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

PETITION - CHRISTIAN BROTHERS INSTITUTIONS
DR WATSON (IKenwick) [2.02 pm): I present the following petition -

Ta: The Honourable the Speaker and members of dhe legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia request that a Judicial Inquiry
into the claims made by fanner residents of Christian Brothers institutions in WA
be established forthwith.
An Inquiry would examine the claims of sexual and physical abuse in the
institutions (Castledare, Clontarf, Bindoon & Tardun). It would seek to establish
the truth of the claims as well as aim to ensure that no child in the current or
future care of the Christian Brothers experiences such abuse.
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 21 992 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders
of the Legislative Assembly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 94.]

PETITION - EAST MARANGAROO PRIMARY SCHOOL
MR CUNNINGHAM (Marangarao) [2.03 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned citizens of Western Australia request that the Minister for
Education undertake urgent action to facilitate the immediate con struction of East
Mamangaroo Primary School on the designated site on the corner of Rawlinson
Drive and Reddliffe Avenue Marangaroo. The construction of the school has now
become a necessity given the growth of the area and the inability of the present
Marangarco Primary School to accommodate the increasing number of children
in the area.
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 1 143 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table oflthe House.
[See petition No 95.]

PETITION - TRAFFC LIGHTS, MARANGAROO DRIVE-TEMPLETON
CRESCENT, GII1RAWHEEN

MR CUNNINGHAM (Marangaroo) [2.04 pm]: I present the following petition -
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned citizens of Western Australia request that die Ministers for
Police and Transport undertake action to facilitate the urgent and immediate



installation of traffic signals to the intersection of Marangamoo Drive and
Templeton Crescent, Girrawbeen. This intersection is a death trap - it is only a
matter of time before a fatality occurs at that intersection.
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 247 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 96.]

PETITION.- MT HENRY HOSPITAL
MR PENDAL (South Perth) (2.06 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of' the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned members of the public respectfully ask the members of the
Legislative Assembly -

1. That the State Government continue to provide the same level of
Permanent Care Nursing Homne Beds for patients at Mt Henry Hospital.
This is in addition to the Specialty Units.

2. That the Minister for Health cease immediately any plans or negotiations
to transfer Mt Henry Permanent Care Beds to the Private Sector.

3. That the Restorative Unit North and South, and the Day Hospital be
retained at Mt Henry Hospital in its current format.

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 3 350 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 97.1

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ANCIENT SHIEPWRECKS
Report Tabling

MR PENDAL (South Perth) [2.07 pm]: I present for tabling the report of the Select
Committee on Ancient Shipwrecks, together with minutes of proceedings, transcripts of
evidence, submissions, and other documentary material. I move -

That the report be printed.
I point out to the House that I have an understanding with the Goverrnent that I will
have the opportunity to continue my remarks at the next available sitting date agreed with
the Government
Question put and passed
[See papers Nos 244A, B, C and D.]

NMITERIAL STATEMENTS.- MINISTER FOR PRIMARY INDUSTRY
Marketing of Eggs Act

MR HOUSE (Stirling - Minister for Primary Industry) [2.08 pm]: In March this year,
I announced a reniew of the operation and effectiveness of the Marketing of Eggs Act
Such a review is a requirement under the Act. I appointed an eight-person industry
committee, chaired by Mr Alan Birchmore. The Act controls the operations of the

3706 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994] 70

Western Australian Egg Marketing Board, and the production, sale and distribution of
eggs in this state. The board markets same 20 million dozen eggs a year to local and
overseas customers, produced by 144 licensed farms. The review was to ensure that the
board was efficiently marketing and distributing the highest quality eggs and egg
products, at the lowest possible price, on a year-round basis. The review concluded that
the current stattory marketing arrangements for eggs were operating effectively to
satisfy the requirements of consumers, retailers, manufacturers and producers. It said
that there was no need for significant changes or deregulation of the industry.
The review examined the deregulation of egg marketing in New South Wales, Victoria
and South Australia. It found that deregulation created instability in the production
industry, and there was no conclusive evidence that deregulation had provided cheaper
eggs to consumers on a long term basis.
The board has also been successful in pursuing opportunities to sell egg products to the
food processing and services sector, and is developing profitable export opportunities in
Singapore and South East Asia. Minor improvements to the operations of the Western
Australian Egg Marketing Board have been suggested by the review committee and I am
implementing those in consultation with the WA Poultry Farmers Association and the
board.
in summary, other recommendations were to -

change the composition of the board to two elected producer representatives, and
the Minister appointing an independent chairman and two members with
appropriate commercial skills;
increase the maximum base hen quota for a licence from 30 000 to 75 000 hens.
Currently quotas run at about 72 per cent of base quota;
amend the definition of an egg producer to be a person who owns or controls
more than 50 adult female fowls;
continue to pursue export market opportunities for eggs and egg products;
increase commercial reporting of the board's annual accounts to improve
communication of its financial status and activities;
investigate a better method to facilitate the transfer of hen quotas - such as a
register of quotas for sale - to make market information more trnsparent;
provide for automatic annual renewal for special licences in remote areas, and the
board to be permitted to purchase surplus eggs from licence holders in these
areas.

I commend the review committee on their wark and table their report.
[See paper No 246.]

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR THE ENVIRONMENT
Plastic Containers for Recycling

MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environent) [2.11 pm]: I was disturbed
to read the report in The West Australian that the City of Perth has been dumping the
plastic containers its ratepayers were depositing at drop-off recycling points. There is no
need, nor has there been a need, to dump plastic containers.
Mthough prices for some waste plastics are not particularly high, the market situation has
improved markedly in the past six months. Of the 26 Perth metropolitan councils, 21 are
collecting plastic cool drink bottles and milk and juice bottles as part of their kerbside
recycling services. Markets exist for all of this material. No markets exist for some
plastics such as polystyrene margarine containers but householders are specifically
requested not to include these in the material they put out for collection.
Western Australia has one of the country's highest recycling rates for milk and juice
bottles. Most of our bottles are exported to the Eastern States where they are being
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recycled into drainage pipes, crates, mobile garbage bins, and many other items. We are
also exporting milk and juice bottles to Hong Kong.
Since the report in The West Australian, a number of Perth's recycling contractors have
contacted the Office of Waste Management to say that they would be happy to accept
plastic containers from the City of Perth. I understand the City of Perth yesterday
arranged for its plastic to go to one of these, and it deserves congratulations for this.
The Office of Waste Management has made plastic a priority area and has been working
closely with industry to improve markets for waste plastic. The recent introduction of
clear plastic caps on plastic milk bottles, which enhances the marketability of the
recycled plastic, was a direct result of cooperation between the Office of Waste
Management, Perth's dairies and the plastics industry.
State and local government, industry and the wider community, can all help improve
markets by buying recycled plastic products. To this end I recommend people should use
the 'Buying Guide to Recycled Products" launched by my colleague the Minister for
Services, the member for Riverton, last week at the annual state recycling conference.
Free copies are available from the State Government Bookstore, at 815 Hay Street, Perth.
To illustrate the potential offered by consciously buying recycled, if local governments
purchased mobile garbage bins with just 25 per cent recycled plastic content, the market
created would take every plastic milk and juice bottle made.
in all of this we should remember that although plastic is a very visible part of the waste
stream, it forms only a small percentage of our total waste disposal, and our greatest
energies should be devoted to recycling the large components of the solid waste streamn,
namely green waste, construction and demolition waste, and paper and cardboard
products.
This Government is committed to recycling as part of its overall strategy to manage our
Western Australian environment, and it is impotant that all members of our community
work together on this.

[Questions without notice taken.)

BILLS (2) - RECEIPT AND FIRST READING
1.Acts Amendment (Perth Passenger Transport) Bill

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr Lewis (Minister for
Planning), read a first time.

2. Offenders Community Corrections Amendment Bill
Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mrs Edwardes (Attorney
General), read a first time.

MOTION - STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Helena fry-election

MIR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [2.47 pmJ: 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 -

Condemns the Government for its cynical attempts to manipulate
public opinion for short term political expediency during by-
election campaigns exampled by -

(1) the revelation that the Premier met with the Police
Commissioner to address the 18 month old election
promise to employ 800 new police only one day after the
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Helena by-election date was announced and after the
Government's failure on law and order was revealed in its
own polling;

(2) the scarcely credible announcement that no school would
close in Helena while schools elsewhere were not given
similar assurances as to their futue;

(3) the attempt by the Government to fob off justified public
concerns about its plans to have road trains thundering
through residential suburbs with a hastily arranged select
committee; and

(4) the imminent announcement that the juvenile detention
centre will be located anywhere but in the Helena
electorate.

Points of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Today is the day on which we have private members' business.
Dr Gallop: There is no point of order.
Mr C.J. BARNElT: I have not made it yet If the Leader of the Opposition seeks to
suspend standing orders it is incumbent on him to raise a matter of substance and
immediacy. All the issues he has raised in that motion are of a general nature relating to
a by-election. There is no immediacy or justification for the suspension of standing
orders on that basis. What the Leader of the Opposition purports to do is totally
inappropriate. It will not have the support of the Government. The Opposition should
use its private members' time.
Mr RIPPER: Will you. Mr Deputy Speaker, take those comments by the Leader of the
House as his speech on the motion to suspend standing orders, because it was not a point
of order?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! It is not a paint of order, it is a point of view. No
doubt it will form part of the debate as procedures unfold. The motion has been moved
and it is within the standing orders. However. I remind members that speakers on the
motion must stick to the motion; that is, to suspend standing orders. Reasonable latitude
wil be given.

Debate Resumed
Mr TAYLOR: I will address the mason for suspending standing orders immediately to
allow us to debate this issue. The way the Governent runs this House does not give us
sufficient ability to debate matters of immediate concern to the people of this state at an
appropriate time. Now is the appropriate time to debate this issue.
Mr C.J. Barnett: The way you are going you won't have private members' time for the
rest of the year.
Mr TAYLOR: Is that the latest threat? The time has arrived when the Leader of the
House must realise that this House operates on the basis of cooperation and support for
each other rather than on threats by him.
The matters that will be raised in the motion are critical. Thierefore, the motion to
suspend standing orders immediately in order to determine matters relating to the
Premier's meeting with the Commissioner of Police and his failure to involve the
Minister for Police in that meeting is also critical. There is nothing new in these issues.
Many people will recall that the same approach was adopted by the Premier and the
Government during the Glendalough by-election when the polls done by the Government
indicated that law and order was an important issue in that electorate. The Premier rolled
out the Singapore model and Lee Kuan Yew came to Western Australia to tell us how to
look after our youth. He rolled out boot camps and I will bet my bottom dollar that in the
next couple of weeks the Government will announce that it is going to establish a boot
camp somewhere in this state -
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Point of Order
Mr BLAE: Mr Deputy Speaker. I ask you to give some direction as to whether boot
camps and the visit by Lee Kuan Yew have anything to do with the suspension of
standing orders.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have indicated that members speaking to skis motion should
stick to the motion. However, I have to allow a degree of latitude for people to make
points. The debate has been going for only three minutes and at this stage I do not
believe the Leader of the Opposition has strayed too far from the motion. However, I
caution him. These matters are difficult for people to judge. I therefore tend to err on the
side of allowing a little latitude, If it becomes obvious that the substantive motion is
being debated, I will have to exercise my powers and bring the debate to an end.

Debate Resumed

Mr TAYLOR: Having sat in that seat, I know how difficult these matters can be for you,
Mr Deputy Speaker. I will do my best not to make your job more difficul
The issues in the Glendalough by-election were the Singapore model, boor camps and
statements by the Premier and other government members about capital punishment The
Premier is now using the Helena by-election to adopt the same tactics. He thought it
would be a darned good idea to bring in the Commissioner of Police and try to find some
way to put together a campaign to get the 800 additional police officers. The only
trouble is that he forgot to tell the Minister for Police about it Robbie Bums said that the
best laid schemes of mice and men often go astray, or words to that effect. In this case,
the best laid schemes of the Premier went astray because he failed to inform his Minister
for Police exactly what was going on. It backfired because the Premier treated the
Minister for Police with the same sont of disregard that sometimes we have for hinm. The
Premier rook him for granted and assumed nothing would happen. The fact is that the
Minister for Police trotted off to a National Party conference and told the truth about this
issue.

Point of Order
Mr 03J. BARNETT-: This point of order is similar to the one raised by the member for
Vasse. The Leader of the Opposition is not making a case for the suspension of standing
orders; he is discussing the National Party conference and a range of issues. He is not
addressing the motion for the suspension of standing orders.
Mr Taylor: You will not silence mue on these matters.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: He must address the motion to suspend standing orders.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We have only gone another minute and a half and
another point of order has been raised. The motion relates to the suspension of standing
orders. Therefore, the debate has to be about reasons for suspending standing orders. I
am allowing some latitude, and I remind the Leader of the Opposition of that.

Debate Resumed

Mr TAYLOR: Theme have been four points of order in the space of four minutes. The
points I am making relate directly to the Government's allowing the suspension of
standing orders so that we can debate this issue. If the Leader of the House were a bit
more clever, he would have told us that we could debat the issue and that would have
been the end of it However, he did not give us that opportunity. Perhaps he will still
provide that opportunity.
Mr Cowan: Obviously, you don't know the standing orders of this place.
Mr TAYLOR: if we had waited to use private members' time, we would have debated
this matter tonight following the dinner suspension. This issue should be dealt with flow,
not tonight
The Premier was caught out. He was angry when he rang The West Australian on
Sunday night to try to explain the matters raised by the Minister for Police at the National
parry conference. I was told that he was very angry also on Monday night when he went
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to a Liberal Party meeting in the northern suburbs. He was angry and frustrated with the
National Party and particularly with its leader and the Minister for Police for raising these
matters at the conference, especially the police issue. From what I was told, the Premier
had absolutely no hesitation in paying alit on the National Party for its and the Minister's
relationship with his Government and the embarrassment they have caused his
Government time after time. Perhaps it was only embarrassment because the minister for
Police said trthfully that the target could not be met and he did not know about the
contriving going on behind his back by the Premier. The Government has been ducking
and diving on this matter for the last dte days. It has done more twists and backflips
than a Russian gymnast on whether this issue is about 800 extra police, 800 police on the
street, 500 extra police or any extra police at all.
Mr C.J. Barnett: This issue is so important to the community and to the Labor Party that
not one member of your front bench is there supporting you.
Mr TAYLOR: They are probably busy. The Deputy Leader of the National Party should
know that when I am on my feet I do not have the need in my heart to be surrounded by
people to give me strength on these issues. -

Mrs Edwardes: He is not the Deputy Leader of the National Party.
Mr TAYLOR: No, but he probably would like to be as it might give him status around
the place.
These matters are of great interest to Western Australians and, as such, should be debated
at 3.00 pm, not at 7.30 or 8.00 pmn tonight.
The same discussion should ensue on the scarcely credible announcement made by the
Premier that no school would close within the Helena electorate. This was very similar
to the announcement during the Glendalough by-election campaign when the
Government was caught on the hoof. The Minister for Education announced his policy
on school closures, but due to the pain it caused in the Glendalough electorate he later
announced that no school would close without parent support. The manner of the
Premier's announcement indicated that it was cynical politics. The supposed decision
regarding the Helena electorate has a use by date of 11 September, and the people at the
West Midland Primary school do not believe that announcement.
Mr Lewis: What does that have to do with the suspension of standing orders?
Mr TAYLOR: It makes the point that these are issues which must be addressed
immediately, not in five hours. These matters relate very closely to issues affecting
people in the Helena electorate. Also, people in the other 56 electorates throughout the
state wonder why, if cheap promises can be made in Helena on the day the by-election is
announced, they cannot be made regarding other parts of the state. What has happened in
Glendalough now that the by-election is over?
Several members intcjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TAYLOR: The same immediacy applies to the matter of mad trains. The member
for Roleystone has a motion on the Notice Paper to form a select committee to
investigate this issue. This is designed to get him off the hook.
Mr T1ubby: It is a good initiative.
Mr TAYLOR: If the member for Roleystone would like the opportunity during a later
stage of today's proceedings to put his motion regarding the committee, even during our
time, I will support that. I will give that opportunity in our private members' time.
Mr Thbby: I will have to check with the Leader of the House; I do not make decisions
without consulting him.
Mr House: It is not your time; private members' time is for all members of Parliament.
Mr TAYLOR: It is time for the Opposition; the Minister should not kid himself.
Mr House: No, it is not. Read standing orders.
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Mr TAYLOR: I have read standing orders and we have precedents.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The difficulty is that I am tying to assist the Leader
of the Opposition to have a fair opportunity to move this motion. However, government
members are interjecting with all types of issues which are not helping the cause.
Presumably, the latitude allowed for the Leader of the Opposition will be sought by the
Government. If members interject on side issues, to which the Leader of the Opposition
responds, they may be acting against what they are trying to achieve. The Leader of the
Opposition has hadl the latitude to which I have referred. He must focus on why we
sho'iid be suspending standing orders.
Mr TAYLOR: I intend to do exactly that, Mr Deputy Speaker. We should suspend
standing orders so that we can consider immediately the issue of road trains. I have made
the offer to the member for Roleystone -

Mr House: Where is your front bench? Do you have six or seven members out
doorknocking?
Mr TAYLOR: My members are very busy.
Mr House: You are not really interested in this. If the bells rang, how many of your
front bench would appear?
Mr TAYLOR: How many National Party members are out doorknocking and giving a
hand in the electorate?
Mr House: We are here where we should be when Parliament is sitting.
Mr TAYLOR: Government members are supposed to keep the House, not us - that is
their responsibility. If the Government wishes to take some of our time during private
members' business to move for the formation of a select committee on road trains, we
will happily allow that to happen. Obviously, the member for Roteystone would like that
to happen so he can get on with the job of examining the issue. We give him that
encouragement
We should suspend standing orders so that we can also discuss the juvenile detention
Centre. I understand that an announcement will be made in the next couple of days
indicating that the Centre will be at Canning Vale. That announcement will be made
during the Helena by-election, but we will see whether it is the outcome after 11
September. Can the people of Helena rest easy regarding the location of the juvenile
detention Centre after 11 September? I will bet my bottom dollar that people are working
hard in the Ministry of Justice to put a case together for the location of the centre at
Canning Vale. The same people have been working for some ime on the case for the
Centre to be located elsewhere in the state, particularly in suburbs which are the subject of
this motion today.
I have spoken for only 12 minutes on this motion, and I have not unduly spoken at length
in putting the case to suspend standing orders. Once standing orders are suspended we
can discuss the role of the Premier and the Commissioner of Police on the extra police
issue, why the Premier did not inform his Minister for Police, and why the Government is
doing somersaults day after day on this matter. We can also discuss at that time whether
the people of Helena believe the supposed promise that no school will close in that
electorate -

Mrs Roberts: People at Glendalough and Osborne Park are still waiting.
Mr TAYLOR: Exactly. Ihe promises made during the Glendalough campaign have
since faded into obscurity. The Helena announcement will meet the same fate. Road
trains travelling through the electorate should be debated immediately in this House. We
are prepared to set private members' time aside for the Government to move a motion to
establish a select committee. Also, the juvenile detention centre announcement, which
will be made in the next couple of days, will be a proposal with a short shelf life of less
than one month.
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cortesloe - Leader of the House) [3.08 pm]: As all members

[ASSEMEBLY]3712



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994] 71

will be aware, including those opposite, we have seen a stunt today. Perhaps this was
predictable in a by-election campaign, as the Leader of the Opposition tried to claim
additional time in this place. I suppose the only reason that he decided to make his
Helena by-election campaign speech in this forum is that he would have an audience of
20 or so members; he would not have such a large audience outside.
Last week in this House almost two days were spent discussing the Wannerco-related
issues.
Mr Graham: You moved it.
Mr CJ. BARNETT.: Yes, and we allowed the debate. We moved the motion.
Several members interJected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CJ. BARNETT: Previously, urgency motions have been moved which I have
allowed to proceed. Three or four weeks ago the Leader of the Opposition failed - as he
did again today - to place a notice of motion on the Notice Paper, and I agreed, when he
tried to move the motion as an urgency motion, to allow it to be raised during private
members' time. The Leader of the Opposition today forgot to give notice of a motion
regarding the Helena by-election issue, and the only way to discuss the matter was for
him to try to suspend standing orders. The Opposition has ample opportunity to discuss
this issue: It had a matter of public interest yesterday and has private members' time at
4.30 pm toay. The Leader of the Opposition has attempted to hijack the Parliament
today - he will not do it. We have also seen crass behaviour by the member for Mitchell
as he completely frustrated the passage of the Young Offenders Bill.
The Government has a couple of alternatives: We can use the guillotine, which I have
not used this year; but I am prepared to, and will, use it. The alternative - this is the most
likely, and members opposite can take it for granted - is that we will sit extra days, extra
nights and extra weeks, because this Government will attend to its legislation. Members
opposite can take for granted also that they cannot rely on us to display the courtesy of
telling them when Bills will come on. Members opposite had better all be here, because
there are no pairs, and we will deal with legislation when we want to. We have a
mandate to govern this State, we have a big legislative program of important matters, and
we will not tolerate this sort of behaviour.

Question to be pw

Mr CJ. BARNETT: I move -

That the question be now put.
Mr D.L. Smith: You make allegations about people and will not allow them to respond.
Coward!
Mr atania interjected.

Withdrawal of Remarks
Mr CJ. BARNETT: I ask that the member for Mitchell withdraw that comment.

Mr Johnson: And the member for Balcanta.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Things do get heated from time to time. The member
for Mitchell has interjected and made a comment which does reflect upon the member,
and I ask him to withdraw.
Mr D.L. SbiT: Mr Deputy Speaker, for my guidance can you tell me the word which
you consider unparliamentary?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The word "coward"4.
Mr DiL. SMITH: I withdraw, Mr Deputy Speaker.
Mr JOHNSON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask the member for Balcatta to withdraw the same
remark that he made to the Leader of the House.
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Mr CATANIA: Mr Deputy Speaker, I do not accept the suggestion by the member for
Whitford that he can give me an instruction to withdraw anything. If you want me to
withdraw, I will.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I heard one word only, and if the member for Balcatta.
also inteijected in such a way. I ask him to withdraw.
Mr CATANIA: I withdraw.

Points of Order

Mr M. BARNETT: Mr Deputy Speaker, it has been the past practice of this House,
although it has been changed since this Government has comne to power, that people who
wish to move a motion such as that just moved by the Leader of the House - that is, that
die motion be now put - not be permitted to make their speech first and then put the
motion. The general procedure of this House as adopted in the past is that when the
Leader of the House resumes his seat, a speaker who follows him may move that motion,
but not inmmediately following his contribution.
Mr GRAHAM: The Leader of the House has tuied this two or three tines before.
Mr Cowan: With great success.
Mr GRAHAM: I beg to differ.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Pilbara is making the point of order,
and no-one else.
Mr GRAHAM: Because it is a point of order, I do not have the ability to search
Hansard, but I can say that on previous occasions in this session, under this Speaker, this
Leader of the House has taken this action and has been ruled out of order. It was for that
reason that the habit developed whereby when the Leader of the House wanted the
motion put, the member for Geraldton would quickly leap to his feet, catch the Speaker's
eye, and move that the motion be put.
Mr Nicholls: Very efficiently!
Mr GRAHAM: It may well be, but that very efficient practice outlines exactly the point
made by the member for Rockinghiam; namely, that it is the custom and practice of this
House, including of late under the current Speakter, for the speaker on his feet not to
move at the end of his speech that the motion be put without providing the opportunity
for others to speak.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! This matter has been raised previously, and on a
number of occasions by the member for Rockingham. As a policy, there is probably a
fair bit of wisdom in what the member for Rockinghain has said. However, it is not the
case that it has been ruled out. It has, in fact, occurred on a number of occasions that
come to my mind in this Parliament. I understand that the practice used most often is that
the member who wishes to speak does so, and someone else then gets the call and may,
or may not, move that the motion be put. However, on a number of occasions it has been
moved by the speaker. Itean be said that it is anaccepted practice, andlIask members to
reflect on that. The motion is in accordance with the standing orders, and the motion is
accepted.
Question Put and a division taken with the following result -

Aye (M8
M Ainsworth Dr HNms rOson
M CJ. Baren MW House bb Prince
MrBlaikie Mrlohnsan bdr W. Smith
M Board Mr Kinuath Mr Trenide
M Bradslaw Mr Lewis Mt Tubby
Dr Constable Mr Marshafl Dr Turuibuil
MCourt Mr McNee Mr Wwsec
Mir Cowan MrA Mioson Mr EBlffwitch (Teller)
Mr Day Mr Nicholls
bir Edwanles MOsnodol
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Noes (21)
Mr M4. Earnt
Ms Brownt
Mr Camnfia
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwa*d
Dr~aflp
Mr Graham

Mr Grn
Mrs Hallahan
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr LpW

Pair
MrfBridge

Question thus passedL

Mrs Roberts
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Walson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Mrs van de Klashorst

Motion Resumed
Question (standing orders suspension) put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr M. Bae
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cuingham
Nr Edwards
Nr Gallop
Mr Graham

Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Darnee
MrDBlaikic
Mr Board
Mr frlrashaw
Dr Constable
MrCowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Hams

Ayes (2 1)
Mr Grinl
Mrs Hailahan
Mrs Henderson
Mr Koibelke
Mrt Marlborough
WrMcGinty
Mr Riper

Noes (28)
Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mir Mahll
Mr Mcee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Onodei
Mr Osborne

Mrs Roberts
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr LEmhy (Teller)

Mr Pendal
Mr Prince:
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mr Wis
Mr Blotfwitch (Teller)

Pair
Mrs van de KIlashorsi Mr Bridge

Question thus negatived.

MOTION - STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Estimates Commitnees, Establishment

MR CJ. BARNETT (Corresloe. - Leadr of the House) [3.22 pm]: I move -
That for the present session, so much of the standing orders be suspended as is
necessary to enable any member to speak on the third reading of the
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 1) 1994 for 20 minutes and for the
Committee of the Whole procedure on the Bill to be replaced by a series of
Estimates Committees, as follows -
(1) There shall be two Estimates Committees to be known as Estimates

Committee A and B, which shall examine and report on proposed
recurrent expenditure from the Consolidated Fund, for the Parliament and
each department or Government agency listed in the published Estimates.

(2) After the second reading of the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill
(No. 1) 1994, the proposed recurrent expenditure for the departments and
services contained in the published Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure
shall stand referred to the Estimates Committees.
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(3) (a) There shall be a management committee which shall comprise the
Leader of die House, one member nominated in writing to the
Speaker by die Premier, and two members similarly nominated by
the Leader of the Opposition;

(b) before the Estimates Committees first meet, the Leader of the
House shall present to the House the report of the management
committee, which report shall prescribe -

(i) which parts of the Estimates are to be considered by each
committee; and

(ii) die maximum period of time allotted for consideration of
each pant or any division of die Estimates;

(c) on die presentation of the report of the management committee, the
Speaker shall forthwith put the question, "That the report be
adopted" and debate, for a maximum period of one hour, may
ensue on that question and any proposed amendments thereto.

(4) Each Estimates Committee shall consist of the Chairman, the Minister or
Parliamentary Secretary responsible in die Assembly for the proposed
expenditure under consideration, or another Minister acting in that
capacity, and six other members.

(5) When an Estimates Committee is considering die vote for "Parliament",
the Speaker or the Deputy Speaker shall, for the purpose of this Sessional
Order, be deemed to be the Minister responsible for the proposed
expenditure.

(6) Each Estimates Committee initially shall include three members appointed
by the Leader of the House and three members appointed by the Leader of
the Opposition, and every appointment of a member of the committee
shall be forthwith notified in writing to the Speaker. A member may be
discharged from a committee by appointing another member in his place
and any such change shall not take effect until notified in writing to the
Clerk to the Estimates Committee. The Leader of the House and the
Leader of the Opposition may each nominate another member who can
effect appointment and consequent discharge of members, by written
notification to the Clerk of the Estimates Committee.

(7) (a) The Chairman of an Estimates Committee shall be the Chairman of
Committees or a Deputy Chairman of Committees;

(b) any member of the committee may take the Chair temporarily
whenever requested so to do by the Chairman of that committee.

(8) The quorum of an Estimates Committee shall be four, excluding the
Chairman, and if at any time a quorum is not present, the Chairman may
suspend the proceedings of the committee until a quorum is present, or
adjourn the committee.

(9) Members of the House who are not members of the committee may
participate, at the discretion of die Chairman, in the proceedings of the
committee, but shall not vote, move any motion, or be counted for the
purpose of a quorum. The Chairman shall ensure that an independent
member has in all the circumstances a reasonable opportunity to ask
questions.

(10) Advisers who are present at an Estimates Committee to assist Ministers
may not directly answer questions or otherwise address the committee
except with the approval of and in the presence of a Minister or
Parliamentary Secretary.

(11) Minutes of proceedings of each committee shall be recorded by the Clerk
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to the Committee, and shall be signed by the Chairman of Committees and
the Clerk to the Committee.888

(12) In each Estimates Committee -

(a) die question shall be proposed for each division of the Estimates
referred to that committee, "That the Vote for recurrent
expenditure be recommended", and if there is an equality of votes
on any such question, the committee shall include in its report to
the House, its inability to report on that division;

(b) voting in a division shall be taken by a show of hands of those
members of the committee. exclusive of the chairman, present
when a question is put and tellers shall not be appointed-,

(c) any question of procedure or point of order shall be determined by
the Chairman of the Committee, subject to die ultimate decision of
the committee; and

(d) at the conclusion of consideration by Estimates Committee A of
the estimates referred to it or at the expiry of the time allocated to
that committee1 the question shall be put forthwith - "That the
clauses, schedules and title of the Bill be agreed to".

(13) Reports of the Estimates Committees shall state which pants of the
Estimates have been considered and whether the proposed recurrent
expenditures are recommended. The time for presentation of the reports
may be as determined by the House. Failure of an Estimates Committee
to report on any pant of the Estimates within the time required by the
House shall be deemed to be a report recommending the proposed
recurrent expenditures.

(14) The reports of the Estimates Committees shall be presented together to the
House by the Chairman of Committees and may be considered forthwith,
the question being proposed for each, "That the report be adopted".
Debate on that question and any amendment thereto shall not exceed one
hour in total, but that shall not preclude an amendment being moved and
the question being put thereon. if die reports of the committees are
adopted, the third reading of the Bill may be moved forthwith.

The purpose of this motion is to establish the Estimates Committees, which will be held
on 23, 24 and 25 August this year. Next week was not a scheduled week for a sitting of
Parliament and that may cause some inconvenience to members. I apologise for chat, but
a lot of advance notice was given that that would be the week of the Estimates
Committees.
The advantage of having the Estimates Committees sitting in a non-scheduled sitting
week is that it means both Estimates Committees A and B will have the services of
Hansard reporters. That will alleviate the problem faced last year when lengthy delays
occurred with transcripts for Estimates Committee B.
The motion to establish the Estimates Committees is essentially the same as last year. It
will allow 59 hours of debate, the same as in 1993 and, I note, above the 53 hours of
debate in 1992. Part (6) of the motion allows both government and opposition members
to be nominated and appointed, and the discharge of members from a committee. This is
in addition to the existing member being able to discharge himself or herself, by
appointing another member in his or her place. Pant (9) of the motion allows the
Independent member a reasonable opportunity to ask questions, as was the case in 1993.
On 11I July 1 wrote to the Leader of the House for the Opposition suggesting that the
Budget this year should be dealt with in the form of a cognate debate, given that the
Budget is now essentially presented in a consolidated format, and that would allow both
current and capital items of expenditure to be examined by Parliament in the form of the
Estimates Committees. It was most regrettable and shortsighted of the Opposition not to
agree to that suggestion. The consequences of the Opposition's failure to agree is that we
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will have, in a sense, a lack of accountability in our Estimates Committees because in
those debates all members will be able to ask questions on current items of expenditure;
but we will not be dealing with the capital items because we have not done the capital
items part of the Budget. The Opposition has forgone the opportunity to scrutinise both
current and capital items. Even in a non-political sense I can see no advantage from that
at all. Here was a chance to have greater accountability and scrutiny of the Budget. That
suggestion was offered to the Opposition, and it was rejected.
Mrs Hallaban: Was more time offered?
Mr CJ. BARNETT: The Opposition will have six hours' mome time. I was prepared to
have extended sitting times to accommodate that. I will not embarrass the Leader of cte
House for the Opposition by reading his reply but the Opposition has totally rejected the
concept of a cognate debate. Therefore Opposition members have totally rejected the
concept of scrutinising the capital items in the Budget. It was the Opposition's choice,
not the Government's. The Government wrote to the Opposition suggesting that would
be a more accountable process. Frankly, it is beyond me why the Opposition would
reject the opportunity to scrutinise capital items in the Budget.
MrD.L. Smith interjected.
Mr CJ. BARNETT: We could have a general debate.
Mr D.L. Smith: We should have the opportunity to debate and to scrutinise.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Opposition was offered a cognate debate, and it was rejected.
Therefore the Opposition has rejected the Estimates Committee process on capital works.
Members opposite want to eat their cake and have it too.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CJ. BARNETT: Members opposite will not get their cake, and therefore they will
not be able to eat it. The member for Mitchell gets up in his pious and self-righteous way
and talks about accountability, but it is on the public record that the Opposition has
outrightly rejected the scrutiny of the capital component of the Budget. It was entirely
the Opposition's decision; it was conveyed to the Government in writing. It is on the
Opposition's neck. It is absolutely foolish, because the offer was made in good faith.
The Opposition had the opportunity to scrutinise the capital works component -

Mrs Hallahan:, Your opinion does not count for a great deal.
Mr CiJ. BARNETIT: Opposition members are mad to reject the offer. They did, and it is
consistent with their behaviour in this House earlier. Essentially, the Estimates
Committee procedure will be as it was last year. There are only a couple of minor
amendments to try to improve the situation with some of the problems faced last year.
There has been consultation on the proposed timetable. All members have been involved
with that, and we have tried to ensure that the scheduling will be at the convenience of all
members.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.29 pm]: The Opposition will not oppose the motion, but I
want to make some comments and respond to the comments made by the Leader of the
House. As the Attorney General said in another context on another occasion,
accountability is about providing information to the Parliament - not a maxim that she
has religiously followed. Nevertheless, it is a valid comment, even if her implementation
of it is not
One of the problems that has arisen from the Estimates Committee process is in the
provision of supplementary information. Often, Ministers and chief executive officers
are unable to provide information sought by members of an Estimates Committee at the
time the committee is sitting.
Mrs Hailalian: Predictably.
Mr RIPPER: Quite often, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has pointed out, they
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should be able to provide the information if they amt prepared for the Estimates
Committee and if they are on top of their portfolios; but they cannot, and in some cases,
they will DeL In the past thene has been an understanding that some information will be
provided as supplementary information at a later stage and will then be published in the
Hansard record of the proceedings of the Estimates Committees. There are some
problems with this arrangement One arose with Estimates Committee B last year when
the transcription service was not being provided by Hansard, but by an outside
organisation. Unfortunately that organisation was very slow in providing the transcripts
of the proceedings of the committee, so slow that the Minister would not have received
the transcripts with the questions, and his assurances that he would provide
supplementary answers to those questions, in time to meet the deadline for the provision
of die information. It was impossible for practical purposes for the Minister to meet the
deadline to which everyone had agreed. There was an even more serious problem. The
transcripts were so slow in arriving that there had to be a delay in the consideration by
the House of the. reports of the Estimates Committees. I hope that in the organisation of
the Estimates Committees this year, some attention is paid to that problem. Last year the
quality, reliability and timeliness of the trnscription service for Estimates Committee B
were not up to scratch.
There is an even more fundamental problem with the provision of supplementary
information: Even where it is possible for Ministers to meet the requirements practically,
quite often they do not The information is not submitted in time to be included officially
in the Hansard and is not available to members when they wish to debate the reports of
the Estimates Committees in the Parliament. That is not appropriate. Sometimes
Mnisters say that they will take a question on notice. They mean that they will not
provide the information by the deadline for the provision of supplementary information;
in due course, at a time of their choosing, they will provide the information by direct
correspondence with the member involved. There is a problem with that. Unlike other
questions that are placed on the notice paper, no-one else knows that the question has
been asked, unless the ilansard has been perused very closely. The question is not
placed on the Notice Paper. There is no system whereby people can check to see for how
long questions have been unanswered and how many questions remain unanswered, and
there is no publication of the answer except to the individual member concerned. We can
get a situation such as that which arose in the Estimate Committee which dealt with the
Department for Community Services last year. I will refer to proceedings in an Estimates
Committee in another place, but the same sort of pattern has occurred in Estimates
Committees in this place. Last year in another place the following question was asked of
the Minister representing the Mnister for Community Services -

I would lie a complete list of non-government agencies funded by the
Department for Community Development, the purpose or purposes for which they
received grants and the amount of money they received in 1992-93 broken into
the purposes for which they received the grant or grants.

Mr Strickland: That is my question from two years back.
Mr RIPPER: It continues -

I would also like the same details of funding in this year's Budget. What
provisions have been made to increase allocations to non-governiment agencies
for wage increases or other consumer price index movements?

It is a good question, and I give credit where credit is due. It is a question that the
member for Scarborough in the,Estimnates Committee used to ask me when I was the
Minister for Community Development, and I used to get him the answer, sometimes not
with the timeliness he demanded, but he used to get a list of non-government agencies
funded through the Department for Community Development. The Parliament should
have this information available to it. After all, it relates to public money. Between $30mn
and $40m are spent throughout the Department for Community Services on these
agencies, and we should be able to know which non-governiment agencies are getting
taxpayers' money from the Government and what they are getting it for.
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Last year the Minister cook that question on notice, as he put it. However, the
information was not provided for publication with the supplementary information in
Mansard. Finally much later a very flimsy piece of paper arrived which simply
mentioned a few programs and a global allocation for those programs. The Opposition
did not get a list of non-government agencies funded through the Department for
Community Development from the Estimates Committee process last year. That is not a
satisfactory standard of accountability.
The process works only for the individual member involved. It is not that easy for others
to check on the content of that information. There should be some way of making it clear
to all members of the House which questions have been asked, which questions have
been answered and which questions remain to be answered, as is the case with the
questions on notice system. I would like to see a deadline for the provision of
supplementary information which everybody acknowledges is a practical deadline which
can be met. I would be happy if it were a week after the conclusion of the Estimates
Committees. As well as the practical deadline, let us have an understanding that every
question asked in the Estimates Committee process will be answered by chat deadline and
the answers will be published in the Hansard by way of supplementary information. Let
us not have any more of this system of putting questions on notice in the Estimates
Committees and then the Ministers' taking months to provide a totaly inadequate
answer, for which the Minister cannot be held to account because it is not published other
than in a letter to an individual member. Perhaps the Leader of the House could discuss
that matter with his ministerial colleagues. Does the Leader of the House have a right of
this reply in this motion?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): No.
Mr RIPPER: Perhaps the Leader of the House could respond by interjection.
Mr C.J. Barnett: The Chairman of Committees may care to comment.
Mr RIPPER: I have chosen my example very well, if the Chairnan of Committees is to
respond to this matter. I repeat: It is a matter of accountability. The questions that are
asked in the Estimates Committees should be answered in such a way that the
information is available to all members of this House. My experience with questions on
notice is not one that makes me hopeful about the process that I am suggesting. I have
taken the opportunity to examine the number of questions which remain unanswered in
recent days, weeks and months. I did this calculation yesterday because I thought the
debate would come on yesterday. There were 10 pages of unanswered questions on the
Notice Paper, that is, 350 parliamentary questions which have not been answered,
including five dating from 10 May.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Why don't you ask me a question in question time tomorrow?
Ms RIPPER: I will tell the Leader of the House what I will do. I will put a question on
notice to him, and I will see how well he does in answering it.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Ask me one tomorrow. You are a bit nervous about doing that
tomorrow.
Mr RIPPER: The Leader of the House wants me to use a scarce question without notice.
Only about five a day get up. We have bigger fish to fry. It is important to have these
questions dealt with. I do not think it is good enough that 350 questions are still
outstanding, and some date back to 10 May.
I will comment on two other areas, one of which relates to the inadequate performance of
the Estimates Committee process with regard to statutory authorities.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You just ruled out capital works and now you want to throw in statutory
authorities. You must be really desperate.
Mr RIPPER: I will deal with capital works in a minute. I happen to be the shadow
Minister for Water Resources and that gives me considerable interest in the activities and
expenditure of the Water Authority of Western Australia. Of course, that is an
off-Budget authority and therefore is not scrutinised in the Estimates Committee process
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in the same way as consolidated fund agencies. The effect of this lack of parliamentary
scrutiny flows on into other decision making arenas. Even within the Government the
fact that a consolidated fund agency is scrutinised in Parliament leads to greater scrutiny
within the Governiment of additional expenditre proposals to a consolidated fund
agency. T7he statutory authorities' budgets are not examined in anything like the detail
within the Parliament as are consolidated fund agencies. However, I believe they are also
not examined within the Government with anything like the outside scrutiny that a CRE
agency receives. That is a weakness of the whole system and we can start to overcome it
if we arrange proper parliamentary scrutiny of the statutory authorities' budgets.
However, we might not do that in the Estimates Committee process.
The Leader of the House and I have discussed this and a view has been put that that
might make the Estimates Committee process too unwieldy. Nevertheless, if we cannot
do it in the Estimates Committee, we should find some other committee, or time of the
parliamentary year, through which we can examine the budgets of statutory authorities.
My colleague the member for Cockburn, who has the -
Mr House: I made exacdly the same speech when you were in government and I can
remember your saying you did not think it was a good idea at all.
Mr RIPPER: Me?
Mr House: Your governmnent, not necessarily you.
Mr RIPPER: I do not think I have ever expressed that view. Unlike members opposite
we can learn from our opponents from time to time and occasionally pick up the odd
idea. If we think it is a good idea, we will back it. That does not seem to apply on the
Minister's side of the House.
The Leader of the House made some unfortunate comments about the Opposition's
attitude to a cognate debate on both the recurrent and the capital works budgets. He said
he would not embarrass me by publishing the letter I sent hinm. I would be quite happy
were he to table the letter - I have no objection to our communication being made public.
There is nothing embarrassing or inadequate in the Opposition's response to the
Government on this matter. In future it might be possible to have a cognate debate on
these two Bills and have the Estimates Committee examine the capital works. However,
we must make some adjustments to the time allocation.
Mr CJ]. Barneu: That was offered. You took six weeks to reply to the letter.
Mr RIPPER:' Time proposed for the Estimates Committee this year is roughly the same
time allocation as last year. If we are to include capital works we will need at least an
additional day for both committees.
Mr CSJ. Barnett: That was always available.
Mr RIPPER: Another point must be taken into account; that is, the Government is asking
the Opposition to give up one of its opportunities for general debate. That is the sticking
point. Members of the Opposition would like to continue to have that opportunity to
participate in a general debate. We accept that the current Estimates Committee process
for examining the capital works is a cumbersome and fairly useless procedure. The offer
we made in writing to the Government was that the Opposition was prepared to see the
Committee stage of the capital works budget swept away and amalgamated with the
Estimates Committee process, provided additional time is allowed irk dhe Estimates
Committee. However, we do not want to see a loss of our speaking opportunities,
particularly to participate in general debate. Nonetheless, I did indicate to the Leader of
the House that we were prepared informally to agate to some limitation on that debate so
that all 24 members of the Opposition would not participate.
Mr C.J. Barnett, Given your inability to deliver - I do not blame you personally - and the
complete failure of your colleagues to back you up on those things, it is limte wonder I do
not take that seriously.
Mr RIPPER: The positions in this place have been reversed. I was once Leader of the
House, and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, now Leader of the House, negotiated on
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behalf of the then opposition. When this Opposition does a deal it delivers, but that was
not the case when the positions were reversed&
Mr House interjecUAd
Mr RIPPER: I look forward to the day; may it come quickly so that we can demonstrate
the truth of that statement However, that is an arrangement we would have been happy
to accept and honour, had the Leader of the House been able to negotiate on it.
There is some merit in the argument that the Estimates Committees should deal with
recurrent and capital works items. The current Committee stage of the capital works Bill
is awkward and no: of great use to the Parliament. However, we must have the
appropriate quid pro quo because the Opposition does not have much except its right to
speak in Parliament and we do not want to give up our right to a general debate. We
certainly do not want to see capital works added to the Estimates Committee process
without allowing additional time to consider it.
These matters are capable of resolution. I ask you. Mr Acting Speaker, to convey my
request for a meeting of the Standing Orders Committee. That is a forum in which we
might debate reforms to Parliament's consideration of the Budget. Those reforms might
include the proposals I have made about the provision of supplementary information by
the due date. They might also include provision for all questions to be asked in the
Estimates Committee process to be answered op~ that date. They might also include a
process for examination of the statutory authorities' budgets and some rationalisation of
the current system for examining recurrent and capital works budgets. However, we
should proceed on the basis of that global examination and with a btmore give and take
on the Government side, rather than in the way in which we have proceeded until now.
The Opposition supports this motion.
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [3.47 pm]: I totally accept the comments made by
the member for Belmont about the difficulties we have in receiving supplementary
information and the use of Auscript to do the transcription last year. In fact, to achieve a
successful Estimates Committee we need improved feedback. I am proud of the fact that
in discussions with the Clerk of the Assembly - and I guess the initiative of holding the
Estimates Committee in a non-programmed week - we were able to secure the services of
Han sard for both our committees. As a result, I believe there will be prompt and accurate
feedback to both the members of the committees and the Ministers who may have made
commitments.
There is a very important requirement for accurate details of committee membership to
be held at the Chair at all times. If there is to be a vote, we must know exactly who is
entitled to vote. The procedures have been detailed in the motion. There will be some
additional flexibility this year in that the Leader of the House and the Leader of the
Opposition do not have to be present to sign every piece of paper. There is some
delegated authority and even the members of committees themselves have courses of
action open to them.
Mr Ripper: That is certainly an improvement.
Mr STRICKLAND: The member for Belmont hit the nail on the head when he said that
many of the difficulties were related to the supply of supplementary information.
It is not unlike an unlimited question time. The members are entitled to ask a full range
of questions and one hopes that the Ministers will be able to respond. Members can
reflect on the quality of that response and make their own judgments. On the one hand,
there axe very legitimate occasions when inisters do not have detailed information at
band and it is appropriate for Ministers to indicate that supplementary information will be
provided. On the other hand, when questions are asked in this place, the M~inister has the
right to answer in a way he sees fir, and members will make judgments on the way he
responds. That is an indication to the member for Belmont of the problems that he raised
regarding an answer he sought. The member obviously wanted something in more depth.
The Minister gave the depth to which he desired
Mrs Halilahan: It is very poor by comparison with the previous government.
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Mr STRICKLANJD: I will not comment and reflect on any individuals. We have a full
range of people on both sides of the House and a full range of situations which can make
gathering information very difficult and not possible within the time limits. All members
should be aware that a two week break follows the Estimates Committees. In discussions
with the Clerk -

Mr C.J. Barnett: At the moment.
Mr STRICKLAND: We can all reflect on the interjection. I indicate to the House that
after discussions with the Clerk I believe it is not unreasonable for commitments to be
made to provide information at the end of the week following the Estimates Committee.
We must all remember that the staff have to try to chase up die information so that they
can do their job properly. It has been indicated to me that after the end of that first
week - the week after the Estimates Committees have concluded - the staff will be quite
active in chasing Ministers for their supplementary information. 'There is then the second
week before we return, by which time I expect that all the information will be provided,
which will be well and truly before the third reading speeches. Every member in this
place has a full entitlement to the information so that proper third reading speeches can
be made.
I indicate another problem which arose last year. Some people thought they might be
able to rush in and table lots of questions and give these to the Minister, stating it was
part of the Estimates Committees and wanting the Minister to answer those as well. That
is not allowed under standing orders. Hansard records the questions that are asked
verbally. The Chairman will make every attempt to ensure it is as clear as possible when
it is agreed that supplementary information will be provided, If members have additional
questions which cannot be asked, there is always questions on notice and members are
fully entitled to list all of those questions. Improvements have been made. It should
become the practice of this place that Hansard be available for bath committees in the
case where two committees run concurrntldy, so that accurate feedback can be obtained.
I am happy that Hansard has been retained on this occasion, and perhaps the Leader of
the House might make that part of the integrated process from now on, for both Houses,
if possible. To give credit where it is due, Hansard do a tremendous job and play a very
key role in helping us with what is an exercise in time management.
In conclusion, the success of our Estimates Committees week relies on the Ministers
providing as much information as possible in a prompt way, and then following it up with
their departments to ensure that the Parliament has all the information promised.
Question put and passed.

BILLS (8) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
I. Fisheries Adjustment Schemes Amendment Bill
2. Fishing Industry Promotion, Training and Management Levy Bill
3. Pearling Amendment Bill (No 2)
4. Pearling Industry Promotion, Training and Management Levy Hill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr House (Minister for Fisheries), and read a
frst time.

5. Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Western Australia) Bill
6. Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Taxing) Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr House (Minister for Primary Industry), and
read a first time.

7. Justices Amendment Bill
8. Child Support (Adoption of Laws) Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mrs Edwardes (Attorney General), and read a
first time.
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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 1)
Second Reading - Budget Debate

Resumed from 16 August
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [4.01 pm]: I will use the Budget debate to comment on
energy policy. This is an exciting time for the energy industry in Western Australia. The
important statements made by the Minister for Energy in this House yesterday and in the
community and the important decisions being made by the participants in the industry
warrant comment by the Opposition. The changes taking place relate to the
disaggregation of the gas contracts, to which the Minister referred yesterday in a short
ministerial statement, and the break-up of the State Energy Commission of Western
Australia. The intent of both those moves is stated to be the desire to produce cheaper
gas and ultimately cheaper energy in Western Australia. Everyone would agree with that
goal. On occasions the Government has claimed credit for these moves. In some
instances it has claimed almost exclusive credit and I believe chat the credit for these
proposals should be put in context. The move for the disaggregadion of gas contracts
and, more importandly, the break-up of SECWA into separate utilities was foreshadowed
by the Carnegie report.
Mr C.i. Barnett: No, the coalition's energy policy was released before the Carnegie
report.
Mr THOMAS: Is the Minister saying that the Carnegie report plagiarised the then
Opposition's policy?
Mr CiJ. Barnett: No, Ilam saying that the coalition's policy was published before the
Carnegie report.
Mr THOMAS: It was foreshadowed in the Carnegie report which was commissioned by
the Labor government. These moves are part of a continuous direction in policy to which
the Labor government had as much to contribute as did this Government I am not being
churlish about that. The moves by this Government are good and they will attract the
support of members on this side of the House, subject to its approval of the details still to
be released. It should be noted that these moves are a continuity of policy which was
established when this Opposition was in government and the member for Victoria Park
was the Minister responsible for introducing a very substantial part of it.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: The industry sees it as a watershed.
Mr THOMAS: I am sure it does, and so does the Opposition. It is a good move and it
has come at the right time. It was not possible previously and the Minister will be aware
of the measons. It is the result of a policy which was developed when the Labor
government was in office.
Mr C.J. Banett: Do you know why the Labor Party would never have achieved it? It is
because Carmen Lawrence attacked the North West Shelf project when she was Premier.
It damaged the share price of Woodside and the Labor government could not have
achieved it.
Mr THOMAS: I do not believe that is the case, but the original contracts of the North
West Shelf gas supply agreements have been criticised on a number of occasions by
different people. One of the implied criticisms was made by the Minister in a major
announcement a week or two ago. His opening paragraph referred to the disaggregation
of the contracts and opening up the gas pipeline to third party users. He said it was
freeing Western Australia, from the 1980 agreement which had previously shackled the
gas industry in this state. They were not the exact words he used.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: I have never used words like that.
Mr THOMAS: No, the Minister did not, but he said that the steps the Government was
taking were freeing the state from constraints contained in the gas supply agreement.
Mr C.J. Barnett: There were certainly constraints in the original contract. Without them
and the constraint on the marker there would not have been a contract or project. The
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time is right to change it. At no stage have I, nor will I, criticised the achievements of the
people who put the contract together. I said last night that my role has been minor in
comparison with the role played by the people who achieved that project.
Mr THOMAS: It is very often the case that the Government, in seeking to propound its
energy policy, will create a straw man of the Opposition and try to kick him down. The
Premier is prone to doing that. He likes to say, as the Minister just said, that the
Opposition is critical of the North West Shelf gas agreement and it is an opponent of the
project, whereas the Government is the sole advocate of it. That is historically
inaccurate, as I am sure the Minister and the Premier axe aware. When the original
contracts were signed in 1980 it received the support, as it should have, of the Labor
Party, which was then in opposition. The shadow Minister was Mal Bryce, who
subsequently became Deputy Premier.
At different times the Opposition has been critical of some of the terms of those contracts
and has sought to scrucinise them. Subsequent history has revealed that they should be
subject to scrutiny. Lacer this year when the Government brings in the detail of the
policies which were foreshadowed in the Minister's short ministerial statement yesterday
and in the statement released by the energy implementation group, they will be
scrutinised by the Opposition. It will, among other things, contain the detail and
guidelines for third party access to the pipeline. That is probably the single most
important set of decisions that will be made about the economy of this state in the short
term. The details were not outlined in the energy implementation group's statement, but
when they are available the Opposition will scrutinise them and it may be critical of some
of the aspects. The Opposition is not critical of the broad thrust, which is to free up the
gas market in Western Australia to make cheaper gas available to industry which will
encourage industrial development and further processing. This aim is shared by both the
Government and the Opposition. However, some comments must be made about the
steps to be taken.
Before doing so, I place on record an attitude relating to the North West Shelf project and
the various contracts and agreements involved in it. It is a very timely occasion on which
to do so because the Minister made an important announcement yesterday about the
evolution of that agreement. It is prompted by the interjection by the Minister a moment
ago. He said the Opposition has been critical of the project. The Premier has on
occasion used the term "white ant". That is an inappropriate attitude because the Labor
Party - both in opposition and in government - on a number of occasions has played a
very important role in supporting that project. I mentioned earlier that in 1980 when the
original contracts were signed, the then opposition, the Labor Party, in the form of the
shadow Minister who subsequently became Deputy Premier, Mal Bryce, supported the
project explicitly. I understand from later communications with proponents of the project
that they would not have been able to find backing for that project, had it not been
supported by both sides of politics. Generally, people are not prepared to invest huge
amounts of money unless they know both sides of politics support the project in which
they propose to invest. Obviously, their money could be at risk if the project could be
affected by a change of government and, therefore, a change of policy. In 1980 the
Labor Party supported the signing of those contracts.
In 1984-85 the Labor Party, while in government, played a role which was as important
as that played by the Court Government in 1980 in overseeing the signing of the original
agreements; that is, it was responsible for the renegotiation of the contracts which made
the export phase of the project possible. Had it not been for that renegotiation, the export
phase would not have been possible. The terms of the contract, with the pricing
arrangements and the take or pay provisions, meant that the State Energy Commission
faced a substantial debt -

Mr CJ. Barnett: On your side of politics you have always grizzled about the price of gas
uising, as people generally may have, but in the renegotiation in 1984-85 effectively you
forwent part of the contract which allowed price redetermination. That meant Western
Australia and SEC WA were locked into high gas prices from then until today. I agree it
was part of the process of getting the LNG project under way, but the agreement
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renegotiation by David Parker prevented t contract working in a way that meant gas
prices would have been substantially lower for the past five or six years in this state.
Mr THOMAS: It is easy to be wise -with the benefit of hindsight, but the joint venture
partners had a contract with the State Energy Commission and could bold it to that
contract.
Mr CiJ. Barnert: On volume, but the SEC could have brought the price down. It was a
lifeboat clause which you abandoned.
Mr THOMAS: The Stat Energy Commission was facing a debt of $7b if that contract
had run its term. That was at a time when the State Budget was about $3b, so it was a
very substantial amount of money that would have bankrupted the state. The state could
not honour that contract. When the proponents of the North West Shelf project were
seeking finance for the export phase, the only asset Woodside had was the contract with
the State Energy Commission. International bankers looked at the contract and the State
Energy Commission, and were awart that there was no way the SEC could honour that
contract. Therefore, it had to be renegotiated, otherwise it would not have been possible
to fund the export phase of the North West Shelf project. That involved not only
Western Australia, but also the national interest. We were effectively talking about the
nation's credibility with a project in which there was a possibility of a contract not being
honoured. The Commonwealth became involved. Credit should be paid to the then State
Minister for Minerals and Energy, Mr David Parker, and the Commonwealth Minister for
Resources and Energy, Senator Caret Evans, who oversaw the renegotiation of those
terms. Had that not occurred the export phase would not have proceeded. As we give
credit at the time the contracts are being renegotiated again, in such a manner as to
benefit the state, and acknowledge those who put together the original agreements in
1980, we should also acknowledge those who in 1984-85 made the export phase possible
by renegotiating those terms.
I was very interested to read in the Minister's statement yestrdnay the phrase "The
glittering prize of gas market deregulation" being the achievement of further processing
in the minerals sector. The Minister explicitly cited the hot-briquetted iron plant at Port
Hedland, and Alcoa's expansion at its Wagerup refinery. I was not surprised - it is to be
expected - but it was wrong of the Minister to state in the press release which
accompanied that announcement by BHP, that the Government was responsible for
achieving that, explicitly citing the fact that cheaper gas was available in Western
Australia, particularly the Pilbana, and that made the project possible. I was disappointed
when the popular media - of which this Government has been very critical - took that up
and ran with it verbatim, without any analysis, on the front page of The West Australian.
Mr C.'. Barnett: Be a little bit generous. Is it not what everyone in St George's Terrace
and the oil and gas industry is saying?
Mr THOMAS: I do not know to whom the Minister speaks in the oil and gas industry,
but the people to whom I speak say something a little different. Certainly, it would not
be possible if it were not for cheap gas, but that is a necessary although not sufficient
condition.
Mr C.I. Barnett: I have never suggested otherwise.
Mr THOMAS: What else is necessary?
Mrt C.J. Barnett: The market.
Mr THOMAS: Something else is necessary - iron ore is necessary at a price which
makes the project viable. In fact, it is a greater input cost to that project than gas.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: It has been available for 30 years.
Mr THOMAS: That is not quite true. The production of iron ore at a price that makes
the hot-briquetted iron project viable is as important and necessary as the availability of
gas at a cheap enough rate. During the 10 years the Labor Party was in government, the
cost of producing iron reduced by 33.3 per cent. If that had not occurred during the time
the Labor Party was in power, the project would not have been possible. That is as
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important a contribution to the hoc-briquented iron plant as cheap gas. The achievement
of reduced costs for producing iron ore was done under the accord.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You are really stretching the imagination now. Not even your side of
politics wants to know about the accord these days.
Mr THOMAS: The agreements reached between the iron ore producers and unions
involved in the iron ore industry -

Mr C.J. Barnett: You cannot see the unions for dust, their members threw thenm out.
Mr THOMAS: Not in Broken Hill Propriety Co Ltd. That is beside the point, because
prior to the events that the Minister is alluding to there had been a 33.3 per cent reduction
in the cost of producing iron ore. That came about through improved work practices that
were negotiated between the trade union movement and the employers under the
umbrella of the policies of the accord between the Australian Council of Trade Unions
and the Commonwealth Government.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You are supporting Robe River now. It made the biggest gains.
Mr THOMAS: It was coming from a fairly high base. Similar costs were achieved in
other companies without anything like the sorts of disruptions that occurred with Robe
River Iron Associates. When the Minister says his Government's policies have made
possible the hot briquette iron project in Port Hedland, to be accurate he should
acknowledge that although that might be a necessary precondition for the project it is not
sufficient. The other necessary factors, such as a supply of iron ore at reasonable prices.
were achieved by the policies and actions of the Labor government during 1983-93, and
equal credit should be given to the Labor Party for its role in that process. I am
disappointed that the media - particularly the financial press - did not analyse and
question media handouts from the Minister's office.
Mr C.J. Barnett: They would have discovered it was all due to the Labor Party! None of
it happened while you were in government, but somehow it is all to your credit. So take
your credit!
Mr THOMAS: The Minister for Energy is not listening to what I am saying.
Mr C.J. Barnett: At the end of day you could not do it in government, you did not
deliver.
Mr THOMAS: I do not want appear churlish. The Opposition approves of the policies in
the Ministers's statement and I anticipate that we will support the legislation which will
give effect to them when it comes to the House later this year. No doubt we will be
interested in its terms, but we will support its broad thrust, which is the break-up of the
State Energy Commission of Western Australia and the disaggregation of gas contracts.
However, that is not to say we will support all aspects of the legislation. One aspect in
the break-up of SECWA that is causing concern is the distribution of ancillary functions.
I have raised the matter of the gas standards laboratory a number of times this year. Gas
appliance manufacturers in this state whose appliances are certified at the gas standards
laboratory were concerned that the service would be abandoned. It took some time, and
we were not able to get a straight answer from the Minister for some months about the
fate of that function which is currently performed by SECWA. It has now been
announced that a new laboratory will be located at Technology Park at Bentley, and that
is a goad place for the laboratory. It will be operated by the new gas company. That is a
good move and one which the Opposition is pleased to support.
Dr Gallop: Ame they not world leaders in research?
Mr THOMAS: They are indeed. Mnother story which has not been so happily resolved
is the engineering services branch. It is a competent and profitable part of SECWA
located at Belmont and provides engineering services to SECWA. T1he Minister has
announced his intention to sell that branch.
Mr C.J. Barnett: No, I have not.
Mr THOMAS: What is your policy?
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Mrt C.I. Barneu: I have made no announcement, but I amn aware that management,
unions and employees have been discussing its future. No recommendation has come to
me, and I have made no decision. I will be prepared to make a decision. It is being
handled within SECWA.
Mr THOMAS: I have been told by a journalist that you will sell it, but as you have
further qualified that -

Mr CSJ. Barnett: I am not saying it will not be sold, but no decision or recommendation
has been made.
Mr THOMAS: It would be foolish for the State Energy Commission or the new
electricity company to dispose of the engineering services branch because SECWA as it
is now - or the new electricity company - is a major consumer of engineering services of
a particular type. The workshop at Belmont has substantial plant and equipment and a
reservoir of skills which have been built up over the years. They should be available to
the electricity company. The people who work there are proud of their efficiency and the
service they provide to that utility and to the people of Western Australia. The Minister
would be surprised at the number of calls to my office from people who were absolutely
insulted by his statement referring to the fact that they painted ladders at the workshops.
Certainly there is a ladder workshop; I know it well because I used to represent them
when I worked as a union official, but that is a very minor part of the overall facility.
The Minister's statement characterising the engineering services branch of SECWA in
that way could be described only as pejorative. It is a very complex facility with a large
number of very skilled people working there, and those services will be required in one
form or another by the new electricity company.
The Opposition has problems with the sort of ideological commitment the Governiment
has to privatisation and its belief that everything must be sold; in particular, anything that
is in some sense ancillary to the main purposes of the organisation. Where the
Government's argument breaks down - although it is not able to see that - is that it
creates a seller's market and the Government is therefore disadvantaged because it must
buy services from whomever has bought that workshop. They will provide the only
service of that type in the state and there will be very much a seller's market which will
be contrary to the public interest. We have seen that with the proposal to sell the
Hospital Laundry and Linen Service of WA, by far the only laundry capable of servicing
the hospital sector in this state. When that is sold, whoever owns the project will be able
to hold the hospital sector in ibis state to ransom for the provision of those services.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Haven't you ever heartd of a long term contract?
Mr THOMAS: Ultimately it must be renegotiated, and there are upward and downward
pressures, depending on the state of the marklet and economy at the time, that can
definitely disadvantage the public interest. We must also take into account that normally
the reason governments such as this one argue in favour of privatisation is in terms of
efficiency and the capacity of a private business to use the market efficiently to fix a
price. Of course, that does not occur in a monopoly and therefore arbitration bodies are
required. The Minister appoints a tribunal to set prices. which is what we wilt be looking
at in the case of the gas pipeline. It is arguable whether that is as efficient as the
Government owning the facilities, charging a price for the services provided and being
ultimately answerable to the market because it must be re-elected. In this case there is no
good reason, in terms of the operations of the new electricity company, for the
engineering services branch of SECWA to be sold. There are good reasons for it to be
retained.
Apart from anything else, it employs 50-odd apprentices. There is concern in the
community for the industry training function which the organisation performs. That is
one element of die break-up of SECWA to which the Opposition is very strongly
opposed. If it can use the legislation to oppose that move, it will do so vigorously. I anm
pleased that t inister has not yet made up his mind and that he will consider retaining
that part of the functions of SECWA.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Dr Gallop.
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GRIEVANCE - BANDYUP WOMEN'S PRISON, PREGNANCY CARE
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [4.30 pm]: I address my grievance to the Attorney
General. I have given her copies of mast of the documentation about these matters which
concern the adequacy of the medical care of pregnant prisoners at Bandyup, whether the
prison takes care when it knows that prisoners enter the prison in a pregnant condition
and in a sensitive medical condition, and whether proper programs are designed to ensure
that births or miscarriages are not brought on prematurely. The two women about whom

I wih t grive erein prison at about the same time in different circumstances. I will
not mention their names in full because they have suffered enough, and I hope that on
their release from prison they will both be able to rejoin the community relatively
quickly. I will call the first person Lorraine. I will read to the House her report of what
happened to her when she was admitted to Bandyup. It states -

On the evening of June 21 at approximately 2000hrs I was visited at my home by
two uniformed Police Officers who were carrying a warrant for my arrest due to
the failure of one ...who had failed to appear in court afterlIhad posted a surety
for the sum of two thousand dollars in his name. The attending Police officers
asked me whether I could raise this money, and when I told them that I could not
do so they arrested me and placed me in the rear of a van. My dc-facto ...
informed the Police that I was pregnant and required gentle handling prior to my
being transported to East Perth Lock-up where I was kept in a holding cell
overnight. At this stage. I was approximately twenty-one weeks pregnant. I had
undergone an ultrasound scan at approximately nine weeks into my pregnancy,
which showed that everything was progressing well. Seventy-two hours prior to
my arrest I saw my Dotor ... who had examined me as I was lightly spotting and
he told me that everything was fine but that I needed to undertake only light
duties and to rest as much as possible. I have previously given birth to six
children all of whom are alive and in good physical condition.
I was later to discover that forty-eight hours prior to my arrest that ... had .

been convicted ...
After spending the night at East Perth lock-up, I was transported to Bandyup
Womens Prison to serve a total of eighty days in lieu of the surety. When I
arrived at the prison, I was processed and interviewed by officers and medical
staff, at which time I advised them of my pregnancy and current requirements.
Within forty-eight hours I was assigned to work in the compound area sweeping
pathways and picking up cigarette butts from the garden. Shortly after this I was
re-assigned to the surgery and was made to carry out such duties as cleaning of
the inmnates toilets. On approximately July 5 1994 1 was ordered to carry full
boxes of tinned foodstuffs from the rear of a truck into a storeroom. T'hese boxes
were particularly heavy and even though both prison staff and medical staff were
aware of my condition, I was compelled to perform this duty. Later that evening I
was feeling ill and was suffering from severe back pains and as it was after lock-
up, I informed a female prison officer on her regular bed checks of my condition
at which time she informed me that there were no medical personnel available
and that all she could give me was a Panadol. The following morning, I requested
to see the doctor as my condition had not improved and was given an appointment
to see the visiting Doctor during her regular Thursday rounds. The Doctor gave
me an internal examination and informed me that everything was all right, so I
insisted on another ultrasound. This was performed later the same day at Midland
Hospital and I was transported back to the prison. The following day I was called
up and informed that I was being taken to King Edward Hospital but not informed
as to the reason why. I was placed in the mear of a van on a bench with another
inmate and taken to hospital not knowing what was happening. Upon my arrival.
I was told that I was being admitted as I was having serious complications, but it
was not until a Doctor informed me that the cervix was dilating that I had any
idea of the problem. I was informed that I would be taken to theatre at 1900 hrs
that evening where a suture would be placed in my cervix to close it. This
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procedure was performed and I was taken to an observation room for several.
hours. It was theft, that the surgeon informed me that whilst performing the
procedure, they had ruptured my membrane and I now had a fifty/fifty chance of
giving birth to my child. I was kept in hospital for a further two weeks at which
time I lost the baby. On approximately Thursday July 211 was transported back
to Bandyup in another prisoners clothing as staff had neglected to bring my
clothes. When I arrived at the prison, I was made to sit on a bench in the open
area for approximately twenty minutes, until an officer took me back to the
compound. On my next appointment with the prison Doctor, I asked her what
had happened and if the heavy lifting I had been doing had anything to do with
the loss of my child. Her response was a definite no and that after so many
children my cervix had worn out. Approximately two days after my return I was
asked if I was ready to return to work and when I refused I was asked whether I
had a Doctors certificate to prove that I was unfit, which at that stage I did not.
It is my stated belief that it was due to the lack of care and understanding of
prison staff, and the non caring nature of the medical staff at the prison that my
child died. I also believe chat the total lack of adequate medical facilities at the
prison compounded by the fact that Panadol is seen as a cure for everything
played a large part in this tragedy, especially as the Doctor stated to me, that,
whether I was in prison or not I would have lost my baby. I do not believe this
statement to be true.

The second case relates to a woman whom I will call Janine. She was sentenced in the
District Court on 1 June on a charge of perverting the course of justice. She had been
picked up on suspicion of being under the influence, had given a false name and then
been processed under that false name. She claims that she owned up. The police claim
that it was not detected until a fingerprint check was done. Be that as itmy he was a
bit unlucky to go to jail because another prisoner sentenced on 12 June 194fra similar
charge, with a similar record and background, was not sentenced to prison, even though
this other prisoner was not pregnant at the time.
The woman was transferred to Bandyup Women's Prison and entered as a medium
security prisoner. Blood tests were administered in the ordinary course at the prison. On
the same day a letter was transmitted by facsimile hrorn counsel for Janine to the
superintendent of Bandyup Women's Prison advising the officer of Janine's condition.
That letter states -

We act for ...
We understand that she is under severe stress and very distressed as a result of the
sentence which has been imposed on her.
We wish to draw to your attention that she is pregnant at the present time and
there is concern that the stress and trauma of the sentence that was imposed could
have an adverse effect on the pregnancy.
We request that you give due, proper and appropriate consideration and attention
to both our client's mental and physical well being at the present time.

In that case the prison authorities cannot claim that they were not warned of this person's
condition at that time. On 10 June when her fiancee went to visit Janine, he was advised
that she had been assigned to gardening detail and was made to Eif tree branches and logs
from the rear of a tractor and had fallen backwards whilst removing the same, leading
initially to superficial bruising.
It is also believed her participation in chat heavy work led to the loss of the child on that
day. On 15 June her fiancee while visiting was advised that she had complained to the
nurse of stomach and abdominal cramps, at which rime she was advised by the nurse to
walk straighter and hold her stomach muscles in as this was common with second
pregnancies. No physical examination was undertaken. A medical report would later
show that these were the approximate dates - that is, between 10 and 15 June - on which
the foetus had died.
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She returned to duties in the garden that she had performed previously. On 24 June - that
is, 24 days after the blood tests were taken - she was given the results which showed she
was positive to hepatitis B. She was advised by the nurse chat she may or may not be
infected by die virus as there was no way of knowing for sure but she would be all right
until her appointment at King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women some rime in July.
She suffered extreme trauma, not knowing what effect this virus would have on her
unborn infant, which at that time she believed to be alive.
On 26 June 1994 her fiancee was advised during visitation that the aforementioned was
compounded by the fact that Janine was now suffering continual headaches; however,
she had given up asking for medical assistance because she felt it was a waste of time.
On 30 June she was examined by the doctor at the facility and questioned him on his
diagnosis of the results. The doctor commented chat he was unsure from the results but
she could take the results with her when she was taken to King Edward Hospital at some
later stage in July. By that time the infant was already dead but no diagnostic testing was
carried out to confirm whether it was the case. When she went to the King Edward
Hospital it was found that the child had died and a curette was performed. She was then
taken back to prison in circumstances less than ideal and some time later she was
examined at the prison, notwithstanding the fact that her fiancee had made
representations to the Attorney and to everybody else he could about her condition.
Again when examined she was told she was all right.
[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.]
Mr D.L. SMITH: I thank the House for that. I want to go back to I July. On I July a
letter was sent via facsimile from her counsel to her doctor requesting his intervention in
regard to the prisoner's condition. On 5 July 1994 there was a telephone conversation
between counsel and doctor which revealed that the doctor would respond only to written
submissions. However, he suggested that further tests should be undertaken on the
prisoner on the same day. On 6 July those tests were meant to be undertaken, but
according to the prisoner only a urine analysis was carried out. On 7 July a further
transmission by fax was sent to the doctor.
On 8 July the prisoner sought medical advice about vaginal bleeding, and she was told
there was nothing to be concerned about and to go to breakfast. At 0730 hours she again
complained of bleeding and the doctor advised the administration of oral valium to calm
excessive heart and pulse rates. She was placed in the infirmary for observation. At
1230 hours she was transported in the rear of the prison van with a fellow prisoner to
King Edward Hospital for examination. When the van arrived its passage was delayed as
there was only one prison officer and two inmates. She was taken to the labour ward
instead of emergency because of chat problem. At 1430 hours she was given an
ultrasound which determined that die infant had been dead approximately eight to nine
weeks with her womb consistent with pregnancy of 12 weeks. At 1600 hours she was
refused permission to contact her next of kin but persisted with the request until 1730
hours when her fiancee was advised of the situation. He was further advised that he was
unable to attend the hospital. At 1800 hours her fiancee advised her lawyer of the
situation and requested her lawyer to contact the superintendent. The lawyer returned the
call and advised that a visit would be arranged for Sunday, 10 July. At 1830 hours her
fiancee contacted the superintendent personally and received permission for a visitation.
At 2100 hours she was advised that a curette would be performed at 2200 hours. On 9
July 1994 at 0045 hours the curette was performed. On 10 July she was transported to
Bandyup iri summer weight nightgown and thongs as prison staff had neglected to return
her clothes.
I might say that at that stage, because of what had happened to her, her fiancee started to
make representations to die Attorney General on 11I July seeking her intervention; he also
made representations to me, as a result of which I contacted the staff of the Attorney
General. The fiancee also contacted the Governor's secretary and Mr Brian Tennant
seeking intervention both in terms of the treatment and the manner in which she was
treate when a prisoner and regarding whether she could be released on compassionate
grounds. On Monday, 18 July, after that intervention and following her curette, Janine
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was subjected to internal examination at Bandyup Women's Prison and was informed by
the prison medical staff that everything was in order and she ws to expect a full
recovery; however, bleeding could continue for up to six weeks. On Thursday, 21 July
she was transported to the King Edward Hospital for a routine, follow-up examination
where it was found that there was still placenta remains embedded in the uterus. She was
immediately hospitalised and prepared for another curette. This procedure was
performed on Friday, 22 July, and it led to considerable psychological trauma for Janine.
During the evening of Thursday, 21 July, the fiancee was in constant contact with me; I
contacted most of the officials who had had any input into this matter. I finally contacted
Wr David Grunt of the Ministry of Justice and was informed that Mrs Edwardes was to

arrive in Perth from Brisbane at 2230 hours. Succinctly, the fiancee put it in this way to
the Governor's secretary -

.. as you are aware, the situation is not one of simple medical mishap, it
continues to be a case of negligence that must not be allowed to continue.
To put it quite clearly, Janine could have died not once, but twice in the course of
the last six weeks from septicaemnia, due to the lack of adequate medical care that
she has received.
I appreciate all the effort that you have taken in this matter ...

