
25

T4qatu Aiinmbiu
Wednesday, 2 May 1990

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

PETITION - TRAFFIC LIGHTS, BEECHBORO-BENARA ROADS, MORLEY

Pedestrian Walk Phase

MR DONOVAN (Morley) [2.20 pm]; I have a petition which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned citizens of Western Australia, call upon the State Government to
instal pedestrian wal-phase into traffic light system controling the traffic lights at
the intersection of Beechboro and Benara Roads, Morley.

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 48 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 4.]

PETITION - RENAL DIALYSIS UNIT

Frernanrie HospitalI

MR KIER ATH (Riverton) [2.21 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.

We the undersigned hereby petition that a renal dialysis unit be established at
Frenmantle Hospital, thereby allowing patients ready access to extra life-saving
medical services. The Unit centred at Shenton Park is not easily accessible to
patients south of the Swan River.

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 17 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 5.]

REPORTS TABLING - AUDITOR GENERAL'S ACCOUNTABILITY REPORTS
Ombusdman's Report on Stephen Wardle

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): I have for tabling the following reports -

Auditor General - Accountability Audit Report of the Government Accounting
system, 1989
Auditor General - Annual Report of the Accountable Officer 1988-89
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations - Investigation into
the circumstances of the death of Stephen John Wardle.

[See paper Nos 86-88.]



COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION - PARLIAMENTARY STANDARDS
COMMITTEE
Report Tabling

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.24 pmj: I table the report of the
Parliamentary Standards Committee.
[See paper Nos 89 and 90.]
Dr LAWRENCE: I seek leave of the House to make a statement concerning the
Parliamentary Standards Commnittee Report on Standing Order No 118.
Leave granted.

Dr LAWRENCE: I thank the Chairman of the Parliamentary Standards Committee, Hon
Kim Beazley senior, you. Mr Speaker, and other members of the commnittee for the
significant effort involved in the preparation of the report's findings and recommendations.
Members may be aware that the plans to establish this committee were announced by the
former Premier on 20 December 1988. Membership of the committee was drawn from both
inside and outside Parliament. Presiding Officers of both Houses sat on the commnittee and
the terms of reference were comprehensive.

It is the Government's intention that copies of this report will be available to all members so
those who wish can participate in a debate on a motion to be put before the House in due
course. It is not the Government's intention to act on the recommendations of the report
until that process has been completed. Then, subject to the views of members, it will. be
necessary for a number of the recommendations to be dealt with by legislative change. That
will be the responsibility of the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform. It may be
appropriate to refer a number of the recommendations to the Standing Orders Commnittee for
further consideration as to how they can be implemented. Some of the recommendations are
within the control of the Speaker and it will be for the Speaker to determine the course of
action to be taken. To facilitate debate on these matters I have considered some general
responses to the recommendations, but I must stress that the Governm ent does not have a
hard and fast attitude on these matters. I begin by using the preamble, which the committee
also saw fit to use, from Hon Ben Chifley -

Hlonourable members should not forget that in the life of a democracy it is important
that the public should respect, not necessarily a party, but the Parliament. Everything
we do to destroy that respect deals a death blow to democracy itself.

On 29 September last year I appeared before the committee and gave evidence. [ did so
because of the concerns which I have previously placed on the record about the way in which
Parliament conducts its business. I am sure members on both sides of this House have felt a
deep sense of embarrassment and shame to have invited guests, particularly school children,
to witness the proceedings of Parliament, only for them to see a disgraceful bout of heckling,
name calling and other outbursts which one might expect at a football match, but not in the
Parliament of Western Australia, The comittee was faced with the implication and claims
that parliamentary standards are declining. Whatever the case, the commnittee acknowledged
that Parliament was under greater scrutiny than ever before and that politicians were not held
in high regard. I believe it is up to each and every one of us to address this perception. It is
in all our interests to do so. Apart from the question of the demeanour with which people
conduct themselves in this Chamber, the more important issue is the need to make the use of
debating time more relevant and efficient. The committee makes the point, which I draw to
members' attention, that Parliament needs the popular respect and support of the wider
community. Implicit in gaining this respect is the need for Parliament to be answerable to
the community.

I do not believe that Parliament necessarily needs to sit for more hours or more days of the
year in order to ensure adequate time for points of view to be expressed and for legislation to
be passed. [ have never accepted the view that the validity of an argument is increased by
the number of speakers stating the same points or the degree of personal invective involved.
I firmly believe backbenchers should be given the opportunity to make a greater contribution,
and that this contribution should cover a wider range of issues.

The Standing Orders of this House cannot guarantee an improvement in the conduct of
members or an improvement in the way in which the House conducts its business. The
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responsibility to do so is personal to each and every member. Parliaments are increasingly
accused by political commentators of becoming a less relevant pant of the process of
government, with all the major decisions being made elsewhere, yet by allowing itself to
degenerate into a forum for cheap political point scoring, Parliament ensures its own
irrelevance. As the committee says, "Absolutely fundamental to carrying out these
parliamentary roles, including the discovery of corruption or gross inefficiency in any arm of
government, is the immunity or privilege which parliament and each member has from any
form of legal action or intimnidation over what is said and done in parliament." Again
referring to the commnittee's report, people are expressing concern, even cynicism at the
abuse of parliamentary privilege and the need for an ethical code for parliamentarians,
Turning to the specific recommnendations, I accept the findings of each of the
recommendations with the exception of recommendations 10, 11, 15, 18, 21, and 27 in pan,
With respect to those recomnmendations not accepted, the details in relation to each is as
follows: Recommendation 10 suggests that where a member intends to raise a matter
concerning parliamentary privilege the Presiding Officer should determine whether the
matter is a prima facie one which is concerned with parliamentary privilege. I believe that if
any member is satisfied that a matter is one which concerns the privileges of the House, that
member should be allowed to move a motion without reference to the Presiding Officer.
Recommendation 10 also suggests that the Presiding Officer should be able to determine the
precedence for motions of this kind. These issues should be a matter for the Leader of the
House and the Opposition manager of parliamentary business. It folows that we do not
accept recommendation 11.

Recommendation 14 deals with the issue of whether Parliament should refer matters of
privilege to outside bodies such as judges for decision. While [ accept the recommendation
that matters of privilege are not subject to the courts, I also support the concept of referral to
a specialist body the duties of determining the facts and making recommnendations while the
ultimate decision-making power remains with the Parliament. These models have been used
in inquiries into the conduct of judges, such as Mr Justice Vasra in Queensland and Mr
Justice Murphy in the Senate. The Senate and the Queensland Parliament retained the
ultimate decision-making power, but they referred to a specialist body the duty of
determining the facts and making a recommendation. The Law Society supports this course
of action.

I do not support recommendation 15, that no additional or particular opportunity be given to
individuals to respond to allegations made under the protection of parliamentary privilege. I
support the course of action adopted by the Senate in a resolution providing for a citizen's
right of reply. This process allows the Presiding Officers to refer responses to the Comimittee
of Privileges, subject to their not being frivolous or vexatious, and that commnittee will decide
whether the matters raised in the submission should be reported to the House. I am
concerned that the avenues provided within the procedures of Parliament for a maligned
citizen to defend himself or herself are totally inadequate and are mostly unknown to the
aggrieved person. The Government believes that any aggrieved person should have the right
to put his case setting out the facts and asking the Presiding Officer to read the prepared
statement to the House. This option was provide by resolution passed by the Senate on 25
February 1988. A copy of the Senate resolution is contained within the committee's report at
page 102. I believe that this House should adopt the Senate resolution as amended to be
appropriate to this House.

Resolution 18 calls for a procedure to enable a member who is expelled to recontest an
election to fill the vacancy consequent upon his expulsion. I do not accept this
recommendation as I accept the Law Society proposition that the power of the Houses of
Parliament to expel members should be removed on the basis that Parliament has no right to
expel someone who has been elected by the people, and it is open to Parliament to impose
other forms of punishment.

Recommendation 21 suggests that the Legislative Assembly give consideration to dispensing
with its rule prohibiting members from voting on questions in which they have a pecuniary
interest. I do not support this recommendation and do not support subsequent
recommendations of which this is an element.

Recommendation 27 suggests that the Standing Orders of both Houses be amended to
provide at least seven days' notice of any motion for the removal from office of a Presiding
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Officer. I do not accept this proposition because I believe that the incidents which give rise
to the motion should be dealt with as quickly as possible and it is untenable for a Presiding
Officer to have a matter relating to a decision of that officer remain unresolved for seven
days. I look forward to further debate on this matter.
MR MacKINNON (landakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.34 pm]: As this is the first
opportunity I have had to contribute to debate during the session, I extend congratulations to
the Premier on her election to that position. While I have made personal comments about the
method of her election, nonetheless I congratulate the Premier on her achievement. As she
has rightly said, her achievement is a significant one for women, and that in itself is historic.
I can assure her that we will pay her the respect she earns in this Parliament, as is the case
with all members. I hope that the leadership she shows will serve as a significant
encouragement for other women to pursue a political career. [ hope that when we defeat the
Government at the next election they will not be discouraged as a result of that defeat.
We welcome the report which the Premier has tabled. We thank Hon Kin' Beazley senior
and other members of that committee who have compiled what we believe is a very good
report. In general terms the report endorses the Opposition's stance on these issues. The
committee stressed the importance of adherence and commitment to the Westminster system
and the principles underlying that system of Parliament. It endorsed the privilege of
Parliament. The whole question which ied to the establishment of this comm-ittee related to
that question of privilege and some doubt being expressed about it. The committee
underlined and endorsed the fact that that privilege should remain, for obvious and very good
reasons.
Let me also quote from the commnittee's report the passage referred to by the Premier in her
speech -

Absolutely fundamental to carrying out these parliamentary roles, including the
discovery of corruption or gross inefficiency in any arm of government, is the
immunity or privilege which parliament and each member has from any form of legal
action or intimidation over what is said and done in parliament.

I believe the whole experience over the last two years in this Parliament with regard to WA
Inc underlines the very important point made by the committee in that statement. As this
report says, and as the Premier has indicated, Parliament must, at the end of the day, be the
final arbiter of these matters. In those general terms I endorse and welcome the report.
In tenns of my being able to make a significant commnent on the report at this time. I have
had the report for only about ant hour and a half, and in that time it has been difficult to read
more than the reconmmendations and some other aspects. Firstly, I welcome the Premier's
commitment to a future debate. I would appreciate an early indication from her of when that
debate can be held. I have found from experience of these matters that the best way to amrve
at a sensible consensus and agreement on these positions is to have an informal commnittee of
members from each of the parties so that we can sit down away from the Parliament without
prejudice and examine these issues. Hopefully we will be able to come back with a sense of
purpose which the Parliament can endorse, because at the end of the day we are all affected
by these issues. We may have some differences of opinion, but I believe that is the best way
to achieve the best result. Even if those discussions result in agreement, we should circulate
any proposals for change well in advance of Parliament voting on the matter so that not only
does the Parliament have an opportunity to examine those proposals but so too do the general
public, the media and others who have a right to have a say and comment on what we are
doing in that regard.
I shall comment on only two of the proposals and recommendations. The Premier herself
commented on one; that is, the citizen's right of reply. In principle, having briefly read the
report, I believe it is something one could, on the face of it, endorse, and I note the Premier
has done so; but then, reading as I have just that section of the report, there are some
significant difficulties involved in allowing that to occur. It would seem from my experience
that it does not really matter whether we let the person aggrieved in the community have a
right of response because at the end of the day it is what the media determine they will print
or publicise about the matter chat will either help that person overcome that grievance, or
otherwise. Nonetheless, I hope we can debate the pros and cons of that matter in due course.
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In my opinion recommendation No 30 has some strong public and community support.
Again, while I know there axe difficulties with these recommendations I urge all members to
examine this one very seriously; that is -

That a review be undertaken of the rules governing the Parliamentary Superannuation
Fund to give more encouragement to Members to serve out the full parliamentary
ternm for which they are returned at general elections.

I can tell members with some feeling that there is widespread concern in the community
about the tendency in recent times, when we have had a lot of by-elections in parliamentary
sessions, for members to retire for one reason or another prior to serving their full term. I
know some members might feel personally that that is not a sensible approach. I hope we
address this matter sensibly because there is widespread public concern about the growing
problem of members retiring between elections and consequently imposing upon the public
the extra expense of by-elections.

In conclusion, as long as there have been Parliaments there has been concern about standards
and, as the Premier herself said, nothing in a written document will make any change by
itself; there must be a commitment by the Parliament. However, I do hope that the
committee's report as tabled today will now become the centrepiece and focus of that debate
process in this Parliament and that we have an informed, speedy but not hasty, and
conclusive debate about the report.

I must express my disappointment that it has taken some little time for the report to come
here. I understand it was to have been tabled prior to the session concluding last year but for
one reason or another that did not occur. Whatever the reason - whether it was the previous
Premier's dislike of the report's recommendations, as was reported to me, or something else -
at least we now have it. I welcome the report and, Like the Premier, would welcome the
opportunity of a good debate, not just inside the Parliament but also between the parties
themselves in a constructive process where we can, I hope, achieve same consensus as to the
direction of change that is necessary for the improvement of the procedures of the Parliament
and, of course, the conduct of the members within that Parliament.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Annual Report - Amendments

TE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): It has been drawn to my attention that there is a need to
forend table 15 on page 123 of the annual report of the Department for Community Services

frthe year ended 30 June 1989, which was tabled in the House on 14 November 1989.
Accordingly, under the provisions of Standing Order No 233, I advise the House that I have
authorised the necessary amendments. The amendments are contained in the corrigendumn to
the report, tabled today as Tabled Paper No [7.

CONDOLENCE MOTION
Jamieson, Hon Colin John

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.43 pm]: I move -

That the House records its sincere regret at the death of Hon Colin John Jamieson and
tenders its deep sympathy to his wife Emily and family in their bereavement.

F It is appropriate that we record in this House in a condolence motion the regret that I know is
felt by all members of the House, some of whom were close colleagues of the former
Minister. Some members had a greater opportumty to get to know Colin Jamieson in the
Labor Party and the Parliament than others did, but his reputation stands before us as an
example. I would like to extend to the farnily of the former member our sympathy in its
sorrow and loss.

Colin Jamieson, who was a former Minister of Western Australia, died on 27 March this
year. He was elected to the Western Australian Legislative Assembly in 1953, first to
represent the electorate of Canning from 1953 to 1956, then to the seats of Beeloo from 1956
to 1968, Belmont from 1968 to 1974, and Welshpool from 1974 to his retirement in 1986. In
the Tonkin Government he was Minister for Works, Water Supplies, Electricity and later
Traffic Safety during the period from March 1971 to April 1974.
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Cohin Jamnieson came from a humble background and committed himself during his life to
improving the conditions of the least well off in our community; indeed, it was his main
reason for being in politics. He was acknowledged as a cough, honest and straightforward
member of Parliament by both sides of the House. He was a staunch supporter of the
parliamentary system and I understand from people who were here at the time he was a
member that he followed parliamentary debates keenly and that his eye for derail ensured
that standards for legislation were maintained at a very high level.

Colin Jamieson enjoyed enormous respect in the communities he represented. He was
always prepared to stand up for people who otherwise enjoyed little privilege in our
community. HeI changed the interests of his life depending on his position. For instance, in
the latter years of his life he spent a great deal of time and energy working for senior citizens
and the elderly in our community. Within the Labor Parry he made an enormous
contribution in terms of developing policy, the expeditious management of the party, and his
assistance both as a former leader of the party and as someone who kept a close eye on the
good offices of the parry. In his attention to detail, which I have already mentioned, Cohin
Jamieson insisted on the highest standards of debate, investigation and probity in his public
conduct, and as the cur-rent leader I pay special tribute to a man who in his lifetime did much
to shape the Labor Party in this State.

For his services to all of Australia Cohin Jamieson was awarded the Order of Australia in
1988. He will be missed sorely by his family and friends;, he will be missed sorely by the
Labor Party. I know that members of this Parliament would want to join with me in
express ing sympathy to his family and hoping their bereavement will be compensated at least
in pan by the view of this House that we have indeed suffered a sad loss.

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.47 pm]: I support the
Premier's comments in this condolence motion for Colin Jamieson. Cohin Jamieson had a
parliamentary record which rarely will be equalled - it was a distinguished record over
33 years. Colin Jamieson earned the respect of members on all sides of this Parliament for
his honesty, directness and, as the Premier said, his commnitment and eye for detail.

Interestingly enough for a person who became leader of his party, I feel Cohin Jamieson
never tried to be popular but always tried to be loyal to what he believed in - whether that
was the ALP of which he became President and parliamentary leader; the principles of his
party, by which he stood firmly; or the Parliament. His commitment to the parliamentary
system has rarely been equalled. He was committed to all of the ideals of the parliamentary
system as we know it. He served as a Minister and on many committees inside the
Parliament, and outside the Parliament he was loyal and strongly committed to each of the
areas in which he became involved, especially amateur football. [ first met Colin Jamieson
when I was an amateur foorballer. lHe made a strong administrative contribution to amateur
football, both in Western Australia and nationally, and was weUl recognised within the State
and throughout Australia for that contribution.

His maiden speech, made on 19 August 1953, indicates the type of man Colin Jamieson was.
Interestingly, he said that we needed more than just lines on the road at intersections, we
needed Stop signs. There were no Stop signs at that time but he was a strong advocate for
their iroduction. At that tine the Narrows Bridge had not been built and Colin Jamieson
was a proponent of a Narrows tunnel rather than a bridge. It is interesting to speculate on
what might have happened had his thoughts prevailed, or if in the future - in another 20 to 40
years' time - we might consider building a tunnel under the Swan River as they are under
Sydney Harbour today. Perhaps Colin Jamnieson's wishes in that respect in 1953 may come
true.

At that time he questioned why the State's hotels were not profitable. Members may recall
that under the Labor Party hotels were State-owned and he considered that they were not
making enough profit. We would all have opinions about that situation, but in that speech
Cohin Jamnieson sang loudly the praises of and supported the introduction of the medical
school into the University of Western Australia at that time. Over the years, the medical
school has established a very strong record.

Above all, Colin Jamnieson was very loyal to the parry he served - while it was not our party,
it was certainly his. I have the greatest respect for his loyalty to the principles and the parry
he served. H-e was a man who was honest to himself and to the people he served. [ respected
Colin Jamieson.
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I extend to Mrs Jamieson and her family oar condolences and particularly our thanks for the
support they gave to their husband and father, and for the tremendous contribution and
sacrifices he made in serving the State so well.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Parry) [2.51 pm]: The National Parry
joins the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition in supporting this condolence motion. I
served in this Parliament with the late Colin Jamnieson for the last 12 years of his
parliamentary career. From personal experience, I can assure the House that the remarks
made by both the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition are extremely accurate.

During his 33 years in Parliament, Cohin Jamieson managed to do many things to which a lot
of us aspire. He attained the leadership of his party and he was also president of his party for
some time. Perhaps the only position which he did not achieve was that of Premier of the
State, so he had a long and distinguished career. Colin Jlamieson will be long remembered as
a traditionalist, or perhaps what is best described by many people as a traditional Labor man.
I am sure it would give him great satisfaction to be regarded in that light.

The National Party extends to the Jamieson family its sincere sympathy.

MR THOMAS (Cockbumn) [2.52 pm): I had the honour of succeeding Colin Jamieson as
the member for Welshpool in 1986. In fact, I am the only person who has served as the
member for Welshpool, apart from Cohin Jamieson, as the seat was abolished in the
subsequent redistribution.

My connections with Colin Jamieson go back a long way. The first memory I have of
politics was being asked to care for my younger sister while my parents went off to vote. By
reference to other events I have established that that memory related to the 1959 State
Election. [ recall asking my parents about who they would vote for and they said they would
be voting for Mr Jamnieson. He was the local member and highly regarded by everyone in the
district.
As other members have mentioned, Colin made a great contribution to the Labor Party, both
to the parliamentary wing and to the organisational party. He was President of the State
Executive of the State Labor Party for 17 years; he was elected 18 times to that position
because he first took up the position when a casual vacancy occurred. Colin was leader of
the State Parliamentary Labor Party for two years. The fact that he did not attain the position
of Premier of the State was not a reflection on his ability. HeI led the party between 1976 and
1978 - and they were dark days for the Labor Party. It has often been stated that no matter
who led the party at that time it could niot win the election. A Federal election was held in
the same year with similar results. Colin was a person who was in the wrong place at the
wrong time and that can happen to anyone.

Cohin was devoted to the Labor Party and that was reflected in every aspect of his behaviour.
In one respect his behaviour was atypical. When Colin completed his parliamentary career
he remained very active in his party. Most people from both sides of this House and from all
parties, on completing their parliamentary careers, do not remain all that active within their
parties. I can assure the House that Colin Jamieson remained very active within the party in
his own area and generally. After his retirement from Parliament he became President of the
Swan Electorate Council, and he attended the national conference in 1986 as a proxy
delegate. He remained on the State Executive until his death.

I agree with previous speakers that Cohin Jamieson was highly regarded within the electorate.
While doorknocking prior to the 1986 election I was asked time after time by people whether
I was standing against Cohin Jamieson. I answered that I was seeking to replace him and
once people were assured that I was not standing against Cohin they regarded me in a better
light. Cohin was highly regarded in his electorate and that came through to me not only
during the election campaign in 1986 but also in representing the area for three years. Time
and again people called in to the electorate office to see me and when the subject of Colin
Jamieson arose, invariably had very kind words to say about him. Cohin Jamieson was
highly regarded by his party and his electorate.

I extend my sympathy to his family.

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [2.56 pm]:. [add my support to the condolence motion. Colin
Jamieson was a former member for Belmont - the constituency which I now represent. As
the member for Cockburn has pointed out, Cohin Jamieson served that district in many
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capacities under a variety of electorate names over many years. I can confirm that he was
very highly regarded by the constituents whom I currently serve.

Colin Jamieson served the labour movement and the Labor Party with distinction over many
years. lHe rose to the highest positions in the State Parliamentary Labor Party and in the
extra-parliamnentry organisation. Colin Jamieson was President of the Labor Party for many
years and on his retirement became President of the Swan Electorate Council - the local
regional organisation of the Labor Party. His conunection with the seat of Belmont extends
beyond representation of the electorate. He was instrumental in the seat being named
Belmont, as previously it was named Ascot. His approach to the Belmont City Council
resulted in an approach to the Electoral Commission which determined that the seat would be
renamed Belmont.

As a parliamentarian and as an activist in the labour movement, Colin Jamieson had a fine
head for detail and many members who have participated in debates with him can testify to
that and the way in which he would correct those people who had erred in matters of detail.
Of course, we also remember how he was able to correct those of us who he believed had
erred in matters of principle because he was a fim fighter for the principles in which he
believed. H-e held steadfast to them and did not deviate in his activities.

Colin Jamieson had a fine career in politics but the point which is very important to
remember is that once his paid career in politics was over he continued his activities. He
regularly attended meetings of the Belmont-Rivervale branch of the Labor Party and was
President of the Swan Electorate Council. To the last he was determined to work for the
Labor Party. so much so that when he entered hospital he was concerned that he would not
be in a position to extend his long record of handing our how-to-vote cards for the Labor
Party at every election for 40 years, I was very pleased that he was able to maintain that
unbroken record by working at the polling booth at the hospital.
Colin Jamieson's passing is greatly regretted; he will be sadly missed by the Belmont
community and in particular by Labor Party members in the Belmont area.

VI4R BIMDE(ibre - Minister for Agriculture) (3.00 pmj: I join other speakers in
expressing sympathy, on behalf of my family, to the Jamieson family on the loss of the late
Mr Colin Jamieson. [ do so recognising that Colin, as much as anybody, influenced me to
take an interest in politics and ultimately gain preselection for, and be elected to, the seat of
Kimberley. Of course, the many things that have occurred since that time were of great
interest to the public and are clearly documented in the summaries of the history of the
Kimnberley in the middle 1970s. Colin was a very genuine personi, as the Leader of the
Opposition so graphically illustrated, and that should be fundamental to the commitment of
parliamentarians. Itris absolutely vital for us to maintain our integrity and honesty, and to be
prepared to be true to the things that are important to us politically.

I will not summarise Colin Jamieson's political history as that has been clearly outlined
today. In conclusion, if Cohin Jamieson can hear my words today - and as the long yard is
shared by many others - he will know that if he and the late Ken Mclver are enjoying a
moment of peace in the long yard, I will be happy.
Question passed, members standing.

CONDOLENCE MOTION
Oliver, Mr Cecil

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premi~er) [3.02 pm]: I move -

That the House records its sincere regret at the death of Cecil Thompson Oliver and
renders its deep sympathy to his family in their bereavement.

I did not have the pleasure of knowing Mr Oliver, and I do not suppose that many members
in this House would have known him either, but it is important that we move this condolence
motion to express our regret.

Mr Cecil Thompson Oliver was a member of this House for the seat of Boulder from 1948 to
1951. He died in February of this year in New South Wales. Mr Oliver immigrated to
Western Australia at the age of 18 and was active in the union movement on the goldfields
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before entering Parliament in 1948. He resigned his seat in 1951 to become New South
Wales Secretary of the Federal Australian Workers Union. He later became the State
Secretary and then the President of the New South Wales branch of the Australian Workers
Union. I understand that he spent the remainder of his life in New South Wales. He retired in
1985 and died at the age of 87.
It is an unusual move to go from Parliament into the union movement, and it is also unusual
to go from Western Australia to New South Wales in that fashion. I understand from people
who know the history of the union movement - and particularly in New South Wales - that
Mr Oliver made a very substantial contribution. This was indicated by the fact that he spent
so much of his life working for the union movement and stayed on to do that work until
1985, not long before his death. He was awarded the Order of Australia in 1984 in
recognition of his services to the union movement.

MR NMacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [3.04 pm]: I did not know Mr
Oliver as I did not serve with him in this Parliament, but on behalf of the Opposition I
support the motion moved by the Premier. I do so in respect for the time Mr Oliver spent in
this Parliament.

While doing so, Mr Speaker, I would like to comment briefly - as we will not be having a
condolence motion - on the recent passing away of Mr John Tozer. Mr Tozer was a member
of the Legislative Council from 1974 until 1980, representing North Province. He served our
party and Western Australia well. He had a very sincere interest in the north west of Western
Australia where he served the Government of Western Australia prior to his entry into
politics. In my dealings with him I found him to be sincere, honest and humble and a person
who had the State's interests very much at heart in all that he did.

It is always interesting to look back at members' maiden speeches. John's speech covered a
range of issues which are still important today. I quote from Hansard of 25 July 1974 where
he is recorded as stating -

Let us have "less government in business and more business in government.'

It is interesting that the sentiments expressed there are still tine today. He went on to state
the following -

Spectacular resource development must not be regarded as an end in itself, but as a
means to an end.

As a person who had worked in the north west and represented people in the north west he
knew what that meant. I quote further from his speech; and, once again, how true these
words are -

It is worrying to observe the sociological problems introduced by the high cost of
power ...

He was talking at that time about the relatively high cost of power for the people of the north.
John Tozer was a man who served our party and his State well. I extend to his widow,
Madeline, and his family my sympathy and thank them for the contribution they made in
helping John Tozer make his contribution to Western Australia.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [3.06 pm]: The National Party
joins with the Opposition and the Government in this condolence motion.

Question passed, members standing.

STATEMENT - BY THE SPEAKER

Legislative Assembly - Staff Changes

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): I advise the House that Bruce Lefroy Okely retired as Clerk
of the Legislative Assembly on 16 January 1990. Mr Peter John McHugh was appointed as
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, and Douglas Keith Carpenter was appointed as Deputy
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, on 17 January 1990. Mr John Mandy was appointed as
Clerk Assistant on 23 October 1989, and is also the Sergeant-at-Arms. Members may be
aware of recent rearrangement of staff within the Legislative Assembly wherein a number of
subsequent staff promotions and changes have taken place.
A75111-2
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GOVERNMENT BUSINESS - PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS AND ORDERS OF
THE DAY
Motion

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [3.08 pm]: I move -

That on Tuesdays and Thursdays, Government business shall take precedence of all
motions and orders of the day.

This motion is normally moved in conjunction with the Sessional Order which sets down the
times of sitting. As members would be aware, the Premier has put forward an initiative
which would make the hours of sittings less onerous for members, particularly those who live
close to the Parliament and have families. However, as a result of discussions with the
Liberal Party and the National Party, I have agreed to meet this evening with their organisers
of parliamentary business to consider their submissions. Thus, I will not be moving the
Sessional Order regarding the hours until such time as that meeting has taken place. Until
then, we will work on a day by day basis according to the hours which prevailed last year
and for many years before that. Nevertheless, that is consistent with what is likely to happen;
namely, that, as always, Government business will continue to have priority on Tuesdays and
Thursdays.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.10 pm]: The Opposition
supports the motion. A meeting will be held tonight and the Opposition is hopeful that the
three parties will be able to work out some sort of agreement on the sitting times which
would normally be included with this motion. The Opposition thought that it was
discourteous that a decision had apparently been made on sitting times without a meeting
taking place. Both the National Party and the Liberal Party wrote to the Government saying
that they were prepared to consider changes, but that they thought the proper way of going
about it for the orderly running of this House was to have such a meeting. The Opposition
appreciates that a meeting will now be held.

I will go one step further. I hope the Government will listen to and consider the Opposition's
suggestions outlined in correspondence to date. At the same time we have written to you, Mr
Speaker. requesting you to change the rime at which question time is held each day. The
Opposition would like question time brought forward to the beginning of the day's sitting or
immediately after the luncheon adjournment. The Opposition also requests question time to
be extended from 30 minutes to 45 minutes. While there is a mood for change and much talk
about more accountability in this Parliament, I hope that the Opposition's suggestions in
relation to question time will be considered seriously.
Question put and passed.

BILLS - LAPSED BILLS

Restoration to Notice Paper

MR PEARCE (Annadale - Leader of the House) [3.12 pm]: I move -

That under the provisions of Standing Order No 416 the undermentioned Bills be
restored to the Notice Paper at the stages which they reached in the previous session
of Parliament -

Acts Amendment (Heritage Council) Bill 1989
Acts Amendment (Perth Market Authority) Bill 1989
Acts Amendment (Petroleum) Bill 1989
Building and Construction Industry Training Fund and Levy Collection Bill 1989
Building and Construction Industry Training Levy Bill 1989
Coal Mines Regulation Amendment Bill 1989

Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreement Amendment Bill 1989
Conservation and Land Management Amendment Bill 1989
Heritage of Western Australia Bill 1989
Lotteries Commission Bill 1989
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Marketing of Potatoes Amendment Bill 1989
Members of Parliament (Financial Interests) Bill 1989
Petroleum (Registration Fees) Amendment Bill 1989

Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Registration Fees Amendment Bill 1989
State Supply Commission Bill 1989

If passed, the motion will restore to the Notice Paper of the Legislative Assembly all of the
above Bills, of which notice was given and which were taken to some stage during the 1989
session, but which were not finally resolved in the Assembly. Some of them were sent to the
Council and they will be the subject of a subsequent motion of which I will give notice
tomorrow.

This is a larger group of Hills than would normally be restored. The reason for that is the
inordinate amount of time the House spent discussing the Budget and associated matters
during last session. Members should appreciate that I have tried very hard to make them
aware, a long time in advance, of what their parliamentary commitments will be. Three
years ago I instituted a system of notifying members of sitting times a year in advance.
Mr Clarko: It was very much welcomed, even though occasionally you had to make a
change, and that was accepted.
Mr PEARCE: I appreciate that comment because I was trying to bring order to our lives.
Members were able to make arrangements around clear sitting times, which was useful. At
the same time we tried hard to have the House rise at 11.00 pm on most days but it was
almost impossible half of the rime. Members must take the time constraints into account
when considering reasonable sitting hours to allow for parliamentary business, for members
to do their work, members' commitments and the Government's legislative program.

I was concerned that, when we got to the end of last session, we still had to deal with many
Bills. The Government was in a very difficult position, wondering whether the House should
sit past Christmas and into January. It was not that I had not given notice to members a long
time in advance. We did not know whether we would have to hold over this number of Bills
and I hope we will be able, during this year and subsequent years, to have an arrangement
whereby we get through the legislative program in the time allowed.

The Opposition suggested to the Government that it should not move this motion but seek to
reintroduce each of these Bills separately. Given that the Opposition has been complaining
about lack of time for discussion, it would be difficult to find the parliamentary time to meet
that request. The Government was not prepared to use the time that would be necessary to
get all of the Bills to the stage which they had reached in the old Parliament. Even if only a
small amount of time were involved, it would have been time that would have been wasted
and which could have been used in constructive debate of those Bills.

This motion is no different from the motion that I will move subsequently to reinstate
committees. It is a simple procedural mailer that overcomes the prorogation of the
Parliament which pops up in our system every year. I hope it is not contentious. It gives
maximum notice to members of the Opposition to enable them to make any preparations they
may require for debate.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.16 pm]: That sounded like
the Governor's Speech at the beginning of the last session.

The Opposition has indicated in writing to the Government that it is not impressed with the
Government wanting to reinstate legislation, particularly such a large number of Bills. The
procedure is set down and from time to time there is a need, because of the urgency of
certain legislation, for that procedure to be used.

I said that the motion sounded like the Governor's Speech at the beginning of the last
session. That is because the Governor told us of the Government's program and much of the
legislation now being reinstated was referred to at that time. Last year the Government's
management of the House was abysmal. Proof of that was the large number of Government
Bills left on the Notice Paper. It is common for a number of Opposition Bills to be left on
the Notice Paper, because the Opposition does not have many opportunities to debate its
legislation. There is a relatively small amount of private members' time and the Opposition
tries to get through as much as it can in that time.

35



If the Government were serious about its legislative program, it would not be trying to
reinstate such a large number of Bills. It was the Government's decision not to handle this
legislation when the Opposition made it clear last year that it was willing to sit for as long as
the Government warned to deal with its program. However, we finished before Christmas
and now, nearly six months later, this legislation is being reintroduced. If the Government is
to handle its legislative program properly, it should do what the current Premier said she
would do: It should introduce only necessary legislation and not attempt to bog down the
House with unniecessary legislation. The Opposition was prepared to handle this legislation
last year. The proper course of action for this Government, as it mucked up its program last
year, would be to not reinstate these items.

The Opposition does not support the motion to restore all of these Bills. It is concerned
about the recent trend for the Governiment to introduce a lot of legislation and then attempt to
get out of the House at the end of the year without having it all properly dealt with.
Mr Pearce: Fair go! I actually canvassed the option of coming back on Boxing Day with
some of your members and they were not keen.

Mr COURT: We made it clear last year that we would sit in this House for as long as it took
the Governiment to complete its business. The Opposition had business, including Bills, on
the Notice Paper it wanted to handle. I mentioned earlier that private members' day was
restricted and the Opposition was unable to deal with the motions and the legislation it had
on the Notice Paper. The Opposition is prepared, at any time, to stay in this House to make
sure all the business is properly handled.

