he would have fixed it.
Mr HILL: Maybe he would have. I approached him to acquire land in the Bakers Hill
area for the establishment of noxious industries. As a result of those representations and
from his own observations on the need for such a facility that land was acquired by the
Government. It has taken a considerable time for the Environmental Protection
Authority to determine whether it is suitable for that purpose, but I understand that late
last year it said the land is suitable for the establishment of noxious industries. My
colleague the member for Fremantle, when Minister for the Environment last year, made
a decision requiring the EPA to undertake a review of the environmental constraints that
apply to Fertal Holdings and Talloman. However, because of the effluxion of time and
intervention by an election, I understand that review has still not been undertaken. There
is a need for more than just a review of the environmental constraints that apply to these
businesses. It is necessary to examine the social and town planning impact of their
presence in the area. The member for Swan Hills asked whether the previous
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Government was planning to do anything about it. I cannot state categorically that there
was a plan on the part of my Government to take action on this matter.
Mr Court: There was not much rime, was there? Ten years is not very long!
Mr HILL: I shall be interested to see whether the current Government, if it remains in
office, does anything about this matter in the next 10 years. The matter was addressed to
some extent by the Labor Government when in office but I am the first to admit that it
was not as well addressed as I would have liked, There is a need for a more thorough
examination of this issue and considerable Government support will be necessary to
assist those companies to relocate.
Mrs van de Kiashorsi: How many people axm employed there?
Mr HILL: I am not sure of the precise number at the moment. I believe it is slightly
more than 20. It is not a significant number but I am not suggesting we should close
them down; rather, the Government should assist them with relocation. Neither am I
suggesting that they should be moved too far from the metropolitan area. Obviously it is
important for their own survival that the transport costs in the industry be kept to a
minimum. I therefore Urge the Government to seriously consider assisting these
companies to relocate their businesses possibly to the Bakers Hill area. That area has
been set aside for that purpose and environmental studies have been undertaken to
establish that it is a suitable site.
Mr Cowan: That is not quite right.
Mr HILL: I shall be interested to hear the comments of the Deputy Premier in due
course. Whether or not that is considered a suitable site, the issue must be addressed
because it imposes a constraint on not only residential development but also industrial
development in the area.
The member for Bunbury has referred to the need to establish a performing arts centre in
a school in his electorate. I have a similar problem in my electorate. Over the years I
have supported the parents and citizens' association of the Forrestfield Senior High
School in its efforts to establish a performing arts centre at that school. I have made
repeated requests to my ministerial colleagues, the Ministers for Education, seeking
support for that centre to enhance the performing arts program not only for the
Forrestfield Senior High School but also for the primary schools in the region that service
the high school. Unfortunately, that centre has not yet been established although funding
was allocated last year to undertake the first stage of construction; that is, the planning
and preliminary work such as architect's drawings. I appreciate that the Government
may have all sorts of priorities in the establishment of these centres.
Mr Tabby: It was only a snow job - a pre-election gimmick.
Mr HILL: If it were a pit-election gimmick, the centre would have been built.
Mr Tabby: What did the previous Government allocate - $20 000?
Mr HILL: It was much more than that. It is an important issue and remains important in
Forrestfield and the surrounding district. it should be addressed by this Government as it
has been partially addressed, although nor to my satisfaction, by the Government of
which I was a member. flat does not mean that it should not continue to receive the
attention of the Government and the Ministry of Education. I will continue to support the
school in its efforts to establish a performing arts centre and I will continue to raise this
issue with the Minister for Education and the Parliamentary Secretary representing the
Minister for Education in this place.
During debate in this Parliament last night the member for South Perth referred to what
he described as a distressing hyper-market being established on land owned by the
Federal Airports Corporation, adjacent to florrie Miller Drive in the electorate of
Belmont. This impacts not only on Belmont and retail outlets in that electorate, but also
on the electorate of Helena and surrounding districts. I have been concerned for a long
time about the fact that we in Western Australia suffer from a polarised retailing
environment. This situation does not exist to my knowledge in any other part of the
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world. It exists in other parts of Australia but it is most pronounced in Western Australia.
The industry segment of small retailers is the largest single employer in this State, and
employs approximately nine per cent of the total population. Many of these small
retailers have been forced out of the industry because of their inability to adapt to cost
control management requirements. Independent retailers - these are the retailers to which
I refer and not those who form part of the bigger corporate centres within Western
Australia - have limited capital resources and are unable to achieve the economies of
scale that the bigger retail outlets have.
Mr C.J. Barnett: There is a cycle. For 20 years small baker shops and bicycle shops
disappeared but they have now come back on the scene. There is a natural cycle and
people will go back to small shops that supply a service.
Mr HILL: I hope the Minister is correct. Certainly there is more interest in boutique-
style retail outlets because today the buyers are more discerning. Also, perhaps the
standard of living has risen and people are now prepared to spend more for better quality
and service. I notice that increasingly service stations are providing a real service
whereas in the past there was a tendency to allow people to serve themselves with petrol
and to take care of the servicing of their vehicles. I still am concerned that over the years
we have seen - and are continuing to see - the proliferation of large shopping complexes,
particularly in the metropolitan area. That is why I refer to the hyper-market, as it has
been described, on the Federal Airports Corporation land. The growth of these large
centres impacts very adversely on small retail outlets. The Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party is correct in saying there is a tendency to return to the boutique retailer.
Nevertheless, many smaller retailers have been impacted upon by the larger
conglomerates in Australia, certainly in Perth.
The introduction of integrated shopping complexes in the 1960s led to the majority of
retail sales being made at corporate suburban shopping centres. I understand that at the
turn of the century 63.6 per cent of all household income was spent at the retail level.
flat figure fell to 43.9 per cent by 1980 and to below 40 per cent by 1990. A large
proportion of people's incomes is now allocated to indirect taxes, rent, and fuel costs.
Governments at all levels are largely, but not entirely, responsible for this.
Constraints have been placed on the level of discretionary income. This has led to a
rationalisation of outlets and an increased concentration within national organisations.
This has happened at a time of disproportionate increases in occupancy costs for retailers.
Those costs have risen dramatically as a proportion of total retail costs and over the past
20 years have risen at rates higher than the rise in the consumer price index.
The national accounting firm Touche Ross performed a study on Victorian occupancy
costs which revealed two significant findings. The first was that small retailers - that is,
retailers with less than 45 square metre retail outlets - paid twice the rental of large
retailers - that is, retailers with a more than 200 square metre retail outlet. The second
fact discovered was that the percentage change in occupancy costs between 1984 and
1986 averaged 27.86 per cent per annum. Those are quite dramatic figures. One can see
a dramatic increase occurred in occupancy costs over that two year period.
In 1967 occupancy costs were around five per cent of a retailer's expenditure. In 1987.
20 years later, they were in the vicinity of 12 per cent. Ilam not for a moment suggesting
that I have the answer to this complex problem. We have seen this problem developing
over a long time. It is necessary to address planning issues more thoroughly to in turn
address this problem. We need to allow retailers representation in the planning process
so that they have direct input to that process. The planning system and lack of retail
representation in the planning process back in the 1960s led inadvertently to the
establishment of monopoly floor space control.
Mr Bloffwitch: That has not changed today. They are anti-strip shopping and in favour
of big regional centres.
Mir HILL: That is exactly what I am saying. I thank the member for his support.
Mir Bloffwvitch: The problem is it has been like that for the past 10 years.
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Mr HILL: It has been like that for longer than 10 years; it is 30 years since we saw the
development of this sont of shopping centre in Western Australia and the rest of
Australia. The problem is that retailers have not had an opportunity to make
representations during the planning process. That fundamental issue needs to be
addressed as it was not addressed properly in the past by either Labor or Liberal
Governments. However, it must be addressed in the future.
Mr Court: What did you chaps do at your Cabinet meetings?
Mr HILL: I said that the problem was not addressed in the past by either Labor or
Liberal Governments and needs to be addressed in future. It is something that a future
Labor Government will address.
The other matter is the emergence of a property trust industry which has affected these
happenings. This, combined with monopoly floor space control, has created cost push
occupancy inflation. We have seen a necessity on the part of property trust managers to
provide incentives to create an artificial over-performing investment environment. It is
understandable as they have a job to do on behalf of their trusts and those for whom they
are managing them. It is an appropriate thing for them to do. However, the emergence
of the property trust to some extent weakened businesses financially.
Inadequate representation of the retail industry in the planning process has led to higher
occupancy costs and a far more difficult situation for retailers than they had to face 30
years ago before the retail shopping complex came to Westemn Australia. We cannot turn
back the clock, but we need to recognise what has happened and to explore ways in
which we can address this situation to make life easier and to reduce occupancy costs for
retailers in Western Australia. I look forward to the forthcoming Budget session and
other debates to address this issue further as it is one that will remain under the
Opposition microscope. It is a matter in which I will take a keen interest so long as I am
shadow Minister for Small Business in this State.
Mr Court: Rents in Perth have dropped dramatically.
Mr HELL: These are issues which impact on not only the electorate of Helena but also
the State as a whole and they should be addressed by the Stare Government. I could
canvass many other issues on behalf of my electorate and covered by my shadow
portfolio, but the forthcoming Budget debates and other debates in coming months will
enable me to canvass these matters in greater detail.
MR GRILL (Eyre) [11.58 pmJ]: [ turn, first, in this Supply debate to motor vehicle third
party insurance damages claims, which were the subject of a press release by the Premier
a few weeks ago. I was surprised by the slight publicity given to the curtailment of these
damages claims. In fact, the low level of publicity has been rather breathtaking. The
changes, and the curtailment and confiscation of common law damages, represent an
extremely insensitive and callous approach by this Government which in many ways is
Oaralleled by the changes to Workers' compensation foreshadowed by it The
announcement came on 29 June and was made by the Premier. It will limit general
damage claims for pain and suffering by placing a $15 000 threshold on those claims at
the bottom end, at the same time putting a $200 000 cap on claims at the top end of the
range. This means that an award of up to $40 000 will be reduced by $15 000 to
$25 000. Reductions will be scaled down for awards between $40 000 and $55 000.
There is no reduction over $55 000, subject to that cap that I have mentioned. However,
that means chat a person who sustains an injury for which there is a general damages
claim for $16 000 will receive $1 000. Claims under $15 000 will give rise to a payment
of zero, and claims up to $40 000 will be reduced by that $15 000 figure.
The Premier stated in his press release that the object of that curtailment and confiscation
of damages was to reduce by 25 per cent payments by the insurer, and that the
Government was hopeful that that would save some $50m annually. Solicitors Kott
Gunning, in a letter to the General Secretary of the Western Australian Police Union of
Workers, state in respect of the curtailment of claim that -

A claim previously worth the sum of $25,000.00 by way of loss of amenities
would under the proposed regime entitle the Claimant to the sum of $10,000.00
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only. We would estimate that more than 50% of the motor vehicle accident
claimants assisted by our office would fall into the category of claims in which
the loss of amenities component was $25,000.00 or less and clearly each would
suffer a significant loss under the proposed system.