Both of those women were known to be pregnant when they went into prison and were
given duties inconsistent with their pregnancy. The prison system has much to answer
for about the way they were trated in their pregnancies. They both lost the children they
were carrying. The Attorney General and the prison system owe this Parliament and the
public some explanation.
NM EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [4.46 pm]: The issue of the second
person referred to was brought to my attention, as a consequence of which I have been
personally involved in making sure the matters have been thoroughly investigated and re-
investigated to double check all the information provided to me. It is essential to ensure
that the care of prisoners is morn than adequate; I do not accept just adequate medical
care.
Mr D.L. Smith: There are two issues: One, the duties they were given were
inappropriate for pregnant women and, two, the nature of the medical advice and how
they were treatedl. It is not adequate to say that the matter has been examined by prison

Mrs EDWARDES: When we camne into government one of the things we did was enter
into an agreement with the Health Department to ensure that the health care of prisoners
right around the state was adequately attended to and that medical conditions which were
brought to the attention of prison officers were able to be dealt with in an appropriate
way. At Bandyup a nurse is in attendance and a there is regular doctor's visit during the
week. Also, a highly regarded community general practice clinic is nearby to which
prisoners are referred for the appropriate treatment as a medical practitioner determines.
Medical taunent is not determined by prison officers but by medical practitioners who
are experts in their field.
The first person referred to was seen by this very highly regarded community general
practice which referred her to King Edward Memorial Hospital for anenatal care; KEMH
was seen to be the most appropriate facility to conduct the necessary procedures.
Medical management remained uneventful until 5 July, when this woman advised staff
that she was concerned about her baby. I do not propose to go into the medical
information I have on either of these women. Suffice to say that I have received medical
reports from the doctors who attended both these women.
T'he nurse of her own volition referred the first woman to the doctors' medical parade
where she was seen by the medical practitioner in attendance. On 7 July an ultrasound
was ordered by the doctor and performed at the Swan District Hospital. It was fom there
that concern was raised about arn incompetent cervix. The matter was discussed with the
doctor and further assessment at the King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women was
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then arranged. The woman remained under the medical care of an extremely well
respected and highly regarded specialist in this field. She remained under his care until
21 July when she was returned to the Bandyup Womens' Prison.
These procedures are not always successful. That is unfortunate. I feel for both women
for the circumstances in which they find themselves.
Mr D.L. Smith: Why wasn't it picked up when she was examined in the prison? She
was told after the first curette that everything was in order.
Mrs EDWARDES: I am talking about the first person, not the second, to whom the
member for Mitchell referred.
Mr D.L. Smith: If the Attorney General, both as a woman and as the Attorney, accepts
the sorts of explanations she is getting from the prison or the medical authorities on these
two cases, I am disappointed.
Mrs EDWARDES: As I have indicated to the House, I have questioned and re-
questioned this case, and have requested investigations on these matters. Two separate
investigations have been conducted in relation to the second prisoner. I have received the
medical reports of that prisoner, not from the prison staff, but from the medical
practitioners who are independent of Corrective Services. I, as a non-medical
practitioner, must take note of the comments of people who are as highly respected in
their field as they are. They not only address the medical condition, but also are
concerned about the psychological condition of the person. Both women were constantly
reassured to ensure that any distress -

Mr DL. Smith: The counselling and psychiatric support they were given after the event
was totally inadequate.
Mrs EDWARDES: I understand and appreciate the distress both these women
experienced from their loss. However, unfortunately that does not amount to
compassionate grounds to enable me to have the second prisoner released. The first
prisoner referred to was eligible for home detention; however, she declined home
detention and continued to stay in prison. The note I have indicates that she thanked the
prison staff for the care and concern that had been shown to her over her loss. The
second person referred to was not eligible for home dete ntion under the present
guidelines. Even if she were, that eligibility would occur only a couple of days after she
was eligible for parole: She would have been released in any event. She will be released
by the normal parole conditions that apply.
The Government will continue to ensure that the medical care provided is of a sufficient
standard to meet the needs of prisoners who have problems from time to time. The
Government does not believe that because those people are in prison they are not
deserving of it. They are in prison not for punishment, but as punishment. That is the
way the Government deals with their care.

GRIEVANCE - RECYCLING

DR HAMES (Dianella) [4.54 pm]: My grievance is about recycling, and is in two
parts. The first relates to the City of Perth and the second relates to the member for
Glendalough. The member for Glendalough's statement in the press about the
disgraceful dumping of recyclable plastic at Mindarie tip by the City of Perth is
absolutely true. Since then another company has been found which will take that
recycled plastic. That is one of many companies that would be able to do so.
Cleanaway, with which I have been associated as a councillor at the City of Bayswater,
also offered its services, saying it would take whatever recyclable plastic could be
supplied from the City of Perth. An article in The West Australian on 15 August quotes
Stefan Frodshanx, Assistant Director of the Office of Waste Management in the
Departnent of Environmental Protection. It states -

"You really cannot say there is no market," he said.
'They could take it to a number of companies."
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"If Perth City Council are dumping their plastic, they are certainly not doing the
right thing by people who are going to a tremendous amount of trouble."

The second part of my grievance is specifically against the member for Glendalough, and
again, it is in two parts. Perhaps it is a personal grudge on her part against the splitting
up of the Perth City Council that led her to take this public action on the recycling of
plastic. Had she sat down and thought for a minute before she went to the media to make
this a public event she would have realised the enormous harm her making this matter
public knowledge would cause. The fact is that the problem could have been fixed in
other ways.
Mr Taylor The fact is that she revealed what was going on. You should do a bit more
about what is going on.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Dr HAMES: That is not true. As the Leader of the Opposition knows, I have nothing
whatsoever to do with the City of Perth. The member for Glendalough could have raised
her concerns directly with the people involved. To find another source was simple.
Getting this matter in the headlines of the newspaper makes everyone who is involved in
the fledgling recycling industry in Western Australia pull back from their efforts.
Recycling is just starting in Western Australia. It is stilf a fledgling industry, yet actions
such as this result in people questioning the point in bothering. They wonder why they
should go to all that trouble if all that occurs is that the plastic is dumped in the tips. The
people who read this article art not the only people to chink that. Many other councils
failed to become involved in recycling in an active way - a council near me is a case in
point - because they think all that happens to recycled rubbish is that it goes to these
places and ends up being dumped. That is not the case.
The other point of grievance against the member for Glendalough is that I presume - I am
happy to be corrected if I am wrong - that when she was Deputy Mayor of the City of
Perth, or perhaps prior to that time, she was involved in the establishment of its recycling
program. I will highlight the terrible recycling system set up by the City of Perth and
point out alternative systems which we at the City of Bayswater initiated. Two parts of
the newspaper article detail what a terrible system the City of Perth has: Firstly, people
are required to deliver the plastic bottles to the council's eight recycling depots; and,
secondly, only two types of recyclable waste - newsprint and glass - are being recycled
through the City of Perth.
When the City of Bayswater decided to become involved in recycling it invited tenders
from all the different sources of recycling - through crates, bags and bins. We also
visited the Shire of Pine Rivers in Brisbane which uses a 120 linre cart system to ascertain
how well that system worked.
There is no doubt that the 240 litre cart system which was tendered by the company
Cleanaway is a mile in front of any other system. That system which was initiated by the
City of Bayswater has proved extremely successful. Each ratepayer was given a 2401
cart bin identical to the normal rubbish bins and provided with a two weky collection.
into that bin they can put all of their recyclables together. It is called a commingling
system. Cleanaway has built a new plant in Collier Road in Bayswater at a cost of well
over $lrn. it takes all of the material collected and puts it through the system which
separates the various components. The initial worry was that the paper would be
containated by glass and would be unusable. However, that has not been the case.
This is seen as one of the best systems in the world. In fact, following a recent
international recycling conference, people. from one of the American states camne here to
see our system and agreed that this was fth best system in the world and that the quality
of recycled goods was absolutely superb.
I want to compare the amount of recovery a week from recycling at various councils.
Cleanaway services four councils: Armadale, Bayswater, Belmont and I think South
Perth. Thbe average recovery a week from those councils totals approximately
3.8 kilograms including 3.99 kg from Armadale, 3.83 kg from Bayswater and 3.8 kg from
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Belmont. The avenage for the councils chat use crates is between 1.5 and 2 kg and the
avenage for bags is much less. For a council that is looking at a new recycling system to
consider something that collects only newsprint and glass that people have to deliver to a
depot is ridiculous.
Mrs Roberts: it is kerb side.
Dr HAMES: Kerb side or not, putting in any system other than the one that is in place in
Bayswater is ridiculous. I do not see how anyone can consider a recycling system -

Mrs Roberts: I will tell you what. An honest system run by elected members is better
than a dishonest system run by your commissioners.
The ACING SPEAKER (Mr Ainswortlh): Order!
Dr flAMES: The member for Glendalough has a nasty streak in her. We have noticed
that from her interjections on many occasions. I think she should take some happy pills
and try to turn herself into a nicer person.
I want to highlight alternatives to the mickey mouse system initiated by the member for
Clendalough when she was on die Perth City Council with rubbish ending up on the tip.
Cleanaway provided me with the following statistics -

Mr Lewis: Perhaps we should ask the member for Glendalough whether, if she were still
a City of Perth councillor, she would have gone to the media as she did and criticise the
council.
Dr flAMES: I doubt that very much.
The Cleanaway system using recycling bins has long been criticised by some councils,
and one in my electorate in particular. They say that everything ends up on die rubbish
tip at Red Hill. That is not the case. I want to detail some of the tonnages that come
from that recycling system and the markets to which they go. Twenty tonnes of hdp
plastic goes each month to South East Asia; 400 toines of newspaper a month go to
Indonesia; 120 tonnes of glass a month go to Australian Glass Manufacturers Co. Perth;
10 tonnes of aluminium cans a month go to Non-Ferral Perth; 21 tonnes of steel cans a
month go to Non-Feral Perth; 6 tonnes of PET plastic a month go to Victoria; 48 tonnes
of mixed paper a month go to APM Perth; 8 tonnes of wax cardboard a month go to New
South Wales; and 37 tonnes of cardboard a month go to APM Perth. That results in a
total of 670 tonnes a month being recycled by the system.
My time has almost expired. However, before I close I want to emphasise the
importance of the decision made by councils on what sort of recycling system to utilise.
The last thing we need in this fledgling industry is for people to be disillusioned by the
efforts of people such as the member for Glendalough and mickey mouse systems that do
not work. Councils should take a really hard look at the system they choose and make
sure that it works.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [5.05 pm]: I have already
made some comments on recycling and particularly about the article that appeared in The
West Australian a few days ago. Therefore, I do not propose to cover all of that ground
again. However, I want to make the point in reply to some interjections during the
member for Dianelia's speech that I have been a resident of the City of Perth for 13
months and the system has not changed in that time. Therefore, it is drawing a long bow
indeed to try to blame the commissioners. Ile system was in place for a considerable
time before I became a resident of chat city.
In general tenms, Western Australia is doing extremely well with recycling, putting aside
the hiccup by Perth City Council that was reported in the newspaper. I understand that,
of the recyclables that are and can be collected, about 90 per cent of the potential is being
realised due to a public education program and a general lifting in public interest and
awareness. That is probably somewhere near a world best. Western Australia's
population is so aware that, in country towns in particular and in major regional centres,
they are ringing councils to find out why they do not have recycling in their towns and
why there is no kerb side collection. Unfortunately, one of the reasons for that is an
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economic one. It relates to the cost of transport, and also diat markets are a problem in
some areas. While it is true that markets exist, sometimes the prices are so low that it
makes the economics of the collection of waste such that there is a disincenrivt to collect.
When I became Minister for the Environment I was approached about recycling and
waste management in general. I found that waste management was scattered across the
portfolios of Health; Commerce and Trade, to a certain extent because of the trde that
goes on between countries in waste; Local Government; and with the Environment
having a marginal role. However, because people tend to regard waste as an
environmental matter, they assume that the responsibility resides in the portfolio of the
Environmlent. I consulted with my ministerial colleagues and last year we established die
Office of Waste Management, which has been up and running for only a few months.
For the benefit of the House, I want to run through the various responsibilities, activities,
planned achievements and so on of that office. I mentioned the office because I hope
that, in future, if people have problems with recycling, they will go direct to the Office of
Waste Management and make their concerns known to it, because the office, while it has
only 17 staff, has a fairly broad responsibility. It does its best and I think it is doing
extremely well. Of course, its effectiveness will be known only after a year or two of
operation. I want to refer briefly to its responsibilities. The office is responsible for all
areas of waste management policy for the state, including waste minimisation and
recycling; market development for recyclable materials and recycled products; regulating
the collection, transport and disposal of wastes; and setting standards for the operation of
waste disposal and treatment sites. The office operates two waste facilities: First, the
Forrestdale liquid waste plant, and second, the intractable waste disposal facility site at
Mt Walton East. The office is responsible for conducting the annual State Waste
Minimisation and Recycling Conference, which was successfully held recently. The
office also provides technical advice on waste minimisation and recycling, and on die
disposal of hazardous and problematic wastes. Also, it is responsible for the
measurement and recording of the volume and type of waste disposed of in Western
Australia.
For the benefit of members, I now refer to the planned achievements of the Office of
Waste Management. The office is developing a state waste management strategy based
around the waste management hierarchy, and this will have the following aims -

Promoting cleaner production and waste avoidance to minimise the volume of
waste which requires disposal.
Halving solid waste per capita disposed to landfill by the year 2000. On 1991
figures this would require a reduction of one million tonnes of waste per annum.
Promoting robust markets for recyclables such as paper, plastics, green waste,
construction and demolition waste, etc.
Ensuring that waste collection, treatment and disposal facilities exist for all waste
streams.
Ensuring that all waste disposal and treatment facilities comply with modern
environmental standards.
Educating the public regarding waste minimisation, recycling and disposal.

Cabinet has already approved the development of new waste management legislation
which will be the subject of a public discussion paper. The office proposes to release
policy papers on the following issues within the next six months: State waste
minimisation and recycling policy; management of construction and demolition waste;
waste acceptance criteria for landfill sites; a code of practice for rural landfill sites; and
the roles of regional councils and private industry in the waste management industry.
The office has already developed protocols to ensure the accountability of the
management of its operational facilities.
It is not die intention of the Office of Waste Management to become a major player, but
to be a coordinator. We do not intend to take over from local government but to facilitate
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and harness what is taking place. I am very pleased with the initial operations of the
office. Previously the staff were scattered across the various portfolios in government,
and they have been brought together under one roof. This allows for coordination and
efficiency. Already a feeling of teamwork is developing among these people, and they
are pleased with the amount of extra work they have been able to achieve.
The recycling conference which occurred a couple of weeks ago was a success, and I
again draw attention to the booklet released by the Minister for Services in this regard. I
recommend it to all members because it fully details the products available made from
recycled materials. I hope all members are now better informed regarding the Office of
Waste Management, and if problems arise with recycling and waste management of any
sort, members should make a first stop at the Office of Waste Management, and the
second stop should be my office: we have a deep commitment to ensure that the system
works.

GRIEVANCE - BUSSELTON POLICE STATION AND COURTHOUSE
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [5.15 pm]: My grievance relates to the Busselton Police Station
and courthouse. In recent months the Minister for Police visited the area and saw the
gross inefficiencies and debilitating circumstances in which people are obliged to work in
these facilities.
Busselton had a magnificent police station and courthouse complex built in the 1 860s,
and it was only after a former Minister for Police, the late Jerry Dolan, visited the
complex in 1972 that he saw the facility needed to be updated. He realised that it was
outmoded and was really a museum piece. The cells still had manacles on the walls,
which were made from either thick limestone or timber. Jerry Dolan was absolutely
appalled at this situation and began working to ensure that a new complex was created
for the community. This facility was opened in 1975.
However, the tragedy of this situation was that this long overdue decision was made in
haste and all corners were cut to provide the new facility. Therefore, the 1975 facility
provided to the community was meeting only the 1965 standards and requirements. The
facility was only half the size of the old police station and courthouse facility, and the
community has laboured on since that time with that facility. Needless to say, this was
one of the few so-caled modemn police facilities in Western Australia at that time which
was substantially built out of asbestos. Notwithstanding the security aspects, the building
has a number of shortcomings, some of which affect those working within it.
Since 1975 the district has experienced extraordinary growth. Whichever aspect of
Crown Law activity one considers, the growth has increased each year, and continues to
do so. In 1985 the Court of Petty Sessions dealt with 775 adult charges, yet by 1993 the
figure had increased - notwithstanding that drunkenness had been taken off the court list -
to almost 1 100 charges. The local debtors and civil actions cases had increased from
285 to more than 400 in the sanme time firame. The 1993 figures relating to vehicle
licensing indicated that 38 576 licensing movements were dealt with in that courthouse in
that year. This relates to drivers' licences, motor vehicle licences and vehicle permits.
The lobby area of the courthouse, which is about 9 x 9 feet and is the main work area, has
room for only two people to work comfortably, but it accommodates four people. This
courthouse has a significant licensing role, and any person who wishes to discuss how to
meet a court order must do so in public because there are no private areas in the
courthouse. The facilities are completely degrading to the community, and even more so
to the people who are subject to court action and charges. Mr Kelvin Fisher, the resident
magistrate who was in attendance when the Minister for Police visited the area last
January, made the comment in the local Press that Bussehton's court facilities were
degrading to the people who used them, were 20 years out of date and were among the
worst that he had seen in Western Australia. When the court is in session, it is staggering
to see the congestion of people. *There is no privacy for people who are awaiting trial.
Lawyers who wish to discuss confidential matters with their clients must do so in either
the open street or a car. The Children's Court is held before the general court
proceedings, and the inability to soundproof the court means that the proceedings are
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heard both inside and outside the building. Surely people who are subject to court action
deserve some of the basic security.
This matter of law and order is of fundamental importance to our community, and while
law and order is of concern in the wider community and the Government is addressing
that issue, I want to ensure that the constituency which I represent has its needs
understood. It is impossible to increase the level of police activity within the area
serviced by the Busselton Police Station because the court-police complex cannot
accommodate any more people. It would be a waste of money to extend that building
because there really is no land on which to extend it. I plead to the Attorney General for
an alternative site and funding to meet the Crown Law and police commitments into at
least the twentieth century. The current facilities were built to cope with the demands of
the 1960s. They were inadequate when they were built arid they are completely
outmoded now in a community that is one of the fastest growing in Western Australia. I
am sure that any members who visited that courthouse on court days would understand
that this situation is a priority, notwithstanding any priorities which they might have.
There is an area of vacant Crown land - reserve No 41444 - which is a prime location in
the centre of town. I am anxious for the Attorney General to view that site and ensure
that it is reserved for future police station and courthouse purposes. I implore the
Attorney General to have regard to the comments I have made on behalf of the
constituency which I represent.
MRIS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [5.25 pm]: The member for Vasse
has been pushing successive governments for many years for a new court-police complex
in Busselton. The present building is now 19 years old, and since 1988 only $1 451 has
been spent on minor improvements and maintenance to that building. I have received
several representations about the current situation of the courthouse, some of which have
been referred to by the member for Vasse. Those representations are that the waiting
areas are inadequate, and people must wait in corridors, the reception and counter areas
and outside in the weather. the waiting areas for juvenile offenders and for Family Court
matters are not segregated-, the acoustics of the. entire building are poor, the security for
magistrates' access and cash handling facilities is poor the managing registrar has no
facilities for quasi-judicial, pre-trial work, and that work will be increasing in the future;
staff working areas are cramped and inadequate; toilet facilities for the public and staff
are poor there are no public telephones; there is no air conditioning; and heating is
inadequate. Renovation of the existing building is not considered to be an option. The
building has been the subject of capital works submissions since 1990.
identification of a new site, in conjunction with the police, the Shire of Busselton and the
South West Development Authority, is in progress, and at the specific invitation of the
member for Vasse, I will be visiting Busselton on Tuesday, 6 September, to see for
myself the issues which have been raised, to inspect the building, and to discuss this
matter with the people involved, particularly those who need to work in that location. I
am sure that after I have visited Busselton, and after die statewide survey has been
carried out, for which funding has been approved in the current Budget, the full
requirements for the Busselton court will be able to be prioritised among the other
competing intersts for Budget allocation. I will then be able to make the appropriate
assessment of those competing priorities.
I am sure that on my visit, the member for Vasse will leave no stone unturned to
convince me that the conditions at the Busselton courthouse are totally inadequate and
have been for a number of years, as a result of the changes in court management, the
changes in the delivery of services by the Ministry of Justice, and the changing
demographic trends in the Busselton area. Busselton is now one of the most popular
area of Western Australia. I was there only a few weekends ago, and it is certainly

grwig and proving to be a popular spot for tourists and the people who live there. I am
suethat after the member for Vasse has convinced me that there is a need for a new
courthouse, the competing priorities of the Bussekton courthouse and others in the state
will be able to be assessed and there will be a new court complex in Busselton in the not
too distant future.
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GRIEVANCE - WATER SUPPLY INTERRUPTION, WINTER FAMILY
MRS HALLAHAN (Annadale - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.30 pm]: I wish
to bring to the attention of the House a very frustrating and worrying situation
experienced by a family at Mardelia in my electorate. I refer to Elizabeth and Daly
Wimter and their family. In early July they were advised that their water supply would be
cut off for one week so that repairs could be carried out on the pipeline, and that at their
expense they could make other arrangements for the week until the water was
reconnected. They were told that they had a nonstandard service agreement and chat the
Water Authority, therefore, could cut off die water at any tine and do any necessary
work on the pipeline. That began a very worrying, time-consuming period for the Winter
family.
They receive their water supply from the Serpencine-Jarrabdale pipeline which runs
under their property. They have two houses on the property, the first built about eight
years ago and the second built about five years ago. The property is owned by Mr Daly
Winter, his mother, and his brother. They applied for two separate water allowances, one
for each house, at the time of building, and they were no: advised at any time chat the
wvater service could be removed and they were not subsequently advised either. They
inquired about the situation and were eventually sent a copy of the agreement that Daly
Winter's father, Mr P.M. Winter, had entered into in 1969.
Since the matter arose, a copy of die cunrent agreement has been forwarded to them but,
of course, it has not been signed by any of the current owners and not one member of the
family remembers having the matter brought to his or her attention. Over the years, none
of the water rate notices has referred to a nonstandard water service agreement- This is a
family with three children aged 7, 10 and 11 years. They run stock on the property and
they rely entirely on scheme water. As far as they know, the water has never been cut
off. When inquiries were made, someone in the locality referred to the fact that the water
had been cut off 10 years ago, but because it has been such a reliable service no-one had
gone to the expense of installing rainwater tanks. The family has come to depend on
what has been a reliable water supply.
I will detail the circumstances that confronted the Winter family. On Monday, 4 July
they were informed by a Water Authority employee of a temporary shut off. They were
advised both verbally and by the standard card of the times and of the duration of the shut
off. It was to be from 7.00 am on 11 July until 4.00 pm on 18 July; that is, more than one
week during the school holidays - and this family has three primary school age children.
The business card indicated the name of the south region foreman who was supposed to
be handling any inquiries. They were advised that a leaking valve in the pipeline had to
be replaced. The employee who delivered the notice told them that, at their expense, they
could erect a tank, hire a pump and get a plumber to rearrange the water supply to the
house. When they asked what they would do with their stock, they were told that there
was plenty of water on the pround. and that the stock could drink that, but apart from
those remarks no other helpful comment was made. It was their problem to deal with at
their expense, and no reference was made to the inconvenience caused to a family with
young children.
Daly Winter telephoned the south region foreman and was advised that because the
property was on a trunk main service the family was not guaranteed a supply and that the
water supply could be shut down at any time to allow maintenance to be carried out. The
foreman did not have a copy of the agreement that the Winter family had entered into,
and he suggested that they contact the Fremantle customer service. Mr Winter did that,
and he was told that the staff did not know where the agreements were, but that they
could make a request in writing to receive a copy. They sent the letter of request that day
to the Fremantle customer service centre asking for a copy of any agreement signed in
relation to the property and which governed the water supply to the property.
The family was in a state of high anxiety because the water was to be cut off the
following Monday. On Wednesday, 6 July they stil had not received a response to the
correspondence and, therefore, lacer that morning they telephoned the customer service at
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Fremantle and were advised by the staff that they could not find the signed agreement
and that the staff were still looking for it.
Mrs Winter was very concerned and telephoned the Minister's office. She was told he
was not available, and to contact another officer in the Water Authority in Perth, which
she did. After telling that officer the story and conveying to him the urgency of the
matter he said that he would arrange far someone to get back to her. Later that afternoon,
she was contacted by Mr Colin Mason, a very helpful officer from the Water Authority.
He said that although he had heard of the agreements he had never seen one. He said he
would see what he could do to help. He arrnged for the water cut off to be deferred for
one week. The situation facing the family now is that the water will be cut off again in
about three weeks. They were told that another problem had apparently arisen and that in
one month mom work would need to be done. That is tinee weeks away; they have been
told informally, but no formal advice has been given.
Historically, people have come to depend on the service offered by the Water Authority.
I understand that about 15 properties are affected by the situation. The Minister may care
to confirm that The Winter family requests the Minister to ensure that advance notice is
given at convenient times - not during the school holidays - and that the minimum time
should be taken to do the work. The family was told that the water would be off for a
week and with all the negotiations that went on the Water Authority reduced the cut-off
time from the Monday to the T'hursday. The family would like the Water Authority to
make alternative arrangements mn those situations. That is not asking too much
considering that the Water Authority, over the years, has never notified those people that
anything other than the standard agreement applies to the property, and so the family has
come to depend on that service.
I understand that the Winter family has a water tank on the property but some other
people do not have such a tank because the service has become part of their lifestyle.
People have gone into various livestock and other pursuits on the basis of a secure
scheme water supply. Never have they received notification with their rates notices or in
any other way that they are bound by a nonstandard Service agreement. They were
mystified to be told that they had entered such an agreement. The agreement was entered
into in 1969 and to their knowledge no further notification has been received. The elder
Mr Winter died in 1970 and one can understand that the information within the family
was perhaps not passed on, but it seems remarkable that an authority providing such a
necessary and basic service as water would not have a system to remind people of their
peculiar circumstance. The Winter family is fortunately very resourceful.
As my time is limited, I will bring my comments to a close. The Winter family are fine
citizens and appreciate the help that ultimately was forthcoming as a result of the actions
of Mr Mason. However, the family resents the high-handed way they were originally
told that the Water Authority could do what it liked and could cut off the water supply.
The family is still in a vulnerable position and is not sure what sort of notice the Water
Authority will provide, or indeed whether any alternative arrangements will be made if
the period for the close down of the water supply is extended.
[The member's time expired.]
MR OMIODEI (Warren - Mlinister for Water Resources) [5.40 pm]: Had the member
opposite given me a little more notice of this issue I could have given her some more
details, particularly on the number of properties.
Mrs Hallalian: You had two hours' notice.
Mr OMODRI: I have had appointments all afternoon and had to cut short an
appointment with the Premier, who is a very busy person, to respond to the member's
request.
Mrs Hallalian: I have phoned the Winter family to tell them I have told you of the
problem even though I appreciate you are busy, as is the Premier.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order!
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Mr OMODEI: Bath my office and the Water Authority have shown a willingness to
assist the Winter family. The member cannot have it both ways. Rather than approach
the Minister's office to deal with this matter in a proper way, the member has sought to
make political mileage out Of it. It would have been be advisable to get some briefing
from the Water Authority on this issue.
I am advised that nonstandard water services are those which do not meet the Water
Authority standards or services to properties which do not front a rated main.
Nonstandard services are not encouraged by the Water Authority and are not approved
except in special circumstances. Rather than deny customers a water supply service, the
Water Authority has in the past provided a connection to a larger diameter main, a trunk
main or a distribution main. In all cases, approval of a nonstandard service is subject to
the applicant's accepting special conditions relating to the service as determined by the
authority. These conditions must include a written ackniowledgment by the applicant that
he accepts that the service will not meet Water Authority services relating to the
continuity of supply, pressure, chlorine, residuals and water quality; accepts
responsibility for the installation of the service and the cost of repairs and maintenance of
the service; agrees to connect internal plumbing to a standard water service from a
standard water main should this be available in the future; and the property owner will
ensure that if the property is to be sold all prospective purchasers will be advised that the
service is nonstandard and that these conditions apply.
In cases where major repair work is required the water supply could be interrupted for
lengthy periods. If there was a convenient time for water service to be interrupted, surely
the middle of July or mid-winter would be the ideal time.
Mrs Hallahan: Certainly not school holidays.
Mr OMODEI: The Water Authority sends out a standard letter to all those areas in which
there is an interruption.
Mrs Ilallahan: Can I advise you to sound a bit sensitive about this.
The ACHTNG SPEAKER: Order!
Mr OMODEI: I did not interrupt the member for Armadale when she was making her
comments. I think she will find my office and the Water Authority have been very
receptive to the concerns of the Winter family. Out of her own mouth she said Mr Colin
Mason was very helpful.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mr OMODEI: She cannot have it both ways. One minute she is saying the Water
Authority was high-handed and the next minute she is saying Mr Mason -

Mrs Hallahan: Well they were, you dilberry of a Minister.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr OMODEI: I am getting used to this nonsense. The nonstandard services usually
apply in rural areas whereby rainwater tanks supplement their water supply and provide
storage in emergencies. Where the services are disrupted the rainwater tank or the
storage tank is utilised. These tanks are also constructed to improve water pressure. I
could understand if the member opposite suggested I should get the Water Authority to
contact every person with a nonstandard water supply just to let them know where the
connection is. The person owning the property has a responsibility to find out where his
water supply comes from. The constituents in country Western Australia who supply
their own water know when and where that water will be disrupted.
I acknowledge there must be sonme prior notification. As I said, a standard letter goes to
householders where the water supply will be disrupted. Once the property is sold there
must be a mechanism whereby the person is advised that a nonstandard water supply is
connected to that property. The Water Authority does have a practice of informing
purchasers or their agents there are special conditions applying to the property.
Mr Ripper: Does it happen when a property is transferred through inheritance?
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Mr OMODHI: [ am advised that the Water Authority informs purchasers or their agents
that special conditions apply to their property. In the Winter case, if there has been a
breakdown in communication I am more than happy to bring that to the attention of the
Water Authority and I will examine the procedure. I want the member to tell the Winter
family that I amn examining the procedure undertaken in the past in these cases.
Mrs Hallahan: That is precisely what I wanted to hear.
Mr OMODEI: Had the member for Armadale kept quiet and paid me some deference,
rather than interrupting all the dine, she would have heard that answer. I could also have
given the member much more detail about nonstandard services and how many people's
services will be disrupted. Most of the other members who had a grievance here today
advised the relevant Minister last night. If this is an issue of such moment, I cannot
understand why the member for Annadale could not advise me or my office that she
intended to rake up the issue. Had she contacted me or mentioned to me a: any time that
she had a problem with Mr and Mrs Winter, I would have addressed the matter
personally.
Mrs Hallahan: Do it now.
Mr OMODET: My office has already referred the Winter family to the appropriate
person, Mr Colin Mason.
Mrs Hallahan: He did a good job.
Mr OMODHI: The Water Authority prides itself on its customer relations. I think the
member knows that.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The ACING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Armadale will come to order.
Mr OMODEI: The member for Armadale has chosen to bring up this issue in Parliament
when it could have been very easily resolved by a little commonsense.
Mrs Hallahan: What is the problem with bringing it into the Parliament?
Mr OMODEI: The member for Armadale is trying to make a big person of herself with
her constituents. I will ring the Winters personally and let them know I am addressing
this mattr. I will also give them some sympathy about the possible cutting off of their
water. It must be remembered that it is a nonstandard service. As a member of
Parliament the member for Armadale should have relayed that to them and explained
what is the current situation. Did she do that?
Mrs Hallahan: 'They were telling me about the situation.
Mr OMODEI: She chose to bring it into the Parliament to try to beat me around the head
with it. This matter is being dealt with through my ministerial office and I give the
member an undertaking that I will contact the Winter family directly.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Grievances noted.

MOTION - NOTICE OF MOTION
MR CJ. BARNETT (Contesloe - Leader of the House) [5.50 pmij: I move -

That Notice of Motion No 15 be now taken.
MR RIIPPER (Belmont) [5.51 pmJ: Mr Acting Speaker -
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order! Does the member want to debate the
motion?
Mrt RIPPER: I want to debate the motion moved by the Leader of dhe. House.
Mrt CJ. Barnett: Get your act together over there.

The ACTING SPEAKER: The motion before the House is that Notice of Motion No 15
be now taken. That motion can be debated
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Mr RIPPER: Is the Acting Speaker saying I cannot debate that?
The ACTIING SPEAKER: No, I am saying the member can. Does thre member wish to
debate that motion?
Mr RIPPER: Yes. I do not wish to debate it at length.
Several members interjected.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member far Armadale. I
know there has been same difficulty. I do not know where it has arisen. I have ruled we
will have debate on this motion and the member for Belmant has the floor.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr COWAN: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition made some remarks that are
unparliamentaiy and impugn the integrity of the Leader of the House. I demand those
remarks be withdrawn.
Mrs Hullahan: Which ones?
Mr COWAN: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition knows which ones.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): Order! The member for Armadiale win come
to order. In all dhe noise, I do not know what the member said. I did not hear what she
said.
Mr COWAN: Do not ask me to repeat it
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am not going to do that.
Mr COWAN: She knows she should withdraw the remarks.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I request the member for Arniadale to reflect on what
she said and to withdraw the remarks.
Mrs Haflahan: I will reflect upon what I said and I will certainly withdraw what is
offensive, if it is pointed out to me what was offensive. I do not know what it was.
Mr COWAN: You know what it was.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I am not aware of what was said, so I cannot judge
whether I should ask the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to withdraw or not. I am in a
very difficult position.
Mr COWAN: The term "fascist" and matters of that nature are unparliamentary and
should be withdrawn.
Mr Catania interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Balcatta will come to order. I ask
the member for Arniadale to withdraw that remark if that was what you said.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I am happy to withdraw the word "fascist".
Mr COWAN: Thank you.

Debate Resumed
Mr RIPPER: We am now in private member's business and the convention that operates
is as follows: The Leader of the House moves for various items of private members'
business to be brought on following advice given to him by the Opposition. Last night I
spoke to the DeputyPremier to advise him of the order. I do not know if therethas been a
misunderstanding, but certainly my recollection is that I advised the Deputy Premier that
we wanted to deal with Order of the Day 23 and with Notice of Motion No 15. Order of
the Day No 23 is a simple second reading speech on a matter that is of some importance -
that is, control and registration of security agents. It is a matter which my colleague the
member for Balcatta would spend about 10 minutes or more on. T1he meason I requested
that it be brought on first is that it would take up the time between the end of grievances
and 6 o'clock.
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Mr C.J. Barneut: There are no pairs so we are ready to go. We are all here.
Mr RIPPER: The Leader of the House. rather than following that advice, tried to pull a
smart stunt, a petty stunt, which is not really worthy of his position. The Leader of the
House should have behaved with a little more statesmanship in this matter, courtesy, to
borrow a word that was used only last week. If theme has been a misunderstanding, ic can
quickly be corrected across the Chamber. There is no reason for him to proceed with his
motion except to say to die Opposition, "Look, I have the numbers, I am in charge; I can
do this to you if I want to." That behaviour will not win him and the Government che
cooperation of the Opposition in the management of the House.
Mr CJ. Barnent: We are not relying on the Opposition's cooperation any more.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister is not relying on our cooperation any more!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: If the Minister wants to declare war, war it will be, and the Minister will
find it will be to the Government's detriment. If the Minister wants to run the House in
the way he ran the House last year, if he wants to follow a tit for tat policy, and if every
time the Government is attacked by the Opposition he responds with some petty twist to
the way in which the Minister runs the House. he will find that the Government will
suffer, its legislative program will suffer, and Ministers will be sitting here night after
night until the small hours of the morning. They will suffer, and the Minister's
reputation and image in die community will suffer because this is not the way to run
things.
Mr Cowan: The member gave me two issues and then came back to me and stated that
the Leader of the Opposition wanted to deal with this issue.
Mr RIPPER: Yes.
Mr Cowan: The member might recall that with the notice of motion - and I do not think
it was No 15 at the time - and this other order of the day, the member said yes. So I put
them down in that order for the House to follow. The Leader of the House has moved to
deal with private business in that order.
Mr RIPPER: There has been a misunderstanding.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Where is the Leader of the Opposition to move it? There are no pairs.
Where is he?
Mr RIPPER: It is the sort of thing that could be corrected across the Chamber. It is ten
to six. I arrange with my spakers when they wI be available in the House. The
member for Balcatta is ready to give his second reading speech. Had I expected the
notice of motion to come on, I would have had the Leader of the Opposition here ready to
move it.
Mr CiJ. Barnen: Bring him in; we are ready for the attack.
Mr RIPPER: The arrangement was that we would have a second reading speech which
would take a reasonable amount of time between the end of grievances and the dinner
suspension. Why would we start a notice of motion at ten to six, take ten minutes, then
break, and then continue with the rest of the speech? It is an inconvenient way to do
things. it does not add to the impact or the continuity of the presentation. The
Opposition would rather have an important speech begin after the dinner break than have
it broken. I am prepared to accept that a misunderstanding has occurred between the
Deputy Premier and me. Last night I certainly spoke to him on two occasions, and
perhaps it was not nailed down as tightly as I thought. That is the sort of
misunderstanding that can be corrected in two seconds across the House. As soon as the
Leader of the House realised that the order was different from the order which I expected,
he could have corrected the motion but he stated no, this must be done.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Is the member supporting the motion or not? We do not know yet. Are
we speaking on a motion to move Order of the Day No 15? I do not know if the member
is supporting it or not.
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Mr RIPPER: I awn stating what the Minister should do.
Mr CJ. Barnett: What is your position?
Mr RIPPER: The Minister should bring on Order of the Day No 23, as we suggested.
and then bring on Notice of Motion No 15. If the Minister says that is what he will do, it
can be sorted out; otherwise I will maintain the debate. I seek leave to continue my
remarks.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ainsworth): I suggest that this be sorted out over the
dinner suspension to give people time to reflect. Bearing in mind that we ran over a little
last night under my chairmanship, I will adjourn a couple of minutes earlier this evening.
If that motion needs to be put, that can be done, but the member need not seek leave if
this matter will be dealt with straight after dinner.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm
Mr RIPPER: This House is in a peculiar position. It is debating a motion moved by the
Leader of the House to bring on a notice of motion in the name of a member of the
Opposition. Normally the Opposition would not have a problem with a motion like that,
but as I indicated before the dinner suspension the Opposition has a problem with the
way this matter has been handled. The House is dealing with private members' business
and the convention is that the order of that business is determined by a p arty other than
the Government. The Government has the numbers in the House; therefore, the Leader
of the House moves a motion indicating the order of business. The Opposition advises
the Government of the order of business it wants and at the beginning of private
members' business a government member moves accordingly.
In accordance with the conventions of this House I approached the Deputy Premier last
night - he may have a different recollection of what occurred - and advised him that the
Opposition wished to debate the Security Agents Amendment Bill, which is Order of the
Day No 23, and it may wish to debate the Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops)
Agreements Amendment Bill which is Order of the Day No 33. I said that the
Opposition was also interested in debating Notice of Motion No 15. 1 went to the Deputy
Premier at a later stage and said that the Opposition did not wish to proceed with the
commercial tenancy legislation, but would proceed with the notice of motion
condemning the State Government's continued lack of openness and accountability. My
understanding was that Order of the Day No 23 would be debated first and Notice of
Motion No 15 second. That is my recollection of events although I am prepared to
accept that the Deputy Premier may have understood me to mean that Notice of Motion
No 15 was the only item that the Opposition wished to debate. The key point is, given
the conventions, that when the misunderstanding, if that is what it was, became clear I
would have expected the Leader of the House to amend the motion. The Leader of the
House is angry because the Opposition dared to seek to suspend standing orders at the
beginning of today's sitting. For that reason he wishes to teach the Opposition a lesson
by showing it who has the numbers in this House. He can do that, but at a cost to
relations between the Government and Opposition. It is not the way the business of this
House should be conducted. The Leader of the House must understand that oppositions
make use of Parliament. That is politics. When oppositions do that the way to respond
to them is to take up the political argument and not conduct this sort of tit for tat
response. For every action there is a reaction and the end result is that life is made more
difficult for the Government than it need be and the Opposition's rights are restricted in
ways that are not consistent with the way Parliament should operate.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Because you abused the conventions of this House.
Mr RIPPER: The Labor and Liberal Parties' roles have been reversed. I remember the
previous opposition moving motions to suspend standing orders. I also recall
approaching its members for an assurance that debate would be completed at a particular
time, but on occasions that did not happen. That is the way Parliament works. The
Government's expectation of what the Opposition will do is unrealistic.
I will not oppose a motion that brings on a notice of motion in the name of an opposition
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member. However, I take this opportunity to express my anger at the way the Leader of
the House has handled this matter. He has broken the conventions and has behaved in a
petty way. His actions are not consistent with the position he holds and with the way he
behaves on other occasions. I know he is capable of organising die procedure of this
House in a much mome statesmnlhike way than he has done tonight. I do not oppose this
motion, but if this is the way die Government wants to run the House and behave towards
the Opposition there will be a reaction and it will not be one the Government will enjoy.
MR COWAN (Merrdin - Deputy Premier) [7.38 pmj: The key point made by the
member for Belmont was that the conventions of this House were broken and that is very
much the case. They were broken when his party decided it would withdraw the pains
system.
Dr Gallop: The conventions of this House were broken when the National Party ratted on
its constituents and went into coalition with the Liberals. You are the lap dog of the
Liberals.
Mr COWAN: The firt convention that was broken was the issue of pairs. That
particular privilege, which is the prerogative of the Opposition, was withdrawn on the
ground that there had been a certain sessional order that allowed the Government to take
certain action with legislation.
Dr Gallop: The National Party should make this Parliament work by exercising its
numbers on behalf of die people.
Mr COWAN: That sessional order was withdrawn and it no longer applies. Let us
consider the question of pairs. What has happened? I ask this person who keeps
rabbiting on and interjecting, talking about conventions, what his view is on pairs. The
member for Victoria Park will not answer because he knows very well there is no excuse
for the Opposition maintaining this childish approach to the matter of pairs. The
conventions of this place have been broken, and they were broken in the first instance by
the Opposition.
We have now reached the point at which discussion has been held on who got it right. I
acknowledge that last night two approaches were made about the items the Opposition
wanted to discuss, and a change was made in the second approach. Thiat change had been
forecast. it may be that I did not get it right; however, the member for Belmont has had
the whole of today to confirm with the Leader of the House what he wanted to do. Two
items of business were correctly identified. The member for Belmont indicated that the
Leader of the Opposition wanted to deal with this matter in Notice of Motion No 15. The
member for Belmont had ample time today to confirm that the order was right. He did
not choose to do so.
Ms Ripper: It is not normally necessary because it is done the night before and it was
clear last night.
Mr COWAN: It was not clear. It was clear that the Opposition wanted to debate Notice
of Motion No 15, and the member for Belmont should have confinmed that with the
Leadr of the House when he resumed responsibility for the business of the House. That
is immaterial. The point I make is that the rules and conventions of this place have been
ignored by die Opposition. Now, when dealing with private members' business, there is
some question about whether the order of that business is correct, the Opposition is
resorting to the argument that we must follow convention. However, it abandoned
convention in the first instance. The. Opposition cannot have it both ways. There were
rules which it abandoned.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The debate is very interesting but the order in the
House is not -

Ms McGinty: It does not take much to interest you!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I do not want interjections while Iam on my feet,
member for Fremantle, because I am at the point of calling members formally to order. I
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am quite sure many members wish to speak on these motions, and they would not

appecate taking a holiday. We have now spent 25 minutes debating a motion on which
sbetwe should talk about.

Mr COWAN: I conclude by saying that the Opposition broke the conventions of this
place and when it decides to resort to those samne conventions to get what it wants, it
cannot expect the Government to comply as though it were a matter of right. The
Opposition has broken the rules, and we are now playing the game by the new rules. We
try in this House to avoid using a time management program, knowing full well that the
Government has the numbers and can implement it, and every other Parliament in
Australia and most of those throughout the world use a time management system. The
Government could apply a time management system if it chose to do so.
Mr Graham: Rubbish.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Pilbara.
Mr COWAN: Our message to the Opposition tonight is that it must begin to observe the
conventions because if it does not do so, the Government will ignore them and play the
game by the Opposition's rules.
MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [7.44 pm]: I must put right a statement made by the
Deputy Premier that the Opposition had withdrawn pairs. Had he checked with the
Government Whip, he would know that I have honoured pairs in this House on
compassionate grounds on a number of occasions. In fact, one pair is being honoured at
this very moment About eight weeks ago voting in this House on one issue was tied, and
that tie occurred only because I had given a pair to a Government member on
compassionate grounds. If that pair had not been honoured, the vote would have been
won by dhe Opposition. I find it very offensive to hear it said that the Opposition has
broken convention. The Opposition has simply said that pairs will not be granted for the
convenience of the Government, because the Government has invoked the gag and the
guillotine.
Question put and passed.

VISITORS AND GUESTS - REPRESENTATIVES OF INTERNATIONAL
WOOL PROCESSORS GROUP

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Strickland): Before I give the call to the member for
Victoria Park I advise members that there are some important visitors to this state in the
Speaker's Gallery; I refer to the representatives of the international wool processors
group. I take this opportunity to welcome them to this Parliament and I hope they have a
pleasant stay in Western Australia.

MOTION - GOVERNMENT OPENNESS AND ACCOUNTABILITY
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [7.45 pm]: I move -

That this House condemns the State Government for its continued lack of
openness and accountability.

In commencing my comment on this motion, it is important that I address the Deputy
Premier and the Leader of the National Party.
Several members inteajected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Victoria Park has barely uttered the
words of his motion, and five members are interjectirng. That is not acceptable, and I
intend to start calling people to order formally unless there is reasonable order in the
House.
Dr GALLOP: I certainly need to address the comments of the Deputy Premier and the
Leader of the National Party about the conventions of this Parliament. In the recent
history of parliamentary politics in Western Australia - certainly throughout the 1980s -
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the National Party was always, and consistently, an advocate for this Chamber. Indeed, it
was an advocate for the Parliament generally. That tradition, unfortunately, was broken
the day the National Party entered into a coalition with the Liberal Party before the last
state election. The peculiar nature of the electoral system in Western Australia means
that the National Party is in a privileged position. it has much more representation in this
Parliament than the population of this state dictates. The National Party has that extra
representation only because of the malapportionment in our electoral system. Certainly,
members on this side of the House will continue to argue against that system of
malapportionment. The National Party representatives in this Parliament have a special
responsibility to carry the traditions of Parliament and the traditions of accountability that
go with Parliament, into this Chamber. During the 1980s when the National Country
Party and the National Party split, and the former member for Stirling, Matt Stephens,
was the leading figure in the National Party, consistent argument took place in this
Chamber on behalf of the Parliament and the conventions of this Chamber. Theme was no
doubt about where the National Party stood in tie debates in this Parliament. The
National Party took seriously in this Parliament the privileges it had gained from the
electoral system. Something happened that was to be very important for the history of
this state; that is, before the last election the leading figures in the National Parry, led by
the member for Merredin, could not resist the prospect of sitting on ministerial seats and
enjoying the different privileges of ministerial office.
They knew that because of a certain element of weakness on the part of the newly elected
Liberal leader, at that time the member for Nedlands, they could exact certain guarantees
that had very little to do with rural constituencies or policies. We are seeing enacted in
this Parliament the diminution of non-metropolitan people in politics and for those of us
on this side of the House who believe in the equal opportunity of all citizens in this state,
that saddens us. We will take up the battle of non-metropolitan people in this Parliament,
and I do that as a representative of an inner city constituency. The electoral system does
nothing to look after the interests of non-metropolitan people, but it does give National
Party members more seats in this Parliament. The Deputy Premier, as the Leader of the
National Party, went along to the Liberals and exacted their agreement to extra positions
in a future coalition government Cabinet. flat was the deal he did.. It had nothing to do
with the rural constituency that he was supposed to represent, and everything to do with
backsides on ministerial seats. We now have the extraordinary situation where not only
does a very minor party in this state have very large representation in our Cabinet, but
also there are four Ministers sitting in the Legislative Council, the upper House of this
Parliament. The consequence of that deal was that the traditions of the National Party in
respect of this Parliament were thrown out the window. Let us go through them: The
first tradition was, of course, that this Parliament was the forum within which the
concerns of people could be brought up and the Executive arm of government would
always listen to what happened within the Parliament. Because of the National
Party-Liberal Party deal which led to those extra seats in the Cabinet for his colleagues -

Mr Cowan: This is supposed to be the Helena by-election platform speech.
Dr GALLOP: It will be. We are right on the topic. The National Party and Liberal Party
did a deal in 1992 and as a result of that deal we saw the brutal imposition of both the gag
and the guillotine in this Parliament, in not only the lower House but also for the first
time in the 100 years of its existence in the Legislative Council. The most fundamental
convention that the National Party had upheld in this Chamber was that this was a forum
within which the interests of the people could be expressed fr-eely and with proper
expression of all of those interests; however, the Leader of the National Party went along
with the gag and the guillotine. The Opposition will tell the electors of Helena what is
happening in this Parliament and the ability of the representatives of people to carry
through their interests in debate both generaly and certainly in terms of the legislation.
Let us not hear anything from this Deputy Premier about the conventions of this
Parliament, because it is to his eternal shame that he has thrown out the traditions of the
National Party that were established by a former member for Stirling in respect of the
Parliament.
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Mr Cowan: You used to be President of die Labor Punty: "I know nothing." "I cannot
recalL."
Dr GALLOP: The irrelevancy of the inteijection is almost beyond belief. We see first of
all that the Parliament of this state has been denied its ability it carry out its functions.
Several members inteijected.
T'he DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The level of inteijections is too high and from too
many people. Just when I intended bringing a couple of Ministers to heel, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition breaks in as well. I will give everyone the message that I want
a little more order in the House.
Dr GALLOP: That leads me to a simple question: To whom is this Government
accountable?
Mr Cowan: I do not think Brian Burke was accountable to the president of the party
when you were its president. Did you get him to send you a copy of the leader's
account?
Dr GALLOP: I think he had retired when I was president.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You are distancing yourself: "I did not know him." '"We just passed
each other in the night."
Dr GALLOP: I am privileged to know him. I will never desert a friend. I am not like
the Leader of the House - certainly not. To whom is the coalition Government
accountable when it sets its priorities, when it develops its strategies, when it responds to
the issues of the day, and the concerns that come along from day to dy in the process of
politics and the administration of this state? That is an interesting question. When we
move to answer that question we get a clear view of the way this Government operates
and whom it represents in this Parliament. Let us start with the first and most obvious
possibility: Does this Government represent the people who in a clear majority at the last
election voted for a change of government to the Liberal and National Parties?
Mr Cowan: The majority is about 54 per cent.
Dr GALLOP: There is no question about the majority; the coalition formed the
Government on the basis of that majority. Let us look at the mandate it had in that
election.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will come to order. It is very
nice to see the member in the House, but he is not in his seat and he is interjecting across
his own lead speaker. I remind the member for Peel of those matters and also remind the
House that I have indicated that if the interjections get beyond what is reasonable
members will be formally called to order.
Dr GALLOP: Let us look at the election platform that the Liberal and National Parties
put to the people. Is this Government accountable by way of that platform? It is a pretty
simple theory of democracy. The Government put up its platform, the people voted for
it, and ir is now in government. Have we observed during the 18 months of this Uberal-
National Government that it is accountable to those people who voted for it on the basis
of that platform?
Mr Cowan: Absolutely.
Dr GALLO)P: We must answer char by saying no. Members opposite have moved away
ftrm the many promises they delivered at that election. The only word that can describe
this Government in its attitude to those people who voted for it is cynicism. That is the
only description that can be used of the attitude of the Premier, the Deputy Premier and
their Government towards the people who voted for them.
Mr Catania: Arrogance.
Dr GALLOP: As the member for Balcatta says, arrogance can also describe the
Government's responsibility toward its mandate. Let us look at some of the broken
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promises. A couple of days ago The West Australian published a very nice summary of
those broken promises. In recent days die Minister for Police and the Premier backed
away from the promise to employ 800 additional police. Interestingly when we look at
the history of the comments that were made by the Minister for Police and Premier about
that comitiment over die past 12 months -

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order? I formally call to order the member for Baicaiza. I
indicate to members of the House that when the member on his feet is speaking and he
wishes to accept an interjection and remains quiet, that is in order. That is what
happened. The member for Fremantle was able to make some interjectory remarks.
Then die member for Balcatta also made some remarks, as did government members.
However, enough is enough.
Dr GALLOP: As I said, over the past 12 months both the Minister for Police and the
Premier have backed away from the promise to create 800 extra police positions.
Mr Cowan: The first thing we needed to do was budget for the 100 you promised but
could not deliver.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Deputy Premier to come to order.
Dr GALLOP: Unfortunately for the Government, the member for Helena retired and a
by-election is imminent. All of a sudden, that promise is back on the agenda.
Ms Cowan: Do not talk to us about additional police. You did not even budget for the
100 extra police that you promised.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Deputy Premier.
Dr GALLOP: We have the extraordinary situation where the Commissioner of Police
has to tell die Government a few realities about its ability to deliver that ridiculous
promise. One wonders why is it that people are So cynical about government when we
see such a blatant approach!
Let us now look at the public sector. Before the last election the Government said that
there would be no wholesale cuts in the public sector work force. Every public sector
worker in this state was given an assurance that there would be no cuts. At the time the
excessively reasonable member for Riverton and the excessively reaonable Leader of
the Opposition, now Premier, gave assurances in their soothing voices to those in the
public sector that there would be no wholesale cuts in jobs. We can see what has
happened soon after the election.
Having spoken to many of the people in the electorate of Helena, I can assure those
opposite that many of the workers who previously worked in the public sector and who
were forced out - let us be absolutely clear about that - through the processes that were
set by this Government are not very happy about it. There is also the question of the
recommendations in part II of the report of the royal commission which have been
delayed and diluted. What has happened to the payroll tax promises? Where have they
gone? They were put up to the people before the last election.
To get very close to home with the Helena by-election, there was the promise to convert
the Midland Workshops into a world-class heavy engineering complex. That promise
was given not only by the Government but also by the candidates in that area. It was
broken. We can look at a whole range of issues such as the attitude shown by the then
Opposition towards the then Government Media Office. There has been a complete
reversal of the Government's position in respect of what the media office did, the number
of people necessary to operate it, whether it should be engaged in passing on information
to people or whether it should be a propaganda machine of government.
Let us return to the question: Is this Government accountable to the people who voted
for it at the last election? When we look at many of those promises that have been
broken, we can only conclude that the Government is not accountable to those people
becaute it has shown them no respect; it has simply dumped on those people in a very
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cynical and arrogant manner. One could also mention other initiatives that have been
carried through by this Government that were not even mentioned in the election
campaign but which have become part of the reality of government in Western Australia.
This Government is not accountable to the people who voted for it at the last election. Is
it accountable to the Parliament of Western Australia? I have already addressed this
issue to some extent in responding to the view of the Deputy Premier that it was the
Labor Party Opposition which broke the conventions of this Parliament. That is a totally
ridiculous suggestion which does not stand up to the scrutiny of evidence, In what way
would a government be accountable to the Parliament? This Government has the
numbers in not only the Legislative Assembly but also the Legislative Council.
Inasmuch as Parliament can act independent of the Executive, the interesting issue is this:
What authority and what power does the Executive, which has the numbers, accord to
that Parliament? When we try to answer that question, we get a very clear indication of
the type of government we have, If the Executive arm of government, which has the
numbers in both the Assembly and the Council, acts in an arrogant and dictatorial way
towards the Parliament in the functions it must perform, we can safely assume that it is a
very authoritarian government Let us look at the record: Since the February 1993
election we have seen the brutal exercise of the gag and the guillotine in this Parliament.
One of those mechanisms simply cuts off the debate - the gag; the other severely restricts
debate and then gags it.
Mr Cowan: The House of Representatives practises both of those.
Dr GALLOP: I am not in the House of Representatives; I amn in the Legislative
Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia where the Executive has the numbers in
both Houses. The Government already has the numbers but it is not satisfied in winning
the vote; it wants to stifle the argument. In respect of its accountability to the Parliament
and the ability of the Parliament to debate the issues, the Government's record is very
dismal. Let us broaden this out and look at the committee system, particularly the system
that applies in the other House. If we are to have a bicameral system, we should have
two things. Firstly, the upper House must be elected on a different basis from the lower
House.
Several members interjected.
Mr House: He is not good enough for the interjections.
Dr GALLOP: What is the interjection?
Mr House: We might have a debate about some of the supporters of your party and the
fact that one of your former Premiers is in gaol. If you want to talk about standards and
accountability, let us debate those real issues of what happened in Western Australia.
Dr GALLOP: One of the real issues in Western Australia was that the Labor government
at that time put up a Bill to establish one-vote-one-value and proportional representation,
and to have an independent electoral commissioner. We got the independent electoral
commissioner, a watered-down version of proportional representation but not one-vote-
one-value. Let us talk about that and the form of political corruption that is involved in
the processes by which one-vote-one-value has been rejected in this state. Let us move
on to have a look at the upper House. The conditions are that, first, it must be elected on
a different basis and, secondly, it must operate as a House of Review, otherwise why
have an upper House? I believe we should have one. I am a bicameralist, but it is no
good having two Houses if the second is simply a replica of the first. When we have a
conservative government -

Mr House: Give one example of where the Labor party trated the upper House -

Dr GALLOP: I can give an historic example. Who established proportional
representation in the Senate? Why does the Deputy Leader of the National Party not ask
that first?
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
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Dr GALLOP: Does he know who did that? The Australian Labor Party and the late
Arthur Caiwell established proportional representation. Who was the leading figure who
established the Senate as a House of Review? It was the tat Lionel Murphy, another
Labor party figure. We stand on our record on bicameralism, because is a good record.
The two conditions are that the upper House must be elected differently and it must act as
a House of Review. Has it acted as a House of Review under this Government? Two
facts indicate that it has not. The first is, of course, that we saw the application of the gag
in that Chamber many times for the firs time in its hundred year history. What an
appalling indictment of the Legislative Council; that this House of Review used the
guillotine to stifle the Opposition frm raising the concerns its constituents had been
bringing to it. Then came the crunch. When the committee chaired by Hon Derrick
Tomlinson came down with a conclusion on the royal commission on government that
was inconvenient for this Government, what happened to that report?
Several members inteijecced.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Dr GALLOP: What happened when that committee reported to the Legislative Council?
Members know what happened: The Liberal and National Parties used their numbers in
that Chamber to reject the recommendation of that committee. There could be no better
evidence for the Leader of the House that the House of Review function was being totally
ignored by this Government. Then we have the second test: Is this Government
accountable to the Parliament? There is no question but that it has no accountability
whatsoever to the Parliament of this state. We then come to the third possibility: Is the
Government accountable to the royal commission? A sum of $30m was spent on the
royal commission, which reported in two pants. The first part commented on the affairs
of government over a period of time.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Which government was that?
Dr GALLOP: Both the Liberal and the Labor Governments. The second part of the
report focused on the changes needed in our political administration and parliamentary
systems.
Mr House: Do you know the difference between the first report and the second?
Dr GALLOP: This is the conspiracy theory, is it?
Mr House: The first was based on events that actually happened and the second on
hypotheses by a number of people about what should happen. The second is debatable
and the first is not.
Dr GALLOP: That is a ridiculous distinction.
Mr House: The first condemned the Government of which you were a member.
Dr GALLOP: Both reports were the interpretations by the three royal commissioners of
the events of Western Australia and the system of government in Western Australia.
There is no difference in authority and in impact. They are both the recommendations of
the three royal commissioners and both of them should be taken seriously. It is
interesting, is it not, that the Deputy Leader of the National Party indicated quite clearly
in his intervention that he does not believe in the second report? That leads me to ask the
question: Are they accountable to the royal commission? Let us look at the aspects of
their approach to that report. Aspect No 1 is delay and aspect No 2 is dilution. Let us
look at the delay. The election was held in February 1993.
Mr House: We remember that well. By 6.30 pm we knew what the result would be.
Dr GALLOP: We know why the Deputy Leader of the National Party enjoyed the
election so much. It was because he knows deep down it will be the last election in this
state at wyhich his National Party will be in a privileged position. He might as well enjoy
the going while he can. It will be his last
Mr C.J. Barnett: You reckon the Liberals will have the numbers in their own right?
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Dr GALLOP: No, the next election will be held on different boundaries. In February
1993 we had the election, and Western Australia still does not have a commission on
government. As time moves on it becomes much more difficult for that commission on
government to be in a position to make recommendations which will come through to
this Parliament, probably via the joint standing committee which will be set up. There
probably will not he any time for its recommendations to be put into shape so an
assessment of our system can be undertaken. What an indictment! A sum of $30m was
spent and recommendations made by eminent jurists in this state. The Governiment
ignored those so much that we still do not have a commission on government. Then we
come to the actual recommendations -

Mr Trenorden: Do you remember what you did to this state?
Dr GALLOR I put it into shape as the Minister assisting the Treasurer.
Mr Trenorden: You put it into shape all right.
Mr House: When you finished there was nothing left. You wrecked it.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Day after day after day.
Dr GALLORh Perhaps the members could give me an example.
Mr C.J. Bamnett: You would not answer questions for over a year.
Dr GALLOP: Rubbish. I answered every question put to me. Unlike this Government's
Ministers I actually answered the questions. This Government's first approach to the
royal commission is delay and the second is dilution.
The royal commission was perfectly clear. It outlined a list of issues that should be
addressed in Western Australia. IV we were to put the Constitution of this state on the
proper foundations - that is, to provide the checks and balances that mean we have proper
government in this state - it was necessary for the Commission on Government as a
matter of urgency to deal with those recommendations, and for them to be implemented
through the Parliament. However, what have we seen? This Government did not like
those recommendations, particularly those dealing with electoral reform. Therefore, it
sent out a message to the potential commission on government that it did not believe in
all those recommendations and warned the commission to consider only those which
impacted on a narrowly defined concept of corruption. The Government did that for a
clear reason: It does not want those recommenidations carried out. Government members
have always been ambivalent towards the second report of the royal commission. At best
they are lukewarm, but most of the time they are hostile, to that report.
Are they responsible and accountable to the people who voted for them at the last
election? Have they carried out the platform they put to those people? Have they met
the promises they gave those people? The answer is no. 1 have given examples of many
instances where they broke the promises, which led to the daily newspaper saying that
the Premier was not credible on those issues. Are they responsible to the Parliament and
to the traditions of the Parliament in its role as a forum for debate, and as the basis of
committee investigation of' the issues of the day? The answer is no. Not satisfied with
having the numbers or in winning the vote, they also want to stifle the debate.
Government members show a totally cynical view of the election to the electors who
voted for them, and they show a totally autocratic attitude to those who sit on the other
side of Parliament It is not enough that they are cynical towards the people who voted at
the last election and that they are autocratic and authoritarian to those who sir on the
other side of this House and are involved in committees within the Parliament; even more
serious is the fact they are also contemptuous of the one institution in this state that had
the broad support of the community in recommending wide ranging reform. That of
course was the royal commission. If there were no other indictment of this Government
bar that one, we would have a duty to move the type of motion we are moving this
evening.
We are left with the question: Who do they represent? They do not represent the people
who voted for them at the last election. They are not accountable to the Parliament or to
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the royal commission. To whom is this Government accountable? It is pretty easy to
work out. One need only stick a compass at the point of the Dalkeith Town Hall, put the
compass two kilonets out and draw a circle. Within that area one will find residents
who have been appointed to government boards and statutory authorities; who have been
given consultancies to work for this Government; who were involved in businesses in this
state that have been assisted by die change of governmenc; and who are former members
of Parliament and were given jobs to represent this state overseas. That is about as
simple as one needs to be in determining who this Government represents.
Trhe tragedy of it is that it could be different: The Government of this state, the
Parliament of this state, and the accountability mechanisms of this state could be different
if die National Party, which has a privileged position in our electoral system, had not
gone into alliance with the Liberal Party in order to give itself ministerial positions.
Them is no doubt that when we talk to people in the country about the health and
education systems -

Mr House: You haven't even been out therel
Dr GALLOP: I have been out there many times; probably more times than the member
for Stirling.
Mr House: Probably more times than I have?
Dr GALLOP: Yet. The people in the country say that they elected these people to look
after their country hospitals and to ensure that services were not diminished in rura
areas; however, that is not what they are getting. The people in the country are so angry
about it that they are knocking on the doors of National Party members of Parliament.
Last weekend in an attempt to soothe the anger of those constituents the Leader of the
National Party and the Deputy Leader of the National Party gave a few speeches at the
conference to try to kep them happy. They are as cynical towards their own supporters
as they are towards the people of this state. If it were possible for this system to be
different, the only way that could happen under our current system would be for the
National Party to exercise the numbers it has in this Parliament on behalf of the mandate
that was put forward at the last election; on behalf of the Parliament of Western Australia
and the members of Parliament; and on behalf of the royal commission and its
recommendations. However, National Party members did not choose that option; they
went into alliance with the Liberals.
Members of the Liberal Party who were at the haunch of the coalition before the last
election were gloating. Do members know what they said about the member for
Merredin? They said, "At least we have brought him to heel." That was the attitude of
the Liberal establishment figures. The Leader of the National Party has totally thrown
out all the taditions of the National Party and become nothing more than a lap dog to the
Liberals. As a result of that this state is being governed on behalf of very narrow
interests. We see it in so many areas of government policy. Many of the speakers from
this side of the House who will follow in this debate will illustrate clearly that that is the
case by considering issues such as the police, road nrains, and the education and health
systems in Western Australia.
The Government does not accept its accountability under or responsibility to the
Westminster system. Government members are not accountable to the people who voted
for them at the last election, to the Parliament of Western Australia, or to the royal
commissioners and the report they brought down. They are accountable to a narrow
range of interests. That is the message that we will be taking into the by-election. T'he
three predominant characteristics of this Government are that it is cynical, authoritarian
and disingenuous. We will be giving the people of the electorate of Helena that message
and that message will fall on very fertile soil.
MDR MeGINTY (Fremnantle) [8.31 pm]: The people of Western Australia voted this
Government into power 18 months ago on a very clear and unmistakable basis. The
Government sought from the people of Western Australia a mandate for openness,
accountability and honesty. We should not beat around the bush about the fact that that
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was the reason we were defeated in the election and the reason the Government won. It
had everything to do with what has become known as WA Inc and the bad mistakes that
were made during the 1980s. The people of Western Australia had grave misgivings
about the coalition but they voted it into power to express their views on that issue. I
have no doubt that any serious political analysis would show that to be the case. Prior to
the election, the Government promised the people that it would bring a new ethos to
government in Western Australia; it would be open, accountable and honest. If there is
one area in which the Government has been continually criticised by independent
observers, academics and the media, it is that it has failed to keep its promises of
accountability, openness and honesty. Members opposite should not underestimate the
great importance that the people of Western Australia place on that and their great
disappointment at the Government's failure in that area.
Like many members on both sides of the House, I have been doorknocking in Helena.
One would expect, 18 months into the Government's period in office with a rising
economy, to encounter a measure of support for the Government. However, it does not
exist. People might be critical of our period in office. However, there is already deep-
seated disillusionment about the Government and its employment strategies. It is not
hard to ascertain why when one looks at the record and listens to the remarks of the
member for Victoria Park. That is striking deeply into the public's consciousness. It is
patently clear when one looks at a number of issues why the people in Helena and the
public generally are extremely disillusioned. They are hurt that the Government has
failed to keep the promises that it made at the last state election 18 months ago.
Enormous play was made about jobs in the lead up to the last state election. However,
the most notorious case - I will not go into it in detail - was the Government's absolute
deception of the people of Helena over the Midland Workshops. That issue can be
referred to in no kinder terms than that the Government did not tell the truth; it said one
thing before the election and did the exact opposite after the election. Thec people of
Helena have concluded that they were told a blatant untruth. It has hurt not only the
1 100 people it threw out of employment through the closure of that works, but also
everybody else in that electorate. The Government said that it would not only modemise
the Midland Workshops, but also make it into one of the best heavy engineering plants in
the world. The people were told a blatant lie. That is the only way to describe what
happened at that time. 'The people will remember. The fact that they were deceived is an
issue with the majority of people in the Helena electorate. What happened to the promise
to create more jobs when 1 100 were axed? However, that matter has been debated
extensively over the last 18 months.
The next matter I want to raise is the transfer of the Department of Land Administration
office in Midland.
Mrs Edwardes: We came across a few who had received redundancies and were now in
businesses for themselves or had better jobs.
Mr McG[NT'Y: So. life goes on!
Mrs Edwardes: It does, in actual fact.
Mr McGITY: In actual fact! Here comes the cynical view. Thle Attorney General
cannot pretend that her Government did other than lie to the people of Helena about the
Midland Workshops.
Mrs Edwanies: You said 'the majority of people'.
Mr McGINTY: The majority of people think that the Government deceived them, and
they are angry about that. The Government cannot lie to people and expect them to look
up to it afterwards. That is a good indication of the Attorney's arrogance. She thinks it is
clever to pull a stunt like that and mislead people. Eleven hundred residents of that
electorate ended up out of work and the Attorney thinks they are pleased with the
Government. The Attorney General lives on a different planet not only on this issue but
also on a range of issues. She is completely off the planet on this issue.
I return to the transfer of the Department of Land Administration to Midland. There was
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a need to breathe life into metropolitan regional centres. A conscious decision was made
to relocate the Department of Land Administration out of the central business district to
Midland. The construction work did an enormous amount of good for the economy of
the idland region. The transfer of so many jobs to that region was expected to give

idland and its surrounding areas a tremendous boost. What has happened since this
Government came to office? One hundred and twenty people have been laid off and the
people of Midland feel they have been cheated. They have a new building and they
expected a certain amount of employment to go with that. However, staff reductions
have occurred in DOLA. Again, people who were promised more jobs and who knew
that the new building was about to be occupied feel cheated at what the Government did
to them. Putting aside the effect of losing those 120 jobs, a backlog of work has built up
in the department. The reductions in staff numbers directly impacted on the idland-
Helena area.
This area is a strong railway centre. Not only were the Midland Workshops shut down
but also on the eve of the election, the federal Minister for Transport came to town and
announced that an agreement on the National Rail Corporation had been entered into
with the Stare Government. The state Minister denied that; be said it had not happened.
He said that the federal Minister had jumped the gun and that the Stare Government had
done nothing of the sort. That was the story that appeared in the media. The truth is that
we are about to see another reduction in jobs in the Helena area as a result of the actions
of this Government in pursuing the National Rail Corporation idea. In itself it is a good
idea but its implementation will mean a further cut in jobs in that area.
Mr Cowan: Do you know the difference between what you proposed when in
government and what is proposed now?
Mr McGINTY: If the Deputy Premier has something to tell me, he should do so.
Mr Cowan: Do you know?
Mr McGINTY: Yes.
Mr Cowan: Well, tell me.
Mr McOINTY: I am addressing the question of jobs. The Government's actions will see
another 100 jobs disappear within the Helena electorate in the Kewdale yards. This will
see a raft of positions disappear.
Mr Cowan: No, it won't.
Mr McGINTY: Yes, it will. Westrail is disposing of its interest in the yard. Westrail is
currently running the trains and train crews, and we will see a loss of another 30-odd
jobs.
Mr Cowan: What am you the spokesperson for?
Mr McGINTY: I am the spokesperson for Transport, Fisheries and Parliamentary and
Electoral Reform.
Mr Cowan: I suggest that you do some homework before you take on the Transport
portfolio.
Mr McGINTY: The Deputy Premier obviously does not know what he is talking about.
Mr Cowan: Yes, I do.
Mr McGINT: The Deputy Premier's National Party colleague, the Minister for
Transport, arranged for Westrail officers and officers from his office to brief me on this
matter today. Perhaps I should send them to brief the Deputy Premier tomorrow. From
what he is saying, he does not understand the situation.
Mr Cowan: I understand it well.
Mr McGINTY: We will see 91 train crews disappear from Westrail's employment as a
result of the agreement to be signed by Westral next week.
Mr Cowan: It has very little to do with the National Rail Corporation.
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Mr McGUNT: These losses will be in Kalgoorlie, but most of the losses will come from
the Deputy Premier's electorate. I have not heard him raise his voice in order to protect
the 45 jobs at Merredin. The train crews will disappear in the Deputy Premier's
electorate, and this is fundamental to the economic survival of his town. This will be a
body blow for the town of Merredin, but where is the Deputy Premier? I have not heard
the Deputy Premier arguing for an alternative arrangement for Menredin.
Mr Cowan: You are behind the times.
Mr McGINY: The Deputy Premier should get a briefing tomorrow because when he
has the figures, we might then see a press release and comment from the member for
Merredin trying to protect the interests of his town and community. He is not doing that
at the moment. He is failing dismally.
Mr Cowan: No, I am not.
Mr McGINTY: When have I seen the Deputy Premier arguing or fighting to keep the
positions which will be lost in his electorate?
Mr Cowan: We cannot keep the jobs in Merredin; it is a simple fact of life.
Mr McGINTY: The Deputy Premier has given up. What he suggests is not the case. My
colleague representing the Agricultural Region in another place, Hon Kim Chance, and I
looked at various ways to keep the jobs in Merredin. It is rather pathetic that the Deputy
Premier has not been in to do battle to preserve these jobs.
Mr Cowan: We have looked at it every which way. The moment you have people
engaged in work practices which provide for them to be at the foot plate a little longer, it
means essentially that you cannot have crews at Merredin for all interstate freight. It
cannot be done, and you know it!
Mr McGINTY: We will see whether that is the case as a result of this agreement which
will be signed next week. The Government has yet to make an announcement on this,
although the federal Minister announced it in this state - the state Minister then denied
the matter. Nevertheless, close to 100 Westrail jobs will disappear in the Helena and
Midland area. It is a fact that the Government does not want to admit. If the
Government had announced that some things are unavoidable - as the Deputy Premier
just said - so let us get on with it, at least that would have sonic credibility.
MVr Cowan: We went to Westrail and said that we wanted to see a suitable alternative
work forte put in place at Merredin. You mentioned Hon Kim Chance, and he was the
champion of the takeover by the NRC which would have ignored those things. We have
recognised that it is inevitable that the Westrail system and work practices must be
brought into the twentieth century. In doing that, however, people must be given more
than eight hours maximum on the footplate. The figure had to come to approximately 11I
hours. At the moment, people are paid for a full day if they do only four hours. If they
were given I11 hours at the rate at which they were paid on the freight transport, they
would go from Eorrestfield to Kalgoorlie and that is where the crew change would take
place. That will lead to a loss of 45 drivers and DRs from positions at Merredin. We
will attempt to replace those jobs at Merredin. That is something the previous
government never did.
Mr McGIN[TY: This is my speech. I have accepted the Deputy Premier's interjection.
but I do not accept it any further. TIhis is the first time we have heard the Deputy Premier
mention that he will do anything for the 45 people who will lose their jobs at Meiredin.
Mr Cowan: It may be the first time that you have heard it.
Mr McGINTY: It is the first time that the Deputy Premier has said it publicly because
the Minister has been trying to deny that it will happen. He denied it when Brereton
mentioned it a week ago; he said that the federal Minister did not know what he was
talking about. Hon Kim Chance and I were considering this afternoon possibilities by
which the interests of Merredin could be protected. The Deputy Premier has been remiss
in his duty as the local member in not looking after those people and the town. That is
what is happening, and the people of Helena are aware of it. We have not only seen the
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cutting of jobs at the Midland Workshops and the Department of Land Administration,
but people ame also faced with the dramnatic changes in the Kewdale and Forreitfield rail
yards, which will result in another 100 Westrail jobs being lost in that area.
We have seen a fiasco from the National Party Minister for Police in recent days
regarding the promised net 800 jobs increase in the Police Force; this was amended to
500 jobs, and then it was said that maybe the Government does not mean any at all. The
Minister fumbled his figures in an attempt to backslide from an expressed commitment to
the people of Western Australia before the last general election. That was an absolute
commitment. The Minister should hang his head in shame for the way he has slid away
from it.
Mr Wiese: I hope you remember this in two and a half years' time.
Mr McGINTY: Although the Minister has backslid on this issue, he was frank to his
National Party colleagues in Busselton. He said that it was simplistic and that he was not
going to honour the commitment. The Premier then got to the Minister for Police - he
nobbled him and did not invite him to the meeting with the Commissioner of Police at
which the deal was done. The Premier does not have confidence in his own inister.
The way the inister has tried to muddy the waters since is a disservice to honest,
accountable and open government. More members on this side of the House will speak
about that issue before we have finished this debate.
The overriding principle is that the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of
Government and Other Matters, at rat expense to the taxpayers of Western Australia,
was established in the late 1980s.
Mr CJ. Barnett: It was caused by the behaviour of your government.
Mr McGINTY: That is exacdly what it looked into. The royal commission
recommended a number of changes to the structure of government in Western Australia.
It is imperative that if we are to have openness, honesty and accountability in government
in Western Australia, these recommendations must be adopted. However, they have been
ignored by this Government, which stands condemned. The most pressing
recommendation was for the appointment of a Commission on Government.
Nevertheless, we still do not have a commissioner and it is almost two years since the
royal commission reported. Frankly, that shows a cavalier attitude and contempt for the
recommendations of the royal commission. Members opposite obviously believe that
nothing is wrong with the institutions of government in Western Australia, and that the
problem was just that some bad people got hold of them during the 1980s. If the Minister
for Police called a promise of a net increase of 800 extra police officers simplistic,
members opposite are absolutely simplistic on issues related to the structure of
government.
The royal commission has been ignored by this Government. The Government has been
extremely tardy in dealing with the recommendation of the royal commission that a
Commission on Government be appointed urgently. The matters into which the
Commission on Government has to inquire are the secrecy laws of the state - obviously
not important enough for the Government; the operation of Cabinet secrecy; the
operation and adequacy of the Financial Administration and Audit Act; the operation of
people who get governent propaganda into the public arena; and the operation of
government media secretaries and the Government Media Office. Members opposite
cannot say that they are operating well. There is too much evidence on the books of
these matters not being dealt with properly. Members opposite do not want to face up to
reality; that is. the need to be honest, open and accountable Members opposite held
themselves out before the: election to be honest, open and accountable, but they have
seriously disappointed the people of Western Australia by their abject failure since that
time. Other matters into which the Commission on Government must inquire are the
establishment of an administrative appeals tribunal - we have not heard a single
Government member address that issue; the functions of the Auditor General - members
opposite have gone to sleep on that issue;, and parliamentary scrutiny of state-owned
companies - unnecessary to even think about It is an absolute joke.
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These are mU pressing matters which go to die structure of government in Western
Australia and die integrity of government processes, yet all government members can do
is have a good laugh and say, '"That was the royal commission. That had to do with the
1980s. Let us forget about i. The people of Western Australia will not forget about it.
They will not forget about die need to legislate in respect of whistleblowers; the
pecuniary and other interescs of members; the role, powers and functions of die Official
Corruption Commission for the prevention and exposure. of impropriety or corruption;
and the means best suited to be adopted by Parliament to bring the entire public sector
under its scrutiny and review. The people of Helena will not forget that this Government
has let them down badly on diese issues, particularly in regard to the disclosure of
political donations and contributions. The Parliament passed legislation on that matter
two years ago. Thai legislation has not been proclaimed by the Attorney General or her
Government. That is an absolute disgrace. These matters simply do not rate as questions
of priority.
Mr Trenorden: The Bill was a disgrace. We had to fix it up.
Mr McGTNTY: The Bill is theme; it simply needs to be proclaimed.
Mr Trenorden: No it does not.
Mr McGINTrY: Bring forward minor amendments in order to fix it if diere are
difficulties so that we can have political disclosure legislation in Western Australia. The
question of political donations is die root cause of the problems which the Attorney
General is currently facing. It is the root cause of the problems which all political parties
in this stare have faced over the past 10 years. There is a semblance of corruption when
people can secretly make donations with the appearance of strings being tied, whether
that be to the Attorney General, the Labor Party, die Liberal Party or the National Party.
Mr Wiese: It sounds a bit like the unions.
Mr McGINTY: No it does not. It sounds like die disclosure of currently secret donations
which the Minister's parry received during the last election. It should be forced to
publicly disclose those so that we can all stand in this place and say we received political
donations from this group of people, and let us now have that on record, like the
declaration of a pecuniary interest, so that everyone will know what we are doing and
from where our support has come. There is no analogy there, as the Minister for Police
would seek to draw. It is, however, a most important matter to die question of propriety.
Mr Wiese: It is if you are answerable to the unions that pull your strings.
Mr McGLNT: There is no secrecy about donations diat are made from those sources. I
would be interested to know how much money people connected with the road transport
industry in Western Australia paid to the Minister's party in return for the great favours
which this Government is currently giving to diem in aflowing them to bring road trains
into die metropolitan area. Is the Minister prepared to stand and answer that question?