The Opposition is concerned about the trend that is occurring; that is, a large number of Bills
to be left on the Notice Paper at the end of a session. Opposition members had carried out
their research on the petroleum Bills which were extremely complex in nature and they were
prepared to debate certain legislation last year. When the Bills were introduced into the
Parliament I worked on the assumption that I would have one week, possibly two weeks, to
prepare my speeches. I was successful in getting the Government departments and the
industry bodies involved to provide the necessary briefings. They went out of their way and
they were under the impression that the legislation would be debated last year and, of course,
it was not. It caused considerable inconvenience to people who quite rightly expected this
legislation to be debated in the Parliament.
This year I hope the Government does a better job in managing the business of the House
and that we do not have the debacle of this number of Bills being reinstated to the Notice
Paper next year.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.22 pm]: I support the comments of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. The reason the Opposition does not support this motion, despite the fact that it
could be argued that in the past similar motions have been moved in this Parliament, is that
the Government, having the numbers, organises the business of the House and it should do so
in a way in which the legislation it considers important is dealt with before the session
concludes or Parliament is prorogued.
The records of the Westminster Parliament show that very seldom, if ever, has there been a
case where a reinstatement of Bills motion has been moved in the House of Commons. The
legislation introduced is dealt with during the session of Parliament in which it is introduced.
Sufficient warning of the legislation is given and there are many Green and White Papers
relating to it, together with other consultations, but legislation is never reinstated from one
session to the other. That is the reason, outlined by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
that the Opposition is prepared to sit until the business of the Government is concluded. We
do not want the Government to habitually adopt the custom that it does not mailer what it
does in a session of Parliament because it will reinstate legislation when the next session of
Parliament commences.

I agree with the Premier when she said she did not believe the argument would be better
sustained when the seventh or ninth speaker repeated it. The trouble is whatever
Government is in power or whatever Opposition sits on this side of the House they will
oppose a general curtailment of any debate in that type of situation. It is a waste of the
Parliament's time having this type of de facto filibustering which does not advance the
argument. To allow the Government to take things easy and to not deal with important
legislation during the session of Parliament in which it is introduced is not correct.

36 [ASSEI MLYJ



[Wednesday, 2 May 1990] 3

MR FRED TUBBY (Roleystone) [3.25 pm]: This is the third session of Parliament I have
attended as a member of Parliament and it is the third time I have heard the drivel we heard
from the Leader of the House today. The first session I attended as a member did not
commence until 17 May; last year the autumn session was for eight days only; and it is now
2 May and Parliament has just commenced. If the Government wants to get through its
business I suggest it increase the number of sitting days - we would then not have to put up
with the sort of drivel we heard today.

MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [3.26 pm]: To not support this motion is not being
very practical. One of the problems which confronts this institution is that there are too few
opportunities for ordinary members to raise a range of issues because the Parliament is
bogged down with dealing with those things the Government wants dealt with and the
principal things the Opposition wants dealt with. I have said previously in this House and
outside it that the range of issues raised in this place seems to be reducing dramatically.

On this occasion the Opposition is suggesting that rather than use the time of the House to
allow members to raise a range of issues, it wants the Parliament to go through the procedure
of listening again to the second reading speeches and procedural matters that take up
valuable time of the Parliament. I am critical of the Government that the Parliament is not
sitting more than it has in recent times, but why should we devote valuable time on
regurgitating business which is still ringing in our ears from last year? The Leader of the
House has presented a practical suggestion to ths Parliament to reinstate Bills to the stages
which they reached in the previous session of Parliament. Nothing will be lost and members
will still have adequate opporniy to debate the issues.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition pointed out that he and other members have
undertaken all the preparatory work so why should we have to waste the valuable time of the
Parliament regurgitating stuff we have heard before when we might as well be devoting it to
raising a range of other issues?

The SPEAKER: The question is that Notice of Motion No 2 be agreed to.

Several members interjected.

Mr Pearce: I will continue to win.

The SPEAKER: If I continue to put the motion and there continues to be only one response
to it, the Leader of the House will not win, It is very hard for an impartial Speaker to say that
15 voices are not louder than one. Having said that, it may be that some members in this
House did not hear me put the motion. The question is that Notice of Motion No 2 be agreed
to.

Question put and passed.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION
Appointment

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

That the following members be appointed to sessional committees -

(1) Library Committee - Mr Speaker, Mr P.J. Smith and Mr Bradshaw.

(2) Standing Orders Committee - Mr Speaker, the Chairman of Commnittees,
Mr Thomas, Mr Waft and Mr House.

(3) House Committee - Mr Speaker, Dr Watson, Mr Catania, Mr McNee and
Mr House.

(4) Printing Committee - Mr Speaker, Mr Blaikie and Mr Kobelke.

SELECT COMMITTEE - LAND CONSERVATION
Reappointment

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

(1) That the Select Committee on Land Conservation appointed during the First
Session of the Thirty-Third Parliament be reappointed.
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(2) That the House appoints Mr House, Mr Graham, Mr Read, Mr McNee and Dr
Gallop to be members of the Commnittee.

(3) That the Committee report on 6 December 1990.

SELECT COMMITTEE.- HIV/AIDS
Reappointment

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

(1) That the Select Committee on HWV/AIDS appointed during the First Session of
the Thirty-Third Parliament be reappointed.

(2) That the House appoints Dr Watson, Mr Marlborough, Mrs Watkcins, Mr
Minson and Dr Turnbull to be members of the Committee.

(3) That the Committee report on 28 June 1990.

SELECT COMMITTEE - RIGHT TO FARM

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

(1) That the Select Committee on the Right to Farm appointed during the First
Session of the Thirty-Third Parliament be reappointed.

(2) That the House appoints M~r House, Mr Cunningham, Mr P.1. Smith, Mr
Omodei and Mr Catania to be members of the Committee.

(3) That the Committee report on 6 December 1990.

SELECT COMMITTEE - ENERGY AND THE PROCESSING OF RESOURCES
Reappointment

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

(1) That the Select Corrmittee on Energy and the Processing of Resources
appointed during the First Session of the Thirty-Third Parliament be
reappointed.

(2) That the House appoints Mr Thompson, Mr Cowan. Mr Graham, Mr Leahy and
Mr Ripper to be members of the Committee.

(3) That the Committee report on 6 December 1990.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE

Change in Membership

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [3.33 pm]: I move -

That the Member for Victoria Park (Dr Gallop) be discharged from the services of the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, and the Member for Balcatta
(Mr Catania) be appointed in his place.

This change is not because of any dissatisfaction with the work done by Dr Gallop on this
committee. In my experience in this House, people have been discharged from committees
for that reason and for dissatisfaction arising from party splits. Dr Gallop has been promoted
to a ministerial position and is therefore ineligible to serve on that committee.

MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [3.34 pm]: I agree completely with the Leader of the
House's comments and reiterate the Opposition's satisfaction with Dr Gallop as Chairman of
the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. The member for Balcatta has been
present during two meetings prior to this appointment in the interests of allowing the
committee to proceed with its business. However, we have been fairly frustrated and I will
bring further matters to the attention of the House at a later stage.

The SPEAKER: Before putting the question, I indicate that under Standing Orders, when
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Parliament is not sitting I have the power to appoint a new member. I did that pending the
ratification of the appointment or otherwise today.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [3.35 pm]: It is appropriate at this
stage to raise some matters in relation to the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee. It is in effect within the responsibility of this Parliament as it is a comnmittee of
the Parliament which is directly related to the authority or control of the Speaker. It is a very
unportant committee inasmuch as for quite some time now we have heard that the
Government is very supportive of the concept of accountability. Ft is a new-found concept,
but nevertheless it needs to be pursued very rapidly and with some diligence. This
committee, which comes under the Speaker's jurisdiction, is perhaps one of the better arms
for looking at the question of accountability rather than hearing glib assurances from the
Government itself. On that basis I hope the Government will ensure that the committee has
the necessary resources to do its job and to diligently pursue the recommendations contained
in the Auditor General's report which has recently been published by this Government and
tabled in the House.

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.36 pm]: As the Chairman of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee, I assure the Leader of the National Party that this
committee takes its role and its importance in the chain of accountability very seriously. The
committee's ability to do its work depends primarily on the commitment and diligence of the
parliamentary members appointed to that committee, their willingness to follow up and do
the necessary study, and their willingness to ask difficult questions of public servants who
are called before the commidttee. It is not primarily dependent on the work of salaried people
employed by Parliament to service the conmmittees; the credibility of the parliamentary
committee charged with the responsibilities of oversight of the public sector depends on the
performance of the parliamentary members. I assure the Leader of the National Party and the
House that all members of the committee take their responsibilities seriously. The committee
has a number of important matters in progress, including inquiring into the acquisition of
computing technology in the public sector, the funding and reporting of superannuation
liabilities by statutory authorities, and matters relating to the State Government Insurance
Commission - an inquiry requested by the House. This morning the committee agreed to a
schedule of work which will enable it to proceed satisfactorily with those inquiries and I
hope to report to the House on at least one of them within the next six weeks. I reassure all
members that the committee is functioning well and its activities reflect the commitment of
all its parliamentary members to its role in the chain of accountability.

Question put and passed.

BILLS (2) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), and read a first
tune.

2. Travel Agents Amendment Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Henderson (Minister for Consumer Affairs), and
read a farst time.

SPECIAL COMMISSION BILL

Leave to Introduce
MR MacKIN NON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [3.38 pm]: I move -

That leave be given to introduce a Bill for "An Act for the appointment of a Royal
Commission to be a Special Commission into the conduct of the Govemnment and
others in the financial dealings of the State and its agencies and instruimentalities and
in particular with respect to those matters which have come to be known as WA Inc
and all matters relating thereto and to provide power to the Special Commnission to
override executive privilege and other powers and to provide for an appropriation
therefor and for related matters".
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Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: I take this point of order to discover the way in which the Speaker is
proposing to deal with this Bill. In the past private members' Bills which have required an
appropriation have usually been presented and a second reading speech made by the member
at which time it would be clear that an appropriation would be required. These matters were
then put to the bottom of the Notice Paper until such time as a Message was forthcoming. In
this case the Leader of the Opposition has included in the long tide of his Bill the proposition
that the Bill will provide for an appropriation. I have taken this point of order now to raise
this appropriation point earlier in the process than is normally the case so that the House will
have a clear understanding of how you, Mr Speaker, propose to deal with this Bill.

*The SPEAKER: I take the point made by the Leader of the House. It is rather early for me
to comment on the matter as at the moment the B ill is simply at the introduction stage and
until the second reading has been delivered and things are clearer to both the House and me I
do not propose taking any further action.

Motion Resumed
Question put and passed.

Bill read a first time.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - MOTION
Auditor General's 1990 Report Vol 1

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [3.43 pm]: I move, without
notice -

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable
consideration forthwith of the following motion -

That this House -

1. Notes the comments and recommendations of the Auditor General
in volume 1 of his 1990 report and commends the Auditor General on
the professionalism of his report.

2. Censures the Ministers who were responsible for the various
departments, agencies and instrumentalities identified by the Auditor
General as having failed to meet acceptable accountability standards.

3. Calls on the Government to provide sufficient funds to the Office
of the Auditor General so that it may monitor and report to the
Parliament each month on the progress being made by the Government
in bringing itself up to the accountability standards laid down in the
report of the Burt Commission on Accountability and in implementing
the recommendations contained in volume I of his 1990 report.
4. Calls on the Premier to state clearly that she will dismiss any
Minister or departmental head who breaches these accountability
standards in the future.

First, we believe there has never been a more damaging Auditor General's report in the
history of this Parliament than volume 1 of 1990. If that is a fact - and it is - then as a
Parliament we would be tax in meeting our responsibilities if we did not afford this report the
highest possible priority; that is, by suspending Standing Orders to enable proper debate of
this report by way of a substantive motion before all other matters. I repeat that failure by
this Parliament to respond accordingly to the report would be an insult not only to the
Auditor General but also to the standards and principles for which we in this House stand.
Secondly, there is a clear need for urgency with this debate. One merely needs to turn to
pages 27 and 28 of this report where it refers to the State Government Insurance Commission
to see that. The Auditor General states in his recommendations -

The State Government Insurance Commission Act be amended to provide a means by
which appropriate -

The SPEAKER: Order! So that we can set the tone for this debate - and I am not sure for
how long it will proceed - I wish to ensure that the present debate canvasses only the need
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for the urgency motion and not the content of the motion. I have some difficulty because I
had no prior warning of this motion and do not yet have a copy of it. If I allow the Leader of
the Opposition to continue his remarks it will be on the basis of an understanding that his
remarks address only the need for the urgency rather than the content of the matter.

Mr MacKINNON: I can assure you, Mr Speaker, that that is what I attempting to do. I am
referring to this recommendation and how it relates to urgency because of subsequent events.
The Auditor General's recommendation states -

The State Government Insurance Commission Act be amended to provide a means by
which appropriate criteria for the establishment of prudential solvency standards can
be determined and implemented.

Subsequent to the issue of this report we saw the amazing events of last week when the SGIC
dumped more than 60 million Bell Group shares in the marketplace. That was absolutely
amazing! If there are any questions or concerns about the solvency standards of the SCIC -
and these are the words of the Auditor General and not the Opposition - there must now be a
much greater urgency for examining these matters and particularly the recommendations of
the Auditor General so that there can be a true test at any time of the solvency of the SGIC.
In addition, the report of the Auditor General relating to the State Superannuation Board, and
the attachment thereto from Peter Williamson, is astounding, to say the least, When one
looks at the position of the State Superannuation Board today regarding its losses and
potential losses I put to you, Mir Speaker, and to the Parliament, that there is nothing more
urgent in Western Australia at present - other than the question of appointing a Royal
Commnission - than to debate the present and future financial health of both the State
Government Insurance Commission and the State Superannuation Board, both of which are
central and fundamental to the Auditor General's report, volume I of 1990. That is the
second reason I believe there is a clear need for debate now of a substantive motion to ensure
that the Parliament can do its job.
Thirdly, there are many questions which we believe should be asked of Ministers. The
Government might say we should use question time to ask Ministers those questions, but you
know as well as 1, Mr Speaker, that during question time there is a Dorothy Dix question
from the Government, followed by a question from the Opposition, and there are probably
only six or seven questions asked at best. This is hardly an appropriate fonm in which to
pursue properly questions, answers and extensive debate about ministerial responsibility. I
remind you, Mr Speaker, and members opposite, that it is an astounding report which reflects
on the Government of this State when the Auditor General has had to spell out the fact that
under the Westminster system there is such a thing as ministerial responsibility; yet he had to
spell that out for all of the Ministers opposite.

On pages 19 and 20 of the report the Auditor General refers to the Department of
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare. There is certainly a need for urgent debate when
one sees there a simple recommendation such as the following -

The responsible Miniister to ensure that his administration complies with the
appropriate funding rules so as to ensure accountability.

That is pretty straightforward; it says that the Minister should obey the rules - it is as simple
as that.

Mr Court: They are about to get rid of the Deputy Premier in Victoria because of the same
situation, are they not?

Mr MacKJNNON: I think they are. We should be able to debate this matter today and not in
two or three weeks, as today is the first opportunity this Parliament has had to debate
questions relating to this Minister. Why was he not doing the job? Why was he unable to
ensure that appropriate funding rules to ensure accountability were complied with? There is
also urgency in relation to the Department of Employment and Training, reference to which
appears on page 20, where it indicates that the department was unable to present the
Minister's approval for program expenditure for the year. Why did the Minister not sign that
approval? The reason is that the Minister was not happy with the expenditure involved. I
understand that the former Premnier incurred unauthorised expenditure on his gallivanting
around the Eastern States. That is why the Minister would not sign it, and, if that is the case,
no matter is more urgent to be addressed than this report.
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Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Let us set the standard right from day one. When the Speaker calls
order it is reasonable to expect everybody to come to order because I do not want to get
laryngitis or a sore throat; I just want to be friendly with everybody during this parliamentary
session.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker. I raise the question which you raised about the extent to which
the Leader of the Opposition is able to go. We have sat here in silence while the Leader of
the Opposition has sought to read out to the Parliament a good proportion of this report,
under the guise of arguing why it ought to be discussed. He has now moved to the stage of
making allegations about Ministers which fall outside the ambit of anything.
Mir Blaicie: What is your point of order?

Mr PEARCE: It is about whether the Leader of the Opposition is -

Mr Blaikie: Every time you stutter we know you are not teling the truth.

Mr PEARCE: The Deputy Premier whispered to me when the member interjected so we
know he is telling a fib because his lips are moving. Our point is simply that although it is a
difficult line for anyone to draw, it ought to be within the competence of the Leader of the
Opposition to know when he is speaking about an urgency provision and when he is speaking
about the speech which he hopes to give should the Government agree to the suspension of
Standing Orders. The matter to which the Leader of the Opposition referred, by way of
unauthorised allegations, has since been corrected. Therefore, that matter can be dealt with
in the normal course of a proper debate and is not an essential reason for suspending
Standing Orders.

Mr Speaker. I wonder whether you could give either the Leader of the Opposition or the
House some guidance about the extent to which the Leader of the Opposition is entitled to go
in his speech.

The SPEAKER: Order! The points have been relatively well made by the Leader of the
Opposition. and I want to repeat what I said at the beginning of this debate, for the benefit of
those members who for one reason or another did not hear. This debate should be restricted
to the need for the urgency motion and should niot canvass the content of the motion. It is a
very difficult area, as members know. We are basically asking members to be on their
honour in respect of this. and if they wish to depart from the intent of this motion, my guess
is that they will be considered by all and sundry to be not very honourable.

Debate Resumned
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister underlined for me the necessity for the urgency when he
indicated that there is an answer to that question, and if we were to have a debate we could
perhaps ask a few more questions along the lines I have indicated.

The Auditor General's report contains a section headed "Raised in Previous Reports". In
other words, these matters have been raised in previous reports but have not yet been given
attention by the Government. That is why this matter is urgent. The Auditor General is an
officer of the Parliament, not of the Government. He has made his recommendations to the
Parliament. The Government has ignored them. Should we be expected to sit by meekly and
wait until the Government believes it is appropriate for us to debate the matter, when the
Government has failed To comply with the recomme ndat ions made in his earlier report? For
how much longer must we wait? The Opposition does not believe it is appropriate to wait
any longer. We want a substantive debate on this issue right now, if for no other reason than
to underline the Government's commitment to accountability. The Government has been
professing that commitment for a long time. I can remember the Government's making
claim after claim about accountability after the release of the Bunt Commission on
Accountability report. Members opposite endorsed those comments but, as the Auditor
General now points out, little notice was taken of the Burt report.

The new Premier has made a so-called commitment to accountability, but she has failed the
first test, the establishment of a Royal Comnmission. The second test was an opportunity for
the Parliament to debate a report about her Government's activities and failings, but she has
failed that test by not allowing the Parliament to debate that report, It is not good enough for

42



[Wednesday, 2 May 1990J14

the Premier to sit there and say, via a spokesperson, that we will have this debate next week,
next month or next year. The debate should be held now, for the reasons I have outlined.
This motion is a serious attempt to generate debate on a report to this Parliament. The
Minister might ask why cannot the matter be debated in the Address-in-Reply debate. We do
not believe that the Address-in-Reply debate is the appropriate forum because that debate
provides members with a rare opportunity to debate issues of general concern, and they
should be able to do that. The Address-in-Reply debate, or the moving of an amendment to
the Address-in-Reply debate, will give us only a limited opportunity to debate what is a very
wide ranging, professional and thorough report to this Parliament.

We want to generate debate to highlight the questions that Ministers should properly answer
in this Parliament. The Auditor General pointed out in the body of his report that Parliament
should ensure that appropriate action is taken by the Minister. We want to honour the
recommendations in the report and the responsibility we have to the Auditor General to
ensure that a proper debate is held. We also want to ensure that we put in place a process of
regular reporting to the Parliament. Part 3 of the motion calls on the Government to report to
the Parliament each month on the progress being made with respect to the implementation of
the recommendations in the Burt report and the recommendations in this report, If the
Government has a commritment to accountability, why will it not accept the suggestion that
there be a regular process of reporting and updating, starting one month from today, not one
month or two months from today? The Premier should immediately give this commitment to
the Parliament and allow this debate to proceed. A failure to deal with the issues today as a
matter of urgency will be an indication that the Premier has failed her second test in two
days.
MR PEARCE (Airmadale - Leader of the House) [3.58 pm]: The Government is not
prepared to accept this proposition to suspend Standing Orders, and it is an absolute farce
that we are being asked to do so in this way. The Leader of the Opposition said this is the
first opportunity he has had to raise this matter in the Parliament. I remind him that the
Parliament sat yesterday and if he was particularly keen to have this matter brought forward
as the first matter to be considered by the Parliament it should have been the first matter of
which he gave notice. In fact, shortly before he asked the Prem-ier to join him in a bipartisan
approach to life, he gave notice of a motion asking that the Premier and the Deputy Premier,
along with the Government, resign.

Mr MacKinnon: You did not listen to the speech. I said the most important issues were the
establishment of a Royal Commission, followed by a debate on the Auditor General's report.

Mr PEARCE: The reason the Opposition did not move an urgency motion to establish a
Royal Commission is that it has taken the view that it is purely for it to decide what happens
in the Parliament, and that it can establish the order of importance for its items. The normal
conduct of the House is that we deal first with the Address-in-Reply and then 'with things
according to people's relative orders of priority. The Government has its allotted time to
deal with legislation before the House. For example, the Heritage of Western Australia Bill
which will protect the heritage of this State is a priority of the Government's. The
Government has its priorities, which include issues it was not able to deal with in the last
session because of the loquaciousness of many of the members opposite.

Mir Court: Was it our fault?

Mr PEARCE: [t was largely the Opposition's fault, because of the time wasting that went on
during the last session; that is the truth of it.

The Leader of the Opposition has already said that this is not the Opposition's first priority
for parliamentary discussion, but he seeks to bring on his second priority before his own
Address-in-Reply speech. It is nonsense for suspension of Standing Order propositions to be
made while the Address-in-Reply is before the Parliament.

Mir Macinnon: Why is it nonsense?

Mr PEARCE: Because the form of the Parliament is that the Address-in-Reply is private
members' time.

Mr Blaikie: The Address-in-Reply is the time of members of Parliament.

Mr PEARCE: It is private members' time and if the intellectual mass from Vasse says this -
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The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: I am not adhering to my own Premier's view with that comment. I am
prepared to withdraw that proposition and I am even prepared to leave intellectual in and not
withdraw that. The intellectual from Vasse says that the Address -in-Reply is for members of
Parliament, which is what I call private members. Private members are all members of
Parliament - apart from the Ministers who do not speak in the Address-in- Reply. They have
die opportunity to raise matters which are of concern to them in the Address -in-Reply.
Traditionally the Leader of the Opposition gets the first bite at that cherry. He has the
opportunity to raise all of the matters which are important to him. Traditionally the Leader
of the Opposition moves an amendment to the Address-in-Reply to allow other members to
support him. We cannot have a situation where the Leader of the Opposition comes in on
day one of the Address-in-Reply and wants to have his second priority made the topic of
debate over and above the Address-in-Reply. Doubtless the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition will be in the next day seeking to suspend the Standing Orders to have his third
priority made the topic of debate for that day. The Parliament has no reason to debate the
Auditor General's report today; it can be debated in the normal course of events. As soon as
the Address-in-Reply is debated the Opposition will have an opportunity to debate all of the
matters which are important to it. It is not reasonable to expect that members on this side of
the House should set aside their Address-in-Reply speeches, which include their number one
priorities, so that the Leader of the Opposition can move this matter.

Mr Macinnon: Are you saying the Auditor General's report does not matter?

Mr PEARCE: I am not saying that it does not matter. Is the Leader of the Opposition saying
that the heritage Bill does not matter?

Mr Macinon: When will we debate the Auditor General's report?

Mr PEARCE: As soon as private members' day is established and the Leader of the
Opposition and the Leader of the National Party make the decision to make it their number
one priority -

Mr Court: When do we debate it?

Mr PEARCE: The Address-in-Reply could be over by the end of the week, depending on the
amount of time the Opposition wants to take on it. tf it is important for the Opposition to get
on to the matters of which it has given notice it should do so in the time it is allocated. The
Opposition's time allocation is generous in comparison to private members' day elsewhere.

Mr MacKinnon: So the Government will not bring on a debate on the Auditor General's
report?

Mr PEARCE: We will not bring on a debate on the Opposition's motion.

Mr Macinnon: That is not the question I asked. Will you bring a debate on?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: If the Government seeks to bring on a debate on the Auditor General's report
it will do so in Government time once the Address-in- Reply has been adopted. The
Government will not move the Opposition's motion. One always expects Oppositions to
move these motions to suspend the Standing Orders to interrupt various formns of business.
To the best of my knowledge, until the current Government came into office, they were
never agreed to. I have been in this Parliament for 14 years, six of them in Opposition and
eight in Government. During the six years I sat in Opposition never once on the many
occasions we sought to suspend Standing Orders was that agreed to. This Government has
routinely agreed to the suspension of Standing Orders to allow the Opposition to debate, in
Government time, matters of concern to it. That sets this Government apart from the
conservative Governments which have preceded it. The Government's patience has a limit
and it is unreasonable for the Opposition to ask the Government to suspend Standing Orders.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! It is our first full day back and I hesitate, so early in the day, to
dictate the terms of debate. I ask for members' cooperation in respect to inteijections.
Interjections are not, as the Standing Orders dictate, entirely disorderly but on occasions are
an important part of the debate. I do not want to enforce Standing Orders as rig idly as they
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are written. Interjections which shout down the person on his feet, or try to ensure that that
person is not heard in the proper way, are disorderly and I will not tolerate them in this
session of Parliament. If members want interjections to be part of debate, the interjector
should at least wait until the person speaking pauses for breath. I am aware that certain
members in this place do not appear to pause for breath.
Mr PEARCE: The Government will not accede to the Opposition's request. If the Leader of
the Opposition peruses the Standing Orders of this House on the ambit of the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, which the Government has not only
reconstituted, but established the membership of, he will see it has this responsibility -

To examine all reports of the Auditor General, copies of which have been laid
before the Assembly;

It is not as if nothing will happen to the Auditor General's report if neither the Opposition
nor the Parliament does anything. It would be dealt with in the normal way: It would go
before the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. That committee would
consider it and make a report to the Parliament, if that is what the committee wants to do. If
the Opposition wants the Govemment to debate the report, it must seek the appropriate time.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) (4.08 pm]: I am very disappointed
to hear the Leader of the House say that the Government is not prepared to accept the motion
to suspend Standing Orders. It is my view and also the view of the Leader of the Opposition
that the Auditor General's report is one of the most damning documents on this
Government's failure to account for its financial management of this State. One would have
thought that the Government would seize the opportunity to accept a motion to suspend
Standing Orders in order to defend its financial management - if it can - rather than use the
flimsy excuse that Standing Orders should not be suspended on the basis that an Address-rn-
Reply debate is about to commence. That excuse is completely irrelevant. Members will be
aware that the Address-in-Reply debate is taken up by all members - sometimes Ministers are
an exception - and they can promote their own concepts and ideas. I have no doubt that the
Leader of the Opposition will give very high priority to the Auditor General's report and that
he will wish to take it up in the course of his Address-in-Reply speech. I do not see anything
abnormal in this House's seeking to suspend so much of Standing Orders as would enable
debate on what is one of the most important reports that has been delivered by an Auditor
General in Western Australia. I would have thought the Government would be most anxious
to defend its position.
It appears to me that the Government is not prepared to do that. Until it is prepared to defend
its position, there will always be a very hollow ring about the Government's claim that it is
becoming more accountable to the people of Western Australia. Undoubtedly it is the
Parliament of Western Australia to which the Government is responsible. It is the members
of Parliament who are expected by the public to demand that the Government is, in fact,
accountable and to seek a demonstration of its accountability.
Very clearly precedents have occurred in the past; Standing Orders have been suspended
prior to the Address- in-Reply debate, there is no question of that. I would have expected the
Government to give some priority to the comments made by the Auditor General, and to
have preferred the report to be debated as part of a substantive motion rather than piecemeal
during the course of a very long Address-in-Reply debate.
Another point made by the Leader of the House referred to the Auditor General's report
being referred to the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. I have already
said that one of the problems with the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Commnittee
is that if it is to do its job, and if it is to perform successfully as an additional watchdog,
supporting the Auditor General, it must be properly resourced, and there is very clear
evidence that it is not properly resourced. Until such time as it is, the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee will be seen to be nothing but a toothless tiger.

It would be more appropriate for the Government to accept a motion to suspend Standing
Orders and to debate a substantive motion dealing exclusively with the Auditor General's
report. The Government has an opportunity to defend its very poor record of accountability.
It may be able to shed some light on what it is doing about accountability and ensure that the
criticisms of the Auditor General are answered. Instead of that, once again the Government
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is abdicating its responsibility and rnning away. The National Party supports very strongly
the motion to suspend Standing Orders.

House to Divide

MRS WATKINS (Wanneroo) [4.12 pm]: I move -
That the House do now divide.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mr Can,
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Mr Donovan

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Edwardes
Mr Grayden

Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Kobeike
Dr Lawrence

Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Kierati,
Mr Lew.is
Mr Macinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros

Ayes (27)
Mr Leahy
Mr Marlborough
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr P.1. Smith

Noes (25)
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Shave
Mr Strickland
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Fred Tubby

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

Dr Turubull
Mr Want
Mr Wiese
Mr Blaikie (Teller)

Pair
Mrs Buchan=n Mr Omodeii

Question thus passed.

Motion Resumed
Question put.

The SPEAKER: To be passed, the motion will require an absolute majority.

Division taken with the following result -

Ayes (25)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Hassell Mr Minson Dr Turnbull
Mr Bradshaw Mr House Mr Nicholls Mr Want
Mr ato Mr Kicrath Mr Shave Mr Wiese
Mr Courn Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Macinnon Mr Thompson
Mns Edw aides Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr (hayden Mr Mensaros Mr Fred Tubby

Noes (27)
Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Leahy Mr Taylor
Mns Beggs Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Peace Mr Troy
Mr Caff Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobetke Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr P.J. Smith

Pair
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The SPEAKER: The motion is lost.
Question thus negatived.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - SECOND DAY

Motion

Debate resumed from I May.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [4.21 pm]: I have found the
opening session of this Parliament the most remarkable and extraordinary opening that I can
recall in the nearly 14 years I have been in this Parliament, not just because we have a new
Premier - and a lady Premier at that; nor just because we have just seen the extraordinary
circumstance where the Government refuses, and will give no commitment to this
Parliament, to initiate a debate on an Auditor General's report which, in its breadth of
criticism, would be the most broad scale attack on Government credibility that I have seen
and that I am sure has been seen in Australia for a long time. It is the most remarkable and
extraordinary opening of Parliament because we have seen a Premier and a Deputy Premier
resign from this Parliament and deposed from their positions, yet not one word has come
from the Government about that matter. Not one word of explanation has been given - not
one word of thanks to a man who used to lead members opposite, nor a word of thanks to a
man who used to be their deputy leader, nor a word of thanks to a man who was a senior
Minister in their Government.

Mr Pearce: Perhaps you could send over your letter of thanks to the member for Cottesloe?

Mr MacKINNON: Opposition members do not have to worry about these matters at the
moment - Government members do. We have seen no explanation to the Parliament or,
more imnportantly, to the people of Western Australia as to why it occurred. We know that
former Premier Dowding went to Switzerland and, in his own words, a couple of colleagues
rang him and said, "Don't come back, stay in Switzerland because we do not want you to
interrupt Mr Hawke's visit to Perth.' I bet they did not, because Bob Hawke was over here
at the bidding of Brian Burke, talking with our new Premier and her colleagues about the
downfall of Peter Dowding. The last thing they wanted was for Peter Dowding to come
back. And what about David Parker? I know many members opposite voted to retain
David Parker as Deputy Premier, yet within a couple of weeks we saw the remarkable event
of the then Deputy Premier and Minister resign without a word of explanation - and has this
Parliament received an explanation?

Opposition members: No.

Mr Clarko: But he had repeatedly said he would not resign.

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly - he said, "I am staying, I will not resign.' Why did he resign?
What home truth did the Premier put on David Parker's table?

Mrs Beggs interjected.

Mr MacKIN1NON: Number two on the list! The Minister was number two amongst the
plotters.

Mrs Beggs: I want to be number one.

Mr MacKINNON: No, the Premier was number one.

Mr Pearce: This is sheer hypocrisy. You got your job by overthrowing your former leader.

Several Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr MacKIN*NON: The member for Melville just hit the nail on the head - none of my
colleagues was forced to resign from Parliament. The former Premier and the former Deputy
Premier did resign, without one word of explanation to the people of Western Australia as to
why. Why? Can anybody tell me why they actually resigned?

Dr Lawrence: It has been on the public record.

Mr MacKINNON: Can the Premier tell me?
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Dr Lawrence: Can you not read and hear? It has been on the public record. The former
Premier and Deputy Premier made a statement; the former Minister made a statement.
Mr MacKINNON: The Premier. interestingly enough, will not tell us why, and there has
been no explanation as to why. Those fanner members just said, "We made some mistakes
and we had to go." What mnistakes? That is not on the public record. The Premier should
name one mistake.

Dr Lawrence: I am sure the former Premier and the former Deputy Premier would be
delighted to hear you say you cannot chink of one.

Mr MacKINNON: The Premier will not give me one reason - not even one mistake. And
what about the former Minister, the member for Eyre, Julian Grill? He went on radio, on
Howard Sattler's program. "I will be there Howard, don't you worry about me"! Then he
went into the caucus room, but who was the last person he spoke to before going into that
room? It was Hon Joe Berinson, the Attorney General of this State. And what did Hon Joe
Berinson say to Julian Grill to force him to change his mind? No explanation is given.
We have no motion of thanks to the former Premier, and I remind each member opposite that
they signed that pledge in November last year, "I promise to do my duty to Pete." There is
no motion of thanks to the former Premier, nor to the former Deputy Premier, nor to the
former Minister, the member for Eyre, who had a significant rote to play in looking after the
benefits of members opposite. That is quite remarkable.

I want to place on the record in this House my thanks to chose individuals because I believe
something should be said about the former Premier, the former Deputy Premier and the
former Minister. I will start by talking about the former Premier, Peter Dowding. Thecre is
no doubt that. despite my personal feelings about Peter Dowding he did a few things in this
Parliament for which he will be remembered.

Several Opposition members interjected.

Mr MacKINNON: I will come to those in a minute - I turn firstly to the things he did that
probably were constructive, because not everything the former Premier did was bad. Firstly,
he undoubtedly changed the way in which the Legislative Council operated during his time
there. There is no doubt he made changes in that regard and that his debating skill was first
class. Nobody doubted his intelligence or his media skills: but, more than that, I would like
to remember Peter Dowding for the legacy he has left this Parliament and the lessons he has
taught us. He, along with the former Premier - now the Ambassador to Ireland and the Holy
See - gave us a clear indication as to why the Government should stay out of business.
Nobody in the history of this State, other than Brian Burke, has been able to teach us that
lesson in a better way. I thank former Premier Peter Dowding for that lesson, although it has
been a costly one and related to a mailer which I opposed all the way through. Peter
Dowding has taught us that when a mistake is made a person should not try to cover up that
mistake. He made mistakes, and he tried to cover up the mistakes of Brian Burke and got
deeper into trouble. I remind members that every member opposite supported Peter
Dowding during that time. Now they sit in deathly silence.