Therefore, it is stating that given the experience of its office - and it is a well known city
legal firm - the curtailment or confiscation of claims would affect some 50 per cent of the
clientele who come through its doors. I do not expect that figure to be absolutely
accurate, but I do expect that it probably represents the experience of other legal firms
around the State.
I wonder how members opposite can justify a curtailment or confiscation of damages in
those circumstances. Is the aim simply to make the State Government Insurance
Commission a more viable business for sale? Certainly it is not to improve the quality of
life of the citizens of Western Australia. Certainly it is not to enhance the safety net, of
which we have all been proud, in respect of our social security system - not that
insurance is necessarily social security, but it forms part of the essential safety net. I am
absolutely shocked that a curtailment and confiscation of claims of this nature has
received so little Press coverage. One of the reasons that it has received so little Press
coverage is that the effect of this proposed legislation has been obfuscated by the
announcements that were made by the Premier at the same time as this announcement.
Those announcements were an annual levy of $50 on each motor vehicle insured for the
next seven years, and a reduction of premiums on family cars by a few dollars.
At the same time, it has been further obfuscated by the general claim by the Government
maintaining that all of this must be blamed on the previous Government, because of WA
Inc. I will not enter into those arguments because they serve no purpose other than to
obfuscate and camouflage the fact that these changes will have a deleterious effect on a
large number of people. I cannot give members the quantum, but I suspect that the
number of people who bring motor vehicle claims annually probably equates to the
number of people who bring workers' compensation claims annually. I may be wrong
about that, but nonetheless it is not a bad guess, and I doubt that members opposite,
unless they had access to the exact figures, could contradict that statement. It will affect
a huge number of people. I wonder why that needs to happen. All I can think of is that it
seems to represent some sort of mind set by the present Government. As I said, it
parallels the workers' compensation legislation, which will also confiscate and reduce
payments to workers - for what reason, I am not sure. It does not appear that there will
be huge savings in respect of the workers' compensation legislation, and it will visit
unnecessary hardship on injured people.
Last week. I spoke to a lawyer who said that, in his view, these changes to the motor
vehicle third party insurance entitlements represent a tax on the injured. I thought that
neatly sums up what is happening in the present circumstances. Which member opposite
can live with a situation where the Government is visiting a tax on the injured? That is
what is happening It is all right for the Premier to look at me plaintively like that, but
that is what is happening.
Mr Court: The $50 is not a tax on the injured.
Mr GRILL: I am not talking about the $50. 1 do not want to obfuscate the issue by
mentioning the levy, but I am concerned that the Government is confiscating from
ordinary Western Australians the right to claim damages up to $15 000. Over that figure,
the Government will reduce the claim by $15 000 to a threshold of $55 000. This can be
described only as a tax on the injured. It is a discriminatory tax in many ways and those
most affected will be those who earn no income; namely, pensioners, young people and
the unemployed.
Mr Bradshaw: Why did you not think of that when you were buying the petrochemical
plant?
Mr GRILL: Do not confuse the argument. The Government's announced actions are
inhumane. Members opposite should not try to blur the issue by raising red herrings or
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taking us dawn rabbit holes. During the. 10 minutes of my speech I have not heard one
member opposite defend this proposal; instead, Government members try to change the
argument by putting on the old cracked gramophone record of WA Inc. I would be
delighted to debate the rights and wrongs of WA Inc on any day of the week, but not
now. However, the Government's proposal with this legislation is unjust. Why are the
changes to be made?
Mr Court: Because the fund could not meet its payments due to a $300m deficit.
Mr GRILL: That is what the Premier wants to argue, but I will not give him the pleasure
of arguing that paint. This Government is confiscating from ordinary Western
Australians something of great importance. The Government is not taking away common
law damages rights regarding the loss of wages or prospective wages; therefore, people
with a job will preserve that right. The Government is taking away the right in a
discriminatory way from pensioners, the young and the unemployed to obtain decent
damages on claims which can be grouped under the heading of pain, suffering and loss of
amenity. This is unjust and unconscionable and members opposite cannot defend it.
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! We cannot have cross-Chamber interjections. Some are
allowable directed to the member on his feet, who handles them with consummate ease,
but cross-Chamber discussions are out of order.
Mr GRILL: I quote from an information sheet prepared by the Law Society regarding
the effects of this proposed legislation on ordinary people. The Law Society provides a
couple of examples of the effects of these changes. The first case involves a housewife
who was involved in a motor vehicle accident en route to the supermarket to do the
family shopping. She received relatively minor injuries, but these prevented her from
looking after her family of three young children for several weeks. She was unable to
take them to school, cook meals and clean the family home. Her husband was on an
average income. However, the family fell outside the guidelines for any Government
scheme to provide home help. In any event, the assistance required by tfe family to
guide them through the crisis was well beyond the scope of any Commonwealth or State
assistance scheme. The husband had five days remaining of his annual leave, and he
took time off work to care for his family. He was forced to take a further six weeks off
work without pay to continue the care and this exhausted the family savings and placed
the family in a financial crisis.
The general damages payable to the mother for her injuries is assessed at a figure below
$15 000. Under the changes proposed by the Government for motor vehicle insurance
claims, the family would receive damages for only the husband's gratuitous services
which would not fully compensate the family for its economic loss. This is even though
they recently paid an increased premium to renew their compulsory third party policy.
That would be the effect of these proposed changes on one ordinary family. This
involved a not so major accident or injury.
The second example offered by the Law Society involved a family of four, namely, a
housewife, her husband and two children. The family was enjoying a Sunday out and
was involved in a serious motor vehicle accident. All four members of the family were
injured and required hospitalisation. The mother and father spent several weeks off work
and the children missed several weeks of school. Both children received serious injury
which reduced their future ability to enjoy sport and social activities. The compensation
payable to this family prior to the 30 June 1993 announcement was as follows: The
father would have received $40 000; the mother, $18 000; child A, $25 000; and child B.
$20 000, a total of $103 000. However, following the 30 June announcement and the
retrospective legislation visited on Western Australia, the father will receive $25 000; the
mother, $3 000; child A, $10 000; and child B, $5 000, a total of $43 000, which
represents a reduction of $60 000.
These people are not high flying millionaires or entrepreneurs. They are ordinary
Western Australians. Members opposite have no answer to this situation. They want to
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say that it was someone else's fault, but they cannot defend the indefensible. I can see
that the Minister for Resources Development is looking pensive. He has some
conscience and is concerned about this matter - at least I hope he is. These changes will
greatly affect the quality of life of many people. These changes are to be made at a time
when prerniums have been reduced. Irrespective of the levy, if the Government can
afford to reduce premiums, why must it place a $15 000 levy on damage claims and why
must a $200 000 cap be imposed? It makes no sense at all. It indicates that this action is
callous or done through ignorance. I am sure some members opposite are ignorant of
these facts, but members of Cabinet would have discussed this matter.
The proposal is to be implemented at a time - for a whole range of reasons; let us not
apportion blame - of chronic unemployment, not only in Australia but also in most parts
of the western world. The gap between the rich and the poor is widening. The middle
class is being squeezed and shrinking, and the lower class is increasing. People who are
chronically unemployed have little hope, and society faces great associated trauma. This
is the atmosphere in which this Government is making these insensitive and cruel
changes which amounts to a kick in the guts for ordinary Western Australians. It is a
reduction in the safety net when that net is needed perhaps more than ever before.
Mr CJ Barnett: What would your solution have been for the condition that the SGIC
was in? You have criticised us, but you must provide an alternative.
Mr GRILL: If this hole exists -
Mr Court: It does!
Mr GRILL: Let us accept that for the sake of the argument the hole exists and simply
does not reflect the fact that property values are down - although I do not accept -
Mr Court: We told you that the SOIC invested $466m in Bells, Spedleys and Rothwells
and lost $460m. That is the cause of that hole.
Mr GRILL: Let us not worry about that for a moment. I will not get into that part of the
argument as I am responding to the Minister for Resources Development. If that hole
exists in the SGIC fund, the Government has every right to impose a levy. That was done
to raise $50mn a year for the next seven years, and that will get rid of the hole. However.
I certainly would not be reducing the premium and confiscating the common law
damages claims frorn the class of people I just mentioned. I may have some other
solution to the problem, but the solution offered by the Government is unacceptable to
me and to any right thinking person. Also, the way in which these changes were
announced leaves a great deal to be desired. They were announced by press releases
which were most ambiguous. The interpretation of the press release by the Law Society
is not necessarily right but it did the best it could under the circumstances. Maybe that
interpretation exaggerated the situation or even underestimated the situation but a large
number of people in society will be affected detrimentally at a time that they can least
afford it. The way in which the changes were announced is unclear. The Minister for
Labour Relations announced changes to the Workers' Compensation Act which will
confiscate claims under a 30 per cent threshold. The Premier has announced changes
which will confiscate claims under a $15 000 threshold.
I put a question to the Premier and to the Minister for Labour Relations: Under a
combination of these two pieces of legislation, how do the changes affect a person who is
injured driving to work, when under the Workers' Compensation Act a person driving to
work is deemed to be in the course of his or her employment? Is the claim confiscated by
virtue of the $15 000 threshold, announced by the Minister for Labour Relations, or is the
claim confiscated and reduced as a result of the changes announced by the Premier
relating to motor vehicle insurance legislation? What is the answer? Forget about the
funny tricks. What is the answer? What does the Premier say? What does the Minister
for Labour Relations say?
Several members interjected.
Ihe SPEAKER: Order! It is acceptable for a member to make an interjection under
certain circumstances but it is not appropriate for two members who are sitting down to
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each inerject at length. The member speaking may be able to handle the situation but
that is not the point. I will allow single interjections as long as they are appropriate. I
cannot allow the others. When the Speaker is on his feet, I cannot allow members to
interject across the Chamber, ignoring the Speaker. Interjections must be put to the
member on his feet; the other cross-Chamber interjections which do not include the
person on his feet are totally unacceptable.
Mr GRILL: I have put a question to the Minister for Labour Relations and to the
Premier.
Mr Kierath: If the member waits a week or 10 days he will hear an announcement about
workers' compensation. He will be surprised to hear that people will be better off. The
member knows that if a person is on the way to work when injured he can make a
journey claim. The person has access to workers' compensation.
Mr GRILL: Answer the question! At least the Premier had the good grace not to display
his shallowness. The Minister has tried to further obfuscate the matter by his shallow
response That does him no credit. What is the answer, Premier?
Mr Count: The Minister has explained chat if the member waits for two weeks he will
find out what the benefits will be.
Mr GRILL: The Premier cannot answer. That indicates that the process by which he has
gone about formulating the confiscations and reductions in claims has been incompetent.
Members opposite have acted like a bunch of drunken cowboys. They do not know what
they are doing.