Withdrawal of Remarks
Mr CiJ. BARNETT: Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Day), by those comments the member for
Fremantle has clearly impugned the integrity of the Minister for Police and members of
die National Party. He implied that corrupt payments bad been made.
Mr McGINTY: The point that was being made is that for as long as we have secrecy
surrounding financial donations to political parties, we will have people who take the
very interpretation which the Leader of the House has now placed upon my comments. I
simply asked the Minister for Police whether he was prepared to disclose how much
money came from people connected with the road transport industry in return for their
being prepared to jeopardise the lives of people by bringing road trains into the
metropolitan area. The fact that Leader of the House took that inference from what I was
saying proves the very point that I was trying to make.
Mr GRAHAM: What die member for Fremantle said in his speech was related to the
behaviour of -
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Mr Trenorden inteuJected.
Mr MeGINTY: Mr Acting Speaker, the member for Avon should withdraw the
scurrilous remark that he just made. It is a scurrilous lie.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! The member for Pilbara is making a point
of order. If the member for Fremantle wishes to make a point of order at the conclusion
of this matter, be may do so. The member for Pilbara is making a point of order, and I
ask him to complete it as soon as possible.
Mr GRAHAM: Mr Acting Speaker, what are you chastising me for? I san trying to do it.
There is no standing order in this Parliament which prevents any member from
impugning a political party, and that is, in effect, what the member for Fremantle did.
The standing orders protect the members of Parliament, not political parties. Theft is no
point of order, and there is no remark that needs withdrawing.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! From my recollection of what I heard,
which is now some time ago, I consider that there was an allegation, perhaps a little
indirectly, that the inister for Police had acted improperly. Standing Order No 132
states that all imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on members,
shall be considered highly disorderly. I therefore ask the member for Fremantle to
withdraw.
Mr McGINTY: I withdraw. Mr Acting Speaker, the member for Avon stated expressly
that I had received money from John Roberts or Multiplex. I demand that that be
withdrawn, because it is a lie. There is no foundation to it whatsoever. I state for the
record - and I am happy to tell people who donated to me or my campaign - that I have
never received one cent for either me or my campaign from John Roberts, Multiplex, or
any company associated with it. On the basis that it is an unsubstantiated lie, I demand
that it be withdrawn.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Member for Avon, for exactly the same reasons that I
gave to the previous point of order, I ask that you withdraw.
Mr TRENORDEN: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr McGINTY: This Government has grievously disappointed those people in Western
Australia who care about propriety in Government. That issue is sufficiently important to
warrant the ongoing attention of this House. It is of considerable personal
disappointment to me that it has not received the priority it should and that it has been so
callously overridden, in a very cavalier fashion. These questions of reforming the
structure of government in Western Australia are important for the future, and this
Government should be condemned for not giving to this issue the utmost priority chat was
in the minds of the people when they went to the election 18 months ago.
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [9.00 pm]: I support the motion. This week, we witnessed
the Premier and the Minister for Police playing around with the expectations of the
people of Western Australia. Prior to the general election in February 1993 a promise
was made that a coalition government would provide law and order. That was one of the
major platforms of the coalition parties, as the member for Fremantle recounted. The
activities of the royal commission together with the law and order platform was a potent
combination which helped to bring about the election of the coalition Government. A
month or so after that time, when confronted with the promise of extra resources for the
police - whether human or financial - the Minister for Police stated that it was very
difficult because the Government did not have the necessary resources. He said that
resources were scarce, especially financial resources, and that it might be difficult to
provide the promised number of police officers. He also said it was difficult to provide
the required financial help for the Police Department to ensure that it could carry out its
duty properly.
We have heard those remarks often from the Moinister for Police. However, this week the
Minister's wording changed from, "We do not have any resources" to "It is chickenfeed.

3760



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994] 76

We can provide the required financial resources." How quick was that change! Why did
the change occur in such a short time? Those remarks were made not long after he stared
that there was a lack of resources for the police. Only this morning the Government was
justifiably accused regarding certain promises. The response was a cynical attempt to
manipulate public opinion because a by-election is about to be held in Helena. The law
and order shingle was hung out during the Glendalough campaign, and it was taken down
shortly after the result was known. Now, the shingle has been picked up by the Premier
and hung out again. The reason is that the Helena by-election is around the corner.
Next Friday the Commissioner of Police will release the crime statistics. I anticipate that
those statistics will indicate that the incidence of serious cuime has increased in Western
Australia. Mindful that a by-election is around the corner, the Government has told the
people of Western Australia that it will provide 800 additional police officers. However,
now we have been told that only 500 officers will be recruited, that is, the Government
will place some pan-time police officers around the stare. We will have a
semiprofessional Police Force.
Mr Wiese: Who is talkcing about pan-time officers? You are making it up as you go
along.
Mr CATANIA- This incompetent Minister for Police has babbled on all week about
numbers. Obviously he finds it hard to count. He has now promised 500 officers instead
of 800. The Commissioner of Police has expressed some concern that he may not be able
to train 500 recruits at the academy in Maylands. We are about to have a by-election,
and the Government knows about the 50 per cent increase in the incidence of burglary in
Helena. The Government wants to assure the people of Helena, just as they assured the
people of Western Australia before the general election, that the Government will
provide the right ingredient for law and order. The Government has taken a callous
approach to the expectations of the people of Western Australia, especially the old people
who do not feel secure in their own homes, and who will not walk the streets at night for
fear of being mugged or bashed. The Government is toying with the feelings of those
people. A promise was made before the election that the crime problem would be
solved -

Mr Wiese: No-one ever said that.
Mr CATANIA: Does the Minister want me to quote from the coalition platform?
Mr Wiese: Yet.
Mr CATANIA: I will tell the Minister what he and his colleagues said. It was stated that
they would put a dent in the crime rawe in this state -

Mr Wiese: Put a dent in it? That is not solving it!
Mr CATANIA: It was stared that the coalition Government would ensure that the
incidence of motor vehicle theft decreased. Is the Minister aware that the incidence of
such theft in this stare is the highest in the nation? The Minister stated that he would
decrease the incidence of breaking and entering in Western Austrlia. Does he know that
the incidence of burglary in this state is the highest in Australia? Is the Minister aware
that die incidence of abuse of the police is on the increase? Does the Minister know that
members of the Police Force are being assaulted more today than yesterday or the day
before? Does the Minister care? The people of Helena will make a judgment on 10
September regarding law and order. Those people will be aware that the Minister has not
increased the number of police officers in Helena since the Government came to power.
In 1992 there were 14 police officers on duty in Midland and in Kalamunda. Today, with
the incidence of crime up 50 per cent, what is the situation?
Mr Wiese: There are 18 officers in Midland and 18 in Kalamunda.
Mr CATANIA: And the Minister has nor increased the number of police officers there.
How many police officers are on duty at one time? The answer is 14. Has the Minister
provided more police in line with die increased burglary rare of 50 per cent? No! The
Minister may do so over the next couple of weeks, but he has not done it so far because
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he does not care about security of people in Helena. The promise has been made at each
election and by-election but members opposite do not care afterwards. The law and order
shingle is put up and taken down as they see fit. The Minister was kneecapped when he
told the truth. I have respect for the Minister for telling the truth, but the Premier has got
to him. He has twisted the Minister's arm and said that he must do as he is told.
A couple of other things were promised regarding the Police Force prior to the coalition
Government coming to power. One was to thoroughly review the service by police in
identified aseas in the state and to offer more support for the police officers who work
under highly dangerous and stressful conditions. Has the Minister done that?
Mr Wiese: Yes.
Mr CATANIA: That is not what the police tell me. I do not know who the Minister talks
to.
Mr Wiese: Look at the Budget!
Mr CATANIA: Mnother promise was to formally recognise the role of police spouses
who act as unpaid assistants in country areas. Has the Minister done that? No answer!
Has the Minister ensured that the police regions outside the metropolitan area have a full
roster of officers?
Mr Wiese: Two and a half years to go.
Mr CATANIA: He talks like this when a by-election is due.
Mr Wiese: When there is an idiot like you trying to tell fibs.
Mr CATANIA: I would not throw too many words such as "idiot" around because they
will come back and hit the Minister in the face. He should sit quietly and take the advice
I give him. How many police cars patrol the Helena constituency at night?
Mr Wiese: The same as when you were in government.
Mr CATANIA: There is one. Has he increased the number because the incidence of
crime has increased? He has not done that. He has put the Police Commissioner in the
invidious position of defending what the Minister and what the Premier have said when
he knows he should not. He has made that quite clear in a number of interviews I have
heard. The commissioner has expressed concern that the quality of police may not be the
same if the Minister fills up the academy in Maylands and puts too many people through
it. The Minister has stated to the people of Western Australia that - as I say, the people
of Helena will judge this - the 800 new recrits he has promised are now reduced to
exactly half what he has promised.
Mr Wiese: Never.
Mr CATANIA: That half that he will rush through the academy will not be of the quality
that we should expect of our police officers. In the Minister's platform, front which I am
reading, was an undertaking to make sure that the academy was upgraded and in a
position to properly handle the recruits he was going to put through. Does the Minister
know what he has done? The number of trainers has decreased to I11 and he is putting
through 78 recruits in three months.
Mr Wiese interjected.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister can go on blabbing, but not one point of his law and order
platform has been honoured. The heading above the law and order program by the
coalition is "Police: A Stronger Force". The union in frustration has gone to the Press
and has indicated in a number of articles that the Minister has depleted them of resources
and funds so that they cannot carry out their duties properly. The other day the Minister
was caught out telling the truth - that his recruitment would not meet the number of
police he promised. He told the truth but his Premier had to "put him right" by telling
him that he should not tell the truth because a by-election was imminent. Our poll shows
that law and order is the most important issue in Helena, where people -

Mr Shave: You are exaggerating the situation.
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Mr CATANIA: Itris not exaggeration. Statistics show there is an increase in burglaries
of 50 per cent. Small businesses in the Helena area axe very concerned about the number
of robberies that ame occurring. No action has been taken by the Minister or his Premier -
who stated on the weekend that the Governiment would honour its commitment - to
ensure a commercial patrol is put into operation to help those small businesses who are
racked with costs and who are today trying to make a go of their businesses. The
Minister has done nothing in the Helena, Midlantd, or any other area in Western
Australia. I point to that because the statements by the Minister and the Premier have
been directed cynically, purely because a by-election is to be held in Helena. The
Minister promised at the last election that a driver training centre would be established.
Will the Minister establish one? Will he use the $100 000 that was set aside to undertake
a feasibility study of a driver training centre? Perhaps he Will use that to put the boot
camp into Forrest! leld.
Mr Wiese: You are showing your ignorance of how the money of the road trauma trust
fund is allowed to be spent.
Mr CATANIA: Did that maust fund set aside $100 000 to ensure the feasibility study
would take place? What has the Minister done with that?
Mr Wiese: I have no Say in it. Go back and have a look at the Helena Station situation.
Mr CATANIA: I do not think the Minister has a say in anything. When he goes to
Cabinet he is told to sir at the back and watch the slides or to watch Tom and Jerry. They
tell him afterwards what happened and feed him die lines to take to the Press Gallery.
Dr Gallop: His letters go to the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet, 178 St George's
Terrace!
Mr CATANIA: That is right. For that, he and his Premier should be condemned. As I
said at the start, a potent combination put him in government; that is, the royal
commission's findings and law and order. He has deserted both and after thanking the
people of Western Australia for electing his party, has told them to go and jump on their
heads. He does not care; he cares about law and order only when there are elections and
by-elections. People can look after themselves. The old people can put up security doors
and lock themselves in their own homes. If there is an attempted burglary on their homes
and they ring the police the stock answer from the police is, "we have not got the
resources or the numbers, we may be there in an hour, two hours or tomorrow." Does the
Minister know why that is the situation? He has not provided the police numbers that are
required to deal with crime.
The Minister says he will provide them with resources and that they need machines and
technology. However, the only people who can catch criminals and prevent crime are
police officers. By the end of dais year there will be fewer police officers than were there
last year or the year before.
Mr Wiese: You know that is absolute nonsense.
Mr CATANIA: Judging by the number of officers due to retire -10 to 12 a month - theme
will be fewer. This Chamber. and the people of Western Australia cannot believe the
Minister's mathematics any more. It is better the Minister listens to what I have to tell
him because people ame telling me that there are 10 to 12 resignations a month.
Mr Wiese: That is not correct.
Mr CATANIA: How many are there?
Mr Wiese: It averages about eight or nine.
Mr CATANIA: So six months at eight or nine.
Mr Wiese: It will be about 10 to 12 in a couple of months.
Mr CATANIA: There will be fewer police this year than last year. The public will still
telephone police stations and receive no reaction. It is the Minister's rsoibility. He
will not fool the people of Helena; they will teil hinm that they will not voe=o him again

3763



because he has been derelict in his responsibilities. The polls indicate that law and order
is most important.

Mr Shave: Are you suggesting we are politically motivated?
Mr CATANIA: I do not want to answer that. I have a fondness for the member for
Melville.
Mrs Haflahan: I don't know why.
Mr CATANIA: Nor do 1, but Ido not want to abuse him in any way. He can go back to
sleep. I now turn. to road trains and the removal of police officers from die examination
of heavy haulage vehicles. The Minister has allowed that function to be taken from the
Police Department, has allowed vehicles to be taken from the Police Department, and has
allowed the presence of police on country roads to disappear. Twenty-two officers
engaged in heavy haulage have now disappeared from those country roads. Am I right?
Mr Wiese: Does die member know who paid for diem?
Mr CATANIA: The Department of Tranisport.
Mr Wiese: That is right.
Mr CATANIA: Why did die Minister allow police officers whose presence on country
roads represents authority to be taken away? Those officers not only conduct inspections
of heavy haulage but also check people for speeding and other misdemeanours
committed on our roads and in country areas. Why did the Minister allow them to be
taken away? Did the Police Department agree? No answer from the Minister. As I
stated, the Minister sits in Cabinet and watches the Tonm and Jerry cartoon, and
afterwards is told what happened. The inspectors on country roads come from the
Department of Transport, without a uniformn and without the authority of the police.
Mr Wiese inteijected.
Mr CATANIA: When Department of Transport inspectors see truck drivers, they go
right past them. The transport industry inspectors do not have the authority of the police.
Country roads will have very few police, and those police will not inspect heavy haulage.
nor actually carry out the duty of policing the roads. That is what the Minister has done
to his own constituency and his constituents should know that.
I now turn to the matter of road trains. Late last year the Minister set up a road safety
committee with wide terms of reference to suggest how to inmprove the road safety of
Western Australia. I am part of diat committee.
Mr Wiese: That was a very good initiative, the member would have to agree.
Mr CATANIA: It was a very good initiative. I am not criticising the Minister for that,
However, it was a hypocritical action. In the same breath and knowing full well that his
colleague, the Minister for Transport, would allow road trains into the metropolitan area
against die wishes of people living in those areas, the Minister will allow those road
trains. We have visited various countries in Europe where road safety is very important;
the bigger road trains are treated far differently from how the Minister intends to trat
this issue. They are a road hazard in the metropolitan area, a danger to the people using
the roads, and to the children crossing those roads. The Minister for Police and the
Minister for Transport will aflow road trains into the metropolitan area. Apart from the
cost, the inconvenience, die noise, the pollution and all the other factors, the Minister is

going gainst his own committee's charter on road safety techniques for Western
Australa
M~r Wiese: Has the road safety committee made a recommendation?
Mr CATANIA: No, but recommendations will be made on road safety. The Minister
cannot tell me that road trains through residential areas contribute to road safety.
Mr Wiese: Has that select committee considered road trains?
Mr CATANIA: We considered road safety. The Minister has been hypocritical in
setting up char committee and then allowing road trains in residential suburbs.
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I now turn Co the Minister's legislative program to assist police. The police need not only
resources in the form of human resources and technology but also the right legislation to
allow them to do their job, to provide security to Western Australians. The Minister has
not introduced into this House one piece of legislation in the past 18 months that can
assist them. The Opposition introduced into this Chamber the pawnbroker's legislation
which helps police dealing with pawnbrokers receiving suspected stolen goods. The
Minister knocked it back. The Minister has not dealt with the examination of firearms.
That Act has not been improved so that firearms become more difficult to obtain and
need to be stored properly. The Minister indicated he would but has not done so. The
Minister is aware of the sections of the Criminal Code which need amending to assist
police in their duties. He has not examined the issues of prostitution and drugs, and has
not developed a legislative program that will provide police with the tools to do their job
properly.
The monopoly of the tow truck industry has been given to the Royal Automobile Club
against the interests of the small operators of this city. The Opposition intended to
introduce a very important piece of legislation tonight and we hope that can still be
done - that is, the security agents or bouncers legislation. The Minister is frustrating that
aim.
Mr Wiese: Six years in government and you did nothing with it.
Mr CATANIA: We introduced the Bill and it received its first reading in May of this
year.
Mr Wiese: You tell me?
Mr CATANIA: It was introduced and ready in May of this year.
Mr CiJ. Barnett interjected.
Mr CATANIA: I will tell the Minister why. The pawnbrokers legislation was refused.
It was a perfectly good piece of legislation. The Minister could have amended it, and
legislation would have been introduced. I waited and extended the courtesy to the
Minister to see if his legislation would be introduced. He did not do so. We do not have
the pawnbrokers legislation and will not have the security agents Act if we leave it to this
Minister. The Opposition wants to give the police the tools to enable them to do their job
properly. The Opposition is trying to assist the Government in implementing the
mandate that the Western Australian community gave this Government, but it is not
heeding our advice. The Minister and his cohort, the Premier, have lied to the people of
Western Australia all this week.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr WIESE: The member for Balcatta used an unparliamentary term and he should
withdraw it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! The member knows that is unparliamentary
and he should withdraw..
Mr CATANIA: I withdraw; I should have said "untruth".

Debate Resumed
MRS HALLAHAN (Annadale - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.30 pm]:
Members who have spoken before me referred to the disappointment of many Western
Australians with the calibre of this Government and its lack of openness and
accountability. It is something they have witnessed over the past 18 months. That this
should have happened is reprehensible, given the build up to the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters, its conduct and its
recommendations. One would have expected this Government to have a real
commitment to openness, consultation and accountability and to make sune that faith was
restored in the institutions of this state. That has not eventuated& Instead, we have
witnessed the Government's cynical exercise of cover-up on every conceivable issue and
its unwillingness to carry out the royal commission's recommendations.
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To ilustrate the Government's method of dealing with the people of this state I will refer
to road trains being allowed to use roads in the metropolitan area. On 23 February 1993
the Minister for Transport wrote to Mr A. Layton of the Road Transport Association
setting out his commitment to allow road trains accss to roads in the metropolitan area
as quickly as possible. I understand that the letter was not widely circulated within the
Western Australian community. So clouded is the way in which this Government works,
it is not exactly clear when it became available, although I understand it was in the course
of 1994. in its early days in office this Government planted the seed of dishonesty in
this letter to the Road Transport Association. One can presume that the RTA actively
and materially assisted the National and Liberal Parties and that other organisations were
not consulted on this issue before this Government implemented what has become a life
and death issue on Wester Australian roads. "Lifie and death jssue" is how the citizens
living anywhere near the proposed road trains route view it.
I turn to another letter, this time from the Westerni Australian Municipal Association to
the Main Roads Department and dated 7 July 1994 which is another illustration of the
way in which this Government works and which demonstrates the point I am making.
The letter reads -

May I express concern at the short notice given in relation to the date and time
scheduled for a meeting.

The meeting was to be in the formi of a working group called together to discuss the
feasibility of an extensive trial giving access for general cargo road trains up to
36.5 metres long to major metropolitan transport depots in the Welshpool, Kewdale and
Bassendean districts. The letter continues -

Of particular concern is the fact that this Association was not contacted to ensure
availability of representatives, despite assurances from the Minister for Transport
that there would be adequate consultation with Local Government in relation to
any matter of this nature. Furthermore, assurances have also been given to
WAMA in the past that affected Local Councils will be consulted in relation to
any proposals.
Can you please provide mue with the foliowing assurances:
1. That affected Local Councils have/will be adequately consulted on this

proposal, and invited to forward comments addressing associated issues.
2. That any report emanating from the Working Group will be preliminary

only, and will take into consideration the comments and views of the
affected Local Governments, and any recommendations they may forward
in relation to the proposal.

3. That the affected Local Governments will be involved in the Working
Group deliberations.

It is interesting to note the next paragraph -

The short lead time does not provide WAMA representatives with sufficient
opportunity to adequately consult with the affected Local Governments in relation
to any con~cerns they may have. There may be difficulty in providing three
representatives at such short notice. It is also essential that the Association
representatives are aware of the individual Local Governments' views prior to
any formal position being relayed.
Your urgent consideration of postponing this meeting until a more appropriate
date and time, together with including representatives of the affected Councils on
the Working Group, would be appreciated.

It is a very conciliatory, mature letter from the local government body in this state to the
Main Roads Department requesting that this issue be addressed in a more satisfactory
way. As recently as last month local government was very concerned about road train
vrials in the metropolitan area and expressed concern at the inadequate notice the
Government had given.
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The meeting referred 10 in the letter from WAMA was to be held on 13 July and the
association was requesting in its letter of 7 July that it be postponed for various reasons.
The letter requesting WAMA to appoint representatives to the working party was dated
6 July and WAMA requested a deferral in its letter of 7 July. It signifies the way in
which this Government works.
Local authorities have traditionally been conservative and have been supporters of
conservative political parties in this state. I know there are exceptions to every rule.
Loca government in this state has nevertheless frequently been confronted by this
Government dealing with issues in a high-handed way. The road train issue is not the
only issue, but it is one which reveals this Government's arrogance, insensitivity and lack
of concern for the community. It appears that this Government does not take into
account the concerns of major organisations of this state which represent thousands of
Western Australians and who carry out their duties in a very responsible way.
The road trains using the roads in the Midland area will affect the electorate of Helena. It
cannot be denied that the Court Government has granted 21 permits for road trains to
travel within die Shire of Swan. A road train can be up to 36 metres in length, which can
be 12 times the length of a car, or over 100 feet. Some people have difficulty visualising
how long they really are. The roads are not designed for road trains and are certainly not
wide enough for road trains to travel on them safely. Despite the potential for disaster,
the Government seems absolutely determined to allow their continued use and to extend
them into other suburbs. It is clear also that the Government has discussed the possibility
of allowing road trains to go through Forrestfield and High Wycombe, via the Roe
Highway. That is of great concern. Members will recall the Greenmournt Hill disaster. It
was a horrible sigbt. The carnage was very sobering to witness, and those of us who
grew up in the area knew one or two of the people who lost their lives. It was not remote
from members of Parliament or the people of Helena. In that accident a vehicle careered
out of control down die hill, wrecking 19 cars, killing two people and injuring at least 11I
others. We are not talking about a frivolous matter the Government can brush aside
because it thinks it has no impact on people's wellbeing. The Government will be
harshly judged on this matter, because we do not know who will be the next victim of
this headstrong approach to meet the commitment made to the Road Transport
Association prior to the last election. It is disregarding the safety of all other Western
Australians in an attempt to meet that commitmnent.
Mr Trenorden: Thereaae no road mrains on Great Eastern Highway.
Mrs HLLAHAN: I am talking about an extension of them. What is the member for
Avon talking about? Is he up with this subject? He should not interrupt me if he is not
up with the subject.
Mr Trenorden: Yes ma'ami. You are a clot. You are brainless.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Inane interjections are being made by one of the members opposite
who, given the location of his electorate, would probably travel down the very steep
gradient of Greenmount Hill. One would expect him to be a person who could be asked
about vehicle safety, braking capacity, weights, lengths of vehicle, and training of
drivens. We hear nothing on those subjects because he is a classic example of the high-
handedness of this Government. Members on the front bench are arrogant, and the
backbenchers ame the second wave of arrogant fusiliers who are creating havoc in
Western Australia.
Mr Wiese: What you are saying is totally ignorant and is a deliberate distortion of the
facts.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Would the Minister like to explain that to the people?
Mr Wiese: There are no road trains travelling on Great Eastern Highway or Gitenimount
HI.l
Mrs HALLAHAN: I was referring to the devastation caused by the accident in which a
heavy vehicle, laden with grain came down that hill.
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Mr Wiese: It has no relevance.
Mrs HALLAHAN: We have problems with rood trains being nrialled, and apparently
they will be visited upon Albany Highway. Discussions will be held on the proposed
routes, and there has been no openness. Does the Minister want to give an absolutely
clear, comprehensive briefing on the proposal? If the Minister will allow local
governments to enter into a discussion on an equal basis, we will be able to make some
progress. Ihe problem at present is that the Minister and the Government have lost
credibilty the community has no confidence in them because of the misleading
statements made, and because it has not been involved in the decision making process. it
is a very emotive issue, and the people have no confidence that the Government will take
sensible actions because of the way it has conducted its affairs. It has not acted sensibly.
The Minister may say that the anxieties in the community are not well-founded. He may
be right, but his method of canryinq out the Government's policy on this matter has not
given people any confidence. htis a very serious situation, creating a great deal of
anxiety and concern in the communities through which road trains travel from the Great
Northern Highway. Admittedly, that route has no gradient problems, but there is the
additional problem of heavy haulage vehicles using the Great Eastern Highway. People
are also concerned about heavy haulage vehicles travelling over the Darling Scarp at
Arinadale.
it must be said that in every situation local authorities have been treated very
dismissively. Their concerns have not been listened to and they have not been reassured.
In this Parliament tonight the Opposition is reflecting the anxiety of local governments,
and they are not of the same political complexion as the Opposition ini this House. They
have expressed their concerns, saying that they cannot make any headway with the
Government because it will not listen, it calls meetings at short notice, it does no research
in a comprehensive way, and the Minister makes grandiose statements without any
research or investigation to back up the positions he takes.
The Opposition is relaying that message to the Government, and is justified in bringing
before this House this motion on openness and accountability. The Government has a
responsibility to be open, and it has no choice but to be accountable to the public of
Western Australia. If the Government thinks that it does not have to be accountable
because it has the numbers in both Houses of Parliament, it has another think coming.
Quite franly, during the years Labor was in power, it never had the numbers in both
Houses. Where does that leave members opposite when their scungy Ministers criticise
members on this side of the House?
Mr Wiese: You are not keeping up the standards of debate in this House.
Mris HALLAHAN: I think it was very appropriate. I refer now to some of the other
matters relating to this issue.
Mr Shave: If our ministers are scungy, where is Brian Burke at the moment?
Mrs HALLAHAN: Where will Ministers opposite be with this arrogant attitude and lack
of concern for the Western Australian community?
Mr Shave: They will not be sharing a dormitory in Casuarina or Wooroloo.
Mrs HALLAHAN: One of the arguments put forward by the Minister for Transport is
that economic benefit will be derived from allowing road trains to use suburban woads,
and risking calamity and carnage on our roads.
Mr Wiese: He has not said that.
Mrs HALLAHAN: He has said there is an economic benefit-

Mr Wiese: That is not saying anything about the risk of calamity and carnage.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The point I make is that we are risking calamity on our roads, and
the Government says it is worth the risk of calamity and carnage because somehow or
other there will be an economic benefit Nobody has put forward a detailed case
indicating how that economic benefit will be derived. There is no persuasive economic
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case; in fact, it is a very superficial case indeed. The supporting information from the
Government is so flimsy that it does nor warrant more than dismissal, unless the
Government, in response to this debate and all the concerns expressed by community
groups and local government, wants to put forward a more cogent argument on the
question of economics.
A report by Main Roads Western Australia stares -

In general terms, there is little local experience with loaded moad trains on long
down grades and any proposal to mount such an operation would require careful
consideration in consultation with vehicle builders and operators.

There has been no evident consultation with vehicle builders and operators. Those who
raise the issue never have their concerns allayed. Again, a vacuum is created and an
assertion made by the Minister but. when it is challenged, the concerns mounted are not
refuted. That is why we have such a lot of heat and emotion surrounding this issue.
Various bodies in Western Australia like the Main Roads Department and the police
traffic and licensing branch have made extensive inquiries, but all failed to provide any
data on the braking characteristics of road trains. Again and again we have situations
where weight and speed have not been investigated thoroughly. It seems that, despite the
very serious misgivings within the Main Roads Department and the Police Department,
this Government willy-nilly wants to meet the obligation that it made to the Road
Transport Association, and hang the expense and the risk to the entire community of
Western Australia.
I am told these vehicles have a gross weight of up to 20 tonnes more than the current
maximum B-double weight of 64 tonnes and, when expressed in other terms, the
additional weight is equivalent to a fully loaded six-wheeler truck including the truck. It
is reasnable to assume that the braking capabilities are less than those of vehicles
presently using our urban roads. It seems also that little comfort can be derived from the
Minister's comment that we have no reason to be unduly concerned about road trains,
particularly if speeds are properly controlled. A few rather informal surveys - I do not
know how scientific they were - indicated that 40 per cent of class 9 and 10 vehicles were
exceeding the speed limit. We have that situation to contend with, and no realistic
response from the Minister to that either.
The story goes on and on. The Minister has not made any sound information available to
the community of Western Australia or to the local government bodies that are so
critically affected. The Main Roads Western Australia report says in part that special
provision should be made to ensure that these vehicles are in mechanically sound
condition and states that each road train involves additional vehicle components and
consequently more complex systems for the provision of lighting and brake actuation.
The report states that for this reason it is considered that an appropriate regime of vehicle
inspections should be applied to vehicles carting fertiliser.
The recommendations contained in the report include special controls on the mechanical
condition of the vehicles and a length limit of 27.5 metres to ensure their ability to
operate safely within the road space available on specified routes. The report states that
the Main Roads Department will control the entry of operators into the trials to ensure
that safety standards are met and permit conditions are known and understood. It states
that the trial will be monitored and reports provided on progress.
T'he comment that follows that statement is that neither the Minister nor the Main Roads
Department provided any derails on the cost of those actions. At the public meeting held
at Midland the Minister identified a number of strategies that Main Roads Western
Australia would need to fund in order to facilitate the safe negotiation of downhill grades.
He was talking in that case presumably about Greeninount Hill, although when I
mentioned Greenmiount ther were many interjections from members opposite.
T'he report mentioned the safe negotiation of downhill grades such as Greenmount and
checkpoints and the concern that the cost of such strategies will far exceed any savings.
As I have already said, no significant attempt has been made to justify the economic
advantage of pursuing what I believe is a very foolhardy approach to conveying heavy
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loads through the metropolitan area in a way chat has not been necessary up until now.
The system has worked satisfactorily up to now, and in my view does not warrant the
risks associated with making the radical change chat is now proposed.
A number of questions could be posed to die Minister. I understand that no information
has yet been forthcoming from the Minister to answer these concerns. The Minister for
Police was intrjecting rather wildly for a while. So, if he has access to information and
can do other than sit on it - which probably cuts across what his ministerial colleague the
Minister for Transport wants to do - I challenge him to do so. We do not mind which
Minister in this Government has access to relevant data on the braking characteristics of
road trains to establish their safety if operated in an urban environment. It would seem to
be a reasnable request and anything other than an arrogant, stupid government would
provide the information to answer that question.
We need to know what are the special controls that fth Minister has referred to. If there
is an absence of scientific data how can we be sure about the effectiveness of any contrl
or indeed how it is to be evaluated? The report of Main Roads Western Australia stated
that it would control the entry of operators into the trial to ensure safety standards were
met, that permit conditions would be known and understood, and that the trial would be
monitored and reports provided. We need to know how this control of operator entry will
be achieved, because regardless of what Main Roads Western Australia's opinion might
be, surely any registered vehicle operated by a licensed driver has the right to operate?
Does the Government have in mind to countenance restrictive trade practices by
excluding certain individuals? As we go further into this as a case study on the attitude
and the approach of the Government we find time and again that the case gets more
complex and the information is simply not available.
A number of questions need to be asked about the entry of these vehicles, about the
characteristics of road trains and about the way they will respond in an urban
environment, Since the public meeting that was held in the Midland Town Hail on
8 January as a consequence of that Greenmount tragedy, people have been asking what
the Government has done to address the issues and promises that were made at that time.
They were reasonable questions, yet we do not have any answers. We want to know if
the Minister has taken any legislative action in respect of licensing and control of heavy
haulage vehicles and operators following that public meeting.
If these questions could have been answered and the information made available I do not
think we would have the level of anxiety we now have, unless of course the information
itself is so concerning that this Government is sitting on it, covering it up. The best
outcome of additional information would be for the community's fears to be allayed, but
if that is not the case, it could mobilise around those matters the Government is
neglecting. People in the community see this as a life and death issue. It is a very
reasonable concern of residents when they have heard the promises made by this
Government which have not been honoured.
The Midland Workshops was referred to earlier in this debate, and that is a classic. I do
not know why any political party would run the candidate the Liberals ran at the last
general election where they told lies, made promises, and then took the absolute opposite
action in government How could the Liberal Party again run that candidate who went
through that process and could not now be believed in any utterance? That is backed up
by the sorry story of the Midland Workshops and now this ongoing saga of road trains
through which people are experiencing the Government's lack of openness or
accountability.
MEt CJ. DARNE7T (Cottesloc - Leader of the House) [9.59 pm]: I and other
members of this House have sat here for two and a half hours and heard a ramble by the
Opposition members about matters ranging from the electoral system to the Commission
on Government, proportional representaifon, road trains, the Helena by-election, the
Midland Workshops, police numbers -

Mr Taylor: Do you consider that to be a ramble?
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Mr C1. BARNEiTT: It has been entirely fascinating. This motion was so important that
the Leader of the Opposition gave notice of it yesterday and did not bother at any stage to
participate in the debate.
Mr Taylor We had another commitment early in the day.

Mr C.J. BARNETT: We now understand why he sought to suspend standing orders. It is
little wonder that the Opposition is so weak. We had two and a half hours of debate with
no structure and no input It was simply a rumble.

Question to be pmi

Mr CJ. BARNETT-: I move -

That the question be now puL

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Barnet
Mr Blaikie.
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr court
Mr Cowan
Mr Day

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Camnia
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mr Grill

Ayes (27)
Mnr Edwades
Mr House
Mr Lewis
Mr mar"hl
WMr Nee
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Osborne
Mr Npdal

Noes (21)
Mrs Haflahan
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
mr Marlorough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling
Mr Ripper

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Stickland
Mr Tranaiden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mr Wiese
Mr Blotwilch (Teller)

Mrs Roberts
Mr D.L Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Lahy VTdller)

Mrs van de Kiashorst Afr M- Barnett

Question thus passed.
Motion Resumed

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (21)
Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
MrCalaariaf
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
Mr Grahamn
Mr Grill

Mr Ainswouth
Mr CJ. Barnet
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bout
Mr Bradslaw
Dr Constable
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Day

Mrs Haflaban
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelk
Mr Marbrwough
Mr Mc~inty
MWRiebefin
Mr Ripper

Noes (27)
Mrs Edwardes
Mr House
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNec
Mr Nicholls
Mr Ounodei
Mr Osborne.
Mr Pendal

Mrs Roberts
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Wamock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorde.
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mr Wise
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
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Pair
hr Ki Barnett

Question thus negatived.
Mrs van do Kiashors

BIELLS (3) - RETURNED
1. Stamp Amendment Bill
2. Pay-mill Tax Amendment Bil
3. Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill

Bills returned from the Council without amendment.

FINANCI[AL INSTITUTIONS DUTY AMENDMENT BILL
Receipt

Bill received from the Council.
First Reading

MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [ 10. 10 pin]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a first dine.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

hr Ainsworfth
h&rCJ. Barnet
NrixSaikio
Mr Board
Mr Bmidshaw
IDr Constable
Mr Courn
Mr Cowan
M~r Day

h& Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Calantia
Dr ]Edwards
Dr Gallop
Mr Grahamn
Mr Grill

Ayes (27)
Mrs Edwardus
Mr House
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall

MrMcNee
MrNicholls

Mr Omaodei
Mr Osborne
Mrx Peadal

Noes (21)
Mrs Huflahan
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke.
wMarlborough

Mrx Mcinty
Mr Ridtding
Mr Rqper

MirPriire
h& shave
MrtW. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trnorden
?r Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Mrs Robrt
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
MS Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Feller)

Pa
Mrs van do Kiuborst MY Ni. Barnott

Question thus passed.
Bill read a fist time.

Second Reading

MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [ 10. 13 pmn]: I move -

Thatdthemsnd rading ofdteBill be made an order of the day for thenext siting
of the House.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (27)
Mr Ainsworth Mrs Edwardes Mr Prince
Mr CJ. Sarnen Mr House Mr shave
Mfr Blikie Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Marshall Mr Strickland
Mr Bradshaw Mr Mc~ee Mr Trenorden
Dr Constable Mr Nicholls Mrlbbby
Mr Count Mr Omodel Dr Tuzrnbull
Mr Cown M& Osborne Mr Wiese
Mr Day Mr PNdal Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (21)
Mr Bridge Mrs Hallahan MnRsobarts
M~r Brown Mrs Henderson Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Dr Gallop Mr McGinty Ms Wnock
Mr Graham Mr Riebeling Dr Wasn
Mr Grill Mr Ripper Mr ay (Teller)

Pakr
Mns van de Kiashorsa Mr M. Barnett

Question thus passed.

MOTION - ORDER OF THE DAY No 5 (JOINT STANDING COMMITT7EE
ON COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT) BE NOW TAKEN

MR C.J. BARNETT (Contesloc - Leader of the House) [10. 16 pm]: I move -
'hat Order of the Day No 5 be now taken.

Amendment to Motion
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [ 10. 17 pmn]: I move -

That all words after "No 5" be deleted and that 23" be inserted.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): I would like to see the amendment in writing
because it does not make sense.

Points of Order
Mr CJ. BARNETIT: The motion is simply procedural in order to place the order of the
day before the House. It is not normal for such a motion to be amended. The member
for Balcanta is pulling yet another corny little swant. The motion is chat Order of the Day
No 5 be now taken. It is government business.

Mr RIPPER: The Opposition is departing from tradition by seeking to move an
amendment to the motion. It is a valid exercise within the standing orders of the House.
The Leader of the House should recognise that if he chooses to depart front conventions,
which the Government did with private members' business, the Opposition can depart
from the same conventions.
Several members interjected.

Mr Taylor: The Leader of the House should talk to the Premier about private members'
business.
Mr CS. Barnett: Why didn't you show up to move your motion?
Mr Taylor: The Leader put it out of order. The Deputy Premier knows the order was to
deal with this matter and the acting shadow Minister for Police is abour to do so. The
Leader of the House knows that as well. The Leader of the House put it out of order. If
the leader wants to play games, we will too.
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Mr C.J Barnett: You are going red in the face. You have made a complete ass of
yourself today. The people of Western Australia know that you will never be the
Premier.
Mr Taylor The Leader of the House is playing games in this place. He got up at
10 minutes to six and deliberately moved the wrong motion. The Deputy Premier knows
that the right motion related to security changes, but the Leader of the House changed it
deliberately and knowingly.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I followed your instructions. Whose word would I take, the Deputy
Premier's or yours?
Mr Taylor- You were here last night. Remind the Premier!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr C.J. Barnett: He has told the House.
Mr Taylor Remind him, and tell the truth.
Mr Cowan: I have.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Taylor interjfled.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I call to order the Leader of the Opposition for the
second time.

Ruding - By the Acdng Speaker
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): I advise the member for Balcatta that his
amendment is absolute nonsense because he seeks to delete the words after "No 5", - and
those words are "be now taken".
Mrt CATANIA: I ask for "23" to be substituted.
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am sorry, but you cannot have "No 5" and then "No 23 be
now taken".

Debate Resumned
Several members inteijected.
Mrs Henderson: You know the intention.
The ACT!ING SPEAKER: Order! The amendment the member has put here is a
nonsense. If you wish to change that -

Mr Catania: You would like me to change it!
The ACTING SPEAKER: I cannot accept it as it is because it is incorrect and is a
nonsense.
Mr Taylor: It is not a nonsense.
The ACTIG SPEAKER- The amendment as put forward by the member for Balcatta is
a nonsense. Please do not argue with me. I am taking advice.
Mrs Hallahan: It would be better to use some other language.
The ACTIG SPEAKER: I do not need your advice, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr Marlborough: You are supposed to be impartial in the Chair.
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am being impartial.
Mr Marlborough: Your language leaves a lot to be desired.
The ACTING SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Peel.
Mr Marlborough: Is that how you ran Wanneroo? No wonder they got away with
murder up there.
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Withdrawl of Remark
Mr LEWIS: I have been in this place for eight and a half years -
Mr Marlborough: Eight and a half years too long!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: As I ay, I have been in this place for eight and a half years and I have never
witnessed -

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Will the member for Pilbara take his seat. I am
listening to the point of order the Minister is putting.
Mr LEWIS: I have never witnessed in that time the absolute disrespect for the Chair -
Mr Leahy: It is not apoint of order.
Mr LEWIS: It is a point of order. I have never witnessed the disrespect for the Chair
which has been continuous since this rabble has been in opposition.
Mr Taylor interjected.
The AC7iNG SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: I weUl remember when the Chair would never tolerate such disrespect and
such answering back. I think it is high time the Speaker drew attention to this disrespect,
certainly from die member for Peel who is speaking out of his seat and speaking back to
the Chair with absolute disrespect and contempt. Mr Acting Speaker, I ask that you bring
him to order and ask him to apologise.
Mr Taylor- He is asking you to beat the naughty boys.
T7he ACTING SPEAKER: I accept that -oit of order. I think what the member for Peel
said was disgraceful and reflects on this Chair, and I ask the member for Peel to
apologise. and withdraw.
Mr Marlborough: I -m amazed at the dine you have taken.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! You either apologise or withdraw.
Mr Marlborough: Do you want me to withdraw from here?
T7he ACTING SPEAKER: No. you sit in your own chair.
Mr Board: A meaningful withdrawal.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I withdraw.
T'he ACTING SPEAKER: I ask for an apology as well.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am momn than happy to apologise.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Peel.

Point of Order
Mr GRAHAM: Mr Acting Speaker, in ruling on the amendment moved by the member
for Balcatta, in my view you created a problem. The problem you created is that you
have described the amendment as nonsense. That is not a course of action which is open
to you to make. If his amendment was nonsense thai is a question capable of being
debated in this Assembly. It is not - I repeat, it is not - a course of action open to an
impartial and unbiased Speaker in a Legislative Assembly. Your job, Sir, is not to
protect the Government.
Several members inteijected.
Mr GRAHAM: T'his is a point of order. The Government has the numbers and it is
about to do what it likes. Your job, Mr Acting Speaker, is to protect the speaker on his
feet and enable him to speak. Iam asking of you by way of apoint of order to withdraw
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your description of this amendment as "nonsense" and simply rule it in or out of order.
T7hat is the only course of action open to you.
The ACTING SPEAKER: That is not a point of order but a matter of opinion. What I
said before I will say again: It was a nonsense, and a grammatical nonsense. A teacher
would tell you the same thing.

Debate Resumed
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I believe the member for Balcanta is going to
subsiwte the correct amendment-
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
Mr CATANIA: I move -

To delete "Order of die Day No 5" and substitute "Order of the Day No 23.
I move this amendment because there is a great amount of anger in the community;
people have seen over the past couple of weeks, and certainly going back over the past
couple of years -

Mr Court: From 1986 to 1992 you did nothing.
Mr CATANIA: People have been using the position of bouncer to promulgate crime in
Western Australia. The community is angry and the Police Commissioner has stated that
he wants legislation immediately. The businesses in the entertainment areas of Perth
have stated that they want the legislation. The Government is taking its time in drawing
up that legislation. The present use of bouncers, or "crowd controllers" as the Security
Agents Amendment Bill describes them, is an excuse for thugs -

Points of Order
MrT Ci. BARNEn': Mr Acting Speaker, this is a frivolous amendment.
Dr Gallop:* You have a 100 MW sneer.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Dr Gallop: Enough for two power stations.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order? I formally call to order the member for Victoria Park.

Mr CJ. BARNETIT: The amendment, which is frivolous, is to amend an order of the day
from No 5 to No 23. The member for Balcatta is arguing the substance of the eml he
wants to introduce rather than addressing why this House in government time should
change the orders of the day. We have just had two and a half hours of wasted private
members' time and now we have this stunt.
Mr RIPPER: The member for Balcatta must argue in this debate why Order of the Day
No 23 should be taken now. Of course he must canvass the reasons this order of the day
is so important that it should be taken now rather than the business which the Lecader of
the House wishes us to consider. He has a perfectly valid argument, that this matter is of
great concern to the community. If the legislation is allowed to be second read tonight it
could be there for the public and the Government to scrutinise and become law all the
more speedily. That is the argument the member for Balcatta is making, and he is
perfectly entitled to do so under standing orders.
The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no point of order. I will give the member for
Balcata. more leeway.

Debate Resumed
Mr CATANIA: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I reiterate that the reasons I have
moved the amendment are that this legislation should be considered urgently, and it is
very important we put it through this House as quickly as possible. As I have said, the
Commissioner of Police -

Mr Court: Six years and you did nothing-
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Mr CATANIA: This Government has had 18 months to recruit 800 police. The newly
appointed Police Commissioner has stated he needs dhe police in order to be able to carry
out his duties properly. The community of Western Australia is demanding we do
something about bouncers. The businesses that operate in the entertainment areas of
Perth are demanding legislation be introduced immediately. It is important the Security
Agents Amendment Bill be second read tonight so its amendments can be introduced as
soon as possible. The police of Western Australia need the legislation to help diem
control security agents or bouncers. We have moved this amendment because die general
community, the business community and the police of this state demand it.
This Bill has sat on the Notice Paper since May. We have given the Government the
courtesy of introducing its own legislation. It has now become urgent. Them is a
groundswell of feeling in the community that this legislation is needed in order to stop
the thugs from taking over the entertainment areas of Perth, from forming what is a
protection racket in Western Australia, and from having what amounts to the power to
assault people at will. We need die legislation to allow the people who visit the
entertainment areas to feel secure. They do not want to be threatened by these thugs. It
is certainly an important piece of legislation.
The Minister for Police and the Premier, who has taken a lead in police issues, should
support the move to have the Bill read a second time tonight.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order!

Mr CATANIA: If this legislation is not dealt with now, this Government will take
another year to introduce it. The police have asked for it and die community demands it.
The very police officers of this state who provide the security want it to be established as
soon as possible.

Question to be put
Mr CJ BARNETT: I move -

That the question be now put.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (27)
Mr Ainsworth Mrs Edwardes Mr Prince
MItCJ. Barnett Mr House A& Shave
Mr Biaikie Mr Lewis Wr W. Smith
Mr Baud Mr Marshall Mr Strickland
Mrt Bradshaw Mr McNee Mi Trenwrdea
Dr Constable Mr Nicholls Mr Tubby
Mr court Mr Omcidei Dr Turnbull
Mr Cowan W Osbomc W Wiese
Mr Day MPendal Mr Bloffwirch (Teller)

Noes (21)

Mr Bridge Mrs Hallahan Mrs Roberts
Mr Brown Mrs Henderson Mr DL. Smith
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Dr Edwards Mr Mariborvugh Mr Thomas
Dr~allop I& Mc~inty Ms Warnock
Mr hamn Mr Riebeling Dr Watson
Mr Grill MrRipper Mr Leaty (feller)

PI&

Mrs van de Klashnrs Mr M. Barntt

Question thus passed.
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Amendment to Motion Resumed
Question put and negatived.

Motion Resumed
Question put and passed.

MOTION - JOINT STANDING COMMTTEE ON COMMISSION
ON GOVERNMENT

Members
MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [l0.37 pmJ: I move -

That the Legislative Assembly members on the Joint Standing Committee on die
Commission on Government be the members for Murmnion. Bunbury, Avon,
Victoria Park, and Pilbara.

The Government is keen for this joint parliamentary committee to be established as it is
keen to get die Commission on Government under way. Under the processes set down
by the legislation there is a need for the recommendations by the commissioners to be put
to the Leader of die Opposition and to this joint parliamentary committee.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [10.38 pm]: This is a very important issue that we must
clarify. It is worth pointing out the time that has been taken to reach this stage of the
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government
and Other Matters. With respect to the second report of the royal commission we have
seen from the Government, first, delay and, second, dilution. Way back in November
1992 the royal commission reported to the Government of Western Australia on our
system of government and how it could be improved. The previous Labor government,
following from the urgings of that royal commission that the issue be dealt with
expeditiously, moved to establish the Commission on Government before the election in
1993. However, the then opposition used its numbers in the Legislative Council to
prevent that Commission on Government coming into place. We then had the change of
government in February 1993. More than 18 months later we still do not have the
Commission on Government. It has been established very clearly by those on this side of
the House who have participated in the discussion on the Commission on Government
that the Government was at least lukewarm, and on most occasions hostile, to the second
report of the royal commission. We saw the extraordinary spectacle of leading members
of the Government parties arguing that the second report of the royal commissioners was
flat written by diem. The implication they made was that somehow this report did not
have the commissioners' blessing; that it was not a report that reflected their views about
the way the Western Australian system of government needed to be altered; that it did not
reflect their position on the structural issues that needed to be addressed following the
problems that had been exposed in their first report; and that these eminent jurists had
simply signed off to a document they had not written and in which they did not believe.
That extraordinary spectacle was created by the government members. It indicated their
real view on that second report; that is, that they did not believe in it They had achieved
their purpose out of die royal commission, and as far as they were concerned, all of the
extra material was most unnecessary. The first thing they needed to do was ensure that
all of that agenda was kept away from this Parliament for as long as possible. It is sad to
report that that occurred for 18 months. We saw the governiing parties have the numbers
in both Houses. The Deputy Premier indicated to us tonight that the Government had the
numbers and it would use them. It could have used die numbers on this issue. In fact, it
would have been easy on this occasion because we Support it. We could have had this
Commission on Government set up early after the change of government in 1983.
However, government members did not want that because they do not believe in it.
The first part of their capaign was delay. The second part was to dilute the
recommendations of the second report of the royal commission. The way they did that
was to put a rider on the work of the Commission on Governiment. They have sent out a
message to whomever they appoint to the Commission on Goverment that the
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commission is to consider the items that were seen as important by the royal commission
only if they meet some strict definition of corruption. There is only one reason they sent
that message ont: To tell the commissioners that they should not really be concerned
about all of die extra material that was added by the royal commissioners and which does
not suit their political purposes. That is why they diluted the legislation.
Mr Prince: It was added.
Dr GALLOP: The royal commissioners thought it was adequate, and we were under an
obligation to carry out their recommendations.
We then had the added spectacle of the committee of the upper House which was set up
to look into that legislation. Having reported back to the Parliament and suggested
certain changes that would strengthen the legislation on the basis of advice that was given
to it from the Law Society and other eminent people who were concerned with these
matters of government, the Legislative Councillors from that committee were obliged to
vote with the Government parties against their own committee's report. In that episode
we saw illustrated only too well the problem we have with our system of government;
namely, that our upper House is not a proper House of Review. Given the party system,
the only way we can make it a proper House of Review is to have a system of
proportional representation that gives a wide range of interests the chance to be
represented if they win the support of people at an election.
Interestingly, that very recommendation was put by the royal commissioners in their
second report. We had this double irony; the irony of the government Legislative
Councillors on that committee being bludgeoned into voting against their own
committee's report, and the irony of part of the subject matter of that committee being the
royal commission's recommendation to change the Legislative Council into a proper
House of Review. It is those sorts of ironies that whistle through this Parliament all the
time. Unless we establish a proper electoral system and a proper House of Review our
system of government will always be flawed.
Mr Court: Did you support an inquiry into WA Inc?
Dr GALLOP: Indeed I did, and I support the recommendations of that inquiry. I endorse
what that inquiry said about the problems of government in Western Australia in the
1980s and agree with its recommendations. However, the difference between this side
and that side of the House is that we confront the past and try to learn from it. I am not
so sure members opposite have learnt from the past.
Mr Cowan: All you ever learnt was not to get caught.
Dr GALLOP- I advise the Deputy Premier that canine obedience classes are held on the
Mchoillan Reserve in Victoria Park every weekend. I will book him in.
Mr Cowan: You had better take your dogs there.
Dr GALLOP: The lap dog of the Liberal Party would fit well over there. The experience
of the weekend indicates that he needs pulling back into line just a little.
The spectacle we have in this Parliament cannot go on. The Government has, firstly,
delayed for more than 18 months this important legislation which resulted from one of
the most important committees of inquiry that had ever been held in this state. Secondly,
it has tried to dilute the recommendations of the royal commission through the clause it
put over and above the legislation to send a message to the Commission on Government
that it should not deal with these fundamental matters.
Now we come to the committee that is to be set up within this Parliament to monitor and
supervise the work of the Commission on Government. I thought that anyone who read
the royal commission report would realise that it wanted the parliamentary system to
change; that we adopt a new approach to parliamentary committees and try to get our
parliamentary committee system in gear. The best way to do that is to radically change
the way the upper House is elected so that a wide range of interests are represented.
However, in the meantime there are avenues we could explore to make our parliamentary
committee system work better. We tried early on to get more independence on the public
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accounts committee and through some of the other committees by having a more
balanced representation. The Leader of the Opposition wrote to the Premier and
suggested that there be five members from both sides, a bipartisan committee that would
report to this House and supervise the activities of the Commission on Government The
Opposition feels that was a reasonable reommendation to make to the Premier.
When this issue first arose the Premier stated that we were not going to have this
parliamentary committee. He stated that it was a load of nonsense. The force of
argument from the Opposition and The West Australian made him pull back from that
position. It was the clear intention of the royal commissioners that a parliamentary
committee be set up to supervise and monitor the work of the Commission on
Government so that when the reforms finally reached the legislative stages of this
Parliament they could be progressed expeditiously. The Premier was pulled back from
that position, and I am pleased that he was. He included in his legislation the
requirement that we have this joint standing committee.
The Opposition wrote a reasonable letter to him to have equal numbers on that
committee. The reply was that the Speaker of this House and the President of the
Legislative Council would be on the committee. The President has made it clear on
many occasions that he does not like the notion of anybody outside Parliament
suggesting to Parliament that there ought to be change. We know where he is coming
from already. We know his position on these sorts of matters. The message that the
Premier sent out, by including the President and the Speaker, was this: Not only does he
want to neuter the work of the Commission on Government, but also he wants to neuter
the work of the joint standing committee that will supervise and monitor the work of the
Commission on Government. Anyone who has read the newspapers in Western Australia
in the past 12 months will know that the attitude of the President of the Legislative
Council on this issue is absolutely clear. He does not believe in it.
We have seen the final insult to the royal commission and its work. First there was the
delay; then there was the dilution; and now finally we get to the joint standing committee
and the effort of the Opposition to bring about a bipartisan approach to this issue and to
establish equal numbers fr-om the Government and the Opposition is rejected. In its place
we are told that the Speaker and the President will be on the committee. Given our
knowledge of the President's attitude to these issues -

Mr Court: Who did you say was on the committee?
Dr GALLOP: The President and the Speaker.
Mr Court: Has the member read the notice that came down?
Dr GALLOP: The Premier wrote a letter to the Leader of the Opposition indicating that
he would be on it.
Mr Court: The member is saying he is on the committee, but he is not.
Dr GALLOP: He is not on the committee?
Mr Court No.
Dr GALLO)P: The Premier has backed off, that is fine. I take it all back. I was
mistaken. The Premier wrote a letter to the Leader of the Opposition stating the
President of the Legislative Council would be on the committee.
The real issue is: Are we going to have equal numbers of government and opposition
representatives or amr we not? This side of the House will take that issue to a ballot. We
believe it is very important that this committee be set up -in the spirit of the royal
commission, in the spirit of bipartisanship and in the spirit of reform, and that can best be
achieved if there are equal numbers on the joint standing committee. We will be looking
for the support of the Independent member for Floreat on this issue.
The Opposition supports the setting up of the joint standing committee, but when the
occasion arises we will be calling for a ballot to test the position of the members of the
Government on our view that there ought to be equal numbers on the committee.
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Question to be put
Mr C.J. BARNETlT: I move -

Thai the question be now put
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): The question is chat the question be now put
Those in favour say aye.
Dr Gallop: I called for a ballot when the question was put
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You did not call for a ballot.
Dr Gallop: I did.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You did not call for one.
Dr Gallop: I know the standing orders. I will call for a ballot when the question is put
and it has not been put yet.
Mr Court: He has just put the question.
Dr Gallop: He put the question that the motion be put. It is quite different.
Mr Taylor: You are not smart enough.
The ACTING SPEAKER: The Leader of the Opposition is out of his sear and is walking
around the Chamber.
M~r Ripper: You will not allow any other member to debate it. Perhaps the Independent
might have something to say on it.
Mr Court: Do you want to set up the committee or do you nor?
Dr Gallop: We do.
Mr Ripper: This is a committee on the recommendations of the royal commission. Do
you want to gag it? You are not covering yourself in glory.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The question will he put in the form of a ballot That
is the advice the Clerk has given me and the way that we should go forward from here.
The question before us is that the question be now put.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (26)
Mir Ainsworth Mr House Mr Shave
Mr Ci- Barnett Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Blaikie Mr Marshall M~r Strickland
Mr Board Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mir Bradshaw Mr Nicholls Mr Tubby
Mr Cowlt Mr Omodei Dr Tumnbul
MrCowan Mr Osborfne Mr Wiese
Mr Day Mr Pendal Mr Bloffwitch (TellerJ
Mrs Edwardes Mr Prince

Noes (21)
Mr Bridge Mrs Hallahm Mrs Roberts
Mr Brown Mrs Henderson Mr DL. Smidth
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke. Mr Taylor
Dr Constable Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Dr Edwards Mr McGinty Ms Warnock
Dr Gallop Mr Riebclg Dr Watson
Mr Grahlam. Mr Ripper Mr ay (Teller)

Question thus passed.
Membership Ballot

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! Standing Order No 355 provides that a

3781



ballot shall be held to elect dhe members of a select committee, if any member so
demands. There are no guidelines under the standing orders so I will adopt the practice
which has been adopted in the past. Ballot papers will be issued to all members present
following the ringing of the bells as for a division. Members should write on their ballot
papers the surnames of five members of the Legislative Assembly for wham they wish co
vote. Papers with more or fewer than five names will be regarded as informal. The
ballot papers will be collected from members in their seats, then mixed together and
counted by the Clerks, with the members for Geralton and Northern Rivens acting as
scrutineers. The five members who have the highest number of votes will be elected. In
the event of a tie which prevents a clear decision, a further ballot will be held.
Mr C.J Barnett: I seek your guidance, Mr Acting Speaker. If we are using members'
surnames, there are two Smiths and two Barnetts in this House.
Mr Taylor: You are not likely to get up.
Mr CJ. Barnett: I am not planning to get up. In order to avoid confusion, you, Mr
Acting Speaker, should clarify whether we should put names or seats on the ballot paper.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! It is up to the House to decide. If members wish to
vote by seat, that is okay. It is okay also if members wish to vote by name.
Mr Taylor: We prefer names because that is the way it is done.
Dr Turnbull: It is tradition in this place to vote by seat.
Mr Taylor: It is tradition in ballots to vote by name.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! It is entirely up to members. The vote will be
accepted whether members use the name or the seat. I suggest that, where theme is a
duplication of names, members put the name and the seat.

Result of Ballot
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! The result of the ballot is as follows -

Mr Osborne 26
h& Trenorden 47
Mr Clarko 26
Mr Grahamt 47
Dr Gallop 47

These members will serve on the Joint Standing Committee on the Commission on
Government.

Message - Council to be Advised
On motion by Mrt Court (Premier), resolved -

That the Legislative Council be acquainted accordingly.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 1)
Second Reading

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR McGINTY (Fremantle) [ 11.20 pmn]: Two matters of particular concern in my
electorate of Fremantle will be raised during my contribution to the Budget debate. The
first of those relates to the state of John Curtin Senior High School. This school has a
student population of 1 100. has growing enrolments, and is the foremost school in the
performing arts in Western Australia. It specialises in dance, music and theatre.
It was built in 1954 although it was not opened until 1956. Unfortunately, not too much
at the school has improved since its construction. No other school in the Fremantle
electorate is in such poor condition as John Curtin Senior High School, as each of the
other schools in Fremantle I have visited are a credit to the state education system.
Unfortunately, that cannot be said about John Curtin. Every child in Western Australia is
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entitled to quality education in a quality environment. Isam concerned that die quality of
the buildings at John Curtin is below standard, and as such will impact upon the
educational opportunities of attending students.
A predecessor of mine in the State Parliament, Mir Joe Sleernan, was the member for
Fremantle from 1924 until 1959. He was a former organiser with the shop assistants'
union. He advocated on a number of occasions that John Curtin Senior High School be
buiIl On 5 August 1924 the new Labor Party member for Frernantle gave his maiden
speech, the first of what was to become a series of truly remarkable speeches in this
place. He argued for a high school to be built in Fremantle. He pointed out that die other
major regional centres of Bunbury, Albany and Geraidron each had high schools. He
said that "the children of Fremantle who wish to attend a high school must proceed to
Perth, and that requires them to leave home very early in the morning and return home
late in the evening". Remarkably, Joe Sleeman made exactly the same comments to
Parliament every year for the next 30 years, until eventually the State Government agreed
to build the John Curtin Senior Hfigh School in the 1950s. This was a tribute to the
persistence of Joe Sleernan.
Since its opening in 1956, the school has suffered from a lack of upgrading and
maintenance. I will spend some time considering the problems facing that school and
call upon the Government to increase its budgetary allocation to one of the most
important high schools in this state.
The western wing of the school overlooks the Fremantle port and city. Currently the
home economics, business and computing departments of the school are housed here.
Due to the way die school was built, the computing centre is fragmented throughout the
school. The area in question has not been upgraded since 1956, and the school is keen to
see dhe west wing convented into a technology and enterprise centre and to move the
activities currently housed there.
I have been to the school on many occasions and have seen the appalling conditions
under which students and staff must work. In the home economics department the
students must carry hot water from one table to another where they are working. Few
members in this House would have experienced or seen such a situation in a school.
Also, the tables are far too low and are certainly not ergonomically designed and built.
Schools with up-to-date furniture and fittings in home economies departments have a
significant number of modular kitchens rather than a large mess area, as is the situation at
John Curtin. That area needs to be gutted so that the school can star again and provide a
home economics department which one would expect in a modem high school.
The computing department is also located in the west wing. This comprises tables or
benches which have been scrounged from throughout the school-, they are certainly not
purpose-built furniture. Also, there is no proper computer cabling at the school, the
hardware is well worn and out of date, and the early issue Nimrods; of 1988 are still used.
These art no longer appropriate and have inadequate memories for today's purposes. In
fact, the computers cannot operate current software and am in effect worthless. A
number of modern programs, on which employers expect students to have experience,
cannot be used on the computers at this school because of the outdated nature of the
hardware. Therefore, the students in computing courses at this school are immediately
disadvantaged when they move onto the employment marker.
At the opposite end of the campus is the visual and manual arts centre. This art deco-
style building was constructed during the Second World War in the 1940s, and was
incorporated into the school in the 1950s. The visual and manual arts area of the school
is in worse condition than the home economics section of the school. This area has not
been upgraded since the 1940s. A cursory glance through this -re reveals that paint is
peeling from walls and ceilings, and the only part which is adequately painted, I am
reliably informed, was painted by staff, nor the Education Department. Also, the dust
exiractors do nor work on die woodwork machines because they cannot fit onto the
ancient machinery at the school.
A noise problem exists throughout the building, and carper is needed on stairs and
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wooden floors. The building has no storage facility and when walking through die
school, one notices art and manual arts supplies stacked throughout the corridors. The
pottery section of the arts building is situated on a landing above some stains simply
because room is not available - this is the only way teachers can teach pottery to students.
Pain: is flakdig off the ceiling of the art room in a massive way, and the photography
dark room is on a different level. It is necessary to walk across a wooden floor to reach
the dark room and this causes noise which interrupts other classes.
All these aspects indicate an urgent need of repair for John Curtin Senior High School.
The administration part of the building has no covered entry. On occasions I have been
drenched when going from my car to the front door of the school in winter. The school,
particularly the administration centre, is surrounded by grey concrete slabs, which makes
it an aesthetic nightmare. Also, the staff room is two disused classrooms, and would not
be regarded as acceptable for a large staff in a place of employment in 1994.
A matter of top priority to improve the working conditions of the staff is the provision of
a new purpose-built staff room, rather than the continued use of two disused classrooms.
I was appalled at what I saw around the deputy principals' offices. They were
overcrowded, with absolutely no provision for confidentiality. There were narrow,
makeshift coruidors where the deputy principals could not monitor what was happening
outside the door. Students were waiting in those corridors to be interviewed, and any
conversation held in the office or in that area could be heard by most other people in that
part of the building. It is an inadequate arrangement, bearing in mind the function of
deputy principals and their role of counselling, advising and disciplining students. That
all points to the need for a significant initiative to upgrade John Curtin Senior High
School.
One of the other great problems relates to the verandahs around the school. There is
minimal seating outside the classrooms. On several visits to the school I have become
aware that the verandahs are cold wind tunnels. The level of student amenity is poor
there is very little seating and during winter students must either brave the cold, sit on the
cold concrete floor - perhaps getting wet - or eat their lunch in the classroom. Anyone
involved in education knows of the chaos that results from students eating their food in
the classroom, and the consequent disruption. At John Curtin Senior High School money
should be spent on upgrading the seating arrangements so that, particularly during the
lunch recess, students do not need to sit on cold concrete slabs, or sit where they are
adversely affected by the weather, or sit in the classrooms to eat their lunch. The
problem does no: exist on fine days when the oval and prassed areas around the school
can be used for this purpose, but it is not always fine. Sometimes there is a need for
students to go to a covered assembly area where they can enjoy their lunch.
One of the most appalling aspects of the school is the toilet facilities. They are
absolutely atrocious. I am told by many of the staff that the students will not use the
toilets at the school because they are so unattrative. They are constructed of untiled
grey concrete which is always wet. The painting, to the extent that it exists, is
substandard and the words "old and grotty" are used quite often when referring to these
toilets. They need to be gutted and rebuilt. The students at the school say that there are
two priorities: The firs: is to fix the toilets so that they air suitable for human use, and
the second is to provide a covered assembly area, as I have indicated.
Although the school is delightfully located adjacent to the Fremantle war memorial and
on a hill overlooking the city and looking out to the ocean, the gardens and the
landscaping are highly unattractive. The omnipresent grey concrete slabs dominate the
landscaping, and a lot could be done to enhance the area as a very pleasant environment,
which currently it is not.
Mr Tubby: Weren't you going to flog it?
Mr McCIIITY: No. The science section of the school was built in 1954, at a time when
science classrooms received no priority. A classroom was designated and equipment
provided to teach children science. This typical 1954 classroom today is used as a
laboratory for teaching science. A contemporary layout is needed, such as one sees in
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every other school in this state, with a purpose-built science laboratory or classroom.
The music department of the school consists of two old art rooms which have been
converted. They have never been soundproofed - a requirement for die teaching of
mnusic - nor have they been adjusted for the teaching of music. Again, these are totally
inadequate arrangements for a school which is the premier performing arts school in the
state. It is unacceptable to have such substandard music facilities in the school. The
school hail is old and tacky, and needs a major face-lift
This matter has been partially addressed in the 1994-95 Budget, and an amount of
$200 000 has been allocated to commence work on upgrading John Curtin Senior High
School. This amount is totally inadequate; members will have gained a strong
impression fromn my comments of the extent of the work needed at the school in order to
bring it to the standard we have come to know and expect in our senior high schools
throughout the state. T7he $200 000 allocated in this year's Budget is part of a proposed
total allocation of $1 .7m for upgrading the school. Unfortunately, $0.7m of that $1 .7m is
necessary simply to upgrade certain features of the school, which may have been fine in
1954 or 1956 but are unacceptable today. I refer to contemporary safety, fire and access
standards, which have improved over the years. Almost half the allocation the
Government has set aside will be spent on raising the standard of those facilities at the
school, before even starting to dea with the array of matters I have described as
substandard and in need of urgent Government remedial action.
Because it is a two-stoney building, a student lift needs to be installed. There are no fire
partitions in the roof of the school, and they need to be installed. That is a very
expensive operation. A staircase needs to be installed in the northeast corner to provide
an exit in the case of fire. Almost half the $1.7m allocation over the next few years will
be used for these basic fire and access provisions, which are not the main problem at the
school. That work must be done to ensure the school meets acceptable safety standards,
but the problem is the inadequate standards that exist throughout the entire school. We
will be left with only $lm to spend on upgrading and repairing the school. The architects
who are responsible for this upgrade - the KTA partnership - estimate that a minimum of
$3m will be required to do the necessary building work to bring the school up to standard
and to address the major problems. That $3mi is the money that will need to be spent on
the actual building work - not on design fees, or the safety, fire and access issues to
which I have referred. T'herefore, it is clear that the $lm which the Government has
provided for building work to upgrade the substandard nature of the school is only one-
third of the amount that is necessary to bring the school up to standard.
The real challenge with John Curtin Senior High School is that we on this side of politics
believe that the state education system should be the best that is available. We believe
that we must attract and retain students from all classes of our society because if we do
not do that, we will find that the private school system, if it is favoured by the
government of the day, will prosper and attract the talented students, and the state school
system will languish. The inevitable consequence of having that drift of students away
from the state education system is that we will see greater inequality creep in, and the
Labor dream of a truly egalitarian society will not be achieved. That is the fundamental
principal reason that we must spend money to provide quality education in a quality
environment. That cannot be said at the moment of John Curtin Senior Hligh School.
T1he facilities at that school are substandard. The physical surroundings of John Curtin
Senior High School are not what is expected of a school in 1994. That has a detrimental
effect on the school and on the community which it serves. I call on the Government to
provide the necessary funds for this importat school, which is growing in enrolments
and provides, certainly in the theatre-arts area, the best education available in the stare,
and to ensure that the physical facilities which attach to the school are also up to
standard. Once that is done, I will feel content that every school in the Fremantle area
has been dealt with properly, because the budgetary allocation on this occasion is miserly
and inadequate.
The second matter that I will address during this Budget debate relates to Fremantle
Hospital, because health and education are the two fundamental services provided by
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government. For too long, Fremantle Hospital has been regarded as the Cinderella of the
teaching hospitals in Western Australia. The political power of Royal Perth Hospital and
Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre is such that those hospitals seem to attract a
disproportionate amount of funding, and Fremantle Hospital has been regarded as their
poor south of the river cousin. I am pleased that in recent times, particularly over the last
four years, there has been a significant increase in the funding provided to Fremantle
Hospital to upgrade the coronary and intensive care units, and for a range of other
improvements at that hospital. This year's Budget provides also for the establishment,
for the first time, of an adequate accident and emergency cenr at that hospital.
The people of Fremantle are today feeling by and large content with the budgetary
allocation to their hospital because they know that it is now attracting the funding that
should enable it to provide the world class facilities which they expect of it. However,
there is currently a signiicant problem at Fremantle Hospital in regard to a promise
which was given by the Premier in the course of the 1993 election campaign, when he
went to Fremantle Hospital with the member for Melville, that a cardiac surgery unit
would be established at the hospital during the first term of this Governiment. That
promise was clear, absolute and unequivocal. However, today there is widespread
concern in Fremantle that that promise will not be honoured. That concern has resulted
in some fairly dramatic action by people who have an interest in the cardiac surgery unit
at Fremantle Hospital. On 11 July, die Minister for Health, Hon Peter Foss MLC, wrote
to the federal member for Fremnantle, Dr Carmen Lawrence, in the following terms -

Dear Dr Lawrence
Thank you for your letter of 21 April 1994 concerning the provision of major
cardiac surgical facilities at Fremiantle Hospital.
I have sought comments from Mr Peter Howe, Chief Executive Officer,
Fremantle Hospital. regarding this matter and enclose a copy of his response.
I regret that I cannot provide a starting date for a cardiac surgical service, at this
time. In the meantime however, local residents should be reassured that the
services available at the three hospitals referred to by Mr Howe, provide an
adequate and safe coverage of their needs.