I remind the House of what former Deputy Premier Parker said about those matters. When
Kevin Hume of 6WF said that Mr Taylor was the silent partner of WA Inc and was involved
in certain deals, he also asked Mr Parker whether it was appropriate for him to take over as
Deputy Premier. David Parker said that everyone in Government was involved. He said that
was why the Premier and he resigned, to take responsibility for those people. At least Peter
Dowding did the honourable thing and resigned, which is more than we can say for those
people who stayed on. He was probably pushed out the door by members opposite. Peter
Dowding taught us one final lesson; that is, that accountability in politics is vitally important.
That lesson should not be forgotten.

Premier Lawrence has not learnt that lesson. She will not allow this Parliament to debate
today the Auditor General's report. If there is any issue above all others initiated by the
Government which needs debate it is the Auditor General's report, but the Premier refuses to
debate it. Peter Dowding taught us that accountability is very important in politics. He was
a victim of the fact that if one fails to be accountable, one pays a high price. As with
Brian Burke, history will be the judge of Peter Dowding's term as Premier. History will not
judge him very kindly at all.
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We have received no explanation as to why David Parker did his amazing double back flip,
first fighting furiously to stay in the Cabinet, seeking and gaining support. As the member
for Riverton stated, half the left wing did not want him and the ocher half did, but David
Parker stayed. Suddenly, two weeks later, off he went;, but no-one explained why. His
former so-called colleagues and friends do not want to place any thanks on record. For all
his faults, David Parker was a man who understood the importance of the business
community to Western Australia. That is something that is sadly lacking now in the
Lawrence Government because it already has a reputation of being anti-business and a
growing reputation of not understanding business. The loss of David Parker and his personal
commitment to business will be a heavy price for the Government to pay.

We should give credit where it is due; David Parker was a deputy who was prepared to give
support to his leader to the end. However, like his colleague, Peter Dowding, David Parker
left a great legacy and some lessons for us all. David Parker taught us that a person cannot
deliberately lie to this House or mislead it and get away with it. David Parker misled this
House more than once. When David Parker first came to Parliament I had a great deal of
time and respect for him as an individual, but I lost that respect for him over the last two
years as over and over again he cried to mislead, deceive and in every way possible cover up
the truth, H-e has left us with a legacy which every one of his colleagues should remember.
People cannot deliberately mislead a Parliament and get away with it.

The second lesson to be learnt is that if a person is wrong he should admit it. He should own
up to the fact that he is wrong and get out. He should resign from the Cabinet; he should nor
support it. When David Parker said that everyone mn Government was involved he was right.
Every single member of Cabinet was involved, including the current Premier and her deputy.
In the end, David Parker showed us that when a person has been deliberately deceicful - even
to his own people - if that person is wrong and has not been prepared to admit it, all the
numbers and all the union background and loyalty in the world will not save him. He will
go. History will be the judge of David Parker, not you, Mr Deputy Speaker, nor 1. Hiscory
may judge him a little more kindly than it will Peter Dowding, but very little more.

The member for Eyre is still with us but I predict that he will not outlast this term of
Parliament; he will probably resign. He has run his race. I hope that he will not resign
before the end of this parliamentary term, because I would like to think that he will stay as a
reminder to us all of what not to do. As long as he stays in this place we will be able to point
to him as a man who was implicitly and directly involved in all matters and who has been a
bad example to follow. He has rn his race; he has done his bit. Perhaps I will pass further
comment when the Government of the day passes a motion of thanks for what he has done
for the party some tine in the future. I do not think that will happen because the
Government has not shuwn that sort of loyalty to the former Premier or the former Deputy
Premier.

It is a remarkable opening of a parliamentary session when the Government sits in silence
and pays no tribute or respect whatsoever to people for whom a few months back
Government members were signing pledges to protect and support.

During this session of Parliament, the Opposition will put forward its strong program of pro-
active activity.

Mrs Beggs: Is it just around the corner?

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister is saying that something is just around the corner. Maybe
she is referring to the party at five o'clock today.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Lewis: Maybe that is where Mr Grill is hiding - just around the corner.

Dr Lawrence: The public is not holding its breath to see how long the member for
Applecross will last.

Mr MacKIN4NON: Perhaps it is.

This session will be one where the Opposition places on record the alternative programs for a
coalition Government, and legislation that the Liberal Party would initiate. The Government
is in disarray over the question of leadership; the Government has lost direction. That
became clear when Mr Speaker read the Premier's stare ment recently which was hailed as a
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v'isionary document. It was referred to as Carmen Lawrence's vision for the future; it was
hailed as the most important speech in her life. I found the document very disappointing as a
visionary document. It was a policy statement which outlined the sonts of items the Premier
might give attention to, but if that is a vision I suggest the Premier needs a new pair of
glasses. What did the Premier ignore in that speech? She made no comment about industrial
relations. How can a statement be entitled "A Vision for the Future" when no comment is
made about industrial relations?

Dr Lawrence: The Leader of the Opposition described it accurately. The Press Club
president described it in the terms the Leader of the Opposition earlier indicated, not me. It
was a statement to the Press Club indicating a general direction in some areas. Many areas
were omnitted; there was nothing about education, health or housing.
Mr MacKINNON: It was hailed as a vision. The Premier's staff were selling that message
day after day.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have drawn attention on many occasions, as has the
Speaker, to the problem we face when members on either side during a speech start
questioning members on the other side and it draws the inevitable responses; from that point
on the debate usually degenerates. It is not correct to use the parliamentary procedures to
persist in that activity. The Leader of the Opposition is overdoing the questioning, and the
same warning should be heeded by all members because this does not contribute to orderly
debate.
Mr MacKINNON: The Premier, by interjection, said that it was not a comprehensive
statement and that that explains why industrial relations was omitted from the most important
speech given by her in her life. Surely industrial relations are fundamental to the future
economic health of this State and Australia. The Premier ignored industrial relations; she
ignored the question of energy costs; she ignored the question of unemployment which is
rapidly on the increase and growing faster in Western Australia than in any other State in
Australia; she ignored, by and large, any comprehensive plan to encourage industrial
development into the future. The statement lacked vision, and above all it lacked attention to
what I would call the commitment to wealth creation. The speech referred at quite some
length to wealth distribution, but made little reference to what was needed for a sensible and
balanced approach to ensure that those benefits occurred.

To remedy that situation, and the other areas of omnission, the Opposition has a
comprehensive plan of legislation which it will move through the parliamentary session. As
the Government has priority in parliamentary business on two and a half days out of three, it
is clear that we may not debate all of that legislation. However, we will introduce the
legislation, make the second reading speeches and pass the legislation as far as we can
through the parliamentary process; this will depend upon whether we receive Government
support for these matters. That is one of the reasons why I take issue with the Premier on the
comments she made earlier today regarding Mr Beazley's report. She said that she did not
think that Parliament should sit any longer. Parliament does not sit on enough days a year -
we lost a couple of weeks this year - and we have had the galling experience over the last
few years of sitting until 3.00 am or 4.00 am for week after week, yet still we did not
complete the Government's legislative program. I would agree with a sensible arrangement
for sitting times provided we have the opportunity for sensible debate. If the Premier means
what she says about our not sitting until all hours of the morning, I hope the Government
does not do what it did today - that is, to gag the debate every time it is in a tight spot.

Mr Clarko: In September last year, when the Premier said that she did not like sitting here
for a long time, we sat for eight days in eight months.

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly!

Our legislative program was set out in a detailed statement which was released on Sunday.
Central to the whole program is the question of a Royal Commuission, which is an issue we
have been pushing for quite some time. From our point of view - and I know it is the
National Party's point of view also - this is a priority. The Government cannot rn away
from this by not giving us a Message, or whatever it may do. Following your direction,
Mr Deputy Speaker, I cannot ask the Premier a question, but I hope she will say in her reply
whether she will allow the Royal Commission Bill to be debated by giving it a Message, or
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whether she will refuse to allow it to be debated. I remind the Premier chat the Liberal Party
is not alone in proposing a Royal Commission. We are not isolated from the rest of the
comnmunity in wanting a proper inquiry into WA Inc and other matters. We are now fully
supported by the National Party in that endeavouir; we are fully supported by People for Fair
and Open Government; and we are fully supported by the Australian Democrats. I refer to a
Press statement issued recently referring to the need for an independent Royal Commnission.
The statement was made by Mr Richard Ieffreys, who is the State President of the Australian
Democrats WA Division Inc, and it reads as follows -

"We believe a strong, independent commuissioner should be appointed to follow the
trail of mismanagement and corruption wherever it leads, including dawn the roads of
property sale and speculation by State -controlled corporations, illicit drug
distribution, export of wildlife, vehicle and prostitution rackets and the failure of
police and other authorities to control obvious governmental abuses," Mr Jeffreys
said.

"The issue is paramount because the consequences of the enormous loss of taxpayers'
funds in the WA Inc fiasco are being felt by every Western Australian. The millions
directly Lost are only the tip of the iceberg," Mr Jeffreys said,

That is a powerful statement by Mr Jeffreys. I had nothing to do with that statement, and nor
did anybody else in the Liberal Party. It was issued by the Democrats in their own right. It
clearly shows that a Royal Commission is supported across the board in the community.
This includes political parties that do not always agree.

As I talk to people, and people approach me, about this question of a Royal Commission they
ask several questions. None of these questions is more important or fundamental than the
question, "Where has the money gone?" I wonder whether any member opposite could
answer that question. We have to pay back this money. Perhaps the member for Eyre, who
is reading the Daily News and was directly involved, could answer the question.

Mr Grill: You will get a list on that shortly.
Mr MacKINNON: Who will give us that list?

Mr Grill: The Premier; that will make you happy.

Mr MacKINNON: I am sure that the statement by the Premier will not illuminate the matter
any more than her statement did today. A Royal Commission would be able to find out
where the money has gone. Are the people of this State not entitled to know the answer to
that question? After a they are being asked by the Premier to repay that money.

The second thing that people want to know is, "Why were the decisions made?" Did the
Government not tell the people in the Parliament what was going on and what it was not
going to do? Therefore, why did the Government keep making those decisions? What drove
the Government to make these decisions that were so costly? People want to know who was
responsible at the end of the day and who made those decisions. Was it just Mr Dowding
and Mr Parker, or was it the member for Eyre and the Attorney General? Was the former
Deputy Premier right when he said that everyone in the Government was involved? Was it a
collective decision that he supported? The former Deputy Premier is on the record as saying
that he was part of a Goverrnent that made those decisions and he supported it. People want
to know what will be done about it. Will we accept the nonsense trotted out by the Premier
that we are awaiting the findings from the McCusker inquiry? We know that Mr McCusker
is not inquiring into the actions of the Government. So, who is? Are the courts inquiring
into the activities of the Government? The answer is no. People want to know why we do
not have a Royal Commission because the McCusker inquiry and the courts are not inquiring
into those matters. This raises a very serious question because the McCusker inquiry is not
looking into this matter, as has been stated by Mr McCusker.

The Select Committee has been criticised by the Government which does not believe that
that is an appropriate course of action. The courts have nothing before them that directly
involves any member of Government. The Government made the decision which taxpayers
are now being asked to fund. The Government cannot deny that nothing wrong was done or
that there were no other mistakes. That is not true because a Premier and Deputy Premier
have resigned. Mistakes have been made. What is the real answer? Why is the Government
refusing to appoint a Royal Commission? It is refuising because the Premier wants to protect
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her friends and colleagues. She knows that a Royal Commuission would reveal that she, the
Deputy Premier and other members of Cabinet were involved in making decisions that
caused losses of large sums of money. Is that why? The Premier knows that a Royal
Commission will inquire into and uncover the derails of a range of activities that she and her
colleagues do not want made public. The Premier made a selfish decision. Who will it
affect if the Royal Commission makes adverse findings? It will affect the Premnier and her
ability to retain her job.
The reason there will be no Royal Commission has nothing to do with McCusker because he
is not inquiring into the Government, The Premier tried to explain yesterday that it has
nothing to do with the court cases because a Royal Commnission has the ability to take
evidence in private. A Royal Commission takes into account all of the processes of the court
and ensures that its activities do not prejudice or interfere with those processes. It is not that
the Government supports the Select Commriittee process. Millions of dollars have been lost, a
Premier and a Deputy Premier have been forced to resign from Parliament, and a Minister
has resigned from his position. We are expected to accept in response a new Premier and a
new Deputy Premider, and say that it does not worry us any more. The people of the State are
not prepared to accept that response from the Government. They have heard it all before.
They want a commitment to an honest, open, independent inquiry with no holds barred so
that the truth is established once and for all.

Mr Court: The more they talk about accountability, the more suspicious we become.

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. If one has nothing to hide, why hide? It has been said that a
Royal Commission might cost too much, but I think it would be money well spent to wash
out the stain of WA Inc, which has become so ingrained in the Western Australian ethos.

The Premier can stonewall the setting up of a Royal Commission, but that is the Opposition's
first priority throughout this session. It will use every means available to it to ensure that the
Premier understands clearly that a Royal Commnission should be appointed on the appropriate
terms and conditions. If the Government appoints a Royal Commission, this House should
be able to get on with the job of establishing once and for all the truth of these matters. Once
and for ali it will establish who is responsible and where the money went. The Parliament
will then be able to temporarily leave the responsibility of an inquiry into WA Inc's affairs
with a Royal Commissioner and get on with the job of debating more important political
issues including industrial relations, unemployment, which is on the increase, inflation,
which the current Governiment is helping, the environment and other questions of
accountability. The Opposition wants to address a plethora of issues and will be better able
to do that if a Royal Commission is examning and inquiring into these other Matters.
On 29 April the Opposition announced a range of other matters that it wanted inquired into.
It has almost completed drafting legislation relating to the foreign-owned land register. I am
pleased that the Premier indicated at question time yesterday that the Government, fo~owing
the Opposition's lead, proposes to introduce similar legislation later in the year. The
Opposition's Bill will be ready this session for the Government to debate. Following the
Premier's comments I am sure that the Govertnent will support the Opposition's Bill.

The Opposition is concerned about law and order, the environment and matters relating to
business. Throughout this session the Opposition will be putting those issues on the agenda.
The Opposition will ensure that the legislation is drafted and that the Government's
credibility is tested on each of the issues. We will find out whether the Government is
prepared to support good and sensible legislation and other initiatives. This will indicate
clearly, as does this legislative program, that not all wisdom resides on one side of
Parliament. The Opposition will ensure that the Parliament will never again be the plaything
of the Executive and that all sides of politics make a contribution in a productive way. This
does not mean that the Opposition will not be critical. I expressed strong criticism of the
Government for its failure to debate - or even indicate that it would discuss - the Auditor
General's report. it was reprehensible and absolutely disgraceful. The Government and the
Premier stand condemned as a consequence. The Government's stand on a major report
highlighting major examples of Government maladministration is totally irresponsible. It is
also irresponsible that to date the Government has made little or no comment on the question
of the State Superannuation Board.
This is not the time for me to go through the Auditors General's report. However, I hope that
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I will be able to initiate a debate on that at an appropriate time in the future. Today [ want to
refer to one aspect of the Auditor General's report - the State Superannuation Board. Of all
the Governent's activities, this is the most interesting to a large number of public servants
in Western Australia. They were entitled to be alarmed at the scathing attack on the
Government's performance or lack of it in the Auditor General's report and in other
comments attached to that report. Every Minister is under attack. The Government is
trying to cut back expenditure in areas such as education. Regional offices are no longer
allowed to replace staff who go on leave, hospitals are not being built or repaired and
services at those hospitals are being closed down. Public servants are entitled to be alarmed
and to wonder what will happen to their funds in the future. They are also entitled to wonder
whether their benefits will be affected and to ask questions which many have asked me, such
as "Why did it happen? Why did the Superannuation Board get into this pickle?"
People have put the following question to me: "Didn't the Government give a commritmnent
in 1987 that we were entering a new era in which there would be changes to the Auditor
General's Act?" I refer members to a debate in this House in May 1987 in which the
member for Avon and I participated, and to the speech by the former Premier, Mr Peter
Dowding, in which he said certain things about the Superannuation Board. Members should
remember what he said when I refer later to the Auditor General's report. I repeat that
people are asking me why it happened when the Premier at the rime said -

I also think there should be some restrictions on the amounts the board can place in
any one investment or with any one outside investing agency. To put too many eggs
in the one basket is dangerous.

An investment fund manager or any person with an ounce of business intelligence would
know that, but the former Premier said it and I will rurn to the details of the performance of
the board and the fund in a moment. The then Premier went on to say -

I think it would be wise for sensible directions to be laid down, as was recommended
by Price Waterhouse in 1984.

The 1990 Auditor General's report makes a most scathing comment about the Government
Employees Superannuation Board and its performance. The report clearly indicates that the
board has, indeed, put too many eggs in the one basket and has put contributors' funds at
risk. My colleague, the member for Applecross, will explain later that those funds are in an
investment which will return very tittle, if anything at all, to the Government for some time
to come. However, it has ensured that one of two things will occur: Either the
superannuation benefits to public servants in this State will be cut or taxpayers will have to
subsidise that fund to a large extent.

What did the Auditor General's report say about the Government Employees Superannuation
Board? I repeat that the fonner Premier said, "To put too many eggs in the one basket is
dangerous." He did not say "risk" but he said "dangerous". The Auditor General's report
states -

I am of the view that the risk associated with the investment mix is too high due to
the large proportion in "developmental property".

It has too many eggs in the one basket. The report explained the derails of a couple of
investments in that basket and the member for Applecross will outline the details of one of
those investments later. The recommendation in the Auditor General's report states -

The Government Employees Superannuation Board adopt sound investment
management policies and practices which are in accord with normally accepted
prudential standards. Guidelines be determined by the Treasurer and implemented by
the board which reflect the optimum prudential investment mix rather than the
existing spread held by the Board.

The report of the Auditor General is of the highest order; he did not rely only on his
investigations, he went to an independent agency, Mercer Campbell Cook & Knight.

Dr Lawrence: You have noticed the recent elevation of the gentleman who wrote the report.

Mr MacKINNON: I was going to comment on that - it is a case of shutting the door after the
horse had well and truly bolted out of sight.
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Mercer Campbell Cook & Knight made a couple of points about putting too many eggs in the
one basket. Page 6 of its report states -

The development portfolio consists of only two properties, with the largest - Central
Park - comprising $138 million or 50% of the total property portfolio. This
represents 30% of the total fund investments.

This is a very significant proportion to be held in one single investment. It contrasts
sharply with New South Wales, for example, where the maximum proportion consists
of about 3% of the total portfolio.

In one investment - Central Park - the Government Employees Superannuation Board has
invested 30 per cent of the total fund investments. I have not referred to the other investment
in developmenta property. In New South Wales the maximum proportion invested in a
single investment is about three per cent of the total portfolio. In May 1987 the former
Premier said that to put coo many eggs in the one basket was dangerous.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! For a point of clarification is the member quoting from
the Hansard of May 1987? For the record, I do not believe that the former Premier was the
Premier at the time.

Mr MacKINNON: I am quoting from page 2378 of Hansard. Nonetheless, the formuer
Premier was the Minister responsible for that agency in May 1987 and that, in terms of my
argument, does not alter anything.

Mr Clarke: Minister - later Premier!

Mr MacKINNON: That is right. Members know how things change in this Parliament in
terms of the Premier!

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I did not ask for general discussion on the question.

Mr MacKEiNNON: Mr Deputy Speaker, thank you for your direction.

One important question which should be asked has been included in the terms of reference
for the proposed Royal Commission; that is, if the former Premier, the Minister who
introduced the Bill, said, "To put too many eggs in The one basket is dangerous", who
authorised the investment which ensured there were too many eggs in the one basket? Who
were the people. the friends of the Government, who were involved in these investments and
who ensured these investments went the way they did? Why were these investments
authorised?

I refer to what Mr Williamson, the principal of Mercer Campbell Cook & Knight, said in his
letter to the Office of the Auditor General -

In summary, there are clear differences between the GESB portfolio and most other
major funds. While the portfolio structure is possibly not in conflict with the GESB's
own objectives, the approach taken contradicts generally accepted principles of
investment management. The new guidelines will have only a limited effect in
changing this approach.

[ will come back to that important point in a moment. The report continues -

It is clear that, in the last year at least, this portfolio structure has contributed to the
fund's poor performance.

Who authorised these investments and why were they authorised? I would strongly argue
that the investments were politically motivated, if not directed, and I would argue also that
that is what a Royal Commission would establish. Another reason the Premier does not want
a Royal Commrrission revolves round the question of whether the board or the Minister made
the investment. Let me refer again to what the former Premier, the then Minister responsible
for the legislation, said -

I make it quite clear: The Governiment should certainly give some direction to the
board in respect of how it believes it should operate.

Did it give a clear direction and did it direct it to invest those funds in those properties which
we now know are very costly investments from the point of view of the Government
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Employees Superannuation Board? My colleague, the member for Applecross, will
demonstrate that the board's investments will require an ongoing commitment to the fund -
the investments will not return a profit to the fund for its ongoing needs for some dine to
come. I am talking about the board's investment and, in the words of the Auditor General,
... the risk associated with the investment mix is too high due to the large proportion in

'developmental property"'. Who, in the Government, knew about all this? Was it reported
to Cabinet? Did all the Ministers know and, if so, why did they endorse this program?
Ministers have talked at length and often about the Halls Head development which, from
memory, cost the Government Employees Superannuation Board $1 million or thereabouts.
It was not very much at the end of the day. This investment will cost the board, arguably,
potentially hundreds of millions of dollars, and I have not mentioned, during this debate, the
money paid to Rothwelis, which the board stands to lose. That is a side issue - $50 million
went to Rothwells and $25 million is likely to be lost. Given all that, why has the
Government still not changed direction? Why has it taken the release of the 1990 Auditor
General's report to force the Government to take action? The Government could hardly fail
to react to such a scathing Auditor General's report.

I refer again to Mr Williamson's report which states -

From July 1989, the GESB has adopted a new set of investment guidelines which
have been approved by the Treasurer. However, these guidelines are very broad and
do not address the questions of risk and return.

The two fundamental issues at the core of the Government Employees Superannuation Board
were not even addressed in those investment guidelines. The report states that in July 1989 .

For example, the upper limit on property (75%) is above the current exposure...

Mr Williamson refers to "above the current exposure". He has stated it was too much. He
now stares that the guidelines the Government set down are more than that Figure. He states -

.. although there is a stated intention to reduce the allocation to property. By
comparison to the descriptions of allowable investments in shares and fixed interest,

there is virtually no restriction on property investments.

Little wonder the Government was forced to take some action when the Auditor General
made such scathing comments in his report. I ask the question again: Why did the
Goverrnment not act until the Auditor General reported in such a way? What is the
Government's responsibility now and what action should it rake? Firstly, it should adopt the
Auditor General's report with its recommendations in total. The investment guidelines
should be changed in line with those recommendations and released to the public now.
Secondly, full derails of the Government Employees Superannuation Board's anticipated
performance should be released. Those reports are provided to the Goverrnent quarterly
and they should be made public to allay widespread fear among the people of Western
Australia. Key statements are needed on what the board intends to do about the Central Park
property, the Westralia Square property and, let us not forget, the Anchorage property. What

is the board doing about the Anchorage investment in North Fre mantle? Mr Williamson
indicates that the report of the Western Australian Government Employees Superannuation
Board is very thin on detail of its property investment, whereas the report of the New South
Wales board provides a full breakdown of each property and performance related thereto.
That is a good example of accountability.

Mr Hassell: There is nor much performance to report about.

Mr MacKLNNQN: That is probably why the Government has nor made any appropriate

comment. That sort of information is needed now, nor next week or next month or maybe
never, as we heard today from the Premier and the Minister for stamps. No debate will be
initiated by the Government on the Auditor General's report. The Leader of the House said
that if the Opposition wished to debate the issue, it should initiate the debate itself.

Mr Pearce: I did not say that at all.

Mr MacKJINNON: When will the debate be held?
Mr Pearce: I said that the Government would not initiate a debate on your motion.
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Mr MacKlt4NON: When will the debate be held?

Mr Pearce; I said I would look at it when the Address -in-Reply was over. You are fibbing
again.

The SPEAKER: Order! Bath members are disorderly when embarking on those sorts of
interjections. Members who have the call in this place should address their remarks to the
Chair and remove the word "You" from the debate, following which a lot of the animosity
would disappear.

Mr Court: And the fibbing bit.

The SPEAKER: The fibbing bit is not nice either.

Mr MacKINNON: Quite clearly the Government will not give any commuitment on the
Auditor General's debate.

Mr Pearce: That is deliberately untrue. Everybody in the House knows it is untrue.

Mr MacKiINNON: All the Leader of the House has to do is indicate when a debate will take
place on his motion. So far no indication has been given of a debate. His commitment to
accountability is just like the Premier's commitment. Without commitment on the question
of the Goverrnent Employees Superannuation Board, public servants in this State are
justified in their concern that their benefits will be reduced because of the performance of the
board and the risks it has taken. Taxpayers are equally justified in their concern that this
situation will mean a huge contribution of taxpayers' funds to ensure the liquidity of that
board and its performance over the next year or two because it is not perfonining with these
investments. Clearly, the concern expressed by the Opposition with respect to this matter is
justified.

Amendment to Motion
Mr MacKINNON: Consequently, I move an amendment to the Address-in- Reply as
follows -

That the following words be added to the motion -

But, this House wishes to express its dismay at the performance of the
Government Employees Superannuation Board which, because of
unprecedented and highly political investment strategies, stands to drastically
decrease its payouts to superannuants or to cause a further burden on
taxpayers, already suffering massive cuts in services because of WA Inc
losses in other areas.

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [5.19 pm): I support the amendment. The Auditor General's
report draws to an unfortunate conclusion the great saga of disgraceful management that the
Goverrnent Employees Superannuation Board has been through in the past five or six years.
The public of Western Australia, the 86 700 odd members of the super scheme and the old
State fund, and the 14 300 pensioners who now benefit from that fund must understand that
the Government Employees Superannuation Board is an integral part of WA Inc, and their
funds have been invested at risk by this Government under the direction of previous
Ministers and Ministers still at the Table.

The public of Western Australia and the 86 000 members of this fund must know that these
funds have been put at risk and that the trustees - the Government, which has been directing
the Superannuation Board - have allowed the board to do what it has done. The
Superannuation Board, in a covent operation, transferred $50 million of its funds to
Rothweis as part of a secret deal and covered that up. That was only revealed a little over 12
months ago when the Bond Corporation said that of the $100 million it put into the
Government for the petrochemical deal, $50 million went to the Superannuation Board just
prior to balance day, 30 June 1988, so that the balance sheet of the Government Employees
Superannuation Board would not show that $50 milion was lent to Rothwdlls, which became
insolvent six weeks after the Burke bail out in November 1987.

The board endangered the funds of its superannuants and has continued to do that willy-nilly.
It now finds itself in the quite precarious situation of having over 50 per cent of its funds
invested in one entity - speculative property. By the time the Central Park development
comes to finality in late 1991 it will probably have 85-90 per cent of its funds invested in the
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one basket. As the Leader of the Opposition has rightly said, that is absolute imprudence.
Fund managers in Australia suggests that five per cent should be the maximum amount of
superannuants' funds invested in property. We have to realise that this money is invested in
developing central business district property, which is highly speculative and which faces a
great chance of a fall out fuirther down the line.

It should be recognised that the Superannuation Board and the Superannuation Fund have
been used as a warehousing vehicle for the nefarious affairs of this Government. They have
been used to launder money through Treasury into, and back out of, Rothwells. This has all
the ingredients of bad management. It has concealed the deals it has done and proceeded
with absolute imprudence in relation to the welfare or trust placed in it for the proper
management of superannuants' funds. It has also proceeded in secrecy and been an integral
part of WA Inc.

In his report the Auditor General says that it is difficult to deternine eventual losses and
impact on the public. He devotes over 10 pages to the superannuation affairs of this State,
saying he cannot determine the eventual losses and impact on the Government. That, in
itself, is an indictnent of the Government. A further indictment is that this Government will
not allow one of the major items of concern to the hundred thousand-odd employees of this
State - the fact that their superannuation funds are at risk - to be debated when the Auditor
General castigates the management of the Superannuation Board in his report.

Perhaps we should look at details of some of the things the fund has been involved in. It
entered into the Northern Lights Hotel deal whereby it went into tourism and was to be the
owner of a string of hotels from Kununurra to Port Hediand, and Broome to Derby and
Karratha, you name it. It had those hotels on line but entered into a management deal with
the operators wider which no premiums were paid. T'he period involved was 10 years with
two subsequent 10 year renewal options. The managers went to the Government saying it
would have to spend $ 10 million to upgrade the hotels because they were not doing too weUl
and were losing money. The Government then, in one of its nefarious deals, onsold this
string of hotels to the managers who were supposed to be making them work and who
happened to have a first right of refusal through a buy-back clause.

This was done in a deal under which the managers put down $1.3 million on a $23.5 million
purchase and settled nine months after the accounting day. They took all the profits of those
hotels up until settlement day. The outstanding amount of $23 million approximately, plus
interest, will not be paid until June 1994. They are being charged art interest rate of six per
cent for the first 18 months and seven per cent for the balance of the period. The Auditor
General has found that there is a downside loss which aggregates to about $ 10 million.
Therefore, the Government sold the hotels in a $23 million deal and dropped $3 million or
$4 million on the book value, but the deal was done in such a way that there was a small
deposit and repayment on the never-never. Therefore, the real value of the property when
onsold was probably $12 million, but the matter was covered up by a shady deal involving
money down now and payment later. The Auditor General has highlighted that.

I go on to the Anchorage project. The Auditor General says that agreements were given to
Western Resorts Corporation free of charge.
Mr Shave: They are giving taxpayers' money away.
Mr LEWIS: Yes. With the Anchorage deal a lot of land is sitting out there burning up
Government funds. I do not know how much is invested in that project because I cannot
ascertain the figure from the Superannuation Board's report. However, I have heard that it is
around $20 million. There is also a laundry there which is barely breaking even, and if one
included an interest component it would be making a heavy loss. Nobody has said what will
be done with Anchorage, which has been sifting there since 1986 or 1987. It is too hard; the
Government cannot solve the problem and the Superannuation Board does not know what to
do with that land because it paid too much for it, so it is now an albatross around its neck.

I trm now to Rothwells and the nefarious $50 million deal where money was paid back on
30 June so it would not show in the balance sheet. What deceit by an agency which was
supposed to be trustee of State Government employees' funds, to swing that money out to
Rothwells, which was insolvent, and then try to conceal it by getting it back before the
balance date of 30 June. [ move on to the Central Park deal and the Westralia Square deal.
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Those deals are absolutely mind boggling because of the potential losses projected on the
way the property market is going at the moment. I can recall that four or five months ago at
most the R & I Bank purchased half of the R & I Tower for $108 million thereby putting a
market value on the R & I Tower of $216 million for 37 000 square metres of central
business district property, The Central Park development is looking down the barrel of an all
up cost of $550 mill ion for 64 000 square metres of CBD property. That project is to be
completed in 1991 or early 1992.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]

Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTION ON NOTICE No 163(3)

Out of Order
THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnet) It is my intention to rule out of order part 3 of question on
notice No 163 on the Notice Paper. I ask members to take careful note of the Standing
Orders in respect of the framing of questions. A number of questions on the Notice Paper
infringe in some small way, and should perhaps have been ruled out, but I will leave that to
members' discretion in the future and use this question as an example of one that should
definitely be ruled out of order.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - SECOND DAY
Amendment to Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [7.30 pmj: I have referred to the Government Employees
Superannuation Board and how the management and trusteeship of the funds of State
Government employees has been inept. Someone remarked to me recently that the way the
investment portfolio of the board had been taken on was similar to that of an extremely
imprudent private sector speculative developer. I agree with that description because it fits
the current position of those investments. Perhaps the trustees think that they are playing
with Monopoly money. Members can imagine the board buying Park Lane or The Strand, or
buying a hotel here and selling one there and hoping to obtain some rent. Of course, if the
die does not fall in the right way and no rent is obtained, bankruptcy may be faced. That is a
simple analogy about where the GESB is heading, because its investment portfolio is so
poorly structured and in such a vulnerable position that it appears to have lost direction.

The earnings on funds in real trams last year were minus 2.6 per cent; the year before, the
earnings on the funds were plus one per cent. Most other superannuation funids in Australia
are well in front of that figure and many prominent people have made the point that the
GESB ranks in the lowest three per cent of prudential superannuation managers in Australia-
If the Government considers that is any recommendation for the fund, it should give us some
indication.
Mr Taylor: Who are the prominent people?

Mr LEWITS: Obviously, the Deputy Premier has not read any reports or taken any account of
recent statements. He is not interested in the operations of the hand; he does not care about
the stewardship or the trusteeship of the funds of the 87 000 members of the fund. It is about
time the Government camne to grips with the situation and realised that the structure of the
investment portfolio represents a very dangerous situation.

The Government should consider the Central Park development. I have spoken previously
about how the R & [ Bank bought half of the R & I Bank Tower from Bond Corporation for
$216 million. The market value of the Central Park development equates to $391 million
using the same price for floor space as the Bond tower. But the catch is that two years after
completion the R & I Bank Tower still has 12 vacant floors. Well-informed people in the
property market around town are predicting that 210 000 square metres of excess office
space will be available at the end of 1991. The annual take-up of office space is 45 000
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square metres. In 18 months, we will have a glut of 150 000 square metres of office space
available for rent. The situation has not changed since a question was asked on 6 December
1989 because only 8 000 metres of the Central Park development has been let and 59 000
square metres remain available. [ believe that floor space was let on a very good deal to one
of the major accounting practices in town for four years rent free -

Mr Macinnon: What is the return to the (3ESB?
Mr LEWIS: There will be no return to the Superannuation Board for at least six years. With
holding costs of $100 million a year, one has only to multiply the $550 million completion
figure at 18 per cent interest, and add the maintenance costs of the vacant floors - and
electricity costs are incurred - to realise that the Central Park development incurs a
$100 million debt every year for the GESH. The situation spells disaster for the
Superannuation Board, If rental space is offered rent free for four years to induce
organisations, to take up space normally let at $450 a metre, how can the GESB receive any
income? It is a simple matter to add $300 million to $450 million and realise that the GESB
investnent in Central Park touches on $750 millon if one takes into account the
$100 million debt each year.

The current value of the R & I Bank Tower, with the same floor space as Central Park, is
$390 million so that represents a $400 million differential over three to four years. The
Government Employees Superannuation Board's portfolio is so far out of balance that the
Arnstrong Jones property group, one of the most competent and shrewd investment groups
in Australia, decided that their investment in the Wescralia Square development was nor a
goer. There was no way that an organisation could enter the market in 18 months to two
years and expect to let floor space.