Withdrawal of Remtark
The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the member to withdraw that remark.
Mr GRILL: I withdraw, but I do not withdraw the remark about incompetence.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRILL: The Government's inability to answer the question tonight displays its
incompetence and its lack of preparedness in respect of the announced changes which
will be backed up with retrospective legislation. Members opposite have been caught out
because they have not been able to answer the question. Tonight the Minister and the
Premier should be defending the legislation or answering relevant questions in relation to
it. They cannot tell me under which heading a journey claim would fall. It is a matter to
which they have been alerted but they cannot answer the question. This displays clearly
that the Government has not prepared this legislation in a competent way. This
legislation, and the workers' compensation legislation, will create a fundamental injustice
in society. It represents a lack of concern by the Government for the ordinary people of
Western Australia. It displays the ugly face of Liberalism, In many respects, it is a
return to the nineteenth century capitalistic approach. The Government has displayed an
insensitive lack of concern for ordinary people. This is like nineteenth century
capitalism. The Premier is harking back to that, and he represents the ugly face of the
Liberal Party. There has never been a Liberal Party like this one. Members opposite
should feel proud to represent this new ugly face of the Liberal Party. A few
Government members have some conscience about it. I can see it on the races opposite.
However, the Minister for Labour Relations has no conscience about this legislation.
Mr Kierath: I have more conscience in my little finger than you have in your whole
body.
Mr GRILL: The Minister's own people are laughing about that. We have not seen an
attack on ordinary people like this since the infamous days of section 54B of the Police
Act. It was a Court Government that brought in section 54B. Did any member opposite
oppose it?
Mr Cowan: I opposed it. Did you oppose the financial losses brought about by your
Government? Did you stand up in Cabinet and say that you opposed those practices?
Mr GRILL: The changes to the Industrial Relations Act and to the Motor Vehicle
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Insurance Act rank alongside the changes to section 54B of the Police Act. The Deputy
Premier should show the same conscience with this legislation that he displayed with
section 54B but he will not on this occasion because he is in power and he likes the
trappings of power a little too much. The man who sat in the Deputy Premier's seat 10
years ago is not the man silting here today. He would change the situation.
[The member's time expired.]
MR RIEBELING (Ashburton) [12.29 am]: I thank the member for Eyre for keeping
everyone awake. I want to canvass some areas of concern within my electorate. Most of
the concerns are contained in the document 'The North", the Western Australian
Government's coalition policy for the north.
A Government member: You told us about this last time.
Mr RIEBELING: I will keep doing that until the Government honours some of its
commitments.
This document has two emblems on it, that of the Liberal Party and the National Party;
but it is signed only by Liberal Party members. Perhaps National Party members do not
know its contents. I hope that some of the commitments that I speak of tonight are
honoured by the coalition. It is clear that the Court Government considers that, at least as
a destination, my electorate is very popular. We often see a number of Ministers coming
through the area. I welcome them. I wish they would bring their cheque books with
them so that they could start new projects and honour the commitments they have made.
I encourage Ministers to come to the region and to leave as quickly as possible, and to
complete as many projects as possible.
I will also cover one area for which I will congratulate the Government on its
achievements. If the Government realises all the projects it has described in the
document, I will congratulate it on each occasion. However, if it does not, development
will still occur but at a much slower rate than it should. The projects that need to be
developed have been recognised by the coalition panies as being essential. However,
since being in Government they have changed their minds. The first project was the
Government's commitment to supply more housing within the area. The document
entitled "The North" at page 14 states -

Many small businesses in the north also suffer housing problems and many are
forced to live in substandard accommodation, often on site where their businesses
are established to a point where they can afford suitable housing. We will help
the productive people to find more suitable accommodation.