An ordinary person who reads that letter would regard it as a considerable setback from
the absolute undertaking that was given by the Premier in January 1993, particularly
when one reads the attached memo from Peter Howe, Chief Executive Officer, Fremantle
Hospital, dated 15 June 1994, and addressed to the Minister for Health, which states -

I refer to a letter dated 21 April 1994 from Mr W Smith, Secretary, Fremantle
Heart Patients Support Group regarding the provision of major cardiac surgical
facilities at Fremantle Hospital.
Planning for the provision of cardiac surgical services in Fremantle continues to
be a matter under review by the Hospital.
The actual demand for cardiac surgery in Western Australia has reached an
apparently stable level of around 1,400 cases per year. With three units currently
operating in Perth (at Royal Perth Hospital, Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and
The Mount Private Hospital) it is difficult to raise a sound clinical or economic
case for the establishment of a fourth such unit. It is hoped that the establishment
of a heart transplant unit at one of those Hospitals would make it justifiable.
Notwithstanding this situation, the aspirations of the local community are
reognised by the Hospital and the matter is under active consideration by the
Board of Management.

That apparent retreat from the commitment that was given prior to the state election 18
months ago has caused alarmi bells to ring in the Fremantle Heart Patients Support Group
Inc, which has sent to me copies of resolutions that were carried at the annual general
meeting of that group held on 3 August 1994. Those resolutions were also sent to other
people who support that group's aims for the establishment of a heart surgery unit at

3786



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994) 78

Fremantle Hospital. I am sure members will be alarmed to bear the text of the
resolutions that were carried by this large group of people. The motion stares -

This annual general meeting of the Fremnantle Heart Patients Support Group Inc.
expresses grave concern and lack of confidence in Mr Peter Howe, Chief
Executive Officer, Fremantle Hospital in his undermining of the position
established with the Government for the placement of a cardiothoracic surgical
facility at the Fremantle Hospital.
The executive committee of the support group is asked to write to the board of the
Fremantle Hospital requesting that the board show its support for the placement
of major cardiac surgical facilities at Fremantle Hospital and to set our a schedule
which clearly shows the timing for such a plaCcment.
This A.G.M. also points out to the hospital board that on 20 January 1993 the
Hon. Richard Court now Premier made an unequivocal promise that if elected a
coalition government during its first term would place a cardiac surgery facility at
the Fremantle Hospital.

It is of enormous concern that a motion of no confidence against the chief executive
officer of Fremantle Hospital was moved and carried, apparently unanimously, by one of
his major client groups. Of greater concern is the fact that these people, who are
suffering the trauma of hear disease, had been given a gilt-edged promise which now, if
one reads what has been said, appears to have been reneged upon. Ir is simply nor good
enough for the Government to promise the people of Fremantle, and in particular the
patients who want to be serviced at Fremantle Hospital for their heart disease, that it will
build a cardiothoracic surgery unit at Fremantle Hospital in order to win an election, and
to then try to backslide our of that commitment. No other construction can be placed
upon the memorandum by the chief executive officer of Fremantle Hospital to the
Minister for Health, other than the Government is testing the water to see if it can get out
of this commitment I believe that is despicable. It was not a qualified election promise,
it was unqualified. It was absolute.
I share the view of the Fremantle Heart Patients Support Group Inc that they have been
betrayed by what is now a testing of the water, with a view to getting out of that promise.
I hope my comments in the Parliament tonight will focus sufficient attention on the
provision of the cardiothoracic surgery unit at the hospital, and the promise to the many
thousands of people who signed the petition and who campaigned strong and long for the
provision of this facility, that their hopes will not be dashed, I hope my contribution in
the Parliament tonight will not be a small contribution in ensuring that this facility -
notwithstanding the views of the chief executive officer at the Fremantle Hospital - will
be built at the hospital, and these people will not have the worry which has so beset them
that they have carried a motion of no confidence in the chief executive officer. I hope
that will be very soon put to one side, because it is within the capacity of the Minister for
Health - notwithstanding his letter which I have read to the House tonight - to now
reaffirm the coalition's commitment that a cardiothoracic surgery unit will be built at
Fremantle Hospital before 1997. Anything less than an unequivocal reaffirmation from
the Minister for Health will cause further anxiety and concern in the community, and I
believe that is unnecessary. I call upon the Minister for Health to give the necessary
undertaking so these people can have their fears put to rest.
DR CONSTABLE (Floreat) [ 11.54 pm]: I will make a few comments on three matters
tonight, two of which are of general interest in the community at large, and the third of
which is of particular interest in my electorate. The first two matters of general interest
relate to the care of the elderly and victims of crime. I have spoken on the third matter
both inside and outside the House on a number of occasions; that is, the western suburbs
highway or Stephenson Highway, and the future of that highway which runs through the
electorate of Floreat.
In recent weeks a rather heated debate has taken place in the community and throughout
the media about Dr Colin Honey who made some rather extreme comments about access
to health care for people over the age of 70. A cursory glance at the Budget indicates that

3787



health is a major ticket item and one that we need to look at very carefully, but it seems
to be rather extreme to suggest that a group of people should be discriminated against in
health care because of their age. The Health budget is, of course, limited and other sorts
of efficiencies of a less extreme nature need to be considered. I address my comments in
particular to the needs of elderly people in the community and highlight some aspects of
that matter, It is a fact that in certain aspects of health care, such as catarat surgery or
hip replacements, modern surgical techniques and modem medicine can be of great value
to the elderly. Providing them with health care leads to greater independence for the
individual, rather than their being dependent on the state or on their families.
It is not surprising that there was a loud and angry response to Dr Honey's comments.
That response was summed up by one of my constituents who asked me why he, or
anybody else, should be discriminated against in terms of health care just because he was
over the age of 70. He had been independent, had never been a burden financially on the
community, had worked hard all his life and had paid taxes. He probably fought in the
last World War and made a contribution to the community in many ways. In the later
stages of his life lie deserves to have support from the community and the resources the
community has to offer. Dr Honey's comments have highlighted some of the attitudes
that certain sections of the community have towards older people in our community.
Rather than valuing the contribution those people have made, those attitudes reinforce
stereotypes one would hope we had done away with decades ago; that is, only those in
the work force paying taxes are of any worth to the community. The attitudes that
elderly people are a burden on the community, and that we do not want their increased
dependence as they get older or to the point of physical illness or disability, suggest that
those people should be discarded by the community. Those attitudes and stereotypes are
unfounded, and give a false view of the position of older people in our community. We
should be working very hard to change those attitudes. We should try to improve and
make more positive the attitude towards the elderly, and highlight the contribution of
elderly people to our community. Of course, many elderly people make a huge
contribution to the community in a number of ways. One way often highlighted is their
role as volunteers in both the local and wider community. It is unfortunate that we place
such a high value on paid work and productivity in the community, and sometimes we do
not notice the high level of voluntary work that older people contribute to the
community.
Another area in which older people can contribute is support for their families, their
children and their grandchilrn. Again, it is unpaid work in the community which is
very important and which holds the community together. As members of Parliament
within the community we should go out of our way to enhance public respect for old
people. One way to do that is by providing assistance to older people at the time of
retirement, through not only financial planning, which has been available for many years
in the community, but also planning for the more personal and social aspects of
retirement Many people at the age of retirement feel bewildered and at a loss to know
what they should do next. Men who have been in the work force for 40 or 45 years often
suffer from what might be called retirement shock. They are not prepared for the radical
changes in their life, and they find it difficult to cope with retirement. Over the past few
years, a growing number of programs have been available to assist people at the time of
retirement; that is, assisting them to cope with retirement and not being part of the work
force, and guiding them toward fruitful activities in the community. For many people,
retirement is a time of serious stress, while other people who are more organised in their
attitude toward retirement find it a release which enables them to pursue activities that
perhaps they have wanted to pursue for many years.
In the Budget program statements, under division 51 - Justice, program 7.0 relates to the
Public Guardian. A rather worrying statement deserves attention. Reference is made to
the emerging evidence of the abuse of vulnerable elderly people. During a recent visit to
the United States it was obvious to mte that this issue had created publicity and research,
and a number of people were lookdig at ways to change the laws to protect elderly
people. Our guardianship laws do that to some extent. The comment in the program
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statements is that strategies ame needed to prevent the occurrence of the abuse of elderly
people, and to assure protection for those at risk. Sadly, that will be an aspect of concern
in the community in future years. I had occasion recently to have a conversation with
community nurses who pointed out that often they see the beginnings of trends in
changes in behaviour in the community before they are reported or before the statistics
reflect them. An example was that the nurses were beginning to see a few cases of abuse
of elderly people. I have talked to people in the United States about this, and it appears
that the trend is being picked up in other parts of the world. It is something to look out
for, and we should work hardi to minimise or avoid such unacceptable behaviour. The
welfare of elderly people should be uppermost in our minds.
Currently, 10 per cent of the population is aged 65 years or over, and the projection for
the next 20 years is that the number will double at least. Of people in that age range in
Australia, 75 per cent own or are buying their homes. So, three-quarters of the people
have the ability to be in the home they have chosen; they either own it or are paying for
it. Only 5 per cent of tenants in public housing are over the age of 65, and that is a
surprisingly low number. Only 8 000 people in Western Australia over the age of 65 live
in public housing. Another 7 per cent ame tenants in private accommodation, and 5 per
cent live rent free with relatives; that is, about 8 000. Many of those people need a great
deal of cart, and stress on carers of the elderly will be a growing trend as our population
continues to age and more people fall into those age groups. Ten per cent of people over
the age of 65 live in residential care; that is, 16 000 people in Western Australia live in
residential care. Almost half of that number live in nursing homes and, therefore, require
a great deal of sensitive and expert care by the staff; 26 per cent are in hostels which, for
many, is the step before entering a nursing home; the other 31 per cent are in sheltered
accommodation. So, a total of 16 000 individuals in this state are in residential care,
demanding skilled care and a substantial amount of funds. The per annum cost of a
resident in a nursing home is 535 000. That cost will not go away; it will increase as the
population continues to age. The figures show that 9 500 people over the age of 65 in
Western Australia suffered from moderate or severe dementia in 1991. The projection is
that the figure will double by the year 2011. Therefore, in the next 16 years that group of
people in the community needing a great deal of care and security will double. Many of
those people are in residential care but many are at home being cared for by relatives.
This causes great stress and worry for the relatives, and there is a need for us to plan for
the future needs of not only those people but also their carers. These are items we will
see increased in the Budget, and a great deal of thought and creativity will be necessary
to deal with the situation.
Last Sunday!I attended the opening of a new community centre in my electorate which
had been planned and funded by the community and the Uniting Church in Floreat. One
program which is running and which I hope will increase is day care for people who
require close and secure care and who live at home with relatives. The program is a way
to provide car for them during the day so that the carers can enjoy some respite. This is
a major program in the community facility. The facility has been developed because of
community need. There are few community facilities of this sort in the Floreat
electorate. The need has been recognised by a church group which over the past few
years has gone out of its way to provide that service. Again, we will see more of these
programs. Rather than adopt the short term view of providing services - the view that
there will be an election in three or four years and that one need think only about a time
span of three or four years -the time has come to think and plan 15 to 25years ahead to
address these issues.
An issue that has been brought to my attention recently by two families in my electorate
is victims of crime. Over the past three or four years this issue has received a great deal
of media attention and, I am pleased to say, some attention from the Government by way
of the provision of services and funds to assist victims of crime. We have also seen a
legislative response in recent years where victims of crime are able to apply for
compensation, and most states have that legislation.
In South Australia legislation has been passed that documents the rights of the victims of
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crime. We are seeing a growing recognition of the need to have victim impact statements
as part of the justice process and funds are being provided for counselling of victims of
crime. There is a school of thought that victims of crime can play a part in die
rehabilitation of juvenile and other offenders. We have seen victims of crime articulating
publicly their needs and pointing out some of die areas in our justice process where
change needs to occur. Many people feel ihac victims of crime have been forgotten in die
justice equation for many years. They see themselves not as primary participants in die
justice process, but secondary ones. Until recently their role has been a taditional one of
reporting crimes chat have affected them or being witnesses when the perpetrators of
those crimes get into court. The piace for victims has been largely hidden until the past
couple of years. There is a growing school of thought that victims of crime should be
central to the justice process. Criminal justice cannot be dispensed properly without
having regard to the views of the victims of crime, and they need to be included in die
process. That can happen in a number of ways which are no: happening to the fullest
extent at the moment.
One of the messages I have received from talking to one family in my electorate is that
victims feel a need to be involved in and informed about the progress of the case that is
affecting them. In this instance the case involved a very vicious crime against a child in
the family. The mother's response was, "Because of diat crime my son now has a life
sentence; but the person who perpetrated the crime will be out of jail within 12 months."
When the perpetrator of the crime was sentenced recently the mother was shocked at the
sentence handed down. She felt it was far too lenient and did not balance with the effect
of the crime on her son and the family. She heard nothing from the authorities until she
wrote to the Director of Public Prosecutions and pointed out some aspects of the case that
had been of great concern to her. Many weeks later she received a response in which she
was told, in the last paragraph of the letter, that the Crown was appealing the sentence.
That information was provided eight weeks after the original sentence had been handed
down. That family had worried about it, stewed about it and felt that justice had not been
done; but nowhere in the process had the family been informed that the Crown had made
that decision. Had this woman not written to the DPP, she would not have been given the
information.
We saw a startling example of the lack of regard for victims recently in the case
involving Stephen Knight, the policeman who while on duty was mowed down by
someone in a car. In this instance his widow was not informed when the sentence would
be handed down. We should be going past that stage of disregard for victims. TFhey need
to be informed and to feel part of the process. Although I am pleased to see in the
Budget papers an increase in funding for victims of crime, particularly for die provision
of counselling services, the processes need to be adapted to include the victims in crime
far more than is the case now. I will be looking closely at the legislation in this area that
has been promised later in this session.
A: the beginning of my remarks I mentioned the Stephenson Highway. It is timely that I
make more comments about it. A report from the Environmental Protection Authority at
the end of June this year commented on the public environmental review that was
initiated by the Perth City Council some time ago. It is entitled "Land use strategy for
Bold Park and environs". No study of Bold Park can ignore the Stephenson Highway.
The report contains a number of recommendations relating to Stephenson Highway. In a
general sense this report has been well received in the Floreat electorate because it
sensitively looks at the flora and fauna in Bold Park and also takes note of the impact that
this highway may have. I am please to say that it was the policy of the Liberal Party
during the Floreat by-election that this road should not go through, and I hope it sticks to
this policy. The previous government, on at least one occasion, stated that the road was
not necessary. However, it is still a matter of contention because the road reserve is well
and truly on the planning scheme maps. In the past few months we have seen a very
positive attitude by this Government towards Bold Park. I hope that sensitive attitude is
displayed in the coming months in its response to this report. It has been die view of the
Perth City Council, and I am sure of the authorities in charge of the Town of Cambridge
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and the task force chat is overseeing implementation of the Town of Cambridge, chat
Bold Park should be preserved and that the Stephenson H-ighway should not go through
the park, destroying the valuable flora and fauna in the area. This is a definitive
document and a very good summary of the features of Bold Park and the effect that
puffing through chat moad will have on die park. Three recommendations refer
particularly to Bold Park. I will take a moment to refer to diem. Recommendation 6
clearly supports die community view and states -

The Environmental Protection Authority has concluded that the proposed
alignment for the Western Suburbs Route (Stephenson Highway) which is
reserved in die Metropolitan Region Scheme would have a significant and
adverse impact on the M47 area -

Thai is in Bold Park -

- which would be envirornentally unacceptable and recommends that the existing
Metropolitan Region Scheme 'Other Major Highway' Reserve, for this proposed
road, should be generally removed from the M47 area.

This recommendation concurs very solidly with die feelings in the community and the
community's wishes. Recommendation 7 states -

The Environmental Protection Authority has concluded that the alignment for the
Western Suburbs Route (Road Reserves Review Option shown in Figure 5)
duplicating the West Coast H~ighway would have significant and adverse impacts
on the M47 area which would be environmentally unacceptable and recommends
that this aligniment should not proceed.

Not only dhe reserve on die map at die moment but also an option that has been put up
within the past two years are seen to be environmentally unacceptable as well.
The message for the Government is this: 'Go back to the drawing board to look at die
future needs for traffic in the area." The proposal to put that road through a golf course
and a major regional park is simply not on from an environmental and community point
of view. The present road reserve goes through Wembley Golf Course. Some people
have been under die misapprehension that the road reserve was there before the golf
course. I have been doing a little research on that, and have turned up some very
interesting information. The fact is that the original 18 hole golf course which is in the
vicinity of that road reserve was opened in March 1953. The nine hole golf course that
followed was opened on 1 May 1961. The comments of Professor Stephenson in his
definitive work, the report about die plan for the metropolitan region, Perth and
Fremantle. was not published until 1955.
That golf course was in place long before there was any thought of a road reserve going
through the area. Another piece of interesting information I came across in the last
couple of days is that some bushland on the western side of Empire Avenue was
apparently part of a land swap when the Commonwealth Games village was built in City
Beach. The state gave the Perth City Council some land in exchange for die endowment
land on which the Games village houses were built. Some of that land is now part of the
road reserve. AUl that happened before the road reserve was put in place. The argument
that the road reserve was there before the golf course, which should not have been built
anyway, is shot down in flames. It will be difficult for any government to justify
constructing that road in the area in the future. The task of government is clearly to
provide an adequate road system and to plan for die future. We must be very careful
about making judgments of projected flows of traffic in years to come.
We must also to continue to develop an adequate public transport system. It has been
announced recently that changes will be made to die bus moutes from City Beach to Perth.
At die moment there is a direct bus route from City Beach and Wembley Downs through
to East Perth, which means that people can travel from those areas to Royal Perth
Hospital without having to change buses. In their wisdom the public transport planner-s
are now talking about terminating that bus service at the Wellington Swreet bus station,
which means people would have to change buses to go through to East Perth. It seems an
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absurd proposal. Thbe response from members of the community is thac they will not use
the bus service anyway because it will take them twice as long to get to their destinations.
They will use their cars instead and drive to the hospital or to work. It is very short-
sighted planning, and if we are to provide adequate road and public transport systems we
must do much better than that.
Another aspect of the plan for the western suburbs highway is that sonic of the features
that seemed right 40 years ago when Stephenson was looking at die area are not right
today. We know that the Environmental Planning Authority report stares that a dual
carriage road of that magnitude cannot be constructed through an area with the
significance of Bold Park. The time has come to properly reassess this. This excellent
report can be used as a basis. I hope we can learn from the mistakes of other cities, and
not destroy a major area of urban bushland which should be reserved for future
generations. The Government's task is to get this right. There are some local problems
with traffic flows, certainly in Serverus Street, which must be rectified as soon as
possible but not by putting a road through a park of this significance.
MR DAY (Darling Range) [12.23 am]: I rise to make a few comments in this Budget
debate and to refer to a few mailers relating specifically to my electorate. The first
relates to the Great Eastern Highway and specifically the Greenmount Hill area. As was
said in an earlier debate in this Chamber tonight, a major accident occurred on
30 December last year when a heavily laden wheat truck, of about 62 tonnes in weight,
ran out of control for some distance down that hill. It finally came to a stop at the bottom
of the hill, after it had passed the intersection with Roe Hfighway. In that tragedy two
people were killed, many others were seriously injured and about 20 cars were seriously
damaged. For the information of anybody who may have any doubts, I emphasise that
the truck was not a road train. That accident was one of many that have occurred on
Greenniount Hill over the years. Having grown up very close to that highway and
Greenmount Hill, I well recall a similar accident in 1964 when a truck lost its brakes - not
quite so far down die hill - and crashed. The driver was killed. Many similar accidents
have occurred, although not quite as dramatic as that last year. The accident resulted in
that part of the highway finally receiving a great deal of justified attention. I congratulate
the Minister for Transport and also the Main Roads Department for the work done to
install the arrester beds, the first of will be in place towards the end of this year and the
second by March next year. I was pleased to have the opportunity to attend a trial of one
of the arrester beds being constructed in the Onangara pine plantation three or four weeks
ago. A very impressive result was achieved, and we saw a very heavily laden B-double
truck of about 62 tonnes plough into the synthetic lytag at 60 kmh and stop extremely
smoothly and effectively.
Since 1 January 1994, the Federal Government has taken over responsibility for the
funding of the Great Eastern Highway to the Roe Highway intersection. As a result of its
responsibility for funding the highway, the federal Minister for Transport Laurie
Brereton, came to WA in March to see what should be done. As many members will be
aware, that route has been heavily studied over die years, particularly in the mid-1980s
when a major study was completed by the Main Roads Department. Various options
were considered for die best way to provide a new moute into Perth to take traffic away
from that dangerous spot- The end result of the process was the selection of the so-called
orange route; that is, a new route from Bakers Hill, through the land, and across to
Toodyay Road, with the construction of a new descent down the Darling Scarp.
Mr Trenorden: It comes our near Noble Falls.
Mr Day: The member for Avon reminds me that it comes out near Noble Falls. It is
important to note that the new descent down the Darling Scarp would allow for arrester
beds or exit ramps to be constructed, going into the hill on the left-hand side. That is not
now possible in the case of Toodyay Road or the Great Eastern Highway. The orange
moute was recommended as a result of that major study completed by the Main Roads
Department in the mid-1980s. The federal Minister for Transport decided a further study
was needed. He allocated $300 000 of taxpayers' money for this matter to be further
studied. The matter has been totally and sufficiently studied by the Main Roads
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Department, which has produced a good and considered resul This seems to be another
case of the Federal Government thinking it knows best. It is time to get on with the job.
rather than conduct further studies.
Mr Tienorden interjected.
Mr DAY: They should stick to the orange route, I agree. The matter has been well
considered.
The second subject I raise is that of Kalamunda Senior High School. I was very
interested to hear the member for Frenmantle describe the deficiencies at John Curtin
Senior High School. He could easily have been talking about Kalamunda Senior High
School. The only difference is that I am somewhat disappointed that $200 000 has not
yet been allocated to Kalamunda Senior High School for the necessary upgrading. I hope
it will not be too far off. Like John Curtin Senior High School, Kalamunda Senior High
School was built in die mid- 1950s and much of its physical structure is now unsuitable
and simply out of date. A substantial modification is necessary to bring the school up to
date and make it a worthwhile physical structure, so that the students can learn
adequately on that sire. The academic standard of the school is excellent, but the
physical standard needs to be substantially improved. I urge the Government to put
Kalarnunda Senior High School very high on its list of priorities for upgrading of schools
in the next Education budget.
To some extent the two high schools in my electorate. Lesmurdie Senior High School
and Kalamunda Senior High School, are in a unique situation. They are separated by a
distance of only six or seven kilometres. Given that relatively close proximity, obviously
the opportunity for some greater cooperation exists between the two schools. The
Minister for Education has established a committee to consider ways in which it is
possible to provide secondary education to the Kalamunda district. I am chairman of that
committee. The other members are community based and include, of course, the
principals, staff, parent and school council representatives of the two schools.
Importantly, Forrestfield Senior High School is also included in representation on this
committee and will be considered in all of our deliberations because the Forrvsrfield high
school is the third of three high schools that serve the Shire of Kalamunda and the
Kalamunda, district generally. It is fairly early days; but the committee has met twice and
is working well. I am hoping for a positive result so that the best possible secondary
education is achieved for the Kalaniunda, district. There are some possibilities for some
exciting innovations to be made in the delivery of secondary education in that area.
The third matter to which I refer concerns the severe storm which affected the Perth
metropolitan area and much of the south west on 23 May this year. As we all well recall,
the storm resulted in extended blackouts over much of the south west and the Perth
metropolitan area in particular. Hills residents, particularly the Darling Range residents,
were affected as much as anyone else in the metropolitan area. Many of my constituents
were without power for three days or slightly more in some cases. As was recognised at
the time by the Minister for Energy, the major problem of that blackout was not so much
the loss of power, but the fact that there was a complete breakdown in communications in
letting people know exactly what was happening.
Immediately following the problem the Minister commissioned a review which was
conducted by Major General Ken Taylor. I compliment him on the thorough job he did
and the very comprehensive and detailed report produced as a result of that inquiry. The
report covers many aspects of the problems which were experienced. One matter
highlighted was that trees were reported to have caused 80 per cent of damage to power
lines which resulted in the blackout. Quite naturally, the reaction to that problem is to
take action to limit the effect of trees on power lines in the future. Certainly hills
residents would support action being taken which is responsible and aesthetic. However,
many of the problems resulted from large trees blowing over which were located often
quite some distance from the power lines. In other words, to prevent the problem in the
future which occurred on 23. 24 and 25 May it will be necessary to remove a very large
number of trees, which is clearly impracticable. Therefore, we need to approach the
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matter with some caution. As I said earlier, reasonable measures must be taken but we
also need to be realistic. I believe most hills residents accept that in the event of a freak
storm or incident similar to what occurred on 23 May there will be blackouts. The
residents will not complain as long as they are adequately informed about what is
happening so that they can be properly prepared for what may follow.
I was interested to notice in what is now yesterday's newspaper an advertisement by the
State Energy Commission of Western Australia advertising public consultation on tree
pruning around power lines. It was pointed out to me by a constituent yesterday
afternoon that the display accompanying this public consultation is being mounted in the
Fremantle Energy Museum and the SECWA customer services centre in Wellington
Street Perth. As I mentioned to the Minister earlier this evening, I hope it will be
possible for that display to be mounted in the hills area such as at idland, Mundaring or
Kalainunda before the end of the consultation period. The residents of those areas should
have access to, and be adequately informed about, tre pruning so they can make an
adequate judgment on the effect that tree pruning may have on their environment.
I now refer to the bush fire hazard in the Darling Range area. Following the major and
devastating bushflres which occurred in New South Wales in January this year, concern
was expressed by both the Premier and the Minister for Emergency Services about the
potential for similar problems to occur in Western Australia, in particular in the Darling
Range area as well as other parts of the state, such as the Cape Leuwin and Cape
Naturaliste areas of the south west. As a result of that concern, a working group was
established by the Minister for Emergency Services to investigate the problems in the
Darling Range area in particular, and to make recommendations about how best to go
about managing the problem in the future.
The committee was drawn from a wide cross-section of people with an interest in the
area; for example, local government, the volunteer fret brigades, the Bush Fires Board
and the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board, the staff of both organisations, and
organisations such as the Department of Conservation and Land Management, SECWA
and the Department of Planning and Urban Development, with me as chairman. The
report covered a very wide tinge of matters and I place on record my thanks for the
major contribution made by all those members of the committee in preparing it. I
certainly will not refer to anything like all the matters covered in that report but I will
make a brief reference to four of them.
The first matter is community awareness. The working group camne to the very clear
conclusion that there is a substantial deficiency in the level of awareness among the
Darling escarpment community, and for that matter the rest of the state, about the
potential for rapid destruction which bushfires can cause. Despite what happened in New
South Wales and what happened on Ash Wednesday in 1983 in South Australia and
Victoria, an attitude exists that it will not happen here. To a large extent residents of
Western Australia have been very lucky, particularly in the years since 1961 following
the major fires around Dwellingup. Any idea that it cannot happen here should be totally
dispelled both by the contents of the report and the conclusions we came to. In particular
we should be warned by the fact that on 19 March this year three homes were
substantially damaged in the Walliston area near Kalanninda. One home was totally
destroyed and two homes were very badly damaged as a result of a bush fire that got out
of control and which was believed to have been deliberately lit. Therefore, on a smaller
scale of what happened in New South Wales it has been amply demonstrated that what
happened over there can easily happen here in Western Australia.
The community needs to be much more aware of its responsibilities in bushfire
prevention, and also needs to be much better educated by state and local government
about what local residents, in particular, can do to minimise the threat and to adequately
manage the hazards which exist. One of the problems the committee highlighted was
that in the budget of the Bush Fires Board for the last financial year, the amount allocated
for public education was only $21 000. In addition to that, $30000 was available in
private sponsorship. That is an inadequate figure. The Government needs to address that
matter in the next Budget to ensure that much more material is distributed to local
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residents so they will not have any excuse for not knowing what they should do in the
event of a bushfu'e.
As part of my inquiries in a visit to the eastern states with the Select Committee on Road
Safety I extended my visit by a couple of days and visited the country fire authority in
Victoria and the country fire service in South Australia. On the day I was in Victoria in
February 900 000 copies of the brochure 'Will You Survive? A guide to lowering your
risks before and during wildfires" were distributed throughout Victoria in every copy of
the daily newspaper, not only to rural or semi-rural areas, but also throughout the
metropolitan area, so that everybody was fully informed. This was during a fire season
when virtually no risk existed throughout Victoria because everything was very green
due to a wet summer. A major difference exists between the effort in chat state at
present, and that which is able to be put in by the Bush Fires Board and the Western
Australian Fire Brigades Board in this state. That is a manoer for attention by the
Government
The committee recommends that dhe Bush Fires Board be adequately funded so that, in
consultation with the WA Fire Brigades Boardl, the Department of Conservation and
Land Management and local authorities, it can implement ongoing community awareness
and education programs related to bushfire prevention and management.
The second matter to which I make brief reference in relation to the bushflre hazard
relates to funding firefighting services in Western Australia. At present the two major
firefighting services, the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board and the bush fire
brigades, are funded in different ways. The WAFBB permanent brigades are funded 75
per cent from insurance levies on building and contents policies, 12.5 per cent from local
government, and 12.5 per cent from the State Government. The WAFBB volunteer
brigades are funded entirely by the State Government, 100 per cent from the consolidated
fund. in contrast, the volunteer bush fire brigades are funded entirely by local
government in the areas in which they operate, and also by their own fundraising efforts.
However, I note that in the 1994-95 Budget $lm is allocated to assist local government to
purchase new equipment for volunteer bush fire brigades. An amount of $700 000 is also
available from the Lotteries Commission. In addition to that, $600 000 has been
allocated by the Government through the Budget to enable the volunteer brigades to
upgrade their communication systems. That is a step in the right direction. I compliment
the Minister and the Government for that move. The report of the committee states -

There is a strong and widespread view which is shared by members of the
working group that the existing disparate system leads to anomalies and
inequities. In particular, the volunteer bush fire brigades are considered to be
seriously under resourced, in spite of the contribution which ratepayers have
made through local government over the years.

One of the inequities which exists is due to the fact that some people are required to pay
the insurance levy, and others who are outside WAFBB gazetted areas are not. That
matter needs further attention. One of the common complaints by volunteer brigades in
particular is that they need to spend a significant amount of their time and effort in
fundraising in order to keep operating and to provide the community service they do.
The committee's conclusion is to recommend to the Government that a new system of
funding be developed which, firstly, is broadly based, secondly, will provide for a
common and equitable method of funding of WAFBB brigades and bush fire brigades;
and, thirly, will ensure that an appropriate contribution is made by State and Federal
Government agencies which are responsible for land and other property. I congratulate
the Minister for the initiative shown in this Budget. I feel confident that further positive
developments will occur in future budgets.
The third matter to which I refer relates to the organisational strcture of firefighting
services in the Darling escarpment area. That is a somewhat complex matter. The
WAFBB has responsibility for certain geographically defined areas which are generally
the more urban areas; CALM has responsibility for land under its control; and the
remainder of Western Australia is covered virtually by volunteer bush fire brigades,
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which are organised within local government areas and controlled by the relevant local
government authorities. The Bush Fires Board has responsibility for administering the
Bush Fires Act and provides a supportive and coordinating role to local government and
the bush fire brigades.
Some of the submissions the working group received suggested it would be appropriate
to consider combining the WA Fire Brigades Board and the Bush Fires Board to create a
single fire suppression authority, or at least that this option should be further considered.
This problem - if it is a problem - is apparent in the Kalarnunda area, which falls within
my electorate. In that area the WAFBB volunteer brigade covers the snore urban areas of
Kalarnunda, Lesmurdie, Wailiston and Gooseber Hill. Virtually in the same town there
is a volunteer bush fire brigade which covers the remainder of the Shire of Kalarnunda
that is not covered by the WAFBB. To a large extent both brigades cover much the same
sorts of structures and facilities, although obviously the bush fire brigade does not cover
quite the same area in terms of urban density. Nevertheless, distinct similarities exist; for
example, in Cannel and Pickering Brook, which are no different in principle from area
such as Wailiston. I note that the Kalarnunda WAFBB volunteer brigade is keen to see a
greater degree of integration between the two brigades. As I mentioned, it is a complex
matter, but one that is worthy of further investigation and which the report recommends
should be further considered by the Government.
The last matter relating to bushfire hazards to which I refer relates to communications
with the public during a rim. Some of the submissions raise concern that during fires
insufficient information is available to the public, particularly those who may be directly
affected, about the degree of a threat. One of the submissions, from the Darlington
Ratepayers and Residents Association, states -

We have been approached by a number of concerned residents following the
recnt fire in Darlington, -

That was a major fire which was a serious threat on 17 December list year.
- and their concerns have been mainly to do with lack of information about the
severity of the situation they have found themselves in. For instance, they do not
know whether they should be making preparations to evacuate, whether there is
any real threat at all or how fast the fire is travelling.
The radio stations do not offer any sensible source of information, and the
telephone is not a suitable alternative because lines will be heavily engaged or
may even have come down.

The committee's conclusions were very much in agreement that frequently a lack of
information is available for residents so they can make an informed decision about what
to do. The infonmation which is available through radio stations is usually sketchy and is
often superficial. It will become immediately apparent to members that this problem not
only relates to the bush fire threat but also existed on 23, 24 and 25 May this year when
the severe storm hit the city of Perth. The problem is exactly the same and needs to be
dealt with by the GovemmenL. This his already been dealt with by SECWA but further
steps must be taken.
Many people consider that the best way to improve the situation is to establish a well
publicised. public radio frequency so that warnings and other emergency information can
be broadcast during emergencies. One suggestion is that the federal parliamentary
broadcast station be utilised, with emergencies taking precedence over parliamentary
broadcasts when necessary. Residents in the hills and other people in the state would be
more interested in listening to valuable information which might assist them in a major
emergency than to Federal Parliament if they had that choice. This radio station is
already established, so the establishment cost of the emergency broadcast facility should
be virtually nil. The proposition would naturally need the cooperation of the Federal
Governent It is a suggestion char is worth pursuing.
My concluding comments relate to this bushflme threat which affects my electorate and
many adjacent electorates. When I was in the United States last month with the Select
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Committee on Metropolitan Development and Groundwater Supplies, I spent a couple of
extra days in the southern California area, particularly in Riverside County, which is an
area extending from some 100km east of Los Angeles across to the Arizona bonier. I
spent time with staff of the Riverside County Fire Department and the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. It was a very worthwhile and valuable two
days. The fire threat in that area is very similar to the one in the south west areas of
Western Australia. I visited an area near Palm Desert where around 14 homes had been
lost to fire a week earlier. It was interesting to see on last night's news that major fires
similar to that one are occurring in California now. I spent one day being shown their
fire protection strategies and fire fighting methods and capabilities, including aerial f=r
fighting activities which were displayed to me first hand by being placed in the middle of
a fire.
On the second day, I visited three conservation camps in California. Those camps are
parr of a system of about 44 camps in that state, and were established 40:0o50 years ago.
It is a join: operation between the California Department of Corrections and the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, and appears to work extremely
well. They are low security detention centres for inmates, where the inmates are
involved in activities including fire prevention, fire fighting, national park upgrading and
other conservation activities, and other community activities where appropriate. Of the
130 000 inmates in California, approximately one in 30 is selected as suitable for the
conservation camp system. In my view it works extremely well. Firstly, the inmates
prefer to be in that environment rather than in a more constrained prison environment.
Secondly, the Department of Corrections finds it much easier to manage prisoners in that
situation. Thirdly, the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection has access
to a large pool of labour it is largely willing labour, although not in all cases, but labour
which can be used for very profitable purposes for fire prevention strategies, fir fighting
activities and park management activities in that stare. Such a system could work well in
Wester Australia and is worthy of further consideration. To some extent I understand
there is such a setup in the prisons department here, but I believe it is a system which
could be taken a lot further in this state.
I place on record my thanks to Mr Mike Harris, the chief of the Riverside County Fire
Department, his deputy Keith Metcalfe, and the other members of the staff who were
extremely hospitable and helpful. An offer was made by Mike Harris for firefighters
from Western Australia to visit the area on exchange visits. I believe they also would
have people interested in visiting Western Australia. People from Western Australia
could learn a great deal in that area I have passed on the offer to both the Bush Fires
Board and the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board, and I will pass it on fornmally to
the Minister for Emergency Services. Both fire fighting organisations in this state are
interested in raking up the offer.
I congratulate the Government on its Budget, particularly in relation to its debt reduction
strategies, which will produce a much healthier financial future for this state and leave a
much better situation for our children. I appreciate the $380 000 which has been
allocated to the Health Department budget for the provision of deep sewerage to
Kalamunda Hospital. This is needed and has been for many years. Finally, the provision
of a police station in Eorrestlleld is long overdue and will improve policing in not only
the Forrestfleld and High Wycombe areas in the Helena electorate but also the Darling
Range electorate because it will take pressure off the Kalainunda Police Station, which
covers a large part of both electorates.
MS WARNOCK (Perth) (12.57 am): Given the hour and the fact that I am aware that
others wish to speak in this debate, I will try to restrict my comments. However, there
are several things I wish to state, particularly regarding mental health. I will also make
some brief comments on policing in the city of Perth.
The care of the mentally ill in this state has provided a lot of bad news in recent years,
and most of us will have read some of it. It is a subject much avoided both in this House
and even among my former media colleagues, for whom bad news is always good news.
Neither group spends much time on people with mental illness. This is sad because it is
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common in our community. Mental illness of any kind still carries a stigma. It is a
stigma not caried by physical illness. For example, if one has cancer one is able to
discuss it with people, to discuss an illness of that kind in one's family in a way that is
not able to be done if there is a mental illness in the family. Many members will be
aware of that misfortune which adds to the difficulty of people with this condition.
Hardly a week goes by in my inner city electorate when I do not have somebody come
into the office who has some form of mental illness. It might be something such as
severe depression or something far more serious.
I have always been very firmly of the view, and being a member of this House has
confirmed my view, that more community health resources need to be directed towards
the mentally ill. I have previously criticised this Government for mainstraing the
Multicultural Psychiatric Centre in North Perth. I believe the specialised. services that
that venure offened to the migrant community could not be duplicated in the way the
Government intends. According to what the Minister for Health said at the time, the
Government intends that it be sited in a large clinical teaching hospital and it has now
been based at Royal Perth Hospital. I have not changed my view since I made those
remarks some months ago. I continue to be concerned that migrant community members
with psychiatric problems will have great difficulty having their needs met by the present
service; by that, I mean the new servce. The Multicultural Psychiatric Centre should be
re-established and not remain at a large teaching hospital as it is at the moment. It must
be it-established whene people understand not only the language of the people with
whom they are dealing, but also the culture.
I attended a function at Royal Perth Hospital recently. I have good reason because I have
had a lot to do with that hospital to know that it is a very good hospital in terms of high-
tech medicine. As someone who knows their way around the hospital reasonably well, I
attended an official function there and it took me at least 20 minutes to find this fairly
well labelled public function. I dread to think what it might be like for someone who is a
migrant to this country, who does not know his or her way around the place very well,
who has a psychiatric illness and who finds a hospital environment far more threatening
than I do. As somebody I spoke to about this debate reminded me, some of the people
who have psychiatric illnesses among the migrant community come from places where
large hospitals like this were places of detention and not places where one would seek
refuge. They would be far better off, as I and many other people see it, in a small clinic
rather than in a large and confusing hospital.
I said that I had something to say in criticism of the Government's mental health policies.
Dr John Moult's report for the Schizophrenia Australia Foundation also contained some
fairly savage criticism of the state's mental health services. I have a copy of the report
with me. It is titled "The care of the seriously mentally ill in Australia" and was released
on 9March his year. It is alarge report dealing with the City of Perth and areasnear it
in a way which!I found very interesting but also extremely depressing. Admittedly, the
report refers to a situation that in some cases, goes back several years; but it also
contains information that brings it right up to date and it refers to this Government's
tenure. I will refer specifically to community mental health services. However, the
report had some tough things to say about the whole field. I want to read a few words
from this report because the things that it does say are imnportant. John Moult's report
states at page 258 -

You would want to avoid Western Australia if you or your relative had a serious
mental illness. You could get to a hospital, but it would almost certainly be a
long way away, and when you left hospital the staff there would probably not
have coordinated plans with the community staff. Not that this would matter
anyway because there are not too many community staff, and many of them are
not interested in your type of care!

it goes on to say more unkind things about Western Australia's mental health services.
However, I direct the attention of the House to page 256 of the report. This refers
specifically to community mental health services - I will explain what I mean about that
in a moment. The report states -
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Where do we starr in order to catalogue the multitude of problems with this
State's community mental health services? In Perth, there are just too few centres:
for such a sprawling city, and some of the venures are not easily accessible by
public transport. ...

Thbere am still far too few community mental health staff in the metropolitan
regions, which are well below the levels in most of New South Wales and
Victoria.

It goes on to say other unflattering things about the way community mental health
scrvices are serving the community in Western Australia. One piece of good news - there
is some good news in the mental health area - is a good idea which was launched in April
1993. It involved the establishment of the Inner City Community Mental Health Service.
This is based at Royal Perth Hospital but it is a mobile, go-to-the-clients-in-need sort of
arrangement. It is a kind of unaveiling mental health service which is as it was intended
when it was set up early last year. That is what is needed when, like every other stare in
Australia, we have a policy of deinstitutionalisation. We have heard a lot about
deinstitutionalisation over the years. It is something with which most of us who know
something about it will agree. Basically it is about getting the people out of institutions
and long stay hospitals and arranging for their treatment in the community. I know that
staff members of that service are utterly committed to their jobs, and to the objective of
trying to make the policy of deinstitutionalisation work in Western Australia and serving
the community in that way.
Is the service being sufficiently well resourced? That was a question I asked when I rang
a number of people a couple of weeks ago to find out how the service was working after
more than a year in operation. Staff numbers have doubled since it opened. However,
the staff to client ratio - this is important - is still too high. It is between 1:40 and 1:60.
T'he service must have more human resources. Nearly 900 people have registered with
this obviously much needed Perth inner city mental health service since it starred work in
April 1993. About 400 of those people have become regular clients of the service. It is
likely to become overloaded unless more human resources are provided. I was told this
story over and over again as I made many telephone calls and spoke to many people to
discuss mental health resources in the Perth area.
These. mobile treatment services are, as I said, a good idea. They can react in
emergencies and provide a team effort. Thiey can provide whatever the person might
need, whether it be a psychiatrist, a psychiatric nurse for some sort of counselling, a
social worker or an occupational therapist. They work as a team and react quickly to an
emergency. However, they must have the right personnel and they must have enough of
them. That is the thing I kept hearing when I asked questions about how die service was
working. Thbe answer to my inquiries was that the service was a very good idea, that they
all supported it, but that it is sttched, flooded and under-resourced. In other words, they
were experiencing great difficulties finding the staff for die service; people who worked
there for a short time had resigned because they were being worked too hard because the
resources were stretched too thin to cover the numbers of people they had to cover in the
inner city area. To give an example, one person commented that no occupational therapy
was provided in the inner city and many patients had been deinstitutionalised. As I said
earlier, we all like to see that, but many patients are sitting at home with nothing to do. I
repeat that deinstitutionalisation is a good policy, if the Government adequately resources
the alternative. That alternative, of course, is a good community based service. Thnat has
nor been done well enough in Perth yet. We have a long way to go before we can say we
have risen to the challenge of deinstitutionalisation and provided an adequate alternative
to cope with the sheer number of people who experts claim are, or will be at some time
during their lifetime, affected by mental illness. Members will be aware from the
occasional article on this issue that that is a startlingly high percentage of people.
It is well known that the Federal Human Rights Commissioner, Brian Burdekin, has
criticised this state for lagging behind other states and failing to confront serious
deficiencies in mental health care. When he repeated that criticism in July this year, this
state's Health Minister dismissed him as a "show pony" and, claimed that Western
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Australia had increased spending on mentally ill people by approximately $1 8m.
However, the Australian Medical Association agrees with Mr Burdekin and has asked for
evidence which shows theme have been improvements and extra spending.
There simply are not enough psychiatrists, psychiatric nurses and other carers to go
around this communty Those people who are a-ying to cover this field do so through
the psychiatric emergency team which is based in North Perth - a part of my electorate -
but which covers die whole of the metropolitan area. Other people are working through
the Inner City Comm unity Mental Health Service. The people who are tryig to provide
these services are rn off their feet. Recently I asked a person why he had left that field
and he said that in order to preserve his sanity he had to leave and go to where he is now.
in recent days there has been criticism of the problems faced by young people who have
mental health problems. Their situation is even more serious. I have a letter from the
Friends of Child and Adolescent Psychiatric Service which is concerned about what will
happen to HiLlview Child and Adolescent Clinic in Victoria Park. I am sure other
members have received a similar letter in which the service states that it believes the
Minister for Health is about to announce the closure of the Hiliview hospital and it is
very concerned about it. The service says that these children are at risk and need help
and asks members to do their best to keep that hospital open. There is little supported
accommodation in die Perth area for young people with psychiatric disorders.
During the past couple of weeks I have spoken to a number of private charities and non-
government organisations which deal with young homeless people and they told me that
they do not have adequate staff or facilities to take in people who are obviously mentally
ill and that they usually end up in Graylands Hospital. Anyone who knows anything
about Graylands will say that it is not a place for a young person. That is not a c rics
of the hospital or its treatment; it simply is not a proper place for a young person. There
should be a proper place for young people with psychiatric disorders in the metropolitan

Mr Nicholls: Are you aware of the changes to the supported accommodation assistance
plan?
Ms WARNOCK: What changes is the Minister referring to?
Mr Nicholls: The review was released approximately six weeks ago. It will ensure the
SAAP services are not only adequately resourced, but also have a clear role. it Will
properly assess people's needs instead of taking them in through one door and pushing
them out another.
Ms WARNOCK: I support what the Minister described,
Mr Nicholls: Copies of the review are available and you might be interested in reading
it.

Ms WARNOCK: The people I spoke to have read that review but they were concerned
that what was contained within it might not be adequate for their needs. The private
agencies have been talking about the lack of supported accommodation and the lack of
specific accommodation for young people with psychiatric disorders. The Minister will
be acutely await of that.
Mr Nicholls: It is a major problem.
Ms WARNOCK: It is, and the private organisations who care for these young people
frequently find they are affected by drugs and there is no place to rake them. I hope that
as a result of the review the situation will change.
Ms Nicholls: That is definitely the intent.
Ms WARNOCK: It was put to me that the people who fall through the net become the
victims of "interagency soccer", which is a rather vivid, if not fortunate, phrase. I other
words, one group does not bnow what to do with a person and he is hand-passed or head-
passed to someone else who might be able to do something for him. Where can they be
accommodated is a question I heard frequently and it is a concern that, despite the

3800 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994J 80

review, there are obviously people in the community still concerned about this. It was
important that I draw to the attention of the House the urgent questions repeatedly posed
to me by youth workers.
I will refer briefly to an article which members, I am sure, will have read in The West
Australian of Monday, 8 August which refers to the number of young people in
Graylands Hospital and Heathcote Hospital. The article was subsequent to the review
being published and it states -

Forty mentally ill teenagers are locked up in Graylands and Heaabcote. psychiatric
hospitals each year because there is nowhere else for them. Some have barely left
primary school.
Psychiatrists have been complaining about the practice for almost a decade sain
it is wrong to isolate teenagers and force them to rely on disturbed adults for
company.

The article goes on to describe the situation those young people are in. That situation
will be very familiar to members who in recent days have been reading about the
problems of youth in the inner city. It is obvious that changes need to be made and I
would welcome any that might solve the problems which young people encounter.
Members may wonder whether there is any good news. Yes, there is. The good news
has come through the hard work of a group of volunteers which includes a former
member of this Parliament, Bob Hetherington. It is because of the work of this group of
people and their continued persistence in this matter that Western Australia will soon
open its first drop-in rehabilitation centre for mentally ill people. It is in Shenton Park
and it is in the style of similar centres in the United States. It is called the Clubhouse and
it is a place the mentally ill can go and be treated as equal members of the community.
They will have choices, including whether they should stay at the Clubhouse. This
facility will offer them comforts when they find themselves in a situation which is
difficult for both them and the rest of the community to deal with. Members who know
anything about mental illness know that it is a problem which a lot of people find very
difficult to deal with.
I said earlier I would comment on policing in Perth. because I have been approached by
so many people in my electorate about this issue. The issue of whether this Government
made an election promise of 800 additional police and whether that number will be
achieved in this Government's term of office has been the subject of vigorous and
controversial debate in this House. That issue has been a regular subject in calls to my
office. The Northbridge Business Association and various other retail groups from the
inner city indicate that they want regular police patrols, not just the special operations
such as those operating currently in Northbridge on Friday and Saturday nights. As a
matter of course, they want an increased police presence in Northbridge. The effect on
police presence in nearby suburbs as a result of that increase in police focus on
Northbridge is a question worth asking, and which can be answered only by the
Government. If the police are taken away from one area to be allocated to another, more
police must be provided.
Safety is a matter of great concern to people who live and work in the Northbridge area
and the inner city, and it has caused them to make representations to me asking for
regular patrols. The matter has been raised by the City Safe community policing group.
to which I belong, as well as by other resident and business groups in the area. All these
people would like to see a continued police presence on nights on which many people are
in town. In this way people of all ages can walk freely without thrat of danger in acity
which is safe and secure; that is our right. Mso, we have a right to travel into the city on
trains, walk around the city station concourse and wander through the nightclub area and
not feel threatened. Therefore, I support the people who have made representations to me
advocating a police presence for the area.
This police presence in Northbridge has involved an entirely different - and more
successful - approach from that adopted in Operation Sweep earlier this year. The
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Northbridge program has been far better organised and has involved a police presence
using different swreet policing techniques. Young people are not swept off the street at
the drop of a hat; instead, they are persuaded to meet a group of social workers waiting in
a nearby church. This has been a successful operation, and I have visited it a number of
times over the past couple of weekends. I have got to know the police who operate this
team, and I agree with those who have commented that they would like to see that kind of
presence in the city most of the time. The view has been expressed that some sort of
mobile permanent force could be maintained which could move quickly to act in
different areas. This force could look after visitors, businesses and residents in the area
so that people feel safer.
Briefly, I wrote. recently to the Minister for Police regarding the Asian police squad, and I
am not entirely happy with the reply I received. A lot of discussion has occurred in this
House in recent days about whether the iVnister should allocate his Police budget to
human or other resources; obviously, the Police Force needs both. However, the Asian
squad is a very small operation which operates in the Asian community in the inner city
area It does an excellent and very necessary job. I support it in the workc done. I will
continue to make representations to the Minister on behalf of that squad regarding the
need for not only personnel, but also facilities for the small but efficient operation.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [1.25 am]: I was struck by the Deputy Premier's
comments at the National Party conference at the weekend, where he was quoted as
saying that the bureaucrats in our health and education system need to realise that they
were no longer in charge, and that their attitudes and policies need to take into account
the views of the Government. In relation to the health system I say two things to the
Deputy Premier First, his Government provides insufficient funding for the health
system, and this has caused health managers to manage their budgets through cutbacks
and, in some cases, entering into conflict with staff about the way in which the services
are to be delivered. The responsibility lies not with the bureaucrats, but with the
Governiment.
Secondly, the Minister for Health has distanced himself from the administration of the
health system to such a degree that he no longer responds personally to correspondence -
he merely sends out a copy of a memo from the relevant manager. 1n other words,
inasmuch as a rampant bureaucracy may exist, it is due to the attitude adopted by the
current Minister for Health and his radical approach to the "let the managers manage"
philosophy; this has gone to ridiculous lengths.
Although problems exist in our health system, they can be fixed, and the Deputy Premier
is in a very good position to assist in that process of repair. It is incumbent on hinm to
address those twin issues of the Budget allocation and the attitude of the Minister for
Health rather than attack public servants, who amt simply carrying out their duties as they
feel they must, given the riding instructions provided by the Government.
Following that piece of advice to the Deputy Premier, I move now to the Health budget.
Undoubtedly, health is a significant service to the people of this state, and it relies
heavily on a supportive government which Will provide resources for the effective
delivery of those services. For a number of years, with the recession which descended
upon our state, country and other countries of the world, we were in a position in which it
was difficult for the government of the day to be as progressive and generous with the
health system as it wanted. Nevertheless, the precondition of the Budget under
consideration is that we have turned the coner and revenue has started to flow
increasingly into Government coffers again.
Interestingly, what has the Government done with that revenue in relation to the health
system? I shall refer to thre features of this Government's philosophy on health
expenditure. First, it believes in a steady state: No increases in the amount of
expenditure ink our health system will occur, indeed, the Government has made it clear to
all health providers that they must come to terms with real reductions in health
expenditure. That message has gone down from the Minister, to the commissioner and to
the managers of all the health regions. Of course, these health providers are now
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organised into new health provider units. The major provider units - that is, the large
hospitals - have been told that they must come to terms with the fact that they must
achieve "productivity increases" each year in order to meet the Budget targets. That
means that they do not have sufficient money to deliver the level of service which they
are delivering currently and must come to terms with reductions. Therefore, the first part
of this Government's philosophy is no more money for health.
The second part of its philosophy is what I call the zero sum game; that is, any increases
will have to come at the expense of other parts of the health system unless extra money
can be found from the Commonwealth Government. We are seeing interesting battles in
various parts of the state where one section of the system is being asked to accept a cut in
order to improve the level of service in another part of the system. We have seen this
occur in the area of mental health services, to which the member for Perth referred,
where the system has tried to fund the new secure unit which is currently being built at
Bentley by the closure of Hillview Child and Adolescent Clinic, but as a result of the
resistance of the Friends of Hillview, the Government has indicated that it may provide
an alternative to illview rather than cut is out of the system completely. We have seen
in the area of multicultural mental health that the Multicultural Psychiatric Centre has
been cut and its resources distributed to clinics throughout the metropolitan area, in such
a way that they cannot have the impact on health service delivery that they had when they
were part of the Multicultural Psychiatric Centre. We are seeing within the hospital
system that one section of a hospital, most evidently the blue collar section, is being
asked to take cuts in order to fund new services in that hospital. The zero sum game
involves playing off one part of the system against another.
The third part of the philosophy of health expenditure is the Government's belief that
enormous efficiency gains can be found within the existing system from the new
purchaser-provider system. In other words, the Government believes that there are huge
surpluses in the system just waiting to be uncovered, and that once this new structure is
imposed upon the heath system, those surpluses will be uncovered and the same level of
service will be able to be delivered with fewer resources.
Therefore, the three parts of the Government's philosophy are a steady state, the zero
sum game, and systematic change, and I will now look at each of these in terms of the
Health budget The estimated expenditure in this year's Health budget is $1 398.9ni,
which comprises recurrent expenditure of $1 325.3m and capital expenditure of $73.6m.
We now have the figures from last year, so we know that that represents an increase of
$35m, or 2.59 per cent. If we assume an inflation rate of 2.25 per cent, there has been a
marginal increase in the Health budget to the tume of 0.34 percent. However, we cannot
treat health expenditure purely in terms of the consumer price index. We must look,
firstly, at what is happening to medical costs, because they are the costs that feed into
medical budgets. We must look, secondly, at the demography of our society. The
member for Floreat made some interesting comments about demography; namely, that
we have an ageing population, and that as the population ages, the impact upon the health
system increases. Therefore, that $35m additional funding acwually represents a real
reduction in health terms. The Minister for Health had to acknowledge, as quoted in The
West Australian of 10 June, when pressed in the fiasco that followed the Government's
Budget release in June this year, that there had actually been a real reduction of between
two per cent and three per cent in our Health budget
The point I make this evening is that what we must look at in the Health budget is not
just the overall level of expenditure but the contribution which the Commonwealth
Government has made this year to our state Budget. The Budget Papers indicate that in
1994-95, $591.7m will come to Western Australia from the Commonwealth Government.
That figure is outlined in the Budget papers.
(Quorum formed.]
Dr GALLOP: The important thing in this Budget is the Commonwealth contribution.
On 3 August, I asked the Minister assisting the Minister for Health question 764: What is
the total amount of money received from health and health related programs in 1994-95?
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The Minister's answer was $596.3m. I san not sure why there is that slight discrepancy
between what the Budget papers say and what the Minister said in his answer - it may be
that there is a health related program chat is in some other area of the Budget - but we can
say that between $592m and $596m has come from the Commonwealth Government this
year into our health system in Western Australia; and of course that money is allocated to
a range of special purpose programs and also goes into our hospital system. The
Commonwealth funding this year to the hospital system in Western Australia has
increased from $480m to $507m, an increase of $27m, and I gained chat figure frm the
Minister by way of question 774 of 3 August 1994. What does this mean in ters of
increase? What was the amount of money that was spent by the Commonwealth
Government last year? The Budget Estimates last yea indicated that $551m was to be
spent by the Commonwealth Government in Western Australia on health and health
related programs. In answer to my question 764 of 3 August the Minister for Health
indicated chat $561 .9m was received from the Commonwealth in 1993-94 so the estimate
obviously varied from the amount received. It is interesting to contrast the amount
received last year with the amount we will get this year. It reveals a very interesting
statistic. Somewhere between $35m and $45m extra will be provided by the
Commonwealth Government tis year to our health system in Western Australia. The
significance of that figure should be clear to everyone. It represents all of the increase in
health dollars in this year's state Health budget. This year's Health budget represented a
slight increase in dollar terms of 2.5 per cent, which the Minister acknowledged
represented a real reduction in health expenditure. If we take out the Commonwealth
contribution huom the Budget not one extra cent of Western Australian revenue was spent
on our health system from the increased revenue that has come into this state in the past
12 months as we move out of the recession. The Minister for Health either was unable to
convince his colleagues of the importance of health within the Budget or accepted that
his role was to reduce the amount that is provided by Western Australia to the health
system through the state Budget. Whichever way one looks at it, it is a pretty poor
performance by this Government- It means that we become more dependent on that
health revenue. Our Minister for Health is quite happy for our health system to become
more dependent on Commonwealth dollars rather than less dependent.
I will move on to look at the impact of this tightfisted approach to health spending. We
see a good deal of conflict in the health system as the managers must cope with the
reduced money made available to diem. I went through this matter on 4 August in our
matter of public interest debate. It is interesting to note what it will mean for the most
important resource in the health system which is the staff
Mr CJ. Barnett: I would have thought the patients would have counted for something.
Dr GALLOP: It is the care of the patients I am talking about. When anyone encounters
the health system through illness what is their most important memory? It is the quality
of die staff they deal with. I asked a question of the Minister representing the Minister
for Health on 3 August: What is the planned reduction in full time equivalents implicit in
die 1994 Health budget? Thie answer was that reduction of 418 FTEs will be made
against approved budgets; however, due to the low employment levels in 1993-94 the
total employment target in 1994-95 will reflect an increase over actual results in 1993-94.
That increase in the Budget over actual results is two. So the Government cut back last
year, and that cutback will stay this year. The pai that has been inflicted upon the health
system by the reductions in staff which are felt very strongly by those who have to go
into our hospitals, by those who have to work in those hospitals, and by those who have
to cut corners as a result of these cutbacks in staff, will continue. The Minister then goes
on in his answer to my question to indicate where these cuts will come. He says that
l00 FTm will come from the health care. lien system, if the sae proceeds, and we have
every indication that will happen. I ask members opposite to read the history of the
Hospital Laundry and Linen Service and to look at the background of that service and
why it was put into place in the early 1970s and the inefficiencies that were in the system,
and how that service added to the improvement in efficiency for all of our hospitals.
Mr Prince: Are you suggesting there has been no change in 20 years?
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Dr GALLOP: Why did the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' Government not make it
possible for that system to compete on an equal footing with the private sector? Whose
interest is the Government supporting by selling off that service? The Opposition will
pursue those questions strongly when it comes to the sell off of that service. The staff
said they were happy to compete, and to be commercialised. The service was going
through the process of commnercialisation set up under the Labor government in 1992. It
wanted to compete, but this Government would not let it do that, and it is going to sell off
the service. An interesting article from the Nursing Times of 14 July Volume 89 No 28
was given to me earlier this evening by the member for Kenwick, It referred to the
massive sell offs that have gone on in the British health system. All sorts of scandals
have gone on in the UTK with the contracting out that has occurred in its health system. I
can assure the Government that we know about its little committee that supervises the
contracting out process, that makes sure that the right people are there at the right time in
respect of that process, and we will be pursuing that vigorously when it comes to the
health system. That committee makes sure that when the public sector competes for a job
it must go through a checking process before it is allowed to get that tender. In fact, on
some occasions it is not allowed to tender. Does the chemistry centre ring a bell? The
Leader of the House should look at what happens with the chemistry centre and what
happens to some of the people who provide services to the chemistry centre. We will be
pursuing that at some other time in this Parliament. The Government is denying the
public sector the right to compete on an equal footing with the private sector because it is
their mates with whom the public sector is competing. The Minister stated that the first
reduction would be in health care linen, totalling 100 ETEs; and the second would be in
general efficiencies with reductions across health currently determined to be
approximately 247 FrEa. Most of those reductions will come from the closure of Mount
Henry and Sunset Hospitals. Thbe third reduction is in corporate services to the tune of
71 FrEs. Those people in our health system will encounter a reduction in the level of
service for two reasons.
The most important feature of a health system is the availability of staff to care for
people. As the member for Perth said, we already have severe shortages in the mental
health system. Members may be interested to know that I asked two questions of the
Minister for Health regarding Graylands and Heathcote, Hospitals. My first question was:
Are there are staff shortages at Heathcowe Hospital? The answer was yes, staff shortages
currently exist in nursing and psychiatry. My next question was: If so, how many. The
answer was: One consultant psychiatrist currently on maternity leave, and to date the
department is unable to recruit a locum, and five registered nurses. My next question
was: Are there staff shortages at Graylands Hospital? The answer was: Yes. I asked: If
so, how many? The answer was: 10.4 positions. Graylands Hospital, our major
institution for the provision of care for the mentally ill who require institutionalised care,
is 10.4 positions short; that is, 8.4 psychiatrists, one occupational therapist, and one
pharmacist.
Mr C.J. Barnett: What is the total staff at Graylands?
Dr GALLOP: I know that there are 10.4 who should be there and are not, and the stress
on the staff is extraordinary.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You don't know the ratio -

Dr GALLOP: It is not important. The important issue is that the hospital is short by
10.4-
Mr C.J. Barnett: But is it out of 250 or out of 1 000?
Dr GALLOP: It is relative to the number of patients - the Minister knows that - and
relative to the number of patients it is 10 short.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Out of how many?
Dr GALLOP, I cannot toil the Minister that.
Mr CJ. Barnett: It is basic research.
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Dr GALLOP: It is irrelevant to the point I make. How is the Minister's point relevant?
Mr CJ. Bamnett: If they are 10 short out of 50, 1 agree; but if it is 10 short out of 100 that
is different.
Dr GALLOP: Is it not in relation to the number of patients the point that matters? That
is the question I asked.
Mr Ci. Bamnett: What is the ratio of staff to patients?
Nr GALLOP: It is 10.4 short! That is the only important issue.
Mr Ci. Barnett: I know a lot about Graylands. You know nothing.
Dr GALLOP: What I know about Graylands is the Minister's lack of courage when he
went along with the protty campaign which was conducted against the former Minister
for Health and the Health Department when he was trying to provide adequate facilities
for people with severe mental illness. Did the inister resist or did he go along with the
campaign? He went along with it!
Mr CJ. Barnett: No, I have opposed and I still oppose -

Dr GALLOP: The dignity of the former Minister for Health stood out as a beacon on that
issue. I know what I am talking about and it is the secure unit.

Mr CJ. Barnett: It was inappropriate for it to be placed next to schools.
Dr GALLOP: Where is a secure unit being put in my electorate, and in the electorate for
die member for Kenwick? It is right next to aged accommodation, but we are happy with
that, and we will support the Health Department.
Mr CJ. Barnett: I think it is wrong -

Nr GALLOP: Will the Minister oppose the Minister for Health who is puffing a secure
unit next to Homneswesr and aged care accommodation in Bentley? Did the Minister
oppose it in Cabinet, as a matter of consistency, following the grotty campaign in
Graylands? What is the Minister's position?
Mr C.J. Bamnett: My position concerns Graylands where the secure unit is not 'the"
secure unit.
Dr GALLOP: It is not - there is another one now in Bentley and it is for child and
adolescent psychiatric patients.
Mr CL Barnett: I have a problem as a local member when I find mentally ill people
frorn Graylands - and I have spent a lot of time down there - not adequately looked after.
When I -m cold by parents at schools that they find mentally ill people in the children's
toilets, I am concerned, and the member should be too. It is inadequate health care. We
have had some serious crimes -

Dr GALLOP: There are serious crimes in all electorates.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Some of dhe people are very disturbed.
Dr GALLOP: Of course they are, and they should be secure.
Mr Ci. Barnett: Yes, but that should not be in an environment next to a primary school -
and I am talking about 50 yards away.
Dr GALLO)P: I am talking about Bentley, where there is a new Homneswest development
opposite where the secure unit will be. Did the Minister raise the issue in Cabinet on the
basis of his concerns? Has the Minister raised the matter with the Minister for Health?
The hypocrisy of the Minister is revealed by this little interchange.
Mr Ci. Barnett: I have no hypocrisy because I am consistent about it.
Dr GALLOP: This is the problem with the issue of the mentally ill; it is the prejudice
that the member for Perth talked about, the stigma -
Mr Ci. Barnett: You would be surprised when the issue was raised that some people
who supported me were the parents of a man who was very disturbed and who should be
in the secure unit.
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Dr GALLOP: Where did they think he should go?
Mr C.J. Barnett: T7hey supported me. In this case, one woman did not want her son
exposed to the pressures of a conflict situation with the rest of the community. It was
someone who committed murder, and this woman did not want her son close to a school
environment.
Dr GALLOTh at is called rtionalisation.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am taling about the personal tragedies of people with whom I have
spent time.
Dr GALLOR The Minister is trying to rationalise his position.
To return to die point, we have obvious shortages in our health system. It is clearly the
case mn the provision of mental health services that theme are shortages, yet the
Government says we will have a steady state Budget. Despite the fact that we are sitting
on increased economic growth and revenue to the state, the priority of the Government is
to say to die health system, no more money! If that is the Government's position on the
health system, that is fine, because the Opposition will find it increasingly easy to
conduct its activities in the community. Members opposite make the assumption that
there is an enormous amount of slack in the system which will be exposed by the new
purchaser-provider system and the bench-marking and contestability that will go with it.
They say that Budget cuts can be met without reductions in service levels. Th1at is an
assumption behind the health philosophy. Is that assumption true, Minister?
I refer to an article in the Australian Medical Association Journal of June 1994 entitled
"Government Studies Show WA Health Efficient".
[The material in appendix A was incorporated by leave of the House.)
[See p 3911.]
Dr GALLOP: The study was conducted by KPMG Peet Marwick at the request of the
Federal Government. It demonstrates an interesting fact that the public sector health
services in Western Australia are more efficient than in New South Wales and Victoria
and, importantly, mom efficient than the national avenage. The study is interesting
because it looked at the total cost per case treated. We will find in the health system in
years to come, indeed in the months to come, that the concept of cases and diagnostically
related groups will become part of the jargon of the health system because we are moving
to a system of case mix funding in which hospitals will be funded on the basis of the
work they do. That will be defined by the different DR~s. The study looked at the cases
treated in the hospitals and worked out the total cost per case.
Obviously the cost is different in each case but when totalled a fascinating result emerges
which shows the total cost per case treated in Western Australia at $2 333 with the
national average at $2 404. In other words, we were under the national avenage and
certainly well under that of New South Wales, which had a total of $2 5 11 and Victoria
with a total of $2 677. Queensland was well below Western Australia with a total of
$1 966 and Queensland is well known for being way behind the eight ball in its health
system. South Australia was quite similar to Western Australia, but marginally under
with a total $2 237. The components of this table - ward nurse, medical, pathology,
image, theatre, drugs, critical care, allied health, medical and surgical supplies, allocated
overheads, patient catering and other all of the parts that make up the total - indicate that
only thim parts for Western Australia are above the national average. We spent mome on
drugs per case in Western Australia, more on medical and surgical supplies and more on
allocated overheads compared with what is spent nationally. The Western Australian
health system is more efficient than the national average. The Australian Medical
Association concludes -

The Federal Government's own study clearly signifies that WA is contestable. As
such, the revolutionary FOPP system -

That is, the funder-owner-purchaser-provider system -
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which is largely theoretical and lacks proof as to its effectiveness or
appropriateness for the Western Australian system needs to be rethought.
The Association has consistently warned the Government of the dangers of
introducing the system and throwing the baby out with the bath water. It runs the
very real risk that the efficiencies that have been obtained largely due to the
diligence and efficiency of the medical profession will be undermined and that
duplication of administration, and competition rather than integration and co-
operation, wilt lead to conflict and increasing costs.