The Government Employees Superannuation Board is looking down the barrel of a probable
$200 million loss over two or three years. That might sound extreme but the figures are
factual. The time has come for the Treasurer, who has the ability through the Act to direct
the Superannuation Board, to cake stock of the situation, and, if need be, she must stop the
development at its current stage. The development is just off the ground. Members will
recall the Bond-R & I Bank Tower developmenn lay dormant for three years because the
economy could not sustain the rent for future letting on that development.

Mr Macinnon: How much of the Bond Tower has still to be let?

Mr LEWIS: Well, 12 floors are still vacant.

We are looking at a potential disaster. The time to rake action is now and not in 12 months'
time when three quarters of the project is built. If we do not act now, the Government
employees of this State will be in dire risk of losing their funds. The Consolidated Revenue
Fund of this State, belonging to the public of Western Australia, cannot continue to finance
the bad commercial decisions made by the Superannuation Board. I put it to the Minister for
Finance and Econom-ic Development that the time to make a decision on this pro ject is now
before the project's fortunes go the same way as the Rothwells bail out in which $0.,5 billion
was lost. I commend my remarks to the Minister and hope that he takes account of them and
takes the action to ensure that something is done about the matter.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [7.41 pm]: I have been following the saga of the State
Superannuation Board for a long time and I went down to my office during the dinner
suspension to get some papers only to discover my secretary standing at the desk with a very
large box of files. She said to me, "You will have to take the whole box as all the files relate
to the State Superannuation Board." I brought only a couple of fles with me, but going
through these I found some matters of great interest. They reminded me of the issues I raised
in this House in 1987, 1988 and 1989 concerning the appalling performance of the State
Superannuation Board; these include the political interference in its operation going back to
the appointment of Mr Brush - a personal friend of Brian Burke's - and the involvement of
Mr Lloyd and other discredited people of the Government.

In the short time we have been sitting we have seen an interesting pattern emerging with the
new Premier, and for the good of the Government it should not happen again tonight. We
are seeing the Premier's responsibilities as Treasurer being dealt with by the Deputy
Premier - although these matters may have been allocated to him. However, the Deputy
Premier has a habit of leaping in to defend situations. The Premier said that we will have a
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clean sweep with WA Inc to get rid of the bad practices, yet only today we have seen the
Deputy Premier jump up to defend Qilie Rees. To defend anybody who has been involved in
the operations of the SCIC Board, given the figures, is an incredible thing to do. I suggest
that the Deputy Premier take a more objective view of these issues, and in that way the
Premier's policies may be carried out. However, it will suit the Opposition if the Deputy
Premier were to continue defending these practices.

The figures to which I will refer tonight regarding the State Superannuation Board are not
same Opposition estimates or figures that I have made up; I will refer to the Government's
own figures. According to these figures the State Superannuation Board is $105 million
down this financial year alone.

Mr Taylor: Rot. You are wrong.

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier said "rot".

I hasten to add that my figures are not absolute as they have to be adjusted downwards for
inflation, and must be adjusted upwards because of the rate of uptake of the new
superannuation scheme by Government employees. However, the starting point, and the
figure that the Deputy Premier has to explain to the public of Western Australia, is the
$105 million - I give him the opportunity to explain it tonight. In 1987 we debated in this
House the new legislation introduced to establish the Government Employees
Superannuation Board. In the course of chat debate I was able to have incorporated in
Mansard an answer to a question which I had directed to the then Treasurer regarding the
amount of money that had to come out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund each year to top
up the money generated by the board. As people outside this place will understand, a
Government employee has a guaranteed superannuation benefit, and, therefore, if he is
entitled on retirement to, say, a payment of $50 000 and the State Superannuation Board has
generated $25 000 towards it, the taxpayer has to put in the other $25 000. If, on the other
hand, the board has been performing better and has generated $45 000 out of the $50 000
entitlement on retirement, the taxpayer will have to top up only $5 000.
I said to the then Treasurer in 1987. "Please tell us the estimated actuarially calculated
figures for the next 10 years, and what superannuation will cost us under the old scheme,
under the new scheme, and on the basis of the combination of both schemes?" I will not
quote a whole pile of figures - I want to keep it simple and clear. In June 1987 - three years
ago - recorded on page 2363 of Hansard, the Treasurer said that in 1989-90 the total ltump
sum scheme plus pension scheme was estimated to cost the Government $151 million. In
other words, the top up hund the taxpayer had to contribute to provide for the pensions and
lump sum payments payable to retiring public servants was estimated in 1987 - using 1986-
87 dollars - at $151 million for this year. Turning to the Budget papers for this financial
year - these are the Government's figures - on page 26 in the special Acts section under the
Government Employees Superannuation Act, the estimate was $94 739 000. In addition, the
Superannuation and Family Benefits Act estimate was $161 517 000. Therefore, the
estimated cost of superannuation is $256 million in round figures, whereas in 1987 the
Government told us that the cost for this year would be $151 million. The difference this
year alone is an increase in the cost to taxpayers of $105 million. The Deputy Premier nods
his head.

Mr Taylor: But not for the reason that you are contending.

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier does not know what I am contending. The figure that I
have used should be adjusted downwards as there have been two years of inflation leading up
to the 1989 Budget. The 1987 figures were assessed assuming a 40 per cent transfer from the
old to the new scheme and a 25 per cent non-member participation. Those figures will
undoubtedly be different, so there will be an adjustment, but I do not know whether it will be
up or down. Whether the figure is $90 miLlion or $110 million, these figures indicate clearly
that superannuation is costing a vast sum more than the Government stated it would cost less
than three years ago. Most of that cost is attributable to the non-performance of the State
Superannuation Board resulting from political interference in deals such as Bridge to Bridge
at Fremantle, Danbury and Rothwells.

Mr Taylor: What about Halls Head?

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier can talk about Halls Head if he wants. The official
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report of the Government Employees Superannuation Board 1988-89 at page 24 refers to
shares which in 1987-88 were worth $44 344 884; one year later that share portfolio was
down to $18 069 825.
Mr Ripper interjected.
Mr H-ASSELL: The board sold some all right! It realised some massive losses - as the
member for Belmont intetjected accurately - and was then able to quantify the enormity of
those losses. The board disposed of units in the SB Investment Trust which might account
for same of the fall from $64 million to $4 million. On page 26 the report refers to projects
such as Central Park and Westralia Square. which were raised by the member for Applecross.
Let us look at the estimated future commitments quoted there. In respect of Central Park the
cost is recorded in the accounts as $115 million, the valuation is $138 million and the
estimiated future commitment is $205 million.

Mr Lewis: What a lie; that is false.

Mr HASSELL: The valuation figure?

Mr Lewis: No, the whole lot.

Mr HASSELL: These are the figures the board concedes. In his report the Auditor General
questions a lot of the figures the Superannuation Board has issued. It is not unfair to say in
respect of some investments made by some of these Government bodies that they have been
cooking the books. It is not the Opposition saying this but the Auditor General, who
describes how he has questioned the valuations. Westralia Square cost $32 million; the
valuation is $30 million and the estimated future commitment is $40 Million. These two
projects are identified in the Auditor General's report as being highly speculative, property
type investments involving future commitments, on the board's own admission, of about
$245 miillion excluding holding costs, and so on.
When in Opposition one becomes accustomed to the Government telling him that he is
wrong. The newspapers sometimes get into the act as well. I can remember when I came
into tis House and disclosed the Danbury dealings of the State Superannuation Board. A
person involved with the operations of that board was so deeply concerned that he told me
what was going on. I checked the information and on a Sunday issued a short Press release
saying that substantial losses had arisen from the Danbury dealings of the State
Superannuation Board. I raised other issues, as well. The story was written by Brendan
Nicholson of The West Australian who is a thorough and competent reporter. To my
surprise, given that I had issued a quite short Press release, it became the headline story the
next day, Monday. The story tottered along for two or three weeks. The newspaper ten
published a quite stinging editorial attacking me for having released the story of the Danbury
dealings and for being short on facts. I wrote a letter to the editor of The West Australian
pointing out that in view of the fact the paper had carried the story the personal attack on me
was unfair. That was 18 months ago. The 1990 report of the Auditor General confirms all
that [ said in 1987 and 1988.
If members look at Hansard of Wednesday, 25 May 1988, page 493, they will see that a
diagram incorporated with my speech and headed "Perth Technical College - The Zig-Zag
Circle" illustrates the deals done. The first square in the diagram shows that in 1984 the site
was owned by the WA Government and was "Used for Education" - "Historic Buildings";
that WADC called tenders to sell, but in February 1985 obtained a private valuation. In
1985, ignoring the tender process, the Burke Government agreed to sell the college to
WADC for $20.5 million. The site was sold on 20 December 1985 and payment was
received on 27 June 1986. WADC then sold the site for $33.5 million creating a false profit.
The Opposition said at the time what the Auditor General says in his 1990 report, that it was
a false profit.

The very issues that the Opposition raised then now appear in the Auditor Ceneral's report.
The site was purchased by the State Superannuation Board, Bond Corporation and Connell
but all the money was put up by the State Superannuation Board; it was a free ride for the
other partners. I said that in 1988. In view of the number of times that Messrs Burke,
Dowding and Parker stood in this place and sought to rubbish everything I said about
WA Inc, and the fact that on more than one occasion I have been attacked pretty severely in
an editorial in The West Australian about things I have said about the dealings of WA Inc, I
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think that I am now entitled to point out that not one of my remarks has been pulled down.
What I said is now being confirmed in the official reports of those bodies and by the Auditor
General who has independently assessed the fund. They have said that some of its valuations
are not right and should be adjusted and chat some of its procedures have not been correct. If
members read the report of the upper House Select Committee they will note that evidence
has been given of political interference in relation to the State Goverrnment Insurance
Commnission, but that is not the subject of debate tonight.

1 am pleased this evidence has come out because I have taken a lot of flak over these issues
and the Deputy Premier and the Premier should not sit smugly in this House defending the
board's actions. Before the real change which the Premier has signalled occurs, the
Government should look to the fact that someone is responsible. Ministerially we know who
is responsible - the respective Ministers of the Government - but there are also boards and
individuals involved and we have not seen any evidence of their being dismissed. Some of
those people should hang their heads in shame for what they have done. It is not a joking
matter because it involves millions of dollars that the taxpayers will have to pay out of their
pockets to clean up this filthy mess.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Deputy Premier) [8.01 pm): Members on this side of the
House, backbenchers on the other side of the House and members of the Press Gallery have
said to me tonight that we appear to be locked into a time warp which has the Leader of the
Opposition, the member for Applecross and the member for Cortesloe talking about things
that have happened in the past.

Mr Lewis: We are talking about the Auditor General's report.

Mr TAYLOR: That is what the member for Cottesloc was talking about and I will come to
it.

Mr Lewis: You have not done anything about it.

Mr TAYLOR: I will deal with the issues of the past and with a great deal of pleasure I will
deal with the issues of today and how this Government has come to grips with them and is
resolving them very quickly indeed. I will refer to the report referred to by the member for
Cottesloe: that is, the annual report of the Government Employees Superannuation Board for
1988-89 and from which he selectively quated. The report states -

The Government's offer to members of the pension scheme and provident account to
join the lump sum scheme was an outstanding success with approximately 76% of
pension scheme members transferring.

The following is the crux of the matter -

The result will be a long term reduction in the State's superannuation liability.

The Government could have let that superannuation liability continue to accumulate, hut
there is no doubt whatsoever that if that had been the case by the turn of the century this
State would have been virtually bankrupted because of the nature of the operations of the
Goverrnent Employees Superannuation Board for as long as the pension fund continued to
operate. Other comments in the report prove that point.

Mr Lewis: That report has been discredited.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Cottesloe has happily quoted from it and I will do the same.
in 1987-88 the statement of operations in relation to the accumulated fund showed a deficit
of $243 million and in 1988-89 it showed a deficit of $3.3 million. As a responsible
Government we could not allow the accumulation of these liabilities to continue. We could
not allow the future managers of Western Australia's finances to be confronted with this
problem. If nothing had been done about the fund and the pension scheme had contcinued
and not changed to a lump sum scheme it would have proved to be a disaster for this State.

When talking about the incompetent investments of superannuation funds the member for
Cottesloe should remember when he was a Minister. He need go only as far as the Halls
Head development in which he and, undoubtedly, other members of the Ministry at that time
were happy to go along with the sweet deal which cost the Superannuation Board many
millions of dollars.

Mr Lewis: How many?
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Mr TAYLOR: I will find out the exact amount lacer, but it was many millions of dollars - at
least tens of millions of dollars. Members apposite went along happily with that operation;
the Leader of the Opposition was also parry to making that sweet deal and he should not run
away from it.
When members opposite were in Government the Auditor General's report would not have
been possible because theme was no such thing as the Financial Administration and Audit
Act. As a result, there was not an opportunity for the Auditor General to report to the
Parliament, as he has done on this occasion, under section 95 of that Act which gives him the
opportunity to commrent on matters of concern to him. Members opposite know it is true
because the Auditor General did not have the power or the resources to take up those issues.

Since I have been appointed the Minister responsible for the Superannuation Board I have
invited the people responsible for the munning of the fund to my office and I told them that as
far as I am concerned they have a job to do; that is, to run in an efficient and competent
manner the superannuation fund of the employees of this State Government, and that is what
they are doing.

Several members interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Applecross may tell me whether he thinks this is being
incompetent: I am pleased that within the few weeks in which I have had the responsibility
for the board a person of the calibre of Peter Williamson, who is an actuary and had been
appointed by the Auditor General to report on the superannuation fund - his report is an
appendix to the Auditor General's report - agreed to chair the board. The Auditor General
said he was pleased Peter Williamson was appointed as Chairman of the Government
Employees Superannuation Board.

The comments made tonight by the Leader of the Opposition, the member for Cottesloc and
the member for Applecross. axe a reflection on the ability of a person of that calibre to get on
with the job of helping to runi the superannuation fund.

Mr Court: We are not talking about what he has done.
Mr TAYLOR: Of course those members were talking about what he has done because they
made no exceptions. Mr Williamson was appointed well over a month ago and he has the
job of helping to run this fund. The Opposition is locked in a time warp - it does nothing but
look to the past and say that things have not changed. As far as I am concerned things have
changed in the operation of the Government Employees Superannuation Board.
Undoubtedly many of the matters about which the Auditor General expressed his concern
had their origin in the nature of the operations of the Superannuation Board in the past.
Those operations no longer prevail and they will not prevail for as long as I am the Minister
responsible for the board. The Government has taken positive steps in recent times to ensure
that arty shortcomings together with those outlined by the Auditor General are addressed and
that the board's operations are placed on a sound footing. If members read the Auditor
General's report they will note that he has commented on the positive steps being taken in
relation to the operation of the Government Employees Superannuation Fund.
The membership of the board is relatively new and very compeent. The new chairman will
help lead the way, as will the chief executive officer, Peter Farrell, a senior Treasury officer,
who has been appointed to the fund. Systems have been introduced and strategies put in
place to ensure the prudent and successful operation of that fund. As Minister, I am
confident in the future management, practices and investment performance of the board. The
board appointed Risk Averse Money Managers to advise on investment strategies and
administration. Following the consideration of the money manager's report the board made
the following decisions: It agreed to appoint external fund managers for equities, cash and
fixed interest investments - subsequently, BT Australia and the Western Australian Treasury
Corporation have been appointed to manage the cash investments and arrangements are
currently being made for the external management of discretionary funds covering all three
investment sectors of the Superannuation Fund;, it established an investment comnittee
comprising board members to more closely examine perform-ance and anialyse investment
opportunities; and it adopted an asset allocation target aimed at a balanced portfolio - a firm
strategy that will be in place by 1993. In January 1989, the board recommended to the
Commnission on Accountability that investment guidelines be set and, as a consequence, the
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farmer Treasurer issued guidelines for the prudential management of the board's investment
portfolio. Also, in recognition of the need to strengthen its management capabilities, the
board has established an investment division within its structure arid has recently appointed a
new chief executive officer with real expertise in the areas of financial management and
investments.

I trm now to the rate of retur on the fund which some members have criticised and which
the member for Cottesloe has pointed out is a problem. Although I agree that the overall
investment performance over the last couple of years has been less than satisfactory, the
results need to be looked at in perspective. On an actuarial basis, the fund has a real rate of
return of approximately two per cent to cover its ongoing commitments. Over the last five
years the real rates of return achieved have been 9.6 per cent, 11.4 per cent, five per cent, one
per cent and minus 2.6 per cent. The relatively poor performance in the last two years can be
attributed to the operations of the board in the stock market arid the October 1987 crash and,
as the Auditor General pointed out, to Tbe realisation of some of its less productive
investments and its involvement in some major property developments.

rn the current year, the overall return on funds invested is forecast to be 12 per cent, which,
with an inflation rate of about eight per cent, will represent a real rate of return on the
board's investment of four per cent. That figure is double the percentage needed for the
board to cover its ongoing commnitments. This improvement in the real rate of return that
will be achieved by the board undoubtedly reflects the investment performance of the board
and the positive outlook for the future. I am pleased that that is the case.

As the member for Applecross said, I have no doubt that some people building major
properties in the central business district in Perth would love to hear the Superannuation
Board say, "Let's bring a halt to the Central Park development" because that opens a window
of opportuniry for those major developers. He should remember the days when major
buildings were being put up in St George's Terrace and people said that there would be too
much office space and that we would pay a high price for that. However, a good quality
building in the central business district of Perth has proved to be a reasonable investment.

The board has already recognised the heavy weighting that had to be addressed in relation to
the properties in its portfolio. What also needs recognising is that the assets allocation
section forms only part of the guidelines that are set down in relation to the investments of
the board. It establishes the parameters which are needed by the board to go about its
investment task.

In regard to the asset allocation, the investment mix was established to allow for the present
nature of the board's portfolio, taking into account that a large part of the board's portfolio is
in central business district properties. The strategy adopted by the board is to aim for a lower
property share so that by 1993 that part of the portfolio relating to these sorts of property
investments will fall to 30 per cent.

Mr Lewis: Still too much.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Applecross may say it is too much but he fails to take into
account, as the Leader of the Opposition failed to take into account when he compared it
with the Armstrong Jones figures, the fact that the Superannuation Board is investing for the
very long term. It has to make certain that the return on its investment is a minimum of two
per cent in real terms. It is now seeking - it will achieve this by 1993 - to drop the property
share of its portfolio from the current level to about 30 per cent.

Mr Trenorden: Thirty per cent is a disgrace.

Mr TAYLOR: It is not a disgrace. That interjection indicates a fundamental lack of
understanding of the nature of the investments and the operations of a Government
superannuation scheme. I refer the member for Avon to the operations of other Government
superannuation schemes throughout Australia and their investments in property. By 1993 we
will have made certain that the investment activities of this superannuation scheme are in
keeping with other superannuation funds throughot this nation.

Mr Lewis: Do you know what Mr Keating is saying about the property proportion -

Mr TAYLOR: I know what Mr Keatinig says about these issues. However, Mr Keating is
talking about private superannuation hinds. The member should refer to the Williamson
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report which is an appendix to the Auditor General's report and in which he notes the
differences between the private funds and Government superannuation funds. The member
fails to recognise those differences.

Mr Court interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Earlier today I asked for the cooperation of members in relation to
interjections. If members do not take any notice of my requests for cooperation, I will be
towced to apply the Standing Orders. That will mean I will not allow any interjections and
that will not be good for the debate. I again seek the cooperation of members.

Mr TAYLOR: I will have no trouble whatsoever talking over the top of the interjectors.

If the Opposition wants to live in the past, it can do so. It proves to the Government and to
the people outside this place who see the Leader of the Opposition on television and
elsewhere and shake their heads in amazement that the Opposition is locked into an
unbelievable time warp. There is a lack of enthusiasm on the Opposition back benches for
their leadens' tactics on these sorts of issues. Why is there a lack of enthusiasm? Those
backbenchers know that the Opposition's policies do not hit home. They know also that the
Opposition has no policies. They know that the Opposition is living in the past and not
addressing the issues of today. I have told the board of the superannuation fund to get on
with the job of running the fund. That, under the leadership of Peter Williamson and Peter
Farrell, is exactly what it is doing. One has only to look at the investment guidelines, the
decisions that have been made in relation to the investments and the way the fund is
addressing some of the short falls admitted to here tonight to know that the superannuation
fund has taken a dramatic turn for the better. That has happened because we are determined
to ensure that that will be the case. It will be the case because the right people are there to
ensure that the investment guidelines are adhered to. We could have sat on our hands, as the
Opposition has sat on its hands in years gone by, only to find that by the year 2000, or
thereabouts, this State is sinking under the weight of a pension scheme which has drowned it
ina sea of red ink.

Mr Court: By when?

Mr TAYLOR: By the year 2000.
Mr Court: Your figures say the exact opposite!

Mr TAYLOR: That will not be the case because as a result of the decision taken by this
Government the lump sum superannuation scheme will be a success. It will also provide the
opportnity to join the fund for those people who previously were not eligible to do so. The
decision to provide a three per cent superannuation benefit will allow those people to be part
of what should be a good future for them in superannuation investment in this State.

The Leader of the Opposition suggested that the fund is at risk. lHe said also that the return
to Government is at isk. I did not know that the superannuation fund made a return to
Government.

Mr Macinon: I did not say that. I said the return to the fuind.

Mr TAYLOR: The Leader of the Opposition said the return to the Government. I wrote it
down as a matter of interest because I knew it was wrong. He said also that the shareholders
in the fund should be concerned. They have no need to be concerned because that fund is in
good hands and is operating efficiently and effectively.

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [8.21 pm): I was interested to hear the comments. made tonight
by the Minister for Finance and Economic Development because he made a few admissions
which he will regret for the remainder of his political career. He admitted that the
Goverrnent is still directing the Goverrnent Employees Superannuation Board.

Some of the comments made by the Minister about the new pension scheme, as compared
with the old scheme, are true. It is true that the alterations which have been made to the new
superannuation scheme will dramatically decrease the Liability of the State, but what has that
to do with the Government Employees Superannuation Board? The two issues are poles
apart. The Minister did not mention that when the Government introduced legislation to
establish the new pension scheme, it messed it up from start to finish. The Government
disenfranchised a large percentage of public servants from the receipt of superannuation
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benefits. Many public servants will now lose thousands of dollars worth of benefits because
of the changes which were made to the Commonwealth Act. The Governmnent put into its
scheme unrealistic provisions in respect of people who wished to transfer from one scheme
to the other. We told the Govertnent at the time that the provisions were unrealistic. That
has cost the State millions of dollars. So even though dhe introduction of the new scheme has
reduced the State's liabilities, the GESB has increased the State's liabilities because it has
not performed.

It is absolute rubbish for the Minister to say we are talking about yesterday. The problems of
the GESB are not to do with yesterday but with the future. The chooks have not yet come
home to roost. The situation is not like that of the State Government Insurance Conmnission,
where the chooks came home to roost last night, and if tonight's story on the ABC is correct,
the SGIC has lost $155 million.

The Minister referred to the positive steps which he has taken. IHe referred also to the
"Investment Guidelines Approved by the Treasurer" in Appendix A of the Auditor General's
annual report, which was tabled yesterday. They provide that the maximum investment in
property is to be 75 per cent, and the minimum zero per cent. The maximum investment in
Australian equities is to be 50) per cent, and the minimum zero per cent. The Minister said
that the investment guidelines are a wonderful thing, but it is unbelievable that the board is
allowed to have 75 per cent of its investments in property.

Mr Macinnon. And that is today!

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes. The Minister said he will reduce this to 30 per cent during the next
five years. He said the Government is not directing the Superannuation Board, but there is
no way that a person like Peter Williamson would have anything to do with that. The only
reason he will have anything to do with it is that he has to because the board is locked into it
and there is no way out-

Mr Court: I wish the Minister for Finance and Economic Development could have heard
what you said because you are spot on.
Mr TRENORDEN: It is unbelievable that he has made the statements that he has. I agree
with the Minister for Finance and Economic Development, and others, that Peter Williamson
is an extremely competent person, and we are very lucky to have hint in that position, but
that does not change the fact that he has been dealt a very bad hand and hec will have to live
with that hand. How will the Government get out of these property deals? I do not want to
repeat the figures which have already been mentioned, but we must remember that the report
of the Auditor General is in respect of the financial year which finished nearly a year ago.
The next report of the Auditor General will be interesting reading because the problems are
not of the past but of the future. The Auditor General and Mr Williamson said that it is total
rubbish to say that one can have a single exposure to property of more than five per cent.
The Minister said that other insurance companies do that, but I challenge him to name one
which has that level of exposure. It is totally misleading for the Minister to say that other
funds have similar investment exposures.

Mr Williamson stated that a third of the GESB 's total investment is in risky property
development. The Minister said that he is talking rubbish. How is one to comprehend that?
Mr Williamson said also that the GESB had effectively achieved a two per cent return on the
property portfolio. However, the board has not been able to achieve that return over the last
two years. Mr Williamson has compiled a percentage ranking of the performance of the
GESB compared with that of other superannuation funds. In 1985, its ranking was 96 out of
[00; in 1986, 98 out of 100;, in 1987, 93 out of 100; in 1988, 16 out of 100; and in 1989, 84
out of 100. It is a load of rubbish to say that the fund is performing well. He also compared
the GESB's performance with that of other comparable Government funds; those of the
Commonwealth Government, and the New South Wales, Victorian, and South Australian
State Government schemes. The Minister said the dead opposite in his speech, so either he,
the Auditor General, Mr Williamson or I am misleading the Parliament. I suggest it is the
Minister who is wrong, and when his speech is analysed by those people who are in a
position to know we will see that it is the Minister who is wrong.

The Government has unreal expectations of the State Superannuation Board. On page 3 of
the report Mr Williamson includes some figures which compare the GESS 's investment
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performance with other funds. The weighted return of the Superannuation Board is 12.8
per cent and that figure does not include inflation. In comparison, the return from the
Commonwealth fund is 18.16 per cent - almost six per cent higher. The return from the
AMP Society - the worst of the three funds referred to by Williamson - is six per cent higher.
The performance of BTA is 10 per cent higher. However, I am not saying that the
Government Employees Superannuation Board aught to be performing at the same level as
these people; anyone with any knowledge of the industry knows that one does not invest in
companies whose performance is at the top of the scale. These companies usually slide
down the scale a little later on. The important point for a superannuation investor is the ratio
between risk and performance. People seeking good superannuation investments look at
companies performing at a level between 10 and 15 on a scale of 100. Year in and year out
these companies show a consistent performance. Insurance investment is all about risk.
The Minister for Finance and Economic Development described the current GESB portfolio
as a wonderful portfolio made up under the guidelines of the previous Treasurer and he
endorsed it a few minutes ago. However, it has been ridiculed by Mr Williamnson and the
Auditor General and described as totally outlandish. It is totally outlandish to have a
property exposure of more than 10I per cent. It is stated that it is extraordinary to have an
exposure of more than five per cent in commercial fields and the Minister is talking about
reducing this risk to 30 per cent. That is unbelievable. The Minister has made that claim
because the GESB put all its eggs in one basket and it cannot change that situation. As the
member for Cortesloe said, it does not matter how many times members of the Opposition
are denigrated. I talked about the State Government Insurance Commrission in this place last
year and had buckets tipped on me, but my comments proved to be 100 per cent correct.
This debate will continue in the future.
As usual, the Ministers sitting opposite are ripping buckets on members of the Opposition
parties, accusing them of having their heads in the sand and talking about yesterday. We are
not talking about yesterday, we are talking about tomorrow. When a superannuation fund is
performing at a level between six and 10 per cent behind other funds over an average of five
years, what percentage must those properties return in the future to he of some benefit to the
State on a weighted balance? The returns would need to be several hundred per cent. This
simply will not happen. The return on fuinds invested in property should not be zero, as Mr
Williamson correctly pointed out. A superannuation fund with returns of zero, two per cent
or minus one per cent for a number of years which then achieves a profit of, say, 50 per cent,
cannot regard that as a good performance because, as the Minister said, superannuation is not
a short-term investment, the returns are achieved after a number of years. If, over 20 years a
company has four, five or six non-performing years with a couple of negative returns, the
ultimate return cannot be of any consequence to the State.

Mr Nicholls interjected.

Mr TRENORDEN: The truth is that the GESB was directed. No matter how well Mr
Williamson wants the GESB to perform, it is a very bad parcel of eggs and he has said so.
The same article in the Sunday Times of 15 April states -

. .. prudence determined that development property be only a small proportion of
total investment, but this was not the case with the GESB.

It continues -

Public servants' superannuation is Government guaranteed and therefore any shortfall
in pensions paid to public servants is made up by the Government.

That is the issue this debate is all about. As sure as the sun will come up tomorrow, cheques
will need to be written to cover the liabilities of the GESB. To say that the GESB does not
have to perform above a level of two per cent to meet the obligations of that portion of the
fund is correct. However, that is not the whole point of a superannuation fund. The Auditor
General and Mr Williamson pointed out that other States are receiving a reasonable returni in
an effort to reduce the liabilities of the States. The Superannuation Board has not been
giving a return above that two per cent and that will increase the liability of the State. I refer
to the Minister's earlier comment that the new superannuation scheme will reduce the
liability of the State, but the other factor in that spectrum is that the board is not achieving a
satisfactory investment performance. The report of Mercer Campbell Cook and Knight Pty
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Ltd highlights a great deal of interesting information. It would be good reading for any
members who are interested.

Mr Nicholls interjected.

Mr TRENORDEN: I know the Minister is not listening, because he has been caught out. On
page 6 of Mr Williamson's report it states -

The development portfolio consists of only two properties...

If that applied to any other superannuation board in Australia it would be considered a
disgrace. The Minister for Finance and Economic Development said that is wonderful. In
this report the Western Australian GESB is compared with every other State in Australia. It
continues -

.. with the largest - Central Park - comprising $138 million, or 50% of the total
property portfolio.

The report mentions a development property, not an investment property. The difference
between those must be understood. An investment property will return about nine per cent
interest and about seven per cent capital gain. Those are the sorts of returns insurance
companies look for. The return from development properties is entirely from capital gains
and no return is achieved from the rental area. This report states that at a time when all other
fund managers are reducing their exposure in property, the WA GESB is investing in
property. One must ask why.

Mr Kierath: Because they are incompetent.

Mr TRENORDEN: It is not because the GESB is incompetent but because it was directed.
The board is now caught with these properties. The Minister is saying that the board will
reduce its exposure to 30 per cent in five years. He knows it will not get out of these
properties in five years, and he is saying that we can look forward to substantial losses. The
Minister has been told that by his departmental officers, but he is not prepared to confirm
that because if he did he would be in severe trouble politically. Two by-elections will be
held soon and there is the thr-eat of Supply being blocked; the inister knows he must do a
snow job and he has tried to do precisely that tonight. I hope members of the Press Gallery
have taken very detailed notes of the statements made by the Minister tonight - those
statements will come home to roost because he is misleading the House. That will be
proved. To back up the comments I have made I refer to page 7 of the report which states
that -

Most of the commercial managers are reducing their property exposure, although it
does appear that other government funds are still proceeding with large development
projects.

At what percentages are they investing? At the beginning of the report it states that other
funds do not have exposures in excess of five and 10 per cent. We are talking of exposures
of more than 50 per cent in only two funds, which is incredible. That point must be
remembered; it is not as though the risk is spread across several sites and several activities
and has a chance of com-ing out a winner. It has just two sites and one of those has never
seen the light of day commuercially. The report of the Auditor General states that both had to
be written down in last year's annual report. What will happen next year?

Mr Lewis: There is no holding cost.

Mr TRiENORDEN: No. Has it paid its rates to the Perth City Council yet? We do not seem
to get to the bottom of a large number of questions. This Government has shown tonight that
it has no interest in revealing to us what has been going on.

In that report Mr Williamson talks about how other superannuation funds clearly define their
investment performances in certain areas. Our Superannuation Board does not; it mixes up
the figures so that they are almost impossible to understand. Why does it do that? It is too
embarrassed to tell us what is actually happening. It is absolutely unbelievable when
someone like Mr Williamson tells us that the board's investment return on property is nil.
An Opposition member: Axe you saying the board cannot afford to tell the truth?

Mr TRIENORDEN: It is too embarrassed to tell the truth. Other superannuation bodies
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identify their investment areas and the returns on those investment areas in their annual
reports. This Minister is telling us that everything in the garden is rosy. I hope that one of
the commitments he will make will result in our finding out next year precisely how the
Superannuation Board has performed in each category.
This debate has shown a large degree of incompetence on the Minister's part; a typical
display of canrying on of past activities, of snow jobs, of red herrings, and of not being
prepared to expose the truth. The truth is that the Superannuation Board is in serious trouble.
The truth is that the Auditor General painted out last year that of all the problems of WA Inc
the Superannuation Board has the worst. I look forward with a great deal of interest to
seeing next year's Auditor General's report.
MR SHAVE (Melville) (8.42 pm]: I am pleased to have the opportunity to speak on the
subject of the Superannuation Board and some of its investments. Before I get on to the
specific investments of the Superannuation Board, I want to go back some five or six months
to when the member for Avon told this House that the Superannuation Board and the
investments it made had put the whole of the State Superannuation Board at risk, and he was
ridiculed. He was ridiculed by Mr Dowding and Mr Parker. He was ridiculed by the whiz
kids. They knew everything. They could talk at 100 miles an hour. They all went to
university, they had degrees, and they knew everything about business.

Mr Pearce: They did not spend their lives in pubs.

Mr SHAVE: I did not go to university. I admire them for obtaining university degrees, but I
feel sorry for the people of Western Australia because they were saddled with these people.

The Premier, Dr Lawrence, has a habit of failing to meet her responsibilities. In an interview
on "The 7.30 Report" one night she was asked, "Dr Lawrence, what do you think about all
these losses? Do you feel that you are responsible?" She replied, "No, it has nothing to do
with me. Why should I be responsible?"

The Auditor General says this about Dr Lawrence's comments: Under the Westminster
system, no mailer who is responsible for making the decision which ultimately impacts on
the public purse, it is the Minister who is essentially accountable. In the private sector,
directors of a company have a fiduciary responsibility to shareholders. It is my view that the
public sector Ministers charged with the administration of a department or a statutory
authority have a similar responsibility to the tapayers. That extends to other Ministers of
this Government. Nothing has changed here.

The Deputy Premier talks about things changing. What has changed is the faces; nothing
else has changed. The Government is there; the money is still being lost. The Deputy
Premier is doing the same deals which Mr Parker did. I remember saying to Mr Parker last
year. "Why are you sitting here taking all the flak when the Premier is not here?" He said,
"Don't worry, the Premier is out at a function." I said, "T'here is a reason he is out at a
function; because you are going to take the flak." Because the Deputy Premier is sitting in a
safe seat, the Premier is leaving him to take the flak. It is nice to see the Minister here for a
change.