That is a fine statement. However, one of the first actions of this Government was to
stop a $3.5m project by Homeswest to build units of accommodation in Karratha.
Mr Court: One of your key campaign committee supporters has been dealing with this
Government through a Minister and cannot believe how quickly he is getting responses
and actions to his inquiries.
Mr RIEBELING: Which one is that?
Mr Court: I will tell you in a minute. I will not embarrass you. He is a councillor.
Mr RIEBELING: I think I know the councillor. The project to supply housing for $3.5m
was shelved. A further project worth approximately $lmi was withdrawn from the
Government employees' housing project. It was to supply either eight or 10 units of
accommodation - I am not sure of the figure. In those two decisions in excess of 30 units
of accommodation have been scrapped from the building program for the Karratha region
alone. If this Government is keen on the Pilbara being the driving force behind the
recovery of this State, it must learn to put back the services into the region to enable the
region to be as productive as the Government hopes it will be.
The Government had a commitment to encourage people to purchase their own houses
from HomnesweSt. It said, "We will encourage tenants of Homeswest dwellings to
purchase their own homes with heavy discounts as an incentive. After five years
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residents will gain a discount of 20 per cent and rising by two per cent per annum to a
maximum of 50 per cent." As I understand it, the Minister for Housing is about to
announce that that decision will be honoured. I ask the Minister to consider extending
the decision to the Government employees who occupy accommodation in the area.
It appears that the services provided by the consumer affairs office will be withdrawn;
however, as yet, that has not occurred. The Government says it understands the needs of
small business in my area. The consumer affairs office is used not just by consumers;
small businesses also go there for advice. In fact, in excess of 40 per cent of all the
inquiries to the consumer affairs office are from small business people seeking advice to
prevent them from contravening laws. The closure of that office will remove a support
service, quite contrary to what the Government states in all of its policy documents.
During the election campaign this Government said at length that it supported small
business and recognised the special problems of small businesses, especially those in the
north west. Yet it missed the biggest problem of all: The security of the population in
the north.
The biggest problem Karratha has had to face in the past eight months has been the
industrial relations policies of two of the major employers in the region: 1-amersley Iron
Pty Ltd and Robe River Mining Co Pty Ltd. The changes in their approach to industrial
relations have caused considerable distress and uncertainty in the work force. People
who have been long term residents of the region have no confidence for a long term
future there. That has caused a great deal of anxiety to those people plus a great deal of
pain to small business in the region.
For 10 years prior to the past eight months we witnessed a reduction in industrial strife
and record productivity increases in the iron ore industry. That was achieved by
cooperation with the unions, the work force and the management. It achieved record
exports and record profits for those companies. With the support of the new Government
the sort of incidents we have witnessed in the past eight months will become the norm in
the industrial relations arena through this State, unfortunately. The other day the Premier
indicated to the member for Pilbara quite clearly that the choice for workers will be
between the type of industrial relations shown by Robe River and the type shown
recently by Broken Hill Proprietary Co Ltd. Those are the two ends of the spectrum that
he expects workers to be offered.
One of the hidden consequences of the insecurity in the current industrial relations
environment is that people do not make commitments to purchase small to medium size
goods. A small businessman in Karratha who supplies swimming pools told me that
within two days of redundancy notices being issued to Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd workers,
orders for five pools were cancelled. If the Government thinks that workers' losing their
security encourages small business, I am afraid we will not have any small businesses in
my area. The Pilbara will develop if people are encouraged to spend, to live in the area
as long as possible and to make the area their home.
During both the by-election and the general election in the electorate of Ashburton health
was a major issue. I believe the Liberal Party document titled "The North" cost me a
large number of votes. It sets out what was supposed to happen in the health area. Page
28 contains a commitment to evaluate as a matter of urgency the provision of medical
services at Nickol Bay and Broome hospitals with a view to ensuring that a more
comprehensive and wide range of services is provided and to ascertain whether they
should become regional hospitals. That is a burning issue in my electorate. The
document states that both hospitals must provide services commensurate with the needs
of their communities. Armed with the knowledge that this is a burning desire of the
Liberal Party, I wrote to the Minister for Health to find out whether that commitment
would be honoured. He responded by saying that he had no intention of finding out
whether the area's hospitals should be upgraded to regional hospitals. That may not seem
important to members opposite, but that commitment swayed a lot of people's votes and
a lot of people who voted for their side of politics will be disappointed that a key issue
has been ignored. The Minister refused even to look at it.
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I congratulate the Government on its promise to provide $50 000 to complete the
construction of the tourism building in Karratha. The money has not been received as
yet, however the Government's guarantee that the money will be included in the next
Budget enabled the shire to advance that $50 000 to complete the building. I hope that
commitment to tourism, which was mentioned by the member for Bunbury, flows to
other areas in the State and that similar amounts will be provided to encourage other local
communities that also work very hard to build these very valuable tourist information
centres. The thing to remember about the provision of that $50 000 is that the building
will be pant of the assets of the tourism industry in the region and will be worth nearly
$200 000. Although it is a large amount of money it is an investment in the future, and I
applaud it. I hope that sets the trend and we see many such grants going to regions
throughout the State to encourage tourism. Many other tourism projects need some
support from the Government otherwise they will not work.
I was part of the building committee, the members of which made outstanding efforts to
achieve the results that it did. I wish to acknowledge the members of the committee.
The President of the committee, Mr Allan Clark, runs two caravan parks in Karratha and
is an exceptionally busy man, but he has put a lot of time and effort into this project.
Vice president of the committee is Councillor Kevin Richards, who is probably the
gentlemen the Premier was speaking of earlier. He is also the citizen of the year and is
involved in nearly every committee in Karratha and works tirelessly for the community.
In my view, Councillor Richards is the outstanding citizen of the community. David
Atherton is the manager of tourist information centre, which is currently positioned in the
caravan park, and he has worked tirelessly to ensure that this group has become
professional. Heather and Steve Midgely operate a tourist information venure. Sue
Thomas joined the committee when she was the manager of the GWN television network
in Karratha and is now the manager of Northwest Radio Pty Ltd. I also congratulate the
Shire of Roeboumne. It took many years and the efforts of a number of people to
convince the shire of the value of tourism. The penny has dropped and it is putting
considerable resources into tourism. This year it will put in excess of $130 000 into
direct tourism funding of staffing.
Mr Catania. How much is the Government contributing?
Mr RIEBELING: I do not know the exact figure. Last but not least I acknowledge the
contribution to the tourism industry of Kathy Wiley, who was the manager of the
Tourism Commission's Karratha office. Unfortunately she has now left the employment
of the State for her own reasons - her inability to come to trmns with the new
Government I would think. However, her contribution to making sure that the Karratha
region became progressive and developed its potential in the tourism industry cannot be
understated. She took the Karratha and districts tourist information group from a
floundering group with no direction to a group that in the last three years has achieved a
building which would be the envy of most towns in the State and also helped direct the
directionless Pilbara regional tourism association, which before Kathy arrived was, in my
view, floundering. Her guidance arnd assistance has put it back on track to being a
reasonable organisation with many qualities that other regional groups could emulate.
Other projects in the tourism field will probably not proceed unless Government
assistance is provided. The first of which is in Point Samson. I hope the Government
will see its way clear to allocating a budget of $600 000 to build a fishing platform to
replace the jetty which once existed at Point Samson. That jetty was famous throughout
Australia for allowing people to fish from a land based facility in deep water in the
Pilbara and have access to exceptionally large fish. Owing to fire and numerous cyclones
the jetty had to be removed by the shire - apart from a symbolic section which still
remains - but the impact on the tourism industry on Point Samson has been devastating.
A floating platform with access to land would solve that problem and would once again
enable Point Samson to recognise the clear potential in that area for tourism
development.
Mr Wiese: Do you not think you would get better fishing in the hotel alongside without
going to that trouble?
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Mr RIEBELING: Some of us may. My ability to catch fish is rather limited, but other
people tend to want to catch them for themselves.
Another region of my electorate which desperately needs to gain some income from
tourism is, of course, Roebourne. It is the only town north of Carnarvon on the highway.
and it does not take full advantage of the tourists who drive through it. Tourist
information bays are required in Roebourne for the people coming from the north. As
most people no doubt know, the old gaol is the current tourist information centre and it is
an outstanding success. It moved to the gaol from a small shop about a year ago. The
number of tourists who now stop there has increased by about 300 per cent. The income
of the tourist information centre has increased to such a level that it now employs three
people. One of the biggest problems is that tourists are unable to turn their cars round
with ease in the parking area. The tourist information people hope that a bay will be
constructed in the front of the old gaol which will enable people to access the new
information centre with ease. That project would cost $50 000 or $60 000. Usually that
is the job of the Roebourne Shire Council, however, it is currently pulling a considerable
amount of money into tourism. I hope therefore, that with this Government's new
attitude to funding tourist information buildings it will look at an infrastructure of that
type.
To further encourage tourism in my area the recent reconstruction work in Cossack
should continue. This Government will no doubt continue to support the reconstruction
in that old town and also the development of a small caravan park which has been on the
drawing board for some time. I have no doubt that this Government will support that
concept. Another commitment in 'The North" document is that the Government will
encourage people to build infrastructures to support tourism; for example, caravan parks.
Most people involved in tourism know that for the first five years or so of their
operations caravan parks cannot economically support themselves because the trees
which attract people to stay take several years to grow. On page 16 of "The North" is a
commitment to defer the head costs of new development associated with the tourism
industry. I am advised that this commitment has not been met. The commitment reads -

We support a system of deferred headworks charse which allows new ventures
to get on their feet before being confronted with these costs.

Mr Catania: Something we suggested to them.
Mr RIEBELING: I believe it is in the Pilbara 21 study. The document continues -

Unfortunately red tape is stifling this initiative and will therefore be removed.
I am saying it is a good commitment, not that the Government is wrong. I am saying let
us do it. When can we see it happen?
A Government member interjected.
Mr RIEBELING: Good, we will probably see the member there shortly.
I refer now to transport mainly in connection with Onslow. One of the four main areas of
concern in the Onslow area is dredging of the access to the wharf's seven metre line to
allow the boats which supply the services to the offshore oil industry to access Onslow.
As a result of that dredging in my view, and no doubt in the view of the many people
who have visited the area, the town of Onslow would boom. Onslow has a strong
community. However, new developments need infrastructure to enable them to succeed
and the injection of new investment to a town like Onslow needs some Government
commitment. During the election, this Government committed itself to providing
adequate facilities on land suitable for expansion of industries requiring waterfront
access. With that commitment in mind I wrote to the Minister for Transport to find out
when that would occur. He replied that adequate facilities existed and he would not be
putting any more in place. I do not know whether he had read "The North", but for the
sake of Onslow, I hope he reconsiders widening the dredged channel so that the larger
boats that are required to service the offshore oil industry can enter the channel.
One decision which was made in the last few months of the Labor Government term was
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the decision not to go ahead with the reconstruction of the school in Onslow. A clear
indication from a public meeting we attended in the town was that most of the
townspeople did not want it redeveloped. I now wish we had not had that public meeting
because the school is in temporary buildings and is of considerable age. The original
school building desperately needs to be redeveloped.
Mrs van de Klashorst: Like most around the State.
Mr RIEBELING: I am talking about schools in my area. When it rains the school
floods. Money which was provided was taken away. It is a classic example of how that
sort of decision should not be devolved to emotive people who have lived in the area for
a long time and who do not want to see a school of substandard condition removed for
whatever reason. I hope this Government has another look at the school with an eye to
redeveloping it. I have other issues to talk about, but I have run out of time.
MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [12.58 ant]: The members for Kimberley and
Ashburton have spoken and now I am speaking; we are going an a Cook's tour of the
north west. It is important to ensure that members of this House especially are aware of
the huge potential available in this Stare. The State has benefited tremendously over the
past 20 or 30 years from resource development in that area. Unfortunately many of the
people who have lived in the north over that period have not benefited to the same extent
as the rest of the State. Some facilities in the north, albeit during 10 years of Labor
Government, have not been, and now are not being, advanced to the extent they should
have been. My electorate of Northern Rivers contains probably a rater diversity of
primary industry than any other area of Western Australia. It covers three regions of the
State - part of the Pilbara, the Murchison and the Gascoyne. As I said, it covers a great
diversity of interests including a very strong fishing industry at Carnarvon and Exmiouth
and gold mining and iron ore mining in the east and the north east.
The fishing industry in Carnarvon is predominantly an export industry. The prawn and
scallop components of that industry contribute approximately $40m to the economy of
Western Australia each year. That is proof that the Western Australian Fisheries
Department is one of the best Government departments of its kind in Australia. The
management of fisheries over the past 30 years has been exemplary and the controls
introduced by the department have ensured a constant source of income to the fishermen.
When strong management measures were needed on the reduction of fishing boat
numbers, the industry participated and put up the money to ensure that the boats would
be reduced to a number that could sustain the industry in the years to come. Likewise
with the scallop industry, although over the past few years that industry has been
extremely buoyant. The huge catches of the scallop industry have meant that no need has
existed to reduce the number of boats. The potential for scallops is enormous. The
maximum catch in the past three years from Shark Bay is 4 000 tonnes of scallop meat;
whereas in Japan, something like 200 000 tonnes per annum is harvested from farmed
scallops from a similar sized area. The species in Western Australia reaches maturity in
14 months; the south west Asian variety takes two years. We have not scratched the
surface at the moment. We are just harvesting the product from nature instead of farming
it, albeit some activity is occurring in the north at the moment at Oyster Creek where a
number of experiments are being undertaken. The people concerned with those
experiments are trying to develop an industry from which they can farmi scallops in the
Shark Bay area. They, and the fishing industry in Carnarvon, have not received much
support from the Government, but they have not really needed it. They have been willing
to do it on their own and, as I said, they have developed a strong and viable industry.
The same thing has occurred at Exmouth where the prawn fishery is controlled
principally by the Kailis family, and Norwest Seafoods from Carnarvon. That industry
has been well managed and has been quite viable over many years, although it has
experienced some fairly lean seasons as well.