They are the facts about our health system, facts that are being ignored by the
Government in its budget strategy. The most significant feature of the Health budget is
that all of the increased dollars come from the Federal Government - not one extra cent of
Western Australian revenue has been devoted to the health system in this state. We can
reach only one conclusion from that statistic: This Government does not give priority to
our health system. We are seeing that fact in Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and in Sunset
and Mt Henry hospitals today, and in the way in which the Government is very
hesitatingly implementing its mental health program. Within the next 12 months the
health system will reveal even more conflict as the staff members try to cope as best they
can with the reduced resources that are made available to them.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [2.04 am]: This is our second opportunity to examine the
activities of this Government in the financial and management sense. The Liberal
Government's first Budget delivered last year, fortunately was a carryover of the
previous Labor government's policies and programs. Largely, especially in country
areas, that Budget left most of the then programs in place. Sadly that is no longer the
case.
Through its budgetary processes and decision making this Government has clearly
demonstrated that it has no intention of being accountable to country people and that it
has no commitment to providing the social and community infrastructure that is required
in country areas, let alone anything that is comparable with what is provided to those in
the metropolitan area. It is also a sad fact that under this Government we have seen the
total demise of the National Party as a force in regional development and in the
protection and preservation of rural interests. We seem to have reached the stage where
the National Parry is now just the lapdog of the Liberal Parry and does not seem to stand
up for any matters that relate to country interests.
in many respects the impact of decision making by National Party Ministers who have
control of areas of interest to country people has been worse in those areas than has been
the case with some of the Liberal Ministers. The Government also demonstrates that it
does nor know where it is going in many of the issues confronting rural people. Where
the Government does believe it has some concept, it is prepared to rush in without any
real explanation to the people affected by what it is doing, or any real understanding of
how it will implement some of t decisions it has made.
I will run through where we are at in a number of matters which ame of interest to people
in my electorate. I will start with the hapless Minister for Police. In Bunbury prior to the
last election a promise was made for the construction of a new police station and for extra
police to be attached to the Bunbury Police Station. The Minister for Police now goes to
Bunbury and acknowledges that he has no idea of when that commitment for the police
station will be met, where it might be situated when it is built, and what it might include
in its redevelopment when it occurs; and he cannot give any timetable for when
construction will occur.
'By themselves, they would be reasons enough for concern. However, the police in
Bunbmry ane currently 12 below strength. That is nor an additional 12 that are necessary
because of the present work load, but 12 below the currently approved strength, yet we
have had no explanation from this inister why that is the case; about when he intends to
remedy that situation; and about the impact of the work load upon the officers who
remain. Quite often the police in our region are called upon to provide additional
services when this Minister is not prepared to give any explanation about whether
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additional funds will be allocated or whether extra staff members will be provided to
enable those extra duties to be managed.
I will give the small example of the recent protests about lagging in old growth forests,
especially of karri trees. The regional police office was required to send a number of
police officers to Pemberton and Manjimup to ensure that those protests were conducted
in a orderly way and that no harm was threatened to either people or their property.
There has been no clear statement by the Minister or the Commissioner of Police about
where the extra funds required to maintain that extra police support are coming from and
no explanation has been given about how the gaps that were created in the various police
stations throughout the region were to be filled as a result of their actions.
The decision was simply that it had to be done. It was done but the people responsible
for the administration of the region were given no idea how they would tide the matter
over with their budget and staff resources.
The third and most penny-pinching aspect of all is dhe question of the school crosswalk
attendants in Bunbury. We have lost three crosswalk attendants from Cooinda, Carey
Park and Eaton Primary Schools, yet we have government members and the Minister
saying that the withdrawal of those services had nothing to do with budget resources.
However, it was clear from what they and the officers concerned were saying that a
certain number of positions can be funded and that the Government was looking to place
additional positions in other areas and, therefore, it had been necessary to examine and
prioritise die allocation of those resources, with the result that these three attendants in
Bunbury had to go. Where there is a fixed number of positions available and a rowing
school population, it is clearly a question of money when services have to be withdrawn
from some of those schools. In terms of accountability and some explanation of why it
happened, this Government, the Minister and the committee have not been forthcoming.
Certainly the Minister has not been prepared to find the $12 000 or $13 000 that might
have been necessary to enable those services to continue until the school communities
had the opportunity to examine whatever information they were given and make further
submissions to the Minister and the committee to argue why those services should be
preserved. The lack of planning for a new police station is an example of where in one
agency alone we have the total abdication of the promise for new capital works.
Further, we do not have 12 policemen who should be on duty in Bunbuzy, and there is no
immediate prospect of them being attached, and we have the penny-pinching extending
to the removal of three crossings. That has been done by a National Party Minister, who
is supposed to have some kind of commitment to country and regional areas. There is
absolutely no sign of that commitment and no sign that the Minister is the least bit
concerned about the situation in Bunbury.
I will move to the two other areas of most concern to me, the first being the delivery of
health services in Bunbury. Thie present Minister for Health and local Government
members have really provided the people of Bunbury with as little information as
possible on the future of their health system. At every opportunity they have declined to
provide information; they have obfuscated about the real nature of change; and they have
not been prepared in any way to take the public into their confidence and have the
courage to tell the public what they propose to do. Prior to the last election, as I said in
last year's Budget debate, this Government as an opposition committed itself to
continuing the construction of the new $48m regional hospital in Bunbury, for which the
previous government had already started site works and planned to complete between
1994 and 1996. Last year the Government tried to privatise the whole thing. This year
we are none the wiser as to the nature of that new hospital, other than that it is not to be
on the existing site but on a site which is presently part of the Edith Cowan University
site, which is a low lying area of swamp at the corner of Robinson Drive and Bussell
Highway in Bunbury. It is some way distant fronm the cent of town and further away
than the previous site for many residents. We have been told that there Will be a new
public hospital and a new private hospital constructed on the site. We are told the public
hospital will contain only beds, a theatre and intensive care unit, and a casualty area As
for the rest of the services to be publicly owned and operated in Bunbury, the
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Government has not been prepared to give any commitment or information as to the
process to be used in determining what services are to be public and what services are to
be private. We amt also told that there will be a private hospital with its own beds and
theatre and it will not have an intensive care or accident and casualty section. There will
also be a central core providing a range of other services. As to exactly what those
services will be, who will operate them and what the tendering process will be for them
to be delivered, simply no information is being given. In the meantime, the current
hospital is run down; staff morale is at an all time low; and a number of services art
simply not being provided at all. If I may use the example of the forensic pathologist in
Bunbury, the one who was them previously, because of the insecurity he felt he decided
to vacate the position and leave Bunbury. He has not been replaced, so we no longer
have forensic pathology services in Bunbury, with the result that all autopsies and the
like are done privately or bodies art transported to Perth. We have no indication at all
fromt the Government or the Minister for Health as to when that situation might change.
We wert told that the actual decision making about the future of the hospital and services
to be provided and who would be providing them would be made by a new district health
committee to be appointed by the Government, in effect to oversee the management not
just of the hospital but also of other health services in the Bunbwry district. We have
been waiting with bated breath to see who will be appointed to that committee, and after
some time it has been established. I will highlight a number of features. if we go
through the individuals on the committee, without trying to criticise them as individuals,
we find that every one of them, I believe, goes to private hospitals for hospital services.
They have no customer involvement in the Bunbury government hospital. We also find
that of the proposed board members, two are doctors and three are the spouses of doctors.
So five of the members will be very much influenced by the private medical profession in
Bunbury, and yet all the staff of the hospital or related services being delivered in the
current goverrnent hospital wert told they had an interest in the sense that they were
employees and would not be considered for board appointments.
I ask the House to consider what is the difference in interest between doctors and
doctors' spouses and people who work for the government hospital. We know that this
Minister for Heath refuses to appoint local doctors or staff to hospital boards in country
Western Australia. However, in Bunbury he has been prepared to breach that principle, I
believe to ensure that the new health committee is dominated by people from private
enterprise, people bunm the private medical profession and people, apart from doctors,
who have no real interest at all in the public health system but are really there as business
people to see how much money they can save for the Government regardless of the
quality of care and regardless of whether the services art provided by government
employees in the health service or by private enterprise.
We also know that the Government is looking at using operators other than St John of
God Hospital for the private hospital to run a range of services such as the pharmacy, the
pathology services and other services attached to the hospital. We are ldto believe that
somehow or other the decision making on those matters will be done by this new health
committee. At the same time, however, the Government has been reorganising the
deivery of health services throughout Western Australia and developing a new regional
and district concept with the idea that the regional manager will be a purchaser for health
services within the region. That means that the decision about who will provide the
services in Bunbury will not be made by this newly appointed committee, but by the
regional health manager. On the one hand we are being told the new committee will
somehow make decisions on the basis of what is in the best interests of the delivery of
health services in Danbury, but on the other hand the thrust of the reshaping of the
ministry itself means the actual purchasing decisions will be made by the regional health
officer.
Whewe is that regional health officer based? Under the previous government he was
based in Danbury with astaff of nine people rnning the region in ahealth sense. Under
this Government of course, for the sake of efficiency, our region was amalgamated with
the great southern region. We now have in Bunbury one clerical officer and the regional
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administration team, now reduced in size, has been based in Albany. T1he Bunbury
region is serviced on a visiting basis by that person from Albany. It was typical of the
Government and the Minister, in response to the media inquiries about what had
happened to the staff at Bunbwry, to tell die media die staff had been redeployed within
the health system in the greater region. That was simply untrue. Those staff have not
been redeployed in that way; they have been made redundant and they no longer work in
the health system in the region. Whoever gave the information to the media was
misleading them in the same way that they have been misleading people generally.
A huge number of questions remain totally unanswered about how this new health system
will work in the region as well as in the district. Yet, the new system has been put into
place with no consultation with staff, with almost no consultation with the community
and, quite frankly, with no capacity on the part of the staff who are supposed to be
running the new system to explain how it will all work. I attended a meeting at Kojonup
where the Health Department was supposed to explain to a of the hospital boards and
community health committees from around the south west and the great southern how the
new system would work. In effect they were told that for the first year the only change
would be a 2per centreduction in their budget and they would have to manage with that
They were told the ministry would not start to implement the competitive tendering and
purchasing of services by the regional manager until next year.
For most of those boards the issue was quite meaningless. They operate small country
hospitals which are a monopoly in their local districts. The idea that they will be
competing with somebody else to deliver the services they provide cwrently is absolute
nonsense. Yet an administrative structure is being put over them which is an extra
administrative burden and which will have no immediate or future benefits for most of
those areas. The Wellington district was formed by the Health Department without
consultation with any of the health boards in that region. As a result, the previous boards
of the Harvey, Yarloop. Donnybrook and Collie hospitals have been pulled into one
district. Those communities have no relationship with each other, except perhaps in the
case of Yarloop and Harvey. Certainly, there is no mason why any patient at Collie
would contemplate going to the Yarloop, Donnybrook or Harvey hospitals or vice versa.
There is no community of interest in health within those area. Nonetheless, they have
been told they will be a single district. With regard to the future purchasing of health
services in that district, nominally they will be competing with each other and with
private health providers.
Dr Gallop: It might be interesting to ask the Minister for Health who employs those
people. Are they employed by the hospitals they work in or by this new district provider
unit?,
Mr D.L. SMITH: They do not seem to know; they cannot answer those questions. There
is a more critical issue in relation to the development of the new regional hospital in
Bunbury. We know that the new Bunbury district for the delivery of health services has
nothing to do with the old role of the regional hospital at Bunbury. The committee will
not be about looking at regional needs and regional development, but about the
development of health servces within the district. The district for Bunbuiy is the
Bunbury municipality, the Eaton and Australind areas that adjoin it, the shires of Capel
and Dardanup and that parr ot the Harvey shire below Brunswick. Frankly, that is really
just a district catchment. Yet, how the role of the regional hospital will be developed and
understood and how it will provide the services for the region which the hospital used to
provide - that is, from Bunbuzy to Augusta and north almost to Mandtnah and into
Collie - is simply not explained and nor known. All we have had is the development of a
new committee and the declaration of the districts. They have no relationship with the
actual work that the hospitals do.
In the Wellington district there are four separate hospitals that have no community
interest with each another. It has been done to create units within the Health Department
which have similar populations and catchments. However, how can we develop the new
beaut regional hospitals and satisfy all of the needs of the medical practitioners and
specialists who are already there, and the ones we hope to attract, when the future
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planning will not be about the region and the regional hospital, but about the districts and
the district needs. In addition we have not been told in any way about what it all means
in terms of money. We have not been told what core services will be taken out of the
total Helth budget for the metropolitan teaching hospitals and other centralised services
before we get around to measuring what will be the new budget allocations on a
population basis in country areas. That is simply not known, yet we are asked to explore
with the Government in good faith the prospect that somehow or other, through the mart,
we will be able to get a new and better health system. The truth, as the shadow Minister
for Health, the member for Victoria Park, said in his speech, is that it is not about new
and improved services or better quality services; it is about less money for the health
system and pinching money from one source or another to accommodate future needs
and developments as they occur, whether they arise out of growth of population,
developing technology or changing techniques in the health field.
Where does it leave us with the new regional hospital in Bunbury? How can we plan for
a system in which a committee is meant to be looking after the district and trying to
provide advice to the purchaser in Albany about the services that hospital should be
expected to deliver in the future. At what stage of the planning process will we be in a
position to decide which services will be provided in the private and public wings and
which will be provided in the central core by various service providers who may be
private or public? How can we begin to design a hospital before we know exactly which
services will go into the hospital or the central core and who will provide those services?
How can we identify which parts of the landholding of Edith Cowan University need to
be subdivided and made available to the private hospital before we know in effect which
services will be provided by that hospital? How can we decide what land allocation is to
be provided to any other private sector providers on the rest of the site in order for the
planning of the hospital to proceed? The answer is that we simply do not know.
Most of the people on this new committee, except for the doctors and their spouses, have
been brought onto the committee for their private enterprise, business, legal or
accounting skills. A lawyer and business people have been enticed onto the board by the
encouragement of the Minister or Dr Tom Cottee, who is to be the chairtnan of the new
committee. Those people in the main have not had previous experience in the health
system. If they have, they have had it as directors or board members of the St John of
God Hospital in Bunbury. They have little experience in hospital administration and
little understanding or knowledge of the public health system. How are they expected to
be in the business of planning this new hospital? How art they supposed to decide what
format the new hospital should take when the decision on who will provide the services
and how they will be tendered for and bought will not be theirs to make? They will be
only advisory members of the committee. The decisions will be made in the future by
the regional manager based in Albany.
The situation is a mess. A new system is being thrown into operation without any of the
required preplanning, and no clear direction about where it is going -

Dr Gallop: No piloting.
Mr D.L. SMITH: - no piloting, and no clear understanding of the resources or
implications for the future planning of health services in the region, the district, or
especially for this new hospital. Yet when we try to pin down the Minister for some
explanation on how the decisions will be made and how it will all work, all we get is
rhetoric. We are told that it will be a new "you beaut" health system, that we will be able
to attract more specialists, and that more services will be provided. However, when we
ask him which new services will be provided and whether they will be provided by the
hospital or private enterprise, the Minister is unable to answer. He fobs us off and says
that it is a decision for the committee when he knows that it will not be a decision for the
committee at all, but for the regional manager.
Poor Anne Donaldson, who formerly worked for Commissioner Brennan, has been
thrown into Bunbury to try to make it all work. However, she has only district
responsibility and is busily using assurances and personal commitments so that people
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are expected to believe that somehow everybody's interests will be looked after,
everybody's job will be safe, and there will be no real job losses. When one sits down
with Ms Donaldson she can no more give answers to these pertinent questions that need
to be answered than can the Minister. The result is that when we should have been
opening a new $48m regional hospital in Bunbury, we simply have no idea as a
community where we are going in a hospital and health sense.
I aim critical of the media in Buubuzy. The media - television, radio and the three print
newspapers - in not puffing the Government on the spot on these issues. They seem
unable to get a proper understanding of the problems the new Government has created
which lie in the way of the construction of the new hospital. The media are simply
prepared to accept the rhetoric of the Government and are not prepared to do any of the
incisive research and questioning one would expect a parochial local media which is
interested in the future of its community to do.
Being a local member is a difficult rule . One does not want to be in the position of
knocking the local facilities and future facilities. One does not want to be in the position
as an opposition of doing all the work for the Government in looking for and finding
solutions, and encouraging people in the community to re-examine what the Government
is doing in a more appropriate way. However, as I said, we do not have the hospital. The
Government has been allowed to break its promise and has substituted it with no clear
decision making path. My belief is that at the next election we will still have the rhetoric
and will be no nearer having a hospital.
Mr Osborne interjected.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The member for Bunbury is a splendid example of what we get fromn
this new CovernmenL He is absolutely silent on all the major issues in the local
community. He does little or no work at all and be thinks his role as the local member is
to come here at question time, ask a few dorothy dixers on the issue, and faithfully report
that he has asked the questions. If one looks at the answers he gets, one sees that he gets
no answers at all. I will exemplify some of the questions from past few weeks. What has
he raised?
Mr Nicholls: He raises a lot on behalf of Bunbury in the party room with the Ministers.
Mr D.L. SMITH: No-one takes the member for Mandurah seriously in his portfolio, and
no-ne takes the member for Bunbury seriously either.
Let us consider the next thing the Government has done in education. I have raised for
some time the question of the future of the university in Bunbury. it is the only regional
university in Western Australia to have a campus of its own. It is attached to the Edith
Cowan University. With the support, unfortunately, of the local principal, who I know is
now a member of the new hospital committee -

Mr Osborne: That shows how isolated you are.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Isolated in what sense?
Mr Osborne: In the hospital.
Mr DL SMITH: The member for Bunbury is the one who is isolated, He has no
position on or any understanding of these issues. He is letting it all swim by him. He is
out having a good time, travelling overseas and elsewhere. The hard work, the proper
understanding of the issues, is not being done at all. The member for Bunbury is a poor
imitation of Phil Smith, who is still doing his work.
Mr Osborne: Phil Smith was a standing joke, and still is.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Would the member for Bunbury repeat that? Did be say that Phil
Smith was a standing joke, and still is? That is not only unkind, but also shows how out
of touch the member for Bunbury is, because everybody I speak to in Bunbury regrets
their decision to vote for the member for Bun bury and not for Phil Smith.
Mr Bloffwitch: The reality is that he is here and Phil is not.
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Mr DL. SMiTH: Bunbury is suffering as a result, my friend. The member for Geraldton
might explain this to me: He is a car dealer and he knows that some country car dealers
provide part of the government fleet to the Government Under the new arrangements
with the privatisation of the fleet how many vehicles will be purchased through country
dealers? The member for Geraldton cannot answer that. He does not know.
Mr Bloffwitch: Probably more than there are now.
Mr OIL. SMITH: How will that happen with a private service provider buying the fleet?
Mr Bloffwitch: A private service provider provides the flee: now. The parliamentary
system is financed by the private fleet companies, and we all have the opportunity to
tender them.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I want the member for Geraldton to tell me honestly whether be knows
what the new purchasing arrangements will be under the new fleet provision
arrangements that have been announced.
Mr Bloffwitch: I have had a talk with the Minister.
Mr DL. SM: I bet the member opposite had a talk with the Minister after I had a
talk with him in the corridor. It is typical of what is going on with the back bench over
there. Members opposite do not have a clue about the implications of many of the
decisions being made.
I now return to the university issue. Bunbury has a university campus of its own. This
Government wants us to give up that university and return to a regional college. Whether
one calls it a regional university college or a regional college does not matter. If one
considers all the universities in Australia, one will see how many of them come from a
regional model and how many regional college models there are around the nation.
There are about three, and every one of those is trying to become a full university. This
Government is asking us to maust it, to go back to the sort of regional college model that is
now being developed at Kalgoorlie and elsewhere. The Government hopes thac by
having a regional college and gaining local autonomy, somehow or other it will become a
better university in the future. The tr-uth is that national funding -

Mr Osborne: It shows how isolated the member is.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Gough Whitlam stated that some people prefer to be on top of a
molehill rather than halfway up a mountain. I am afraid with respect to Phil Clift that is
the position; he does not have an understanding.
Mr Bloffwitch: The member wants to denigrate someone else.
Mr D.L. Sl~iTH: It does not give me any pleasure at anl. People are in the process of
doing great harm to the future of tertiary education in the greater Bunbury region. I am
concerned about people supporting that proposition in the way that Phil Clift is, and I
oppose it.
More importantly, this Government is seeking to make decisions without having explored
all the possibilities with Edith Cowan University, without any understanding about what
Edith Cowan University might do regarding resources which are applied to the regional
campus, and without any understanding of what the Federal Government's attitude will
be regarding the future of the proposal. One approach is that Bunbury needs more local
institutions catering to local needs, and it does not matter that it will not be a full
university campus. The problem with that approach is that we have a perfectly viable
south west college at Bunbwry.
in the time that remains I wish to address the issue of the south west college and the way
in which the principal of that college was dealt with in recent appointments. The
principal a: Bunbury has been an outstanding servant of the community and of higher
education in Bunbury. He adapted to change, attempted to address every need of
industry, made the college very competitive in tendering for the private work that might
be available in industry, and generated in excess of $lm extra revenue to the campus
through the work he has been doing. However, when the new appointments were made,
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he was flat given the position and it was offered to someone else. That person did not
accept the position and it was still not offered to him and he was left with the deputy
principal's position at Rockingham. His move to Rockingham will be Bunbury's loss.
Pant of the meason for the way he was treated, as distinct from Phil Clift, is that he has not
wholeheartedly supported the merging of the TAPE south west college and the Edith
Cowan University. He sees many problems and a great number of unanswered questions
as to what the impact will be on the future of the south west college. What happens when
the regional college wants to return to being a Full university in the future? Will it have
to detach itself from the TAPE college again? What happens in terms of the priority of
the allocation of funds between university level courses and TAPE level courses? These
are questions that have not been answered We have front the Government a very
simplistic approach which is that through local autonomy and going backwards we will
be in a better position in the future.
I would be more amenable to the proposal if the questions that need to be answered had
been properly examined and proper answers given. It is another example where the
decision making process has gone ahead of the research and without real understanding
of the factual situation that exists. The member for Bunbury and others may say that I
am crying wolf. It is no secret that I have been in this place for eleven and a half years. I
have had four years as a Minister, and the future of my parliamentary career is something
that we all consider from time to time. My opinion of those local issues is not generated
by my wish to continue in politics forever, it is generated by a very genuine concern
about this Government destroying much of what has been achieved in the community
over many years.
This Government is a government without vision, without a clear understanding of what
regional development is about. It has no idea of the need and no preparedness to
examine issues on the basis of tryig to find the right answers in advance based on
factual information; rather, it rushes in with some philosophical reshape because it
seemed a good idea at the time without knowing the long team disadvantages. I believe
and predict that the proposed changes in tertiary education in Bunbury will be to the
detriment of the region and higher education. I cannot understand it. The member for
Albany is shaking his fist and looking very knowing.
Mr Prince: It is the second time the member has alluded to the end of his career in three
weeks.
Mr D.L SMI[TH: I make it very clear that I have made no decision to retire.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: Carmen Lawrence had you on the hit list.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Carmen never had me on any hit list and I amn not on any hit list of the
party. There is no hit list. That is the attitude of members opposite. What members
opposite are interested in are the shallow day to day politics of it all. The Government is
not interested in the long term future of the communities that are impacted on by its
decision making. The member for Albany knows the concerns of the medical
practitioners in Albany about how this new system will operate. I do not think the
Minister can provide them with answers as to how it will work any more than I can.
Mr Prince: The member is not the Minister for Health.
Mr DiL. SMITH: The Minister intrjecting is the local member and a member of
Cabinet, and he is allowing these things to sweep over him without really trying to
understand what is going on.
Mr Prince: The member has not the slightest idea of what I have been doing.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Tell me what the Government's response is to those practitioners at
Albany and their concerns?
Mr Prince: The member can read The Advertiser on Tuesday; it is in there.
Mr D.L SMIT: No doubt the Minister will provide me with a copy. The real problem
in these Budget debates is that members never have sufficient rime to do all they want to
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do. To explain the harm this Government has done to Bunbury would rake me at least
four or five hours, but I hope to have that opportunity in my future political carver in this
place.
MRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [2.50 am]: I wish to concentrate in this debate on t
issue of recycling, which was brought into sharp focus on Monday by the article in The
West Australian. The City of Perth admitted it had placed 26 tonnes of plastic, that had
been carefully sorted, washed and delivered to plastic recycling depots, in landfill at
Mindarie. Itis interesting to note that the very day the story went to print, the City of
Perth was able to find a plastic recycler. It is my intention to provide some brief
background of the PCC recycling scheme, especially with regard to plastic recycling. I
am advised the PCC was the first local government authority in Western Austalia to trial
kerb side recycling of paper and glass. People talk of recycling being a feature of the late
1980s, but I understand this scheme was introduced to parts of the City of Perth south of
the river in 1981, long before I became involved with that council. Year by year the
service was reviewed until about 1990, when the whole of the City of Perth area was
covered, involving some 80 000 residents. By 1991 it was determined that there was a
need to recycle plastic, and the council should offer that service. At that stage it looked
carefully at how best to provide that service. Members will be aware that substantial
costs are involved with kerb side collection and sorting, and certainly sonic reluctance on
behalf of staff in view of the cost to the City of Perth.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: I hope you are not reading that.
Mrs ROBERTS: That is the same kind of insulting comment the member for Cottesloe
makes every time I speak. The last time he walked into the Chamber and said it, I was
reading a quote.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You are not meant to read your speeches in Parliament.
Mrs ROBERTS: I do not. I have notes, Speakers on the Government benches read
speech after speech.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mir Day): Order! The member for Glendalough has the call.
Mrs ROBERTS: The decision was made to test community demand by placing these
recycling depots, in much the same way that some of the service clubs in the City of
Perth area had already placed receptacles for aluminium cans and other recyclables which
were reasonably profitable. In the first instance nine depots were placed through the old
City of Perth area, and they proved highly successful. It is interesting to note that the
City of Perth has claimed that within the past year 26 tonnes of plastic have been
collected in a system that is not as convenient as kerb side collection. The City of Perth
has also failed to advertise ktin any way at all over the past 12 months.
The other aspect of the City of Perth recycling scheme is the provision of cost subsidised
home compost bins. People in my electorate are keen to recycle. Many are aware of the
problems associated with recycling and that the value of the products fluctuates in the
market They are aware of the various problems that arise with plastic and paper.
Members will be aware that it is not possible to effectively recycle all types of plastic.
There are. also very big differences in grades of paper, and in the amount of ink in glossy
coloured paper, newsprint and high grade office paper. The mix of papers can impact on
the dollar value of those materials. The system indicated that people were prepared to
sort through those recyclables in a very specific way, and that saved considerable sorting
costs. The only type of plastic deposited was the plastic fruit juice, cool drink and milk
bottles. The 26 tonnes collected at the nine depots represent more than 500 000 plastic
bottles. I ant advised that 20 000 plastic bottles weigh a tonne.
Having raised this issue, it is worth highlighting the problems associated with plastic. It
is ironic that some of its best features also serve to its detriment. Its key feature and its
benefit is its durability and strength. However, ironically it is often used in disposable
items, such as shopping bags, and takeaway food and drink containers, which are used for
as little as 10 minutes, half an hour or a couple of hours. In those circumstances the
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strength and durability arc not needed. Items of that material could last for much longer
than die short ternm life they have. The disposal of plastic can be very hazardous. Some
plastic can be broken down by exposure to ultraviolet light. Burying plastic can slow
down the process. PVC is used widely in home plastic bottles, food containers and
wrapping. It can give off a vinyl chloride gas, which is detected in neae quantities in
homes, but at considerably higher levels at landfill and refuse disposal sites. Members
will be await that some plastics are not suitable for recycling. As the Minister for the
Environment said earlier today, the plastic used for margarine and butter containers is not
suitable for recycling with plastic bottles. Different plastics have different structures.
Thennoplastics, such as polystyrene and PVC, can be heated, softened and reprocessed,
while thermosetting plastics cannot. The most common household plastic recycled is the
PET plastic - the polytherene terepthalare - generally recognised as die clear soft drink
bottles which sometimes have a black base.
We must give further consideration to the consumption and purchasing of plastic
products. It is not sufficient to look just at ways of recycling or disposing of the item,
once having used it; we need to focus attention on the start of the process, and consider
whether all the things currently made of plastic need to be made of that material. Most
modern plastics are made from oil, some are made from coal and some from natural gas.
Thie manufacture of plastics uses non-renewable resources and involves high energy
consumption. A good example of a change that has occurred in the use of products is the
fast food industry. Members may have noted that in recent years some fast food outlets
have no longer been using plastic or polystyrene containers, but have switched to paper
and cardboard products. That is largely a marketing exercise because most young people
are very concerned about the environment, and wili make choices on the basis of whether
the product is in an environmentally sensitive package. Many of the commercial
businesses that have a big marker among young people have taken these measures in the
packaging of their goods, as have some book shops and boutiques. There has been a
return to the paper bag, as opposed to the plastic bag. in many areas.
The community in general and young people in particular ame proving to be much more
environmentally conscious. People ame prepared to support businesses which are doing
the right thing by the environment. Members must bear in mind that waste minimisation
is an important aspect of plastic recycling.
Earlier today the member for Dianella made a speech which was based on ignorance. His
comments displayed a total lack of research. Hie has no idea how the Perth City Council
operates. He alleged that it has a scheme which requires the delivery of paper and glass
to depots. That has never been the case and the PCC has been providing a service to
some ratepayers since 198 1. The member suggested that I should have a cosy chat with
the commissioners of the City of Perth to sort out this problem. I have some news for
him. I have sent many letters to the commissioners of the PCC and on one occasion I
waited for two months for a reply from Commissioner Lawrence. I have waited the best
part of a month for acknowledgments to my letters.
A number of issues in my electorate which concern the PCC have not been satisfactorily
addressed and they include the Menzies Park change rooms, tennis clubs leases and the
problems associated with Harborne Street. Ratepayers have told me that they have not
been able to speak to Commissioner Lawrence on the phone, let alone have an
appointment with him. Some aggrieved ratepayers approached me about this matter and
I advised them I was not confident that I ha a better chance of arranging an appointment
with him than they had. However, I wrote to him on their behalf requesting an
appointment for me and about half a dowen constituents. I was advised that I could not
meet with him, but I could meet with Humphrey Parks. I was given an appointment time
which was a couple of weeks hence and at a time which was inconvenient to me.
Nonetheless, I accepted it because it had been very difficult to arrange an appointment
for the ratepayers to get close to the decision-makers of the PCC.
Mr Blaikie: That was reasonable of you and I am sume that Commissioner Parks would
have been reasonable as well.
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Mrs ROBERTS: He was reasonable, but dhe problem is that the meeting was about two
months ago and the issues raised still have not been resolved. The member for Dianella's
suggestion was not appropriate. Time and again the commissioners have treated
ratepayers with contempt.
I was asked on a previous occasion in this place what would happen if the original PCC
had remained. I said that I could guarantee one thing; that is, the plastic would not have
gone into landfill. I spoke to one of the former councillors who lives south of the river
and who had been instrumental in establishing plastic recycling depots. This person goes
to enormous lengths to make sure that the right thing is done by the environment.
Members will be aware that plastic shopping bags are not recyclable, but this person
collects them and arranges for them to be washed and dried out and taken to charitable
second-hand outlets to be used as carry bags for recycled clothing. I put the same
question asked of me to Vin Nairn. Vin's response to me was that he had seen a plastic
chipping and pelletising facility which he believed was not very expensive. He thought
that if the original FCC had been operating such a facility would be in place. I also
believe that progress would have been made on the recycling of aluminium cans. On a
positive note, I have a degree of confidence that because of the nature of the three new
towns and the general responsiveness of elected members they Will do the right thing by
their ratepayers when it comes to recycling rubbish. Some good may come out of all of
this.
Another farcical remark by the member for Dianella was that the story in The West
Australian damaged the fledgling recycling industry. That is far from the truth. I can
now assure residents in my electorate that the plastic that they have so carefully sorted,
washed and delivered to these depots is being recycled. I can also assure the people in
the electorates of Floreat, Perth and Victoria Park that they are no longer wasting their
valuable time. This kind of fraud in the community should be exposed. The people who
stand condemned are those who try to hide a cover-up by deceiving the community,
which comprises people who month after month spend their time carefully sorting and
washing plastic for recycling purposes. The PCC exposure has put all other councils on
notice. Other local authorities in Western Australia should not be in any doubt that they
will stand equally condemned if they deceive their community in the same way as the
PCC has done.
Members should consider the Government's role in all of this. The Minister for the
Environment referred in a ministerial statement today to the Office of Waste
Management, which comprises officers from a number of government departments.
Departments which have some involvement in recycling include the Environmental
Protection Authority and the Health Department, together with the Department of Local
Government. The establishment of the Office of Waste Management to coordinate and
facilitate recycling and waste management in this state is a goad idea, but this
Government and that office must play a much stronger role. The Minister said in his
statement words to the effect that the Government did not intend to take over waste
management from local government, but to facilitate and harness what was taking place.
Mr Strickland: The policy is to enhance.
Mrs ROBERTS: I believe the Minister said "harness". The problem is that there are
great variances in what is taking place. To give members an example of the problems
local authorities are facing, I will quote a letter from a local authority which I will not
name. The letter reads -

It is advised at this stage of the drafting of the proposed budget no consideration
has been given to the introduction of such a service in line with previous
decisions of this authority as Council considers until markets become more stable
and the collection of such commodities more viable the impost on ratepayers
necessary to conduct such a service is far too great.
There is little benefit in collecting a commodity that does not have a stable market
for its sale as has been evidenced within this Stat throughout the past 12 months.
Large volumes of recyclables collected have simply been disposed at
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Metropolitan landfill sites. Such activities have incurred unnecessary costs to the
ratepayer of the relevant authorities with no environmental or community benefit
gained.
Until Government and Industry alike are willing to address the real problem of
waste minimisation and reduce the volumes of unnecessary items requiring
disposal, constituents world-wide will be faced with the never ending problem of
waste disposal.

That was written on 28 July 1994.
Mr Strickland: There is a practical problem with recycling, If one spends $rn worth of
petrol taking $lm worth of aluminium to the depot the process falls into a hole because
energy is wasted. Real problems exist.
Mrs ROBERTS: Indeed, and that is why the Government and the Office of Waste
Management must take a stronger role. The member for Dianella today was praising the
City of Bayswater for a scheme in which he claimed to be involved; namely, a complete
recycling kerb side service. Many different reports argue about the best and cheapest
way to operate in this area. Some argue for a kerb side service, and others argue for the
collection of certain products with the expense of sorting the material at the depot. It is a
vexed question on which the office and the Government must take a strong lead.
The local authority to which I referred is not alone in facing these problems. The
member for Scarborough has raised the same issue. I agree with the member that it is
difficult for the Government to be critical of local councils, because of the difficulty in
sifting through the opinions on the best method of operation.
Mr Strickland: Children must be involved in taking it all to schools. That is energy
efficient.
Mrs ROBERTS: That is one idea. I do not know whether the Office of Waste
Management is promoting that as the best approach for councils - I doubt it. Various
councils succeed to a greater or lesser extent mn recycling efforts.
Another example given by the Minister today of the success of the Office of Waste
Management was that recently the office, in conjunction and in cooperation with the
dairies and Perth plastics industries, succeeded in ensuring the use of clear plastic caps on
milk bottles. This has enhanced the marketability of recycled plastic, which appears to
be a remarkable achievement. However, having achieved that, the office does not seem
to know what is happening to the plastic at the end point What is local government
doing with it? If a local council is not recycling, it matters little what kind of bottle top is
used. The Government is not doing enough. The metropolitan area comprises 26 local
government authorities, and as a first step the Government must investigate exactly what
each local government body is doing. That should not be a mamnmoth task.
It is important that the office knows what the large authorities are doing. It is not so
important if several smaller authorities with 5 000, 6000 or 7 000 residents are doing a
great job, if an authority of 100 000 or 200 000 people is doing no job at all. The Office
of Waste Management should work closely with local government and should be
available to address council meetings; it should let councils and councillors know that it
is available. It should be pro-active, particularly regarding large councils, so that
effective recycling schemes are applied.
Local government needs to know what is recommended by the office so that all councils
can move to that system. This may involve the use of a big cart to take all recyclables.
What is the office's view on weekly versus fortnightly collections, as I have heard
various opinions on this subject? One view is that unless recyclables are collected
weekly along with rubbish, people do not develop the habit of recycling. Also, if the
service is not kerb side, participation is not high. Further, the Government needs to look
at the problems associated with recycling various products. For example, it is recognised
that big fluctuations can occur in the market for various recyclables. Therefore, what
does one do when the bottom falls out of a market, as was alleged incorrectly by the City
of Perth? The Government should be assisting local government to consider stockpiling
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products at such times of a glut in particular recyclables. In this day and age, it is
unacceptable to bury tonnes of plastic which can have a bad effect on our environment.
Also, the Government must address the problems in recycling through gaps in the
industry. It may be that some incentives are required for certain areas. For example,
plastic companies in Perth are pelletising plastic. My understanding is that they are not
so advanced as eastern states or overseas equivalents in making products from die
pelletised plastic. For example, pelletised plastic can be made into drainage pipes and
pot plant containers.
Mr Omodel: What percentage of the total rubbish collection is plastic and glass?
Mrs ROBERTS: Plastics represent about 3 per cent of household waste. However, it is a
significant 3 per cent because plastics do not generally break down and they can leach
through and pollute the groundwater. However, I take the point that it is only 3 per cent
of the total.
Mr Omodei: I understand that plastic and glass in total represent 3 per cent of the total
waste stream.
Mrs ROBERTS: I think the Minister will find that he is substantially wrong regarding
glass. I believe that in this state 2.4 per cent of household waste is plastic, although the
national figure is that plastic represents 4 per cent of waste. Nevertheless, an awful lot
remains to be done regarding green waste and composting, as these can represent a
significant part of household waste.
Mr Omodei: And building rubble.
Mrs ROBERTS: Sure. However, my investigation at Mindarie tip indicated that they are
doing quite a good job with building rubble, car bodies and other recyclable material.
Unfortunately, a lot of plastic is going to the tip, and they are not dealing with garden
waste effectively. The trailer loads of green waste which are brought in by members of
the public are mixed directly with household waste, so that green waste is not being
chipped and composted.
The Government cannot just say that it is up to local government to investigate this
matter. I have read out the response of one local government, which has no recycling at
all. I have seen minutes of council meetings where councillors have discussed the
subject of recycling and have considered the various options, having put recycling out to
tender and having received non-conforming tenders. They have worked their way
trough a minefield and have set themselves objectives of wanting to recycle as much as
possible, as conveniently as possible, and at the lowest cost, and have then tried to
determine what is the best option for them considering what they want to achieve
environmentally and what they think will be the cost impost on their ratepayers. To give
another example, someone said to me the other day that recycling costs the City of
Wannemoo SIm and that that is an awful lot of money for the ratepayers of Wanneroo to
pay. I am not sure whether that figure is correct. However, if there are 200 000 residents
in Wannerco, that is about $5 each.
Mr Strickland: There would be less than 100 000 ratepayers in Wanneroo, because many
of those 200 000 people ame children.
Mrs ROBERTS: I actually said residents, not ratepayers. I believe that $5 a head is not
an amount which most residents would begrudge for a complete recycling system. What
people often do not consider is that today's cheap option can work out to be very
expensive in the future. It has been a problem worldwide, in regard to the environment
particularly, that where governments take the cheaper options, they often turn out to be
much mome expensive in the long run. It is not sufficient to produce a lot of policies and
paper work. The Office of Waste Management and the Government need to get out to
the coalface and work with local governments, and if that does not result in effective
recycling schemes for most of the metropolitan area, then the Government will need to
take further steps to regulate what materials councils should be compelled to recycle
Properly.
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Mr Blailde: By the same token, industry should have greater responsibility to pay regard
to packaging. Recycling does not rest with local government. There must be a greater
level of understanding by industry.
Mrs ROBERTS: I addressed that point earlier when I mentioned waste minimisation.
Consideration must be given to the products which we choose. Many environmentally
conscious householders now consider the degree of packaging before they purchase a
product, but often there is not much choice. In tegardl to plastics, where sonic are
recyclable and some are not, we must look at banning packaging in certain kinds of
plastics, as I believe has been done in America, where manufacturers must choose to
either upgrade to plastics that are recyclable or look at paper or other forms of packaging.
Mr Blaikie: I find it extraordinary that the dairy industry has gone down the path of
going back to plastic packaging, whereas logic and commonsense suggest that it would
be more appropriate for milk to be packaged in glass.
Mrs ROBERTS: In fact, I recall seeing a press release put out by die Western Australian
Municipal Association which suggested that milk and other drink products are much
better packaged in cardboard, but the debate on that issue is still ongoing.
Mr Blaikie: I do not get too excited about cardboard but I get pretty excited about glass.
Mrs ROBERTS: Glass is one of the great success stories for recycling because it is a
marketable commodity and quite easily recycled, and the costs that can be recovered
from the recycling of glass are high comparatively.
In conclusion, the cheapest options in regard to the environment are not always the best
options. Recycling is in many ways new, and the Government needs to assess its
position, investigate the situation fully, and contemplate whether it needs to take much
stronger action.
Mr Omodei: Have you checked with the Office of Waste Management to see what it is
doing?
Mrs ROBERTS: I have met with an officer from the Office of Waste Management,
Mr Stefan Frodsham, and also with an officer from the office of the Minister for the
Environment, and have discussed these matters with them.
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) (3.27 am]: I take this opportunity to indicate to the
House that I believe in the Government's commitment at the last poll to provide an
additional 800 police officers, and I campaigned strongly with that commitment. Make
no bones about it, I believe that one per cent of those 800 police should be in
Scarborough - that is, eight police officers - and another eight police officers would be
able to man the lnnaloo Police Station, which has been empty for some time, other than
for an occasional community policing officer.
Mr Ripper: You will be able to campaign on the same promise at the next election
because this one will not be fulfilled!
Mr STRICKLAND: I can tell the member that I was delighted that when we had this
controversy in the Press, the Premier reaffirmed the commitment that the Government
will provide an additional 800 police. He said that will comprise 500 new police and 300
civilians. I believe that what is proposed is better than having 800 new police, because
many of the police spend a lot of time on paperwork and administrative tasks which can
be better done by properly trained civilian personnel. It is appropriate in achieving that
goal to put an additional 800 people on the payroll to also be more efficient by
introducing civilian personnel who will have special skills which can be readily used
within the Police Department. The Commissioner of Police has brought to our attention
the high percentage of young police officers who have yet to gain experience. It is very
important that some of the more experienced police officers get out from behind their
desks, be an example, and help to build up the experience of those young police officers.
I can well imagine how difficult it is for recently graduated young officers who must face
up to those difficulties. There is nothing better than getting a little experience under
one's belt, and that comes with time, and from mature people who are at hand to give
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advice. I am delighted the commitment has been reaffirmned, because I strongly believe
in it. Although the media and public focus is on the police as being responsible for safety
and security through our law and order system, there ame many other players in the game.
I am delighted chat the House is currently dealing with the Young Offenders Bill which
will introduce many needed reforms and an additional range of strategies to handle the
juvenile justice problems.
I am also delighted to find in this Budget that the Scarborough electorate is about to get a
new police station. in the early days of the Government the Minister for Police visited
Scarborough and described the accommodation as the worst example of a police station
that he had seen. It was built for three constables and a sergeant; it currently
accommodates something like 17 police officers. It is a ridiculous situation which has
gone on for far too long. I will seek a briefing from the relevant police officers so that
they can bring me up to date on how they will phase in the new police station. Perhaps it
will be an advantage for the district that the Innaloo Police Station is empty because it
may mean that the police can be retained in the district and rehoused at lnnaloo for some
time while the new station is under construction. The people of the Scarborough
electorate will welcome the modem upgraded facilities for the police in our district.
Like other electorates in this place the Scarborough electorate has been through lean
times with money allocated to capital works. We have only just come out of opposition
into government, and when we were in opposition the Scarborough electorate did not fare
too well. In fact, on two occasions when the former government circulated its list of
capital works Scarborough got zip. It received $300 000 to upgrade the Newborough
Primary School, and in the last year of the Labor government some sewerage works were
commenced in the district. They were gratefully received. Under this Government the
Scarborough electorate received $lti or so to finish off those sewerage works, but the
main benefits to the Scarborough electorate will come through the Government's
decision to embark upon a 10 year sewerage program throughout the state. I strongly
support this initiative. In fact, before I arrived in this place, when I was still at the City of
Stirling, it was something I was keen on seeing done. It is a good feeling to be here and
to be part of this program. The Scarborough electorate was 70 per cent unsewered; it has
probably come down to 65 per cent now, and in this year's Budget approximately $7m
will be spent on sewerage. Money is also allocated in the Forward Estimates to complete
areas of reticulation and sewerage programs, so we know at least another $6.5m of flow-
on funding will come across in the next couple of years.
The sewerage system in the Scarborough electorate is in such a poor state there will be a
drain on the Government in the order the $6m to $7m a year for each of those 10 years.
Nothing has been done in Scarborough for 40-odd years, but it is all starting to happen.
If the Government is to complete its sewerage program, the Minister will have to find
that $6m or $7mn a year for the Scarborough electorate. Some areas of the sewerage
program were all ready to go because those responsible for the design of the sewerage
system had plans on the drawing board, but a huge amount of design work is still to be
done. This program will open up a whole range of different kinds of work for people.
Mr C.I. Barnett: The member for Scarborough will be remembered for seweiing the
area. When people think of sewage, they will think of George Strickland.
Mr STRICKLAND: I guess it is just as well that it is the small hours of the morning with
an interjection like that It has been said that there are not a lot of votes in sewage, but
times have changed because of a realisation that we need to consider our environment
and the future. The fact that we live above water catchment areas along with a whole
range of strong environmental reasons prompted the Government to address that
problem. I am proud to be part of the Government, and on behalf of the people of
Scarborough I commend the Government for its foresight in that area.
I will take some time to talk about some of the flow-on implications and the problems
connected with such a massive sewerage program. The Scarborough electorate has some
large pockets zoned 1(40. That means four units can be built on a block of 1 000 square
metres; in other words, 250 square metres of land for each unit, and some of the zoning is
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R30, which means that 333 square metres is needed to build one unit. It was not possible
to build to the requirements of R40 zoning until the sewerage was put through. Now that
the sewerage works are proceeding, an unsettling amount of change is affecting many
people. Sewerage reticulation will allow people to subdivide blocks and build units.
That has not been a possibility previously. Now, when one drives down streets in the
district one sees many buildings under construction. For many this change presents an
opportunity for people who have invested their savings in blocks of land, perhaps many
years ago, to develop the blocks and get their retirement money; or perhaps the
investment for some other purpose. However, at the same time many of the residents
who live in the district like to remember Scarborough and Doubleview as they were,
when the area was mainly family homes with front and back yards. For many residents
the situation is unsettling because they have some concern about how far this sort of
development will go.
I have indicated publicly that it is not possible for an elected person to support dezoning
because that devalues an area, and that effectively would be taking money out of people's
pockets. However, I have empathy for people facing problems when a large percentage
of a residential area changes and becomes solely units. That situation has an implication
for the future in that it is not as likely for people who occupy units to have children who
will attend schools. The impact will eventually flow on to the school population and the
requirement to maintain classes of a reasonable size in the district.
As a result of these concerns, I have had discussions recently with the Scarborough and
District Progress Association, ward councillors, and the administration at the City of
Stirling. The discussions have been fruitful in that the officers have indicated that the
development experience at Dianella indicated that in the early stages there was a rush of
people to redevelop their blocks of land, but that activity tapered off after a while, with
the curve on the graph dropping markedly. In Scarborough, many will redevelop blocks,
but the situation will level out and not too high a percentage of blocks will be
redeveloped as units. Our deputation asked officers to carry out a study and prepare a
report so that it could be clearly indicated to the residents what the likely scenario would
be. and if things went awry there would be an opportunity to monitor the situation and
perhaps take corrective action.
One of the big problems for parts of Scarborough and Doubleview relates to laneways.
Members may be aware that in the days of the gid system of roads, between the main
roads there were laneways which serviced the backs of properties. Laneways were used
by the old night carts. Generally, the laneways were privately owned in the names of the
people who did the original subdivision. A problem was created because local authorities
cannot easily expend public money on private property. There are ways to get approval
from the Minister for Local Government to develop private streets. That is a
cumbersome course of action, but it can be done. However, the magnitude of the
problem is so great that there is a need perhaps to consider legislation in this place to
facilitate the transfer of laneways into public ownership which, in turn, will make it easy
for the local authorities to become involved in carrying out some work in laneways.
I will outline some of the problems that occur constantly when redevelopment is possible,
and how that relates to laneways. Some developments approved by the council have
driveways up the side of the property to service the back unit, and access to both units is
from a main road. The council is now approving units which have garages with access to
the laneways. The council requires that the laneway be paved and drained outside the
property. The difficulty is when two or three units are built, the owners of the units pave
their section of the laneway, so they end up with sections of the laneway paved, with
soak wells, and different levels, so the problem will grow. The only solution to the
problem is to have an integrated drainage system so that the entire lane is properly
drained. There are also sewerage reticulation pipes under the laneways, so there needs to
be a drainage system, which will not mean just soak wells for each property. It should be
an integrated system, with laneways paved so that there are not different levels. The
paving of laneways will ensure that the people who develop early have access to the main
road rather than needing to drive vehicles through sand. In addition, when considering
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the paving of the laneways we must also consider their levels because sometimes the
laneways slope from one side to the other. Seine laneways have a high and low side,
there are fences and driveways at all levels, and it could become a nightmare unless local
government gets its act together, with the help of the State Government, to introduce
some sort of scheme which will allow councils to be involved in the works, and some
opportunity for the people who use the laneways for access to be levied, as part of the
approval process, to help with funding for drainage, and so on.
We inspected some laneways. In one instance people had the front of their properties
facing onto the laneway. They had no front fences. It was a very attrative situation
because it utilised a useless piece of land. It provided a private street. The essential
feature was that there were no fences and the front yards blended into the laneways from
each side. It created a very good situation.
If some bits of the laneway are fenced, it will cause sight obstruction, which presents a
problem for vehicles pulling out of garages into laneways that are wide enough to take
only one car travelling in one direction. We must start to consider whether laneways
should be made into one way thoroughfares. We must consider whether, when the
laneways intersect with main roads, barrier kerbing should be removed. We must also
consider the gradient to facilitate traffic entering and exiting the laneway. Put bluntly:
There is a heck of a lot of work to do. We had a very fruitful discussion with the
Scarborough and Districts Progress Association, ward councillors and council officers.
They have undertaken to prepare a report for council. I have discussed the matter with
the Minister, who has indicated that he understands the problem and is prepared to
consider helping in whatever way the Government can.
That is just an indication of some of the flow-on effects that can occur when sewerage
reticulation comes on stream. It provides a marvellous benefit, but there are flow-on
effects. I anm very confident that this Government will be only too happy to address this
laneway issue, and to accept the need to support local government, not financially but
with legislation, if necessary. Heaven forbid that we do nothing for three, four or five
years. With the rate at which development has been occurring, instead of having just a
few hundred problems we will have a few thousand. It will become a burden on the
taxpayers for a long time. I appreciate the fact that my being a government member has a
benefit, but the benefit to the Scarborough electorate comes as a result of the sewerage
program and the construction of the police station which should have happened years
ago-
I will conclude with a couple of outstanding matters. The Premier made a commitment
during the election campaign to complete the upgradng of the Newborough Primary
School. It requires a covered assembly area. It is probably one of about 50, 60, 100 or
200 throughout the state that are needed to complete the program. I have been successful
in getting a letter to say that it is acknowledged this is a terribly high priority and one
about which I have been knocking on the doors of Ministers of this Government and
those in the previous government. It is a priority that can be, and should be, met if not in
this Budget, in the Budget for next year. The Government is on notice from me, one of
its own members, that I have received a indication that this need will be met That
indication has been floating around for three years now, and it is time it was delivered.
Another problem relates to an asbestos roof at the Deanmore Primary School. Likewise a
commitment was given by the Premier to take steps to solve that problem. That matter is
also outstanding. I give notice to the Minister for Education, who is not a member of this
House, that I will pursue him on that matter as well.
Apart from that, the Scarborough electorate seems to be travelling reasonably well. We
get the same share of moneys from the consolidated fund for schools, electricity supplies
and all sorts of things that every other electorate gets. Although the residents of the
electorate are a bit niggly at the $50 levy on motor vehicle licences - I just have to keep
explaining to them that it is a result of this Government's having to find the funds to
replace moneys lost by previous governments - they believe this Government is moving
in the right direction. Some pain is being suffered but they expect that because they
accept the need to get on with some of the things that need to be addressed -
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Mr Blaikie: Members of the public understand the benefits of good management.
Mr STRICKLAND: They do. Although these sorts of decisions can be a little fickle, the
judgment of this Government by the electorate is that it is taking actions which are for die
general good and wellbeing of the people. The people are happy with die progress that is
being made. That is not to say that we do not have to strive to do even better and perhaps
address some of the outstanding needs in the district of Scarborough.
Mr Blailcie: The community sees that it has had a little pain but there has been an awful
lot of gain.
Mr STRICKLAND: I thank the member for Vasse for that comment. That is exactly
how I mead it It will be interesting to see the results of the by-election in Helena.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [3.58 anm]: I will explain my family circumstances. I come
from quite a large family. My father was one of five children, as was my mother. I come
from a very close family. I have relations who live in Port Hedland while others live on
the Nullarbor Plain, and I have others who live in all stops in between. When we have
our annual family reunions in Kings Park and Perry Lakes, we tend to crowd those places
out. We are a very big and very close family. I was married for sonic 19 years before
my wife passed away in April last year leaving me as a single parent. The electorate I
represent contains the highest percentage of two parent families in Western Australia. I
say that to set the scene for what is to come in my speech. I know some people who read
speeches made in Parliament put bents on them that are not present. I would not want
anyone to believe that I come from anything other than a respectable and good family.
Those family arrangements axe near and dear to my heart.
The Governor of Western Australia gave the official opening speech at die annual state
conference of the Country Women's Association on Monday, 8 August. That speech by
the Governor of Western Australia was at best ill-advised and ill-informed, and at worst
hurtful and/or bigoted. Having heard about the speech, I obtained a copy of it and read it
and I found it to be quite offensive. On a previous occasion in this Parliament, I referred
to the role of the Governor and challenged him for getting involved in political debates.
On that occasion, he commented on boor camps for which legislation is currently being
debated in this House. I make this point on that challenge, his speech and the publicity
that followed: it was and still is my view that it is appropriate that, if a member of
Parliament has a complaint about the Governor of the day, he should raise it in the
Address-in-Reply debate in the Parliament There is no more appropriate place or time
for that to occur. At no stage in my speech or in the public debate that followed in the
media did I say or do anything that could have been interpreted as being disrespectful to
the Governor or to his position.
Mr Omodei: You just called him bigoted.
Mr GRAHAM: I do not agree that the Governor should become involved in public or
political debates. I said on the previous occasion that the Governor should not only
remain out of those debates but also that he should test his views in an election if he is
not prepared to do so. I understand that is not constitutional. However, I hold that view
firmly. I do nor necessarily agree with him, but I now accept that this Governor - he has
made it quite clear - will not stay out of public debates. That raises some pretty
important questions, the first of which is how it is possible under our current system of
government for the views of the Governor to be tested either by Parliament or the public?
What mechanism exists for the public, members of Parliament or anyone else to express
their disagreement or agreement with what he says?
Mr C.J. Barnert: It has not held you back, has it?
Mr GRAHAM: What ability does anyone have to comment on the Governor or his
views?
Mr C.J. Barnett: You did it, and most people in the community came out in favour of the
Governor. He reflected what a lot of people in the community felt.
Mr GRAHAM: I did not want to rake interjections. I am continually amazed at the
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Leader of the House. He is an intelligent and educated man, and yet he is unable or
unwilling - I will be nice - to understand the processes of government, or he is incapable
Of it. Tonight is a pretty good example of his unwillingness, unpreparedness or inability
to understand that process. The argument was never about whether the Governor's
statement was popular or unpopular or whether the masses supported him. The question
last time I raised the subject of the Governor's speech was whether he should have
become involved in the political debate, not whether he was right or wrong.
I want to refer to some questions chat are raised by the behaviour of a Governor who is
determined to become involved in the debate. If there is a disagreement between this
Parliament and a Governor - I am referring not only to this one but to any Governor who
is vocal and opinionated on matters of the day - how can the problem be resolved? What
is the process for dealing with the issue? When a Governor expresses a political point of
view on an issue, how can he then be unbiased when he is required to make an executive
decision on that same issue at some later date? I am not suggesting chat has happened in
this case. I am saying that if the Governor of the day, whoever he or she may be, puts
himself or herself in the position of being both a player and umpire, it will be difficult for
him or her to maintain an unbiased opinion when he or she is required in the processes of
government to exercise his or her executive role in an impartial manner. If a Governor
continually expresses views that are consistently at odds with one of the political parties
in our system, how can that party have confidence in the impartiality of the office of
Governor? That question is important when one considers that he has involved himself
in public and political debate. If it is to continue and become the norm in this state, that
question must be answered. It is not good enough for the Leader of the House to say that
what he said was popular. These are serious and fundamnental. questions that relate to our
system of government, and we must have answers.
However, it is the speech he made to the Country Women's Association that l wish to
dwell on tonight at some length. I will ignore what I consider to be the Governor's
paternalistic attitude to women in his speech. As I said, I found his speech offensive.
Notwithstanding all the caveats throughout the speech, it had seven themes essentially,
the first of which was that, traditionally, the family should be a two parent family;
secondly, chat the family unit is in trouble; thirdly, that a new ideology has been inserted
into the Australian culture by the Family Court; fourthly, that there is a direct link
between single parents and virtually every sort of crime in Western Australia; fifthly, that
there is a decline in standards in the state; sixthly, that there should be compulsory
counselling; and, seventhly, that we should be encouraging strong, fundamental ethical
and Christian values in our society. I will deal with each of those, and I will start wt
the second point that the family unit is in trouble.
The Governor used in his speech Australian Bureau of Statistics figures which are
Australia wide, and he painted a very bleak and dismal picture. However, I refer to a
document produced under this Government by the Department for Community
Development entitled "Looking at Families A Profile and Discussion on Families in
Western Australia". 'The foreword is signed by Roger Nicholls, the Minister for
Community Development and the Family and Hon Muriel Patterson MIC Chairman of
die Task Force on Families in Western Australia. The document reports that in 1991,
4 446 divorces were pranted in Western Australia. In his speech the Governor pulled out
the figure of 48000. There is a tenfold difference between the state and national figures
and the picture it paints, which is what I am concerned about. The document continues -

The period from the early 1960's to the mid 1970's saw a slow but steady
increase in the divorce rates in Western Australia from 2.5 to 4.5 per 1,000
married couples.
After the family Law Act in 1976 the divorce rate reached a peak of 17.8 couples
per 1.000 married couples.
The rate then came down to a plateau of around 12 couples per 1,000 married
couples.
In 1991, the divorce rate was 13.0 per 1,000 married couples.
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it also reports that die percentage of de facto relationships is low and the number of
people getting married over the past 25 years has increased from 7 000 in 1966 to 10 659
in 1991. The other point in this report that is worthwhile making is that over the past 10
years. the proportion of children involved in divorce has not increased. In fact there has
been a slight decrease in the period 1990 to 1991. Those figures and that picture painted
by this report compared with the picture and the figures painted by the report of the
Governor, clearly reflect two different views.
I refer now to the firs: point the Governor raised, that is, that two parent families are
traditional. He made the following point -

May I add here that the case for the two-parent traditional family is =~ about
criticising single parent families. To highlight the importance of two-parent
biological families is not to denigrate those who find themselves - often through
no fault of their own - in the position of being single parents.

That was his caveat. Then he said -
However, until the early 1980's many analysts as well as lay persons believed that
parental separation had few negative consequences for children, beyond the
temporary stss associated with family disruption.

He then goes on to talk about the Family Court. The Governor was not prepared to say
that he supported family values in the family institution, leaving single parent families
and other arrangements alone, but rather simply stressed what he considered to be the
strength of the family unit. During the rest of his speech, characterised by his rhetoric
and in the way the speech was laid out, he singled out everyone who did not fit within
what he considered to be the norm and gave diem the treatnent. There are many and
varied forms of family in Western Austrlia. I quote again from the government report -

In spite of such significant changes and concerns of modem life, the family
survives. It is evident that although both the notion and the reality of the typical
family has changed significantly in recent decades, the family itself is still intact.
In 1991 there were 1,669,500 people living in Western Australia, the majority of
these people (89%) lived in a family situation.

It is quite clear that the family is still a strong unit. I happen to agree with Alexander
Downer on what constitutes a family. When the Press were harassing him in the east the
other day, I think he handled it well by saying that the best family was one where there
was love, trust and compassion. It is not up to the head of state to criticise or commend
people's personal and family arrangements. They are options and choices for people, not
for the head of state of Western Australia.
The third point the Governor raised is whate he said -

This belief emerged during the 1970's, when divorce rates reached their highest
point for that time, due to the establishment of the Family Court and legitimised a
new ideology, that children's interests were best served when their parents
pursued their own personal happiness.

I will deal with that in a couple of ways. First, I will refer to the Family Court Act and
see what new ideology this Act introduced into Western Australia and what principles
govern that court I will not go into the arguments about the judiciary and the Executive.
However, I will examine the principles under which the Family Court operates. Under
the heading "Principles to be applied by the Court in its non-federal jurisdiction! the Act
reads -

(1) The Court in the exercise of its non-fiederal jurisdiction shall in so far as
those principles are capable of application to the case have regard to the
following principles -

It is a sate Family Court matter. To continue -

(a) the need to preserve and protect the institution of marriage as the union of
man and woman to the exclusion of all others voluntaily entered into for
life;
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(b) the need to give the widest possible protection and assistance to the family
as the natural and fundamental group unit of society, particularly while it
is responsible for the care and education of children;

(c) the need to protect the rights of children and to promote their welfare;
(d) the means available for assisting parties to a marriage to consider

reconciliation or the improvement of their relationship to each other and to
the children of the marriage; and

(e) the effect of any order on the stability of the marriage and the welfare of
the children of the marriage.

I defy any reasonable person to balance the principles in the Family Court Act with a
view that the Family Court legitimised a new ideology that children's interests were best
sewved when their parents pursued their own personal happiness. The two are
irreconcilable. Equally ink the Governor's speech there appears to be no understanding of
the circumstances which cause marriage break-ups and people to pursue separation
and/or divorce. I find that extraordinauily disappointing. The next major point the
Governor raised in his speech came after his caveat about how he would not denigrate
single parents. He states -

A British study found a direct statistical link between single parenthood and
virtually every major type of crime, including mugging, violence against
strangers, car theft and burglary, and the same is true when looking at the
statistics for serious crime in Western Australia.

I could give another 40 minute speech on this topic, and may do so at some time in the
future depending on how this matter progresses, because the statistics do not show that
link in Western Australia. I object in the strongest possible terms to this part more than
any other in the Governor's entire speech. It is simplistic. As a single parent I reject its
logic: I care not whether they are Is words or those of a British study. To have the head
of State in Western Australia making that sort of link between single parents and crime is
totally unacceptable. In my family circumstances it is an unwarranted concern. I have
shown the Governor's speech - unsolicited - to a number of other people who are in a
similar position to me. Without exception, this is the part of the speech about which

every parent I have shown it to has been emotionally disturbed. It is a terrible thing to
say, particularly from the head of State. No mention is made in the Governor's speech of
any other factors that lead to crime.
I return to the Government report entitled "Looking at families". Let us consider what
that report states about some of the problems -

Children from one-parent families are more likely to be hospitalised and to visit
an outpatient clinic but make no more visits to the doctor than children from two-
parent families.
Sudden infant death syndrome remains the commonest cause of death for infants
between one month and one year.

Anyone who pays a passing interest in young people in Western Australia and is not
aware of suicide should pay attention to the following -

The suicide rate in Western Australia is highest for young people aged 15-24
years (22% of all suicides). In a 1991 study of attempted suicides among Perthi
youth, relationship issues including parent/child conflict and girlfriend/boyfriend
conflict were the most common motivation for attempting suicide (40% gave this
reason).

Mr Johnson: That is pretty much the same the whole world over.
Mr GRAHAM: It matters not; it is a tragedy.
The report states further -

For the Perth metropolitan area the mortality rate for both adults and children is
highest for those with the lowest incomes.
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It does not state anywhere in the report that there is a link between single parenthood and
crime. Nowhere in the Governor's speech does he address himself to any of the other
major issues that affect young people in families. Members can ask themselves why.
I turn to the issue of child mortality, It is self-evident that nothing affects a family more
than death. The report states -

Death rates for children are highest for those experiencing the worst socio-
economic disadvantage.

That is the common theme. I could bury the House in reports that show poverty is the
greatest cause of distress, crime, illness and premature mortality in young people, not
only in this country but anywhere in the world. Nowhere in the Governor's speech was
that point ever addressed. However, the Governor cited a British study which found a
statistical link between single parenthood and virtually every major type of crime,
including mugging, violence against strangers, car theft and burglary.
The fifth point the Governor raises in his speech is the decline in standards. It goes
without saying that every generation for time immemorial has been convinced that the
generation that followed had lower standards and would not meet its aims and
aspirations, and so it is today.
Mr Johnson: That is a pretty relevant observation.
Mr GRAHAM: I an glad the member for Whitford agrees. Because young people may
have different standards does not necessarily mean that those standards are declining. I
again draw on the report, which states in the conclusion to chapter 1 -

For young people who only know about the 1950's through its lingering icons;
movies, advertising, fashion and their parents or grandparents' oral history, the
1950's is synonymous with family values. The actual reality of a post war
Australia with a large number of its adult male population recovering from war
trauma is largely irrelevant. The impression of the 1950's has a strong resonance
of the family, it would be difficult to say that about 1990's Australian culture.
What is clear, however, is that the majority of us still value the family very
highly. It is still the most important structure we are part of mid it is still the most
precious thing we will be part of, and build on, in our lifetimes. But we are
reluctant, somehow, as a culture to promote how we value our families.

I have every confidence in the next generation of young people in Western Australia,
particularly as a proud father - single parent or not - of my three children. That
generation of three children is smarter than any preceding generation at that stage of its
development. They are more intelligent, more capable, and better balanced human
beings than any other generation in history at the same stage of development and
mnaturation. I reject and do not accept from the Governor the view that there is a decline
in standards in Western Australia.
The sixth point the Governor raises is compulsory counselling. The Governor suggests in
his speech that a compulsory or very strongly encouraged counselling component of the
marriage or celebrant service is needed. He suggests that people who want a divorce or
separation after less than, say, five years of marriage, should be required to undergo some
form of' compulsory counselling. It is clear from the Governor's speech that he is unable
to understand a basic concept of freedom; that is, people have the right to choose what
they will or will not do with their lives. It is their business. It is not the business of the
head of State; it is not the business of the Parliament, other than to make the laws that
regulate the requirements; and it is certainly not the business of either of those
organisations to insert compulsion into family arrangements other than that which the law
dictates. It may webl be that we should examine the Act and see what the Governor in the
early part of his speech took offence to. He stated that it did not do the things he thought
it should do and led to a new ideology. Section 26 (1) of the Family Court Act states -

T'he Director of Court Counselling of the Court may advertise the existence and
availability of counselling and welfare facilities of the court-
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Subsection (2) states -
Any person may seek the assistance of the counselling facilities of the Court and
when such assistance is sought the Director of Court Counselling of the Court
shall, as far as practicable, make chose facilities available.

T7hat means human beings, as adults who have entered into an arrangement, may then
make a choice. It is their choice to undertake counselling.
Mr Prince: The member is wrong.
Mr GRAHAM: That is what the Act states.
Mr Prince: The member is wrong. He has not read the Family Law Act.
Mr GRAHAM: I accept that. I will have that argument with the Minister later because I
am aware of that. It allows people to have that choice at times in their life when they
want to make choices. There is no call for increased resources in the Governor's speech
for those things to happen.
The seventh point the Governor raised deals with fundamental ethical and Christian
values. That is a very sensitive area. It n also a dangerous ground for politicians to deal
with. There are a number of people, a number of communities, and a number of different
organisations who do not share Christian values. I will not tell them that they should. I
believe very strongly in firedom of religion where people are able to chose which
religion they want to follow. It should not be open to the state in whatever guise to
dictate to people what they should or should not do. If the Governor were stating that the
fundamental Christian values of tolerance, understanding, giving people a fair go and
loving thy neighbour should permeate to our society, I would agree with him. However,
that was not the tenor in which the speech was delivered I give him the benefit of the
doubt on the seventh point. In doing so I make this point: As head of state his position is
to represent the entire diverse multicultural community in this state. Under our system
all are welcome. Simple tolerance and understanding are requix&d
The Governor's conclusions are stated on page 16 -

I would think that in the main, most people aspire to finding useful work,
eventually settling down and raising a happy family. For many reasons these
aspirations are not being met, and the impart of dysfunctional families on our
society is a matter of increasingly grave concern.

I return to the report by Hon Muriel Patterson because I wish to discuss dysfunctional
families. My complaint wvith the Governor's speech is the impression it gives. I read into
it chat there is an ever incresn number of dysfunctional families who are causing
concern. The report by Hon=Mre Patterson states -

While the increase in the number of divorces and family breakdown means that
there are now more one parent families and blendedlstepfamilies, it does not
necessarly mean that there are more dysfunctional families. These families can
and are successfully providing secure and stable environments for children to
grow and develop in. In Western Australia there are 38 200 one parent families
with dependent children, this represents 8.3 per cent of the total number of
families in Western Australia.

The report continues and states two things-
Child abuse and neglect and domestic violence are the extreme result of
dysfunctional families and a manifestation of the failure of the individual adults to
seek help when they first need it.

I include that to balance what the report stated earlier regarding dysfunctional families.
The report makes this Point -

The media plays an important role in inforning us about the real world. But
when it focuses only on family breakdown or crisis, a negative picture of families
is promoted. This can contribute to the devaluing of the family.
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That in my view has happened on this occasion. The 38 200 single parent families, of
which I am but one, operate under extraordinarily difficult circumstances. To many, just
coping is difficult enough. That kind of speech is not needed from the Governor. Those
families do no: deserve shat kind of criticism from the head of state of Western Australia.
What is needed is a helping band. The very least we are entitled to from our head of state
is a little tolerance and understanding.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [4.38 ant]: Late on Friday, 5 August, the Government made a
major announcement that it would sell off two-thirds of its vehicle fleet to private
enterprise and lease it back. This constitutes a major sell off of public assets to the extent
of $ 18Dm. In return for that sell off of assets the Government will assume a major,
continuing liability in the form of lease payments on vehicles. Job losses will occur in
the public sector. In my view, the public and the Parliament need to know if the right
decision has been made. There is meason to be sceptical about that question. The
Minister himself seemed somewhat confused on one of the key issues, which was the
extent to which job losses would occur in the public sector. I quote from the front page
story of The West Australian of 6 August -

State Services Minister Graham Kierath said last night he had been told that
"under 500" jobs would be lost in the sell-off.
He stressed that job loss figures were only estimates.
"It will be less than 500," he said. "More like 300 jobs will go, but even then it's
just a guess. Somebody still has to do all the work."

That is really sharp and inspires confidence in the announcement Over the weekend the
Minister must have attended the odd corroboree because he changed his mind on four
occasions, according to The West Australian of the following Monday. Again, I quote
from The West Australian as follows -

It is the fourth time since Friday night that Mr Kierath has changed the figure, -
from "under 500" to "more like 300" -

Mr Catania: He has the same problem as the Minister for Police and the Premier because
they have difficulty counting as well.
Mr RIPPER: There is a numeracy problem in the Government. The article continues -

- to "could be 50" to "about 100" to "as few as 20".
It is an amazing performance on a question that is of considerable significance; that is,
the sale of $180m-worth of assets and the jobs of al1 those people involved in the
management of that asset. The Minister's last conclusion was that as few as 20 jobs
could be lost I have doubts about that figure because I know that in the health area, not
counting the teaching hospitals, approximately 30 public servants alone deal with the
management of vehicles. In the Main Roads Department, 12 people are involved. The
FleetWest unit within the Departmnent of State Services will lose staff because of this
change, as will other government agencies. It certainly does not appear to me that as few
as 20 is anywhere near the real figure.
What really is disturbing is the Minister's confusion about how many jobs will be lost.
How could the Government possibly make a decision which it says is in the public
interest without having done its homework on such a basic matter as the potential for job
losses in the public sector? Perhaps it has no concern for job losses in the public sector
and it does not take seriously the Minister's pre-election commitment.
I quote again from The West Australian of 14 January 1993 -

..we have given an undertaking that no government worker would lose their job
against their will. If it happens I will resign.

We have seen plenty of woing and froing from the Minister as he seeks to avoid any
reference to his prt-election commitment. He has tried to reinterpret that commitment on
many occasions. It is worth noting he did not do that prior to the state election and he
allowed that commitment to stand when people were vehemently arguing that the
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coalition's policy would have a negative impact on the people in the public sector. itris
only now that the arguments put by the Labor Party in the election campaign are coming
true for too many workers in the public sector, chat the Minister reinterprets his pre-
election commitment. I would like to know the current status of his commitment and
what guarantees he will give to those public servants and others involved in the
management of the Government's vehicle fleet.
The job losses are important, but what is equally important is the Minister's mishandling
of this issue. It is cavalier, arrogant and back of the envelope stuff. Some serious
questions about the process it has followed must be answered. It is a significant financial
transaction and I ask the Government where is the report which analysed the options?
Will it be made available to the Parliament so the Opposition can see the basis on which
it has made its decision? The Government has justified its decision on the
recommendations of the McCarrey report. I have read the chapter in that report on
vehicles and I understand that an underlying report was prepared by consultants, Linfox.
Does the Government intend to make that report available to the public? It has refused to
release any of the consultants' reports which form the basis of the McCarrey inquiry.
important detail is missing from the McCarrey report which the Opposition knows must
be available in the consultants' reports, but that detail has been denied to the Opposition
and the public.
I would like to know which private sector companies have been consulted by the
Government on its decision. Surely the Government would have discussed the matter
with the private sector companies to arrive at the financial estimates, which have been
hidden from the Opposition, to justify the decision it made. Will the private sector
companies involved in discussions with the Government be involved in tendering for the
work? Thai is an important issue because there is great potential for conflict of interest.
I ask the Government and the Minister to give a guarantee that no-one has been given the
inside run into this matter by virtue of their involvement in preliminary discussions with
the Government and later the capacity to participate in tendering for the work.
in short, to justify its decision which has question marks over it the Minister should table
the documents on which it based its decision. The evidence available does not show
there has been proper consultation with chose sections of the Public Service most vitally
concerned. In fact, the available evidence is to the contrary; that is, evidence of haste,
lack of consultation and confusion. Why was FleetWest not consulted? It is
extraordinary that this agency which has a whole of government responsibility for the
Government's fleet was not consulted. Has an analysis of the work of FleetWest been
done? After all, it is a relatively new unit and it has been charged with the important job
to obtain an efficient use of the government fleet. Surely if the Government is to make
this change an assessment of its work would have been done. If it has, where arn the
results and will they be made available to the Parliament? Perhaps an assessment has not
been done and if that were the case, the Government's decision would be even more
extraordinary.
I understand that FleetWest, the Government's vehicle fleet managers, was completely in
the dark when the Government made its statement because it circulated a new policy
statement only a fortnight before the Government announced its decision. It found that
the Government had made a major decision which was not even mentioned in the policy
statement. It is clear that the decision was made by a small group of people, without
consultation with this important section of the Public Service. Other agencies were
apparently unaware of the Government's decision and I quote from the front page article
of The West Australian of 6 August as follows -

The Water Authority, Departments of Conservation and Land Management,
Minerals and Energy, Community Development and Land Administration would
be the first agencies to hand over choir fleets to private business.

It is exiraordinary and it caused quite a bit of concern within the Water Authority of
Western Australia because at the time some of its staff were preparing an internal bid for
a tender to manage its fleet. Of course, the staff were very concerned, knowing the

[ASSEMBLY]3932



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994] 33

tender would close early the following week, to read in Saturday's The West Australian
that its fleet would be one of the first to be handed over to private enterprise. Such was
the concern within the Water Authority that it resulted in a memo from the managing
director, Mr Wally Cox, to employees involved with the vehicle fleet management and
maintenance. The subject of die memo was the Government's statement to contract out
the fleet, and it reads -

Tenders were called in accordance with Government's Guidelines for
Competitive Tendering and Contracting Out and involved the Authority's current
internal providers of these services to also place a bid. An outline of this internal
tender was endorsed by the Executive Team on Friday, August 5th, 1994.

He then went on to say that the evaluation team established for the analysis of fleet
tenders would make an evaluation on the best commercial outcome for the authority.
The board would then consider the committee recommendation also on the basis of
commerciality.
Mr Omodel: What is the date of the memo?
Mr RIPPER: It was 8 August. Who was right? Was The West Australian account of
Minister Kierath's statement correct? Was the Minister for Services correct when he told
The West Australian that the Water Authority would be among the first to hand over its
fleet to private business? Was the managing director of the Water Authority correct
when he told employees that the internal tender would be assessed on the basis of
commerciality? I very much hope that the managing director is correct, because no doubt
people in the Water Authority have worked very intelligently and hard to make a
competitive bid. I would like an indication from the Minister for Services that the Water
Authority's internal bid will be treated fairly. I know that the Minister for Water
Resources believes he can guarantee fair treatment for the Water Authority's internal bid,
as he has made that statement to the Parliament, but -
Mr Omodei: As with all other bids, it will be treated fairly in the tendering and
contracting out of services. For example, dhe infill sewerage and capital works projects
will involve commercial service unit bids, which will be treated fairly.
Mr RIPPER: I will come to that question in a minute. I am pleased to hear the
Minister's comments, because any other statement would undermine his drive for
productivity improvement as a result of competitive tendering at the Water Authority, If
the staff could not compete in fair competition, the Minister would have serious problems
with morale and -
Mr Omodel: At least we have established the commercial service units - you did not do
it when in government. We have set up a competitive tendering and contracting process,
which is more than you did in government.
Mr RIPPER: The Water Authority was formed as a result of reforms made early in the
life of the previous L.abor government, and this has been extremely beneficial to state
finances: In the past the components of the now Water Authority required substantial
funds from the consolidated revenue fund, whereas it now makes a substantial
contribution to the consolidated fund.
Mr Omodei: That was nine years ago.
Mr RIPPER: A complete turnaround occurr-ed in the relationship between the water
utility and the consolidated furnd; that is, it once took and it now gives. That process of
reform was valuable.
Mr Omodei: You spread the tax base by the amalgamation.
Mr RIPPER: Is the Minister saying that no efficiency was involved in the formation of
the Water Authority? He cannot say that. The Minister and his colleagues say they
support competition between the public and private sectors. However, will the Minister
support the public sector if it outbids the private sector?
Mr Omadei: Provided that the public sector commercial units am set up properly and ame
competing on an equal basis, of course the Government will support public sector bids.
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Mr RIPPER: As the Minister for Water Resources knows, a problem arose with the
authority when it tendered for a sewerage project in Hilton. It should have won the
tender, but the Government frustrated the authority. It was successful in the bidding
process, but the tender was reviewed by outside accountants to "'make sure it was
competitive". It turned out to be competitive -

Mr Omodei: Let me explain the situation. The Minister for Housing had a concern, and
a proper process of independent analysis was conducted with Deloitte Touche Tohmarsu,
and it was found that the Water Authority was using slightly different technology from
the other tenderers. That matter has now been cleared up so that everybody is tendering
on a level playing field rather than the Water Authority having extra information. That
has been cleared up and will not happen in the future.
Mr RIPPER: I am pleased to hear that It reveals an ideological prejudice: The
Government believes that a public enterprise cannot compete on an equal basis with
private enterprise.
Mr Omodei: That is not true.
Mr RIPPER: That situation would not have occurred with any other tender process. if
someone can do the work effectively and at the best price, that person will win the tender.
The Water Authority should have won in that situation. However, the Government said,
"Hanig on1 that cannot be right. It does not fit our ideology so we wilt have it checked
again." Either the Government has confidence that its commercial units are set up
properly within its authorities, or it has not.
Mr Omodei:- There was a large differential of about a quarter of a million dollars in a
$lrn-odd tender. It was legitimate to have this checked to ensure that cross-subsidisation
by water consumers was not occurring. Surely it is legitimate that the tender process is
run equitably.
Mr RIPPER: If the Minister wants to ensure that the competitive tendering is conducted
in a commercial way, he must show confidence in his commercial units. The tender
came up kosher, yet the Government still did it in; it was not fair.
Mrt Omodei: Perhaps the tenderer should have designated what the technology should
have been. It was established that the Water Authority was using slightly different
technology. The matter has now been resolved.
Mr RIPPER: I hope that the industry camne up to speed ad used the cheaper technology.
if not, I would have concerns about the Minister's $Om fill sewerage program.
Mr Omodei: I expect the Water Authority would initially win a lot of the tenders in the
infil sewerage program. To be honest, I do not think the private industry can take on a
lot of the work in the early stages of the project.
Ms RIPPER: I now leave the Water Authority internal tendering issue and return to
whether it is useful for the Government to sell its vehicle fleet, and then lease the fleet
back from private purchasers. I draw attention to the problem of the severe shortage of
relevant information on which to judge that decision. Concerns exist about this decision.
it appears it is possible that some short term gains to the Government could probably
result in a long term loss. Of course, when assets are sold there is an inflow of funds, but
that does not dispose of the necessity to have government vehicles for the performance of
the work of government agencies. The Government then incurs an ongoing liability to
provide for those vehicles. The Government should demonstrate how this will be a more
effective use of taxpayers' money, and how and why this leaseback of government
vehicles will be cheaper. It is not good enough to run with the information now available
to the public. The Government should demonstrate it has made the right decision. There
is some cause for concern. The Government will lose some of its buying power if the
fleet is leased from a variety of leasing companies. No single leasing company will have
the buying power the Government has at the momnt The sales tax exemption will
possibly be lost Marny people would like an explanation of how that sales tax exemption
will apply to government vehicles leased back. The Government cannot claim a tax
deduction for leas payments. That tax deductability makes leasing vehicles in the
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private sector a more attractive option, but that advantage is not available to the
Government. There are reasons to think this might not be a sound decision. if the
Government does not lease the vehicles from a variety of leasing agents, and instead goes
for a large sole agency, there could be a long term problem: that is, a government
surrender to monopoly power. Once the Government has disposed of the expertise in the
Public Service for the management of vehicles and is forced to rely on a sole leasing
agent, it is in the hands of that company. flat may well result in good initial prices but a
long term increase for dhe taxpayers in the cost of leasing vehicles. I am not arguing -

Mr McNee: If you are not arguing, why not sit down?
Mr RIPPER: The member for Moor is not in a good condition to appreciate the
subtleties of the argument. I am pleased that he is now more alert since I have taken part
in this debate. I do not need to argue that car ownership by state agencies of the vehicle
fleet is the cheaper option. When jobs are being lost and state assets are being sold, it is
up to the Government to demonstrate that its decision is the right decision.
Mr Bloffwitch: You will be told about it when the decision has been made.
Mr RIPPER: The Government has already made a decision, which has been publicised
on the front page of the newspaper. The Minister told The West Australian a decision has
been made and has named the agencies whose fleets will be leased back, but he has not
provided decent information to the Parliament and the public to justify that decision.
When jobs are being lost, millions of dollars of assets are being sold and ongoing
liabilities are being incurred, a beater explanation and justification should be made to the
public.
Mr Bloffwitch: Why not do what I did and ask for a briefing and then you will be fully
versed on it? That is all you had to do instead of making a song and dance about it.
Mr RIPPER: l am a member of Parliament and I think it is proper for meto raise these
issues in parliament. It is proper for the Minister to provide some explanation to the
Parliament.
Mr Omodei: There are a range of possibilities, but you Slways couch your expressions in
possibilities. Why not ask for a briefing?
Mr RIPPER: The Minister and his colleagues have made a major decision, and it is for
them to provide the information to the public and the Parliament. These are legitimate
questions that have not been answered. The Government appears to base its case in part
on the McCarrey report. It is stated in one of the recommendations in chapter 23 that the
Government should consider reducing capital tied up in transport fleets by sale and
leaseback arrangements. It does not explicitly recommend that option, but just that the
Government should consider it. It is hardly a wholehearted and enthusiastic
recommendation. What about some of the other key recommendations of the McCan'ey
report with regard to this matter? For example, the first recommendation is that -

The State Government should appoint a commercial fleet management
organisation to work with FleetWest to take responsibility across the entire public
sector fleet for vehicle buying, leasing or sale and lease-back, control of fleet
maintenance and effective vehicle use.