This Premier can pull the same stunt that Mr Dowding did with Mr Parker and try to lay the
blame on the Minister's doorstep. In the same way this Premier is trying to lay the blame on
the Deputy Premier's doorstep; but it winl not work because she is the top person and she
must answer for the losses which this State will Incur.

Let us get to what the Deputy Premier says. We will deal with the issues of today. Where
are the funds required to restore the stability of the State Government Insurance Office to
come from? Will they come out of the Premier's personal chequebook? I hardly think so.
Winl they come out of the $500 000 Mr Parker walked away with? I understood he stayed in
this place for an extra two weeks to get an extra $20 000 with the three per cent rise. I do not
know if that is correct; perhaps it was; perhaps it was not. He should have gone the day the
money was lost. Other Ministers sitting opposite should have gone the day the money was
lost. There is only one way this matter will be resolved, and that is by a Royal Commission.
Unless this Premier has the ability legally through the Governor to stop a Royal Commission
she has one of two choices. There will either be a Royal Commission or Supply will be
blocked, and she will have to go to the people.
The Deputy Premier talks about dealing with today. That is an interesting comment. I do
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not know the cost of the advertisement placed by Mr Michell in The West Australian of
28 April but I suppose it was between $6 000 and $8 000. It stated-

There are certain individuals and organisations who for political, commercial or
personal reasons seem detrmined to damage the commercial reputation of 5010.

How can we damage it? It is zero now. The commercial reputation of the 5010 is at zero.
The unfortunate thing is that this Premier and her Deputy, because they lack any business
expertise at all, are causing this State and its taxpayers irreparable damage. Listen to this for
a comment -

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I was out of the House for about half an hour, which is a little different from
the member who has been out of the House for half the session. The amendment moved by
the Leader of the Opposition refers to the performance of the Government Employees
Superannuation Board; it does not actually refer to the organisation to which the member is
referring. I understand it is your practice, Mr Speaker, to allow a wide ranging debate, but it
seems that the member might be in another State.

The SPEAKER: It is very fair to draw the member's attention to the amendment we should
be debating and, as he has had some six minutes to skirt around it, he may feel it is about
time he camne directly to the issue.

Debate Resumed

Mr SHAVE: It is really quite irrelevant whether the moneys were lost in one area or another.
The point is that this Governiment is incompetent. One can pick whatever card one lies
from a pack, but one will always lose because the Government loses money on everything it
becomes involved in; it is an expert at losing money. That is why in most areas
Governments try to stay out of business, but the geniuses on the other side of the House have
a habit of getting into business. However, let us return to the issue of the Superannuation
Board.

Mr Pearce: Hear, hear!

Mr SHAVE: The Minister for stamps can listen to this comment.

The SPEAKER: Order! That is the third time at least that I have heard that comment and for
the second time I ask that it not be used. I will not tolerate personal reflections like that on
people in this House during this session, from either side. Members might as well get it
straight right now. If it continues I will take serious action against whoever decides to flout
that rule. I do not want to hear it again.

Mr SHAVE: Let us look at the Superannuation Board and the deals on the hotel sales,
because I know a little about that, despite not having had the privilege of a university
education as did the Minister. An article in the Daily News of 12 April states in part -

The buyers paid only a deposit of $1.3 million on settlement and the balance does not
have to be paid until 1994 under an agreement entered into by the board.

Later the article states -

Mr Smith said the agreements were given to Western Resorts "free of charge".

Why? No-one has told me yet why Western Resorts was given this deal free of charge. One
does not get anything for nothing in this world. One either pays for something or receives
something, or a consideration is given or taken. The same newspaper article states -

Mr Smith's report revealed that the board had agreed to charge Quality Pacific only
six per cent interest on the outstanding sale balance for the first 18 months and seven
per cent thereafter.

What a wonderful investment that is! While people cannot afford to pay for their cars or
their homes and are paying interest rates of 22 or 24 per cent, and Government charges, and
putting money into the Government coffers, the Government is giving multimillion dollar
loans to Perth's business entrepreneurs at six and seven per cent.

The member for Avon canvassed the fact that it was a very good deal for those people
involved with the Superannuation Board - the privileged few who had the right contacts.
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What he did not say and what I want to know is, if Quality Pacific or one of these companies
ran these hotels for three years and did not make any improvements to them or maintain
diem, reneged on the contract, and the hotels were disposed of at a loss - they have been sold
at half price already by virtue of the fact that the interest rate is so low the person is getting
the capital asset for a minimal amount - what would happen? The whole deal is because the
Government knows it paid too much for the product and so, to justify its accounting and its
books, it has said, "The sale price is $23 million. That is more or less in line with what we
paid for it."; so in the books of account it looks as though the Government has not lost any
money on the deal.

Part 11 of the report of the Auditor General states on page 20 -

For the year ended June 30, 1989 the Government Employees Superannuation Board
reported an overall return on it's investment portfolio of 5 per cent, with a real rate of
return of minus 2.6 per cent (the rate after allowance for inflation), compared to a real
rate of return of 1 per cent in the previous year.

Who is the Deputy Premier kidding? We are talking about today and about Governiment
finances that are lost, and the Premier and other people acknowledge that Governiment
finances have been lost. Some people in my electorate cannot get medical pills from the
local hospital for heart ailments because they have been put on rations. The candidate for
Fremantle has a sick mother who receives 40 or 50 medical pills a week. Her daughter-in-
law went to the hospital recently and was told she was on rations of 15 pills a week from now
on. Is that not great, while Perth's millionaires walk around this town with all the money?
We have not heard where the money is; all we have heard is that it has been lost. The people
on this side of the House want to know where it has gone. We want to know if it has been
misappropriated legally or illegally, and if illegally, who is responsible? I would have
thought we would not have to ask this Premier for a Royal Commission. This is the Premier
who will tell everyone what is happening in Western Australia, but she is too frightened to
have a Royal Commission. She will not touch a Royal Commission because she knows there
is a very strong possibility that some of her cobbers will be charged as a result of what has
happened to the finances of the State. The longer it goes on the worse it will get for the
Premier, and out on the street in the working areas it is getting tougher and tougher for the
Labor Party. In my electorate in the Labor areas the only thing they talk about to me now is
that the money has gone and the Government has squandered it. It is not the people in the
affluent areas calling for a Royal Commission or wanting to know where the money has
gone, it is the working class people - the people members opposite are supposed to represent.
Members opposite talk about the wonderful job this Premier did at the last election to lift
Labor's vote, but if we go through the figures we see that the Labor Party received its lowest
primary vote in the history of this State at that election.

If the Premier thinks she is cruising and everything is going well in her area, she should get
out on the street because it is not going very well for many people. At the last Federal
election, in the seat of Fremantle in my ballot boxes, which the former Minister lost - the
Minister they said would not lose - we put up a 22 year old candidate who finished with
7 500 votes against 7 000 for Mr Dawkins on the first vote, and that is indicative of how
these people are going. They are on the nose. Dr John Troy, who is the New Labour
Movement candidate in Fremantle, is embarrassed to even think about being associated with
the Labor Party. He says to people, "They tell me a vote for Troy is a vote for Labor, and a
vote for Labor is a vote for Parker." Mr Speaker, at the next by-election they will leave this
lot in droves.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [8.57 pm]: This debate tonight
on the Superannuation Board's operations has been most enlightening for members on this
side of the House.

Dr Lawrence interjected.

Mr& COURT: It is interesting that the Premier comments, because I would have thought that
when the Auditor General came out with the report that he did, and the quite damning
condemnation of what has happened in the Superannuation Board, the least we could expect
was that the Prem-ier of this State would give us an explanation as to how she intended her
Governiment to get the Superannuation Board out of the problems it has. Yet what did we
hear tonight? Not a word out of the Premier - instead, the Deputy Premier spoke.
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Interestingly the Deputy Premier has been made responsible for all these financial problems,
even though the Premier is also the Treasurer. As Treasurer of the State the least she can do
is tell us how the taxpayers will be taken out of this situation. Does the Premier know what
her Deputy Premier said tonight in this debate? He said that the investment policies that
have been established by the Superannuation Board are acceptable. As the member for Avon
quite clearly spelt out, the Auditor General's report stated, when commenting on those
investment guidelines praised by the Deputy Premier tonight -

From July 1989, the GESB has adopted a new set of investment guidelines which
have been approved by the Treasurer. However, these guidelines are very broad and
do not address the questions of risk and return. For example, the upper limit on
property (75%) is above the current exposure, although there is a stated intention to
reduce the allocation to property. By comparison to the descriptions of allowable
investments in shares and fixed interest, there is virtually no restriction on property
investments.

The report expresses concern about those investment guidelines. Now we are told that the
current investments in property are acceptable to the Deputy Premier. The report also states -

A holding of one investment comprising 30% of total fund is very rare. There is no
acceptable limit, although a limit of 10% has been mooted by the Federal Treasurer.
Amongst the commercial managers, a single exposure of more than 5% would attract
comment; and even among government funds, there does not appear to be any such
emphasis.

Except here in Western Australia! When we were hoping that someone would give an
honest explanation of how the Government would get out of the mess. Let us talk about
another tactic the Deputy Premier has used. He has accused the Opposition of always talking
about the past. He has also stated that all the Opposition is concerned about is emphasis on
the past. He makes that up. Why must the Deputy Premier become part of the gutter tactics
which were typical of the former Premier and the former Deputy Premier? He must have
made it up because what he says is totally untrue. On this side of the House, members are
extremely concerned about what has taken place in the past because those events are
affecting our future. The Government says that we will get a future we can believe in.
Unfortunately, we have a past which we cannot forget! It is a past, unfortunately, which is
guiding the future of organisations such as the Superannuation Board.
Mr Pearce: That makes the point. Not only cannot the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
forget the past, be cannot get off it, and that was the point the Deputy Premier was making.
Mr COURT: I refer the Leader of the House to the Central Park deal which goes back a long
time. The groundwork on that project goes back to the deals done when the Government
came to power in 1983. Len Brush was appointed as an adviser to the Premier and was put
in charge of the Superannuation Board. Mr Brush immediately started doing deals. In 1987
an article in The Australian commented on our entrepreneurial Government. The West was
going to get a dose of entrepreneurial Government - and we got it! I will read the article -

In the spirit of new interventionism, one monied gentleman, -

That is Mr Connell -

who is said to advise the State's Superannuation Board, has, according to one Liberal
MIP, recently been heard saying: "The Super board is on a fast learning curve and I've
been its teacher."

Members may laugh, but the serious decisions made at that time were these property
decisions, these very complex deals relating to the David Jones site and the Perth Technical
College site years ago - and we will pay the price in years to come.
Mr Pearce: Who says that? Where is your evidence?

Mlr Hassell: Has the Leader of the House read the Auditor General's report?

Mrt Pearce: The member is saying absolutely that we will pay for those deals.
Mr COURT: Why should I waste time handling inteijections from the Leader of the House
when he admits that he has not read the Auditor General's report?
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Mr Pearce: I have not admitted that.

Mr COURT: Has he read it?

Mr Pearce: No.

Mr Macinnon: No wonder the Government would not debate it today. I will bet that the
Premier has not read the report.

Mr COURT: On a serious note, [ will bet that hardly anyone on the Government's side of
the House has read the Auditor General's report and hardly anyone understands what has
taken place.

Mr Pearce: It does not say what the member says it says because the member is saying that
the Auditor General says we are on a path to disaster.
Mr COURT: One section in the Auditor General's report spells out in considerable detail the
dealings in relation to the Central Park site and the Westralia Square site which are extremely
complicated. The pantics have been running around in circles so much that they have
become giddy. Each time a property is revalued, who is the sucker at the end of the cycle?
In the case of the David Jones site, the sucker is the Superannuation Board.

Mr Pearce: What has been the loss as a result of that?

Mr COURT: It is spelt out clearly in the report that the Superannuation Board is left with a
huge lopsided investment.

Mr Pearce: But no loss.

Mr COURT: And no income.

MrPearce: That is exactly the point!I make - you may have read the report but you do not
unesadit.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: If the Leader of the House will listen, I will spell out the problem which has
occurred by putting all the eggs in the one basket. To complete the story, a building which is
twice the size of the R & I Bank Tower, with twice the space, has to be funded by the
Superannuation Board; it has to pay all the costs, and the board has entered a market where it
cannot find tenants.

Mr Pearce: Who says?

Mr COURT: It is in the paper.

Mr Pearce: It is in the paper now.

Mr COURT: Every day reports appear and it is spelt out in the Auditor General's report.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The same conditions apply in respect of interjections during this
section of debate. We are now hearing the other style of interjection, the one that occurs
across the Chamber between people who are not involved. The role of members in this place
is to sit and listen to debate, determine a point of view, and either contribute or at least vote
on a matter. That role is not to shout across the Chamber and preclude me from hearing the
person on his feet, or indeed preclude all members in this place who wish to listen. Quite
apart from being contrary to Standing Orders, it appears to me to be very rude.
Mr COURT: The former Premier and former Deputy Premier have been overseas trying to
sell this development. They have been unable to sell it because the market is not able to put
a price on it which would suck in people to buy it. So the commitment has been made to go
ahead and complete the project, and because of the lopsided nature of the portfolio the
Superannuation Board finds itself in this position.

Mr Pearce: The member has no confidence in the future of this State, we have!

Mr COURT: Through the Westralia Square development the Government has established a
false market in real estate in the central business district.

Mr Pearce: The member's father would have had more vision.

The SPEAKER: Order! This debate has nothing to do with the member's father.
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Mr COURT: The Government got rid of Mr Brush and replaced him with Tony Lloyd. We
all know the history of that tangled web of dealings in which the Superannuation Board
became involved with Rothwells. I ask the Leader of the House - as the Premier is not
present - whether he believes it is proper that the taxpayers of this State are forking out all
this money to bail out Rothwells and the like, and after we were given a commitment that Mr
Connell and his wife had backed all their assets into the rescue, we see a picture on the front
page of the Sunday Times of Mr Connell at the races having a wonderful time.

Mr Pearce: I thought it was poor taste on Mlr Connell's part, but fuirther in the paper it stated
that his Bedfordale property was for sale.

Mr COURT: It stated that on 2 May the Bedfordale property was to be sold. However, that
is three years after the Government said it would happen! The paper does not say~ whether
the money will be contributed to the liquidation in the same way as are taxpayers' funds.
The property sale has nothing to do with the taxpayer because the Government has not
received a commitment or a guarantee from Mvr Connell.

Mir Pearce: Mr Connell will end up with nothing; he had to give a guarantee on a whole
range of things. That is the absolute truth.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COURT: We have heard that story before and the Leader of the House knows that it is
absolute nonsense that Mr Connell will end up with nothing. We are examining these
dealings because what has taken place in the past will certainly have a great influence on
what happens in the future.

In conclusion, when the Government first came into office it asked Price Waterhouse to
examine the State Superannuation Board. Its report said "the Superannuation Board lacks
commercialism in its attitude and management of the funds'. I would have thought that after
six years something would have been done to make sure that the Superannuation Board was
running effectively; however, it was allowed to be dragged into all the WA Inc dealings. We
have reached the situation in which the Auditor General issues a report critical of the board.
As the member for Avon rightly says, the report refers to the situation a year ago. What has
happened since could make the situation considerably worse. That is why it would be a good
idea for the Auditor General to come to the House on a monthly basis to inform members
and to tr to sort out the many problems listed in his report.

All the issues have been well canvassed in the Superannuation Board debate, and it is
absolutely disgraceful that the Premier of the State has decided not to speak to try to restore
some confidence, not only in the Superannuation Board, but also in the State's other major
Governmnent financial institutions. Historically the State Government Insurance
Commission, the State Superannuation Board and the R & I Hank have been this State's
premier financial institutions. I anm ashamed for this State to see the sort of scathing material
in the Auditor General's report regarding the Superannuation Board, the State Government
Insurance Comission and a number of other Government operations. I urge the House to
support this amendment.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [9.14 pm]: In the 19 years that I have been a member of this House
I have never known an occasion on which such an amendment has been moved to the
Address-in-Reply. This amendment is of major consequence to the people of Western
Australia in that it involves the effects of the lack of performance by the Government
Employees Superannuation Board which has already been documented in the Auditor
General's report. The Premier, who is also the Treasurer, has refused to give an explanation
to the House regarding the stewardship of the Government in this matter. The Deputy
Premier - the number one apprentice in rank - has spoken, but we have not heard from the
Premier. If ever there were an opportunity for the Premier - and certainly a new one - to
stamp her mark as to the direction in which she will take the State, this was the opportunity.
However, in my 19 years as a member of this House I have never known an occasion on
which a Premier has run for cover as this Premier has on this occasion.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition indicated that the Government has said many times
that it has provided for a future the public can believe in, yet, and I repeat his words, "the
people of Western Australia have a past which they cannot forget". As the Premier has not
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been prepared to participate in this debate to answer questions, she must believe that she does
rnot have any due responsibility and is justified in trying to cover up the shame of this
Government. The motion certainly needs the support of all members of this House. The
Premier deserves great condemnation for her refusal to take pant in this debate.

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)
MrAinsworth Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw Mr House Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Clajico Mr Kiernth Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mi Court Mr Lewis Mr Omodel M~r Watt
Mr Cowan Mr Macinnon Mr Shave Mr Wiese
My Grayden Mr McNee Mir Thompson Mr Blaikie (Teller)

Noes (26)
Dr Alexander Dr Gallop M~r Leahy Mr Taylor
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mirs Buchanan Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mr Wilson
Mi Catania Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr P.1. Smith

Pairs
Mr Troy Mrs Edwaides
Mrt Cart Mr Strickland

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR KOBEL KE (Nollamara) [9.20 pm]: The matter about whtich [ will now speak may be
somewhat more mundane than that debated in the amendment but is of considerable
importance to the people I represent in the electorate of Nollarara; that is, the problem of
infill sewerage throughout the older suburbs. A week does not go by without a constituent
approaching me with a problem arising from the failure of the septic system servicing many
of the houses in the area. People want to know whether they will be able to use the
reticulated sewerage scheme in the area or whether they should go to considerable expense to
repair or replace their existing septic system. The 1988 Legislative Assembly report of the
Select Committee inquiring into effluent disposal dealt very well with a number of aspects
relating to septic systems in Perth and the need for sewerage. It states -

By 1914 approximately 20 per cent of the city was sewered. This rose to 50 per cent
when the Subiaco Treatment Plant was commissioned. By the end of World War 11
the figure had risen to 80 per cent which is a level chat has not been reached since.

Following the War expenditure on sewerage dropped from an all time high of
approximately $120 per head in 1936 to around $10 to $20 per head. The post war
period also saw a major housing expansion which coincided with a limited budget for
public works. This resulted in a number of suburbs such as Doubleview, Nollamnara,
Tuart Hill, Maylands, Morley, Redcliffe, Rivervale and Melville being developed
using septic tanks. By the mid 1960's the percentage of Perth that was sewered had
fallen to approximately 46 per cent.

The electorate of Nollamara has a mix of newer suburbs in parts of Balga, Mirrabooka,
Dianella and Noranda. Due to changes put in place in 1976, development conditions
required the sewering of new land subdivisions. The areas such as Nollamara and a portion
of Dianella which were built under the old scheme used septic tanks. These areas are now
aging and have a population which is moving into retirement and which is less able to cope
with the financial requirements of the major work required to replace a septic tank.
Therefore, a disparity exists between the various areas regarding the problems chat arise
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relating to methods of sewerage disposal. I will put this in the context of the whole
metropolitan area by again quoting from page 46 of the Select Committee report, which
states -

The present situation in the Perth Metropolitan Area is that approximately 36 per cent
of the city remains uinsewered representing approximately 150 000 lots at an
estimated cost of $800 million to service them.

That 1988 report suggests that the cost now of infill sewerage in Perth will fall not far short
of $1 billion. Obviously that is a major financial undertaking for any Government and, as I
have briefly tried to indicate by relating its history, this is a problem which has arisen over
many years, and under several different Governments. It is a problem which cannot be
solved overnight and which will not go away. I compliment the present Minister for Water
Resources, Hon Ernie Bridge, for trying to find a way of tackling this problem which will in
the medium term overcome the need for infill sewerage and yet, given present financial
constraints, be a reasonable attack on that problem.
I will now draw to the attention of the House some matters that impinge on the residents of
the electorate of Nollamara and the problems they bring to my attention. I will divide these
into three main areas: Firstly, the immediate need of people who have to cope with the
situation when their septic tank no longer functions, secondly, concern for our environment,
something about which we in the political scene are very much aware - people are worried
about the impact of sewerage disposal and the various environmental problems which we
face - and thirdly, many residents are worried about how they will find the money to meet the
cost of solving this problem.
The suburb of Dianetla is a more recent development than Nollamara. The houses in
Dianella are, as a general nule, larger and on smaller lots. A problem arises for these people
when septic tanks fail to function because of insufficient room to install additional leach
drains or new septic systems on these smaller blocks. Therefore, residents not only have the
additional cost burden but also often face great physical difficulty in actually finding space
on their lot to install a new system or pant thereof. Of course, all people who run into this
problem have difficulties about which they perhaps do not like to speak, such as health
problems, inconvenience and the general smell which pervades the area when a septic tank
system breaks down. These inconveniences obviously impinge very much on people who
would prefer to have a sewerage system, which alleviates those problems.
In the suburb of Nollamara the problem is further complicated. Na~lamara is an ageing area
with a large retired population. It also has a large percentage of single people whose spouses
are deceased. People in this situation must carry the burden of the cost of any repair and
often have to call on neighbours or other people to assist them when a breakdown occurs in
their sewerage system. These problems are not easily solved. I am aware that a scheme is
available for elderly pensioners through which they can gain concessions or deferments of
council rates. A system is not available to assist people directly when problems are caused
by a breakdown in their sewerage system.
I turn now to the environmental concerns which are often expressed to me on the
introduction of sewerage or, alternatively, relating to the problems created by septic tanks.
Septic tanks within our sandy soils are generally an effective means of waste disposal and the
systems installed under the building guidelines and regulations in place work well on the
whole.
The problem of seepage of nutrients into ground water concerns many people. Page 33 of
the report states -

At present, nitrate concentrations in public water supply areas located outside the
urban area are well below potable limits.

I can say to those people who are concerned that the ground water, so important to Perth as a
source of our drinking water, may be polluted through enrichment by nitrates from septic
tanks, that it seems we do not have an immnediate problem. I quote from page 35, which
covers nitrates and phosphates -

It has been estimated that the current annual contribution of phosphorus from septic
tanks in the Perth region is approximately 560 to 700 tonnes per annum. The
estimates for nitrogen is considerably higher, in the vicinity of 2 880 to 3 600 tonnes
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per annum. On a household basis this equates to approximately 3.4 kg of phosphorus
and 18 kg of nitrogen per annum.

My judgment, from discussions with people dealing in this area and from my reading of what
is a very good report, is that we do not have an immediate problem with the quality of our
ground water from the seepage of nutrients from septic tanks. Given that a third of Perth is
reliant on septic systems and we rely heavily on ground water, a situation which we would
not wish to put to the test is continuing; that is, for the next 100 years a large percentage of
sewage effluent will be seeping into our ground water. Although we have breathing space
before the final result of sewage effluent seeps into our ground water it is something we have
to face up to. There is a problem of eutrofication in our rivers and lakes. The contribution of
nutrients to that problem arises from sources other than septic tanks. We should not overlook
the fact that septic systems are leaching into our waterways and are providing the nutrients
which are contributing to the problems of eutrofication.

Many people have told me that while the installation of sewerage reticulation may be of
assistance in controlling the leaching of nutrients into the ground water, it may create another
problem through the method of sewage disposal. People who present that point of view
would have watched the television news programs which showed the problems in Sydney
and they are not aware of the treatment process which takes place in sewage treatment plants
in Western Australia.

As a result of people approaching me about this problem I have spoken about it to officers
from the Water Authority and I have visited the Beenyup treatment plant which treats the
sewerage from the area I represent. I was impressed with the attitude taken by the officers of
the Water Authority and with the method of sewage treatment in Western Australia which, in
many areas, leads Australia. The Beenyup plant is close to commissioning a $ 10 million
digester which will mean that the waste, which previously had to be incinerated, can be
processed to the point where it can be used as a soil conditioner. It is a practical example of
the recycling of sewage waste. That plant is a leader and is one this State can be proud of.

People interested in conserving our environment in the northern suburbs have recently been
agitating against the building of another outfall at Ocean Reef. While I am sympathetic to
the problem it would create in the lovely area along the northern metropolitan coastal strip,
we must consider, in its total context, the way in which sewage waste will be treated.
Difficult professional decisions have to be made with the limited financial resources
available.

As I mentioned, a large commitment has been made to install a digester which would remove
the need for incineration and, therefore, pollution to the atmosphere, in return for gaining a
recyclable product. We must weigh up whether the money required for an alternative
solution to the secondary processed waste which goes into the ocean would be better spent
on some other aspect of the sewerage cycle. For example, the Subiaco and Beenyup plants
process sewage waste to a secondary stage which means the water discharged into the ocean
is a clear liquid. The Woodman Point sewage treatment plant processes sewage waste to a
primary stage which means brown sludge is discharged through the outfall on the western
side of Garden Island.

I put forward the proposition that additional money would be better spent on an infiIl
program rather than improving the disposal of the final stage of the sewage treatment into the
ocean.

The third point I raised was the cost to householders of connecting to the sewerage system or
meeting the cost of replacing septic systems which have failed. I know the Minister is very
keen to try to establish a scheme in which the additional rates in my area which would be in
the order of $300 per annum, or the cost of connecting to the sewerage outlet which would be
in the order of $1 000, could be funded by some means. For example, the cost incurred by
people could be borrowed on a term repayment or the charge could be held against the
property and when it is sold the cost of the work could be deducted from the sale price.
Many schemes could be looked at, but I am pleased the Minister is trying to develop a
scheme which would give support to pensioners when they are faced with the alternative of
connecting to a sewerage main or replacing their septic system.

Infill sewerage plays an important part in the planning of Perth suburbs and we are very
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much aware of the cost involved in providing the infrastructure for the increasing number of
suburbs. Many areas on the septic system are close to the city of Perth and they have the
necessary infrastructure such as schools, comnmunity facilities and roads. A sewerage system
would enable greater numbers of people to live in those suburbs.
On one side of my electorate, sewage drains into the Gwelup water mound and there is a
need to ensure the area is sewered. The area has been given priority status by the Water
Authority. Another reason it is a priority area is that it is on a major route into the city and it
is one of the older areas of metropolitan Perth which may soon be ready for redevelopment.
In that respect a sewerage system is very important in the total planning of our city.
I commend the Minister on the steps he has taken and look forward to assisting him to try to
find a solution which, in the short term, may be seen to be making small inroads into the
problem, and will set down an agenda in order that, by a certain date, it can be seen that we
have moved in a substantial way to overcome this problem.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ripper): The question is the Address-in-Reply be agreed to. I
give the call to the member for Perth.
DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [9.39 pm]: Mr Acting Speaker -

M~r Pearce: There should be a speaker from the other side first.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Perth has the call. When the Speaker
calls order it is appropriate for members to come to order.
Dr ALEXANDER: I have learnt to be a little faster on my feet than 1 used to be. When I
first came into this House I missed out on a couple of opportunities to speak.
Mr Pearce: You saved them from a massive embarrassment.
Dr ALEXANDER: If!I had known that, I would not have jumped to my feet.
The topic I want to address in this debate, if I can get a word in between the interjections, is
road traffic.
Mr Clarko: We will start to interject if that is the case.
Dr ALEXANDER: Give me a go. This will be a very interesting seat right opposite my
favourite member on the Liberal side. I am looking forward to it.
Mr Clarko: I am looking forward to it too.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I would really like to hear the beginning of the member
for Penth's speech.
Dr ALEXANDER: So would 1. The Queens Gardens issue will have to wait for another day
because today I want to speak about road traffic and public transport in Perth. I have
addressed some aspects of this topic previously, as have many other speakers in this
Chamber. It is apposite to take this debate a little further tonight because of the current visit
to Perth of a fellow from Brisbane who has great experience in an area known as traffic
calming.
Mr Clarko: I am not surprised that you support that. It would be right down your alley.
Dr ALEXANDER: I think traffic calming is also needed in Karrinyup. Traffic calming is a
concept which seeks to put the car into its rightful place instead of allowing it to literally
consume our cities. The idea is to restrain traffic as far as possible without eliminating it
altogether. Yesterday's The West Australian which reported the visit of David Engwicht
from Brisbane stated that we in Australia have at last adopted the concept that roads are not
solely for cars. In other words, this philosophy seeks to put cars behind people rather than
cars in front of people.
I want to address this topic in the light of recent Government initiatives in the public
transport area, as well as in the light of some current proposals for expanding Perth's road
and freeway system. One of the basic messages is that, while we are certainly on the right
track in developing the city's public transport problem, we still have a long way to go before
we stop the city centre from being literally choked to death and destroyed by cars. There are
several reasons why I think it is essential that we develop a stronger commitment to bringing
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traffic in the city centre under control and to boosting public transport even further.
Currently, the city, as anybody who drives in peak hour knows, is experiencing an increasing
traffic congestion problem. The queues in peak hour are getting longer. In comparison to
cities such as Sydney or Melbourne, Perth still has a relatively small traffic congestion
problem. However, there is no doubt that traffic congestion is becoming more costly for
commuters and for the community generally.

Air pollution is another problem. Perth has always prided itself on being free of air
pollution. However, cars are contributing to a small but growing air pollution problem in the
metropolitan area. Cars are responsible for up to 50 or 60 per cent of the emission of
harmful greenhouse gases into the atmosphere in the metropolitan area. It is time to adopt a
tougher approach to restraining the use of private cars and to encouraging more people to use
a developing public transport system.

Generally, people support moves of this sort now, whereas 10 or 20 years ago if someone
advocated a philosophy suggesting that the car should not have a licence to go anywhere at
any time we would simply have provided bigger and more roads on demand. Today, people
see things differently. All around the metropolitan area, and I am sure in all electorates,
groups are concerned about road proposals in or through their areas.

Mr Clarko: There is a huge number of people who really depend on cars in the Perth
metropolitan area.

Dr ALEXANDER: Absolutely. We built the city that way. I will get to that point soon. I
am not suggesting that we should suddenly stop using the car or stop building roads. I am
suggesting that we need to reorder our priorities.

Mr Clarko: A scheme has been introduced in Wembley which recommends that the speed
limit be restricted to 40 km/h. I am not particularly critical of the Government for not taking
action on that - a Liberal Government may not have done anything either. Would you
support the 40 km/h arrangement?

Dr ALEXANDER: Yes. I will come to that later and I will explain the reason. The concept
may not be getting unanimous support and that is one of the problems.

Mr Clarko: It is not getting Government decisions.

Dr ALEXANDER: There are signs that the Government will be legislating on this matter in
the future. I will support that move as the member has indicated he will support it. I am sure
that members on both sides will support such a move. Right across the metropolitan area,
community groups are questioning the need for continued and rapid expansion of roads at the
expense of the amenity in their areas and at the expense of public transport. In some
respects, people are showing that their thinking is ahead of those with the traditional
engineering philosophy which has for so long dominated the Main Roads Department. That
comment is not intended as a detraction from the job the Main Roads Department does. It is
simply an observation that it is locked into a philosophy that is becoming increasingly
outdated.

I will confine my remarks to the inner city which includes areas like Wembley to which the
member for Marmion referred because I know it best.

Mr Shave: And a very good member he is, too.

Dr ALEXANDER: I will leave that for the electors to judge.

I know the inner city area best and will confine my remarks to the electorate of Perth which I
represent. The need for traffic calming - putting the car in its place - is most apparent there.
My hypothesis is that if parking and road space continue to be expanded in the city centre at
the current rate it will be only a mailer of time before the destination will become totally
unattractive to all but those who work in the city centre. This is already happening. To visit
the city at night is not an elevating experience. The streets are dark and, apart from areas like
Northbridge, its life has gone. The residential population has moved out and despite efforts
to bring it back, very little has happened.

A big part of the reason for the decline in the attractiveness of the city centre is that parking
space and road space occupy an increasingly large proportion of the city centre. As the city
grows to the point where hundreds of thousands of people work in the city and the number of
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people relying on cars grows with it - over 50 per cent of people drive to the city, a minority
uses public transport and bikes while very few people walk as very few people live within
walking distance of the city - the city Centre will continue to lose its life. Until recently, road
planners were of the opinion, almost universally, that the way to solve this problem of traffic
congestion and the city losing its life was to expand the parking areas so that people could
park more easily and expand the roads serving the city by widening or building new traffic
routes into it. Past plans, such as the 1963 metropolitan region scheme, are perfect examples
of that sort of philosophy. When one looks at a map of the metropolitan region the most
dominant feature of that map is the road reserves. Over the years the Main Roads
Department and the former Metropolitan Region Planning Authority, which some people
mistook for the metropolitan road planning authority because that seemed to be its major
focus, spent millions of dollars acquiring reserves on which roads have been constructed.
While many of those road reserves serve a useful purpose, others have been shown to be
unnecessary, even when the conventional traffic models are run. Since the Government took
office, some reserves have been deleted. The current Minister for the Environment took the
initiative in leading the way for the deletion of Swan River Drive from the metropolitan
region scheme, a move which up to that time would have been regarded as heresy. Since
then a group known as the road reserves review has been studying the other reserves in the
metropolitan region. I understand that that group is about to bring down its report, which
may include recommendations for the release of further reserves. I am not aware of the
details but I understand that is a strong possibility. I hope that will be the case because in
certain instances the retention of those moad reserves is no longer justified.

We need to look at revised traffic volume figures and, more importantly, at a different
philosophy for managing our traffic, so that instead of simply saying, "There 'is a traffic
problem here, let us widen the road or build a new one", we look at ways of managing and
restraining that traffic flow. It has been demonstrated in other cities around the world that
this philosophy can be applied very practically and economically, and the resources which
are saved in new road construction can be diverted to the provision of public transport so that
everybody will benefit.
People's mobility and access to facilities in the city is seriously restricted if they do not have
use of a car. Many young, old and handicapped people fall into that category, as do those
who do not or cannot drive. The only way to overcome that situation, apart from
restructuring the whole metropolitan area, which is an impossibility, is to improve public
transport so that people have access to the facilities they need. The city Centre is the only
location where an improvement to public transport is viable on a large scale basis. One
hundred thousand people regularly comnmute into the city, but in other locations the number
of commuters is much smaller and it is more difficult to justify investment in a public
transport system. As the number of workers who commute to areas such as Marniion or
Melville increases, the provision of public transport will soon become a more viable
proposition.
The unrestrained use of motor vehicles tends to encourage the location of activities on
highways and areas which are not accessible or well served by public transport. It leads also
to problems of congestion, pollution and road trauma. People in the metropolitan area of
Perth and, indeed, in most other Australian and American cities have become almost totally
car dependent. It is impossible for those who live in the outer suburbs to survive effectively
without access to car transport. Very few of the facilities which are required are readily
accessible by other means. As the road system has expanded, a case of Parkinson's law
seems to have applied: The traffic volume has expanded to fill the road space available;
more people have been driving cars; and the demand for new, wider and better roads has
increased. Until recently the Main Roads Department adopted a philosophy of meeting that
demand, no matter what the cost. In recent years the Main Roads Department has recognised
that pedestrians and those who use public transport should have rights equal to those of the
people who drive cars. The department is now much more amenable to the idea of providing
pedestrian activated crossing lights, whereas previously it argued that would interrupt the
flow of traffic and could not be justified. The department now considers that, at least in the
Perth electorate, such facilities are justified in cost benefit terms.
The only way to stop the spiral of the increased use of cars, the building of new roads, and
therefore even more cars, congestion and pollution is to encourage commuters to use public
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transport to go to and from the city centre. While some people may use their cars during the
day for business purposes, the vast majority of workers park their cars in the city centre,
leave them there for the six or eight hours they are working, and then drive them home again.
Huge amounts of space are being taken up by empty cars during the day, and by night such
spaces serve no useful purpose and simply contribute to the death of the city.
T7he rail electrification program and the extension of the railway line from Perth to Joondalup
will help to solve this problem. It will provide a viable alternative for those people who live
within access to the railway and bus system. The system will be oriented to make it possible
to transfer from buses to trains in the outer suburbs, and to make a quick train journey into
the city centre. Many other projects which are still on the drawing board in the metropolitan
region scheme need to be reviewed, particularly road projects in and around the city centre.