In other areas of the north the industry which will continue to expand and flourish will be
tourism. It always seems that we think the tourism industry is a panacea for all ills; it is
not. However, the scope in Western Australia for the expansion of the tourist industry is
tremendous. The north has much to offer as a package as well as individual areas. We
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cannot do enough to promote the area. Unfortunately, because of the distance involved,
people often make a midyear dash to one particular location such as Exmouth,
Carnarvon, Broome or Kununurra, and then shoot back to Perth or some other place in
the south west without seeing the other areas. Ic has been the international tourists who
have taken the time to travel through the area and spend time in each place. The natural
wonders of the area are many. For instance, the Carnarvon region includes the only
world heritage listed region in Western Australia. Only 11 areas in the world out of
about 280 listed as world heritage sites satisfy all four criteria, and Shark Bay is one of
those. It is a natural wonder of the world, but people in Western Australia have not yet
realised that it is on their doorstep.
The member ft Bunbury mentioned the dolphins at Monkey Mia. For a long time they
have attracted ni. iy thousands of tourists to that area each year. The people who run that
resort decided to ,.ontribute money themselves to attract additional visitors to the region.
They have gone halves with the operators of the heritage resort in Denham and axe
building their own airstrip. They have put their money where their mouths are. They are
not waiting for a State or Federal Government commitment and are putting $I m towards
an airport at Denham. They are determined to encourage more people to that region.
They will certainly be successful because it is one of the undiscovered wonders of
Western Australia. Further along the coast at Cape Cuvier, as people would know, in the
past few months a fish feeding frenzy was discovered. That phenomenon occurs every
year, but with everything else occurring each year the locals did not think it was very
important. Obviously the rest of the world did. It is one of the few places in the world
where that phenomenon occurs and it does so in a place which provides grandstand views
for observers from the cliffs of Cape Cuvier. It is one more natural wonder that will
attract more visitors to Western Australia.
A better airline network must be developed in that area. It needs improvement, but we
are on the end of the list as far as air schedules are concerned. We get the available
planes after they service the rest of the north. Unfortunately that does not provide for a
good service. The area does receive a jet service, but it is not provided with a suitable
link-up with other places in the north. It tends to have a disjointed service and cannot
encourage the flow of tourism from one point to another. That issue must be addressed.
Thankfully, there has been talk lately about this matter. Singapore Airlines plans six
charter flights into Exmouth, which are expected to go ahead before Christmas this year.
Discussion with Ansett could lead to a link-up with commercial flights through that
region.
I turn now to the areas cast of Carnarvon, through the Murchison, where the principal
industry is gold. The gold industry at the moment is very strong, with the price of gold
going over $US400 an ounce. That is causing a growth in exploration. We have
received a promise from the State Government that we will not have royalties on gold. I
will not be arguing for royalties, although I would like to see more of that money staying
in Western Australia. The big beneficiary from the profits being generated at the
moment is the Federal Government in the form of gold taxes. As the member for
Kalgoorlie suggested a few years ago, some money should be left in the towns to
improve them. Towns such as Cue, Mt Magnet and Meekatharra in the Murchison region
are really wanting and have missed out on the current gold boom. A need also exists to
encourage people to live in these towns rather than encourage the fly in, fly out
arrangement which, unfortunately, the fringe benefits tax encourages. Those regions of
Western Australia which have the infrastructure to service a bigger population than they
have at present should be encouraged to expand in that way.
The town of Newman further north along the Great Northern Highway owes its existence
to the huge deposits of iron ore in the region. That iron ore contributes to the State of
Western Australia over $10O0m a year in royalties. Not much of these royalties returns to
the regions. Complaints are received continually from people residing in those regions
that the Government infrastructure and services are is inferior to those that exist in the
south west. It is not unusual for residents in the north to be subjected to many hundreds
of kilometres of unsealed roads or single width roads on their only route to Perth. The
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Great Northern Hfighway needs to be upgraded. Thankfully over the past four years
much of it has been upgraded and has been widened to dual width. There is still a lot to
be done and until these things are done, areas such as the southern Pilbara and the
Murchison region will not reach their full potential. The Government should spend more
money in these regions to encourage people to live there.
I urn concerned about some of the philosophies that emanate from the present
Government. Some of them seem to indicate that there should be a user pays policy
throughout these areas and, if one lives in the bush, one should pay the full production
cost of electricity. These people do not have an opera house, cultural activities or a
public transport system which cost hundreds of millions of dollars a year to run. They
ask only for what everybody else takes for granted; that is, water and electricity and other
Government services at a reasonable price. The Government seems to think that a
reasonable price in the case of growers in Carnarvon is an additional $1 000 a year for
water. The Carnegie repont suggests that people living in remote areas of Western
Australia should pay the full cost of electricity production. In places like Wiluna and
Gascoyne Junction, that represents a 10 fold increase to about $1.50 a unit when they are
now paying around 150 a unit. That would make it impossible for people to live in
places like that. People in those regions of Western Australia need to have air-
conditioners. Very few people in the city or in the south of the State visit those regions
in summer. Air-conditioners are a necessity, not a luxury, although some people seem to
think they are. We must make sure that the services provided by the Government cost no
more whether they are provided in the north of Western Australia, the far east of Western
Australia or the metropolitan area. We are one State and the charges applied by the Stare
Government should be the same regardless of where one resides.
As I am the last speaker of the night and I will have the opportunity in the next few
weeks to speak again about my electorate,. I will conclude my speech
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cowan (Deputy Premier).

House adjourned at 1. 13 am (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - STAFF NAMES, POSITION, SALARY LEVEL
Government Motor Vehicle Allocations

128. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) What are the names and position and salary level of each person working

in his ministerial office as at 10 June 1993?
(2) I-ow many and which of these have a Government motor vehicle

allocation for their use?
Mr MINSON replied:

Staff in the office of the Minister for the Environment as at 10 June 1993 -

Name

Mr C. Schuster

Mr David Nunn
Mr S. Mulholland
Mrs Susan Hunt
Ms D. Callander
Ms Natalie Hill
Ms Nicola Kestel
Ms Nic Merson

Mrs Stella King

Ms Christine
Kleinschmidt

Ms S. Buxton
Ms Helena Sharp
Ms M. Waicka
Ms Jean Vaylor
Dr Tim Meagher
Mr Frank
Campbell

Mr Brian Ray

Position

Principal
Private Secretary
Senior Policy Officer
Senior Policy Officer
Senior Policy Officer
Media Secretary
EPA Appeals Officer
Personal Secretary
Liaison Officer

A/Correspondence
Officer

Correspondence
Officer
Liaison Officer
Administrative Asst.
Personal Assistant
Officer
Consultant
Consultant

Consultant

Salary/Level

$59 824-65 050

$45 126-50 059
$45 126-50 059
$52 721
$50 059
$30 696-33 399
$30 696-33 399
$26 533-29 573

$26 533-29 573

$26 533-29 573

Vehicle
Provided

L8 Yes

L6 Yes
L6 Yes
L7 Yes
L6
L3
L3
L2 (Paid by
AAPA for
limited term)
L2 (Paid by
CALM for
limited term)
L2

$26 533-29 573 L2
$26 533-29 573 L2
$26 533-29 573 L2
$20 331-25 616 Ll
$90/hour
$1 30/hour - As a member of the
Scientific and Administrative
Committee dealing with forest
harvesting levels
$40/hour - For work related to
supporting this committee.

DUCK SHOOTING -MINISTER OR STAFF LICENCES
New Legislation -Wetlands Policy Implementation

153. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Has the Minister or any of the Minister's staff ever held a duck shooting

licence?
(2) If so, what are the details?
(3) Does the Minister intend to introduce legislation to legitimise the shooting

of native ducks in Western Australia?
(4) If so, when?
(5) Does the Minister intend to provide funding to the Department of

Conservation and Land Management or the Royal Australian
Ornithologists Union to carry out annual waterfowl counts, so that
scientific data may be obtained on waterfowl numbers in WA?
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(6) If not, why not?
(7) Does the Minister intend to implement the Stare Wetlands Policy?
(8) If so, when?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) Not to my knowledge, from the inquiries I have been able to make.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) 1 refer the member to the answer to question 136(1).
(4) Not applicable.
(5) No.
(6) Extra funding is not available.
(7) A State wetlands policy will be implemented.
(8) Implementation of a State wetlands policy will follow after submis 'sions

received on the draft wetland conservation policy for Western Australia
have been assessed by the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, costs of implementing a policy have been determined and
considered against available funding, and Cabinet has considered. the
outcome of these processes.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - DOMESTIC
VIOLENCE POLICY AND RESEARCH BRANCH, MAINTENANCE

161, Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) Will the domestic violence policy and research branch of the Department

for Community Development be maintained at its current level of
resourcing?

(2) If not, what level of funding will be allocated to the branch?
(3) Is the branch to be abolished?
(4) If the branch is abolished what Government agency or structure will be

responsible for maintaining a coordinated Government and community
approach to combating domestic violence?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) The Department for Community Development is currently undergoing an

organisatianal restructure and the new structure will incorporate the Office
of the Family, which included the policy and research functions.