I would like to hear from the Minister precisely what is proposed. The second
recommendation is that fleet management within each agency should be reviewed. Has
that been done? The third recommendation is that salary packaging and provision of car
benefits should be reviewed to apply the ful cost of any benefit supplied.
One very significant comment is made in the summary at the beginning of chapter 23 -

The greatest long-termi saving from effective fleet management will arise from
control of the use of vehicles.

According to the McCarey report it is not significant whether the Government owns or
leases the vehicles, but rather how the use of the vehicles is controlled. I would like to
hear what the Government is doing about that part of the McCarrey report. That is the
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strongest statement in chapter 23. It is disappointing that a fuller statement has not been
made to the Parliament and die public on all these issues. I hope the Minister for
Services, who is not in the Chamber at die moment, will have his attention drawn to the
Mansard report, and will respond in due course. Perhaps we can expect another brief
ministerial statement when we resume and welcome Joe Bullock to the Legislative
Assembly.
I now turn to a couple of other issues. I deal firstly with the support for people who are
disadvantaged and who suffer an unforeseen financial crisis. When the current Premier
became leader of his party and the Leader of the Opposition, he made quite an issue of
the question of poverty. That was one of the ways in which the Premier distinguished
himself from his predecessor as Leader of the Opposition. A number of press statements
were made which highlighted die then Leader of the Opposition's perception of a poverty
problem in Western Australia. If most Western Australians bad drawn any conclusion
from his first weeks and months in office, they would have thought he was concerned
about the question of poverty. However, that concern has not been translated into
compassionate action by the Minister for Community Development. He has slashed the
budget for direct financial assistance to people facing an unforeseen financial crisis who
seek help from the Department for Community Development. Not only has be slashed
the budget, but also he has introduced new guidelines requiring those people to seek
financial counselling. His new program is a disaster.
Mr Omiodei: Do you agree that one of the fundamental problems in society today is that
a large section of the community do not have the ability to manage their own financial
affairs and, therefore, they need some financial counselling? My electorate office does it
every week.
Mr RIPPER: I support the provision of financial counselling services, and those services
were expanded during the period of the previous Labor government. I fact, they were
funded for the first time under that government, and were then expanded. I do not
oppose financial counselling services, but it is wrong to make financial counselling a
condition for receiving financial assistance from the Department for Community
Development.
Mr Omodei: Why not?
Mr RIPPER: I will explain. The effect of the Minister's change in program has been to
heavily slash the amount of assistance made available to people facing unforeseen
financial crises. I take for example the Belmont office of the Department for Community
Development. I asked the Minister a question on notice and recived the following
information: In 1992-93 under the Emergency Financial Relief program, $152 105 was
distributed through the Belmont office of the Department for Community Development.
In 1993-94, to 31 May only, because that is the date which the Minister gave in his
answer, under the eqwivalent program, the Minister's Family Crisis program, with the
condition to which I object, $47 359 was distributed through the Belmont office of the
Department for Community Development. Therefore, makdng appropriate adjustments
for a full year effect, we see a two-tirds cut in the amount of financial assistance
distributed through the Belmont office of the Department for Community Development.
The people who have missed out are the disadvantaged, those on pensions and low
incomes, those who have been employed for perhaps a long time, and those who face an
unforeseen financial crisis. Those people have gone to the local office of the Department
for Community Development and perhaps said 'We hove a problem. We cannot pay the
electricity bill. We have to choose whether to pay our electricity bill or buy food for our
children." In other words, they must choose whether their children will go hungry or the
whole household will live in darkness and without hot water. However, under this
program the officers tell those people that the condition is that they must seek financial
counselling. That causes great difficulty because it takes quite a while to obtain financial
counselling.
Mr Omodei: They do not have to get financial counselling up-front.
Mr RIPPER: They do have to get financial counselling up-front, and that is why people
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miss out on assistance and are detrred from going to the Department for Community
Development, and that is why people have hungry children or cannot afford to pay their
electricity bill. People in the Belmont area who previously would have received small
amounts of assistance have missed out. I can tell the Minister that people in Forrestfield
and High Wycombe will hear about this because those suburbs are covered by the
Belmont office of the Department for Community Development, and we have seen a two-
thirds cut in the amount of direct assistance given to people who axe disadvantaged and
who face an unforeseen financial crisis.
The Minister has imposed an unrealistic condition on this program, and his misguided
actions will destroy this program. In the end he will comne to this Parliament and say that
he can no longer justify this program because the administrative costs of the program
exceed the amount of money being handed ot under the program. That will be to the
great disadvantage of those people for whom the Premier tried to convey to the public
that he had a concern. Obviously, that was mere rhetoric. It was obviously an image
building exercise, because die Minister has not translated that concern into action. We
see the reverse of that concern. Those people who are the most disadvantaged have been
denied assistance from the State Government in their hour of need. That is a shameful
situation.
I turn now to the operations of the Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre. I do not know whether
members have had the opportunity to examine that centre, but that excellent facility was
recently constructed in my electorate, with some assistance from both the Federal
Government and the former state government. However, a problem has arisen with that
facility, because the Minister for Local Government wants the facility to increase its
prices. He wants to see Belmont residents pay more to use the gymnasium facilities at
that leisure centre. The Minister has written not once but twice to the Belmont City
Council, seeking to persuade it to increase prices at that leisure centre.
Mr Omodei: You should produce the letter and table it in the House.
Mr RIPPER: I am going on the Minister's answer to Parliament, when he told me in
answer to a question on notice that he had written twice to the Belmont City Council
raising concern about what he regarded as a lack of fair competition; in other words,
seeking to influence the council to increase the prices charged to residents in my
electorate for their use of gymnasium facilities at the Oasis Leisure Centre. Why has the
Minister done that? An interesting circumstance in the area is that a councillor in the
Belmont City Council owns a private gymnasium facility, not in the City of Belmont but
just outside its boundaries. Interestingly, that councillor was a late entrant to the last
state election campaign for the electorate of Belmont. He was an unusually well funded
Independent candidate, and he gave his preferences to the Liberal candidate. He later ran
for Belmont City Council for election as a councillor and was successful. I believe that
in his run for Belmont City Council he was assisted by local people from the Liberal
Party. There is a connection between this person and the Liberal Party. This person has
in fact complained to the Minister for Local Government about the operations of the
Belmont Oasis leisure Centre, and the Minister for Local Government has responded -

Mr Omodei: By quite righdly writing to the Belmont City Council, asking for an
explanation.
Mr RiPPER: - by seeking to have the competition from the Belmont Oasis Leisure
Centre reduced, with the effect that my constituents may be asked to pay more. Why
does the Minister seek to protect the private sector from public sector competition? Is
this a repeat of the exercise in the Water Authority?
Mr Omodei: Not at all. You know full well that when I get a request from a concerned
ratepayer - in this case, a coundillor - questioning the council's management of a public
facility, it is incumbent upon me to investigate that matter, and that is exactly what I have
done.
Mr RIPPER: But the Minister has written not once but twice. He got an assurance from
the council, yet he wrote to it again.
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Mr Omodei: You must admit that the prices charged by that new facility, which was
both state and Commonwealth Government funded, are roughly two-thirds the cost of the
facility down the moad. Does that not raise in your mind a question mark about the
expenditur of public funds?
Mr RIPPER: Is the Minister saying to the Belmont Oasis Leisure Centre that it must
charge the same as the nearest private operator?
Mr Omodei: No. I anm asking the council to explain to me how it is managing that
operation.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister is seeking to pressure the council to increase the fees at that
centre. Many other sporting people benefit from some taxpayer provided facilities.
Football players, cricket players, tennis players and bowlers, and all sorts of people,
benefit from some subsidy from the taxpayer. Why should people who are interested in
gymnastics be prevented from benefiting from the same support for their sporting
interests as do other people? I do not think there has been an adequate explanation of
that. The only reason 1 can see is that the Minister and his friends have mates in the
private sector who want to see the viability and the profits of their enterprises protected,
and the Minister has been only too willing to jump to their aid at the expense of people in
my electorate who are not on high incomes because Belmont is not a high income area.
People in my electorate who want to keep themselves fit and healthy using those
wonderful facilities must pay an increased fee.
Mr Ornodei: if you are accusing me of impropriety you can come outside the House and
I will take your block off.
Mr RIPPER: That is typical of the attitude the Minister for Local Government brings to
debate. I am saying that the Minister should not have sought to have the Belmont City,
Council increase the fees at the leisure centre because that action is potentially to the
serious disadvantage of my constituents. There would not be any support in the Belmont
area for the Minister's action in seeking to have the leisure centre charge higher costs for
local residents.
MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [5.21 am]: I will raise matters that concern various
people in my electorate. I will comment on a decision that I am reliably told is about to
be brought down by the Minister for Transport to allow triple road trains on Great
Northern Highway, north of Wubin. It is of particular concern to the shirt councils of the
Murchison region. At least one of them, the Shire of Mt Magnet, has written to the
Minister urging him to refuse permission for triple road trains at least until that road is
widened to dual width. Anyone who has travelled on Great Northern Highway would
k:now that a tremendous amount of upgrading has been done in the past five years, but
there are still significant sections of single width bitumen with quite wide shoulders of
gravel with a sftep drop off on the side. That road is used by tourists, especially elderly
people towing caravans to go north to the Murchison, the Pilbara and Broome regions. It
is not uncommon for these elderly drivens with caravans to encounter double road trains
carting ore from the mines in the Murchison area, and it is difficult for them to negotiate
those road trains even now. With the advent of triple road trains from Wubin north the
situation would be more dangerous than it is now, and that has been recognised by the
shires; hence the request for the Minister for Transport to limit or to refuse permission for
triple road trains until after the widening of the road.
The Federal Government was widening that road as part of its national highway program,
and significant funds have been spent over the past five years. Unfortunately, the
program has been stalled this year. [ do not know whether there is an impasse between
the State Government and the Federal GovernmentL but I know that the Federal
Government is particularly concerned at the allegations made by the Minister for
Transport that insufficient money has been spent on roads. I know the Federal
Government has targeted what money is available for the national highway and,
unfortunately, the money is to be spent elsewhere and not on Great Northern Highway. I
urge the Federal Government to make. sure funds are available for that widening program,
because it is a road of significant importance. It is getting greater use all the time. If it is
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not widened and if a decision is made to go ahead with triple moad rains it will be only a
matter of time before a very serious accident or a fatality occurs. I would hate to have
that on my conscience and I do not think the Minister for Transport would want it on his.
The decision on moad trains will come down and it will not benefit many people in
Western Australia. I run a moadhouse business in Carnarvan. I speak to truck drivens
regularly, and not one subcontractor wants to see more triples on roads in Western
Australia. They get very little extra money for carting a third trailer. It puts additional
pressure on their trucks and them. They have mare checks to make and the vehicles are
difficult to drive. The drivens are under stress the whole time they are driving with a
third trailer. Obviously, inexperienced drivens towing caravans do not enjoy coming
across these big road rains. I do not know of one subcontractor or one driver working
for a mrucking company who is pushing for more triples on Western Australian highways.
I service two major companies, Energy Trcing and Centurion Transport, and it is rare
for either of those companies to cart triples from Camnarvon north; both usually cart
doubles from Camnarvon. They elect not to pull triples for various reasons, so not a huge
number of operators within the road transport industry are urging the Minister to
introdluce triple road trains. Obviously there must be some because the Minister has that
strongly in his mind, and there have been indications there will be a decision along those
lines on Great Northern Highway. The truck drivers I speak to are not urging it; the
majority are saying the opposite. I cannot see benefits to anyone, because very little
additional money is paid to the drivens or subcontractors and I cannot see that it will
reduce the cost of freight to the north west. Of course, if it did do that we would need to
look at it seriously.
A second issue that has raised its head recently concerns the Wiluna High School,
Wiluna is a very isolated community some 200 kilometres east of Meekatharra. It has a
district high school with between 12 and 20 mainly Aboriginal ids in secondary
education. The number varies because the Aboriginal people are transient between the
desert region up to Jigalong and further south to the central desert. They have two high
school teachers and two buildings, one classroom and one home science room. The
Education Department had decided in its wisdom that the home science room was to be
moved to Ocean Reef or one of the other high schools in the northern suburbs of Perth.
The teachers tell me that the easiest way to teach the ids at Wiluna is through their
artistic expression and different manual activities. Their education in the more traditional
areas of maths and English is enhanced by the use of art and other manual activities, and
the home science room is the facility they use when undertaking those activities.
Unfortunately for the kids the decision was made to move that classroom. The two
teachers involved contacted me through their union delegate to ask if the Opposition
could talk to the Education Department. On speaking to the district superintendent at
Kalgoorlie we received some assistance and a decision was made to leave the home
science mom at Wiluna and to take away one of the other classrooms at the end of year.
At that stage the department was to decide whether the number of students justified the
retention of the classrooms the school had. Everybody, including me, the teachers and
ids at Wiluna, were appreciative of that decision.
Unfortunately, within days we were told that the Education Department in Perth had
overruled that decision and had decided the classroom had to be removed in the next
three weeks. I do not understand why the decision was made, because the decision threw
the school into disarray. It has been cut back to one classroom; and two high school
teachers were trying to teach the Aboriginal ids at Wiluna. Mid-term one of the
classrooms will be taken away and moved to some other school, not to Ocean Reef but to
somewhere else in the wheatbelt or some other town. There is doubt whether the
building, which is a 10 year old transportable, will be strong enough to be transported.
The road from Wiluna into Meekatharra is not the best standar- it is unsealed gravel. I
cannot imagine what the building will be like if it is transported 600 to 700 kiometres
along that road and other woads. There will also be a significant disruption to the school.
I am told that two or three 10 year old trees will need to beuprooted to allow the building
to be moved out. I do not think this state is in such a parlous financial position that the
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Education Department cannot afford to access a transportable classroom from elsewhere
or to purchase a transportable room. The Wiluna community should not be deprived of
one building. It is one of the most remote and deprived areas of the state; so I urge dhe
Education Department to have another look at the situation and at least revert to die
decision made a few weeks ago to leave the building until the end of the year when a
proper assessment can be made of the enrolments for 1995.
1 turn now to a perennial problem in Carnarvon, with which the Minister for Water
Resources has been dealing for some time. I refer to the water irrigation scheme in
Carnarvon. Growers are upset that a proportion of the capital works program - a program
which they welcomed with open arms - will be charged to them. The growers cannot
understand, just as I cannot understand, how any business, whether the Water Authority
or private enterprise, can charge a capital cost to the customer, and then increase the
charge for its product - as the Water Authority has done each year for the last four or five
years. The increase in water charges is nothing new. When Labor was in government a
10 per cent increase was made each year. but the difference was that when we were in
government the inflation rate was running at 8 to 10 per cent. So, the 10 per cent
increase in water charges then was about 2 per cent in real terms. In the last two years,
inflation has run at about 2 per cent, so I see no justification for the 10 per cent increase
in water charges each year placed on the growers.
Mr Omodei: The irrigation scheme at Carnarvon is running at more than a $500 000 loss
on operating costs, let alone the asset replacement cost. It is a legitimate argument by the
Water Authority to come up to operating costs. If the authority took over the whole
scheme tomorrow it would have to run it at the operating costs. We have been accused of
not consulting, but the demand from the high profile figures, especially during the
drought, was because they needed water to save their crops. We moved quickly, but I
think they axt unhappy about our taking a longer time than expected. We are trying to fix
the problem.
Mr LEAHTY: I have had numerous briefigs with the Water Authority.
Mrt Omodei: That is an aggressive group, and she is an aggressive young lady.
Mr LEAHY: It is. The problem I have with that statement is simply that in briefings
with the Water Authority over the years that I have been a member of Parliament for the
area, the cost of production of water has varied from 180 to about 920 a kilolitre. The
figure depends on who we talk to. They have now settled on a figure of about 26g as the
cost of production of a kilolitre of water. Growers are charged 160 a iflolitre.
Mr Omodei: It is 16.60 a kilolitre.
Ms LEAKY: It is the dearest irrigation water in Australia.
Ms Omodei: That is not true.
Mr LEAHY: It is the dearest. Can the Minister refer to anywhere in Western Australia
where anyone pays more for irrigation water?
Mr Omodei: For a start, Geraldton growers pay about $1 a kilolitre.
Mr LEAHY: They do not have irrigation water. They have potable water.
Ms Bloffwitch interjected.
Ms LEAHY: So do people in Caniarvon who grow produce on potable water. I have
seven acres of land in Camarvon. I pay $1.12 a kilolitre; I pay the full commercial rate,
the same as people pay in Geraldton. I am talking about an irrigation scheme. Geraldton
has potable water. It is treated the same as the water that comes out of our taps. We
should pay the full commercial rate, but I am talking about the irrigation scheme in
Carnarvon - the same sort of scheme as that in Harvey and other areas. It is a scheme set
up for irrigation. Geraldton is not on an irrigation scheme.
Ms Omodei: The Gascoyne has a unique irrigation scheme, in that the water comes from
under the river. There axe other irrigation schemes in other parts of the nation where
water prices are higher than at Carnarvon. In my electorate, where theme is not an
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irrigation scheme - the water comes from dams - the cost of water is $1.50 a kilolitre. I
have difficulty stepping back into my electorate, when people ask why the irrigators in
Carnarvon pay 16.60 a kilolitre when my constituents pay dearly.
Mr LEAHY: It is not an irrigation scheme. On the other side of the coin, a $500 000
subsidy goes to prowers in Carnarvon. That subsidy is partly due to a policy of this
Government - as it was of the last government and other governments going back to
1978 - to charge government instrumentalities the average isolated area cost of
electricity. In Carnarvon it is double the production costs. In Carnarvon a unit of
electricity costs 160 to produce, but the isolated area rate is 300. In Carnarvon, die Water
Authority is charged the full amount. Something like $500 000 goes back to the
Goverrnent in extra electricity charges. It is absolute nonsense to say that is a subsidy to
growers. They art being charged an inflated cost for water because of a government
policy which says that Carnarvon is to be classed with Wiluna, Gascoyne Junction, and
other remote areas with small power houses -

Mr Omodei: You must admit that die whole scheme runs at a $500 000 loss to operate.
let alone die asset replacements. The Minister for Resources Development is looking at
the question of power supply and prices not only in Camarvon but also in Broome and
the Pilbara.
Mr LEAHY: Those areas do not have the ongoing problem that we face, because
prowers can pump water for a lot less.
Mr Omodei: For 160 a kilowatt.
Mr LEAHY: That is right, they are charged 16g a kilowatt, and the Water Authority is
charged 300 a kilowatt. We have a situation where previously, when considering the
management of the aquifers, we decided to give those with adjoining plantations access
to the easiest water, which is accessed by growers adjoining basin A. The water accessed
by the Water Authority is pumped from 40 kilometres out of town, and the costs are
significantly higher than the cost to pump from the front door. Those growers who
cannot access the cheaper water at their front door have to pay an ever increasing amount
of money for the water that they do access.
Mr Omodei: That is only on a per hectare basis. They do not pay on consumption per
kilolitre; they pay the per hectare charge.
Mr LEAHY: Who do?
Mr Omnodei: The blokes in basin A. They pay for their diesel.
Mr LEAHY: They still pay the production costs of pumping. Because of the difference
in electricity charges they get it much cheaper than would a person who does not have
access to it.
Mr Omodei: That is a good case. If they took over parts of the scheme, they would have
the benefits from the power costs. They would have a depreciation allowance.
Mr LEAHY: The Minister may even be able to convince them; but we want them to take
over the whole supply of the water, and the Water Authority can then have the
reticulation to the town and would buy the water. It is no good saying to those people,
"You can run half of it and we will run half of it."
Mr Omodei: I have asked them whether they would be keen to take over the reticulation
part, and I am prepared to talk to them about taking over the lot. The Water Authority
would still have to be covered by a regulation because a future government might have a
whole scheme returned to it if it were not run properly.
Mr LEAHY: Obviously. The Carnarvon area produces about $40m-odd of fruit and
vegetables which are sold in Perth and which other areas cannot produce at that time. It
caters to a niche market. From the Water Authority's figures, the only other market that
could supply fruit and vegetables at that time would be in Queensland. To access that
fruit and vegetables, the consumer would pay an additional $6m if it were not for the
producers in Carnarvon.
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Even if we forget about the dearer electricity and we even acknowledge that the growers
in Camnaryon receive a $500 000 subsidy, that would be well and truly offset by the
consumers in Perth getting very cheap, locally grown fruit and vegetables. When the
consumers in Perth get that sort of value for money from this country enterprise, they
should be well and trly supportive of the 163 people who are living and growing fruit
and vegetables in Camarvon.
Mr Omodel: You will find that a whole lot of other examples are in the same situation
when metropolitan consumers subsidise Gascoyne horticulturists.
Mr LEAHY: The water consumers that dhe Minister is talking about are those who pay
$6m less overall for the fruit and vegetables that are grown in Carnarvon. The
metropolitan people anc getting back twelvefold what they are paying by way of a
subsidy. If the industry in Carnarvon were closed down tomorrow, it would cost $6m
more for the produce to be imported from Brisbane.
Mr Omodei: The fact of the mar is that the industry in Carnarvon will not be closed
down tomorrow. If that operation is managed properly, it will never be closed. You
know that, and they know that.
Mr LEAHY: The industry in Carnarvon is swinging over to types of fruit anid vegetables
that can be exported, not exotics but those that are not staple products in the Perth
market, such as Tcdglobe grapes, which would give them a much better return. In that
instance the consumers in Perth, as the Carnarvon growers produce other varieties, will
have to access fruit and vegetables somewhere else, and they will have to pay more
money for that
Mr Omodei: There is nothing you can do about it.
Mr LEAHY: Yes, something can be done. It is ridiculous that the consumers of Perth
pay mome for produce that can be sold in the Western Australian market and which will
ensure that Western Australians gain employment.
Mr Omodei: You cannot force people to buy locally grown produce. You should go
down to the metropolitan markets.
Mr LEAHY: The higher the price of water in Carnarvon, the more it will cost people in
Perth for their staple fruit and vegetables. The growers in Carnarvon are already
swapping flom the traditional produce to that which will return them a far greater amount
of money on the export market. Those people will continue to go into the production of
mangoes and other fruits that will provide them with more money.
Mr Bloffwitch interjected.
Mrt Omcdei: The member for Ceraldton has made a good Point If the member goes
down to thePerth markets on any given day,tdim times aweek, he will find that alarge
percentage of the produce is imported from America, Italy and elsewhere, and it sells for
whatever price people want to pay for it. It is their choice whether they want to pay a
high price.
Mr LEAHY: A lot of Cainarvon produce that is now available on the Perth market is not
available from other places. The Minister is talking about things like tomatoes that are
available.
Mr Omodei: You could pitch that argument to a lot of other areas as well. I have heard
similar arguments in relation to subsidies for the Perth Theatre Trust, etc.
Mr LEAHY: I would support die argument for a cross-subsidy to any other country town
that would show me a$6m gain for a $500000ouay. If any other people in acountry
town could do that, I would support giving that town $500 000. I believe everyone in this
House would asiweli.
Mr Tubby: They would prefer to produce for t local market, rather than for the export
market.
Mr LEAHY: I do not know.
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Mr Tubby: if the water is cheaper, they will get bigger profits on the local markets, and
they will want to sell locally.
Mr LEAHY: Many of the farmers have traditionally serviced the Perth markets, and
many of them continue to do so. If the price of water goes up, they must look for
markers that will pay them more for their produce. A lot of the farmers have swapped
over to grow produce that will give them a bigger return, much of which goes for export.
We then get to a ridiculous situation, as I said earlier. At least now the Perth consumers
are getting some benefit from what the Carnarvon prowers ae producing. We are not
getting any benefit from a $500 000 subsidy when their produce goes overseas. The
Carnarvon prowers are getting a subsidy to send cheap grapes or other fruits to the Asian
markets. I cannot see the benefits in that.
Mr Bloffwitch: How do you stop them?
Mr LEAKY: I have just gone through that and I do not have the time to go through it
again.
The next subject I will touch on is the jetty in Carnarvon, the last remaining jetty in the
north west of Western Australia. It was built nearly 100 years ago, at the turn of the
century, and serviced Stateships for many years. Like other jetties throughout the area, it
helped to open up the north west of the state. With the end of its life as a commercial
jetty when fuel was trucked into Carnarvon, the Department of Marine and Harbour. had
no further use for it. Since 1984-85 it has gradually deteriorated. There has been an
attempt by the Shire of Carnarvon and a local support group to access funds from the
State Government to ensure that jetty is brought back to its previous glory and
maintained in the years to come. The jetty is the last remaining wooden structure of this
type in the north west. Unlike the jetty at Busselton which 20 years ago was extended to
its present length, this jetty has been one mile long -

Mr Blaikie: That was done by a community group.
Mr LEAHY: I was about to say that the jetty about which I am speaking in Carnarvon is
100 years old. It has not been extended. It is substantially the same as it was when built.
Like the Busselton jetty it warrants being retained for its historical value. Too often a
building in Perth or around the metropolitan area is saved just because it is an old
building. This sort of structure has as much significance to Western Australia as does an
old building. I urge the Minister to make sure that enough funds are available for the
jetty to be restored. At the moment the Department of Marine and Harbours has put
forward $192 000, the only contribution from the State Government That represents the
demolition costs of the jetty; that is, what the Department of Marine and Harbours would
spend if it knocked it down. That is not a contribution towards the retention and
maintenance of that jetty. It warrants greater funding than that- I do not think funding
should come from the Department of Marine and Harbours. Its budget should be used
quite properly for commercial structures and commercial harbours in Western Australia.
The funds should come from some other source, such as heritage. The people, nor just in
Carnarvon but of north western Australia and Western Australia as a whole, deserve to
see that jetty maintained and kept for as long as we can.
I would like now to congratulate the Government on announcing that this year it will be
putting significant funds into the Carnarvon fascine. Anybody here who has been
through Camnarvon will know what I anm talking about. It is the southern arm of the
Gascoyne River which runs right through the middle of town. It is a gmat. recreational
area for just strolling along the edge of the waterway or swimming, yachting or boating.
It has been underurilised for many years because the adjoining Whitlock Island and
Babbage Island have not been developed for a number of reasons, one of which is that
the waterway has silted up over the years and has not been as attractive as it should be.
The State Government, mainly through LandCoup, will be putting in $2m or $3m for the
initial dredging and the release of 30 blocks of waterfiront land in Carnarvon. That will
be a catalyst for much development in Carnarvon and should lead to a surge in tourism
enterprises and more people choosing to retire in the Carnarvon region. I congratulate
the Government on that. It has been a long rime coming. An amount of $200 000 was
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put in by the previous Labor government for a feasibility study and the then Premier
made a commitment before the last election of a $3.5m injection by die State
Government if Labor were returned. I am pleased that the Liberal Party on election to
government has fuilfilled that commitment and allocated the money.
The last issue I wish to raise in the Budget debate is the one I raised some eight weeks
ago of the change in electoral boundaries. At that time I mentioned diat I had no doubt
the Liberal and National Parties would be submitting to the boundary commissioners a
case for the reduction of one seat in die most remote region in Western Australia, that
being Mining and Pastoral. Would members believe it; there was a submission from
both! Both submissions said that there should be only five seats in the most remote part
of Western Australia. From the two parties that say there should be vote weighting, for
the most remote part of Western Australia we have submissions that there should be one
fewer seat Could it be that all the seats are held by the Labor Party? Do members think
that if they cannot win one they will take one away?
Mr Omodei: Do you agree with the Labor Party policy? Do you believe in one-vote-
one-value?
Mr LEAHY: I do not mind one-vote-one-value as long as the samte number of people
have one representative in Mining and Pastoral as in the South West and Agricultural
Regions. Under the Government's scheme, each member of Parliament in Mining and
Pastoral will have 14 000 constituents; each one in the Agricultural Region. 12 500; and
each one in the South West, 11 000. The most remote region would have the most
constituents, which is very clever. No-one else can understand the logic except the
National and Liberal Parties, but I will bet anything that the electoral commissioners will
not have a bar of it because they are pretty smart.
Mr Bloffwitch: You hope they won't.
Mr LEAHY: I do not hope at all. I know that those three gentlemen -

Mr C.J. Barnett: We will miss you!
Mr LEAH-Y: I said earlier, although I told members eight weeks ago it would be die
case, that I believed there would be a submission from both parties to reduce the number
of seats from six to five, and lo and behold, that is what has happened. In a submission
from the National Party we have a place called Paraburdoo just south of Port Hedland in
the Pilbara. electorate which will go into a seat called Gascoyne-Ryre. Eyre is 3 000
kilomets away but Paraburdoo goes in that seat. They say in that submission that there
is a community of interest in four areas: First, climate - it is a bloody hot place; second,
communication, because they have telephones; third, remoteness, and they are both
remote and isolated, fourth, transport; they both have roads to them. Those are the
community interests, towns which are 3 000 ilomnetres apart in one seat. That is a
National Party submission, but that was put forward because both parties started off by
saying. "We must reduce the number of seats from six to five." In doing that they
brought forward these ludicrous proposals. We looked at it as a party to see whether it
could be reduced to five seats. Every time we drew the seats we had the same sort of
silly situation that the National Party came up with.
Mr Cowan: The ALP wants to reduce it to three.
Mr Bloffwitch: You would have big territories then!
Mr LEAHY: That was the National Party submission. The Liberal Party's submission
did not take Paraburdoo into Eyre: It put Carnarvon into Eyre and made a big banana
seat around the south right through Kalgoorlie to Eucla. I have had nearly six years of
people in the Liberal Party saying to me, "What has Carnarvon got in common with
Newman?" I have said, "Nothing'.
Mr Bloffwirch: Not a thing?
Mr LEAHY: Nothing, but the reason for Newman being in the seat of Northern Rivers -

Mr Bloffwitch: Is so that you can have a seat.

3844 [ASSEMOBLY]



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994]184

Mr LEAHY: The member should wait a moment. Is he saying that the thure
independent electoral commissioners, the Chief Justice of WA, the Chief Electoral
Officer, and the state statistician, are biased?
Mr Bloffwitch: I ant saying they could look at it from a different direction.
Mr LEAH-Y: The reason they put Newman into the seat of Northern Rivers was the
community of interest with the Murchison. The Great Northern Highway rns tight up
through the middle and joins them all
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEAHY: flat was the community of interest, but there is no community of interest
between Paraburdoo and Eyre.
Several members intejected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Pilbara. It is very disorderly. We
have been going on famously but we now have members interjecting -

Mr Marlborough: It is nearly bacon and egg time.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for Peel has been formally called to order twice.
He is not in his seat again. There are people who believe we should be tidying it up a bit,
I hope. I will just call people to order and ask the member for Northern Rivers to
continue.
Mr Tubby: We will know in a couple of weeks.
Mr LEAHY: We will know on the 29th. The one thing in which I have confidence is the
independence of the three boundary commissioners.
Mr Tubby: You will squeal when they draw the boundary lines.
Mr LEAHY: I will not squeal because I know they will look at it in a commonsense way
and see that an area that has 104 ODD adult residents deserves six members of Parliament
and not five.
Mr Cowan: They cannot do that, and you know it as well as anybody else. Th1e only
figures they can take are the statistics that relate to the numbers of electors as at a certain
date.
Mr LEAHY: I hoped the Deputy Premier would say that, because if they use those raw
figures and reduce the seats to five, we will have a situation where, by 1988, theme will be
14 000 constituents per member of Parliament. As the allowable quota at the moment is
only 15 per cent above 11 770, they will be out of quota. That is also something that
under the legislation they cannot do. We have a situation where the lay parties of both
the National and Liberal Parties made submissions that there should be a reduction. In
those submissions they said there would be no significant population growth in the
Pilbara, Kimberley, Murchison or Gascoyne areas of this state. Also, for convenience,
they said that Broome, which experienced a population increase of 25 per cent over the
past four years - as we all know in a time of recession, and some say depression - would
be reduced over the next four years to 10 per cent. Why would that be? However, 10 per
cent brings them just under quota. Anyone here who knows how Broomte is progressing
will know that Broome will continue as it has, or even increase at a more significant rate
in the future.
They also said that nothing would happen in the Pilbara.
Mr Graham interjected.
Mr LEAHY: That is right and did the member for Pilbara see the announcement where
the coalition grabbed the glory for the steel briquettes and the 150 jobs it will create and
the spin-off of another 500 jobs?
Mr Graham: I remember the Premier standing up in the hotel saying, "Sorry, nothing
would grow further than Port Hedland".
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Mr LEAHY: The lay party said there should be fewer seats because notg would
happen in the area, and die Government pointed to what is happening in the Pilbara and
that it is spending big money in Carnarvon.
Mr Strickland interjected.
Mr LEAHY: About 8 000 people.
Mr Strickland: It was nearly 20 000 when die census was done in August Many people
go to Broomne on holidays and as a result, the population varies from 8 000 to 20 000.
Mr LEAHY: Of course it does. The census figures identify permnent residents. The
statistician will tell the member that the firt question asked in a census is "Do you
consider this to be your permanent place of residence?" A person on holidays does not
say, "yes" he says "no".
Mr Strickland: There are three sets of statistics - phone the statistics office and ask.
Mr LEAHY: I have done that; I asked it specifically why die statistics show such a low
number of people residing in the Murchison towns when the shire councils told me there
was more. The statistician's office told me that a majority of people in those towns did
not consider themselves as permanent residents because they were teachers, policemen or
mine workers. For a census they do not consider themselves to be permanent and do not
declare themselves to be permanent.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is their usual place of residence.
Mr LEAHY: They are not asked that. They are asked whether they consider that to be
their permanent place of residence and the state statistician recognises it as a problem.
All the shires this year have taken a reduction in their prants from the Grants
Commission because they have been shown as having a declining population.
Mr BloffWitch interjected.
Mr LEAHY- Unfortunately they ane. They are living in my electorate for 10 months of
the year. working on a mine at, say, Gidgi and showing their address as Rockingham
which unfortunately receives the money. The facilities in my electorate are being
neglected because these people are showing their addresses in the municipalities of
Rockingham, Busselton or somewhere else. As I said, I knew it would be coming. I said
eight weeks ago there would be a submission from at least one, possibly both. It was
from both. It is a joke and it will be seen to be a joke. It will be thrown out and we will
retain six seats in the Mining and Pastoral Region as we should.
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [6.06 am]: On behalf of the
Treasurer I thank members for their comment.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

APPROPRI[ATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 3)
Second Reading

Resumed from 4 AugusL.
MR KOBELKE (Noliamara) [6.07 am]: I understand that I have the call for the Leader
of the Opposition to respond to this Budget Bill. I will make some comments on matters
relating to planning in this state, something in which I have taken a keen interest.

Points of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT: This is not a general debate. We have had the general debate on the
Budget Bill.
Mr D.L. Smith: Of course it is; it is an appropriation Bill.
Mr CJ. BARNETfT: There is one general debate on the Budget Bill. There is a second
less general debate on capital works which we will have after the adjournment.
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Mr RIPPER: I draw the attention of the Leader of the House to Standing Order No 133
which reads -

.. Provided that on the motion for the second reading for an Appropriation, Loan
or Supply Bill, for expenditure for the ordinary annual services of the
Government matters relating to public affairs may be debated.

The leader of the House may prefer that there is not a general debate on this Bill, but
under standing orders the member for Nollarnara is entitled to debate matters relating to
public affairs.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Warnock): I cannot see anything wrong with that and I
think the member is entitled to discuss it under the general business of the House.
Mr C.3. Barnett: You have created a precedent, Madam Acting Speaker.

Debase Resumted
Mr KOI3ELKE: I accept your ruling with good grace, Madam Acting Speaker. I am
glad the Minister for Planning has now come into the House. What prompted me in part
to take this opportunity to raise some matters on planning was that I spoke to a councillor
of some standing in local government in Western Australia yesterday who claimed that
under the current Minister, planning in this state has gone back 10 years. I am not saying
that is correct, but I certainly get considerable feedback from people in local government
and planning circles that they have real problems with planning under the stewardship of
the current Minister.
Mr Strickland: Name the councillor. Which city?
Mr KOBELKE: If the member for Scarborough is not willing to come into this place and
tell the truth about his own electorate, I will not take an interjection from him to name a
particular councillor who has not given me permission to use his name. I suggest that the
member for Scarborough has ontly to talk to many of his friends on the City of Stirling
and he will find similar views expressed about the planning processes in this state. When
local governments become involved in reviewing the new planning legislation, which the
Minister introduced last week, a lot more local government councillors will say they have
some concerns about the direction planning is now taking in this state.
Mr Strickland: Local councillors always have some concerns if it doesn't go their way.
The job of the Minister for Planning is to adjudicate. I think this Minister is doing a good
job.
Mr KOBELKE: I hope the member for Scarborough will take the opportunity under this
debate to expand his views so that we can have a debate on the merits of the Minister for
Planning and the planning process under way in this state.
The Minister has what might be called a laissez faire approach to planning, which is
something of a contradiction. I am not in any way impugning his motives. The Minister
is very much in favour of development. Thai is a role Planning Ministers of whatever
political persuasion need to take. I have great faith in this state. That is something I
probably share with the Minister for Planning. This state has a future which we cannot
fully foretell at this stage. However, it has the potential in minerals and agriculture, and
more importantly in its people, to see this state grow at a rapid rate. That will put stresses
on the whole infrastructure of the state; therefore, planning is of the utmost importance
because that growth cannot be stopped. Some people in Western Australia say - I do not
think anyone in this House would want to - that this state is big enough, that we do not
need to do any more planning, and that we should control the population. I do not think
that is realistic.
The fact is that our state will grow at a rapid pace. There will be booms and downtimes
through that history. However, over the medium to long trmn the prospects for Western
Australia are the brightest of anywhere in Australia. Australia in many aspects is leading
other developed nations. In Western Australia we must take account of that economic
growth, which will mean growth in population. The infrastructure and the various
facilities must be made available for increasing populations. There is obviously some

3847



3848 [ASSEMBLY)

debate as to whether that growth should occur in the Perth metropolitan area and what
means we might have of attracting that growth to the regional centres. I will not take up
that debate today.
Regardless of the amount of development that takes place in regional centres, growth will
occur in the metropolitan area If one takes the view that we do not have to allow for or
plan that growth - I know the Minister does not take that view, quite rightly; nor does the
Opposition - we will end up with a metropolitan area with a suburban environment which
is much below the current standard. We must plan so that the developments that take
place create the greatest benefit for the people of Perch. In planning, one hardly ever -
possibly never - achieves the ideals. However, one sets out to ensure that when those
developments do occur, they occur under a system of controls and encouragement that
will lead to an end product which people generally find agreeable, and which add to the
quality of life.
In being pro-development the Minister does not take into account the range of inputs chat
need to be integrated into a planning solution. The Minister has been strong in caking up
the major amendment process and ensuring that we do have coloured areas on the map;
areas where houses can go, where there will be modem residential areas, and where there
can be funkier industrial growth. The Minister has been right and proper in pushing that-
He has pushed it strongly and has put a lot of effort into it.
Mr Ornodei: How do you reconcile that comment with the comment that he has put
planning back 10 years?
Mr KOBELKE: Let me continue. If one is to arrive at developments on the ground that
are of high quality and are integrated through the various aspects of our suburban
environment, one needs to take into account many more factors; whether it is the
fragmented land ownership which exists in some areas, the environmental issues that
need to be considered more seriously in planning a metropolitan area, or the relationship
to transport and other facilities, and how that is used to integrate the various components
of our planning scheme. Not only must all these factors be put on the map in terms of
where they must go, but also it must be ensured that they will be delivered within a time
frame which fits in with the development in a given area. That is a much more
complicated task, and one in which I do not claim to have any proved track record. I
chink I can reflect honestly from the many people to whom I have spoken that the current
Minister has not yet grasped the nettle of being able to put that together. I hope the

inister can build on to the success be has had with the major amendments; however, it
needs to go a lot funther than that.
If we are to put all of these elements together, we can do it only if we have a clear vision
of what we hope for Perth and Western Australia. Something this Government has yet to
come to grips with is having a clear vision for Western Australia and for Western
Australians. At the last election the Government put forward a vision which was paper
thin; it had no substance. I will discuss some of those issues later. We have heard in the
past few days about the Government's promise at the last election to provide 800
additional police. When the Government is questioned on the matter and is pushed to
provide details we see that it was a shallow commitment. It was a commitment which the
Government did not see as part of providing the quality of life for the people of this state.
it was simply something that would garner a few votes. The Government's commitment
to it did not go much beyond that We see a by-election on the horizon, and it was a good
issue to drag out. Even this week when the Government was under pressure it could not
produce a table to show its commitment to producing those figures for the Police Force
and how it might put together a training program, and the finances necessary to do that.
We have seen nothing of any substance which enables someone to have any confidence
in this Government. We have seen only a political ploy in dragging up that issue.
Mr Strickland: The proof of the pudding will be in the eating. You will have egg over
your face. Theme is a definite commitment from the Premier to fund those officers and
civilians. I believe the Premier will deliver on that promise.
Mr KOBELKE: I am happy to accept that interjection from the member for
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Scarborough. As he indicated, tine will tell. I have good grounds for feeling that the
undertaking reiterated by the Premier was not genuine, although he tended to throw his
numbers around a bit. On Monday it was 800 and on Tuesday it was 500. 1 ant not sure
which number we dealt with for Wednesday. Today is Thursday and we could have a
different number.
Mr Strickland: Five hundred plus 300 equals 800.
Mr KOBELKE: 1 do not want this debate to just dawdle along. I will return to the point
I was making.
Mr Strickland: You raised it and now you don't know much about it.
Mr KOBELKE: I will return to that muter shortly.
I was speaking about the Government's need to have a vision of what it wants for
Western Australia. This Government clearly does not have such a vision, If one looks at
the developments that have been undertaken in the outer metropolitan area and the city
centre, at the way in which the Government scuttled the proposal to put a planning design
in place for the Perth city foreshore, or at the Premier's statement to plant more trees in
the city streets - a statement which was laughed at by planners - it is evident the
Government has a very green view of the city and one which is leaf thin.
A clear vision is needed of the lifestyle we want for Perth. We have a city of which we
can be proud, a lifestyle which is the envy of people throughout the world. Therefore it
is important that we hold that miust and do what we can to improve that environment for
those who come after us. There are many areas where things could have been done
better. One only needs to look down the Terrace today and see the modern structures to
realise that past planning decisions have led to a city without a soul, a city which could
have been a more beautiful place if something had been done to retain the buildings that
were there from a previous era. What is to happen with the old Perth City Council
Chambers? This Government does not have a commitment of any real vision to this city.
Mr Wiese: Do you think it has soul?
Mr KOBELKE: I have made the point. It is not central to the argument.
Mr Wiese: Does the member think that building has soul and a view of the city?
Mr KOBELKE: The building's style does not attract me, but the building is unique.
Mr Wiese: Why is it unique?
Mr KOBELKE: In its own way it is unique. It is a building which reflects that period in
our architectural history. It reflects that period in the development of the city of Perth.
Mr DL. Smith interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: Some people might say that the building is out of keeping with the
historical precincts around it - which this Government has moved to do something about -
and I commend it for that. Buildings have no heritage value if every 30 years they are
demolished. We need to take account of die special status that building has. In its own
way it is an attractive building and has a history that adds to the general fabric of our
community. One needs to consider very seriously the role that that building plays in the
heritage of Perth.
Mr Lewis: Does the member know what the shadow Minister for Heritage said about it?
Mr KOBELKE: The shadow Minister for Heritage made some points which reflected her
own views and the matter is still being discussed. As the Government has not yet made a
formal decision -

Mr Lewis: Does the member know what she said about it? You don't, do you?
Mr KOBELKE: No.
Dr Turnbull: I consider the member is wasting the time of the House because he is
putting his own ideas.
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Mr KOBELKIE: The interjection has taken up more time than I have. The point I was
making is that we have a quality of life in Perth that we can be very proud of, but one
which is under threat from development of all forms. We need to be very careful to
enhance that quality of life and not see it degraded. I will discuss sonic of those issues
later.
One area of Perth where lifestyle is a very important issue is the Swan Valley. The Swan
Valley is a very special environment a place that has its own charm, one that attracts
people frm the whole of Penth and also interstate and overseas.
Mr Wiese, Are we going to have a travelogue around Perth?
Mr KOBELKE: The Swan Valley is a very good place to start. That special
environment in the Swan Valley is one which political parties of both persuasions have
for many years tried to preserve. I would like to go through some of the problems
involved in preserving that very special environment.
Mr Day: The Opposition was going to urbanise most of the environment.
Mr KOBELKE: T7hat was never true.
Mr Cowan: Yes, it was.
Mr KOBELKE: Thbe member might like to make that point about artificially extending
or redrawing the boundaries to the valley. If we take t boundaries to the Swan Valley
that have been settled with respect to the legislation which is likely to be brought forward
by the Government in the next few weeks, then the previous government did not have
plans to see a major urbanisation of that area.
Mr Lewis: The member is being absolutely untruthful.
Dr Turnhull: The former Independent member for Swan Hill knew exactly what plans
you had.
Several members interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: We see the Government trying to throw up a whole lot of lines which do
not stand up. I am not saying that different plans were not put forward at various times.
The Government made a decision, which is what the member for Darling Range is
stating. The actual plans being proposed were not to put urban growth right through the
valley. I will later discuss some of the proposals. What we do have in the Swan Valley
as part of that environment is viticulture, which has been there for many years. That is a
key part of the attraction of the Swan Valley and has been producing wines for many
years. it has a reputation for the quality of irs wines -

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Could we have a hatle less noise. I see that the
Hansard reporter is having difficulty and I would like members to keep the level of noise
down. It may be directed at keeping yourselves awake, but I think it is important that the
speaker be heard by the Hansard reporter.
Mr KOBELKE: In addition to the agricultural production which has the special
attraction of viticulture, there is also the heritage of the whole area. The furthermost point
Captain Stirling reached in his visit in 1827 is near All Saints Church, where he camped
overnight before returning to his ship on the coast All Saints Church is the oldest church
still standing in Western Australia. There are centres nearby which ame part of the history
of development of agriculture in this state. There are Aboriginal sites, and Yagan's grave
is of special heritage significance. It is in close proximity to the heritage towns of
Guildford and idland. While the number of buildings that have been retained in
Midland is fewer than what we would like, Guildford is still a very charming heritage
centre. Those areas need to be preserved to ensure that they are connected with the Swan
Valley, because in doing so we can promote and expand the tourist industry in that area.
Members are well aware of the importance of tourism to this state. Tourism is not just a
money earner. It is an industry which is very labour intensive, and an industry which will
help us to ensure that we have jobs for the people of Western Australia, particularly for
the younger generation. We are right to place great hope in tourism. We will not
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improve our tourism industry if we do not ensure that we have things that people want to
see. The Swan Valley is one of the primary centres for tourism. It has attractions that
can draw people from near and far. We must ensure that those assets are preserved and
enhanced so that the people of Perth can continue to enjoy them and so that the state has
a very vibrant tourism industry which can draw on the potential of the Swan Valley.
Simply stating that we wish to preserve it - which all political parties have given lip
service to - will not ensure that it is achieved. Achieving it is far more difficult.
T1he underlying factor that cannot be ignored is the economics of the various agricultural
and other activities in the Swan Valley. I was surprised when driving out there this week
to find an area - which I always thought very attractive near the old Valencia site - with
warehouses situated among the vines. If that sort of development continues it will
certainly destroy the character of the valley. Fundamental to preserving the Swan Valley
is ensuring that its economic base is sound. Obviously, the economic base will shift as
markets change. It will be a challenge to any government to try to preserve the special
character of the Swan Valley.
Prior to the last election this Government's platform indicated that it would provide a
greater level of race concessions, but to date it has not done that. It has not provided any
economic incentives to ensure that the traditional primary industries of the Swan Valley
are preserved. This Government is not interventionist and it is not keen to give industry
any support. If the economic base of the industry and the tourism which flows from it is
to be maintained, the economic issues must be addressed. It is not good enough for the
Government to say that it will introuce legislation, draw up a planning scheme and
freeze it in time. That is unworkable and that is the reason I was critical of the Minister
at the beginning of my speech. By saying it will freeze it with a piece of legislation, the
Government is overlooking the dynamics that must be taken into account if the planning
process is to deliver the vision and objectives it is setting out to achieve.
Mr Trenoiden: The best thing we did for the Swan Valley was get rid of you lot You
would have raped it.
Mr KOBELKE: The member for Avon's language is colourful but, as usual, without
substance.
The legislation of which we are yet to see the final draft is a political con job by this
Government. It promised prior to the last election that if it were elected to government it
would introduce legislation to preserve the quality of life and the assets of the people in
the Swan Valley. The Government is setting out to fulfil that promise, but it will not
deliver anything. It is nothing but a con job on the electors of that area and the people of
Perth. If the Government does not ensure the economic base it will not get the end result.
I am not saying that it is easy to ensure that the economic base is stable, because it is not.
It is the fundamental issue that must be addressed if the Government wants to preserve
the Swan Valley.
Members opposite said the Opposition, when in government, proposed to urbanise the
valley. That is not true. It did propose to increase the residential land on the eastern side
of Great Northern Highway. The area includes land which does not have the same soil
type as the land close to the river. The Opposition, when in government, was considering
a system of urban villages, not urban sprawl.
While the people living in the valley want to preserve the lifestyle they enjoy, many of
them want to realise the maximum capital asset on their land at some time in the future.
It may be considered a form of superannuation, and if their children do not wish to
continue in the same industry when they reach the end of their working lie they may
want to be in a position to subdivide their land. That is the conundrum a government
faces. It must deal with both sides and make a decision and implement it. This
Government has ignored the issue. It has made a bland suggestion that legislation Will
fix the problem.
Mr Lewis: Don't you remember we were elected on that?
Mr KOBELKE: I said that this Governiment was elected on a political con job. It said
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legislation would be effective in preserving the Swan Valley. It will not. I will refer to
the proposed legislation later.
The original proposal was to establish urban villages, the size of which was fairly critical.
If they are too small they will not be self-sustaining, local businesses will not survive and
there will be difficulty in maintaining student levels at the local schools.
Mr CJ. Barnett: You are an absolute bloody peanut.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr THOMAS: Even tough the Leader of the House was out of his seat I thought I
heard him use the phrase "absolute bloody peanut". It is unparliamentary.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Warnock): Order! I ask the Leader of the House to
withdraw the remark. If the member was not in his seat when he made that comment it is
disorderly and unparliamentary.
Mr CiJ. BARNETT: I withdraw my comment to the member for Nollarnara that he is an
absolute bloody peanut.

Debate Resumed
Mr KOBELKE: I will not worry about the touchiness of the Leader of the House. I will
allow him to play his games. He only shows himself up.
Mr C.J. Bamnett: I will go to the media and ask it to invite the public of Western
Australia to come and listen to you. You will get your first crowd from that.
Mr KOBELKE: I think the Leader of the House is suffering from delusions of grandeur
if he thinks he can command an audience to come here to listen to me or him. These
inteijections are delaying the House. I have nine pages of notes and I am up to the third
page.
Before I was interrupted I was referring to urban villages, which was the proposal that
was being seriously considered by t previous government. For those villages, which
were to be on the eastern side of the highway, to be viable they had to be a certain size.
That lot size had to be mixed with the amount of space that would be left between them
10 ensure that as much of the rural flavour as possible was preserved in a suburban
environment. It was anticipated to be a special urban environment while, at the same
time, preserving the trational agricultural pursuits in that area and allowing for a slight
increase in population density.
The proposal put forward by the committee chaired by Hon Derrick Tomlinson was for
rural villages. The only difference between the rural and urban villages was that the rural
villages would be double the minimum lot size; that is, 4 000 square metres. A definition
of "rural village" was not provided. Again, it was a political con job by the GovernmentL
[Quorum formed.]
Mr KOBELKE: That reflects the effectiveness and efficiency of the Leader of the
House. He said that he was going out to get a crowd, yet we had to call a quorum.
Mr Lewis: You have the biggest crowd you will ever have.
Mr KOBELKE: I thank the Minister for Planning; I am glad I have his attention.
We suddenly have this new concept of a "rural village". I spoke to some planners to
obtain some understanding of what that meant in the context of metropolitan Perth, but I
drew a blank. They were not aware of any such concept being developed in any
literature. Suddenly we found that the new phrase was drawn into the proposels. The
minimum lot sizes allowable were to be increased with no thought applied to the critical
mass and to the relationship between the planning aspects. Will this result in a less dense
urban sprawl; that is, hobby farms which blend into the normal residential area? A very
flimsy idea exists regarding the proposal for the residential area on the eastern side of the
valley.
The Tomlinson report contained the draft legislation, which outlined that an advisory
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committee would be formed to discuss planning matters for the valley. It is unnecessary
to have legislation to establish such a committee; the Minister could do so today if he
wished. The Minister must include some provisions in the legislation to give the
impression that the Government is doing something. A reading of the legislation
indicates that the Government is doing nothing which cannot be done already.
Mr Trenorden: Have you mtad the draft legislation?
Mr KOBELKE: I said that the committee chaired by Hon Derrick Tomlinson produced a
flimsy report - in fact, it was disgraceful. This contained draft legislation.
Mr Lewis: Why was the report disgraceful?
Mr KOBELKE: I will come to that. The Minister has continually referred to, and issued
press releases regarding, the draft legislation. He said that the legislation will be brought
to Parliament during the spring session, and the people in the Swan Valley assume that
the Minister is giving consideration to the recommendations in the Tomlinson report.
I thought the report was disgraceful because two or three years ago the Shire of Swan
released a pamphlet on planning for the Swan Valley. This was not universally accepted
by the people of the area. At least it contained colourful maps and gave people an idea of
what was taking place in the area, and some public discussion took place regarding the
implementation of that structure plan. The Tomlinson report simply picked up the work
done by the Shire of Swan and includes a few black and white photocopies of that earlier
report. The Tomlinson report contains two or three pages of general comment and a draft
of the legislation. The report achieves almost nothing. That is why the report is
disgraceful. The preservation of the Swan Valley is an important issue, and it should
receive more consideration than that given to it by that committee.
Mr Lewis: So the veracity of a report depends upon its thickness?
Mr KOBELKE: No, it depends upon its quality and whether it refers to the key issues
and makes constructive comments about them. It depends upon whether it integrates
competing interests and refers to the dynamics involved in the Swan Valley. The
Tomlinson report did nothing in that regard. It was a means of meeting an election
pledge, which was simply a con job which is continuing today.
A central point of the draft legislation is that it creates the impression that the planning
scheme will be played down, and that this will preserve the valley; that is, it will be
immutable and be set in stone. In that way urbanisation, additional residents and other
changes cannot take place. The provisions indicate that changes can be made through the
normal procedures; namely, through a major amendment. That is a slight impediment to
change, rather than using the other methods used to change the town planning scheme.
That is the normal method the Minister has rightly used to make any major change.
Therefore, the legislation seeks to do no more than the Minister can do under current
legislation - he could simply give an undertaking that no change could be made except by
major amendment, which is exactly what the legislation would do.
Mr Lewis: You are wrong.
Mr KOBELKE: The Minister's legislation may toughen up and do more than the draft
Bill, and we await with interest the final form.
Mr Lewis: You are saying that it is wrong to have a Bill to try to preserve the ambience
of the Swan Valley.
Mr KOBELKE: That is clearly not what I am saying. I am not saying that legislation
will not be used at any time. The proposal for the legislation made by this Government
when in opposition was a con job. The legislation will not achieve what it was claimed it
would achieve, and in no way will it ensure that the valley is preserved as a heritage
precinct with the major activity of viticulture and wine production.
Mr Lewis: People in the area will be interested to know that you have no policy and see
no value in the legislation. You do not want legislation.
Mr KOBELKE: The Minister reacts by misrepresenting what I say.
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Mr Lewis: You do not want to preserve the valley.
Wr KOBELKE: The Minister takes a simplistic view of things. His position is to say

that, if it is in legislation, everything is fixed; if it is not in legislation, the intention is not
to preserve the valley. Planning and life are more complicated than that. The Minister is
providing evidence to my earlier claims: Although the Minister has the best intentions
regarding planning, he seems totally incapable of taking on board the complexities
involved in an issue which is so important. He can operate with his coloured pencils
indicating on maps where housing might go. However, when it comes to providing the
wherewithal and infrastructure to make proper planning decisions, it escapes the
Minister.
Mr Strickland: The Minister is advised by many very competent town planners with
professional careers. The Minister takes the advice and acts upon it. You are setting
yourself up as the ultimate expert on planning in this state. Don't you think you're going
over the top?
Mr KOBELKE: The member for Scarborough, using the samte tactic, is misrepresenting
what I said. I am receiving a great deal of feedback from local government town
planners, from planners in the Minister's department, and others who are frustrated at not
being able to get through to the Minister what planning is really about. These planners
have good ideas and want to help deal with the complexities of the planning process.
Unfortunately, the Mnister grabs one aspect and runs with it. When people ask about the
other factors which must be considered in finding an integrated solution, the Minister
simply flies off the handle, as he regularly does in this House.
Mrs Hallahan: It is a bit like doing business with the Leader of the House.
Mr KOBELKE: Perhaps it is contagious.
Mr Lewis: We have you gazumuped on this one, and you do not know what to do.
Mr KOBELKE: The inister for Planning feels he has made the right decision in the
Swan Valley.
Mr Lewis: You want 200 000 people in the Swan Valley.
Mr KOBELKE: I take it fronm that interjection that the Minister feels the Government's
policy for the Swan Valley is conect. I think the Mnister has a rude awakening ahead of
him. I attended a public meeting in the town hail at Guildford a couple of months ago, at
which there was a large crowd who were very angry with this Minister and the
Government.
Mr Lewis: There were 40 people there.
Mr KOBELKE: It was closer to 400. Today a delegation came to this Parliament to
meet members of the Opposition, and to continue with that complaint against this
Government for its lack of proper planning processes in the Swan Valley. It is certainly a
big issue. I am not saying the Opposition has all the answers, but one can clearly see that
this Minister does nor have it right. If he is not willing to take that on board, he will
continue to get it wrong and the people will continue to be off side. With the by-election
to be held in Helena, which covens part of the valley, the Minister might think it sensible
to listen to some of these objections, at least in the next two weeks, and try to overcome
some of the real problems which his initiatives are causing in the valley.
I return to an issue mentioned earlier in connection with the appropriate boundaries for
the valley. The draft legislation from the Tomlinson committee has suggested a set of
boundaries that might be practical for some control area- I would be willing to accept, or
even debate, that suggestion. I do not question that that area may be an appropriate way
of looking at some special conditions that would apply for viticulture, tourism and
heritage preservation.
Putting aside the debate about the drawing of the boundaries, the problem with this
committee is that it did not consult people from outside the valley. A complex planning
problem cannot be resolved by restricting vision to one specific area, and pushing the

3854



[Wednesday, 17 August 1994] 35

problem outside that area. One clear example is the consequence of this committee of
inquiry looking at that specific area. It has proposed pushing the major road to the west
and, therefore, the Perth to Darwin route will not run through the valley. I am not saying
it should, but because the committee was limited in the area at which it looked, it pushed
the problem sideways. The people in Bassendean, Lord Street, and around Henley
Brook, etc, may be outside the designated -re of the Swan Valley for legislative
purposes, but they must now take an these problems. They should have been considered
when the Government was looking at the Swan Valley. A clear criticism of the
committee is that it centred its attention solely on that limited area and it pushed the
problems that need to be resolved into another area. Those problems are still being dealt
with and people are not satisfied with the process.
Mr Lewis: Some of those people are not in the Swan Valley, but they want to be.
Mr KOBELKE: That is comrect. They feel they were not consulted by this committee.
The area in which the committee conducted its consultations was so narrow that it did not
take into account the interests of people who clearly reflect what happens in the Swan
Valley, because they were outside that boundary. That was certainly a limitation on the
committee. I have already mentioned that it is very difficult to deal with the conflicts in
that area. Neighbours may have different aspirations for their land, some may wish to
continue the viticulture and horticulture, and others may wish to use their land for some
other purpose. Whatever decision the Government makes, some apposition will be
expressed. I understand that and I am not saying that simply because there is opposition,
the Government must give in to it. However, the Minister has not been willing to listen
to people with very clear points of view. They are very much off side also with the
Minister for the Environment, who has not been willing to give proper and full
consideration to the clear environmental issues in that area. I move now to some of the
problems surrounding the Perth to Darwin highway, which the Government is trying to
resolve on a moute to the west of the Swan Valley.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Warnock): Order! I ask members to reduce the level of
background noise. Again, I am concerned about whether the Hansard reporter can hear
the speaker, even though he has an extremely penetrating voice.
Mr KOBELKE: The major highway heading north and leading to Darwin is the Great
Northern Highway. During the time of the previous government, it had to consider
whether to spend major funds on upgrading that Perth to Darwin highway along the
alignment of the present Great Northern Highway, or whether an alternative route should
be established. A decision was made to look for an alternative route. That started the
process, which this Government has picked up. It has looked at a number of options, but
generally has considered the alignment from Beechboro Road, Tonkin H-ighway, or even
Lord Street, heading north towards the Onangara pine plantation, swinging across the
south east corer, through the Ellenbrook area and heading towards Muchea. A number
of routes have been assessed, but major difficulties are apparent. The Government is
going through the process of trying to establish a route, with the end result that it may
establish a road reservation on the map which will never be used. The cost of
establishing that highway will be very high. We bnow the Government is having great
difficulty finding money to build the roads needed in Perth and throughout Western
Australia. When it has set aside the road reserve for the Perth to Darwin highway, it
must find the money to construct the road, and that may take many years. In the interim
the Great Northern Highway will need upgrading. I understand the area of the highway
through Herne Hill is already carrying a high volume of traffic, and the road needs some
upgrading. We will find by default - as with many things this Government does - that an
upgrade of that highway will be needed, probably before the Governmrent funds an
alternative moute through the continuation of Beechboro Road or one of those roads. By
default. we will go through the pain of haying down a road reserve which may never be
used. Thbe road and transport problems in the area are numerous, and I will touch on
some of them. Many people living in the Henley Brook area, through Caversham and
into Guildford, have great concerns regarding the roads we put in place to service the
Ellenbrook development to the north.
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Mr Lewis: No roads have been put in place. Structure plans are not a statutory plan.
Mr KOBELKE: The Minister should listen to me, rather than jump the gun. The
interjection he just made simply complements exactly what I said. I said People are
concerned that roads will be put in.
Mr Cowan: I would not wish on my worst enemy the requirement to ever listen to you.
Mr KOBELKE: I thank the Deputy Premier for that commendation. We have tried for
months to wor* with the Leader of the House. However, we have been too
accommodating, and all he seems to want to do is play smart games like the one which he
tried to pull earlier, If the Leader of the House does not want to work in a cooperative
way with the Opposition, then we will have to resort to the few tactics which he leaves
open to us. If he wants to treat us with total disdain, and with trickery and deception,
then we will have to use the forms of the Parliament to try to make our point.
There are real concerns from the people who live in the area of Henley Brook and
Caversham, and down into Guildford. There is an Aboriginal school in Caversham.
which has been going for only a short time and about which many people speak highly.
The people involved with that school believe that they have established something there
which they wish to preserve, and they are very concerned at one possible road alignment
which has been put forward for that area. They need the bushland adjacent to that school
in order to be able to conduct activities for Aboriginal children, and if a road were to be
built close to, if not through, that school, chat would totally undermine the functioning of
that school. Hopefully, the Minister can allay those concerns and put forward a proposal
for the road structure in that area which will not lead to the closure of that Aboriginal
school because the road will go through its yard or building.
One alternative could lead to West Swan Road being used to feed a much greater volume
of traffic into Guildford. Guildford is a special area. It has an historic precinct which is
well worth preserving, and it would be totally incompatible to bring a major road straight
through the middle of that precinct. We would have a problem if we ended up with a
moad structure which delivered high volumes of traffic down West Swan Road and into
Guildford. Another alternative, which has raised a huge amount of opposition, and I
know the member for Morley has assisted people in that area and been very much
involved, is the proposal to bring a great deal of that traffic down Lord Swreet and into
Bassendean.
Mr Lewis: it is not a proposal. Lord Street has been a blue road for 30 years. There is
no proposa.
Mr KOBELKE: I did not say a new proposal. I said a proposal. The Minister is
reinforcing what I am saying; namely, that it is proposed that Lord Swreet be a major road
coming down to Bassendean.
Mr Lewis: It has been proposed for 30 years.
Mr KOBELKE: The proposal may be there, but the road is not. We are now getting to
the stage of looing at the possibility of constructing that road, and that is causing great
angst among the people in that area. In terms of a planning perspective. I do not think
that is a good solution. If we put aside the real concerns of the people who are living
adjacent to Lord Street at present and make Lord Street into a major road which carries
traffic south, we will bring that increased volume into a T intersection in Bassendean and
onto Guildford Road - a road that is already very busy and perhaps somewhere close to
its maximum capacity during peak hours. That will simply compound the problem in
Bassendean at Guildford Road and bring the traffic down to that bottleneck. Finding a
solution is not necessarily easy, but we need to look to the whole road structure in order
to try to obviate that problem. It may be that we have to move more of the traffic to the
west and onto Beechboro Road and Tonkin Highway, and we could do that if we had
Reid Highway in place. The former government made a commitment to the construction
of Reid Highway, from which this Government has backed away, and that is certainly
one of the contributing factors to the problems which are presently being experienced
with the likely development of new roads in this area.
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It is worth going over a little of the history of Reid Highway. Reid Highway was first
proposed when Gavan Troy was the Minister for Transport and, obviously with his
electorate covering the Swan Valley, he had a keen interest to ensure that there was a
proper road structure through that area. Reid Highway was to be the northern link of that
ring road which continued from Roe Highway. The former member for Dianella, Keith
Wilson, also pushed very hard for the Reid Highway to be constructed, because in an
area which is now in my electorate of Nollamara, there were serious traffic problems
through residential streets caused by the flow of commuter traffic from the northern
suburbs trying to make its way to the east and southeastern suburbs by taking moutes
through the residential streets of Noranda. Therefore, it was time that the Reid Highway.
which had been part of the structure plan for many years, was brought forward and
constructed. An undertaking was given in 1988, or perhaps in late 1987, to construct the
Reid Highway in stages from Marniion Avenue through to the start of the Roe Highway
in Midland. The first stage of that highway has been constructed, which takes it from
Tonkin Highway through to Mirrabooka Avenue in Balga. The next two stages of that
highway are presently under construction and hopefully will be completed later this year,
and they will take Reid Highway from Miinbooka Avenue to Wanneroo Road. The
other stages which were programmed have simply been dropped off the list.
I am aware that the Commonwealth Government's Arterial Road program has ceased.
That was the main source of funding for the Reid Highway and other major projects such
as the extension of the Kwinana Freeway. It was clearly signalled a year or two in
advance that that program would not be continued, so the Government did have a
difficult situation in finding the funds to meet its major road projects. However, with the
current Minister for Transport being a National Party member, we see that the
Government has shifted the emphasis to doing something about country roads. I do not
decry the fact that there is a great need to improve country roads, but it has been a policy
of this Government to shift funding away from metropolitan roads to country roads, and
that is the meason we now find that the eastern extensions of Reid Highway have been put
on the shelf. That leads to a whole range of road problems which we have in this area at
the southern end of the Swan Valley and through the surrounding suburbs.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: I am sure that if the member for Avon gives people a copy of my
speech, it will be a very select quote in order to totally misrepresent what I have said,
because that is what we would expect from the member for Avon.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: The member for Avon is very good at twisting things and saying
something totally different from what I said, so I will not continue to respond. If the
member for Avon wants to go back and read Hansaord, he will find I said no such thing.
Mr Cowan: We were hoping that Hansard would shut down for the day, which would
take away your incentive to prattle on!
Mr KOBELKE: The Deputy Premier is certainly giving me a challenge. I will see
whether I can live up to his expectations. The matters which I have raised are very
serious and they have immediate implications in regard to the road structures in that area.
The Ellenbrook development is likely to start putting new housing lots on the market,
even though they may not be fully developed, later this year.
Mr Lewis: Do you support that development?
Mr KOBELKE: The current one, I do. In order to be able to market the land in
Ellenbrook, the developers need to have a road structure so that people can get to that
new housing estate in a convenient and quick way, so as part of that development they
will have to look at putting in place the Reid Highway. I understand that they are talking
to the Government about some form of pre-funding in order to ensure that another small
section is constructed without any undue delay. That will not take the Reid Highway
right through to Roe Highway, so it compounds the problem of traffic coming into
Bassendean and Guildford. If the Government were serious about doing something in
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that area to alleviate the zraffic congestion it would put the Reid Highway through to Roe
Highway. The Government must give consideration to this as it is a crucial matter tha:
needs urgent attention. For the Government to prattle on about the level of excise the
Federal Government takes out of our petrol is to duck the issue. The State Government
has been successful in using that political ploy to duck the issue, but the facts do not
stack up. If this Government really believed as a matter of principle that all taxes raised
from petrol should be used on roads it would not be putting into the consolidated fund
part of the money which the Stare Government raises from its tax on petrol.
Mr Cowan: We do not.
Mr KOBELICE: Exactly, the Government does not put it all into roads.
Mr Cowan: We do. all but the amount of money that is set aside for Transperth because
we are meeting the commitment we made to do that over a four year period.
Mr KOBELKE: Is the Deputy Premier saying the Government is moving to do that
totally? If so, I accept the Deputy Premier's undertaking.
Mr Cowan: The only part that will not go directly into roads will be that portion that is
allocated to Transperth as an administrative charge.
Mr KOBELKE: I accept what the Deputy Premier says, and I apologise for having it
wrong.
The paint I was making is that it is up to the State Government to try to find the funds. It
is interesting chat the State Government cells the Federal Government to stay out of area
which it claims as the State Government's responsibility but when it finds there is a
shortfall it is quite happy to blame the Commonwealth for not providing the money.
Reid Highway is a necessity and there is a degree of urgency in having a commitment for
its being extended through to the Roe Highway.
The road structure through that area also takes into account a rapid transport corridor.
Given the implementation of an electric rail system going to Joondalup, Fremantle,
Armadale and Midland it is something that should be included in the plans for this area.
With potentially increasing population densities in the area to the north, the Government
must provide some form of rapid transport. I will not enter into the debate whether it be
light or heavy rail, but I suspect the need will be met by heavy rail, particularly if the
north west corridor grows and continues north cowards Bullsbrook. I do not agree with
the proposal to bring that rapid transport corridor along a line near Lord Swreet and into
Bassendean. That is premised on the central city area as the focus for the whole
metropolitan area in a dominating way. We can see with the development of regional
centres, which is in' its infancy, that the central city area will not dominate the
metropolitan area. It does not dominate in the retail sector, and in other cities in
Australia the retail centre of cities has dropped in significance. With office
accommodation we again find that people are moving out to business parks; they do not
need to locate in the central city business area. West Australian Newspapers has a new
plant at Herdsman. We can find many examples where industries that previously would
have found it necessary to establish themselves in the central city area can now operate as
effectively and more efficiently in an area outside the CBD because of modern
technology and modem structures of business.
The suggestion that the rapid transport corridor should come in at Bassendean on an
angle which would head it along the existing line to the city does not cake into account
the changing nature of our city. Our city, based on a corridor plan, has nor required that
everything focus on the city. By elongating those corridors we have promoted the need
for regional centres. Midland is designated as one of those regional centres, and the rail
loop which will end up at Ellenbrook and further north sometime in the future should go
through Midland. It would have the advantage of going trough Stratton to the north east
of Midland and being able to loop through an area to the north across the river to
Ellenbrook. That would be a preferable alternative route to bringing a rail corridor along
the line to Lord Street.
The airea to the north and east of the Swan Valley is important for environmental reasons,
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particularly, the ground water in that area. 'he Gnangara mound just a little further to
the north and east is an important source of drinking water for metropolitan Perth, and
very special considerations must be given to preserving that source of water and the
quality of that water. I was informed only a day or so ago of some sources of pollution in
that north east corner from waste that had been dumped them years ago. I will be
following that up to get the substance of that issue. We must ensure that the development
there does not have a deleterious effect on the priority pround water areas. The water
flows in a south easterly direction out of that mound. That is evident from the springs in
that area around Ellenbrook and into Henley Brook. That creates a complicated
ecological picture. I have had reports from people in the area that they can get very good
water from a bore on their property, but only 100 metres to one side there is a poor flow
of water. The area has a dissection of different soil types; it has clay with sand overlays
and the structure of the soil in that area is quite complicated. Therefore the water flow is
affected by soil type. Someone wanting to build in the area would need to take very
careful recognition of the water flows through the properties. Many of those properties
through the winter have water resting on the surface for many months. If one were to
build up the pround level by bringing in soil one would not necessarily overcome the
complicated problems that exist in some parts. Draining the property could have
disastrous consequences on the ecology of the area by upsetting the balance between the
different types of plants and animals in that area. There is a need for a more thorough
environmental assessment of that area. As the water flow comes down through Henley
Brook I am led to believe it heads south and some of that flows back into the area of
Whiteman Park. It is important to the conservation of that area.
Mr Lewis: Ellenbrook has been assessed for three years and a lot of land has been set
aside for a reserve and identified as sensitive areas for conservation. The difference in
that area is they do not want any development.
Mr KOBELKE: I would like to use this opportunity to ask the Minister for a copy of the
Senieniuk report.
Mr Lewis: I have to go the library, why don't you?
Mr KOBELKE: The resources of government are there so we can get the work done.
This is the ridiculous situation we get into where a member of Parliament who is taking a
keen interest in the area, and the shadow Minister for Planning, cannot be given a
photocopy of a report in the Department of Planning and Urban Development library.
Certainly, that does not help to create a good public impression that there is nothing to
hide, and that the environmental report stacks up. I understand what the Minister is
saying. Many people will say things in fear which may not be based on the facts. We
need to establish the facts. We need a proper assessment of the degree of environmental
difficulties in the area so that proper planning procedures can be implemented, and if
major problems exist they can be addressed.

Point of Order
Mr THOMAS: Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): A quorum is present.