It goes without saying that the policies of the Perth City Council in respect of parking are
totally outdated. The use of the slogan, "Your car is as welcome as you are", has now almost
been dropped, but I believe it should have said, "You are welcome in the city but your car is
not", particularly where commuters are concerned. That philosophy leads to people
becoming even more car dependent; therefore, more road and parking space is required to
fulfil that demand.

Mr Lewis: Do you think there should be an embargo on traffic in the central business
district, as there is in Singapore?

Dr ALEXANDER: I do not think people will accept that. We have to restrain the growth of
car traffic by limiting the road space serving the city centre, upgrading public transport, and
limiting the amount of car parking space available.

Mr Nicholls: So you would advocate massive car parks outside the city centre?

Dr ALEXANDER: One possibility is car-rail interchanges, with parking stations not on the
outskirts but in the middle and outer suburbs, rather than encouraging people to drive all the
way in to the city centre.

Mr Blaikie: At Nedlands and Peppermint Grove?

Dr ALEXANDER: I would not put those high on my priority list, but they could get them
also. I am advocating a change in the philosophy of planning transport access to the city
centre. If one likes one could call it the "greening of Perth", but that is a little bit trendy at
the moment. That philosophy would involve several different approaches. First, I suggest
that there be no further expansion of major access roads into or around the city centre. I am
not talking about middle or outer suburban areas, but about the road spaces coming into the
city. Itris not necessary or desirable to widen the Mitchell Freeway, nor to build a new traffic
bridge over the river at East Perth. The proposed Burswood Bridge has been under
discussion for some years. It is not necessary to devote that bridge to cars. If such a bridge
were built it should follow the example of bridges in other progressive cities and be devoted
to public transport, bicycles and pedestrians only. As I said earlier, such a suggestion made
even 10 years ago would not have been at all acceptable. Now people are at least ready to
consider that idea. It is a viable alternative. If that is not done, even though the proposed
Burswood Bridge is designed to connect to a so-called northern bypass which would go
across the top of the city to the existing freeway in Leederville, it would attract a significant
amount of extra commuter traffic into the city centre. For that reason I am against the
proposal.

Mr House: What about tollgates?

Dr ALEXANDER: I understand that unless the toll is set at a very high rate tollgates do not
act as a restraining device although they might attract some revenue for Governments. In
some cities in America studies have indicated that even if car dnivers were paid $2 a day to
leave their cars at home they would still not use public transport. People are very attached to
their cars. The only way to overcome that problem is by very rapid upgrading of public
transport and making use of what some traffic planners call planned congestion. In other
words, congestion is used as a device to discourage people from driving their cars to certain
locations.

Mr& House: Would the member also advocate increasing the cost of parking in the inner city
areas?
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Dr ALEXANDER: A better way to discourage traffic would be by implementing the other
element of my strategy which is to limit the amount of parking space by cutting back the
long-term parking spaces and turning the land over to other uses such as residential. One
project along those lines was referred to by the member for Marmion. Although I do not
necessarily agree with that project, the concept is good in that the space would be put to more
productive use. The problem with raising parking charges is that those who can afford to pay
will still drive into town and companies will still subsidise some employees. That alternative
does not tackle the problem at the base and it may also discriminate against those who cannot
afford to pay the high fees.
Mr Nicholls: Has the member considered where the vehicles come from? People drive to
Perth from Mandurab because they cannot catch public transport.
Dr ALEXANDER: Certainly the other arm of the strategy is to improve the public transport
system so that it becomes a viable option.
Mr House: Everybody with a country number plate should be given free parking.
Dr ALEXANDER: We will have to think about that - perhaps they should be charged
double!
Mr Nicholls: Will these measures act as a disincentive for businesses in the central business
district and therefore drive them out to the suburbs?
Dr ALEXANDER: Probably not. If a rapid transport alternative were provided people could
still access the city. Businesses dependent on a high degree of car usage may need to move
to other areas. A lot of them have already moved to near or middle city locations such as
Applecross. Nedlands and so on, simply because these locations are closer to where their
employees live and they provide more parking space. Other businesses do not require the
same amount of onsite parking. Traffic restraint is the first element in this strategy. We
should review the need for those major extensions to the city centre road system.
The second element of my greening of Perth strategy is to extend the bus lanes, which so far
exist only on the Kwinana Freeway, to all. major roads serving the city. Bus-only lanes
should be constructed on Great Eastern Highway. Shepperton Road. the Causeway, Mounts
Bay Road, Charles Street. Fitzgerald Street, William Street, Lord Street, and so on.
Naturally, that will lead to more congestion on those roads and people will not want that.
Mr Nicholls: Public transport can still be made efficient enough to provide incentive for
people to use it.
Dr ALEXANDER: One of the greatest incentives for people to use public transport is to see
a bus whizzing by when they are caught in a traffic jam.
Mr Nicholls: Buses are also needed to pick up people and take them into town instead of
leaving them waiting.
Dr ALEXANDER: Certainly a much more frequent and efficient service is needed. If funds
for road construction to the city centre, where the land is most expensive, were diverted then
we could afford a more efficient and regular service, If more people use public transport it
will generate more revenue.

I have already covered the third element of car parks in response to the comments of the
member for Roe. It is necessary to limit the number of long-term car parking spaces in the
city centre and reduce them significantly. Another element of the strategy is to make inner
city streets more friendly to both bicycles and pedestrians. I have tried riding my bike from
Highgate through the city centre to the river foreshore.

Mr Lewis: With or without a helmet?
Dr ALEXANDER: With a helmet of course. It is extremely difficult at the moment to ride
one's bike across the city. No wonder very few people commute to the city by bike. The
paths along the river are fine for recreational purposes, but we need what a friend of mine
who works at B ikewest calls bicycle friendly paths and bicycle friendly roads. Rather than
constructing bicycle-only paths, it is possible to provide bike lanes, for example, on
residential streets without any undue disruption to the area and to make them much more
friendly to bicycle users.
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Mr Lewis: They have cried this in China.
Dr ALEXANDER: They certainly have plenty of bicycles in China. A direct correlation
cannot be drawn between the use of bicycles and the strength of the economy. That is an
interesting debate which should perhaps be pursued at another time.
Mr Blaikie: Bicycles will be very popular in Australia, the way the economy is going.
Dr ALEXANDER: The member's attitude illustrates one of the problems we must
overcome. He equates bicycles with poor economies and a socially downgraded situation. I
do not. Bicycles are environmentally friendly and over a short distance are a very viable
method of commuter transport.
Another element of the strategy is to use light rail. Thirty or 40 years ago Perth had the
wisdom - with hindsight it was a terr ible mistake - to take out the trains.
Mr Clarko: The year was 1959.
Dr ALEXANDER: I remember when the last trains were running; I am not quite as old as
the member, but I am getting on that way.
Mr Clarko: Television came in during the same year.
Dr ALEXANDER: Possibly so. John Chordis of the planning department at Curtin
University of Technology has produced a thesis which refers to the possibility of a light rail
system in the Perth central area. This is not the first time it has been talked about. He has
carried out a study on the need for light rail and looked at some of the costs and benefits. In
his thesis he has included a photograph of the American city of Portland, Oregon, where a
light rail system has been constructed in the business centre. I can see the St George's
Terrace of the future looking something like this photograph. Instead of four lanes of traffic
and massive traffic congestion a light rail system could be circulating around the central area
connecting with inner city suburbs such as Highgate, Subiaco, Mt Lawley, North Perth and
others south of the river.
Mr Blaiki.. It is a very efficient mover of people. When overseas I travelled by a light rail
system which was fully computerised. It was excellent.
Dr ALEXANDER: Yes there are plenty of good examples in overseas cities.
Mr Court: Does the member support my criticism of the new bus station?
Dr ALEXANDER: We have discussed that before. I am not talking about the bus station. It
is a fait accompli. It will help people travel into the city centre by bus even if, in the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition's view, it is in the wrong place. The introduction of the free transit
zone in the city centre, which is an historic move, has helped people to become used to the
idea of using public transport in and around the city. When combined with the City Clipper.
this produces greater mobility across the city centre. However, buses get caught up in the
traffic congestion to which I have already referred. The advantage of the light rail system is
that it works the other way around. It might cause more traffic congestion but it would be
much better for the passengers.
Mr Clarko: Esperance and Kununurra pay for free bus services.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is a different issue. Once people are taken off the roads and they
use public transport, the whole system becomes more viable.
MR SHAVE (Melvile) [10.10 pm]: The Government has indicated its intention to set new
standards, priorities and directions. This debate relates to the issue of services which th-is
Government is providing in my area and to the community generally.
I did not realise that housing could become such an emotive issue in an electorate until I was
elected to the seat of Melville. A number of people in my electorate have been waiting for
Homneswest houses for as long as four years. If a person is on the waiting list but not on a
priority list, he can stay in the shelter with his kids until he is on the priority list, or for four
years if nothing comes up. This is not being critical of the Government, but it is indicative of
what is happening in Western Australia. I wish the current Minister for Housing were in the
House, but unfortunately she is not. I had a very good working relationship with her
predecessor. I would like to address the specific issue of high density housing and discuss
with the Minister what she will do to alleviate the housing crisis in Western Australia.
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An article in last night's Daily News referred to slums of the future, and I quote from that
article -

A back fence right up against the kitchen window. A sea of roofs all around. Is this
what the environmentalists want in their endless quest to preserve the bush in the
metropolitan area?

I am not against preserving the environment; I think it is wonderful. The Minister for the
Environment is a little negligent in wanting to build multidwelling housing on the Jandakot
mound, but that is another issue.

In this article, Albert Prince of Kenwick writes about the area where I live. He says -

But do they live in such surroundings? Of course not. And, further, they dare to say
that anyone who wants to see the revival of the quarter acre block is selfish.

He is referring to the politicians, members in this House, who all live in nice houses with
nice backyards, not in units in R40 or R25 zonings. In the suburb of Willagee, which is in
my area, a major redevelopment proposal will take large areas of land, call them super
blocks, and put multidwelling housing on them. The situation is that from 18 quarter acre
blocks there will be 27 pensioner unLits, 25 units of group housing, three attached, and nine
single dwellings, so that effectively we will have 64 dwellings on blocks which previously
accommodated 18.
It is important to consider the social implications of that plan and debate the Government's
push to introduce high density housing in Western Australia. We must discuss fully the
implications of why this is happening. The reasons are quite obvious. In the last seven years
this Governmuent has failed to address the problem, but suddnely it has found the crisis is
becoming worse and has sought to rectify the problem. The solution is simple: Just build
more houses - it does not matter how!

Mrs Henderson interjected.

Mr SHAVE: I am glad the Minister is back, because I want her infonmed opinion on this
matter. Does the Minister live in an R40 zoned development or in an R25 zoned
development?

Mrs Henderson: I think you should get on with the debate.

Mr SHAVE: The Minister is not prepared to answer.

Several members interjected.

Mr SHAVE: Does the Minister have a backyard for her kids to play in, or a front yard?

Mrs Henderson: Are you saying people should not have a choice about what size block they
have?

Mr SHAVE: I am saying people should have a choice.

Mr Pearce: She does not live next to a hotel either.

Mr SHAVE: The Minister is not giving people a choice; she is trying to push a theory
regarding high density housing down people's throats because for the last seven years the
Goverrnment has not addressed the problem of housing. Some dreadful comments have been
made about me in the local newspapers by members of this House, particularly by one
person.

Mrs Henderson interjected.

Mr SHAVE: I shall come to the Minister in a moment. These are the comments of one of
our associates in another place -

"I call on Doug Shave to treat his electors in an intelligent manner instead of using
scare tactics to get on the front page of the local paper."

Many pensioners living in group housing believe the sky has already fallen in.

One told a harrowing tale of being pressured to move out of the family home by
Homeswest and relocate to a small complex of units.

[ am sympathetic to these people because most of them have lived in houses with backyards.
In the City of Melville, due to pressure from residents, the Council went from an R25 zoning
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to an R17,5 zoning. For those who do not understand zonings, an R17.5 zoning allows a
person to build a duplex on a block but not a triplex. When one builds a duplex one is able to
have a front yard and a backyard - an area for kids to play in. In the City of Melville the
Government has retained those zonings on blocks for R25, contrary to what all the people in
the City of Melville want, including Labor voters. The people want the Government to
downgrade their zonings, the same as everyone else, because they do not want high density
housing, but the Minister continues to ignore what the people are saying.

Several members interjected.

T'he ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ripper): Members, the level of conversation is making it
difficult for Hansard. If we reduce that level we will all get on a little better.
Mr SHAVE: There is no doubt that the suburb of Willagee should be upgraded. No-one in
the area objects to that. Instead of doing its job correctly and obtaining an environmental
assessment from the proper planners in the area, which I am doing at the moment, the
Government drew up some maps. It said, "This is all very nice; we will redevelop Willagee.
We will get rid of 750 houses and build 1 500 units." A super plan of the area was prepared
and I asked for a copy of it. Initially I was refused one; but that is another story. That is
deplorable. Being the member for that area I should have been the first person to receive a
plan, but if chat is the way the Minister wants to operate, that is her right.

The Government has called these group houses pensioner units and used nice names such as
single, detached housing and so on. I would like to talk about these single detached houses.
Do members know how big these houses are? They are on 350 square metres of land. One
would not put a rabbit into that sont of place. The Government is saying, "This is what
people want." It is bad enough to have all these people crammed into one area, but the
planners have surrounded pensioner units by attached houses inhabited by people of a
different age group. T1hese pensioner units are surrounded by houses on 350 square metres,
and they have common fences. When a person in one of these houses has a parry and opens
the back window, Mrs Jones, who has a heart condition in a pensioner unit next door, cannot
get to sleep. That is the sont of planning we face! The least the Minister or her predecessor
could have done, if she was going to develop a group of pensioner units, would have been to
put them in an area where there was a bit of peace and quiet. When I get older - and [ am
getting older and I may not be in this place for long - I want to have somewhere serene and
quiet to go. Furthermore, I would like a little peace and quiet.

The Minister for Housing has been quoted in a couple of newspaper articles on this subject.
One is headed "Minister upset by MP" and reads in part -

"One possible explanation is that Mr Shave is pursuing his own narrow political
interests by causing unfounded fear and concern in his electorate," she said.

I am not inciting fear in my electorate - the people are coining to me. The people who
formerly voted for this Government are coming to me and saying, "We did not want to come
to you because you are a Liberal, but we cannot stand what this Governiment is doing to us."
Thbese tactics that the Minister talks about in these Press articles - and I am very sad she has
to go to the local Press to personally denigrate me -

Mrs Henderson: Of course, you have not denigrated me!

Mr SHAVE: I have never denigrated the Minister until now. I could have said a lot of
things but I know the Minister does not understand the subject. When she has been, in the job
for a little while we will talk about it because she may learn about high density housing.
Willagee is a traditional Labor area which used to vote 80 per cent Labor, but now the
residents do not know where to go - they are desperate. A comment in a letter written by
Paul Desmond of Willagee headed "Big blocks the plea" and printed in a newspaper stated -

Space will become increasingly valuable while populations and migration are all but
unchecked.

Another letter was written by Diane Snowdon in response to a comment by one of the
Minister's colleagues in another place, who referred to the people opposing this
redevelopment as storm-troopers. The Minister says I am frightening people, yet other
people in this Government are calling the residents of Willagee storm-troopers! The storm-
trooper the member was talking about is an ex-Army person who takes great exception to
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that. She told me that she is a Labor voter and always has been, and that her father voted
Labor, but she said she will change because she has had enough. Her letter to the newspaper
reads in pant -

As one of the people responsible for enlightening residents of Willagee about
Homeswes: redevelopment plans, I feel compelled to correct discrepancies in John
Halden's comments.

To say that people were pressured into signing is wrong.

Later ont the letter stated -

I take Mr Halden to task on his comments about storm-trooper tactics as they are far
from the truth.

The reality is that the issue of high density housing must be addressed by this Government.

Mrs Henderson: That is not high density.
Mr SHAVE: This is where the Minister is negligent in her duty - she does not understand the
subject. The Minister says that what she is proposing in Willagee is not high density. If we
take 18 blocks of land and jam 64 dwellings on them I defy any member of this House to say
that is not high density. What is high density? If we take what was formerly three people
per house on 18 blocks that amounts to 54 people, but on the new Government formula it
amounts to 129.5 people on 18 blocks of land. I do not want to live in that situation and
neither do the people of Willagee. All they want is a fair go. Just because they live in a
State housing area does not mean the Government has to treat them like sheep, yet that is
what the Minister is doing - she is treating her constituents like sheep.

Mr Clarko: Isn't it sardines?

Mr SHAVE: That is an appropriate comment. I am pleased the member for Mannion said
that because people have said to me that they fell they were being jammed in on top of other
people like sardines. The Minister herself said that high density housing should not be talked
about as ghettos. She used that word.

Mrs Henderson: So did you.

Mr SHAVE: I put it to the Minister that if she puts 64 units on 18 blocks of land she will
create a ghetto and a slum, and I call on the Minister to revise her proposals. If she does
what the electors do not want she will get a reaction to it. The Minister should start doing
what the other people in the City of Melville want, and rezane those properties to a density of
17.5, put duplexes on the land and give people a backyard; because if the Minister does not,
the children will end up on the streets arid I do not want the children in my area out on the
streets, I want them in the backyard and they are entitled to that. My children have a
backyard and I bet the Minister's children do too.

Mr Speaker, this Minister is hypocritical. If she stands on the issue of high density housing
in my area, she maight as well start looking for another job after the next election because the
issue of density and cramming people like sardines into small houses without backyards will
backfire on this Govemmnent.

Opposition members: Hear, hear!

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cowan (Leader of the National Party).

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House) resolved -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Thursday, 3 May at 10.45 am.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
MR PEARCE (Annadale - Leader of the House) (10.27 pm]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER: Order! One of the things that disturbs me - and it is more disturbing
because there are usually fewer people in the gallery - is the way in which we, on this
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adjournment motion, all pack up and run off in the middle of the motion. We have a
responsibility to sit here and decide whether it is the way to go, then members have a
responsibility to treat their Presiding Officer with some degree of respect such that be
manages to get out of this place without being knocked over.

Mr Court: We should stand at attention, Sir.

The SPEAKER: By no means at attention; I am simply saying we should give some thought
to these matters.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.28 pm



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOSPITALS - KING EDWARD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN
Change Proposals

Mr KIIERATH to the Minister for Health:

(I) Is the Minister aware of a Press article headed "King Edward staff fear for
hospital', printed in The West Australian on 24 June 1989?

(2) Is the Minister aware of any discussions or plans to scale down the hospital's
operations, or to close the hospital?

(3) (a) Is the Minister aware of any plans or discussions to remove some
services from the hospital.

(b) if yes, which services are to be affected?
(4) Is the Minister aware that a State Government task force is looking at neonatal

and gynaecological services?

(5) (a) Is the Minister aware of any discussions or plans to merge the hospital
with another public hospital;

(b) if yes, which other hospital?

Mr WILSON replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) No - see (4) below.

(3) (a) No:

(b) not applicable.

(4) Yes. I established the task force, which has presented its report to me. The
report is now being circulated for discussion. Decisions will not take place
until the process of circulation is cornplered.

(5) (a) No;

(b) not applicable.

ACCIDENTS - BUSES
Death Statistics

3. Mr KIIERATH to the Minister for Transport:

How many people have died as a result
Western Australia for the years -

(a) 1983;

(b) 1984;

(c) 1985;

(d) 1986;
(e) 1987;

(f) 1988;
(g) 1989?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(a) No statistics are available for 1983.

(b) Two.
(c) One.

(d) None.

(c)-(g)
One.

of accidents involving buses in
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HOSPITALS - SOUTH WEST SURVEY
4. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for South-West;

(1) Is a survey taking place with regard to south west hospitals and/or health
services in the south west?

(2) Is a survey taking place with regard to health services provided by the
Bunbury Regional Hospital?

(3) If so, what are the terms of reference?
(4) Who is conducting the survey?

(5) When will the survey finish?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1)-(2)
No.

(3)-(5)
Not applicable.

PEEL HARVEY ESTUARY - PROBLEMS
Dr Kagi Recommendation

5. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Has the Dr Kagi recommendation for overcoming the problems of the Peel-
Harvey Estuary been investigated?

(2) If' so, what were the results?

(3) What further action is anticipated to clear up the problems associated with the
Peel-Harvey Estuary?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
Yes. The Kagi method has been tested fulfly by the Western Australian
Chemistry Centre and found unsuitable and non-viable for treating large
nutrient enriched waterways. The Chemistry Centre's interim report, along
with Environmental Protection Authority views, has been discussed with
Dr Kagi.

(3) The ministerial "statement" enabling the "Peel IWet-Harvey Estuary
Management Strategy - Stage 2" to proceed is stil largely current. Some
amendments to conditions are being considered.

The Government is presently reviewing the Peel-Harvey strategy.

WATER RESOURCES - COUNTRY TOWNS
Water Main Extension, Urban Subdivision

7. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Water Resources:

Where a 100mm water main has to be extended to an urban subdivision in a
country town -

(a) is there a development charge;

(b) if yes, what is that charge, how is it calculated and what service does it
buy;

(c) is there a connection charge;

(d) if yes, what is it and how is it calculated;

(e) (i) what is the cost per metre for extending a 100mm, water main;

(ii) how is this calculated;

(f) can a subdivider engage a private sector company to extend a water
main to an urban subdivision in a country town;

(g) if not, why not?
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Mr BRIDGE replied:

(a) Yes.

(b) The subdivider pays a headworks contribution for each additional lot created
by the subdivision. This contribution, which currently stands at $1 187 per
lot - May 1990 - escalates monthly and is reviewed annually in accordance
with the variation of the Australian Bureau of Statistics "Price Index of
Materials Used in Building other than House Building Perth" and the
"Miimum Hourly Wage Rates for Adult Males, Budlding and Construction
WA" that occurred during the 1.2 month period preceding October of the
previous year. It is a contribution towards the cost of providing distribution
facilities such as service reservoirs, elevated storages and pumping
equipment, and trunk distribution mains.

(c) Yes.

(d) $245 per lot created and is based on the average cost of providing a prelaid
water service.

(e) (i) This cost is dependent upon the class of pipe required, the length of
the extension and the soil condition in the area and therefore varies
from job to job, although is generally in the range $50 to $90 per
metre.

(ii) Estimated cost of wages, plant, and actual cost of materials plus cost
of road reinstatement together with Water Authority overheads, etc.

(f) Yes.
(g) Not applicable.

SCHAEFER CORPORATION LTD - TANNERY, ROBB JETTY
Environmental Protection Authority

10. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for the Environment:

Has any approach been made by or on behalf of Schaffer Corporation to seek
Environmental Protection Authority approval for the establishment of a
tannery at Robb Jetty?

Mr PEARCE replied:

No.

SHEEP - LICE ERADICATION PROGRAM

13. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agricultur:

As the sheep lice eradication campaign has completed two years' operation,
what was the number of lice infected flocks at -

(a) the outset of the program;

(b) after the first year of operation;

(c) after the second year of operation?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

Tests carried out on sale wool show the number of flocks infested with lice to
have been -

(a) 3 142 - 31 per cent - from September 1987 to August 1988;

(b) 3 030 - 25 per cent - from September 1988 to August 1989;
(c) 2 109 - 22 per cent - from September 1989 to April 1990.
Taking the sensitivity of the test into account, the estimated real number of
flocks infested is -

(a) 38 per cent;
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(b) 32 per cent;

(c) 28 per cent.

Funkier reductions will depend upon the efforts made by wool growers in this
industry-based program.

SHEEP - AWASSI FAT TAIL SHEEP
Middle East Market Monitoring System

15. Mr HOUSE to die Minister for Agriculture:.

Has the Minister established a monitoring system for the Middle East fat tail
sheep market for the purpose of -

(a) accurately determining likely levels of viability for Australian bred
Awassi fat tails in future years;

(b) evaluating the likely impact of Australian bred fat tail sheep on the
Middle East market;

(c) determining the impact of the breeding of fat tail sheep and marketing
of them on the existing live sheep market in Australia;

(4) determining the impact on the wool industry in Australia?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

The Awassi project is in die middle of a seven year quarantine program under
Commonwealth supervision to assure freedom from exotic diseases prior to
commercial release. The relocation of the Awassi quarantine program to
Wongan Hills will enable the test marketing of Awassi bred rain lambs in the
Middle East. The potential for new export opportunities based on Awassi ramn
lambs, breeding stock, dairy produce and carpet wool, and the interaction of
these enterprises with existing Australian industry, will be included in- the
report from the Department of Agriculture to the Federal Minister for Primary
Industries and Energy prior to the release of the sheep from quarantine in
1993. Any detailed marketing analyses attempted at this stage would be quite
premature.

SHEEP - AWASSI FAT TAIL SHEEP
Scrapie Disease

16. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Is the Minister aware that concern has been expressed by agricultural
authorities in England - as reported on P/T News, OWN Channel 9, 6.30 am,
Friday, 2 February 1990 - diat the disease scrapie diat also affects fat rail
sheep may be transferred from sheep and cattle to other mamnmals?

(2) If yes, will that affect the Minister's decision to allow the fat tail sheep project
to be transferred to Wongan Hills?

(3) If no, will the Minister investigate the matter?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) -Scrapie, a slow progressive disease of sheep and goats, is not known to affect
other species naturally. The recent occurrence of bovine spongiforin
encephaloparhy (BSE) in the United Kingdom is thought to have resulted
from feeding inadequately treated meatme at, produced from die carcases of
scrapie affected sheep, as a supplement to dairy cattle.

(2) The Awassi fat tail sheep at Kunununra are currently undergoing a seven year
quarantine under the nationally approved scrapie fredomn assurance program
to ensure that they do not carry the scrapie agent. The new quarantine centre
at Wongan Hills is being established int full compliance with these rigid
Commonwealth quarantine specifications.

(3) Thte relocation of the Awassi quarantine program from Kununurra to Wongan
Hills has been formally endorsed by dhe WA Farmers Federation, the
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Pastoralists. and Graziers Association, the Wongan-Ballidu Shire Council and
the Awassi sheep program consultative commi~ttee.

SHEEP - AWASSI FAT TALL SHEEP
Disease Losses - Government Indemnification

17. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriclture:

Will the Western Australian Governiment indemnify Western Australian
livestock producers from any losses they may suffer in the event of a disease
outbreak, particularly scrapie. firom the Awassi project flock while it is held in
quarantine at Wongan Hills?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

As a matter of policy, the Western Australian Government is a self insurer, mn
the same way that the Commonwealth carries its own insurance. The State
Government, through Treasury, underwrites cover for professional indemnity
and public risk liability in respect of programs undertaken by Government
departments. The Awassi program would be included within this cover.
Additional security is provided through established policy on cost sharing
arrangements between the States and the Commonwealth in the event of an
outbreak of exotic disease.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COLLEGE OF ADVANCED EDUCATION -

CHURCHLANDS CAMPUS
Parking Land Acquisition

19. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Education:

Could the Minister give infonmation as to whether and when the Western
Australian College of Advanced Education's Churchlands Campus can
acquire the 4.729 hectares of land adjacent to the present campus land to turn
it into parking areas, thus alleviating the parking problems which cause
considerable difficulty to neighbouring residents and the Churchlands Primary
School?

Dr GALLOP replied:

At present the land adjacent to the Churchlands Campus of the WA College of
Advanced Education is reserved for technical and further education purposes.
If the Department of TAFE decides that the land is no longer required, the
question of disposal will be referred to the Asset Management Task Force for
consideration.

BUSES - INNALOO BUS STATION-PEARSON STREET SERVICE
Western Australian College of Advanced Education - Churchiands Campus

20. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the new route of the Transperth bus service from Innaloa bus station
south along Liege Street and south along Pearson Street, to serve students of
the Western Australian College of Advanced Education's Churchlands
Campus, commenced to operate?

(2) If not, when will it commence operations?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) Route 14 has been extended to lnnaloo bus station from its previous terminus
in Wembley via Pearson Street, Liege Street, and Scarborough Beach Road.
The service commenced operation on 30 April 1990.

(2) Not applicable.

PROROGATION OF PARLIAMENT BILL - GOVERNMENT OPPOSITION
22. Mr MENSAROS to the Leader of the House:

(1) Has the Government decided to oppose the Prorogation of Parliament Bill
11989, despite the fact that it has supported its passage in another place?
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(2) If so, would the Leader explain to the House the reasons for this change of
policy by the Government and the precise reasons why it does not support the
provisions of the Bill?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The Government will explain its position on this Bill if and when it is brought
on for debate in the House.

TREE TRUST - STATUS
Tree Planting

23. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) What is the current status of the Tree Trust as reported in the February 1990

edition of "CALM News"?
(2) Has the trust been formally put in place?
(3) When is the trust expected to start planting trees?
(4) Which type of trees does the crust intend to plant?
(5) Does the trust intend to plant trees on private land and State owned land?
(6) Does the Department of Conservation and Land Management still intend to

plant trees on behalf of CALM or plant trees through the Tree Trust?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) The report is correct.
(2) No.
(3) It was never intended for the maust to plant trees. Tree Fund, a company which

will be formed to raise finance for tree planting, will contract other
organisations to plant trees. A managing director has been appointed and will
commence work later this month.

(4) Eucalyptus globulus.

(5) The proposal is to plant trees on privately owned, cleared agricultual land.
(6) The question is incomprehensible.

TREE PLANTING - 1990 SEASON
24. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister far the Environment:

In the 1990 tree planting season -

(a) how many hectares of -
(i) softwoods; and
(ii) hardwoods
are planned to be planted;

(b) of the hardwoods, how many hectares will be replacement trees for
logged State forests;

(c) bow many hectares of tree planting will take place on behalf of
Bunnings, Wesrfi and any other private companies;

(d) what are the comparative figures of the above for 1989;
(e) how many hectares to be planted in 1990 are replantings of areas

planted last year?
Mr PEARCE replied:,
(a) (i) 1 786 hectares;

(ii) 3 223 hectares.
(b) 1 403 hectares.
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(c) 745 hectares.
(d) Softwoods; - 1 649 hectares.

Hardwoods -6 064 hectares.
Regenerated native forest - 1 440 hectares.
Tree planting on behalf of private companies - 104 hectares.

(e) Replanting will occur within 158 hectares planted last year.
TREE PLANTING - SUBCONTRACTORS

25. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Have contracts been let to plant trees by subcontractors for 1990?
(2) If yes, what is the total area contracted out or to be contracted out for tree

planting for 1990?
(3) What was the area subcontracted in 1989?
(4) Why have the contracts been so late being awarded this year?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(i) No.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) 4 272 hectares.
(4) The requirement to fund tree planting from private sources and the need to

have legal agreements in place.

MIDLAND SALEYARD - INQUIRY

26. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Has the Mfidland saleyard inquiry concluded?

(2) If not, when is the expected finishing date?
(3) What is the current rent for the Midland salcyard?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) The working group charged with making recommendations concerning the
long term provision of livestock sales facilities in Western Australia has not
yet made its final report.

(2) It is anticipated that the final report will be presented in July 1990.
(3) One dollar per annum.

EDUCATION - NM~STRY
School Administrative Personnel - Staff College Establishment

27. Mr TUBEBY to the Minister for Education:
(1) Does die Ministry of Education intend developing a staff college for the

training of administrative personnel within schools?
(2) Were funds allocated for this professional college in the 1989-90 Budget?
(3) If a staff college is established will it be competing with the Centre for

Educational Leadership being established at the Western Australian College
of Advanced Education?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1)-(2)

NO.
(3) No. Ministry induction and management development programs will be

complemented by CEL offerings rather than competing with them.
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WATER RESOURCES - RANGERS'
Reservoirs, Metropolitan Water Supply

29. Mr TUB BY to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) How many rangers were employed at each of the major reservoirs providing

water for the metropolitan water supply scheme in 1986?
(2) How many of these rangers lived on site at each of the reservoirs in 1986?
(3) How many rangers are employed at each reservoir currently?

(4) flow many of these rangers Jive on site at each reservoir currently?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

RESERVOIR QUESTION
(1) (2) (3) (4)

Mundaring Wir 2 2 3 3
Victoria Reservoir I 1 1 1
Canning Dam 3 3 3 3
Churchman Brook Dam 1 I I1
Wungong Dam 3 3 3 3
Serpentine Pipehead Dam 3 3 2 2
Serpentine Main Dam I 1 1
North Dandalup Pipebead Dam I 1 I1
South Dandalup Darn 2 2 2 2

TOTAL 17 17 17 17
MONOSODIUM GLUTAMATE - GOVERNMENT RESTRICTIONS

31. Mr TIJBBY to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Government have any plans to restrict the use of monosodium

glutamate in processed foods?

(2) If yes, what is proposed and when will the controls become effective?

(3) Does the Government intend legislating to ensure that whenever monosodium.
glutamnate is used in public restaurants this fact is shown on the menu?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No. The presence of MSG in packaged food can be indicated in the

ingredients label, either with the letters MSG or the code 621.
Earlier this year I launched a scheme to promote information about MSG
through restaurants and other food outlets. This scheme is the first of its kind
in Australia.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Not at this stage. I noted on 25 January when launching the MSG in
restaurant food program that it might be necessary to introduce legislation on
this matter if restaurant owners and takeaway food operators failed to
implement this system voluntarily.

It is much too early to make a long term assessment of the response of
restaurants to the program. At this stage there has been a very good response
and labels and window stickers are in daily demand.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS, MINI1STRY OF - BUCKIINGHAM, MR
Insurance Case Documents

32. Mr TUBBY to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) Does the Ministry of Consumer Affairs have a file of documents relating to an
insurance case for Mr Buckinghamn, 110 Lincoln Swreet, Perth which goes
back almost 10 years?
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(2) If yes, when will this file be made available for an inquiry being conducted by
the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) No. The complaint by Mr Buckingham was made before 1985 and did not
came within the ministry's jurisdiction. The file on this complaint is no
longer held by the minisrry. This information was conveyed to the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations in a letter
dated 20 September 1989.