(2)-(4)
The recently announced task force into families in WA will be collecting,
collating and analysing all available data on a factual basis. This will
cover all issues impacting on families, including domestic violence.

BEENUP POWERLINE - PALINGS AND CORONATION ROADS ROUTE
Ministerial Consultations; Conservation and Land Management

Department, Planning Involvement
201. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for the Environment,

(1) Was the Minister consulted in respect of the decision to consider the
Palings and Coronation Roads route to supply power to Beenup?

(2) Was the Department of Conservation and Land Management involved in
preliminary planning for the moute?

(3) Is the Minister aware that the State Energy Commission of Western
Australia and the former Government were advised that such a moute
would be unacceptable to CALM?
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(4) Is it appropriate to conclude that CALM has changed its attitude?
(5) If so, why?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes; discussions were held with SECWA, DRD and EPA.
(3) I understand that CALM consistently advised the previous Government

that, of the options presented at that time, the Great North Road route was
preferred on environmental grounds.

(4) No. CALM has provided preliminary planning and environmental advice
in respect of the corridor option now proposed by SECWA for assessment.

(5) Not applicable.
DISABLED - BUILDING ACCESS, GOVERNMENT POLICY

206. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:
Given the answer to question on notice 86 of 1993, will the Minister
outline Government policy for ensuring that people with disabilities have
access to buildings such as the Cottesloe Surf Life Saving Club?

Mr MINSON replied:
The State Disability Services Act 1992, the Commonwealth Disability
Discrimination Act 1992 and the State Equal Opportunity Act 1988, as
amended, contain provisions designed to ensure that people with
disabilities are able to access services and facilities in this State. The
principle underpinning the above legislation is that of the equitable access
and rights of people with disabilities to move independently within our
community.

BLACKBOYS - ROCKINGHAM REMOVAL, LEGAL ACflION
264. Mr M. BARNETT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is the Minister aware of reports of thousands of blackboys being destroyed
and bulldozed in Rockingham and then improperly or illegally dumped on
an A class reserve adjacent to the environmentally sensitive Lake
Richmond?

(2) Have the Department of Land and Conservation officers investigated such
reports?

(3) Is it clear which company is responsible for this environmental pillage?
(4) Will the Minister take legal action to prosecute the company responsible?
(5) If not, why not?
Mr MINSON, replied:
(1) Yes; approximately 1 200 blackboys were removed from a privately

owned subdivision. The majority were transplanted on and off the
subdivision. Some were buried on privately owned land earmarked for
recreation and conservation to be vested in the Rockingham City Council.

(2) Yes.
(3) A contractor of the developer of this private land has removed the

blackboys.
(4) No.
(5) It is not an offence to take protected flora such as blackboys on private

land where one is the owner or occupier of the land, or one has been
authorised to do so by the owner or occupier of the land.
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MABO HIGH COURT DECISION - "GODSEND", MINISTER'S COMMENT
Western Australia, Suburban Lots, Native Title Claim Threat

403. Dr LAWRENCE to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Does the Minister stand by remarks the Minister made to the Midwest

Times on 9 June 1993, in which the Minister describes the Mabo High
Court decision as a "Godsend" and the "key to what could be the
resolution to the whole question of land rights"?

(2) As a result of the Mabo High Court decision is more than 80 per cent of
Western Australia at risk of land claim?

(3) Are suburban lots under threat of claim as a result of the Mabo High Court
decision?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1) The report is inaccurate; I actually commented that the decision could

have been a "Godsend". Its potential may have been realised had not the
Prime Minister and the Federal Government behaved arrogantly and
mischievously by proposing that the decision meant something it does not-

(2) Yes.
(3) Crown grants of land made after 31 October 1975 for suburban and

rownsite developments could be open to native title claim. Joondalup.
which is based on a Western Australian Act, is a prime example.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY - TALLOMAN, FERTAL
HOLDINGS PTY LTD, HAZELMERE OPERATIONS

Odours, Chemical Composition Sampling
439. Mr HILL to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Has the Minister's department sampled the chemical composition of
odours emanating from the Talloman and Fertal industries in [-azelmere?

(2) If Yes, what is the chemical composition of the odour?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) What current controls exist on the noxious industries referred to above in

relation to their H-azelmere operation?
(5) Have the companies adhered to Environmental Protection Authority

demands or controls on their operations?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) No, chemical composition not analysed. The products of combustion are

well documented and include carbon, hydrogen, nitrogen, oxygen and
sulphur in various chemical combinations.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) Has not been necessary.
(4) Talloman controls Biofilter

Afterburner
Boiler incineration

Fental's controls Afterburner
(5) Yes.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY - TALLOMAN, FERTAL
HOLDINGS PTY LTD, HAZELMERE OPERATIONS

Groundwater Testing, Hazelmere Lakes Area
440. Mr HILL to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) D oes the Environmental Protection Authority undertake regular
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groundwater testing or testing of water samples from the Hazelmere Lakes
area, to determine the impact of pollutants from Talloman and Fertal?

(2) If yes. what has been the result of that testing?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) Yes, both the EPA and the Shire of Swan have undertaken testing.
(2)-(3)

Testing has resulted in a pollution abatement notice being served on both
Ferta] and Talloman. The PAN requires the company to reduce nutrient
discharge to acceptable levels.

DISABILITY SERVICES - COMMONWEALTH STATE DISABILITY
AGREEMENT

$1.9m, Disbursement
444. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:

(1) How will the $1.9m provided by the Commonwealth to the State in the
Commonwealth State Disability Agreement be disbursed?

(2) When the cost of out of home care for a person with a disability ranges
from $25 000 per annum for those with minimal needs to $120 000 for
those with severe disability (average = $50160 000) can the Minister
explain how $1.5m will buy services for 70 people?

(3) If, as the Minister stated publicly, only Sim. is now available, what plans
has the Minister made for the provision of accommodation services if the
additional $500 000 is not forthcoming?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1) This amount represents the transition funding which is intended to enable

current services to be upgraded to further the principles to meet the
objectives of the Disability Services.Act. The means by which it will be
disbursed are yet to be determined. The process will be developed shortly
and will involve consultation with the disability field.

(2) Out of home care for a person with a disability can be provided in a wide
variety of ways which does not necessarily include the provision of full
time supervision and assistance. Suitable arrangements for people with
low support needs may be made for between $7 000 and $10 000 per
person per annum. There are others for whom much higher levels of
support may be necessary. Costs for these people may be up to $65 000
per person per annum. It is an objective of the funding program to provide
accommodation support for people with various types of disabilities and a
range of support requirements. Costing scenarios prepared on the basis of
information handed to the Accommodation Review Committee indicate
that the needs of 70 people will be met for the $1-5m.

(3) The additional $500 000 referred to by the member represents funds which
will be considered as part of the 1993-94 Budget process. It would not be
appropriate for me to confirm this comment when the Budget is still being
prepared. However, I have given an assurance at the public meeting on 28
June 1993, and on other occasions, that I will do my best to ensure that the
disability budget will be maintained and that the funds will be available.

MEAGH-ER, TIM - BROTHER-IN-LAW OF DENNIS CULLIY, WESFI
CHAIRMAN

Timber Company Interests
450. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is Dr Tim Meagher the brother in law of the Chairman of Wesfi,
Mr Dennis Cullity?
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(2) If so, was this declared by Dr Meagher prior to his appointment to review
logging levels in State forests?

(3) Did the Minister ask Dr Meagher to sign a declaration that neither he, nor
members of his family, had direct or indirect interests in any timber
companies?

(4) Does Dr Meagher's family association with one of Western Australia's
biggest timber companies diminish the credibility of his logging review in
the mind of the community?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1) It is common knowledge in the Perth business and political community

that Ms Ann Cullity, wife of Wesfi Chairman, Mr Dennis Cullity, is
Dr Meagher's sister. It should be known to Opposition members thac
Ms Cullity was appointed Chairperson or the Kings Park Board by a
former Labor Minister. It should also be known by Opposition members
Mr Dennis Cullity was a foundation member of the Labor Party's
fundraising Curtin Foundation that supported the Burke and Hawke
Governments. Mr Culliry is currently a member of the R & I Bank Board
and was appointed by a Labor Minister.
Dr Meagher's father, Sir Thomas Meagher, gave this State a distinguished
and selfless career of public service under both Labor and Liberal
Governments. He was Lord Mayor of Perth for two terms. He chaired
many of this State's most prestigious boards, and was personal confidant
to Labor and Liberal Prime Ministers, as well as Labor and Liberal
Western Australian Premiers.

(2) Yes, at Dr Meagher's instigation his family relationship to Mr Cullity was
formally declared, which was consistent with the terms and conditions of
his contract.

(3) It was not necessary. Dr Meagher formally declared that neither he nor
his wife or children had any interest in any timber company. Dr Meagher
has also advised me that his only commercial involvement with a timber
company in recent years has been his annual purchase of a one tonne load
of dry jarrah for his potbelly stove from a local wood merchant at $65 per
tonne for a one tonne utility load. He has recommended the wood yard to
me.

(4) No. The previous Minister set the terms of reference for the logging
review and the member should therefore be aware that the review was in
relation to logging levels of our native hardwood forests. I understand that
Mr Cullity's interests are in relation to pine plantation forests.
Mr Cullity's commercial interests in this State's pine forests are now fixed
by the Dardanup Pine Log Sawmill Agreement Act 1992, entered into by
the Lawrence Government and ratified by Parliament in December 1992.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE - APPOINTMENT REVIEW
465. Dr GALLOP to the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Attorney General reviewing all the policies and guidelines applied
when considering the appointment of Justices of the Peace?