Debate Resumed
Mr ICOBELKE: Another major environments] problem that flows from the development
at Ellenbmook is the flaw of water from the area is very rich in nutrients and contributes
to the eutrophication problems of the Swan River. I cannot remember the percentage of
phosphates and nitrates that flow into the Swan River, but a recent newspaper report a
few months ago suggested it was extremely high. It was so high that I found it hard to
believe that what appears to be a minor creek could make such a high contribution.
Mr Lewis: It is high, and perhaps the member should tell those people who run horses
and livestock in the area that every horse that defecates and urinates in the area,
represents the contribution by seven septic tanks.
Mr KOBELKE: I understand that, but that statement misses the point. However, the
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.area seems very limited bearing in mind the volume of water that flows down the Avon
River to the Swan River, which draws from the agricultural areas of Northam through
York and Beverley, and Ellenbrook, which appears to be a small creek but perhaps goes
to Muchea. The land further north drains into the ocean further north at Guilderton. It
seems incongruous to have such a huge contribution from such a small creek and not
expect more to come from the whole Avon system. However, I accept the figures.
Mr Trenorden: The readings indicate that is the case.
hr KOBELKE: I do not argue with that I say it is a problem for the area because any
form of development will affect the run off to the Swan River. Therefore, we need to
look at how we manage the situation. I know that various government agencies are
involved and are considering the situation, but it is a further complication for the
planning of the area. I made that point on a couple of occasions to indicate that in
planning matters we need to take into account a whole range of factors, often competing
factors, and try to resolve them in order to achieve the best possible outcome.
I indicated earlier that to the west of the valley is Whitenman Park. Whiteman Park is a
tremendous advantage to the area and to the Perth metropolitan area. Whiteman Park
was really the vision of a previous Premier, Sir Charles Court who saw it as a way to put
in place a buffer between the corridor to the north west and the urban development in the
corridor through Midland. So, a large area of land has been established so that we can
have a tranquil rural area between the suburbs. In addition to being a buffer, the area was
to be developed as a major regional park. That was an initiative of the Labor
government, particularly instigated by Gavan Troy, and has resulted in a range of
employment programs. I have been involved with the current employment programs, and
we have seen a range of facilities opened up for recreational purposes.
Theme is a very important conservation reserve in the middle of Whiteman Park, so I am
very much opposed to the recommendations of the McCarrey report that we should sell
off pants of the park. Statements made by the Premier indicate that serious consideration
is being given to selling off some of the outer land which forms part of Whiteman Park. I
urge the Government to not proceed down that path, because we need to preserve the area
as a single entity. If the size is reduced, the buffer role will be undermined, but more
than that we will indirectly cause degradation of the important conservation area. While
the peripheral areas may seem to be of little or no conservation value - and many people
may consider it to be degraded because it is largely grazing land - it is important to keep
the buffer between residential developments. If we allow residential development to
encroach into Whitenman Park we will not be able to keep the domestic pets, such as cats
and dogs, out of the conservation area. It is a conservation area which, in addition to its
considerable flora value, has a range of fauna which would be threatened or extinguished
by domestic animals having access to it.
There are very good reasons for keeping the agricultural area as a buffer around the edge
of the part However, in the longer ternm the area, which might be seen as degraded

grzn land, has real potential for the development of a range of recreational facilities.
Onthe northern side is an international standard shooting range; the Keith Mann youth

cm ison the west; and to die south is the model aro club. A range of recreational
faiiiscan be established around the edge of Whiteman Park To sell off some of the

land would reduce the potential to develop those types of facilities.
It is also a priority ground water area. Bores along the southern boundary of the park
draw water into the Mirrabooka scheme. The draw on the bores a few years ago was
excessive, resulting in the death of banksia bushland in the area. I understand that the
Water Authority, following an environmental review, has implemented a more careful
management plan to draw on those bores, and I hope the problem will not continue.
However, we need to recognise the importance of the area for the preservation of the
ground water supply.
A large part of the area is a winter wtland, and provides breeding and feeding grounds
for ducks and other birds in the winter, If we were to urbanise the area we would have to
either fill and raise the gmund level or put in a major drainage scheme. Anything of that
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nature is likely to upset the wattr flow to Mussel Pool, a popular picnic area. People will
say that there are engineering solutions, but they are expensive and often not as effective
as the original design may suggest. We need to be cognisant of the impact of urban
development around Whiteman Park on the central conservation area and Mussel Pool.
I have addressed a number of issues relating to the importance of the Swan Valley and
the planning matters relating to it and the surrounding areas. The Government, including
the Minister for Planning, has failed to grasp the issues. We need to be aware of the
complexities involved, and the Government must make a direct contribution - whether
that means the construction of the Reid Highway, or providing funds for a proper
environmental assessment. We cannot have proper planning if we do not put together the
total picture. I hope the Government will look seriously at the issues in the area, and be
willing to consult more. openly and freely with the people in the area who have concerns,
in order to ensure that planning will lead to an improvement in the environment and not
threaten the existence of the Swan Valley and the other lovely areas that surround it.
I take this opportunity to make a few comments about matters important to the electorate
of Nollamara. Over the years, a number of petitions have been presented.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued]
Debate thus adjourned.
[Continued on p 3875.]

Sitting suspended from 7-30 to 8.00 am (Thursday)

MOTION - STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Orders of the Day Nos 15, 16,4,6, 7 be Passed through all Stages by 11am

MR C.J. BARNETT (Contesloe - Leader of the House) [8.00 amj: I move -
(1) That so much of the standing orders be suspended to enable Orders of the

Day Nos 15, 16, 4, 6 and 7 to be passed through all stages by 11.00 ant
today.

(2) To require the Chair to put all such questions so as to give effect to this
resolution.

All members have sat here through the night listening for hours upon hours of
meaningless discussion from members opposite. What was it all over? It was all over
the fact that opposition members gave their orders of the day for private members'
business in the wrong order. They experienced a bit of embarrassment and lost 10
minutes of time for private members' business. They went through private members'
business time and pulled the stunt of getting up in the House and claiming that the
member for Balcanta did not have the chance to speak in a second reading debate.
Members opposite will notice that members on this side did not speak during private
members' business. Those opposite had two and a half hours available to them. They
did not use it and then they complained.
What was the effect of the actions of the members opposite? They were jeopardising the
passage of the Budget of the Government of Western Australia. In effect, they were
casting in doubt the ability of this Government to pay for welfare services, nurses,
teachers, the running of hospitals, the running of schools and the running of the
museums - to run the State of Western Australia. The flippant, irresponsible behaviour of
those opposite last night will go down in the records of this Parliament exactly for what it
was. What happened was absolutely outrageous.
NM RIPPER (Belmont) [8.04 am]: This Leader of the House should resign today for
his incompetent management of this place. Everyone bnows that this place can be
managed only by cooperation between the Government and the Opposition. This Leader
of the House in a petty, spiteful act deliberately broke that cooperation late yesterday. He
knew that the convention of this House is that private members' business is advised by
the Opposition to the Government and the Government moves the required motion. He is
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persisting in the myth that theme was some sort of error by the Opposition. There was not.
At most there may have been a misunderstanding. If there was that Sort of
misunderstanding, he could have corrected that in an instant. However, he was a little
offended because this Opposition dared to suspend standing orders, and dared to take 40
minutes to raise an issue of law and order. Because we dared to upset his prearranged
schedule, he spat the dummy and decided that he would try to teach the Opposition a
lesson.
What has die Opposition done? We sought to amend his motion to bring on an order of
the day to allow die member for Balcatta to speak in a second reading debate. It would
have taken no longer than 10 minutes for the member for Balcatta to deliver his speech
on a Bill of great importance to the public, one which deals with law and order.
Several members inteijected.
The ACING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order!
Mr RIPPER: I hear the cries from Government members asking why the was matter not
dealt with in private members' business. It would have been dealt with as the first item
had the Leader of the House honoured the convention and accepted the advice of the
Opposition about the order of business. It would have been dealt with before 10 o'clock
had the Leader of the House given an assurance that the debate on the notice of motion
could have been concluded in time to allow the member for Balcatta to speak in the
second reading stage. Our attempts to have that matter dealt with would have taken up
no more than 20 or so minutes in my estimation. For an hour's debating time devoted to
what the Leader of the House regards as an Opposition stunt - I do not accept that
description; however, if he wants to think about it in that way he can - we have been
through this charade. of managemnent The rest of the time has been spent debating the
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 1) 1994. A number of speakers from the
Government side of the House have debated this Bill through the night.
There will be some complaint from the Government about the progress of its legislation.
I will take the Government back to Tuesday of last week when it suspended standing
orders for a day's debate on the speeches given by my colleague the member for Peel.
The Government chose to sacrifice its legislative program for a political stunt which
backfired. It made no impact at all on members of the public. All it did was to provide
the Opposition with another opportunity to raise justifiably the very serious issues
regarding the council of the City of Wanneroo.
Mr Omodei: What issues?
Wr RIPPER: The issues of corruption surrounding the City of Wanneroo and various

Liberal members of Parliament That is what has brought us to this path today. The
Government says that it is concerned about its legislative program, yet last Tuesday it
sacrificed one day for a political satn What else has the Government been doing with
its numbers under the influence of the Leader of the House? He now wishes to move to
suspend standing orders. I will deal with what has brought us to this path.
The activities of the Government in this House over the past 24 hours, or slightly less, do
not justify this motion which the Leader of the House has put before us this morning.
Last night we had die incrdible scenario of a Government gag on the motion to establish
a committee to examine die work of the Commission on Government. Thai is a very
important committee. What is its purpose? It is to improve the accountability
mechanism. Of whom? The Government. What does the Government do? It insists on
a Government majority on the committee. It will not even accept a situation where there
is parity with non-government members on the committe and it gags the debate. Who
does it gag? it gags the Independent member of this House, because it was the
independent member, the member for Floreat, who was the next member to get to her
feet to speak on that matter. The Leader of the House distinguished himself last night by
pagging an independen and by gagging a debate on the establishment of a very
important mechanism to improve accountability. The Government wants to dominate
that mechanism with its own members and prevent debate on its establishment. flat is
not a very impressive manoeuvre to have engaged in by the Leader of the House.
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One of the reasons for this motion is the Government's feeling that more progress should
have been made on the Young Offenders Bill. That legislation should have been
subjected to much more thorough consultation before it was brought to thiis Houre. It is
important legislation, and the Opposition recognises that. It is a rewrite of our young
offenders legislation, sonic of which dates from 1947. It is important that there should be
consultation.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: The Government has brought to this House a defective Bill, and the fact
that the Bill is defective is shown by die large number of Government amendments. The
Opposition has been willing to allow -

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Fremantle.
Mr RIPPER: The Opposition has been quite prepared to participate in a effective
examination of the young offenders legislation. We indicated our view right at the start
of the Committee stage that the matter should be referred to a select committee- because
of the large number of clauses and the large number of representations we have received
from youth and welfare groups particularly. We again make the offer.
Mr D.L- Smith: The Attorney and the Leader of the House are as stubborn as each other
and will not look for any consultation at all.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: The member for Mitchell is quite correct Were this Government to have
an ounce of flexibility -

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: - it would have been able to arrive at a better way of dealing with the
young offenders legislation. I repeat the offer which has been made on a number of
occasions by my colleague the member for Mitchell, that we are prepared to expedite the
Committee stage of the young offenders legislation if we get an undertaking from die
Government that the Bill will be considered by the Legislation Committee in the other
place before it becomes an Act Had such an offer been accepted there would be no need
for the Leader of the House to move this guillotine motion yet again. That offer follows
the rejection of our suggestion that the matter should go to a select committee. This is all
done in the context of the Government's presenting to the Parliament without adequate
consultation a Bill which is defective and to be amended by numerous Government
amendments.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You could always move that
Mr RIPPER: The Leader of the House could expedite the business of the House and give
that undertaking. He could talk to his colleagues in the other place and ask them if they
thought that was a good idea and then report die results of his discussion to this House.
Then we might see there would be a way of dealing with it.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: Mr Acting Speaker, you can see how difficult it is to negotiate with these
people opposite. Here is a offer made in goo faith for the efficient handling of an
important Bill, and it is rejected out of hand. They have a set idea as to how they want
the business of this House to proceed, If we deviate one iota from their set idea, out goes
the dummy, out comes the guillotine and on comes the gag. What we see today -
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Mr Kierathr We have not seen it yet.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister for Labour Relations says that we have not seen it yet. Thai
is the message to the public.
Several members interjected.
The ACrING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: This is a forerunner of more of the same. We see the return to the
behaviour of last year. The way in which the Leader of the House managed the House
last year nearly cost him his job as Leader of the House. Perhaps he would like to give it
up, and that is why he is quite enthusiastic about this motion. In the end the Government
will have to replace him with someone a bit more effective at negotiation. We see here a
guillotine -

Mr CJ. Barnett: Too right. There is no doubt about it.
Mr RIPPER, Therm are five Bills to be passed in just over two and a half hours.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: Look at the first of those Bills, dhe one that we are debating at die moment.
That deals with excesses in expenditure.
Mr D.L. Smith: Of $66m.
Mr CJ. Barnett: To pay teachers and nurses on Friday. That is what it is about.
Mr RIPPER: It is $66m spent in excess of the budgeted amounts. The Government
seems to think we should treat that $66m of overexpenditure as a formality.
Mr Kierath: You used to fiddle the books.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr RIPPER: I ask for a withdrawal of that remark. The Minister alleged that I used to
fiddle the books. It is unparliamentary.
Mr Kierath: It is true.
T'he ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member to withdraw the remark.
Mr KIERATH: I withdraw the fact that they fiddled the books.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATI-: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr RIPPER: We see a cavalier attitude towards accountability. We saw it last night, and
we have just seen that the Minister for Labour Relations has a cavalier attitude towards
accountability. We saw it last night with the gagging of the debate on the motion for the
establishment of a committee on the Commission on Government. We saw it with the
Government's insistence on dominating that committee.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: We see it with the motion to impose a guillotine yet again to deal with five
Bills in two and a half hours. We see it with the Government's haste on a Bill which
involves examination of $66m of overexpenidiwic. This is a return to the worst days of
last year. I know there has been some concern on Government benches about the
question of pairs, which was raised by the Deputy Premier late yesterday. I make it clear
that this opposition has been granting par in compassionate circumstances. A number
of members on the Government side have enjoyed regular pairs for reasons that apply to
thenm, but we have not been pranting pairs for the convenience of Government members
because this Government has imposed all too often the gag and the guillotine, On a
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number of occasions I have said to the Government that we are prepared to restore the
pairs system if it is prepared to say it will drop the use of the guillotine. Progress on the
question of pairs has been set back very, very seriously this morning by the action of the
Leader of the House. He has brought it on himself and on his colleagues. This imbroglio
in which this Parliament has been involved throughout the night is due to the pig-headed,
stubborn, petty way in which the Leader of the House dealt with negotiations with the
Opposition and the rights of opposition members of Parliament late yesteday. This
motion moved by the Leader of the House is simply not acceptable and the Opposition
will oppose it with vigour.
MR D.L. SMIT1H (Mitchell) (8.20 an]: I find it absolutely incredible - we were
debating a Bill which deals with excessive expenditure in the previous financial year of
$66m. This motion also deals with the excesses of the Leader of the House. He is not
only not able to control the House, he is not able to control himself.
Mrs Edwaides: He does an excellent job.
Mr D.L. SMITH: He does an absolutely terrible job and I think most members on that
side of the House agree with me, especially those in the National Party.
Mrs Edwardes: You were not ready.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 3) has approximately
70 or 80 line items. They include important items such as the amount paid for the
settlement of the claim with Bond Corporation in relation to Southern Equities. The Bill
also deals with a host of other items of excessive expenditure including $4m on DOLA;
$2.5m on the Western Australian Coastal Commission; $1 .8m on education; $4.2m for
the Western Australian Land Authority; and $12m for BankWest Barrack and Hay Street
properties. Are we to have no opportunity to examine any of these htems in any detail?
The second reading speech makes it clear that theft is approximately $1lOim of
underexpenditure in other areas. Are we to have no opportunity to ask why the Health
Ministry was able to operate with 400 FTEs below its approved levels and what effect
that had on staff morale and the like?
What is this Government's stand on accountability, on the Commission of Government -
the debate on which was gagged earlier in the day - or on financial accountability?
Where is the lesson of the royal commission? We on this side understand what the royal
commission was about. Members on that side are behaving as though the royal
commission did not take place and gave no advice to this Parliament about
accountability. This is not the only Bill that is being gagged in this way. The excessive
expenditure on capital is being gagged in exactly the same way. I refer to the legislation
dealing with cooperatives; one would have thought the National Party might have been
interested in legislation dealing with cooperatives. Of the 64 cooperatives in Western
Australia most are concerned with rural enterprises. How can the National Party possibly
agree to rush legislation through this House which allows the minority shareholders of
those cooperatives to be overruled in the manner that this legislation will allow? The
Rural Traders Cooperative was established to help exports of livestock and meat to the
Middle East. It wants to go into a public enterprise situation against the wishes of 14 per
cent of the shareholders.
Cooperatives, as members know, are based on a democracy. In many respects they are
based on a good old socialist principle and the National Party used to believe in them.
However, legislation dealing with management teams and changing those cooperatives
into public companies is being rushed through this House without any opportunity for
people on this side, let alone the National Party, to contribute to that debate. If that is the
attitude of National Party members to cooperatives it says much about their attitude to
Parliament. The National Party has just become the lackey of the Liberal Party. It will
go along with anything the liberal Party thinks is good for the liberal Party's
constituency and it has no regard any longer for the welfare of country people. Itris a
case of their hanging onto perks of office at any cost; get as many people appointed as
Ministers; get the trips overseas; get the cars; and hang the constituents. They trop
down to Busselton and rah, rah spend a day there then come back here and spend no time
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at all on legislation dealing with cooperatives of interest to the National Party. The
National Party gained 50D extra members hast year, but when its parliamentary members
come back to die House they forget who they represent, their respnsibilities, the
Commission on Government, the recommendations of the royal commission, financial
accountability, and die underexpenditure in many areas of the Budget in country areas.
They can forget about all that because the important thing for the National Party and the
Leader of the National Party is to stay in coalition and to hang onto the perks of office.
So much for accountability.
What about the trustees legislation? Trustees are about fiduciary relationships and
managing the financial affairs of other people. That legislation is about enabling a
number of the trustee corporations to go into some areas of derivatives which are in some
respects questionable. Are we on this side to have no opportunity to examine that
legislation in detail?
Mrs Edwardes: How long has it been on the Table?
Mr D.L. SMITH: It does not matter how long it was on the Table. When was it brought
on? It has not even been called on yet.
Mrs Edwardes: You were not ready last session; you were extremely lazy in your role.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Attorney is the lay one. Who did not do the consultation or
arrange the briefings?
Mrs Edwardes: We arranged the briefings.
Mr DtL SMITH: At the very last minute. The Rural Traders Cooperative has been on
die Attorney's wheel to get that Bill debated for months and she has taken no action.
Several members inteijected.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It would not take any longer than two hours.
Mrs Edwaides intajectedL
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! It is very difficult for Hansard to take
down what is being said in the Chamber when the member for Mitchell, who is on his
feet, quite rightly has the floor and when the Leader of the Opposition and the Attorney
General are all joining in the conversation at a very high pitch. I ask members to cease
interjecting in that way.
Mr DiL. SMITH: Despite the fact than the Rural Traders Cooperative has been waiting
for that legislation for a very long time the Attorney left it to the last day of the last
sitting to say the rural cooperatives legislation was urgent and that the Government
wanted to debate it then. Parliament has been back for three weeks, but has that Bill been
brought on as a matter of urgency and priority by this Attorney? Of course it has not
She is saying to the Rural Traders Cooperative that delay of this Bill is the Opposition's
fault. The delay has been as a result of the Attorney's actions, and she has had three
sitting weeksto bing onthat Bill so that we could have ameaningful debate onit. The
Attorney is now allowing the Leader of the Rouse, who is definitely not doing his job, to
guillotine it on the way through.
What is this about? It is about die personal pique of the Leader of the House that the
member for Balcatta should not spend 20 minutes yesterday to give a second reading on
the bouncer control Bill. How can members on the other side justify a decision to
exclude a 20 minute second reading speech? That is why we have been up all night and
are having to guillotine legislation. It is for no other reason than that the Leader of the
House wants to dictate not only to Parliament what in should do, but also to the

Oppsitonhow it should manage its private business through the House. The bouncer
legislto is important. We know some Liberal Party members have interests in
companies that run bouncer organisations. We know they do not want us legislating in
that area in a rush, so they can rearrange their affairs before the legislation is put into
effect. However, it is important legislation because of what bouncers axe doing to people
who are going in and out of night clubs.
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The next time someone is bashed how will we explain that it was the fault of this
Government because it would not allow a 20 minute second reading speech to be made to
enable that legislation to progress in the way it should? What do we believe Parliament
to be? What did the royal commission say that Parliament was meant to be? What did
each of us undertake to do when we took our oath of office when we were sworn in as
members of this place? How can anyone believe that this sort of behaviour is acceptable,
where we are asked to sit all night and then at 8 o'clock in the morning the Leader of the
House brings on this motion, when there is absolutely no meason we should not sit this
morning, this afternoon, tonight, tomorrow and, if need be, Saturday? What is so urgent
to the Leader of the House that he is not prepared to sit here in Parliament and debate
legislation in the manner in which it should be debated? What important engagement
does he have tonight? Does he plan to sit down and watch the Commonwealth Games
instead of being in the Parliament doing his job as he should be?
Members on the other side are at least paid extra as Ministers to properly manage
legislation and the business of the House. Why do they not earn their money for a
change? Why do they not sit in this Parliament and make themselves accountable as
Ministers, as they are meant to be? Why are they running scared? Why are they trying
to get out to Helena -

A Government member: Who's out in Helena?
Mr D.L. SMiTH: What is more important - being out in Helena or being here in the
House? What issues are members opposite running away from? What issues are they
trying to prevent being raised in question time? What items are they trying to hide in this
excess expenditure?
Mrs Edwardes: Come to the Estimates Committee next week.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It will not be covered by the Estimates Committee, my friend, because
that relates to a separate Bill dealing with this year's Budget. This is about excessive
expenditure on last year's BudgeL We will not have the opportunity to deal with those
items -

Mr C.J Barnett: The excess spending was paying off the PICL debt.
Mr DiL. SMIT: It was not all paying off the PICL deal.
Mr C.J. Barnett: We can talk about the PICL deal as long as you want.
Mr D.L SMITH: I want to talk about that in part. The excess expenditure on the P1(1
deal does not come out of Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 3), but from
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 4). That is the sort of thing I thought
members opposite may have wanted to raise. It is the sort of issue I thought members
opposite might like to talk about
Mr CSJ. Barnett: We will, any time.
Mr D.L SMITH: The opportunity is there in appropriation Bill No 4 to talk about the
PICL deal if that is the wish of government members; however, they are being deprived
of the opportunity to do so. The public is being deprived of the opportunity to hear the
views of members opposite on the PICL deal, just because this Leader of the House and
this Attorney General will not allow enough time to be spent on appropriation Bill No 4.
We received a two page speech on appropriation Bill No 3 explaining why $66m was
spent over and above budget If the Government wants to expedite Bills like that it
should come into the House with a line by line explanation of what the excess was. That
would reduce the time taken to debate those items, because we would have on record the
explanation by the Government of why those line items of excess expenditure occurred.
That would have been a 20 or so page document, which I am sure the Treasury
Corporation already has. I am sure that before any excess expenditure was approved by
Treasury and the Treasurer, every department and Minister was required to provide
justification for that excess. Why has that justification not been made available to the
Parliament? Why are we given only a two page speech rather than a comprehensive
explanation of what each of those excess expenditures was about? At least that would,
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firstly, make the Government accountable; and, secondly, would expedite the business of
the House, because the Opposition would know without asking the questions or debating
the items what each was about.
Mr CJ. Barnett: That would last about 30 seconds.
Mr Catania: You're a silly little turd!

Withdrawal of Remark

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): I ask the member for Balcatta to withdraw that
remark
Mr CATANIA: I withdraw it.

Debate Resumed

Mr DL SMITH: The Leadr of die House commented about my behaviour in perusing
legislation and speaking in this place. I remind him that the responsibility for the
management of government business in this place is his. If he cannot develop personal
relationships with this side of the House or negotiate proper arrangements behind the
Chair, the fault is his, because he is the Leader of the House and he is the person who
should be able to make those arrangements. The real excess in this place is his own
temper and distemper.
Several members inteijected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr DL SMITH: Quite frankly, many of the problems of this Parliament cent around
his personality and his inability, because of his pride and opinion of himself, to conceive
that someone else might have a good idea about how to handle the legislation.
In relation to the juvenile justice legislation, the Government made three mistakes.
Firstly, it did not consult the general public on the Bill. Secondly, it refused to attend any
of the seminars that have been held to raise queries about the Bill. Thirdly, the
Opposition offered to refer the Bill to a select committee on the basis that it would be
considered between now and when we resume in three weeks; however, the Government
refused to do that
Mr Kierath: Did you do that with your Bill?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am more than willing to go through my record in the Parliament.
Finally, the opposition made the offer, and has repeated it a number of times, that if this
Government will agree to refer that legislation to the Legislation Committee in the other
place as a Bill - not for a long period, but for a couple of weeks - we will expedite the
passage of that Bill through this place. Those offers were heard but simply not listened
to. That is the attitude of this Government. It is so self-opinionated and proud that it
believes no person in the community is entitled to a view; to express the view to us as an
opposition; or to have raised in this House concerns about the financial spending of this
Government or about legislation as complex and as long as the juvenile justice
legislation. The juvenile justice issue is the second most important social issue in this
community. Law and order is a critically important issue. Pour deaths occurred last
week as a result of violent acts in the community. In the light of that sort of problem I
thought we would see this Government pay better heed to ensure it got things right.
When the legislation was introduced we found pages and pages of amendments, not of
my making, but of the Attorney's making, because the Bill was mushed, not drafted
properly, and not checked properly by the Attorney General and her numerous policy
advisers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): Order! The Deputy Premier -
Mr GRAHAM: That is twice you have done that to me.

Mr D.L. Smith: The call was on this side; you should abide by the call.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I would askc the member for Mitchell not to reflect on
the Chair in that way.
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Several members interjected.
The ACING3 SPEAKER: Order!

Withdrawal of Remark
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): I ask the member for Mitchell to withdraw that
remark.
Mr D.. Smith: I withdraw the remark.

Debate Resumed
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [8.41 am]: I thank the Leader of the National Party for that.
Earlier last night the leader of business in this House moved another guillotine motion.
Mr Kierath interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: In doing that the Leader of the House offened two justifications. The
first was that the Opposition did not seem to be able to do what it was told by the Leader
of the House. I will come back to that in a moment The second was the most
extraordinary claim I have heard in six years: that the Opposition by exercising its right
to speak on the Budget jeopardised the budgetary processes of Western Australia. What
a load of absolute nonsense. What happened, I suspect, was that the Leader of the House
spoke to the member for South Perth. He has been troning that stuff around for
approximately three months. It was probably a good idea over a joke at smoko one night,
and he has been running it around ever since.
Let me explain to the Leader of the House what a Parliament is. A Parliament is a place
where legislation and matters are brought for debate, so that members of Parliament can
debate legislation and issues of the day. The difficulty with the Leader of the House is
that he is not able to deal with that debate. It is the dissenting view that gets him every
time. Let me tell those on the Government back bench - the old vegie patch, as I call it -
how this place used to work when a Labor government ran it. At the start of every day
and every week the opposition's then leader used to go across to Bob Pearce, who was
the Leader of the House, to negotiate the running of the House. I sat where some
government members are sitting now and listened to debates on WA Inc ad nauseam to
the extent that at one stage I had little cards made up. For example, for the member for
Applecross we had "WA Inc speech No 1", "WA Inc speech No 2", "WA Inc speech No
3", and the substance never changed.
Several members interjected.
The ACMIG SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRAHAM: What was never challenged with members opposite was the right to put a
proposition, and on every occasion members conducted themselves properly Bob Pearce
allowed the debate. That cannot be disputed. I remember an occasion - and to this day I
do not understand this - when Bob Pearce allowed a suspension of the standing orders so
that the then opposition could debate the federal Budget in this place. There was never
institutionalised gagging and guillotining of the debate in the way this Government has
done it.
Mr Minson: You did not have the numbers.
Mr GRAHAM: We did have the numbers.
Mr Minson: Don't you stand up there and tell us that; I can count as well as you can.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRAHAM: The member can go back and check the conduct of this House under the
tutelage of Bob Pearce. Governent members will then accept that it was a clean and
well run Parliament. If not, all those members who wrote and spoke to Bob Pearce when
he retired were telling porkies. All members paid tribute to his ability to run this House.
What has changed? What has changed is that the Governent has changed and we have
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another Leader of the House. I have stared this to him before. There am very few people
here that I can point to who have been here less time than 1, and he is one of them. The
difference between he and others is that in the period we have been here, some of us have
made an attempt to len what the place is for. Whether we have done it well may be
arguable. However, the Leader of the House still maintains the view that he had the day
he came in here; that is, that this is a place where things are rammed through to meet
other ends.
Turning to the Young Offenders Bill, I was quite angry when I was approached by the
leader on this side because he entered into an arrangement with the Government to
restrict the second reading debate. The Opposition was curtailed in order to meet the
Government's time schedule and business in the House. I make this point and want the
governmnent members on the back benches to understand this: The Opposition does not
run this Chamber. The Government has the numbers. The Government controls the
priorities. The Government controls the agenda. The Government has the numbers, not
the Opposition. If the business of the House falls behind, there is only one person
responsible.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRAHAM: That person is the leader of government business. In the period since the
election this House has not operated effectively. I have raised on previous occasions the
times that we have sat, the lack of legislation coming forward, and the lack of
coordination in government business. The problem is the petulance of the leader of
government business, his rigidity, his inflexibility and his unwillingness to deal with the
forms and processes of the House. For example, takce simple points of order, where the
Leader of the House jumps to his feet and expresses a point of order, which usually
revolves around his disagreeing with what the person is saying. That is not what points
of orders are for. They are for breaches of order and there are long and established
traditions to that effect
The fact that the Leader of the House does not like what is said does not mean it cannot
be said in this House. It means that from time to time he has to sit down and shut up and
listen to the debate. He does not have to agree with it. He can vote it down because he
has the numbers, but from time to time he must listen. He does not even have to listen.
From time to time he simply must allow people to speak because this is a House in which
people debate. I now refer to the line that the Leader of the House uses regularly by way
of interjection - Is. this what you did?" "Is this what you did?" "Is this what you did?" -
and I challenge him to check the record of the previous government to see when we had
this sort of disorder, this sort of disharmony and this sort of ill feeling in this Chamber.
In my six years it is unprecedented.
Mr Blaikie: When we went through the Burke, Tonkin, Bryce and Barnett era, we saw
nothing but organised chaos from the Opposition. That is all the Opposition is
endeavouring to do. Opposition members have no respect for the Chair and no respect
for the Parliament.
Mr GRAHAM: I will not use the entire 20 minutes allocated to me, but I want to remind
the vegie patch opposite of what happened prior to the last election. Late at night when
the then opposition wanted to make life uncomfortable for the then government, what
happened?
Mr Omodei: Very rarely!
Mr GRAHAM: I have two words to say to members opposite - Bob Wiese. Members
opposite cannot keep a straght face because they know that when they wanted to
frustrmte the then government's program they would wheel out the member for Wagin
and he would roil up his sleeves and pompously go through every word and every clause
of every Bill. I have said that to members privately. Whenever they want to talk about
filibustering or problems with the business of the House the two words I will use are
"Bob Wiese". members opposite should shut up, cop it and get on with it.
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MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [8.52 am]: There is no doubt that the
House should regard motions to suspend standing orders seriously.
Mr D.L. Smith: Practise what you preach and do not give a sermon. It is not worth
anything unless you practise it.
Mr COWAN: There is very good reason that the House should tread very carefully to
ensure that the legislation before it makes its way onto the Statute book. I acknowledge
the comments made by the member for Pilbara that certain members in the previous
opposition enjoyed the reputation of being capable of being somewhat nocturnal and who
only showed their better points as the night wore on. I must confess that one of my
colleagues happens to wear the mantle for being the champion of that division.
Nevertheless, I do not think we have ever seen the blatant attempt to frustrate the
Governiment's legislative program in the way demonstrated by the Opposition now. I
give the Opposition full marks for doing that. The problem is that this Government has
been too lenient and it has not ruled with the iron rod.
Mr DL. Smith: No-one listens to you any more.
Mr COWAN: The member for M itchell must be listening to me.
As Leader of the House Bob Pearce was no different from members on this side of the
House when that degree of frustration was apparent. I am quite sure members will recall
the time when members were not given the opportunity to debate sections of the Budget
for the simple mason that a similar motion to the one that will be moved, and I presume
passed. prevented important Divisions like Health and Education from being debated.
Several members inteijected.
Mr COWAN: I know as well as other members that I am encroaching on the time that is
left for members to debate some of the issues which are very important.
Mr Ripper: You have your numbers now so you can sit down.
Mr COWAN: I will not fall for that.
It is important that the House regard with great caution the capacity it has to make
decisions based on stifling debate to some extent. Members could not argue with any
justification whatsoever that debate has been stifled. They have been debating matters in
this Parliament for a longer period this year than ever before. In the coalition's first year
in office the House sat for longer hours than previously and I am sure the Clerk would be
able to produce the record.
Mr Graham: It was the worst performance of any government in this state's history.
Mr COWAN: I remind the member for Pilbara that even if he gave a speech on this
subject -

Mr Catania: Would you believe him?
Mr COWAN: No, I would not; but!I would believe the Clerk.
Mr Graham: I repeat that it is the worst performance of any government in this state's
history.
Mr COWAN: Is the member referring to performance or sitting hours? I am talking
about sitting hours.
Mr Graham: You tried to extend the session to improve it and it did not work. Your
Leader of the House was laughed at by the media because they counted the Bills.
Mr COWAN: It is not a question of the number of Bills. I am talking about the hours of
debate which could be shown to be quite reasonable. Ile question is not so much about
the availability of time for members opposite to debate particular subjects, but it is about
the way they have managed their time. They have taken the approach that their purpose
in life is to frustrate the Governmen I know that the purpose of any opposition is to
frustrate the government. However, that is not its sole purpose and it certainly is not its
sole purpose to hurl insults at me or the party I represent.
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Opposition members have been given a greater opportunity to debate issues in this House
since this Government has been in office and the member for Cortesloe has been Leader
of the House. They have been given greater opportunity, firstly, because of the number
of hours the House has sat and, secondly, because of the preparedness of the Leader of
the House to cooperate with opposition members when they put proposals to him
succinctly and do not vary what they want to do. The Opposition has been given the
opportunity to present its position on legislation and to make sure the Executive is
accountable.
One of the things I regard as being very important is that the frustration has been felt by
the Government. The temper of members on this side of the House has run short and
their patience has run even shorter. The Government has made a decision which it did
not make lightly. It has no alternative than to move for the suspension of so much of
standing orders as would permit the Leader of the House from moving the necessary
motion that will allow all those orders of the day mentioned in the motion to be passed by
11.00 am. Of course, that also includes the capacity for the Chair to put the question on
those Bills. On that basis alone, it is not unreasonable for this motion to be presented to
the House.
Several members interjected.
Mr EEL. Smith: Aren't you embarrassed?
Mr COWAN: No, I am not. Why should I be?
Mr D.L. Smith: Because nobody believes you on these issues.
Mr COWAN: Let us go into that matter. Undoubtedly, the House has to jealously
protect its privileges, and this is one of them. With due respect to the member for
Mitchell, he has abused that privilege.
Mr D.L. Smith: I have spoken once in the last two days. Check the record.
Mr COWAN: I do not have to read the record to know that that is not correct.
Mr D.L. Smith: It is once, not including these types of motions.
Mr COWAN: Does the member want me to forget about Tuesday?
Mr D.L. Smith: I am talking about yesterday.
Mr COWAN: The member is talking about this continuous session.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: I repeat, the House should take these motions very seriously and they
should not be moved without good cause. The Opposition must remember that the
Government must get its legislation through this place according to a program.
Unquestionably, pant of the responsibility of an opposition is to some extent to frustrate
the passage of that legislation. However, at some point the opposition can lose sight of
the plot, and instead of scrutiny of legislation we see tedious repetition.
Several members interjected.
Mr COWAN: That tedious repetition has required us to introduce a motion of this type.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [9.03 aml: The Deputy Premier said one thing in his
speech which certainly stands up to scmutiny; that was, that the Government does not take
this motion lightly. Let us have a look at the motion. It is a scrawl which could only
have been written in the bunker. The untidiness of the motion is indicative of the state of
mind of the person who wrote it. He is in the bunker and he is under siege. He does not
know what to do or how to negotiate. T7herefore, he conies up with the only solution he
knows; namely, the guillotine.
What will happen after 11.00 am. What is the Government's intention? Has any
consideration been given to the staff who have been here all night? What will happen at
11.00 am?
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Ar C1. Barnett: We will go home.
Several members interjected.
The ACIING SPEAKER: Order?
Dr GALLOP: In ether words, no question time will be held later today in which we can
raise issues.
Several members inteijected.
Dr GALLOP: Therefore, we know that the Government is running away from these
issues. Let me assist the Government with two things as we know that it does not have
the numbers yet and that it has a problem with the motion. I will give it a band in a spirit
of cooperation.
Two issues are at stake in this motion: First, the arrogant and impatient attitude of the
Government towards the Opposition in this Parliament, and second, and more
importantly, the personality of the Lecader of the House. The Opposition has sat back and
watched his performance this morning and last evening, for that performance is really
behind all these circumstances.
Perhaps the members of the Government back bench would like to know how the Leader
of the House reated to the crisis which descended on him early this mowning when it
became obvious that debate was continuing for some time. He made offers to the
Opposition which would have been appreciated by the member for Wanneroo's approach
to politics. He came to this side of the Chamber and said to the shadow Leader of the
House, "You watch it. If you do not come to heel, the full wrath of the Government
benches will descend on the Opposition!" The shadow Leader of the House said, "What
do you mean by that?" He said, "I'm going to the Premier to make sure that we have an
early election."
Several members interjected.
Dr GALLORh That is the way the Leader of the House operates in a crisis. He said that
the full wrath of the Government majority would descend on the Opposition, and he said
that that meant an early election. He told us that he was off to see the Premier. Of
course, earlier in the evening he went off to gather the Press in a fit of pique to provide an
audience for the member for Nollamara's speech.
Mr Wiese: They would not come.
Dr GALLOP: They certainly did not. I am not sure that he could make contact with
them. The Leader of the House is all huff, puff and pique, and his threats have no
substance. As a result of his approach to the management of this House, these problems
simply recur. The time has come for the Government to take a grip on this situation - too
many of its members have had a grip on themselves for too long - and put the Deputy
Premier into the position of Leader of the House. The time has come for that to happen.
We see that the personality of the Leader of the House is unsuited to the management of
crisis situations. As a result of that we have sat all night, and the only solution put
forward by the Leader of the House is to impose the guillotine. What is the tragedy of all
this? If the Leader of the House had spoken to the shadow Leader of the House, he
would have agreed to time management. In fact, the Opposition had already agreed to
time management.
Mr Kierath: Are you saying you will agree to time management?
Dr GALLOP: Agreed in a voluntary way - Leader of the House to the shadow Leader of
the House. However, that did not happen, and the Leader of the House descended upon
this Chamber with his motion. I am afraid it is a sad commentary on events that we must
debate this sort of matter. It is a sad commentar on events that we have sat all night, all
because the Government would not accept that a mistake was made in the order of
business in private members' time. It is pathetic. I think members of the Government
parties should take a hold of this situation and bring about some remedy.
Mr Shave: What do you recommend?
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Dr GALLOP: The Deputy Premier and Leader of the National Party should be put into
the position of Leader of the House. That is the only remedy available to us in respect of
this issue. These ame the issues-that must be addressed and, certainly, the irony is that we
could have reached agreement -Government to Opposition - on how to manage the time
this morning. However, the Government has brought down the guillotine yet again.
MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [9.12 am]: I cannot believe
the comments I have heard this morning from the Opposition. I refer firstly to those by
the member for Mitchell. When I walked into the Chamber the other day during debate
on the Young Offenders Bill and saw his tactics, I thought I was back in the debare on the
workers' compensation legislation. At that time the membeir for Mitchell led the
renegade charge on that legislation, round after round, repetition after repetition. I take
off my hat to the member for Mitchell in that when he gets to his feet at the Committee
stage of Bills groans are heard around the Chamber - sometimes from both sides -
because we are all accustomed to his tactics. At least the member for Mitchell is
smiling - I give him credit for that
Mrs Edwardes: There was a time last year when his leader told him to sit down.
Mr KIERATH: He was given a note earlier this morning, when someone was crying to
catch his attention. I must give hinm credit because there is no doubt that of the current
crop of members, he is the past master at that tactic. I salute him for that. I certainly do
not have chat ability. When the member for Mitchell gets to his feet, people groan. With
regard to the management of time, the Opposition has messed it up yet again. It
continually messes it up and then tries to blame its incompetence on the Government.
That is not fair. It has used examples of the time Bob Pearce was Leader of the House. I
want to share with members a story about the former Leader of the House, Bob Pearce, in
relation to pains. When members of the Liberal Party were in opposition I thought we
would use the tactic of refusing pairs for government members. I had negotiations with
Bob Pearce at chat time and he said if we pulled off pains, the opposition would get no
private members' time, no question time and no status, and no Leader of the Opposition
would get to his feet before midnight.

Question to be put
Mr KIERATH: I move -

That the question be now put.
Question put and passed.

Modern Resumed

Question (suspension of standing orders) put and a division taken with the following
result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainswort Mr Johnson MrPrine
Mr Ci. Barnett M& Kierath Mr Shave
Mr Bluikic NfrLewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Mrshall Mr Strickland
Mr Bmadsbaw Mr McNee Mr Tremxtnm
Mr Cowan Mrt Minson 14,Tubby
Mr Day Mr&Nicholls Dr Turnbui
Mrs Edwardes Mr Omodei Mrs van de Klashorst
Dr Hrrnes Mr Osborne Mr Wiese
A& House Mr Pendal Mr Blofiwicb (Feller)

Noes (17)
P& Bridge Mrs Hallalian Mr DL. Smith
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mir Tomas
Dr Constable Mr Martbomutgli bt ao
Mr Cunningham Wr Riebeling Dr Watson
Dr Gallop M pr Mr ay (Feller)
W GrahamMrRoet
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Question thus passed with an absolute majority.
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 3)

Second Reading
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR DL SMITH (Mitchell) [9.19 am]: The Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill
(No 3) is necessary because the Budget was brought down before the close of the last
financial year. Therefore, the Government was not able to include in this year's Budget
the excess expenditure by various agencies and departments for last year. Despite the
fact that debate on the eml will be guillotined, it is important legislation because it
highlights the areas in which the Government has been extavagan. Some Of the
Ministers have been fairly casual in the custody of their departnents and agencies in not
ensuring that the expenditure of those agencies was kept within reason.
The first item listed in the excess expenditures covered by this Bill is the Parliament,
where the Legislative Assembly has spent $395 985 more and the Joint Printing
Committee has spent $283 382 more than was allocated in the Budget last year.
Although we are not given any detail of that overexpenditure, I suspect that in the case of
the Assembly it has to do primarily with the select committees and the fact that so many
of those select committees have been ravelling overseas. In the I11 and a half years that I
have been a member of Parliament, I have never known select committees to travel
overseas as freely as they have done under the present Government. Although I was a
member of four select committees and Chairtman of the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee, I cannot recall any one of those committees ever contemplating
going overseas in the course of its business. One has to wonder whether those select
committees are serious about doing the job that they have been given or -
Mr Day: Have you asked your colleagues who are members of those select committees
why they have travelled overseas?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I certainly have, and I repeat that in all the years that I have been here,
I have never seen select committees travel overseas so fireely.
Ms Minson: Are you saying they should not go overseas? Are you saying that your
colleagues admit that they should not go overseas?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am saying that there is a government majority on each of those select
committees.
Mr Minson: No there is not Are your members howling in protest at what is going on?
Mr D.L. SMITH: In some cases, yes. I repeat that this is an area where we as a
Parliament have to be more prudent and circumspect. We have to ask whether it would
be cheaper in many cases to bring people from overseas to Western Australia than to
send people from Western Australia overseas. We have to ask whether with modern
technology in terms of video conferencing and the like we could not obtain that
information more cheaply and efficiently than we do. We have to ask whether in many
cases the information which is relevant to the issues which are being considered by select
committees would not be more readily available in Australia and Western Australia than
overseas. Like the Premier, I anm the first one to recognise the value of overseas ravel by
all parliamentarians, because there is no doubt that it broadens our horizons and enables
us to get a good idea about the trends in other places and the way in which people in
other places are dealing with the problems which we have in Western Australia.
As members of Parliament we do need to broaden our experience. However, in general
we should not fall victim to the general attitude of the media and the public to the
question of overseas travel. Select committees should travel overseas only where it is
essential, and not bring all members of Parliament into disrepute by going overseas
almost at will. It seems to me when I look at how many select committees have gone
overseas in recent times that to get to chair a committee and then somehow or other
design an overseas trip around it is some sort of recompense for not being a Minister.
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Mr Day: Have you asked your Labor Party colleagues about that matter, because they
could probably inform you more fully about what is the real situation?
Mr DtL SMiTH: I will not go through the individual select committees and deal with
whether I believe an individual trip is appropriate. All I am saying is that we have to be
more circumspect about it, because in the end if we overdo it we will lose credibility in
the public arena, and those who absolutely have to go and should go will be criticised by
the public and die media for going when they should go. It is simply a question of
balance, where if select committees do travel, we should provide for that in the Budget.
We also should consider seriously whether select committees need to go to all of the
places to which they choose to go and whether the technologies that are available might
enable them to obtain the same information. Thbat is a personal view, and it is not a view
shared by all members on this side. Some members on this side might even say that it is
sour grapes on my part because I have not been appointed a member of a select
committee and been given the opportunity to go on an overseas trip. Those members a=
entitled to make those comments in the same way that I am entitled to make my
comments.
The excess expenditure for the Governor's Establishment was $39 993. I do not have a
clue what that expenditure was for, but I am sure the Government will let us know. The
next item of excess expenditure was $50 000 for the Peel Development Commission.
Clearly, that relates to the hiving off of the Peel Development Commission prior to the
last Budget and before legislation was introduced into this place for it to be established.
That is a worthwhile expenditure because it has enabled the Peel Development
Commission to ensure that the Peel region, like the Bunbury and south west regions, has
all the support that it needs to ensure that proper decentralisation occurs, with the
development of proper infrastructure when it does occur.
The next item of excess expenditure; is 5121 873 for the Western Australian Tourism
Commission. Again, I have no idea why that excess expenditure was necessary and I
would welcome some comments by the person who will respond on behalf of the
Government about why that was necessary. The next item is a huge amount of excess
expenditure of $8 118 693 for the Department of Agriculture. It may be that a lot of this
excess expenditure had to do with the outbreaks of fruit fly and other pests of that kind,
which warranted additional expenditure by that department, but I believe that the
Minister for Primary Industry should participate in this debate and explain to the House
why a government agency spent some $8m in excess of what was appropriated. There
was excess expenditure of $727 000 for the Western Australian Meat Commission.
Again, I have no idea what that was for, nor have we been given any information about
what that entails. The same comments apply to the excess expenditure for Fisheries of
$381 503.
The next item is excess expenditure for the Department of Land Administration of
$4 155 267. Again, that expenditure is in excess of 10 per cent of the total budget of that
departent, and I would be interested to know why that occurred. I would certainly like
to know why it has occurred at a time when there have been substantial reductions in the
number of staff and in the number of services provided by iliac department. The former
government made a deliberate decision to move the office of the Department of Land
Administration to Midland in order to support the economy of Midland and to ensure that
as part of the development of regional centres in Perth there were employment centres
near the places where we were trying to develop residential housing. At the rime of the
Helena by-election, it is noteworthy that despite our good wishes and intentions, the work
of this Governent has been to reduce by almost 120 the number of people working in
Midland as a result of the staff reductions effected in the Department of Land
Administration. I also know from my own information that another person who was
made redundant out of the Department of Land Administration was the registrations
adviser for the Registrar of Tides at the Bunbury office of the department. The result of
the removal of that person is that documents cannot be registered in Bunbury. They can
be lodged for registration, but they must come to Perth to be assessed and checked-,
whereas befoire the person who was a level 4 or 5 was able to examine the documents and
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decide whether they were acceptable for registration. The Government jeopardised
Bunbury as a regional commerce centre because the banks would have been in a position
to say they would not allow local lodgments: and people in Bunbury must have those
settlements registered in Perch or Midland. Fortunately, most of the banks have not taken
that attitude and they continue to lodge documents in Bunbury even though the
documents cannot be immediately accepted for land registration.
Other areas where DOLA has been severely affected are in relation to staff concerns and
its land information system, which is a very important cool in land management in
Western Australia. We have in recent years been leading the world in the use of satellite
technology to keep our eye on the state of our agricultural land, those areas which are
environmentally sensitive or affected by busbfires, and a whole range of other situations.
That has enabled us to be world leadens in the use of that technology as a support tool in
managing our land to ensure that environmental concerns are properly met and the
productivity of the land is properly observed so farmers can get some good advice about
the condition of their crops and weather in imprudent times. Curtin University has
played an important part as has the US authority, in enabling us to develop in the way
we have. The decimation of DOLA has severely affected that area. It is the example of
where silly Ministers and governments who are looking to shave a million or two from an
$8m budget are prepared in the process to take us from being world leaders and prudent
land managers to a situation where the whole efficiency and effectiveness of DOLA's
true role as the manager of public land and the provider of land information in WA is
jeopardised I do not understand how, while all those cuts have been occurring, the
budget has been overspent by $4.155m. I do not know how the Government is handling
its redundancy payments; it may be that when those 120 staff refired or were made
redundant that substantial redundancy payments were provided for out of the budget of
DOLA rather than the Premier's budget or elsewhere. Again, at a time when DOLA is
being attacked and there are such significant delays at the Tidles Office in Perch we
should be informed as to how we can cut back services at a time of spending $4.5m over
budget.
The next item is t Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission where some
$2.6m was overspent. That indicates that this Government has been no more effective
than past governments in ensuring that Stareships and others stay within budget. That is
a valuable service especially to the north west of our state. It is of increasing importance
in our developing trade links with Indonesia and Malaysia. It would be a great pity if we
were to let that go. All of the indications are that the Government's bringing in private
management to run the administration of the shipping service is a precursor to the
disposal of Staceships. I hope in chat process the Government will not lose sight of the
basic objective of that service being a community service to the north west and an
important aid in developing twade links with Indonesia and Malaysia, so chat we can
continue to support Stateships. I was interested that in question time on 17 August the
member for Bunbury asked the Minister for Planning representing the Minister for
Transport a question that dealt with Stateships and whether it would one day be
headquartered in Bunbury. I would like to see that, but I think it is another rhetorical
question. It raises the hope that we mnight one day see Staceships in Bunbury, but the
Government has no intention in that regard. I believe the long term intention of this
Government is to dispose of Stateships as soon as the current lease and other charter
arrangements for the ships expire.
Under the heading of education there are excess expenditures of $209 000 for the
agricultural high schools trust; $1.8m for the contribution to the school renewal account -
which I support: $85 000 to Karracha College; $68 000 for Pundulmurra $120 000 for
sports and recreation and $69 000 to the Western Australian Sports Institute Trust. In
general terms I have no complaints about extra money being spent on those areas. A real
problem in education is tring to ensure this Government provides enough money to
prevent the closure of so many country schools that is being threatened by this
Government. Under the Attorney General's heading there is an excess payment of
$726 000; that probably has more to do with the performance of the solicitors' guarantee
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fund contribution and the other contributions that come from external sources to the
Legal Aid Commission. When the revenue from sources is less, the state must make up
the shortfall. That is not really excess of expenditure, but a shortfall of revenue, and the
state has been forced to make up the difference.
The Office of Women's Interests received $17 000 and the Western Australian Electoral
Commission $66 000. We are not given any information on those two organisations but
they are both essential, one to women's interests and the other to the proper forms of our
democracy. A redistribution is underway and I would not complain about those excess
expenditures at all.
The next list applies to the Minister for Finance and Racing and Gaming and it shows a
large number of donations made over and above those which were budgeted for
previously. They include the Anzac trust, Appealathon, the New Challenger 2 project,
the New South Wales bushflres disaster relief fund, the Red Shield appeal, the Country
Regional Shire Councils Association, the Weary Dunlap tour to Thailand and the Weary
Dunlop fund for medical research. They are all good items, and I do not think anyone on
this side would question them. Indeed, we congratulate the Government on the
contributions it has made in those areas. Under miscellaneous services an additional item
of $12 500 is shown for the City of Geraldton. It may have been its centenary
celebration; if that is the case, I support it. The centenary of local government, wherever
it occurs, is an important event and the State Government should support celebrations by
the local community of those events. Again under the heading of statutory authority
$20 424 went to the R & I Bank to recoup the cost of administering the government
agencies section, and $1. I m to the Fremantle Port Authority by way of rebate of statutory
contributions. I would not complain about those.
Under the heading of Western Australian Land Authority is an excess payment of $4.2m.
I am interested to know from the person representing the Mlinister for Lands in this
Chamber what chat excess expenditure was for. [t seems a fairly even amount, and it
might be to do with land purchase or support in some repayment of borrowings. I know
the Western Australian Land Authority is one of those organisations which has been
decimated by this Government. Many of die landscaping and community development
and planning staff at Joondalup have been made redundant. I would have thought the
members for Wanneroo, Kingsley and Whitford would have some interest in why it is
that so many people have been made redundant. I thought the Deputy Premier would
want to know why the person in charge of regional development in the Western
Australian Land Authority has been made redundant. Members will remember the
debates that cook place when WALA was being established. As the government we
placed great emphasis on WALA repeating around Western Australia the good job it had
been doing at Joondalup.
I recall that in my first budget as Minister for Lands I was able to allocate funds for a
number of items which I thought important for country Western Australia. One was an
assessment of industrial and residential land availability in every major town; that is,
chose with populations greater than 2 000. The second was to look at regional
development occurring through regional development commissions, and to try to support
those. There was an allocation of a few million dollars to buy land at Glen Iris partly to
help provide a buffer for the service corridor into the Port of Bunbury, and to try to
develop an alternative technology centre. with the support of the Department of Land
Administration. The centre was to support an innovation in the City of Bunbury at Edith
Cowan University to start an incubation centre adjacent to the university where people
could research and develop projects, to be supported by work that universities do best.
The two projects seem to have fallen over. None of the money allocated was spent on
those projects. The person responsible for regional development in Western Australia at
the Western Australian Land Authority has been made redundant. I presume that the
Government of the day has made a firm decision that WALA will have no role in
regional development and the acquisition of land for industrial development in regional
centres. That is a great pity. The role that WALA has performned, both in an advisory
and acquisitive sense, certainly in Bunbury and elsewhere, has been very important. The
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support it gave to the Harbour City project for instance, was a valuable cool to gain the
support of the Commonwealth Government for that redevelopment.
Again, although the Deputy Premier thinks that I get stuck into the National Party for
political reasons, I wonder why the functions of agencies such as WALA are being
centralised in Perth where it is concentrating only on residential and industrial land
supply, and its regional and rural activities have been practically abolished or limited to
an advisory service. Considering the cutbacks, and the saving of $1.6m as a result of
redundancies at WALA, what is the reason for the $4.2m excess expenditure? The
Minister representing the Minister for Lands has not provided an explanation.
Under miscellaneous services, a number of other state services appear, one of which is
act of grace payments of $364 000, which traditionally mainly relate to payments to
police officers, and the like, who do not carry workers' compensation, and who have
been injured in the course of dheir duties. The payments are made as a substitute for
remedies elsewhere. I assume that most of the act of grace payments amounting to
$364 000 excess expenditure arise from those sorts of things.
BAD tax for government departments amounts to $151 650 and, again, I presume that is
the result of an adjustment in the liability of the departments to pay, or some change in
die rate. An amount of $12m for BankWest's Barrack Street and Hay Street property
relates to the acquisition by the Government of the R & I Bank building, with a view to
demolition and development of a plaza in the centre of Perth. However, contrary to
comments made by members opposite, it is a project I strongly support, and supported
when I was Minister, but I was not able to persuade the government of the day to proceed
immediately, although we retained it as a long term plan. I was pleased to see the
Premier pick up the preliminary work that I, and the member for Kalgoorlie, had started.
That $12m is being expended from die consolidated fund by way of excess expenditure
to support the improvement of the inner city of Perth. We also note that through the
metropolitan region improvement tax, another $23m is to be spent for similar purposes
around Perth each year and, as I understand it, the Government is to top up the MRW to
cope with the urban bush we reserved over the past six years or so, and which needs to be
acquired. Again, that is a move I strongly support
Mr Lewis: You did not reserve any area.
Mr DL. SMITH: We reserved all the areas that the Government is acquiring; and we
intended to acquire them. While this money is being spent in the inner city, and on the
acquisition of those areas - which I support - why does not the Government support the
acquisition of important reserve areas in country areas?
Mr Lewis: T7here, is no instrument.
Mr DiL. SMITH: We know about all the land between Cape Leeuwin and Cape
Naturaliste that needs to be reserved. There is no instrument to acquire the BankWest
building in Perth. It is being done as a State Government purchase to spend $12mi of
taxpayers' money to improve Perth. Why do we not have similar levels of expenditure in
the Cape Naturalist and Cape Leeuwin areas to acquire the areas that are being proposed
for development?
Mr Lewis: We are going to reserve them.
Mr D.L. SMITHl: The Minister knows that I have a great fear that what he is about is
rewriting the Leuwin/Naturaliste regional plan to allow more development of areas that
should be sacrosanct and preserved. The only development we should allow in that area
are those where we can do deals regarding most of the land under public ownership,
resulting in limited development.
Mr Lewis: They will be subject to a disallowance motion in this House.
Mr DL SMlTH: Where the Government controls the numbers, any disallowance in this
House provides no protection against misbehaviour by governments. An amount of
$12m is being spent by city residents on the improvement of Perth. Why does not the
member for Moore insist on that sort of money being spent in wheatbelt areas? Why
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does not the member for Roe, now in the Chair, insist on that sort of money being spent
in Esperance. and oilier areas, on similar projects to improve development in country
areas? Instead, the National Party - through the Deputy Premier, who is responsible for
regional development - has changed the focus of the regional development commissions.
No longer are they to be involved in the development of community infrastructure or the
acquisition and preservation of areas regarded as regional open spae. Thbey will be like a
branch of the Department of Commerce and Trade, interested only in economic
development
in many rual parts of Western Australia opportunities do not exist for economic
development, but the quality of life and the comfort residents feel living in areas for
which they have a great deal of affection, can be substantially improved by relatively
small amounts of money being spent in those centres, to support local community groups,
to improve local infrastructure, and to develop playgrounds and parks. In that way, we
would begin to have a degree of amenity in country areas that is not as good as Perth - we
could never hope to have that - but it would be attractive enough for us to be satisfied that
we are doing the right thing by those country areas. However, although the Deputy
Premier represents country interests through the National Party nominally, again he is
seen to be taking away that expenditure from the authorities; the authorities are told that
the Government can spend money only in coastal areas where economic development is
easier to foster.
The next item is the energy implementation group and amounts to $lm. I do not know
what the item is, but I presume it has something to do with the review of the operations
of SECWA, the division of its functions and matters in relation to that. Again, we see no
explanation of the item, or why we should support it. The next item is fringe benefits
tax - legal expenses paid on behalf of former Ministers, members of Parliament, and
public servants presenting evidence to the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities
of Government and Other Matters - amounting to $67 000. It is not a very large amount
in comparison with that in the previous year and it is an indication of the mun-down of the
royal commission and the need for the expenditure of those amounts. The next item
relates to natural disaster payments and other relief measures for which $2 086 210 is
allocated. I do not know what that relates to. I suspect it has a bit to do with the flooding
in the Kimberley. I would like. an explanation of why we spent $2m on natural disaster
payments.
Mr Cowan: It was not flooding in Esperance.
Mr D.L. SMITH: No, it was not. The next item relates to an expenditure of $500 000 for
a road program by way of a grant to the Main Roads Department. I appreciate that very
much. Since the takeover by this Government from the previous government one of my
great concerns has been the way in which the development of country roads has been
delayed. [ will take the example of the dual carriaging of the Old Coast Road from Perth
to Bunbury. A number of areas along that road were prepared to widen the bitumen
surface, and the gravel and everything else was set on the edges to ensure that could be
done. All that was required was for the incoming governiment to put a black top on those
extended edges. Regrettably 18 months after it took office, the road remains in that state.
The prepared edges are deteriorating. Currently there is no indication of when the
sealing will occur.
I am pleased to see that at long last we have proceeded with the dualling of the
carriageway on the bypass around Bunbury. So far that has consisted of the clearing of
vegetation along the second carriageway and nothing more. There are some very late
signs of the program for the dualling of that carriageway being recommenced. I hope we
will soon see the recommencement of the work on the extension of the bypass at Ludlow
on the Bussell Highway and other works that ame riequired. Five hundred thousand dollars
will not go very far in expediting some of that work, let alone the very extensive work
required on the Great Eastern Highway. Like other members in this place and the
Minister for Transport, I have enormous concern about the Great Eastern Hlighway. The
road from Perth to Merredin is adisgmce to ali of us. Whether it is the edges of the road,
the state of the surface or the markings on the road, it seems to me that very little work
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has been done on that road for a very long time. I would like to see priority given to
increasing expenditure for this road.
Mr Cowan: Do you know whose responsibility that is?
Mr D.L SMITH: I san telling members that it is a disgrace.
Mr Cowan: I agree with you. I just want to ensure that you know that as a national
highway the responsibility for maintenance and capital investment for that road lies with
the Federal Government.
Mr D.L. SMIT: It does lie with the Federal Government and, quite frankly, in the past
we have concentrated on the Great Northern Highway and elsewhere and have neglected
the road to the east.
Mr Cowan: We have not.
Mr D.L. SMiTHl: I will not allocate blame. Everybody who has been involved,
including the previous state government, is responsible for allowing the Great Eastern
Highway to become an absolute disgrace. It is unsafe and with the Commnonwealth
Governiment we should do something about it. Even if that involved delay in the south
west and elsewhere, I would be prepared to sit down and talk about it. It is the number
one priority in terms of roadworkcs on the national highway.
Mr Cowan: We are going through a total Western Australian transport study on a
regional basis. We are trying to get it completed within the next 12 months. That might
indicate that there is a need for priority to be given to specific roads. We will push ahead
to give it greater priority.
Mr DL. SMITH1: The next item relates to the Roebourne swimming pool and involves
an amount of $45 000. This was a commitnent of the previous government that has been
taken up by this Government. 1 am pleased the Government has done that. I do not
regard it as pork-barrelling. I am glad the project has not been cancelled, as is the case
with a few in my electorate which I will not mention at this time.
Mr Cowan: Do you want me to?
Mr D. SMH: I have the answer to the Deputy Leader's question. I wanted to deal
with it inthe Budget debate but Iran out ofdtme. PerhapslIwillrnnout of timnetotalk
about the remaining items in this Bill.
Mr Cowan: I will be wakting for you at the Estimates.
Mr DJ-. SMITH1: I do not want to upset the member for Merredin about those items but
at some stage I would like to meet with him and the Premier to consider two of the items.
I assume that the expenditure for the Roebourne swimming pool has gone over budget
and the Government will provide the extra money to ensure the completion of the pmject.
I would have liked to spend more time on the next item relating to a payment made to
Southern Equities Corporation Ltd in settlement of a claim by the liquidator, the state and
other relevant state agencies. Speaking as a lawyer and former Minister who has some
knowledge of that case, there was absolutely no chance of that claim succeeding. There
was a very substantial chance of the counterclaim of the state succeeding against the
plaintiff. I predicted in this place that this Government would settle that claim and would
claim to be doing so in the interests of the taxpayer. I always thought it would be some
sort of pay-off for the work done by the fiends of Southern Equities in providing
information to the Government when it was in opposition.
Mr Prince: That is highly speculative. It was only after the legislation was amended
substantially that the parties came to the negotiating table.
Wr D.L. SM: It is highly speculative and I acknowledge that I have absolutely no

evidence to support my statement. I Was Simply told that the deal would be done long
before it was. It was done and the amount involved was about the same as I had been
told would be agreed. Apart from that, I have no evidence to substantiate what I say. In
any event $7m was thrown away by the state in an absolutely unnecessary settlement. I
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think it was done to enable the Government to say that it had settled a very large
outstanding liability, when there never was a liability because there was no claim.
I acknowledge that in terms of the costs those sorts of things run up, one must be
practical. The company concerned would clearly be put into liquidation and the chance
of a recovery of costs that would be expended was difficult- That would have been the
only consideration for settling the matter. I do not think it ever required the payment of
$7m. We can be criticised for some of our losses through WA Inc. However, that $7m
settlement was fairly and squarely the fault of this Government, and was entirly
unnecessary. The matter should only have been settled on the basis of each party perhaps
paying its own costs. I would have liked to ask the Minister responsible, had she been
here, about how much the legal costs were prior to settlement of that matter.
The next item relates to superannuation for higher education institutions with an amount
shown of $93 000. Once again, no explanation is provided for that item. An amount of
$199 954 is allocated to an item for the Swan Building Society. I presume that has to do
with some payment of liquidator's fees to the Swan Building Society administrator. I
would have preferred some explanation to be provided by way of line items for each of
these allocations. An amount of $8 711 is allocated for Wittenoom asbestos claims. My
understanding always has been that the Legal Aid Commission holds a fund of almost
$2.5m, supplied by the previous government, which was meant to provide legal support
for anyone who wanted ro make an asbestosis claim. That is a revolving fund, and is still
very alive and well with more than $2.5m in it. I do not know what the amount of $8 711
relates to; but I would have been interested to learn what it was for.
There is an unexplained item for the Valuer General's office of $176 647. Again!I would
have lied to know what that amount was for. Local Government has been allocated
$36 998. Under the paragraph relating to the Minister for Health, expenditure of $60 000
is shown for the Western Australian Alcohol and Drug Authority. I would be interested
to know how that round figure is made up. The Arts have been allocated $59 625; the
Art Gallery of Western Australia $180 000; the Perth Theatre Trust $620 000; the
Western Australian Film Council $500 000; and the Western Australian Museum
$210 000. Those amounts are fairly large. Although I am a very strong supporter of the
arts, I do not like to see all of the money going to Perth based agencies like those; I
would rather see more of the funding going to country facilities, but I will not be
parochial about it. I support that sort of expenditure on the arts. I would just encourage
the Government to add a few items for the country areas to the list that currently appears.
Under the paragraph headed "Minister for the Environment, Aboriginal Affairs, and
Disability Services" the major item of expenditure is $6.073m for conservation and land
management
it would have been interesting to know from the Minister for the Environment what that
constitutes. It is a fairly large amount in the overall budget. Some explanation over and
above the line item should have been provided. The Environmental Protection Authority
has overspent $333 000 - again no explanation. The Waterways Commission has
overspent $137 000. The Aboriginal Material Preservation Fund has overspent $324 000.
The Office of Traditional Land Use, which is the anti Mabo activity, has overspent
$4 10 000. The Authority for Intellectually Handicapped Persons has overspent $1.4m.
Again those are all ones which I would support, but!I would have liked to know the
detail, with the one exception of course of the way the anti Mabo type expenditure has
been incurred. There is an excess expenditure of $1.3m by the Department for
Community Development. That is not a big amount and probably about one and a half
per cent of its budget, but it would have been interesting to know why that is so, and I
would otherwise support it The Office of Seniors' Interests has overspent $67 000.
Again that is something I support, but I would like to know what it was. The Registrar,
Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission, has overspent $42 000 - no
explanation. The Commissioner of Workplace Agreements has overspent $385 000 -
absolutely no explanation. That is something I totally abhor. The most shameful thing I
have seen pass through this Parliament is the workplace agreements legislation, and I
resent seeing excessive expenditure in that area There is $3.9m overspent in the
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Building Management Authority. Finally, the Bush Fires Board has overspent $314 000.
Those are reasonably significant amounts which I think warrant more explanation and
accountability than has been provided by this Government. As I said in the debate about
the guillotine, die easiest way for the Government to deal with these items would be
simply to reproduce the requests for excess made by the departnents and the approvals
given by Treasury. That information could be easily compiled by any public servant and
would be very valuable to us in understanding what it is about. It would avoid the need
for any of us to stand up here and go through these line items.
Mr Cowan: 1 will put that to the Treasurer for you.
Mr D.L SMITH: Clearly there will be a need in future years for these Emls to come
forward in the manner they have this year. The Government has complained about the
way we have hreated the additional opportunity for general debates. That is simply the
price of moving to die new system. I have not used my time for a generaised debate
about Bunbury but have tied to address myself to what I believe the excessive
expenditure is about so there will be at least some explanation before the public in the
parliamentary record as to why it was that on 18 August we approved excessive
expenditure of $66m by various agencies in Western Australia. That is the only
information that the people of Western Australia will get about what this expenditure is
for, and I think it is strange and unfortunate that the explanations have to come from the
Opposition and not from the Government.
Question put and passed.
emllread a second rime.

Leave to Proceed to Third Reading
Mr COWAN: I seek leave to proceed forthwith to the third reading of the Bill.
Leave denied.

Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Ainsworth) in the Chair; Mr Cowan (Deputy
Premier) in charge of the Bill.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am required to put every question necessary to complete
this item of business. The question is that the clauses, schedules and tidle of the Bill be
agreed to and that I do now leave the Chair and report the Eil without amendment.

Points of Order
Mr RIPPER: I would have thought you would deal with each clause and schedule
separately as is the usual practice in Committee. 1 do not think there will be any debate
on clauses 1 to 3, but there will probably be debate on the schedule.
Mr COWAN: While you are still dealing with the point of order that has been taken,
there is no doubt that until such time as we are required to satisfy the motion we can
debate things as the Chamber determines. I remind members that some 20) questions
must be put. We hive to anticipate a division on all of them, and we will be completed
by I11 o'clock. It is entirely in the hands of the Opposition as to how it wants to proceed.
Dr Gallop: If it is not completed by I11 o'clock, that is not true.
Mr Cowan: I make that point.
Mr RIPPER: Mr Deputy Chairman, I imagine that the effect of the guillotine motion is
that at 11 o'clock debate will cease and then you will starr putting questions.
Dr Gallop: That is exactly what happened before.
Mr Cowan: Passing all stages at 11I o'clock.
Mr RIPPER: That is right, but at 11I o'clock if we have not passed all the stages then the
Deputy Chairman will start putting the questions.
The DEPUTY CHAIRkMAN: In view of the various points taken I concede that there is
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not an absolute need to deal with the question in the way it was put to the House. At this
stage I will take debate on the clauses as is normal.

Committee Resumed
clause 1:. Short title -
Mr D.L. SMITH: I do not know which Minister is dealing with this Bill. What is not
resolved by this Bill is the answer to the question of the overexpenditure by various
government agencies of some $100.1ti. Will the Minister handling the Bill give the
Chamber some understanding of when we might get some summary of the various
agencies that have overspent their alocations to the extent of $100.1m and whether there
is to be any oppoirtunity for the Parliament to scrutinise that overexpenditure?
Mr C.J. Barnett: The member might use the opportunity of the Estimates Committee or
put a question in writing to me or the Treasurer. I am awre that any information he seeks
on any agency will be provided to him.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.
Schedule -

Mr . SMITH: I do not know whether the relevant Minister was listening to my
speech in the second reading debate, but I indicated there were a number of items of
excess expenditure for which there did not seem to be any explanation in the schedules.
The first two of those are the Legislative Assembly and the Joint Printing Committee.
Will the Minister enlighten us as to what was the excess expenditure on those items?
Mr C.J. BARNEfl: I will have to obtain more accurate details. Certainly part of the
expenditure has been as a result of the number of select committees which have incurred
extra travel expenditure, staff costs and printing requirements. However, any requests for
details about the Parliament can be addressed to the Speaker during the Estimates
Committee debates.
Dr GALLOP: I refer the Leader of the House to page 5 of the schedule where it refers to
an allocation of $12m under miscellaneous services to purchase the BankWest, Barrack
and Hay Swreets properties. I take it we are referring here to the government purchase of
the old BankWest building. This item of overexpenditure -

Mr C.J. Barnett: Unbudgeted expenditure would be more accurate.
Dr GALLOP: In the second reading speech there is an interesting paragraph which I will
read to members -

The unforeseen expenditure of $66.lm sought in this Bill, and the additional
expenditure of $26.7m authorised by other Statutes, was offset by underspendings
of $100. lm against other votes resulting in the net decrease of $7.3m.