(2) Not applicable.

BUS STATIONS - PERTH
Construction Cost Estimate

35. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What was the original cost estimate for the Perth bus station currently in the
process of construction?

(2) What is the current estimated completion cost of the project?

(3) How much has been expended on the project to date?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) The original cost estimate for the Pert City bus junction was $31.41 million
in February 1989.

(2) The Building Management Authority, which is managing the project, advises
that the estimated completion cost of the project is still close to $31.41
million. The main contract is for a fixed price lump surn.

(3) $17 million has been expended to date on the project.

BAILEY REPORT - PETROLEUM EXPLORATION IN NATIONAL PARKS

38. Mr COURT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) When did the Government receive the Bailey report an petroleum exploration
in national parks?

(2) When will the Government make this report public?

(3) Why has the Government delayed its release to the public?

"Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) 30 June 1989.
(2)-(3)

The matters are complex, and the Government will make an announcement
after all the issues have been considered.

AMANN TRANSPORT INDUSTRIES - JET CHARTER SERVICE
Perth-Singapore. Cocos and Christmas Islands

43. Mr COURT to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Did the State Government have any involvement with Amann Transport
Industries flying a jet charter service between Singapore, Cocos and
Christmas Islands, and Perth?

(2) If yes, what was the Government's involvement?

(3) How many flights actually went from Pert to Cocos and Singapore under the
Federal Government contract that Amann Transport Industries had in 1989?

Mrs BEOGS replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) 1 am advised that Amann Transport Industries operated four services before
the contract was cancelled.
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ABATTOIRS - ROBB JETTY
Closure

44. Mr COURT to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Does the Government intend to close down or relocate the Robb Jetty abattoir
within the next five years?

-(2) If yes, where will it be relocated?
Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - DUPLICATION OF
SERVICES

Reporting Responsibility

49. Mr COWAN to the Premnier:

Which public sector agency/agencies is/are responsible for reporting on -

(a) duplication of functions or services;
(b) unwarranted growth in staff numbers, commonly known as empire

building;
(c) unwarranted travel,
within Government departments, agencies and instrumentalities?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(a) The Public Service Commission, the Office of Public Sector Management and

the Western Australian Government Functional Review Committee.

(b) The Public Service Conunission monitors public sector employment levels
and reports to the Financial and Economic Development Committee - FEDC -
quarterly. The Public Service Commission, the Office of Public Sector
Management and Treasury Department advise FEDC on agency bids for
additional staff.

(c) Ministers and chief executive officers are required to ensure approval is
restricted to essential travel only.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
52. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Public Sector Management:

What is the total number of persons currently employed by State Government
departments, agencies and instrumentalities?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The latest figures available show that, at 31 December 1989, the average
staffing level was 97 285 full time equivalents.

LOCAL GOVERNM[ENT - EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
53. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Local Government:

What is the total number of persons employed by local governments in
Western Australia?

Mr GORDON HELL replied:

At 30 September 1989 - 10 600.

SUPERPHOSPHATE - FARMERS
Transport Delivery Backlog

54. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Transport:
(I) Was the delivery of superphosphate to farmers behind schedule prior to the

train engine drivers' strike?
(2) If so, why?

A;51 11-4
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(3) What was the position with respect to backlogs of these deliveries in the
years -

(a) 1986;

(b) 1987;

(c) 1988;
(d) 1989?

Mrts BEGGS replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The heavy demand for fertiliser exceeded the resource capacity of the rail

distribution system.
(3) April is traditionally the peak fertiliser despatch period and prior to the tramn

drivers' stoppage the backlog of superphosphate deliveries was approximately
two days, which is similar to that for the same period in the years 1986, 1987,
1988 and 1989.

SWAN BREWERY SITE - REDEVELOPMENT

55. Mr McNEE to the Premier:
(1) Has work on the restoration of the old Swan Brewery site recommenced?

(2) If not, when is it expected to recommence?
(3) What has been the total cost of the delay to date?
(4) To whom have the moneys been paid?

(5) For what purpose have they been paid?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) No.

(2) There is an injunction on any work on the site which mnight breach section 17
of the Aboriginal Heritage Act until resolution of litigation presently before
the Supreme Court.

(3)-(5)
Since the granting of the Supreme Court injunction on 23 November 1989 the
following amounts have been paid to the building contractors for the project -

Interstnict Pty Ltd $244 999
Torrance Constructions Pty Ltd $81
TOTAL $313 714

These payments have been made in accordance with the terms of contracts
and agreements in place for the project.

SCHOOLS - GRADE I DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOLS
Library-Resource Centres

56. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Education:
Will the Minister advise how many grade I district high schools in Western
Australia are without a library/resource centre?

Dr GALLOP replied:
According to the ministry's records, all class I district high schools have a
library facility. In some cases it is a purpose-built library resource centre and
in other cases the facility has been provided in existing classrooms.

TEACHERS - ACCOMMODATION
Dandaragan, Jurien, Lance/in, Cunderdin

57. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Education:
When does the Government intend to provide suitable teacher accommodation
in -
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(a) Dandaragan;
(b) Jurien;

(c) Lancelin;
(d) Cunderdin?

Dr GALLOP replied:
Requests for consideration for the provision of houses in the 1990-91
construction program have been submitted as follows -

(a) Dandaragan - A I x 3 bedroom single detached house at priority
No 63.

(b) Jurien - A I x 3 bedroom single detached house at priority No 1. A
house has been leased in advance of approval for this house.

Two x 2 bedroom apartments listed at priorities 73 and 74.

(c) Lancelin - Two x 2 bedroom apartments listed at priorities 58 and 59
and a 3 bedroom single detached house listed at priority No 60.

(d) Cunderdin - Not listed for consideration.
ROADS - GREAT NORTHERN HIGHWAY

Motor Vehicle Counts
58. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Would the Minister provide a breakdown of the numbers of the following
types of vehicles per day using the Great Northern Highway -

(a) cars;

(b) light commercial;

(c) trucks other than articulated;
(d) articulated trucks;

(e) road trains?
(2) When were the last counts taken?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1)-(2)

Great Northern Highway is more than 3 000 kilometres long. The Main
Roads Department has data available for numerous locations along the
highway and if the member identifies a more specific location I will
endeavour to provide the information he requires.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - ACCOUNTABILITY
Government Instrumentalities

61. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
(1) Is there any State Governument instrumentality or agency for which no

Minister is fully accountable to the Western Australian Parliament -

(a) for all it has done;

(b) for the manner in which it has done it;
(c) for the ends sought to be achieved by the doing of it?

(2) If yes to (1), which ones?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The Order-in-Council issued following the allocation of portfolios assigns
ministerial responsibility for all Acts of Parliament and departments or
agencies created by those Acts. In addition to this general provision,
individual Acts may further define or recognise the role of Ministers in the
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administration of those Acts, except in those circumstances where the
statutory independence of a position or role is prescribed.

PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT - PRE-1989 STATE ELECTION
Correct Information

62. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

(I) Is the Premier satisfied that all the information produced by the Premier's
Government prior to the 1989 State election about the petrochemical project is
still correct?

(2) If no, what has changed?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(I) To the best of my knowledge the information was correct.
(2) Not applicable.

STATESHIPS - MEDITERRANEAN SHIPPING COMPANY
Contractual Arrangements

63. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Transport:

(I) Does Stareships have any long term contractual arrangements with the
Mediterranean Shipping Company?

(2) If yes to (1), what is the nature of the contracts?

(3) Did Stateships have an agreement requiring the payment of in excess of $1
million to the Mediterranean Shipping Company in December 1989 or
January 1990?

(4) If yes to (3), was the payment made by cheque, and was the cheque returned
before being cleared?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) Stateships has reciprocal agency appointment arrangements with the
Mediterranean Shipping Company which can be terminated by either party on
giving 30 days' written notice.

(2) See (l).
(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.
PETROCHEMVICAL PROJECT -GOVERNMENT INVOLVEMENT

Cabinet Meeting .Ministers' Attendance

67. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

(I) Were all Ministers present at the Cabinet meeting that authorised the State
Government's involvement in the petrochemical project?

(2) If no. which Ministers were absent?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(2)
Details of attendance at Cabinet is not public information.

HOUSING - HOME BUYERS ASSISTANCE FUND
68. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) What is the total balance of the funds standing in the home buyers assistance
fund, as established by section 131 of the Real Estate and Business Agents
Act 1978. as at 30 April 1990?

(2) How many applications for assistance were/have been formally made in the
financial year 1989-90 to date?

(3) How many applications have been approved to date in the current financial
year?
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Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) $2 693 470.92.

(2) Two.

(3) Nil.

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - GOVERNMENT
ACCOUNTS

Late Payment Complaints
69. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Small Business:

How many complaints have been made to the Small Business Development
Corporation about the late payment of Government accounts during the 1988-
89 financial year and between 1 July 1989 and 30 April 1990?

Mr CARR replied:

1988-89 -68.
From 1.7.89(to30.4.90 -72.

HOMESWEST - RENTAL ACCOMMODATION
Waiting List

71. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What was the official number of applications on Hameswest waiting list for
rental accommodation as at 30 April 1990?

(2) What is the expected or wait time period advised to applicants for three
bedroom Homeswest accommodation within the Perth metropolitan area?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) 14 411, of which 6 673 are also listed for loan assistance.

(2) The expected wait time for three-bedroom accommuodation within the
metropolitan area varies according to the type of accommodation required and
the suburb. As a guide, the current months of allocation for three-bedroom
apartments are -

Perth north - July 1989.
Kwinana - January 1990.
Bentley - December 1988.

HOMESWEST - HOME LOAN ASSISTANCE
Waiting List

72. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What was the official number of applications on Homeswest waiting list as at
30 April 1990 for Homeswest home loan assistance?

(2) What is the expected wait time period from date of application to date of
granting of loan?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) 11 905, of which 6 673 are also listed for rental accommodation.

(2) The current month of allocation for loan assistance is August 1986.

HOMESWEST - HOMES LOAN SCHEME
Application Approvals

73. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many applications for Homeswest home loan scheme grants were
approved within the period I July 1989 to 30 April 1990?

(2) What is the aggregate amount of funds lent under this scheme as approved in
(1) above?
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Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) 705 applications.

(2) $39 868 187.00.

HOSPITALS - BUDGETING POLICY

76. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Health Department directed hospitals to budget for the next finiancial
year on the basis of the current year's budget plus five per cent?

(2) If not, what direction or policy is being followed in relation to hospital
budgeting for the next financial year?

(3) What rate of inflation is being assumed for the purpose of the budgeting?

(4) What process of budgeting is being followed to ensure that hospitals do niot
run out of funds as has occurred in the current financial year?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) No.
(2) Until Parliament has approved the appropriation of funds for the next

financial year. all hospitals must plan their activities on the basis of the
present year's financial allocation in real termns. Any further increases for
health is a matter to be considered when the State Budget is being framed.

(3) None. Estimates are originally prepared on an unescalated basis and final
adjustments are made for escalation by the Govermnent,

(4) Hospitals will again be required to manage their activities at the level
sustainable by resources approved for the hospitals in their 1990-91 budgets.

HOSPITALS - PUBLIC HOSPITALS
Waiting Lists - Rationing Policy

77. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Does the Minister for Health or the Minister's department have any policy.
express or implied, secret or public, to ration heath services by the use of
waiting lists and queues at public hospitals?

(2) What is the view of the Minister's department in relation to the rationing of
public hospital services?

(3) Are queues and waiting lists accepted as a form of rationing?
(4) What action is the Minister takig to prevent waiting lists growing?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) No.

(2) Rationing of public hospital services is necessary because demand exceeds
supply. This rationing should occur on the basis of urgency of need.

(3) Yes.

(4) Numbers on waiting lists are far less important than expected waiting time,
and the urgency of need of those who wait. The Government has allocated
special funds in an attempt to ensure that patients with emergency needs
experience no wait and those in urgent need experience as little wait as
possible. Several special projects have been funded in areas such as eye
surgery, pain relief and ear, nose and throat surgery. The Government is also
providing initiatives in day surgery and early discharge to increase hospital
throughput within present resources. The situation is constantly monitored to
ensure that those with emergency and urgent need continue to be catered for
by public hospitals within a reasonable time frame.
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ROTH WELLS LTD - GOVERNMENT LOSSES
79. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

(1) What have been die total costs or losses to Government and its agencies of the
Rothwells rescue and/or its collapse?

(2) What pant of the total loss is identifiable as a certain lass, and what part is at
this time contingent, and what are the details in each case?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Direct costs and losses to Government and its agencies resulting from
Rothwells are -

(a) $23 043 005 from the Consolidated Revenue Fund, comprising
$2215 million paid to the provisional liquidator, $475 452 for legal
services/financial advice paid in 1988-89, and $67 553 of the
contingency of $200 000 included in die Consolidated Revenue Fund
for 1989-90;

(b) the Government Employees Superannuation Board shareholding in
Rotliwells of $3.51 million has been written off. No additional
outgoings are expected.

The two other State bodies with an exposure to Rothwells - the State
Government Insurance Commission and the Rural and Industries Bank - are
not in a position to provide a full breakdown of costs until a final dividend is
declared by the provisional liquidator.

ROADS - STEPHENSON HIGHWAY
Reserves Cancellation

84. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Transport:

(1) .Have the reserves for the Stephenson Highway been cancelled?

(2) Is it intended to proceed with the Stephenson Highway?

(3) If not, what are the plans in this respect?

Mrs B EGGS replied:

(l)-(3)
The Stephenson Highway reserves remain part of the metropolitan region
scheme. However, there are no plans for its construction in the immediate
future.

DEAD - ORGAN REMOVAL

85. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Under what circumstances are organs removed from deceased persons?

(2) Are the relatives of the deceased asked before the removal of any organ?

(3) If so, is this request a verbal one or a written one?

(4) Is it regular practice to remove the brains from deceased people other than for
coronial inquiries?

(5) If so, for what reason?

(6) Is a request made of the relatives in every case?

(7) Have there been cases where the brain has been removed to be examined at a
later date and the relatives not informed?

(8) If so, under what circumstances and why?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The removal of organs from the bodies of deceased persons is governed by the
provisions of the Human Tissue and Transplant Act, 1982.
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The requirements for consent for the removal of organs for transplantation
purposes are to be found in part 3. section 22, subsections (l)-(5) of the above
Act for non-coronial cases and in section 23 for coronial cases. The consent
requirements for post mortem examination in non-corontial cases are set out in
part 4, sections 25 and 26 of the above Act. Section 27 deals with coronial
consent and direction.

An adequate post mortem examination requires the removal and proper
examination of the brain to determine the presence or absence of disease or
other demonstrable abnormal ity in that organ.

(6) See answers to (2) and (3).

(7) 1 am not aware of such cases.

(8) Not applicable.

UNIVERSITY ENDOWMENT ACT - TRUST MONEYS AND PROPERTY

89. Mr AINSWORTH- to the Minister for Education:

(1) What moneys are held in trust under the University Endowment Act?

(2) Will the Minister table a list of all property, with their most recent valuations.
held in trust under the University Endowment Act?

(3) Does -

(a) Murdoch University

(b) Curtin University of Technology

(c) Western Australian College of Advanced Education
have access to the moneys and property held in trust?

(4) What is the annual income from the endowment?

(5) Is the Government considering any proposal either -

(a) to grant equal access by all Western Australia's higher education
institutions to the endowment; or

(b) to create endowments for Murdoch, Curtin and WACAE?

Dr GALLOP replied:

(1) The balance of the endowment lands ledger as at 31 December 1989 was
$154 083 000.

(2) Yes, I will arrange for a list to be provided in the near future of all property
currently held in trust under the University Endowment Act.

(3) No, the other institutions do not have access.

(4) The net annual income for the endowment land ledger for the year ended 31
December 1989 was $11 828 000.

(5) 1 am not aware of any proposal being considered at this time relating to -

(a) the granting of equal access to the endowment by the other higher
education institutions;

(b) the creation of endowment trusts for Murdoch, Curtin and WACAE.

SCHOOLS - POLICY
Parental Involvement Plans

90. Mr AINS WORTH to the Minister for Education:

Did the recent deal struck between the Ministry of Education and the State
School Teachers Union involve any changes to the plans or to the timetable
for the implementation of plans for greater parental involvement in school
policy?
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Dr GALLOP replied:

The memorandum of agreement has, to some extent, formalised the timetable
for implementation but has not changed the intended policy or its
implementation.

EDUCATION MINISTRY - STATE SCHOOL TEACHERS UNION
Education System Changes Agreement

91. Mr AINSWORTH to the Minister for Education:

Has a deal been struck between the Miistry of Education and the Stare
School Teachers Union that no changes will be made to the education system
without prior union approval?

Dr GALLOP replied:

No. The memorandum of agreement sets out a process of devolut ion, the
implementation of which will be effected within negotiated parameters and
dependent on negotiated resource agreements.

SCHOOLS - SCHOOL BASED DECISION MAKING GROUPS
Parent and Teacher Representation

92. Mr AINSWORTH to the Minister for Education:

What is the level of -

(a) parent

(b) teacher

representation on the proposed school based decision making groups?

Dr GALLOP replied:

The representative working party has not yet finalised its recommendations;
however, it is likely that school staff and parents will be equally represented,
with the principal of the school being an ex offic io member.

SCHOOLS - PSYCHOLOGY SERVICE

93. Mr AINSWORTH to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is the Goverrnent committed to the establishment of a school psychology
service?

(2) What is the proposed number of staff
(3) How much more will it cost the taxpayer than the existing guidance service?

(4) What functions will the school psychology service perform that are not
already performed by existing Government agencies?

Dr GALLOP replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) This will depend on those who choose to move to the new service.
Potentially, the number could be the same as the current guidance officer
establishment - 190 FTEs.

(3) Due to the transitional arrangements, precise costings are not available;
however, any additional costs in the short tenn will be met from the current
salary package. In the long term, the costing of the new service will not
represent significant additional expenditure.

(4) The school psychology service will provide a professional educational
counselling service to teachers, students and parents for 48 weeks of the year
and additional access outside the school working hours.

ACCOUNTABI]LrTY - PARLIA.MENTARY DEPARTMENTS
Public Sector Differences

100. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

(1) Are the accountability requirements of the five departments within the
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Western Australian Parliament different in any way from the accountability
requirements that apply to the rest of the public sector?

(2) If yes, how are they different?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Treasury advice is that accountability requirements are not different.
However, in respective statements to both Houses on 31 August 1988, the
Speaker and the President stated that they were not completely satisfied that
the Financial Administration and Audit Act, regulations and Treasurer's
instructions can be complied with in their entirety while still maintaining
Parliament's proper independence from Executive control.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES -PROFESSIONAL ADVICE
"Shopping Around" Practice -Auditor Genera/'s Report

101. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that the Auditor General in his 1990 report is critical of

the practice of Government agencies 'shopping around" for professional
advice in relation to accounting policies and legal interpretation?

(2) Can the Premier assure the House that this practice has now been stopped?

(3) If yes, how?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1 )-(3)
I have asked the Under Treasurer to discuss this matter with the Auditor
General so that appropriate remedial action can be put in place.

FUJNCTIQNAL REVIEW COMMITTEE - STATE GOVERNMENT ENTITIES
102. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

(1) Have over 800 recognisable State Government entities been identified by the
Functional Review Committee?

(2) If yes, what is the exact number?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 882.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - COMPUTER EQUIPMENT
103. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

(1) What has been the total expenditure in each of the last three years on
computer equipment, including software and training, by all Government
agencies and instrumentalities?

(2) What has been the estimated overall cost savings of computer technology in
each of the last three years?

(3) How many public sector positions have been abolished as a result of computer
technology in each of the last three years?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Estimated IT expenditure -

1986-87 $200 million
1987-88 $190 million
1988-89 $215 million

(2)-(3)
The information sought is not available from any consolidated source. Since
1988, agencies have been required by Department of Computing and
Information Technology to prepare schedules of outcomes - SOOs - for all
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major IT projects which identify project outcomes together with costs and
benefits. No information on actual savings achieved has been collected from
this source to date since most projects with SOOs are still being implemented.

EDUJCATION MINSTRY - H4EAD OFFICE EMPLOYEES
104. Mr AINSWORTH to the Minister for Education:

(1) How many staff currently work at the Ministry for Education's head office?

(2) How does this compare with the number of staff at the ministry's head office
prior to the implementation of the first stage of the Better Schools program?

Dr GALLOP replied:

(1) Ministry employment records are maintained on a full time equivalent basis in
line with Govemiment employment statistics reporting systems -

(a) There is currently an approved establishment of 856.4 full time
equivalents in central office comprising -

Public Service/Ministerial 697.4
Education Act 159
Total 856.4

(b) Approved establishment at December 1987 was 968 full time
equivalents in central office comprising -

Public Service/Ministerial 679
Education Act 2M9
Total 968

(2) These figures are not directly comparable because some sections,
which were accommnodated in decentralised locations, have been
transferred to head office since 1987.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE - EMPLOYEE
REDUCTION

Single Level 3 Researcher
105, Mr TRENORDEN to the Speaker:

(1) Whose decision was it to reduce the staff of the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee to a single researcher at level 3?

(2) Why was the decision made and what is the estimated cost saving to the
Legislative Assembly?

The SPEAKER replied:

(1) The staff of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee has not
been reduced. The filling of a vacancy for the second research officer has
been delayed for a period of about three months. The decision was made by
the Speaker and the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly after consultation with
the chairman and staff of the committee.

(2) The decision was made in order to cooperate with Government initiatives in
cost reduction. The savings are estimated at $7 500.
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMB3LY - THREE SENIOR OFFICERS

Cars Decision
106. Mr TRENORDEN to the Speaker:

(1) Whose decision was it to provide the three most senior officers of the
Legislative Assembly with cars?

(2) Why was the decision made and what is the estimated cost of purchasing and
maintaining the three cars?

The SPEAKER replied:

(1) There was no decision to provide the three most senior officers of the
Legislative Assembly with cars. In 1989, when vacancies in the'positions of
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Clerk and Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Assembly were advertised, I
approved the provision of a motor vehicle for each of those officers as part of
the conditions of employment.

(2) The decision was made both to relieve a transport shortage for the department
and to redress in part the relative disadvantage of chose positions when
compared with similar positions throughout Australia.

The purchase of one vehicle has been delayed for nine months. The costs
related to that vehicle in this financial year will be approximately $23 000.
The purchase of the other vehicle has been delayed to the next financial year
and the costs in that year will be approximately $19 700.

SCHOOLS - BUILDINGS
Maintenance Costs

108. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Works:

(1) What has been the total cost of the maintenance of school buildings in the
metropolitan area over the last three years?

(2) In each of those years what proportion of the work has been performed by
private contractors and what proportion of the work has been performed by
Building Management Authority day labour groups?

(3) What was the total cost of the work performed by the private contractors and
what was the total cost of the work performed by the BMA day labour
groups?

Mrs BUCHANAN replied:

(1) 1986-87 $11 million (an estimate)
1987-88 $ 10 mill ion (actual)
1988-89 $10.6 million (actual)

(2)-(3)
This information is not immediately available. Once the information is to
hand I will write to the member.

SCHOOLS - ASBESTOS REMOVAL
109. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Works:

(1) How many schools have had asbestos removed from their buildings?
(2) Of those schools in which the asbestos has been removed, how many have had

the work performed by private contractors and how many have had the work
performed by Building Management Authority day labour groups?

(3) What was the total cost of the work performed by the private contractors and
what was the total cost of the work performed by the BMA day labour
groups?

Mrs BUCHANAN replied:
(1) There have been no records kept of the number of schools in which asbestos

has been removed.

(2)-(3)
As above, no records available.

SCHOOLS - BUILDINGS
Maintenance Costs

110. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Works:
(1) What has been the total cost of the maintenance of school buildings in country

areas over the last three years?
(2) In each of those years what proportion of the work has been performed by

private contractors and what proportion of the work has been performed by
Building Management Authority day labour groups?

108 [ASSEMBLY1



[Wednesday, 2 May 1990]10

(3) What was the total cost of the work performed by the private contractors and
what was the total cost of the work performed by the BM.A day labour
groups?

Mrs BUCHANAN replied:

(1) 1986-87 $6 million (an estimnate)
1987-88 $5 million (actual)
1988-89 $4.6 million (actual)

(2)-(3)
BMA Day Labour Percentages

1986-87 $0.42 million - seven per cent
1987-88 $0.38 million - eight per cent
1988-89 $0.42 million - nine per cent

TREASURER -AUDITOR GENERAL'S RECONIMENDATIONS
Public Bank Account -Treasurer's Accounts Interagency Transactions Disclosure

138. Mr TRENORDEN to the Treasurer.

(1) Will the Treasurer be adopting the recommendations of the Auditor General
in relation to -

(a) the public bank account;

(b) the disclosure of interagency transactions in the Treasurer's Accounts?

(2) If yes, can the Treasurer assure the House that the Treasurer will be
complying with those recommendations in the Treasurer's report to this
House on the 1989-90 financial year?

(3) If not, why not?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(a) A statement of financial transactions through Treasury's departmental
receipts in suspense account which relate to short term investment
interest earnings will be included in the notes to the "Treasurer's
Annual Statements" for 1989-90.

(b) Interdepartmental transactions within the Consolidated Revenue Fund
are presently not extensive and several large instances are identified as
rebates. As interdepartmental charging becomes more prevalent in
response to the Government's financial management initiative, the
aggregate effect on CRE will be sufficiently material to warrant
identification and adjustment. Treasury is setting in place accounting
arrangements to identify the more material levels of such transactions
for 1990-9L.

(3) Not applicable.

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNIT"Y - COMPULSORY UNIONiSM
Contrary Requirement - Fremantle Waterfront, Robb Jetty, QVJ Building Site

139. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Justice:

(1) Does the Minister regard compulsory unionism as contrary to the
Government's policy on equal employment opportunity?

(2) if not, why not?

(3) Is the Minister satisfied that equal employment opportunity exists on the
Fremantle waterfront?

(4) Js the Minister satisfied that equal employment opportunity exists at the Robb
Jetty mearworks?

(5) Is the Minister satisfied that equal employment opportunity exists on the QVI
constructions project?
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Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) The Equal Opportunity Act 1984, as amended, reflects Government policy on
equal opportunity in employment. Compulsory membership of a trade union
is not a ground for complaint of discrimination in employment under the Act.
The Act does provide that it is unlawful to discriminate on the ground of
political conviction in the area of employment.

The term "political conviction" is not defined and the Equal Opportunity
Tribunal has not made any decision as to whether "political conviction" may
in some circumstances include opinions as to the virtues of membership or
non-membership of a trade union.

(2) See (1) above.

(3 )-(5)
As far as I am aware, no complaints have been made about the equal
opportunity aspects of any work practices at these places. For this reason no
research has been done on the issue. I am not able to venture any opinion on
the matter.

ELECTIONS - LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Australian Labor Parry Involvement

140. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Local Government:
Is the Minister aware of any involvement by the Australian Labor Party in the
forthcoming local government elections?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

It may be possible that some candidates for local government elections could
have been endorsed by any of the political pantics. However, as Minister for
Local Government I have no reason to inquire as to the party endorsements of
any candidate standing for election in the forthcoming local government
elections.

AIRLINES - DEREGULATION
Air Route Safety Discussions

143. Mlr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(I) Has the Government been involved in any discussions or negotiations relevant
to the need to ensure that safety margins on Western Australian air routes are
not reduced when Australia's airlines are deregulated in November next?

(2) If so, with what result?

(3) If not, are any discussions or negotiations expected to take place with the
relevant Commonwealth authorities?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1)-(2)
No. Aviation safety matters are constitutionally a matter for the
Commonwealth Government.

(3) No. The air safety issue was addressed at some length in the Commonwealth
Government's 1987 statement on deregulation. At this stage, we have no
reason to believe that the air safety mechanisms put in place by the
Commonwealth are inadequate.

CORPOR.ATIONS - SPONSORSHIP
Threatened Species and Habitats

144. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for the Environment:

(a) Has the Government given consideration to obtaining corporate sponsorship
of direct action to conserve threatened species and their habitats?

(b) If so, with what result?

(c) If not, will it endeavour to obtain such sponsorship?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
(a) This opportunity has been discussed within the Department of Conservation

and Land Management and is included in a discussion paper currently
circulating within the department.

(b) No tangible results at this early stage.
(c) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - ACCOUJNT PAYMENTS
Building Management Authority - Late Payments

151. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Works:

(t) Does a document from the Building Management Authority, found recently
on the Claremont rubbish dump and dated 3 April 1990. acknowledge that a
quarter of the authority's total of supplier invoices for building projects are
being paid late - that is, after 30 days?

(2) How does this acknowledgment compare wit several assurances from
various Government Ministers last year that Government agencies and
departments were all paying their accounts within 30 days?

Mrs BUCHANAN replied:

(1) The Building Management Authority has been unable to obtain a copy of the
document referred to in The West Australian articles of 26 and 27 April.

(2) The B MA's payment performance to suppliers indicates that 95 per cent of all
suppliers were paid within 30 days.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS -ABORIGINAL WELFARE
Charlton Report Recommendations

154. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
(1) Will the Minister inform the House what action has been taken by the

Government to implement the recommendations of the Charlron report on
Aboriginal welfare?

(2) Has the Minister put forward to the Commonwealth Government a strategy
for reducing the amount of duplication and other waste of public moneys in
the area of Aboriginal welfare?

(3) When can we expect to see a reduction in duplication and other waste of
public moneys among the various agencies providing Aboriginal welfare?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The recommendations of the Charlton report cover a wide range of complex
issues that cross Commonwealth, State and local goverinent responsibilities.
The Governmaent is attending to the identified issues by way of ongoing
negotiations with the Commonwealth and the development of policy options
for an enhanced planning and coordination function for the Aboriginal Mffairs
Planning Authority.

DOWNSTREAM PROCESSING - OPPORTUNITY LOSSES
High Power Costs

155. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

Does the Minister concur with the former Minister for Economic
Development and Trade that Western Australia is losing downstream
processing opportunities because of the extraordinarily high cost of power in
this State?

Mr CARR replied:
Power prices in Western Australia are, because of resource cost differences,
marginally higher than power prices in the Eastern States. The differences are
not extraordinarily high compared with those in the Eastern States and other
parts of the world. What differences do exist reflect the lower quality and
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higher costs of obtaining coal and natural gas fuel for power generation in
Western Australia compared with other States in Australia.
Additionally, some Eastern States utilities have overinvested in electricity
generating plant and are now offering that surplus power at little more than
marginal rates to attract new projects. Western Australia by comparison has
had strong growth in power demand in recent years and now has a closer
balance between capacity and demand.

There are now greater prospects for reduced power prices in WA flowing
from greater competition between sources of fuel and improved availability of
plant.

I am confident that, notwithstanding the historical reasons for higher costs,
WA can be competitive with other States.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - PARKER, MR DAVID
No Replacement Saving

t57. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

(1) How does the Premier calculate the claimed saving of $1 million per year by
not replacing Mr David Parker in her Ministry?

(2) Will the three Government members of Parliament who will now be acting as
Parliamentary Secretaries for the three Ministers in the Legislative Council be
paid any additional salary or allowance, or be provided with staff?.

(3) If yes to (2), at what annual cost?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) The estimate of $1 million savings was not made by me. The full cost savings
will not be known until redeployment of staff and reallocation of ministerial
office space is complete.

(2) No.

(3) Not applicable.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - MINISTER FOR REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Responsibilities

158. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

As the ministerial responsibility for the South West Development Authority,
the Cieraldton Mid-West Development Authority and the Goldfields
Development Authority have been given to Ministers other than the Minister
for Regional Development, what precisely are the ministerial responsibilities
of the Minister for Regional Development?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The Minister for Regional Development has responsibilities for the Great
Southern Development Authority and the Department of Regional
Development and the North West, which has offices in the Kimberley,
Pilbara, Gascoyne and the central regions.

An important part of the Minister for Regional Development's responsibilities
is to provide a coordination role between the development authorities and the
department on regional development policies and initiatives that influence the
State as a whole or across regional boundaries. This is achieved in a variety
of ways, such as through formal meetings of the Cabinet subcommittee on
regional development or by the conduct of Statewide activities such as the
community economic development program.

RESERVES - A CLASS RESERVE, LAKE CRONIN'
Conservation and Land Management, Department of - Size Increase

159. Mr COURT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is the Department of Conservation and Land Management still considering
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increasing the size of the A lass reserve presently covering Lake Cronin from
approximately 10 km to over 1000 kin?

(2) What consultation has been made with the mining industry in relation to this
matter?

Mr PEARCE replied:,

(1) No.

(2) The Minister for the Environment has had discussion with mining industry
groups about an Environmental Protection Authority proposal for Lake
Cronin.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION - MANAGER OF INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
POSITION

160. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) How long has the position of Manager of Industrial Relations for the State

Energy Commission of Western Australia been vacant in the past three years?

(2) Has an appointment been made to fill this position?

(3) If yes to (2), how was the position advertised?

(4) How many people applied for the position?

(5) Who was the successful applicant?

(6) When did that person take up the position?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Fifteen months.

(2) Yes.

(3) Internally within SECWA and externally.

(4) Thirty-six.

(5) Ms Jeannette O'Keefe.

(6) 6 March 1990.

SCHOOLS - ASBESTOS REMOVAL

164. Mr COURT to the Minister for Education:

(1) Have new guidelines been formulated for the removal of asbestos from
schools?

(2) What is the difference between these new guidelines and the guidelines
already set by the Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare?

Dr GALLOP replied:

(1)-(2)
No. Ihe work practices used by BMA tradesmen comply with the
Deparnment of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare bulletin No 7.
STATE FINANCE - CONSOUIDATED REVENUE FUND

Capital Works - Postponement
165. Mr COURT to the Treasurer:

(1) As a result of the Consolidated Revenue Fund figures published on 31 March
1990 has the Government ordered that certain capital works planned for this
financial year be postponed to the following financial year?

(2) If yes, what were the capital works involved?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.



SWAN BREWERY SITE - REDEVELOPMENT

168. Mr COURT to the Premier:

(1) What is the status of the Government's proposed redevelopment of the old
Swan Brewery shte?

(2) Will the Government act to end the impasse that has occurred on this
controversial project by reconsidering its own plan?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) The old brewery redevelopment is presently the subject of litigation before the
Supreme Court of Western Australia. There is a court granted injunction on
any work on the site which may breach section 17 of the Aboriginal Heritage
Act, 1972-80.

(2) There is currently litigation before the Supreme Court and a new submission
before the Trustees of the WAWestem Australian Museum. Until the
outcome of these deliberations is known, it is not appropriate for the
Government to reconsider its position.