(2) If yes -
(a) who is conducting the review on the Attorney General's behalf;
(b) what are the terms of reference;
(c) when is it expected that the review will be completed?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2)

A review of the appointment of Justices of the Peace is currently being
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considered. At this stage, however, the particular matters on which the
member is seeking information have yet to be determined

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

485. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so. for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr MINSON replied:

I refer the member to my answer to question 323.
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO

TREASURY
497. Mr RIPPER to the Attorney General:

(1) Were any agencies for which the Attorney General is responsible required
to return funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?

(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2)

I refer the member to the answer to question 317.
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO

TREASURY
500. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return
funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?

(2) If SO, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr OMODEI replied:

I refer the member to my answer to question 321.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

WOOD, MICHAEL - REPORT OF THE INDEPENDENT COMMISSION TO
REVIEW PUBLIC SECTOR FINANCES, CRITICISM

Resignation
102. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:

I draw the Premier's attention to the remarks by the Public Service
Commissioner in the July edition of Executgive News. Dr Wood said the
McCarrey report grossly exaggerates some public sector ills; places too
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much confidence in private sector practices; and, ignores significant
public sector reforms in recent years.
(1) Do Dr Wood's remarks represent a new openness in Government

ranks, where free and frank criticism of Government policy is
exchanged with impunity?

(2) If so, has the Premier rescinded the revised code of Public Service
conduct, which threatens dire punishment for public servants if
they criticise the Government either inside or outside working
hours?

(3) If not, and most importantly, has the Premier sought and received
Dr Wood's resignation, because he has resigned?

Mr COURT replied:
(1 )-(3)

1 do not support the comments that Dr Michael Wood made in his
criticism of the McCarrey report.

Mr Hill: So you forced his resignation.
Mr COURT: No, I did not. He advised the Governor on 16 July that he was

going to resign.
Dr Lawrence: Long after you twisted his arm, quite improperly, as has been done

with other public servants.
Mr COURT: If the Leader of the Opposition bothered to read the statement put

out by Dr Michael Wood, she would see the reasons for his resignation.
He advised the Governor of his decision on 16 July and he explained the
reasons for his resignation. If the Leader of the Opposition does not agree
with what he says in the statement -

Dr Lawrence: There is a lot more to this story than meets the eye as is the case
with many other public servants-

Mr COURT: If the Leader of the Opposition knows anything, she should tell us
what is behind it. I do not support Dr Wood's criticism of the McCarrey
report and I do nor support particularly the inference that private sector
people do not understand how the public sector works.

Dr Lawrence: They don't.
Mr COURT: Les MeCarrey was a fairly long serving public servant and knows

how the Public Service works.
ROADS - FUNDING, FEDERAL ALLOCATION CUT

103. Mr McNEE to the Premier:
In light of the Federal Government's decision to cut Western Australia's
road funding, what action is the Government taking to address the
appalling level of road funding?

Mr COURT replied:
Members opposite should be concerned about the level of road funding
coming from the Federal Government. This year we will receive $97.74m
for road funding, which is a cut of 33 per cent on last year' s allocation.
That amount comes from a total road funding allocation of $1.186 billion.

Mr Hill inteijected.
Mr COURT: The total funding this year is 8.2 per cent compared with 9.7 per

cent last year. Is the member suggesting that the Federal Labor
Government is discriminating against this State because it is governed by
a coalition Government? The funding for national highways is $54m,
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which is $I7.8mn less than last year's figure and $3.4m less than we were
told would be allocated. This is from a Federal Labor Government.
Western Australia is responsible for more than 25 per cent of the national
highways and it is receiving seven per cent of the national highways'
funding. I hope the Leader of the Opposition is concernied about it.

Dr Lawrence: We are, and we expect a better performance from the Premier and
the Minister to get a better deal for Western Australia.

Mr COURT: Under the arterial road funding program Western Australia will
receive only $21.8m, which is less than half the amount for which the
Government asked. In conjunction with the Minister for Transport we
shall make an approach to the Federal Government to examine ways in
which this State can receive additional assistance, bearing in mind the
economic growth that is occurring and the increased traffic on the roads. I
refer, for example, to the problems encountered on the Great Eastern
Highway, where the traffic is increasing to the point at which it is difficult
to ensure safety on that road. The level of road funding from the Federal
Government does not allow the State Government to carry out proper
maintenance programs on these types of roads.
The Federal Government is now pressing to cut the funding it gives
directly to local authorities and to allocate the funds on a per capita basis,
which is a nonsense in a State the size of Western Australia. Western
Australia is getting a dud deal and we shall try to make Canberra reassess
the situation and the funding because it is causing a lot of problems in this
State.

MABO DECISION - LIBERAL PARTY PRESIDENT'S VIEWS
Governern Solution

l04- Mr BRIDGE to the Premier:

I draw the Premier's attention to the Liberal Party President's theories
about secret plots by Aboriginal people to set up a separate sovereign
State - comments described in the editorial in The West Australian
yesterday Its "intemperate and ill-conceived", a "series of insults and
conspiracy theories that have little relationship to reality" and "base
politics".
I also draw his attention to today's Saulwick Age Poll which shows that
88 per cent of Australians understand that under the Mabo judgment
Aborigines can claim only that land with which they have had a
continuous relationship. I ask the Premier -
(1) Given that the Premier always echoes Mr Hassell's views, when

will the Premier and the Liberal Party President cease playing base
politics and insulting the intelligence of the Australian
community?

(2) When will the Premier distance himself from Mr Hassell's
increasingly extreme position and come up with a constructive
solution to the Mabo issue?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2)

The member for Kimberley knows only too well that this Government is
trying to come up with a constructive solution to that issue. Do members
notice the silence from that side of the House and inside the Labor Party
with regard to the public debate going on in this State? Nothing is
happening. Opposition members are all sitting on the fence.

Dr Lawrence: That is not true.

12532 14
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Mr COURT: Does the Opposition support Mr Keating's proposals?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The level of interjeccions is far too high; they are mostly

coming from my left but recently some have come from my right. They
are equally unacceptable from anywhere in this Chamber, I call on
members to reduce the level of interjections or I will take action.

Mr COURT: The member said that I echo Mr Hassell's views. That is not the
case, but if he wants to say chat he is entitled to his opinion. His second
question asked when I would distance myself from Mr H-assll's position.
When I was asked to comment on the separatism and self-government
issues, I said chat the great majority of the Aboriginal people with whom
we are dealing want to become part of mainstream Australia. They are not
asking for sovereignty. I can assure members opposite that a number of
groups also make it very clear that they want self-government and
separatism.

Dr Lawrence: Which ones?
Mr COURT: I can name two main groups; Peter Yu and Robert Riley. The

Aboriginal leaders put a submission to the Prime Minister early this year
spelling out quite clearly what they wanted in relation to self Government,
so members opposite should not say it is nonsense. They should read the
information.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs Hallahan: Have you read it?
Mr COURT: Of course I have read it.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I advise the member for Armadale that when I call for

order repeatedly I expect her to conform, as she usually does. However, I
will take action if interjections continue.

Mr COURT: As the member for Kimberley knows only too well, I met members
of a number of groups last Friday in his electorate who are promoting this
concept of self Government and who want to push it a long way down the
track. Every time I do an interview on Aboriginal radio in the Pilbara or
the Kimberley I am repeatedly asked why I am not supporting a policy of
separatism and royalties being paid directly to the Aboriginal
communities. The member knows chat those questions are being asked
because he has spoken on the same radio stations and knows the agenda.

Dr Lawrence: So you support Mr Hassell's view that there is separate pressure
for a separate Aboriginal State and part of the conspiracy involves the
High Court?

Mr COURT: It is not a matter of what Mr H-assell says, as they are part of
submissions to the Prime Minister right now. I suggest that the Leader of
the Opposition do her homework on this matter.

COLLIE POWER STATION PROJECT - CABINET DECISION, LEGAL ACTION
105. Mr MARSHALL to the Minister for Energy:

Does the Government and/or SECWA face legal action as a result of
Cabinet decisions which have changed the mandate of the Collie power
station?

Mr C.J. BARNETIT replied:
I thank the member for Murray for his question. I believe that no legal
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action will follow the decision this week to proceed with a 300 MW power
station owned by SECWA. I was disturbed when the Leader of the
Opposition suggested legal action would be taken and, in fact, almost
encouraged chat action. I make the point for the record that on 16 July
SECWA received correspondence from one of the proponents indicating
that legal action would be taken, but it should be understood that chat
correspondence was from lawyers representing Trausfield and related to
legal action being mounted in response to the previous Government's
decision to terminate the Mitsubishi Transfield mandate in April 1992.
That has been the only correspondence of that nature to this time.

Dr Lawrence: We have that as well. You should not tell fibs to the Parliament.
Withdrawal of Remark

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition has accused me, in her choice
of language, of "fibbing" to the Parliament. I ask that she withdraw that
comment.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I did not hear the cross Chamber comment, but if the

Leader of the Opposition did say that I expect her to withdraw it.
Dr Lawrence: I withdraw, Mr Speaker.

Questions without Notice Resumed
TAXES AND CHARGES - INCREASES

Services I July
106. Mr TAYLOR to the Treasurer:

Will the Treasurer assure the House that increases in charges which he
announced on 27 June will apply only to services provided from 1 July
this year?

Mr COURT replied:
Is the member referring to all of the charges such as those relating to water
and electricity because, if so, I do not know what is the crick in this
question.

Mr Ripper: Is it too difficult for you?
Mr COURT: This is a specific question and to ensure that the member gets a

correct answer I ask him to put his question on notice.
JOONDALUP COURT - WORK LOAD

107. Mr W. SMITH to the Attorney General:
Can the Attorney General inform the House about the work load of the
new Joondalup Court following its opening in June this year?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
I thank the member for his question. Members will be pleased to know
that although the Joondalup Court is at a fledgling stage, it is already
dealing with a wide range of matters. It is expected that it will reduce the
pressure on the Central Law Court, which has had to cope with all the
court matters which have arisen from north of the river. The statistics to
date are that in the four weeks to 3 August, the Court of Petty Sessions
dealt with 480 matters, including 278 police charges and 157 summonses.
A further 250 matters were also listed by the court. The Joondalup
complex also holds sittings of the Children's Court, and in the first month
of operation, 281 arrest and summonses matters were heard. A further 78
matters, including small disputes and residential tenancy claims, were also
heard by the Local Court at the sittings at Joondalup. It is estimated that
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the Joondalup Court will have the capacity to deal with up to 12 000 petty
sessions charges and close to 2 000 Children's Court matters annually.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - CHARGES
Free Water Allowance Abolirion, Retrospective Decision Reversal

108. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
I remind the Minister of his remarks of 25 September 1990, when he said,
"The concept of retrospective legislation is not accepted by members on
this side of the House." Given the Minister's views, when will he reverse
his decision to make the abolition of the 75 kilolitre free water allowance
retrospective?

Mr OMODEI replied:
The member for Cockburn had 26 questions on notice in yesterday's
Hansard.

Mr Thomas: Just answer this one!
Mr OMODEI: If members study the method by which the Water Authority of

Western Australia charges its rates for water, sewerage and drainage, they
will find that there is a variation between when the bills are issued. If the
member knows the answer to that question, why is he asking me that
question now? He knows very well that some of the bills go out in
January and others go out in July.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS LEGISLATION - MEMBER FOR ASHBURTON,
PAMPHLETS AND STATEMENTS

109. Mr STRICKLAND to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Has the Minister seen the pamphlet that the member for Ashburton has

circulated in his electorate about the proposed industrial relations
legislation?

(2) Is the Minister aware of some statements on the same subject made by the
member for Ashburton on ABC Radio on 26 July?

(3) Can the Minister inform the House about the accuracy or otherwise of
those statements?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1)-(3)

-I thank the member for the question. Unfortunately, members opposite
seem to go from bad to worse. It is interesting that they talk about giving
people nicknames, but members opposite are absolutely the worst
offenders. I will give a good example. Under clause 66 of the Workplace
Agreements Bill, it will be an offence to put out misinformation in order
to encourage someone to either enter or not enter into a workplace
agreement. The member for Ashburton had better be careful, because
when the Bill is passed he will more than likely be guilty of an offence
under that Bill. I am appalled at the depths to which members opposite
will go to peddle misinformation.
I draw the attention of the House to what the member for Ashburton has
been saying. He says, "Under the Liberals' new laws, employers can
easily remove your award safety net." Under the Bill - that is, under
awards - we cannot change the current conditions of employment; we
cannot have changes unless employees agree to them. Members opposite
are going around peddling misinformation. We are the only party to put a
safety net under all workers, not just award workers. We are the only
party that has brought forward such a proposal.
The member for Ashburton goes on to say certain things. He repeats the
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slogan: Sign, resign, or be sacked. He says that employees have no
protection under the legislation. I will bring certain points to the attention
of the member because he cannot read or count. Clause 65 of the Bill
provides that any person who, through threats or intimidation, persuades
or attempts to persuade anyone to either enter a workplace agreement or
not is committing an offence. That is a good protection.
Clause 66 is all about misinformation; that is, a person must not make or
give to any person any statement or information that he or she knows to be
false. The member for Ashburton now knows that his information is false,
so he should be careful. Under clause 67 an employer must not dismiss an
employee, alter the employee's position, refuse to promote the employee
or otherwise injure the employee's prospects of employment.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Morley. He has

interjected once or twice and I let that go, but when I call for order he
must stop interjecting. That is the system.

Mr KIERATH: Mr Speaker, when we remind members on the other side about
facts in that way, it seems to hurt. They are not prepared to face the truth.
They do not want people to know the truth because it will expose them as
the charlatans they are. I remind members opposite that they are closely
associated with threats, intimidation and misinformation. I warn
Opposition members that they are closely associated also with threatening
to alter a person's employment in this way. I assure all members of this
House that we will uphold our industrial relations legislation and we will
not follow Labor's appalling example of ignoring breaches of the law
under pant 6A when it suited them.

PRESIDENT - OVERSEAS TRIP
110. Mr CUNNINGHAM to the Premier:

I refer to the overseas tour by the President of the Legislative Council.
(1) Did the Premier approve the President's travel?
(2) When will the Premier direct that a copy of the President's

itinerary be released?
(3) In the light of the public controversy surrounding the President,

will the Premier insist that the President hold a media conference
and make a full statement to Parliament on his return?

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: Order! Upon examination of the question asked by the member

for Marangaroo, I find it to be unacceptable as the matter is not within the
Premier's field of responsibility. The member should refer to Standing
Order No 107.

Point of Order
Mr CUNNINGHAM: I believe that the Premier is responsible for all overseas

travel; am I correct, Mr Speaker?
The SPEAKER: The matter of travel is not necessarily entirely within the

province of the Premier. It is possible that Presiding Officers travel and
that those matters are not referred to the Premier. The member's question
asks about the precedent of the Legislative Council's travel arrangements,
and that is not within the responsibility of the Premier. I have ruled the
question out of order.
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Questions without Notice Resumed
COLLIE POWER STATI1ON PROJECT - 300 MW DECISION

Debt $625 per Head
111. Mr DAY to the Minister for Energy:

I refer to the joint media statement issued yesterday by the Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Mitchell. Will the decision to construct a
State Energy Commission of Western Australia owned 300 MW power
station mean that each Western Australian will carry an extra $625 per
head in debt as claimed in the media statement?

Mr C.J BARNETT replied:
A media statement issued yesterday by the Leader of the Opposition and
the shadow Minister for the South West stated that the half size station
would cost in excess of Sib, and would mean that each Western
Australian would carry a $625 debt burden. Firstly, the 300 MW power
station will have a total project cost of $880m.
Secondly, the Leader of the Opposition has divided her figure of Sib by
the population of Western Australia to produce the figure of $625 per
person as the increase to State debt. This is typical. The reality is that the
power station will cost $880m, $500m of which is for construction.
However, 70 per cent of the cost will be funded out of SECWA's cash
flaw, with $240m funded from borrowings.
I can understand the Leader of the Opposition saying that State debt has
increased by Sib as it reflects her performance as Treasurer. When she
was Treasurer of the State debt increased from $9.3b in 1990 to $l0.3b in
1991, and the figure in 1992 was $1 1.3b! Therefore, she added Sib a year
to State debt. This project will not add to State debt.

COLLIE POWER STATION PROJECT' - 300 MW DECISION
Asea Brown Boveri, Only Construction Tender

112. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Energy:
(1) Can he confirm the advice he provided to me last night that no other

company apart from Asea Brown Haveni is to be invited to tender for the
project to construct a 300 MW power station at Collie?

(2) If so, how does the Government justify subverting its competitive
tendering process?

Mr C.J. BARNETT' replied:
(l)-(2)

I thank the member for the question. T1he decision made by the
Government was that Asea Brown Boveri would be given the opportunity
to put in a price for the construction of the power station. Negotiations are
already advanced regarding the construction aspects of the project. If
ABE cannot produce a price which meets SECWA's commercial needs, it
will be opened to public tender.

Dr Lawrence: How do you know if there is no competition?
Mr C.J. BARNETT': It is in deference to the fact that ABB held a mandate for the

project and was well advanced in negotiations.
Mr Taylor: You are worried about the action it may take against your

Government!
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition will come to

order.
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Mr CiJ. BARNETT: The reality is that the coalition Government did not inherit a
clean slate. This was a messy project with a long history of indecision and
procrastination. We have set about unscrambling that situation. I agree
that part of that is to give AEB an up front chance to tender for the
project. That is part of the deal we have offered and represents one way to
get out of the mess into which the previous Government got itself.

ROYAL COMMISSION INTO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITI1ES OF
GOVERNMENT AND OTHER MAT1TERS - RECOMMENDATIONS

Upper House Role; Imiplementation
113. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware of the recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters relating to the
role of the upper House as a check on the power of the Executive?

(2) If so, why has the Government breached those recommendations by
allowing a Minister to chair a Legislative Council standing committee?

(3) Does the Premier have any intention of implementing royal commission
recommendations?

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: Order! My first reaction is that this question is also out of order.

The member is asking a question about a committee in another place, and
that is not the responsibility of the Premier. Parts (1) and (3) of the
question are acceptable and part (2) is ruled out of order. It would be
better if the member for Nollanara asked the question again so the
Minister has a reasonable chance to respond.

Questions without Notice Resumed
ROYAL COMMISSION INTO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES OF

GOVERNMENT AND OTHER MATITERS - RECOMMENDATIONS
Upper House Role; Implementation

114. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware of the recommendations of the Royal Commission

into Commercial Activities of Government and Ocher Matters relating to
the role of the upper House as a check on the power of the Executive?

(2) If so, has this Government any policy on positions taken by any House of
this Parliament which would be contrary to the royal commission's
recommendations, and does the Government have a policy on
recommendations of the royal commission?

(3) Does the Premier have any intention of implementing the
recommendations of the royal commission?

Mr COURT replied:
(1 )-(3)

I am aware of the recommendations made by the royal commission. The
upper House played a very important role in uncovering the WA Inc
scandals.

Dr Lawrence: How many Ministers does your Government have in the upper
House and on its committees?

Mr COURT: I do not believe that the position that Hon Norman Moore holds is
contrary to those recommendations. If members opposite look at previous
membership of the committee system they will see that Labor Ministers
sat on committees, and they would think twice before asking that question.
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