EDUCATION - TRADITONAL ABORIGINAL TEACHER EDUCATION
PROGRAM
Noonkanbah

169, Mr COURT to the Minister for Education:

(1) What is the current status of the traditional Aboriginal teacher education -

TATE - program operating at Noonkanbab?
(2) How many teachers are being trained for Aboriginal communities under this

program?

(3) What has been the expenditure to date in establishing this program?

Dr GALLOP replied:

(1) This is an accredited School of Education course, administered by the Institute
of Applied Aboriginal Studies and located at Noonkanbah.

(2) Current number of students enrolled - 13.
Stage students are at -

Four students finishing stage I at the end of 1990.
Eight students finishing a combination of bridging units and stage 1 by
the end of first semester 1991.

One student finishing end of stage [ in first semester 1991.

(3) Total expenditure to date - $246 956.
EMERGENCY SERVICES - KWINANA, ROCKIN9GHAM AREA

Evacuation Control Responsibility
171. Mr COURT to the Minister representing the Minister for Emergency Services:

What organisation would be responsible for the control of an evacuation in the
FKwinana/Rockingham area in the event of a major disaster?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

The Police Force.
FUEL - EXCISES

Federal Review
172- Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Has the State Government been made aware of the review of excises levied on
fuel being carried out by the Federal Labor Government?

(2) If yes, what input did the State Government have into this inquiry?

(3) What were the results of this inquiry?
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Mr CARR replied.
(1) The Commonwealth Government announced in May 1989 a review into

petroleum excise and royalty arrangements for those areas under
Commonwealth jurisdiction which did not fall under the resource rent tax -
RRT - legislation.

(2) The State Government made a submission.

(3) The inquiry is continuing and no results have yet been announced.

MU41NG - PETROLEUM
Royalties Review

173. Mr COURT to the Minister for Mines:

(1) H-as the Government commenced a review on royalties being paid by the
mining and petroleum sectors?

(2) If yes, when will this review be completed?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) One of the Department of Mines' objectives is to ensure that the community
receives a fair return from the exploitation of the State's mineral and
petroleum resources. Royalties are thus kept continuously under review with
proposed changes being discussed with industry before implementation.

(2) See answer to (I)-

WATER RESOURCES - GROUNDWATER
Perth Coastal Plain Future Use - Environmental Protection Authority Committee

175. Mr COURT to the Minister for the Environment:.

(1) Has the Environmental Protection Authority establt hed a committee to
examine the future use of groundwater in the Perth coastal plain?

(2) If yes, who are the members of this committee?

(3) How many times has this committee met?

(4) When will this committee be reporting its findings?

(5) Does this committee duplicate any work carried out by the Water Authority of
Western Australia?

Mi PEARCE replied:

(1) No. However, the question might be referring to the Swan coastal plain
environmental protection policy advisory commnittee established to develop an
environmental protection policy for the protection of the plain's groundwater,
wetlands and associated ecosystems. If the question relates to the latter, the
following answers are relevant.

(2) The membership comprises -

Mr A. Tonkin Chairman
Mr H. Ventriss Water Authority of Western

Australia
Mr F. Batini Conservation and Land Management
Dr C. Barber Commonwealth Scientific and

Industrial Research
Organisation

Dr P. Jennings Conservation Council of WA
Mr G. Drew WA Farmers Federation
Mr K. Gilbert Urban Development Institute of WA
Mr M. Ratcliffe Department of Planning and Urban

Development
Mr C. Murray Environmental Protection

Authority
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Mr S. Cheverton City of Cockburn
Mr G. Major City of Wanineroo

NB. Australian Conservation Foundation position vacant.

(3) Eleven.

(4) The report is currently being rinalised for release for public comnments.

(5) No.

FIRE BRIGADES ACT - REVIEW COMMfME

176. Mr COURT to the Minister representing the Minister for Emergency Services:

(1) Is there a committee reviewing the Fire Brigades Act?

(2) If yes. when was it established?
(3) Who are the members of dhe committee?

(4) How many times has the committee met?

(5) When will the commnittee be reporting its findings?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 21 September L988.

(3) Mr J. Little - Chairperson
Mr A. Tonkin
Mr F.W. Bertram - since retired
Mr K. Cuneo.

(4) Approximately nine formal meetings have taken place.

(5) The comnmittee has concluded the first stage of its task and has submitted draft
briefing papers to the board and its executive for review and comnment. A
date for the submission of the committee's final report and recommendations
is subject to this review and, consequently, no fixed date has been set.

BUS STATIONS - NEW BUS JUNCTION, MOUNTS BAY ROAD

178. Mr COURT to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What was the budgeted cost of building the new bus junction in Mounts Bay
Road?

(2) What will its actual cost be?

(3) When was it originally planned to have this project completed?

(4) When will this project be completed?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1)-(2)

See answer to question 35.

(3) The contract was to construct the bus junction in 56 weeks, by 5 February
1990.

(4) 1 am advised by the Buiding Management Authority that the contractor now
expects to complete the project in November 1990.

WHEAT - 1989 SEASON
Estimated Value

179. Mr COURT to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) What was the estimated value of last season's wheat crop?
(2) How does this compare with the previous year?

(3) Has the Government been provided with any projections for the outlook for
sales and the price for wheat this year?

(4) If yes, what were these projections?
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Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) The WA Department of Agriculture has estimated the value of the Western

Australian wheat crop in 1989-90 to be $1 010 million.

(2) The Australian Bureau of Statistics has estimated the value of the Western
Australian wheat crop in 1988-89 to be $1 050 million.

(3)-(4)
The Australian Bureau of Agricultural Resource Economics regularly
provides price and sales projections for wheat. In March 1990, AI3ARE
forecast some weakening of world wheat prices in anticipation of a larger
crop. ABARE forecast an average export price for Australian Standard White
wheat of $216 per tonne in 1.990-91, compared with $220 per tonne in
1989-90.

STATESIHPS - JAKARTA REPRESENTATIVE

185. Mir COURT to the Minister for Transport:

(I.) Does Stateships have a representative based in Jakarta?
(2) If yes, how long has there been a person in that position?

(3) What are the responsibilities of this position?

(4) What tonnage is Stateships currently carrying to and from Indonesia?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) Stateships; has been represented in Jakarta since 1 January 1989 by Andhika.
Lines. Mr F. Gallagher, an officer of the Department of Transport, has been
on assignment in Indonesia for States hips and the Ministry of Economic
Development and Trade to research trade development potential. This
assignment commenced in November 1989 and will be concluded in June
1990.

(2)-(3)
See (1).

(4) In the past 12 months Statesbips has carried from Western Australia to
Indonesia 21 546 tonnes and from Indonesia to Western Australia 803 tonnes.

ENERGY - O'CONNOR INDUSTRIAL AREA
Power Failures

189. Mr COURT to the Minisrer for Fuel and Energy:

(1) For how many hours in the last 18 months in the O'Connor industrial area has
power supply been disrupted?

(2) How often has the voltage fluctuated outside the design limits?

Mr CARR replied:

The O*Connor industrial area is serviced by three high voltage feeders from
the O'Connor zone substation. These supply power to some 150 individual
stcpdown substations, each of which provides a low voltage supply to
anywhere from one to possibly 20 or 30 individual consumers. Therefore, the
loss of any one feeder would affect only about one third of the total number of
consumers in the O'Connor area. Problems at a stepdown substation would
affect only a very small number of consumers.

Unless the name and address of a particular consumer is given, it is not
possible to state categorically how of-ten or for how long supply was
interrupted.

During the 1.8 months from 1 September 1988 there have been -

Two occasions - 16 January and 26 January 1990 - when all three
feeders were simultaneously without supply due to major problems at
the South Fremantle switchyard. These interruptions lasted for 95 and
12 minutes respectively.
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Seventy-six occasions when a feeder was off and consequently the
supply to 50 stepdown substations was interrupted. Thirty-seven of
these outages were brought about by the necessity to reduce load to
avoid a system collapse. This was during generation shortfalls
occasioned by plaint failure and/obr industrial relations problems.
Twenty-two outages were momentary interruptions to clear transient
faults. The remainder required operator intervention to restore supply
and were caused by vandalism, plant failure, trees and tree cutters,
vehicles colliding with poles, wind-borne material, birds, animals and
insects and four faults for which no cause could be found.

Ninety-three faults occurred at stepdown substations when local fuses
blew due to causes similar to the above. During these outages, which
would have affected only a few consumers, one or two phases of the
low voltage supply may have been completely off or below the
declared voltage, In the worst case the duration of the out of limit
voltage excursion was 272 minutes and was brought about by a vehicle
colliding with a pole.

There is no other reason for or record of the supply voltage being outside of
limits during the last 18 months.

LEG AL AID - ESTIMATED EXPENDITURE
Legal Aid Commission - Maximum Allowance Reduction

191. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Justice:

(1) What is the anticipated expenditure on legal aid for the current financial year?

(2) Has a decision recently been made to reduce the maximum allowed per day to
the Legal Aid Commission for legal aid work through Western Australia?

(3) If yes to (2) -
(a) what was the old limit,

(b) what is the new limit-,

(c) when was the decision made and why; and
(d) are fther reductions in legal aid being considered?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) $18 million.

(2) No.

(3) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT INDUSTRY TASK FORCE - FUEL SUPPLIES

192. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) What actions has the Government taken on the Government-industry task
force on fuel supplies?

(2) What is the timetable for the implementation of the five recommendations of
the task force?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) It is expected that the Government-industr task force on fuel supplies will
report to the Minister for Planning shortly.

(2) Not applicable.

SEA URCHINS - WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Overseas Interests Representations

193. Mi HOUSE to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Have any representations been made by or on behalf of overseas interests
regarding development of the sea urchin fishery in Western Australia?
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(2) If yes, what is the general nature of these representations?

(3) Can the Minister assure the House that he will take the necessary steps to
prevent either an overseas or a locally controlled monopoly over the sea
urchin in Western Australia?

(4) Can the Minister assure the House that he will use his powers under the
Fisheries Act to maintain at least the current level of Western Australian
ownership in the sea urchin industry?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

0I) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3 )-(4)
Yes.

EDUCATI[ON MIMiSTRY - AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT
Computerised Payroll System - Inadequate Controls

196. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Education:

As the Auditor General stated in his report as at 30) June 1989 - referring to
the financial statements of the Ministry of Education including TAFE for the
period I July 1988 to 30 June 1989 that -

(a) there are inadequate controls within the computerised payroll system
and its associated manual procedures;

(b) transaction reports produced by the payroll system are not reviewed
promptly;

(c) the balance of outstanding overpayments has increased from $444 301
at 1 July 1988 to $724 738 at 30 June 1989; and

(d) there is a lack of appropriate procedure manuals;

could the Minister advise what measures are being put in place to correct and
overcome (a) to (d) above?

Dr GALLOP replied:

The Ministry of Education established a temporary systems review team to
address, review and implement appropriate changes as deemed necessary to
reduce the ministry's financial liability of overpayments. A recent sur-vey of
overpayments has identified the major factors that have contributed to the
increased overpayments situation. Accordingly, remedial action currently
being undertaken includes -

(1) Updating and modernising procedure manuals.
(2) Flowcharting of personnel and payroll procedures for education and

training purposes.
(3) Refining current clerical manual procedures.

(4) Continuing to institute specific and essential modifications to the
staffing payments computer system.

(5) Rationalising the number of human resources farms in use.

EDUCATION MINISTRY - AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT
22 Accounts - Trust Statements Approval

197. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Education:

Referring to the Auditor General's report as at 30 June 1989 concerning the
financial statements of the Ministry of Education including TAFE for the
period 1 July 1988 to 30 June 1989, where he states that 22 accounts still
requiring trust statements required to be prepared under section 10 of the
Financial Administration and Audit Act are still to be approved by the Under
Treasurer pursuant to the Treasurer's Instruction 802, will the Minister
advise -
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(a) the names of the 22 accounts;

(b) why the trust statements for these accounts are still to be approved by
the Under Treasurer; and

(c) if, to date, all 22 accounts have been approved by the Under Treasurer
and, if not, will he identify those accounts still requiring trust
statements to be approved?

Dr GALLOP replied:

(a) The names of the 22 accounts outlined in the Auditor General's report as at 30
June 1989 are provided hereunder -

Olive A. Lewis
Council of War Service Land Setters Association
Daisy Harcourt Harper Prize Trust Account
Education Salaries Account
Little Citizens' Kindergarten Committee Trust Account
Rischbeirh Memorial Fund Trust Account
Post-Graduate Scholarship Fund Trust Account
R.S. Sampson Scholarships Trust Account
Royal Antedeluvian Order of Buffaloes Scholarship Trust Account
John Forrest Senior High School Prize Trust Account
Margurerta Wilson Scholarship Trust Account
Perth Girls Memorial Scholarship Trust Account
Sir Thomas Coombe Scholarship Trust Account
Margery Bennett Prize Trust Account
Perth Boys' Memorial Scholarship Trust Account
Roy Grace English Prize Trust Account
James A. Heron Memorial Prize Trust Account
William Samuel Bequest Trust Account
Howard Porter Memorial Prize for Good Citizenship Trust Account
Agricultural High Schools Trust Account
Charles Hadley Travelling Library Trust Account
Falconer Research Scholarship Trust Account.

Seventeen of the abovementioned accounts were the subject of legal opinion
which has only recently been received from Crown Law Department.
Documentation for those accounts, which are listed below, are presently being
prepared for resubmission for the Under Treasurer's approval -

Daisy Harcourt Harper Prize Trust Account
Little Citizens' Kindergarten Committee Trust Account
Rischbeith Memorial Fund Trust Account
Post-Graduate Scholarship Fund Trust Account
R.S. Sampson Scholarships Trust Account
Royal Antedeluvian Order of Buffaloes Scholarship Trust Account
John Forr-est Senior High School Prize Trust Account
Marguretta Wilson Scholarship Trust Account
Perth Girls Memorial Scholarship Trust Account
Sir Thomas Coombe Scholarship Trust Account
Margery Bennett Prize Trust Account
Perth Boys' Memorial Scholarship Trust Account
Roy Grace English Prize Trust Account
James A. Heron Memorial Prize Trust Account
Howard Porter Memorial Prize for Good Citizenship Trust Account
Charles Hadley Travelling Library Trust Account
Falconer Research Scholarship Trust Account.

The Under Treasurer's approval is no longer required for a trust account for
education salaries. The remaining four accounts are in the process of being
finalised for the Under Treasurer's approval.
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EDUCATION NMNSTRY -AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT
Property Registers -Inadequate Maintenance

198. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Education:

Referring to the Auditor General's report as at 30 June 1989 concerning the
financial statements of the Ministry of Education including TAFE for the
period I July 1988 to 30 June 1989, where he states that -

(a) property registers have not been adequately maintained; and
(b) an annual physical inventory had not been carried out as required

under Treasurer's instructions.
Could the Minister advise why these matters have not been attended to and
what measures have been put in place to ensure that they are carried out to
satisfy' the requirement that the ministry's assets have been accounted for?

Dr GALLOP replied:

Due to the complex nature of the organisation and the major restructuring
which has been occurring over the past two years, it has not been possible for
the Ministry of Education to comply fuliy with the Treasurer's Instructions.

(a) Work is in progress to implement appropriate controls and maintain
necessary computerised records.

(b) The concerns of the Auditor General will be substantially addressed by
30 June 1990.

EDUCATION MINISTRY - AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT
Financial Administration and Audit Act Sections 21, 34 - Non-compliance

199. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Education:

Referring to the Auditor General's report as at 30 June 1989 concernLing the
financial statements of the Ministry of Education including TAFE for the
period 1 July 1988 to 30 June 1989 where he states that the ministry has not
complied wit sections 21 and 34 of the Financial Administration and Audit
Act in that public moneys raised by schools and TAPE institutions.
Government cash grants, are not being banked to the public bank account nor
to school bank accounts opened under authority given by the Treasurer, could
the Minister advise what measures have been put in place to ensure that
sections 21 and 34 of the Financial Admidnistration and Audit Act have been
complied with?

Dr GALLOP replied:

Amendments to the Education Act will be introduced in the current session of
Parliament to formalise and regulate the operation of bank accounts in
Government schools and the management of moneys held in those accounts.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

REES, MR WYVERN - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMIHSSION
CHAIRMAN
Reappointment

7. Mr MacKJINNON to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Was Wyvern Rees reappointed as Chairman of the State Government
Insurance Commission when his appointnent expired on 31 December 1989?

(2) If yes, why was he reappointed when, as chairman, he has presided over the
SGIC at a time when it has been placed in a position of "technical
insolvency"?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1)-(2)
Wyvern Rees was reappointed because he is the best person to do the job. I
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have a great deal of confidence in Wyvem Rees, and he joins she list - and
probably joined it long ago - of the people who are seeking to do a public
service in this State and who are being attacked by the likes of the Leader of
the Opposition and his cohorts in this House under the privilege of Parliament.
That is a disgraceful way to treat a person of Wyvemn Rees' calibre.

STATE FINANCE - ACCOUNTS
Businesses - Payment Delay Avoidance

8. Mr P.J. SMITH to the Treasurer:

What moves has the Government taken to avoid delays to business in the
payment of Goverrnment accounts?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Mr Speaker -

Several members interjected.

Dr LAWRENCE: I think that members will find in respect of the interjection by the
Deputy Leader of she Opposition that there has been a significant
improvement in this matter. The Minister for Small Business has expressed
concern at the remaining delay in some areas of Governmnent, and the
situation has obviously been monitored very closely because we are
concerned that businesses be paid expeditiously for services and goods
rendered to Government.

It was announced last year that the State Treasury was working towards the
introduction of a corporate credit card. The Treasury's efforts have
culminated in the State Tender Board accepting an offer from Westpac Bank
for the use of MasterCard facilities, similar to those in existence in the
Commonwealth Government. the Northern Territory and Victoria; and other
States are moving towards the same approach. This will allow purchasing
officers within Government to offer payment through the credit card system.
Therefore, payments will be made, if rnot immediately, very soon after the
services have been rendered or the goods purchased.

The Treasury purchasing officers will be issued with credit cards, and steps
will be taken to ensure the integrity and security of the system. An instruction
has already been issued through Treasury which places on Government
departments and agencies an obligation to pay within 30 days. As Treasurer I
intend to ensure that that instruction is adhered to.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - MINISTER FOR
FINANCE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Responsibility

9. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) As the Minister now has responsibility for the Government Employees
Superannuation Board, is he aware that it is the Treasurer and not he who has
the responsibility under the Goverrnent Employees Superannuation Act for -

(a) appointing the chairman and other board members;

(b) the board's investment guidelines;

(c) the board's borrowing powers;

(d) overseeing the assessment of employer contributions to the
fund;

(e) the discretionary powers under section 49 of the Act to give
directions to the board; and

(f0 the power under the Act to enter into reciprocal agreements
with other superannuation funds?

(2) Does the Miniister accept responsibility for being accountable to the
Parliament for the exercise of the Treasurer's statutory powers as outlined
above?
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(3) If yes to (2), does that mean the Treasurer is accountable to him, as the
responsible Minister, for the exercise of those powers vested in the Treasurer
by the Act?

(4) If no to (2), will the Minister detail which Minister is accountable to this
Parliament and for what powers in relation to the Government Employees
Superannuation Board?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I thank the member for a couple of minutes' notice of the question.

(1) (a) Yes.

(b) Yes.

(c) Yes.
(d) Yes.

(e) Yes.

(0) Yes.
(2) Yes.

(3) No.

(4) 1 am the accountable Minister.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY - LIB ERAL PARTY
Change Proposals

10. Mr READ to the Minister for the Environment:

Will the Government agree to the Liberal Party's proposed changes to the
Environmenta Protection Authority, as outlined earlier this year by the
Leader of the Opposition at a business lunch in Mandurab?

Mir PEARCE replied:

The Leader of the Opposition's contribution to environmental protection in
this State was quoted extensively in the Mandurah Telegraph of 8 February
1990. The Leader of the Opposition made two amazing propositions, neither
of which the Government is likely to agree with. The fiust is that the EPA
should be stripped of its independence.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: I can understand how this is a bit embarrassing for members opposite.

The SPEAKER: Order! This is another tactic to which I will take strong exception
during this session of Parliament. I suggest that before members begin to
interject in that way they avail themselves of a copy of the report of the
Parliamentary Standards Committee, read it, consider it in depth, and then, if
they must, they can attempt that sont of interjection, but I feel sure they
probably will not after having read the report.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Macinnon is quoted as saying that -

..a Liberal Government would reduce the EPA's role to an advisory
capacity and the government would take over administration of
environmental law.

This Government does not agree with the proposition that the independence of
the EPA should be removed and replaced by having the Government make
environmental decisions. We would have considerable confidence in our
record but one quails at the thought of a Liberal Government's making
environmental decisions, with the EPA acting merely in an advisory capacity.
It is not just fear of the future which leads us to that point of view but
knowledge of the past, because that is precisely the position which prevailed
under the previous Liberal Government, which had an environmental system
which was an adviser to Government, and Government made the decisions.
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That sort of system led to the former Premier, Sir Charles Court, quoting with
approval the President of the Port Hedland Shire Council, who said in respect
of the huge dust problem which camne to that town because of the piles of iron
ore, 'We will complain about the dust when it clogs up the cash registers.'
That is tire Liberal approach to the environment.

Worse than that, the Opposition is proposing a further arrangement whereby
some areas of the State would not be subject to environmental protection, not
even by the Government. The Leader of the Opposition said -

AREAS for noxious industries would be set up by a Liberal
Government to avoid EPA "fiascos".

So the Leader of the Opposition would designate certain areas of the State for
noxious industries, where environmental protection would not prevail. The
Government does not agree with that and we would be very interested to
know what are those areas of the State which the Leader of the Opposition
proposes to designate for noxious industries.

I do not know if the Leader of the Opposition would like to take this
opportunity, the first available to him since the Parliament has sat, of
responding to that poinit. Does he want to tell the Parliament now, or will he
reserve for a subsequent occasion his notification to the Padliamnent and the
people of this State the areas in which he will have no environmental
protection at all?

Decorum of the Chamber

The SPEAKER: Before calling on the member for member for Darling Range, I
remind members that the saa-ne guidelines apply to question timne as apply to
debates. Members should try to refrain from the use of the word "you" and
address their remarks to the Speaker. This may create a situation where we
have rather less of these nasty interjections.

ARALIJEN PARK - GOVERNMENT PURCHASE

11. Mr THOMPSON to the Deputy Premier:

By way of preface, I should say that I am aware that the Government is giving
consideration to purchasing Araluen Park in Roleystone.
(1) When does the Government expect to make a decision on this matter?

(2) Is he aware that another person or another parry has indicated an
interest in this park arid is moving very close to making a decision
with respect to this matter, and could the Government have regard to
that when considering the mailer? It would be inappropriate for the
Government to lose the opportunity of purchasing this very valuable
piece of Western Australia.

Mr TAYLOR replied:

The member is quite correct; Araluen is a valuable piece of Western
Australia's history. I have had a submission, I think it was from Richard Ellis
Pay Ltd, in relation to this issue. I have received a number of letters
suggesting that the State Government should perhaps consider purchasing
Araluen. I have asked the Kings Park Board to put a proposal to me as to how
it would see Araluen fitting in with what it is seeking to do in a botanical way
in Western Australia. I have received that submission. It is not a detailed
one, but we will consider the matter further.

As far as another party being interested is concemned, I suggest the other party
should continue to pursue the matter because I can give no guarantee that the
Government will definitely purchase Araluen. That is not to say that the
Government has no interest in it; it is examining it to see if Araluen fits into
what the Kings Park Board and the Department of Conservation and Land
Management see as the uses of these sorts of properties.
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BELL GROUP SHARES - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION
Fire Sale

12. Mr HASSELL to the Treasurer:
(I) Did she give her approval, either formally or informally, to the tire sale of

Bell Group shares by the SOIC last week?
(2) Was the Treasurer informled of the proposals for the sale?

(3) What discussions concerning the matter took place between the Treasurer and
the SCIC?

(4) If the Treasurer was not involved in these matters, can she advise me whether
the matter was dealt with by the Deputy Premier?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The last part of the question is a correct answer to the member's question.
The Minister responsible is the Minister for Finance and Economic
Development.

BELL GROUP SHARES - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION
Tenders

13. Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Did the State Government Insurance Comrmission receive any offer for its
Bell Group shares when they were put out to tender on several occasions?

(2) If yes, why were none of those tenders accepted?

(3) Was the Minister aware that many small investors would be seriously hurt by
the SCIC's fire sale of Bell Group shares?

(4) Why were the interests of these small1 investors not taken into account so that
some equity in their investments could have been maintained?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

When I became the Minister responsible for the SQIC, I met the Chairmnan
and also the Managing Director of the SOIC. I said to them that as far as I
was concerned as Minister they had a job to do and that job was to get on with
running what I considered to be one of the best insurance companies in this
nation. I said that job would be done by them without my seeking to interfere
in any way with the way they went about it.

I am prepared to have a role in relation to policy issues as far as the SGIC is
concerned, but I am not prepared, nor do I see it as my job, to have a role in
the day-to-day management issues of the SQIC. One of those day-to-day
management issues, which is not a secret in Western Australia, is the fact that
the SGIC held those shares and was required to sell them by I May in order to
crystallise any losses and therefore have the opportunity of approaching the
Bond people to cover the losses which might have occurred from the sale of
those shares. Over the last week or so the SGIC. as it was required to do,
went about selling those share and sold them in a way which it considered to
be the best possible way to sell them and therefore crystallise that loss. I have
no doubt at all that the nature of the agreement between the SOIC and Bond is
such that when this matter is taken to court the SGIC will have a very definite
victory.

JACKSON, MR HAL -CHILDREN'S COURT PRESIDENT
Press Club Lunch Member for Cotresloe 's Comments

14. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Justice:

Is the Minister aware that the member for Cottesloe, Mr Hassell, has attacked
comnments made by the President of the Children's Court, Mr Hal Jackson, at
a recent Press Club lunch?

125



126 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr D.L. SMiTH replied:

I am aware of the comments made by the member for Cottesloe in response to
a speech made by the new President of the Children's Court, Judge Jackson,
last Friday. Members will be aware that we have a problem in this State with
juvenile misbehaviour. It is a problem to which the Government has been
directing considerable thought and resources through what was known as the
Kids And Crime package last year and through the reforms made to the
Children's Court. It is trite to say that one of the things one needs in order to
induce good behaviour in children is respect for the law and those who
operate it. If we are to have a civilised community which has respect for the
law it is important that those persons in authority in our community do not
bring those who administer the law into disrepute. They should not bring into
disrepute the court systems or the judges. In particular it has long been a
tradition, in tenrns of the separation of the judicial and administrative roles in
Western democracies, that politicians and the Administration should not be
seen to be criticising individual judges who administer the law. For the sake
of sheer political opportunism, the member for Cottesloe has seen fit to breach
that principle and to make a quite substantial attack on the judge.

Mr Hassell: If judges make political speeches they will get political responses. Let
us get the record clear; I did nor attack him.

Mr D.L. SMITH: The member for Cottesloc says he did not attack the judge, but he
used these words -

..the Children's Court president, Judge Hal Jackson, was out of
touch with public concerns ..
"In pursuing the philosophy of de-institutionalisation the judge appears
to have overlooked the harsh reality of the breakdown of the present
system.

He said Judge Jackson was promoting a philosophy which had demonstrably
failed in its manifestation in the existing justice system. Judge Jackson's
speech was a very lengthy and considered one delivered at lunch time last
Friday.

TM1r Hassell: I was there; I heard it.

Mr D.L. SMITh: These comments were made by the member for Contesloe
immediately following the speech.

Mr Hassell: No, they were not; they were made on Sunday. You have made an error.
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr D.L. SMITH: Immnediately following the speech, and in terms which did not pay

any regard to what the judge was saying, the member simply sought to use the
opportunity of promoting the traditional Liberal view. The traditional Liberal
view was typified by the comments of the Leader of the Opposition which
accompanied the comments of the member for Cortesloe and talked about
transferring 16 year olds into the adult court system. I emphasise that we
established the Children's Court last year and put it into operation on
t December.

Mr H-assell: This is a speech, not an answer!

Mr D.L. SMITH: We took a long time to find the appropriate person to head that
new Children's Court. We thought it of paramount importance that in the
selection of the first President of the Children's Court we found someone of
proven judicial standing and of proven standing amongst his legal brethren
who would head that court and engender around it a feeling of respect for that
court, and to ensure by the transfer of that court system from the Department
for Commuunity Services to the Crown Law Department that the operation of
that court was more in line with the formal court system.
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Point of Order

Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, tonight we have had an excellent question time in
termns of the answers provided by Ministers, and I thought the directions you
gave previously were to be abided by, until unfortunately the Mintister
presently answering the question put on his usual incompetent performance.

The SPEAKER: Order! At the commencement of the Leader of the Opposition's
point of order I had tremendous sympathy with him but it dissipated
somewhat with his last comment. I want to take this opportunity of saying
how pleased I anm on behalf of the Parliament to hear how short and to the
point the answers have been so far today. I must admit to beginning to
wonder where the Minister presently answering the question was going.
There is a mechanism for those sonts of statements to be given in this House;
that is, by way of ministerial statements. The time now is for answers to
questions, not ministerial statements. Having said that, I am quite certain the
Minister was drawing his answer to a close.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mit D.L. SMITH: I hear what you say, Mr Speaker, and I just want to say in
summary to the Opposition that it is important that there be respect for the
Children's Court and the way it operates. The comments of the Leader of the
Opposition and, more importantly, the member for Cottesloc, will not serve
that purpose but will simply bring it into disrespect. However, I will conclude
with the judge's remarks, which the member for Cottesloc took to heart. The
judge's words were

West Australians should stop moralising, and making self-righteous
speeches demanding tougher penalties for child offenders.

That is precisely all that the Leader of the Opposition and members opposite
do. They try to bring the system into disrepute and to hit a sympathetic chord
by calling out for harsher penalties, and they have no concern for the truth or
for what is going on in the system.

DOCTORS - AUSTRALIAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION
Country Doctors - Increase Support

15. Dr TURNBULL to the Minister for Regional Development:
With regard to the Minister's media statement reported this morning, in which
she called on the Australian Medical Association to support the increase in
country medical practitioners -

(1) Has the Minister consulted the Australian Medical Association with
regard to its policy on the subject9

(2) Is the Minister aware that the AMA policy since 1984 is that
"incentives will have to be provided to correct the geographic
maldistribution of doctors between metropolitan and rural areas"?

(3) Is the Minister aware of the major role taken by the AMIA, along with
country shire councils, in calling for an inquiry into the recruitment
and retention of doctors in country areas, and that two members of the
AMA were on the commuittee of inquiry chaired by Max Kamnien?

(4) Is the Minister aware that one of the Kamien report recommendations
is that a number of rural students should be admnitted to the medical
course each year and that these students should be in addition to the'
current medical school annual quota; and that that quota is set by the
medical school and not by the medical fraternity?

(5) Is the Minister aware that while she is calling for an increase in rural
doctors, cost cutting measures in regional hospitals axe resulting in a
reduction in medical practitioner numbers in the country?

The SPEAKER: I just want to make a point that members may consider at some time
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in the future during question time. I am not sure whether notice of that
question has been given but I think the same principle applies to questions as
applies to answers. If the questions are very lengthy, Like that one, it would
facilitate question time if there were an opportunity for the Ministers to see
the questions, just briefly, before they are asked.

Mrs BUCHANAN replied:

(04-5)
With respect to the member's question regarding the role of the Australian
Medical Association, I am fully aware of those things to which she referred.
If the AMA supports increasing the numbers of doctors in country areas and
retaining those who are currently there, I simply wonder why it is making
those statements. This is not the first time that the AMA has said there should
be a reduction in the number of doctors trained. I do not know why the
association is saying it. I have responded by saying how I feel about such a
move, and if the AMA wishes to come and speak to me in response to what I
have said, it is perfectly welcome to do so.

BELL GROUP SHARES - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMSSION
Sale - Depusy Premier's Approval

16. Mr HASSELL to the Deputy Premier:

I listened closely to the Deputy Premier's answer to the question from the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition but I do not think he specifically answered
the questions I raised before and I would like an answer to those questions.

(1) Did the Deputy Premier give his approval, formal or informal, to the
sale of Bell Group shares by the State Government Insurance
Comnmission last week?

(2) Was the Deputy Premier informed of proposals for the sale?

(3) What discussions concerning the matter took place between the
Deputy Premier and the SG(IG?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(10-(3)
l suppose the answer to those questions really follows on from the answer I
gave to the question asked by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition; that is,
regarding my role and relationship with the State Government Insurance
Commission. First, in relation to the mahter of approval, as far as I was
concerned that was a matter for the 50G. The commission was faced with a
situation of having to sell those shares by 1 May, it went ahead and sold the
shares, and so it should have done.

Secondly, in relation to seeking my approval on that matter, the commidssion
certainly said to me it was its intention to put those shares on the market, and
in fact it told me of that when it put the tender in the newspaper - that is, the
advertisement to say it was putting these shares out to tender - on the basis of
informing me, not of asking for my approval, nor would I expect it to ask for
my approval, having told the commnission that on day one of our relationship.
As far as I was concerned, as I said before, what the commission did was
something it certainly had no choice about and the board was doing what it
had to do.

WA INC - $300 NGLLION LOSSES
Details

17. Mr STRICKLAND to the Premier:

In the light of the Premier's stated objectives of open Government, will the
Premier provide for scrutiny the following information -

(1) Details which have led the Premier to total WA Inc liabilities at
$300 million?
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(2) Details of the announced five year financial plan to manage recovery
of such $300 million losses?

(3) If so, when; if not, why not?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(3)
The amount to which the member refers in relation to WA Government
Holdings Ltd has been very widely publicised. I would be quite happy to
provide the same information in tabular form to the Parliament, but there will
be an appropriate time when we bring a Bill into the Parliament, as we
indicated to the National Party that we would, for a special appropriation in
relation to some of those moneys.

Mr MacKinnon: He asked how much.

Dr LAWRENCE: I told him I would put it to the Parliament, and I am quite happy to
do that. I do not want to mislead the member by rounding off figures to the
wrong decimal point. It is not an appropriate way to use question time. If the
member wants precise information - and [ can give him rough figures - we
will give him precise information. It is a simple matter and I am prepared to
do it.

Mr MacKinnon: You don't know it.

Dr LAWRENCE; Of course I do. I know the general, rounded off figures but I know
the way the Leader of the Opposition operates. If I give him a specific figure
in this House and he finds it to be inaccurate in some degree, that will be the
subject of some accusation about impropriety on the pant of Governent.

I remind members opposite of the recommendations made to this House in
relation to the running of this place by the Bunt Commission. The
Commission stated that -

. .. the recommendations contained in this report are but means to an
end and the attainment of the end is dependent upon the proper
operation of the Parliamentary system and upon the proper use of
Parliamentary questions in particular.

Mr Macinnon: The $313 million?

Dr LAWRENCE: If the Leader of the Opposition wants detailed information, I have
indicated I will provide it to the last decimal point. It is on the public record,
in any case, and I have no problem in providing details on the financial
management which will be the subject of a Bill before this House.
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