The amount of $12m has been spent which was not budgeted for in the beginning of the
financial year. I contast that with an item in the Budget that was underspent in 1993-94
and ask the Leader of the House to justify why that item should be approved by this
Parliament when we consider what was not spent in other aress. In the Program
Statements for 1993-94, the estimated expenditure for Health and for the Alcohol and
Drug Advisory Authority, which in this financial year am all one expenditure, was
$1 400.340m. The Program Statements for 1994-95 indicate that the amount actually
spent on Health in that financial year was $1 363.624w. In other words it was underspent
by $37m last year. What does this mean? As I indicated, to the House earlier this
evening, about 400 FTM that were allocated for Health in 1993-94 were not employed
that financial year. As a result, we see the diminution of services in our hospitals and the
clawback in resources from Mt Henry and Sunset hospitals in preparation for the
privatisation of the nursing home beds in those institutions. We see conflict in the health
system, and nurses and blue-collar workers in conflict with their managers as a result of
vying to deal with the budgets allocated to them. While the people of Western Australia
are denied the money allocated by this Parliament to the health system in 1993-94,
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without any authorisation from this Parliament, this Government decided to spend $12m
on a building in the city centre.
Mr CJ. Barnett interjected.
Dr GALLOP: I am asking the Leader of the House to justify that decision. The
Government decided to purchase a building.
Mr C.J. Barnett: And knock it over.
Dr GALLOP: Wherein lie the priorities of this Government? While nurses and
blue-collar workers are taken out of dite health system - it is denied resources, and funds
allocated in the 1993-94 budget to the time of $37m were not spent on health in that
financial year - $12m which was not budgeted for by this Parliament last year has been
spent on the acquisition of the Barrack and Hay Street property. Therein lie the priorities
of this Government.
Were valuations done prior to the purchase of the BankWest property?
Mr Lewis: Yes.
Dr GALLOP: Who did those valuations?
Mr Lewis: Credible valuers.
Dr GALLOP: How was it possible to value that building in the context of the Minister's
knowledge that he would destroy it immediately afterwards?
Mr Lewis: You do not know the basics of conmmerciality.
Dr GALLOP: How is it possible for the taxpayers to pay $12m for a building they
already own?
Mr Lewis: The building was owned by BankWest.
Mr Taylor: Who owns Bank West?
Mr Lewis: Do you not know that it is still a legal entity?
Mr Taylor: Who owns BankWest?
Mr Lewis: The state.
Dr GALLOP: The amount of $12m of the unspent Health budget has been transferred
from nurses and the hospital system to purchase a building in the city centr. That
confirms the point made by the Leader of the Opposition on radio when the Government
announced that decision and that it was a redirection of funds from basic services needed
by people in our community, particularly the health services, to the city centre and the
niarrow set of economic interests represented by that city centre.
I would like the Government Ministers who are in this Chamber today to defend that
redirection of funds and give a plausible explanation to this Parliament of why the Health
Department underspent by $37m and the Government found it easy enough to find $12ma
of that to buy the BankWest building. Why is it closing the multicultural psychiatric
centre, shifting nursing home residents from Sunset and Mt Henry -

Mr Lewis: You are pathetic.
Dr GALLOP: I do not think I am pathetic.
Mr Lewis interjected.
Dr GALLOP: Does the Minister know what it indicates? It indicates the Government's
priorities. It is very happy to find $12m for the city centr and the economic interests
that are there, but when it comes to the Mrends of Mt Henry, the friends of Sunset and the
friends of the multicultural psychiatric centre, it cannot find the money. Where are the
Government's priorities? It must justify that unbudgeted expenditure alongside its failure
to deliver on a Health budget that was approved in this Parliament.
Mr KOBELKE: I will comment on two matters contained in the schedule. The first
relates to the excess spending of the Joint Printing Committee. I accept the partial
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explanation by the Leader of the House, given that it is not an area for which he has
responsibility, tha it was probably due to extr printing costs for reports for the number
of select committees at present That is something I support, because printing the work
of those committees is most important. The work carried out by committees in genera is
one of the areas of Parliament in which we can look forward to seeing a lead in
accountability and proper questioning of the Government, and the area where the
Government can make moves to improve things in Western Australia. It is right and
proper that we should spend money in that area. I have concerns that the money may be
meeting the costs of producing Hansard. The shape of die daily blues has been in place
for only a short time. We moved from a smaller format to an A4 format in order to save
money. Has any accounting been done which indicates greater efficiencies in that
alternative format?
A more fundamental worry with expenditure through the Joint Printing Committee is
what will happen with the privatisation of the State Government Printing Office. As
members will be well await, the printing office contains two divisions: The commercial
arm, which for the past two or three years has been breaking even or making a small
profit; and the specialised printing, which largely relates to government. Within that
comes the expenditure on Hansard and the other printing requirements of the Parliament.
I would like some indication from the Speaker as the respoDnsible person about what
contingency plans are in place if State Print, when it is privatised. is no longer able to
take on that work at the same cost. We had great efficiencies with those two arms of
State Print - the commercial and the specialised government printing - because the
specialised printing required for this Parliament does not come in an even flow. When
the House sits long hours as it has over the past 24 hours or so, there is a high demand for
the quick turnaround of printing for Hansard and other purposes for the House.
If a printing agency is geared up and has the staff to meet the quality of printing required
with the necessary time response we will pay for a lot of downtime, unless that is meshed
into the general printing anrngements. The two must be taken together. New South
Wales went into privatisation some years ago and it was found to be an utter disaster. It
ended up establishing a print cell within the Parliament and doing its own printing
internally. Theme was a huge extra cost in having to do that. I have grave concerns that
we may see a much greater blowout in the excess of the Joint Printing Committee given
the road the Government is going down with State Print.
T1he other matter I make brief reference to is the issue on which the member for Victoria
Park spoke; namely, the $12m of unbudgeted expenditure to BankWest for its Barrack
and Hay Streets property. The ommitment of this $12m is suspicious. I support the
development of a heritage precinct for that area. However, if a government is going to
commit millions of dollars, something well in excess of $12m, a plan must be developed.
Mr 1ewis: We have aplan.
Mr KOBELKE: The Minister has a plan! Where is it? This matter shows how this
Government runs. It is like the figure of 800 police. That was a good idea at the time,
but when the Government was caught out it made it 500. There is still no plan on how it
wil be implemented. We find exacdly the same with the money for the heritage precinct.
Were the Government serious about a heritage precinct it would have developed a plan
and would have had $40 000 or $50 000 allocated in the Budget for consultants so that
we could see what was going on. It would have then rolled out the plan and committed
the $12m. However, the Government wants to stick a bit of money into BankWest so
that it is able to privatise it and get a good price for it, and show how good a manager it
is. The Government is back to its old nricks and is wondering how it can slip $12m under
the back door of BankWest Someone came up with the bright idea of doing something
on heritage. The heritage precinct contains the old R & I Bank building, so it was
thought. "Why not just put the two together and use heritage as a cover for putting in
money through the back door of BankWest?" The Budget contains this unbudgeted
expenditure of $12m, not a paltry amount. and the Government covers it with a
suggestion that it is for a heritage precinct. It is an utter sham and no-one will believe it.
People will see through it immediately.
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if government members were waffled they were not being seen as prudent financial
managers, they would develop the heritage plan and consider the total costs, because they
not only need to demolish the building and carry out some modifications to the parts of
the building which abut it and then develop the vacant space, but also must consider aUl
of those costs, and the other side of the building where the law chambers are located. We
are all aware that a well known architect has put forward a good proposal encompassing
the whole heritage precinct to improve that maa That might involve a cost of another
$20m if the Government wished to take it up. If the Government were serious about
heritage it would proceed with the development of such a plan and would then look at
finding the $12m, if that is what is necessary to do a swap with Bank West, and demolish
the building. Why would the Government bring it on a yea earlier? If the Government
is making sure that it is a good financial manager and can defer the cost for 12 months,
that is a gain. There is obviously no financial management involved in this as a heritage
project.
The Government simply transfers some money. If at the same time it happens to reduce
a bit of office space it will help the central city business owners - I know the Leader of
the House is close to those people, as he rightly should be - when central city properties
are having a fairly difficult time. An article in the newspaper a few days ago referred to a
turnaround and stated that the vacancy rate had fallen. We all consider that a good factor.
Part of the reason for that has been because different companies have had to quit their
buildings and close them down. We would help the market for central city properties if
we closed down another government building and found alternative accommodation of a
high standard. The investment of this $12m may make good sense in its return on
BankWest when it is privatised; however, it makes no sense as part of heritage. Heritage
is important, but we cannot just throw money at it. It must be done through a proper
heritage plan and the $12m should have been properly brought forward in this year's
Budget.
Mr BROWN: The second reading speech for this Bill indicates payments of an
extraordinary or unforeseen nature. I am intrigued by the words "unforeseen nature", and
particularly intrigued when the Government uses those words in this Bill as opposed to
the way it uses those words when interpreting benefits for families in need- This House
will be aware that the Government introduced on I July last year what is known as a
family crisis program. That program replaced what were previously called emergency
relief payments. The program brought in quite strict guidelines, which the Minister will
recall. One of the guidelines is that people are not entidled to obtain assistance from that
program unless they find themselves in an unforeseen circumstance - that is, in a
circumstance that they have not been able to predict If they get bills for power, water,
car registration or council rates at the same time, low income families are not entitled to
receive any assistance from that scheme because that. in the Government's and the
Minister's view, is not an unforeseen circumstance.
I would like to know whether that same criterion is applied to payments in this Bill
because we are talking about the community development area and the family crisis
program is not a huge amount of money. We talk about extreme stringency in relation to
families in need. I would like to know where the overrn of $1.3-odd million has been in
the Department for Community Development. When it came to making payments to
families in crisis the Minister was very quick to issue a press release some months ago
stating that the new program was a success. It was a success because the Government
paid out very little money to families in crisis. It was way under budget. That is what
the Minister's statement said.
Mr Nicholls: The member needs to look at the proof to make sure he is staying within
the bounds.
Mr BROWN: I will quote to the Minister his statement The Minister issued a two page
statement after the first thime month review. The Minister took pride in the view that he
had got rid of all these dependent families. Previously, these dependent families neced
some assistance; the new scheme had put them on their own feet and would make them
self-reliant. These people are not eligible any more. These people who are wonderfully
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well off in our community - and I say thai with the greatest degree of cynicism - can
came no more and receive assistance from the Minister's department.
Mr Kierath interjected.
Mr BROWN: We will get to the Minister for Labour Relations in a moment lIf he wants
to make a speech, he can get up. The Minister has given his mates a bit of a handout, do
not worry about that; we will deal with the Minister later on.
Mr Kierath inteiJected.
Mr BROWN: We will take the Minister apart on his industrial relations legislation. The
Opposition sees the rip offs that are taking place. The Minister will not admit ic. I wish
the Minister for Labour Relations would just be quiet for a moment; that is the problem,
it is very difficult to give advice to Ministers who can only talk. One of the things about
good government is that it listens. I can appreciate that that is a pretty difficult task for
the Minister for Labour Relations. Most times the Minister's mouth is in gear and is
working overtime. We see him every day making speeches in this place; we see the
media statements. I have never known someone who seeks a greater profile for himself
than the Minister for Labour Relations. I ask what the Minister for Labour Relations is
seeking in the party. He is promoting himself above some of the others over there.
There must be a bit of concern.
Mr Kierath: What has your side done? How many questions do you ask relating to
labour relations?
Mr BROWN: How many does the Minister answer? Let us talk about his answer the
other day. Now that the Minister has raised this question, let us consider the issue of
labour relations. The Minister had a meeting with chief executive officers and he stated
to them that the Government wanted government departments to enter into workplace
agreements. When we ask him whether that is Government policy, what does he say?
He states, "No, it is not Government policy. It is just my view."
Mr Kierath: That is right.
Mr BROWN: Then we asked him1 "Did you explain to the chief executive officers that
this was a personal view?'
Mr Kierath: Yes.
Mr BROWN: The Minister said to them it was not Government policy.
Mr Kierath: That is right.
Mr BROWN: I am glad we have the Minister on the record. 1 hope Hansard records that
in very clear detail because this Minister is now saying that when he met the chief
executive officers he explained to them the view he was puffing was a personal view and
not Government policy. That is what the Minister has told this House. He should not
wimp out of it. He should not try to slide away from it.
Mir Kierath: I have answered the question today on the basis of the words that the
member used. I cannot do his homework for him. If he cannot ask the right questions, he
should not blame me for not giving the right answers.
Mr BROW: The Minister has just committed himself. No amount of wimping out of it
will change Hansard. This Bill is allegedly about unforeseen payments that have been
incurred. I would like to know what the unforeseen circumstances are and whether the
Government has applied the same rigorous standards to itself that it applies to families in
need. If not, the Government should revisit that. No-one can tell me that $1 .368m is an
unforeseen circumstance, that the Government had to incur that expenditure because it
was not possible to forecast it at all. I would like an explanation. I am not optimistic that
I will get an explanation but I would like to see whether a consistent standard is being
shown.
Mr Nicholls: It was for workers' compensation payments. It was unforeseen because the
premium did not come through until after the Budget was launched.
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Mr BROWN: Why did it not stage that?
Mir Nicholls: That is what it was for, workers' compensation premiums to cover the
workers who are working in die field.
Mr BROWN: Has the Minister for Labour Relations been asleep? Did he take a happy
pill or something?
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr BROWN: The Minister for Community Development has stated that the $1.368m
was for workers' compensation. I would like to know if the entire figure is for that
amount.
Mr Nicholls: I will get the exact figure for the member. The majority of that money is
for workers' compensation.
Mr BROWN: I will be pleased to examine that figure and see how it comes about in the
overrun because workers' compensation payments are normal payments.
Mr Nicholls: Workers' compensation premiums are worked out on actual payouts or are
based on history. Considerable history was associated with juvenile justice because in
the early 1990s a number of payouts were made and it put the premium above what was
forecast. It could not have been forecast by the previous government.
Mr BROWN: I am awart of how systems are retrospectively adjusted and how the
premium rates are struck. Now that the Minister has indicated the information will be
made available, I will be pleased to receive it.
Dr WATSON: I will refer to costs expended on Parliament. It is only a year ago that
there was a great deal of interest, not only by members but also the public, in how the
conditions for people who work in this place could be improved. This schedule includes
an additional allocation of $400 000 for the Legislative Assembly and approximately
$285 000 for the Joint Printing Committee. That money has been taken from an
allocation already made to the so-called unforeseen costs. I find it extraordinary that
unforeseen costs have been included in the 1993-94 financial year Budget, because of the
scrutiny to which the Speaker was subjected in last year's Estimates Committee debates.
While my colleague the member for Nollamara focused on the printing costs of the Joint
Printing Committee, I will again express my concern at the conditions in which Hansard
staff are expected to work. Two weeks ago I was approached by Hansard keyboard
operators who sometimes work 20 hours without a break. How long have they worked
today because of the serious mismanagement of this Chamber by the Leader of the
House? These women do not get penalty rates or overtime payments. They submitted a
claim to the Speaker in November last year. A meeting was held in March or April this
year, but to date they do not receive any overtime or penalty rates. It is clear that an
allocation has not been made in this year's Budget for those payments. I am suggesting
that members should be asking questions about whether money set aside to pay those
people has been used for other purposes.
The conditions in which the Hansard reporters and keyboard operators work are
unhygienic and unsafe. On Tuesday I invited some people to have lunch with me at
Parliament House and they were appalled when they saw the six foot square dog boxes in
which two people sit for hours on end. An amount of 574 000 has been expended on the
wretched lights in this Chamber which art inappropriate, while the carpet in the Hansard
section needs replacing. I am interested to know what penalties the keyboard operators
will be paid to work in that environment.
I take this opportunity to raise an issue which has already been raised in the Legislative
Council, but it has little to do with the budgetary process. Too much energy was
expended on the repressive rules for women who work in the Hansard department and in
Parliament House. Members would be aware that these women were told they could not
wear trousers into the Chamber and when that hurdle had been overcome and they were
able to dress in whatever they thought was suitable for the day, the next dictum came
down. Too much energy was directed at the length of skirts and whether slacks were
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tailored, yet, as I have said to many people, this debate should never have been held.
Instead we should be talking about the working conditions in the Mansard department and
the guarantees they get for their working conditions.
Mnother thing that concerns me about Parliament House is the lack of access for people
with disabilities. Quite often people who cannot get out of their wheelchairs want to
meet me here. It is tremendously difficuldt for them. The Estimates Committees will sit
next week and the venue for Estimates Committee B, which will consider the Disability
Services Commission budget, will be inaccessible to many disabled people. It is a public
meeting, yet people in wheelchairs may not be able to listen to the way members
scruitinise that budget. I urge that the principle be a new building for the Parliament.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I would like the Government to explain the contribution to the school
renewal trust of nearly $2m. I am curious to know what that allocation is for and how the
expenditure will be met. The excessive payout of $ 19m referred to by previous speakers
is unnecessary and I hope the Leader of the Opposition will refer to it in his comments.
In the limited time available for this debate I will refer to the expenditure of over $2m for
natural disasters and other relief measures. The Budget documents do not indicate how
this money was expended. Under the Miscellaneous Services vote the donations made to
very worthy causes axe listed. When I looked at them I was reminded of the day the
Premier announced on radio that this state had given $30 000 to Rwanda It is an
insignificant amount to give to a country in which there has been such devastation and
suffering. When one compares what the government has given to other worthy causes
one wonders why this Government gave only $30 000 to such an enormously worthy
cause. Pressure must be put on the Government to increase that amount, However, I
understand it will be a minor amount and that is a sad reflection on our society when one
considers the expenditure in this Budget. That country is in turmoil and $30 000 reflects
a very poor sense of values.
Mr TAYLOR: My comments relate to the allocation of $12ma to BankWest for the
Barrack and Hay street properties and the allocation of $7m to Southern Equities
Corporation by way of a settlement of claim negotiated by the liquidator and other
relevant state agencies. We have had a disgraceful situation over the last 18 hours or so
in this place. This Government has pretended to be about better management, yet we
have seen a perfect example of why that is not the case. This Bill deals with the
overexpenditure of $66m, and as such requires debate. Instead, the guillotine will come
down at around 11.00 am, which will prevent me from continuing my remarks on this
schedule and this Bill. The same situation will apply to the Appropriation (Consolidated
Fund) Bill (No. 4), the Trustee Companies Amendment Bill, the Companies (Co-
operative) Amendment Bill and the Real Estate and Business Agents Amendment Bill.
I have made an offer to the Government that we are prepared to sit tomorrow, and on
Saturday and Sunday to deal with these issues. Also, after the Estimates Committee, we
are prepared to sit for the two week recess to deal with the issues in a proper, accountable
and well managed way. Instead, the Leader of the House found it necessary last night to
threaten us with a general election; that is not a threat, but a challenge!
Mr D.L. Smith: He also threatened to reduce the expenditure in our electorates based on
our behaviour in the House.
Mr TAYLOR: I was not aware of that reaction from the Treasury benches. We also saw
the farcical situation early this morning of the Government wanting to move the
guillotine motion but not having the necessary constitutional majority present in the
House. The Government had to bring the Speaker from his sick bed, and another
member back from difficult family circumstances, because it did not think about the need
for a constitutional majority in introducing the guillotine. It had not occurred to the
Leader of the House that he needed 29 members. Further, another Minister in a sleepy
and overwrought state invited one of my members outside to sort out an issue during the
course of debate.
Several members interjected.
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Mr TAYLOR: It is in the transcript. Those are die standards which die Government
brings to this House. The Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 3) involves the
overexpenditure of $66nr, yet die Government talks about good management at a time
when $200m in unexpected revenue is blowing in through die door. Where does die
overexpenditure go? It will disappear. An allocation of $12m is to purchase a building -
based on a valuation which we cannot obtain - which is to be demolished. The shadow
Minister for Health and Community Development have indicated that those departments
have not been able to meet expenditure needs to provide services. However, $12m is
allocated to push over a building. Does that take into account the cost of pushing over
the building and cleaning up the site?
Mr C~J. Barnett: I will answer when you have finished.
Mr TAYLOR: The Leader of the House will not have time - that is the essence of the
problem! Does the $12m take into account those issues? The Leader of the House was
told by the Deputy Premier not to respond. Does that figure take into account the
demolition and clear up of the site?
Mr Cowan: I did not tell him that at all.
Mr TAYLOR: Perhaps the Deputy Premier - or is it the Acting Premier today - could
answer that question. Nobody else can give me an answer.
Mr Lewis: You do not have a feather to fly on.
Mr TAYLOR: The Minister for Planning would have been involved in the process, so
does the $12m include die cost of demolition and clean up?
Mr Lewis: Ask mue at the appropriate time and I might tell you.
Mr TAYLOR: The Minister tells us that he has a planning document in relation to a
heritage precinct, yet he cannot tell us how much money is involved. He does not know
die cost of pushing over the building.
Mr House: I am here.
Mr TAYLOR: Does die Minister for Primary Industry know?
Mr House: No.
Mr TAYLOR: At least he is honest about it. What was the $8m extra expenditure in the
Agriculture portfolio for?
Mr CJ. Barnett: We could talk about the $7m for Spedleys.
Mr TAYLOR: I will get on to that. What is the $8.lim in agriculture for?
Mr House: It is to build a new building in Albany and to buy some land in Geraldton on
which to build a new office.
Several members interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: At 10.55 am, wihthe guillotine about to drop, we must deal with $66m-
worth of overexpenditure, and even dhe responsible Minister cannot give answers in
relation to a $12m allocation.
Mr Lewis: Of course we can. Ask me at the appropriate time.
Mr TAYLOR: This is the appropriate time. This BiU] has a schedule which contains a
$12m allocation for the Bank West property, and there is no more appropriate time to deal
with die question than now.
Mr Lewis: You have wasted it.
Mr TAYLOR: The fact is that the Minister does not know anything about it. Let us refer
to the $7m for Spedleys: This allocation was regarded as a personal triumph for the
Premier, yet we find that two QCs for Southern Equities Corporation Ltd said that they
had no chance of winning that litigation. The Government settled with $7m of taxpayers'
money. This was a $1b claim, and it would have cost $20m to go to court. However, it
was never going to court as it was a $7m gift. Likewise, the $12m is a gift.
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Mr Kierath: We had to bail you out, as we have done continually.
M~r TAYLOR: This Minister has been sitting on a report for the last couple of months,
and that action will not allow the lowest paid workers in this stare to receive a pay
increase from $275 to $300 a week. The matter had to go to the Industrial Relations
Commission, which recommended that the increase be approved. However, the Minister
has refusedit. He has sat onztdereport and done nothing about it. He is prepared to
allow 4 000 people to go poop.
The DEPUTY CHIAIRMAN (Mr Johnson): Order! In order to give effect to the
resolution passed earlier today, I will put the question necessary to conclude this item of
business.
Mr D.L. SM: On a point of order -
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I am not takcing points of order.
Several members intrjected.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAAN: Order! The question is that the schedule be agreed to.
Schedule put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Safeen
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bard
Mr Bradsbaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Da

Dr Hames

Mr Bridge
Mr Drown
Mr Cawania
MrCunningham
Dr Gallop
Mr Grahamn
Mrs Hallha

Ayes (30)
Wr House

Mr Kiurnth
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Mioson
WMricholls
?& Omotei
M Osborne
Mr Pendal

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGiniy
MrRlebelin$
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts

?& Prince
Mr Shave
MrtW. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trencadern
Mrt Tubby
Dr Twrnbufl
Mrs van de Klashorst
M Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

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

Schedule thus passed.
Title -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Johnson): The question now is that the tide of the Bill
be agreed to, and that I do leave the Chair and report the Bill, without amendment.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
M Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Barnett
W Blaik
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
M~r Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwards
Dr Nmes

Mr House
A& Kiurazh
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshl
Mr McNe
M~r Minsom
Mr Nlicholls
Mr Omodmi
M Osborne
Mr Feudal

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
MW Trenarden
Mr Tubby
Dr Tunbuil
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wise
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
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Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mrs Hallaba

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling
Mr Ripper
Mrs Robeirts

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

Title thus passed.
Bill reported, without amnendmuent.

Report
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is that the report be adopted.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)

Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Pendal
Mr C.J. Barreen Mr Johnson Mr Prince
Mrfllaikie Mr Kierath Mr Shave
Nk Board Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Mr Trenorden
Dr Constable Mr MeNee Mr Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Nr Turnbull
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mrs van de Kiashorsi
Mrs Edwardes; Mr Omodei Mr Wiese
Dr Haines Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwiich (Teller)

Noes (20)
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr McGinty Ms Warnock
Nr Gallop Mr Riebeling Dr Watson
Mr Graham Mr Ripper Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mra Hallahan Mrs Roberts

Question thus passed, report adopted.

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

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainswvoilh
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwuides
Dr Hamnts

Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omoti
Mr Osborne

Mr Pon"a
Mr prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Kiashors
MrWiese
Mr Blot Twitch (Teller)
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Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr~allop
Mr Graham
Mrs Hailahan

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeliag
Mr pper
Mrs Roberts

b& DL Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leaky eTcer)

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) DILL (No 4)
Second Reading

Resumed from 4 AugUsL
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Minsworth Mr House Mr Pen"a
Mr CJ. Earnest MrJohnson Mr Prince
ME Blaikie Mr Kieradi Mr Shave
MrfBoard MrLcwis MrW.Smith
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Mr Trenorde
Dr Constable M& McNee Mr Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Mlinson D~r TurnbaU

M ayMr Nichiolls Mrs van do Kiashorat
Mrs dwwds tr OmdeiMr Wiese

Dr Hames Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwiecb (Teller)

Noes (20)

Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr DL. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
M~r Catania wr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Mcity Ms Warnock
Dir GAllo Mir Riebeling Dr Wasn
Mr Graham Mr Ripper Mr Leahy (Feller)
Mrs Halsbn Mn Roberts

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

commirtee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Qr Johnson) in the Chair Mr Cowan (Deputy
Premier) in charge of the Bill.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Johnson): The question is that the clauses, schedule
andtite of theBillbe agreed to and thIw do now leave the Chair and rportthe Bill
without amendment.
Question put and a division taken with the following resul-
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Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mrfllaikie
Mr Bout
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwurdes
Dr Humes

Mr Horne
Mr Kinrah
Mr Lewis
Mr Marsa"
Mr McNe
Mr ?vinsou
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omnodei
Mr Osborne
Mr pea"

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Ttenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van do Kiahoret
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (20)

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mrs Hallahan

Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling
Mr Ripper

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

Question thus passed.
Bill reported, without amendment

Report
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is that the report be adopted.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Horne Mr Pendal
Mr CJ. Been Mr Johnson Mr Prince
Mr Blaikie Mr Kienath Mr shave
Mr Board Mr Lewis Mr W.Smith
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Mr Trern*n
Dr Constable Mr McNee Mr Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Dr Turnbull
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mrs van de Klashors
Mrs Edwards Mr Omodei Mr Wiese
Dr Harnes Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (20)
MrfBridge Ma Henderon MDI. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Cunninghanm Mr Mc~inty Ms Wanock
Dr Gallop Mir obeling Dr Watson
Mr Graham Mr Ripper Mr Leaky (Teller)
Mrs Hallahan Ma Robnrt

Question thus passed, report adopted.

Third Reading
Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Mr Ainsworth
Mr CiJ. Barnett
Mr Blaile
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Names

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Cai
Mr Cunningham
Dr Gallop
MrGmaharn
Mrs Hallahan

Ayes (30)
Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr irdi
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodel
Mr Osborne

Noes (20)
Mrs Headen
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeiing
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts

Mr Pendal
Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenciden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbuill
Mrs van de Kiashormt
Mr Wiese
Mr Bioffwitch (Teller)

Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

TRUSTEE COMPANIES AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 14 June.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Earneft
Mr Blaile
Mr Bard
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Hamres

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Cata
Mr Cunningham
Dr Gallop
Mr Grahm
Mrs Hallaha

Mr Hous
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Osborne

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Martborough
Mr Mc~inty
Mr Richeling
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts

Mr Pemdl
Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Kiashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Dloffwitch (Teller)

Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
MS Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Question thus passed

Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Deputy Chairman Of Committees (Mr Johnson) in the Chair; Mrs Edwaides
(Attorney General) in charge of the Bill.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Johnson): The question is that the clauses and title of
the Bill be agreed to and that I do now leave the Chair and report the Bill without
amendment.
Question put and a division taken with the following result-

Mr Ainsworth,
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mir Bard
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan

Dr Homes

Mr M. Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
MirGrahamz

Ayes (30)
Mr House
Mr Kiemath
Mr Lews
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minnon
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodel
Mr Osbrne
Mr Fnd

Noes (2,0)
Mr Grill
Mrs Holahan
Mrs Henderson
Mr Nol
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wie
Mr Bloffwiech (Teller)

Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts
Mr DL. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Question thus passed.
Bill reported, without amendment.

Report
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is that the report be adopted.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Hoe Mr Peda
Mir CS. Earnett Mriohnsom Mr Prince
Mr Blaiie Mr Kiendih Mr Shave
Mr Board Mr Lwis Mr W. Smith
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Mr Trearden
Dr Constable Mr MeNee Mr Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Dr Turnbul
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mrs van de Kiashorst
Mrs Edwardes Mr Omodei Mr Wiee
Dr Homes Mr Osborne Mr Blorfwitch (Teller)

Noes (20)
Mr Bridge Mns Hendlerson Mr DL. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
b& Catania Mr Marlborough MrlThomas
Mr Cunningham Mr McGinty Ms Waruock
Dr Gallop Mr Riebelipg Dr Wan
Mr Graham Mr Ripper Mr Leay (Feller)
Mrs Hallam Mrs Robrt

Question thus passed, report adapted.

Third Reading
Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Mr Ainsworth
mr CJ. Barnet
Mrfllaikie.
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwanles
Dr Hames

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mrmningham
Dr Gallop
Mr 0.m
Mrs Hiallahan

[ASSEMdBLY]

Ayes (30)
Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kieradi
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee.
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Owodel
Mr Osborne

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling

Mr Ponds
Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Tbrnbuil
Mrs van do Kiashorsi
Mr Wiese
Mr DIOUwitchi (Teller)

Mr DL. Smith
MrTiylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time, and passed.

COMPANIES (CO-OPERATIVE) AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 12 May.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Pendal
mr Ci. Barnt Mr Johnson Ms Prince
Mr Blaikie Mr Kiencth Mr Shave
MrBoard Mr Lewis Mr W. Smithi
Ms Bradabaw MrMarshali Mr Tnnrdn
Dr Constable Mr McNee Mr Tubby
Mr&Cowan Mr'Minson DrTurnbuli
Mr Day MF Nicholls Mrs van do Kiashoru
Mrs Edwardes Mr Omodei Mr Wiese
Dr Names Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (20)
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr DiL. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke MrTaylor
Mr Camania Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr McGinty Ms Warmock
Dr Gallop Mr Riebelig Dr Watson
MjrGraham Mr Ripper Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mrs jinnjhan Mrs Roberts

Question thus passed.

Bill rmad a second tim.

Commiffee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Johnson) in the Chair; Mr Court (Premier) in
chag of the Bill.
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T'he DEPUTfY CHAIRMAN (Mr Johnson): The question is thar the clauses and title of
the Bill be agreed to and tha Ido now leave the Chair and report the Bill without
amendment.
Question put and a divis ion taken with the following result.

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Darnt
Mrfllaikie
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan

Dr Hames

Mr Bridge
Mr Drown
Mrcatania
Mr Cunningham.
Dr Gallop
Mr Omhani
Mrs Hallahan

I& House
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodci
Mr Osborne
Mr Pendal

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobetke
mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeliiig
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts

M& Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Kiashora
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloifwitch (reller)

b&rDL. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mt Thomas
MS Warnock
Dr Watson
MrLcahy (Toler)

Questiou thus passed.

Bill reported, without amend mienL
Report

The DEPUTY CIIAIRMiAN (Dr Johnson): The question is that the report be adopted.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mir Ainsworth
NITCJ. Earn"It
Mr Bike
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
MrsD1are
Dr nmes

Mr Bridge
Mr Drown
Mr Cania
Mr Cuniningham
Dr Gallop
Mr Graaam
Mrs Hallaha

Ayes (30)
Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kiwudi
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr Mcflee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Osborn

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kotelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
MrRiebeling
Mr Riwer
Mrs Rains

Mr Pewdl
Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Thucarden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mfs van de Kiasmorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teera)

Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thorns
M~s Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr ay (Feller)

Question thus passed; report adopted.
Third Reading

Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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M& Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mr Board
Ir Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes
Dr flamfes

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Cawnia
Mr Cunningham
DrGallop
Mr Grahamn
Mrs HAW=ha

Ayes (30)
Mr House
Mr John
Mr Kicrath
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Minsonm
Mr Nicholls
Mr 0mode
Mr Osborne

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts

NIT Pendal
M& priime
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trentorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van dea Kiashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

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

Question thus passed.
emllread a tird time and trnsmitted to the Council.

REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS AGENTS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 14 June.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth
Mr CJ. Ban"i
Mr Blaikia
Mr Board
Mir Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Hames

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Callop
Mr Gran
Mrs Haflaha

Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mir Mece
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodel
Mr Osborne

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Rieheling
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts

Mr Pendal
Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenurden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van dot Kiashorit
Mr Wiese
Mr Blofiwitch (Teller)

Mr DiL. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Tetler)

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

Comittee
The Deputy Chairman (Mr Johnson) in the Chair; Mrs Edwardes (Attorney General) in
charge of the Bill.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Johnson): The question is that the clauses and title of
the Bill beagdto and thatdo now leavethe Chair andreport theBill witout
amnendmnt.
Question put and a division taken with the following result-

Mr Ainswort
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mir Cowan
Mr Day
Mirs Edwandes:
Dir Flames.

Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mrs Hallahan

Ayes (30)
Mr House
Mr Kicradi
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshll
Mr Mc~ee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omnodsi
Mr Osborne
Mr PNodal

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling
Mr Rip

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Treniwden.
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Kiashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Dloffwisch (Teller)

Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr lbms
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
MrkLeahy (Teller)

Question thus passed.
Dill reported, without amendmnent.

Report
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is thiac the report be adopted-
Question put and a division taken withi the following result-

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth Mir House Mr Pendal
MrCJ. Barnett MYJOIUIsOI b&Pwfince
Mr Blaikie Mir Kierash Mr Shave
Mr Board Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Bradsluw Mr Marshall Mr Trenorden
Dr Constable Mr Mc~ee Mr Tubby
Mt Cowan Mr Minson Dir ibumbull
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mrs van de Kiashoust
Mrs Edwardes Mr Omode Mir Wiese
Dr Hoames Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwhlch (Teler)

Noes (20)
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr WL-. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
MrCasania Mr Marlborg Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham MrMcGiniy Ms Warnock
Dr Gallop, Mr Riebeling Dr Waisoa
Mr Graham Mr Ripper Mr Leahy (Feller)
Mrs Hallahan Mrs Roberts

Question thus passed; report adopted.
Third Reoaing

Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (30)
ft AinLsworth Mr House Mr Postal
Mr CJ. Bamnett Mr Johnson Mr Prince
N&fllaikie Mr Kiradh Mr, shave
Mr Bowt Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
h& Bradshaw Ms Mar" hallnode
Dr Constable Mr Mc~ee Mr Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Mirison Dr Turnbui
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mrs van tfe Kiashorst
Mrs Edwanies Mr Omodel Mr Wiese
Dir Haines Mr Osborne Mr Dloff witch (Taller)

Noes (20)

A& Bridge Mrs Hadmasn Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Mr Caunia Ms Marlborough Mrlthomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Mo~ S Warnock
Dr Gallop MrRweln Dr Wan
MrGraham MrRip~ Mr Leaiiy (Teller)
Mrs Hallahan MsR%

Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time and passed.

MOTION - ESTIMATES COMMITTEES
Management Conutee Report be Adopted

MR CJ. BARNEr (Coutesloe - Leader of the House) ( 11.58 am]: I move -

That the report be adopted.

MR RIPPER (Belmont) [11.59 am]: This report, which the Leader of the House has
presented, is endorsed by all members of the management committee. It is an example of
the way in which this House should be conducted and is an indication that if the Leader
of the House proceeds properly arrangements may be made with the Opposition. On this
occasion what happened is tat the Leader of the House presented this to the Opposition
with a considerable period of notice and the Opposition suggested some amendments. I
regret to say the Leader of the House rejected the major amendment chat we sought but
accepted a minor one, and the Opposition has been happy enough to accept the
arrangements.
So this is evidence that this House can be managed in a cooperative way and we can
reach arrangements which preserve the rights of all members of Parliament It stands in
stark contrast to what happened with the rest of the management of the House and the
demeaning farc we have all just experienced when we spent effectively nearly an hour
dealing with all stages of five Bills, without any debate on four of them and with a
greatly trmcated debate at the Committee stage of the fifb. Five Bis were given two
hours as a result of the guillotine moved by the Leader of the House. All we have had is
half of what turned out to be an interesting debate at the Committee stage of
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 3).
No wonder the Government wanted to put that Bill through quickly and the Leader of the
House told me it was just a formality and asked me to agree to pass is on the voices
without debate. When we got into the detail of the Bill we found some very interesting
issues to discuss and his Ministers were ill prepared and therefoire could not answer the
questions. They were not on top of their portfolios. They hoped the Opposition would
not scrUttise it. When we got into Committee we showed that the Bill was worthy of
debate. it dealt with $66m of excess expenditure in the last financial year and there were
some very interesting facts to be unearthed regarding that expenditure. We would have
found more interesting facts had the Bill gone through the full Committee stage, and if
the guillotine had not applied.
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In the past 21 or 22 hours we have experienced a total mismanagement of the House and
usurping of the rights of members of Parliament. It stands in stark contrast to the one
little glimmer of reality - if we like, hope - which is represented by this mutually agreed
schedule for the Estimates Committees.
Mr Kierath: It is probably because you started behaving responsibly.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister for Labour Relations is a joke! By his behaviour on so many
occasions he does as much as the Leader of the House to demean the institution of
Parliament, We support this report, but point out that it represents about 5 per cent of the
effort of the Leader of the House. If the other 95 per cent were to come upto this
standard he would not have had the trouble he has had today.
MRt D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [12.03 pm]: The report before the House is an indication
that both sides of the House are aware of changes that are needed to be made to the way
in which we deal with business here. however, the last thing we should do here is allow
legislation to pass through this House without any opportunity by the Opposition during
the second reading speech or the Committee stage to say a single word about that
legislation. That is precisely what we have allowed to happen with the excess
expenditure on the capital account, the Trustee Companies Amendment Bill, the
Companies (Co-operative) Amendment Bill and the Real Estate and Business Agents
Amendment Bill we have dealt with today. Four important pieces of legislation passed
through this place without the Opposition being given a single opportunity to comment in
any way on them.
The Trustees Act amendments and the Companies (Co-operative) Amendment Bill have
been on the Notice Paper of this place since May. We were told by the Attorney on the
last day of the previous session that she wanted to introduce them then. In the three
weeks of this sitting she has not attempted to bring them on. What took place today was
a charade of placing the Bills before the Committee. As I said by interjection, if the
member for Whitford had signed outside Parliament the number of certificates he has
signed here, the police would have arrested him because he would have been signing
false certificates for the purposes of facilitating his and his party's political interest in
passing those Bills through this Poaiament. We should not play charades or sign false
documents in our processes.
I hope that our Standing Orders Committee will seriously consider the predicament in
which members such as the member for Whitford are placed by their parties when they
ame required to sit in the Chair and sign false certificates about what they have done and
what we have done. He should be ashamed of himself, but most importantly we should
be ashamed of ourselves.
In the context of South East Asia we are below the standards of Burma in the way we
approach due process and in ensuring we operate under a rule of law and under due
parliamentary and democratic processes. When I go to the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association conference, as I intend to do as a delegate, I will go along as
someone who is ashamed to say that I am representing the Western Australian branch of
the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association. We have totally disowned in this place
every aspect of the Westminster system.
Several members interjected.
Mr DL SMIITH: The forthcoming CPA conference is the first. one I have been to out of
the state in 11I years and I will go to warn all of those developing countries in Africa and
around the West Indies and in Asia not to follow the Western Australian model - not to
fail for traps or play the Westminster system in the way we play it here. Prior to the
beginning of the CPA conference what is known as a small countries conference is
conducted. I feel obliged to apply to attend that conference because I feel that is where
we belong. We belong among those countries which cannot afford a proper Westminster
parliamentary system and which are examining alternative ways of facilitating their
processes. We are the shame of t Commonwealth. People on the other side of the
House talk about their prd in our links with the monarchy and the English system.
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They do not give one shilling for the English system of democracy or the Westminster
system because they abuse every aspect of it when it comes to the business of this
Parliament
We have the worst gerrymander in the Commonwealth in terms of our electoral system.
We have an upper House which is completely beyond the control of this House and we
now have this Assembly where members are prepared to sign false certificates and are
willing to oversee the passing of legislation without one word from the Opposition being
allowed to he spoken about it. Somehow members opposite want to blame the
Opposition for the fact that those Bils were delayed. How can this Opposition have
delayed those emls when we have not had the opportunity to say one word about them?
I am grateful that the Attorney General is as incompetent as she is. The only reason we
have not been able to deal with the Young Offenders Bill in the same way is because she
has so many amendments to her own Bill on the Notice Paper. That has saved us from
the jackboots of the Leader of the House. That is the only thing she has ever done as
Attorney General to ensure this state operates under a proper system of law, that there is
due process and some recognition that if we want to claim to be a proper government we
must be accountable and abide by the legislation and the Constitution which axe meant to
govern us as a Parliament. However, that is not the case because of die incompetence of
the House led by the Acting Premier, the leader of the National Party, when we have
been passing Bills as important as the Rural Traders Cooperative Limited legislation
without a single member being able to speak in this place. The legislation is the
beginning of the end of the cooperative movement. Cooperatives in this state have
combined turnovers in excess of $ma year. We have allowed the ownership of those
cooperatives to pass into public companies and to pass from individuals into associations
which cannot distribute benefits to their members, and we have not been allowed to hear
one word from the Opposition on that matter. Where are die great defenders of country
people and defenders of the cooperative movement?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We are debating that the report be adopted. It is a
report relating to the Estimates Committees to be held next week. I believe that some
latitude can be allowed. I think I have allowed a very large degree of latitude because we
are wandering off the Estimates Committee topic and talking about other Bills. That is
not in order. I ask the member for Mitchell to come more to the question before the
House.
Mr D.L SMITH: I accept your guidance, Mr Speaker. Estimates Committees will be
dealing with the finances of the state and the expenditure in the current year. We have
allowed to pass through this House during the past 22 hours the Appropriation
(Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 3) dealing with the excessive expenditure of consolidated
fund agencies and the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No 4) Bill which deals
with the excessive expenditure for capital purposes last year.
Although we are now going through the charade of estimates in the current Budget, this
Government has given us no opportunity to have any appreciation of why it spent so
much in excess of allocated capital expenditure, and why it underspent so much of the
approved capital expenditure in so many of the areas last year. How can we seriously say
that this report satisfies all the requirements of accountability and a proper examination
by this Parliament of the current Budget when we allowed excessive expenditure in last
year's Budget, both of a recurrent nature and a capital nature, to pass in the way we have
allowed tonight? This Parliament is the laughing stock of the Westminster system
throughout the world. We should not say that we in any way follow the Westminster
system. The sooner we start to erect the swastika around Cottesloe and the front of this
Parliament the more truly it will reflect what we are about in this place.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [12.10 pm]: We have before us in this motion a clear
example of what can happen in this Parliament with the goodwill of both sides of the
Chamber, that is, an orderly way to deal with a major issue of government - the Budget.
As a result of the cooperation between the shadow Leader of the House and the
Giovernment, we have been able to put together a package agreed upon by both sides in a
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spirit of goodwill with a little give and take on both sides - mostly give on our side, hut
we are willing to go along with that - in order that we can examine the Budget carefully
next week. Make no mistake about it, we will be doing that in this Chamber and in the
select committee rooms of this Parliament.
We have two packages. The first is the package represented by this agreement which is
characterised by the features of cooperation and good management. That should be
contrasted with what has occurred in the past 24 hours. What we see is authoritarianism
and mismanagement. That is the essential concept which the Leader of the House does
not understand. He does not understand tha: if one is authoritarian and autocratic, one
does not manage time properly. He does not understand dhat basic law of human nature.
&e is so imbued with his right to rule mentality that he thinks if he waves a big stick
things will happen in an orderly way. However, the world does not work like that. All
through human history authoritarians have been taught that lesson.
Mr Taylor: It works for a while in the fascist nations.
Dr GALLOP: In the short term of course. People may think it works, but in fact it does
not work, as we have seen in die past 24 hours. Authoritarianism is linked with
mismanagement: Cooperation and goodwill are linked with good management That is
where this motion is in sharp contrast to what we have seen in the past 24 hours. In a
simple form, we have seen an exercise of pique on the part of the Leader of the House.
All of these matters could have been dealt with at 5.50 yesterday evening. However, a fit
of pique took over. That is the problem on the government side of the House. The
reason members opposite have had to sit all night is because of a fit of pique, nothing
else.
When I go home, shortly, and talk to my three cats - Percy, George and Molly - who will
be having a wonderful sleep, they will look up to me and ask, "What are you doing at
home?"
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTrY SPEAKER: Order! Members, although there is a certain amount of
entertainment in the speech we are hearing, I remind members that incessant interjections
from many members are disorderly.
Dr GALLOP: When I go home they will look up at me in the only way cats can - they
will have a quizzical look on their faces. They will ask, "What are you doing at home?
You should be at work.' I will say, "But I have been working all night, courtesy of the
Leader of the House." They will say, "Haven't they gone through the great evolutionary
chain from cats to human beings? That is cat logic. It is not human logic to work during
the night." They will conclude that in the great evolutionary pattern that is human
history, the liberal leadership is frozen in cat time. That is indicative of the mentality
members opposite bring into this Parliament.
Mr CJ. Barnett: Get a grip, Geoffrey. Pull yourself together.
Dr GALLOP. One thing is for certain. When the Leader of the House goes home today,
he will kick his cats!
I conclude my remarks by reminding the House of some interesting statistics which are
about to be rewritten. At the completion of our first session of Parliament earlier this
year the gag had been used 15 times in the Legislative Assembly and the guillotine had
been used 10 times. In the Legislative Council the gag had been used once and the
guillotine had been used 21 times. Because of the pique, die authoritarianism of
government members in this Chamber, those figures will have to be revised upwards. It
is all because they do not understand human nature and they cannot manage the affairs of
this House. The motion we are debating now is in stark contrast to what we have seen in
the past 24 hours.
M[R DROWN (Morley) [12.18S pmn]: I support the proposition.
Mr Kierath: Which proposition?
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Mr BROWN: The Minister for Labour Relations asks which proposition. It is the
proposition before the Chair.
Mr Kierath: It is not a proposition; it is a motion.
Mr BROWN: He is a wonderful Minister for Labour Relations; we had this debate
earlier. He must be the only person in his office who taks continuously.

The proposition before the Chair is unfortunately a rarity, because to bring something
before the Chair requires cooperation and a number of characteristics the Government
lacks. To achieve cooperation requires a degree of skill.

Ir is vowy easy to use the numbers, it is very easy to use the power when one has it, and it
is very easyto make decisions in aclosed forum. It is far momedifficultto reach an
agreed position and it is far more difficult to go forward by cooperation. It requires a
great deal of skill that is lacking from the government benches. At the end of this three
week session we see a proposition before the Chair that does represent some skilful
negotiation. Unfortunately, those skills have not been present throughout the course of
the management of parliamentary business. Indeed, it is incumbent on the Government
to re-examine uts skills in seeking to bring about cooperation, because cooperation and
conciliation are not easy. They are qualities which some persons do not possess. Some
persons do not have the capacity to deliver, to sit and listen, to understand and then to
ensure that while their agenda is met they are going forward in a progressive manner.
That is what cooperation requires. It is not an easy task. It is a skilful task and cannot be
done by everyone.
The second thing is negotiation. Some people thin that if they are in a position of power
they do not need to negotiate. They believe that the position of power gives them
absolute rights; that there is no problem at all in crushing the rights of others. Let me
state that in a democracy there are the powerful and the less powerful. In this Parliamrent
there is the powerful gproup and the less powerful group. In many countries the degree to
which a democracy is measured is the degree to which the powerful have regard to the
less powerful; the degree to which those with power seek to crush those without power,
the degree to which the powerful seek to silence those without power, the degree to
which those who hold themselves up as being proud of living in a democracy do not live
in one at all. They dlo not abide by the principles. They have no conception of what it is
to live in a democratic process and to understand other views.
Let me state what it also means to have the power. Those who exercise power correctly
exercise it judiciously. They do not exercise it in a harsh and capricious manner. They
do not exercise it to run over the top of others. They do not exercise it in a way where
they simply disregard the views of others. They exercise it judicially and carefully. Why
is it necessary to exercise that power judiciously and carefully? Let us look around the
world at where power has not been exercised in that way. When power has been
misused, when it has been abused, those who have been abused by the wrongful use of
power revisit those who have used the power against them. They revisit them and remind
them of the way in which that power has been used. It is important for those on the
government benches to remember that power is transitory. It does not stay with one all
the time. Some people like to think it does, but all those people who sit on the
government fromt bench are important today because they occupy certain positions.
Tomorrow, if circumstances change, whey are just one of a number in the community and,
they, as individuals, will be judged by the way in which they handle the power when they
had it. I say to government members, particularly the Leader of the House, that when he
walks away at the end of the day and if his Government is very successful - even if the
Government is in power for however many tenms - it does not matter. What the
Government will be judged on is the way it exercised that power. If the Government
exercises it judiciously and carefuly, if the Government exercises it having regard to the
views of the minority, if the Government exercises it in the way that takes into account
proper democratic processes, then when government members walk away at the end of
the day from that position of power, they will take the respect of others with them - both
those who supported them and those who opposed them. However, if government
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members walk away at the end of the day feeling self-satisfied that certain things have
been achieved without recognising dhe rights of minorities, then government members
will walk away without the respect of anybody.
Mr D.L. Smith: I think the member's speech is great; it is one of the best I have heard in
this place, but it is falling on deaf ears because we know what they are like on that side.
Mr BROWN: I say to the member for Mitchell that it is to be hoped after the salutary
lesson of the past 22 hours and the salutary lessons that took place last year that a more
judicious use of this power will be considered by those on the government benches,
particularly by the Leader of die House. It is important in the interests of all Western
Australians - not just the Government, not just the 30-odd members who make up the
Government - that this Parliament work effectively, that this Parliament scrutinise
legislation, and that this Parliament acts in the proper interests of the people of Western
Australia.
It is often said that good government requires good opposition; that government can only
be as good as the degree of scrutiny the opposition provides, If that is a truism - and it is
often said that it is - then while many mistakes were made by the government when we
were there - one has to also state the opposition must have been asleep during that period
because -

Several members interjectod.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BROWN: We will see how well the Government performs, but the degree to which
the Government seeks to avoid scrutiny, die degree to which die Government seeks to
curb the debate, the degree to which the Government refuses to recognise minority
positions, the degree to which the Government will use its power in a selfish and
deliberate way for its own narrow interests is the degree to which this Government will
fail, If the Government fails to listen to that scrutiny, fails to listen to that criticism, if the
Government closes its mind to it and provides no forum for it, then it will not be
influenced by those views, If the Government is not influenced by those views it will
fail. It is as sumt as night follows day that the Government will fail. I ask the
Government to consider those views and the skills necessary in the interests of the
Government, in the interests of the Opposition and, mome importantly, in the interests of
the people of Western Austalia.
Question put and passed.

MOTION - ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [12.28 pm]: I move -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 13 September at 2.00 pm.
Amendment to Motion

MR REIPER (Belmont) [12.29 pm]: I move -

That the motion be amended by deleting all words after the word "rising" and
substituting -

adjourn until Tuesday, 30 August at 2.00 pm.
I move that amendment very deliberately. We have had a lot of debate in the past
22 hours about the rights and wrongs of the management of the House. Those issues
have been canvassed at -length. I do not intend to canvass those issues further this
afternoon. I want to leave a that aside and state: Let us start with the Government's
argument that it is not getting its legislation through; let us start with die Government's
position that important legislation needs to be considered by this Parliament; let us take
the Government at its word. What I say to the Government is this: It is time to put up or
shut up, because we are prepared to sit this Parliament in the two week recess following
the Estimates Committee to debate legislation that the Government tells us is so
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important. The Opposition is prepared for this Parliament to came back to consider the
young offenders legislation and we are prepared to give that legislation the effective and
speedy scrutiny that it deserves.
Why are we here? We are here because today's work was done last night. That is all
very well. However, there is one additional effect from having done today's work last
night and that is that there will be no question time today. That is a very significant by-
product of the way in which the Leader of the House has behaved in the past 22 hours.
He did not want to see the inister for Police or the Attorney General answering
questions today. That is why he would not agree to the House sitting to consider the
legislation which he has argued time and time again is so vitally important.
The Government is running scared. It does not want to answer any more questions about
Wannewoo Inc, coalition disunity or the law and order broken promises. It does not want
to be scrutinised by the Opposition or to have any more question times or matters of
public interest debated. It does not want its legislation debated at the cost of scrutiny by
the Opposition. Every day the Leader of the House tells me that we must move more
quickly on legislation and we must make more progress. Here is his chance. The
Opposition is prepared to sit in this Parliament for two weeks of the recess. It will be
here, bright and enthusiastic. We are prepared to debate the legislation; is the
Government? I suspect from the Leader of the House's reaction that he is not prepared to
debate the legislation which he says is so important.
The major legislation which would benefit from this proposal by the Opposition is the
Young Offenders Bill, If the Government rejects the amendment, it will be an indication
that it does not want to proceed with that legislation as quickly as the Parliament would
allow it to proceed. The proposal that I have put before the House today is not a new
proposal. On many occasions the Leader of the House has said to me that if we do not
get a move on the House will sit in the recess weeks, If he is not satisfied, here is his
opportunity.
The Government should accept the amendment, sit the recess weeks and deal with the
legislation which he reckons is so important. I know what his response will be. He will
wimp it because the Government does not want the issues of Warnerco Inc, the broken
promises of law and order and coalition disunity scrutinised by this Parliament in the run
up to the Helena by-election.
MR CJ. BARNEfl (Cottesloc - Leader of the House) [ 12.34 pm]: Earlier this year
the Government circulated to all members the sitting weeks for this Parliament. To the
best of our ability and for the convenience of members and their families, we will retain
those sitting weeks.

Question to be put
Mr CJ. BARNEn: I move -

That the question be now put.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (28)
Mr Ainswortlh Mr House Mr Princ
Mr Ci. Banieur Mr Johnson Ir shave
Mr Blaikie Mr KFirah Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Lewis hr Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Dr Turnbull
Dr Constable Mr McNee Mrs van de Kiashorsi
Mr Cowan Mr Minson b& Wiese
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mr Blot twitch (Teller)
Mrs Edwardes Mr Osborne
Dr Hames Mr Pendal
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Mr Brown
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mrs Hallalan
Mrs Henderson

Noes (19)
Mr Kobelke
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebeling
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts
Mr D.L. Smith

Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Wanock
Dr Watson
Mr Lahy (Teller)

Question thus passed.
Amendment to Motion Resumed

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (19)

MrfBrown Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr McGinty Ms Warnock
Dr Gallop Mr Ricefing Dr Watson
Mr Graham Mr Ripper Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mrs Hal lahan Mrs Roberts
Mrs Henderson Mr D.IL Smith

Noes (28)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Prince
Mr CiJ. Barnett Mr Johnson Mr shave
Mr Blaikie Mr Kieradi Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Lewis Mr Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Dr Turnbull
Dr Constable Mr McNee Mrs van de Kiashorst
Mr Cowan Mr Mrnson Mr Wiese
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mr Dloffwilrh (Teller)
Mrs Edwardes Mr Osborne
Dr Haines Mr Pendal

Question thus negatived.

Motion Resumed

Question to be put
Mr COWAN: I move -

That the question be now put.

Question put and a division taken with the following result

Ayes (28)
Mr Ainsworth
Mr C.J. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
Mr Board
Mr Bradshaw
Dr Constable
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Haines

Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Marshall
Mr McNee
Mr Mmnson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Osborne
Mr Pendal

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
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Mr Brown
br Cata
MrCunminghamn
Dr Gallop
Mr Grahaln
Mrs Hallatan
Mrts Henderso
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Noes (19)
MW Kobelke
Wr Martrough

M~r McGinty
Mr Riebeling
Mr Ripper
Mrs Roberts
Mr DL. Smith

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

Question thus passed.
Motion (Adjournment of the House - Special) Resumed

Question thus passed.
House adjourned at 12.44 pm (Thursday)
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APPENDIX A

COMPONENT NAT WA NSW VIC QLD SA
Ward Nurse 546 535 562 565 493 476

Medical 300 236 381 284 214 308

Pathology 114 85 111 141 96 133

Image 56 45 65 55 46 45

Thbeatrc 1,54 141 148 174 141 167

Drugs 109 115 106 144 84 87

Critical Care 106 92 110 117 89 95

Allied Health 44 40 53 43 35 33

M &S Supplies 66 82 62 75 60 62

Allocated Overheads 616 684 593 734 466 595

Patient Catering 117 1 109 118 137 106 90

Other 176 169 202 208 136 146

TOTAL 2404 2333 7Sl1 I 2677 19!66_ 2237



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PETROLEUM - ROYALTIES, LEGISLATION PROPOSAL
134. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government in its proposed legislation on petroleum royalties,
deliberately set out to breach the offshore constiwutional settlement
reached at the Premiers' Conference in June 19797

(2) Did die Premier inform the Commonwealth Government of the Premier's
intention to abrogate the Premier's responsibilities under this settlement?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) Was an attempt made to gain their prior agreement to die legislation as

required by the settlement?
(5) If not, why not?
(6) Were the other State Premiers informed of dhe intention to abrogate

responsibilities under this settlement?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) Was an attempt made to gain their prior agreement to die legislation as

required by the settlement?
(9) If not, why not?
(10) Was the Australian Petroleum Exploration Association informed of the

intention?
(11) If not, why not?
(12) How does the Government's decision to breach its own undertakings

contribute to a climate of stability and certainty for mineral exploration in
WA?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) No.
(2) The Minister for Mines advised the Commonwealth Minister for

Resources of the options available to the State and the proposed course of
action.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) The Commonwealth was invited to discuss the alternatives and the

proposed action.
(5) Not applicable.
(6) No - the Commonwealth has advised the State that this is a matter of stare

jurisdiction.
(7) Not applicable.
(8) No - this was not necessary.
(9) Not applicable.
(10) Yes - APEA was advised of the Government's policy in June 1993.
(11) Not applicable.
(12) The Government has restored a policy which prevailed for 13 years from

1979 to 1992. This policy was known by die companies involved when
the decisions were made to invest in the present projects.
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CRIMINAL CODE - CONSENTING SEX BETWEEN MALES UNDER 21 IN
PRIVATE, CHARGES
Prisoners, HIV Positive

748. Ms WARNOCK to die Attorney General:
(1) I refer the Attorney General to sections of the Criminal Code amended in

1989 which prohibit conscntifgtsex between males in private until the age
of 21, and ask - 4w
(a) how many men have been charged under these sections of the

Criminal Code since 1989, for consenting sex in private;
(b) how many charges are pending under these sections which involve

consenting males?
(2) Will the Attorney General explain why HIV positive femnale prisoners and

HIV positive juvenile prisoners are fully integrated into the prison system,
while HIV positive adult male prisoners am no:?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Statistics compiled do not distinguish between males and females.
(2) HIV positive male and femnale prisoners ame subject to Corrective Services

HIV and infectious diseases policy. In order to prevent the possibility of
infection of non-HIV prisoners and staff the HIV positive prisoners are
housed separately. There has never been a confirmed cuse of an WlV
positive juvenile offender in any of the juvenile detention centres.

WOMEN'S ADVISORY COUNCIL - APPOINTMENTS
752. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Women's Interests:

(1) What has the Women's Advisory Council produced since the new council
was appointed?

(2) How many women on the council applied to be on the council as a result
of the public advertisement?

(3) How many members were appointed through personal intervention by the
Minister or her staff?

(4) How many members of the Women's Advisory Council live in her
electorate?

Mrs EDWARDES replied
(1) The council is an advisory body and as such has provided advice to the

Minister on numerous issues including the "Draft Model for Forensic
Procedures" and "Draft Legislation to Enable the Family Court of WA to
Deal With Property Matters in Dispute in De Facto Relationships".

(2) More than 200 applications were received.
(3) All appointments were approved by Cabinet
(4) None.

PRISONS - BANDYTJPWOMEN'S
Self-care Units; Prison Officers Union, Agreemert

782. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:
(1) Did the agreement between the Prison Officers Union and the Western

Australian Government come into force on 1 July 1994?
(2) Will that agreement result in additional staff being made available for

other duties?
(3) If so, when?
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(4) Will some of the surplus staff be used to staff the self-care units at the
Bandyup Women's Prison?

(5) If so, when?
(6) When will the self-care units at the Bandyop Women's Prison be

reopened?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3)-(5) Not applicable.
(6) The self-care units will be reopened within the next six months.

DEATHS - MARIJUANA, ]HEROIN, AMPHETAMINES
793. Mr DL. SMITH to the Attorney Genera:

How many people died in Western Australia in each of -
(a) 1990-91;
(b,) 1991-92;
(c) 1992-93;
(d) 1993-94;
from -

(i) the effect of using marijuana;
(ii) the effect of using heroin;
(iii) an overdose of heroin;
(iv) an overdose of amphetamines;
(v) the effects of using amphetamines?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
This information is collected by the Australian Bureau of Statistics. The
member should contact the bureau directly.

PERPETUAL TRUSTEE WA LTD - GOVERNMENT FUNDS LODGED
801. Mr KOBELKE to the Deputy Premier Minister for Commerce and Trade:

(1) What departments or agencies within the Moinister's responsibilities have
moneys from rust funds or other accounts lodged with the Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd group of companies?

(2) When were these funds lodged with the Perpetual Trustees group and what
was the amount in each case?

Mr COWAN replied:
(1) All departments and agencies in my portfolio responsibility have advised

that no moneys from trust funds or other accounts are lodged with the
Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd group of companies.

(2) Not applicable.
PERPETUAL TRUSTEES WA LTD - GOVERNMENT FUNDS LODGED

808. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier representing the Minister for Finance; Racing and
Gaming:
(1) What departmnts. or agencies within the Minister's responsibilities have

moneys from trust funds or other accounts lodged with the Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd group of companies?

(2) When were these funds lodged with the Perpetual Trustees group and what
was the amount in each case?
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Mr COURT replied:
The Minister for Finance has provided the following reply-
(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.

MOTOR VEHICLE THIRD PARTY INSURANCE - $50 PREMIULM LEVY
Ezemptions

852. Mr BROWN to the Premier representing the Minister for Finance:

(1) Is it true:
(a) pensioners who receive:

(i) age;
(ii) service;
(iii) disability support;
(iv) sole parent;
(v) widows pensions;

(b) people over 60 years of age, who have been receiving the
following allowances:
(i) Jobsearch;
(ii) Newsturt;
(iii) sickness;
(iv) Special Benefit;
(v) Newatart System;

for 12 months or moire are entitled to claim an exemption from the $50
premium levy on compulsory third party insurance?

(2) Will the Government ensure the list of exemptions is sent to all vehicle
owners who have their registration renewed?

(3) If not, why not?)
Mr COURT replied:

The Minister for Finance has provided the following reply-
(1) Yes.
(2) The practicalities of doing this will be examined.
(3) Not applicable.

ENERGY CHARTER TREATY - DRAFT COPY
854. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Energy:

(1) Has die Government received a draft copy of the Energy Charter treaty
from die Commonwealth as reported in The Azsswalian Financial Review
on Tuesday, 2 August 1994?

(2) What does the Minister believe would be die implication of this treaty for
the development of markers for Western Australian gas and does he
believe it would have any effect on the development of WA as a regional
service centre for the petroleum industry?

Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:
(1) Deparmental officers have the latest draft of the European Energy Charter

treaty.
(2) The main feature of die treaty would be to extend OAfl-type trade
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provisions, for energy, to the newly independent states, which are not
parties to GATT. If Australia signs, this would possibly tend to assist the
Western Australian gas and petroleum industries but the main potential
benefit would be to eastern states cal] exporters.

LIQUOR LICENSING ACT - INQUIRY REPORT
867. Mr BROWN to die Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gamning:

(1) Has the Minister received the report from die inquiry into the Liquor
Licensing Act?

(2) If so. when was the report received?
(3) When will the report be released to the public?
Mr COWAN replied:

The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) 1 May 1994.
(3) As soon as practicable.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - YOUNG PEOPLE, TRAVEL COSTS TO COURT,
ASSISTANCE

870. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:
(1) Does the Ministry of Justice provide young people charged with an

offence with cab charge vouchers to enable them to get to the court?
(2) If so, under what circumstances are vouchers provided?
(3) If not, does the ministry provide any assistance to young people to get to

court if they have no independent means available to them?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Not as amatter of normalpractice.
(2) A cab charge voucher would only be provided in extreme circumstances

when no other option was available. Juveniles in custody am always
transported in a purpose designed secure vehicle escorted by group
workers from the remand centre.

(3) Bus fares may be provided if a young person has no money or adult
support. Juveniles in custody are transported to court by secure vehicles.

FEMALE GENITAL MIUTILATION - FAMILY LAW COUNCIL REPORT
871. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) Has the Government considered the Family Law Council report of June
1994 on female genital mutilation?

(2) Which recommendations does the Government support?
(3) When does the Government propose to implement the recommendations it

supports?
(4) Which recommendations have been rejected by the Government?
(5) What is the basis for such rejection?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(5) The Government is considering this report in die context of ongoing

discussions in the Standing Committee of Attorneys General. At this
stage the Government supports education concerning female genital
mutilation. It rejects recommendations for Commonwealth legislation
which the report considers should be passed under the external affairs
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power because criminal law is a matter governed by state legislation and
within state constitutional power and responsibility.

HOMESWEST - DISABLED, SHARING WITH CARERS POLICY
920. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Does Homes west have a policy which allows people with physical
disabilities to share their accommodation with a carer?

(2) If no to (1), is any consideration being given to the introduction of such a
policy?

(3) If yes to (1), is consideration being given to the recommendation in the
Burdekcin report (page 920) to permit people with a mental illness to share
their accommodation with a carer?

Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Under Homeswest's policy, people with intellectual or psychiatric

disabilities are treated the same as people with physical disabilities in
respect of provision of accommodation with cares.

AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL UNIVERSITY - INFORMATION STORAGE
DEVICE. 300 TERABYTES

921. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:
(1) Is the Minister for Commerce and Trade aware that the Australian

National University has acquired an information storage device which is
capable of holding about 300 terabytes of data?

(2) Has the State Government ascertained whether WA universities,
government departments and private companies will have access to this
facility?

(3) Does the State Government believe that access to such facilities in other
states will be adequate for Western Australia's needs and will it consider
whether an information 'parkding lot' should be established at a WA
university, government department or other suitable location?

Mr COWAN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Access to the facility will be possible via the existing AARNet connection

via Western Australian universities.
(3) At this stage, data storage capacity has not been identified as a significant

impediment to research and development activities in Western Australia.
ALCOA OF AUSTRALIA LTD - ALUMINA REFINERY, WAGERUP,

EXPANSION
923. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Energy:

(1) Is the Minister aware of reports that Alcoa is planning a $600m expansion
of the Wagerup Alumina refinery?

(2) Has the Minister been briefed by Alcoa on this?
(3) When will construction begin on this expansion if it is to occur?
(4) What would be the impact on the market for gas in WA of such an

expansion?
Mr CJ. BARNETT replied:
(1)-(2) Yes.
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(3) Alcoa has made it clear that the timing of construction has not been
decided. The company wishes to have its environmental approvals in
place, so that timing can be market-driven. I amn optimistic that
construction may commence early in 1995.

(4) The firs: stage of the expansion, as announced by Alcoa. would increase
the Wagerup refinery's demand for gas by some 45 per cent to around 27
petajoules per annum.

HOMESWEST - QINNS. TENANCY PURCHASE
929. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:

(1) in reference to the property at 6 Huuton Court, Karratha, occupied by M
and Mrs Quinns, has the sale of the above property been stopped?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) Was the property valued in October 1993?
(4) Were the Quinns. advised in October 1993 that a new system would be

introduced and that they would be allowed six months to choose which
system they preferred?

(5) During the period from October 1993 to January 1994 were several
contacts made to Homneswest to confirm advice in (4) above?

(6) In February 1994, did the Quinna try to purchase the home under the old
system?

(7) If so, why did it not proceed?
(8) Did Homeswest on 15 June 1994 advise the Quinns that the new system

was in place on 18 December 1993, and that they were no: able to proceed
under the old system?

(9) What action, if any, will the Minister take about this situation?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1)-(8) Mr and Mrs Quinns applied to purchase their tenancy under the Right

Move scheme on 18 October 1993. The Right to Buy scheme was
launched on 18 December 1993. Mr and Mrs Quinns did not complete
and return the necessary contract documentation until 17 March 1994.
The Right to Buy scheme for transitional applicants was closed on 31
January 1994. Mr and Mrs Quinns were asked topee under the Right
to Buy scheme.

(9) I m advised that Mr and Mrs Quinus are financially better off under the
Right to Buy scheme and I strongly urge them to proceedi.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - 'E.NERGY MArrERS", PRODUCrION
948. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Energy:

(1) What was the cost of production of the document "Energy Matters"?
(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
MrCi. BARNETT replied:
(1) $11559.
(2) To provide information on the scope for and benefits of managing energy

use more effectively in industry and the community generally, through
outlining local case studies.
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(3) $9 725.68. A proportion of this cost will be reimbursed by die National
Cene for die Analysis and Dissemination of Demonstrated Energy
Technologies Committee for circulating CADDET informnation as an
insert in the magazine.

(4) Copies of dhe magazine were distributed to architects and engineers,
government energy managers, schools, libraries and a wide selection of
commercial and industrial businesses.

(5) The document was printed in Perth by a private sector company after
quotes were obtained.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS - 'L.OCAL IDEAS IN ACTION',
PRODUCTION

949. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:
(1) What was the cost of production of the document "Local Ideas in Action"?
(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were die copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) The printing cost of die July edition of the monthly "Local Ideas in

Action" newsletter was $196.26.
(2) The purpose of the newsletter is to provide information and advice to

community leaders about training, relevant resource materials and funding
information on community economic development.

(3) The cost of distribution for the July edition was $472.40.
(4) Copies are distributed to over 1100 people comprising -

individual community leaders
all Western Australian politicians
local government authorities
libraries
regional development commissions
progress associations
government departments
universities
Aboriginal corporations
chambers of commerce
LETS groups
enterprise agencies

(5) Perth.

HOMESWEST - DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITIES PROGRAM
987. Mr ICOBELKE to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Were all parcels of land sold under the development opportunities
program and given in the answer to question on notice 819 of 1994 sold to
the highest tenderer?

(2) If any sales were made to someone other than the highest tender, what
were the reasons for so granting the sale at a lower purchase price and to
which parcels of land did this apply?

(3) How many tenders were received for the sale of each of these parcels of
land?
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Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) Yes. Sales were always to die highest conforming render.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Beechboro 14

Koondoola 3
Port Kennedy 6*+6 (non-conforming)
Stratton 1
Caversham 2 + 1 (non-conforming)
Bibra Lake 12
Queens Park 6 + I (non-conforming)
Warnbro Sound 7 + I (non-conforming)
Stratton" 2
Waiktiki 4
Karloo* I
Rangeway* 1
MtzTarcoola* 2
Bunbury 4

*These properties did not sell in stage 3 as negotiations with the
highest tendereirs were not successful. On 8 June 1994 Homneswesr
readvertised the sale of the land. Tenders closed on 27 June 1994
and Panorama Homes was the only tenderer for each of the parcels.

**Tender was recalled through stage 3 of the program as it was not
sold when originally released in stage 1.

ELLENBROOK - HOMESWEST JOINT VENTURE
992. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing:

(1) When will the blocks at the Homeswesr development at Ellenbinok begin
to be available to the public?

(2) What size will the blocks be and how many are being developed in the
first stage?

(3) How many are proposed?
(4) What is the time frame for development?
(5) Will landfill be needed so people can build on the blocks?
(6) If so, to what height and how much fill is needed per site?
(7) Will the blocks have -

(a) deep sewerage;
(b) underground power
(c) scheme water?

(8) What is the overall cost to supply the above services?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) The Ellenbrook project is a joint venture between Homeswesr and Sanwa

Vines Pty Ltd. A pme-release is planned for October 1994 and ridles for
lots in the first stage are expected to be available in January 1995.

(2) A variety of lot sizes will be provided over the life of the project, ranging
from grouped housing to special rural sites. Stage 1A comprises 137 lots,
the majority in the 600 square mets to 800 square metres range.

(3) Up to 12 00allotments.
(4) Fifteen to 18 years.
(5) In the majority of sites, no.
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(6) Not applicable.
(7) Yes.
(8) These services art being provided through the budgets of the Water

Authority of Western Austriklia and the State Energy Commission of
Western Australia. As with other developers in the north east corridor the
joint venture is expected to pay an additional premium for water, sewer
and drainage headworks consistent with the current 'special agreement'
area status.

ELLENBROOK - HOMESWEST JOINT VENTURE
993. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) With regard to the Eilenbrook Homcswest housing development, if the
blocks are to be deep sewered, what is the cost to deep sewer?

(2) Where will the deep sewerage treatment plant be located?
(3) Is the deep sewerage of Ellenbrook part of the $800 million the Water

Authority of Western Australia is spending over the next 10 years or is
this in addition to that expenditure?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) The headworks component of the system would be provided by the Water

Authority in accordance with the applicable policies. All the reticulation
and temporary works needed to serve the project will be funded by the
developer. The developer would also be expected to pay the appropriate
headworks contribution.

(2) The sewerage planning concept is that sewage firom the north east corridor
area, in which the Ellenbrook development is located, will be treated at the
Alkimos wastewater treatment plant. However, until Alkimos is
commissioned, sewage will be tinted at the Beenyup wastewater
treatment plant.

(3) The sewerage works necessary for the north east corridor are separate
from the infill program.

HOMESWEST - RIGHT TO BUY SCHEME
1007. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many Homeswest tenants have participated in the Right to Buy
scheme?

(2) What is the average - modal - subsidy provided to each purchaser?
(3) What is the total subsidy provided to the purchasers?
(4) Is the money for subsidy provided from the Homeswest budget?
(5) If so, does the Minister know that such a subsidy contravenes the

Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement?
(6) How many new units of accommodation would that subsidy have

otherwise purchased?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) Approximately 3 300 applications have been received under the Right to

Buy scheme. Of these 1607 have been withdrawn, the balance have
either been settled or are in the process of assessment.

(2) The avenage discount provided to each purchaser is $18 357.
(3) The discount provided to purchasers to date is $5.27m.
(4) Yes.
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(5) The discount does not contravene the Commonwealth-State Housing
Agreement, as the Right to Buy scheme is not funded under this
agreement.

(6) The income generated from the sales will be used to fund new
construction.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

WHALES - TRAPPED IN FISH NETS
367. Mr M. BARNEfT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is the Minister aware that a whale was trapped in octopus lines in Warubro
Sound this morning?

(2) Is he also aware that whales axe frequenting Cockburn and Warnbro
Sounds in ever increasing numbers, and that this is the second whale
entrapment in as many years in that area? Will the Minister review the
policy which allows tangle nets and professional lines to be laid close to
shore in Cockburn and Wasnbro Sounds, at least during the whales'
migration season?
While the Minister is considering that, he might also be aware of a rumour
circulating rather strongly in my electorate that the member for
Rockingham was seen swimming strongly towards the whale with a knife
clenched between his teeth, and that the whale is now free! The rumour
also says "the favourite" member for Rockingham, but I did not want to
add that. I understand from a quick discussion with the Minister for the
Environment before question time that he might like to lay claim to that
swimming episode.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members will realise that question time is for
questions not for statements; however, we have allowed a degree of
flexibility for the former Speaker.

Mr MINSON replied:

I am aware of the outrageous lengths that the member for Rockingham
went to in his attempts to "free Willy' but I am not too sure which Willy
got free!
Yes, I am aware of this matter. Fortunately, the Department of
Conservation and Land Management is also aware of the danger that
migrating whales can be trapped in fish nets. I am surprised that it has
happened only twice in two years, but I am assured by CALM that its
response team can attend to such matters very quickly. It had divers and
knives down there quickly. They did not sight the member for
Rockcingham in the area, although they did sight the Minister for the
Environment.
I have asked the Executive Director of CALM to report on the safety
situation for migrating whales and whether we should modify the
regulations for the placement of nets. I am pleased to be able to report
that neither the inister for the Environment, the member for
Rockingham nor CALM had to take action in the end and the whale
managed to free itself and is now heading out to set.

ETilNIC GROUPS - MINISTER'S SUPPORT
368. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

Does the Minister intend to continue support for special ethnic groups in
Western Australia?
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Mr KIERATH replied:
For the benefit of Opposition members, the member for Jandakot last year
was the chairman of the committee that organised Multicultural Week.
We are in the process of advertising for applications for the first af two
rounds of grants for 1994-95. This year we decided to expand the
advertising to community newspapers in the hope that a far wider cross
section of groups will apply. In July 1994, $33 000 was allocated to 19
different community organisations to promote harmonious relations
among various diverse cultural groups.
Some of the groups had very innovative programs. They were focused
and they targeted young parents. Some of them targeted the language
baffler and others were involved in trying to break down racism.
Community organisations are becoming aware of some of the problems
they face, and they have come up with some unique, culturally sensitive
solutions. Some of the examples have been the Muslim support group
which received $2 000 to help Muslim mothers break down some barriers.
Bedford Workforce received 51995 to run a three day camp to give an
opportunity to 20 unemployed people of differing ages and cultures to
engage in cross-cultural activities. Also help has been given to die
Soroptoniist Club of Perth; it received $2 000 for helping develop breast
cancer awareness and screening among multicultural groups. That is a
very sensitive issue. Almost $2 000 was made available to the Voces Arts
Networking Group to produce a black comedy video relating to
bureaucracy and intolerance.

Mr Taylor: Did you star in it?
Mr KIERATH: I will ignore the stupid interjection. We are a very diverse

cultural group with people coming from 160 different nations around the
world. The community relations grants reflect an initiative that helps to
break down some of the barriers - something that, unfortunately, was
scrapped by the former Labor government.

Mr Ripper: It was not! We had the Social Advantage grants.
Mr KIERATH: We put into place that initiative. Despite a tough financial

situation, it is an initiative that the coalition Government has put in place.
We are proud of that. The most important aspect of these grants - which
would miss the Opposition - is that they bring people closer together.

POLICE - OFFICERS, 800 NEW
369. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister for Police:

Yesterday, the Minister told the House that seven or eight police officers
left the Police Force each month. That is an underestimation in my
opinion. How can the Government possibly meet its commitment to
provide an ensr 800 police officers over and above resignations and
retirements if, even on the Minister's figures, at least 200 officers are
expected to leave the force through resignation and retirement in the next
two years?

Mr WIESE replied:
This Government has made a commitment to put into place extra police
officers to meet the commitment made to the public. As has been said
time anid again by me and by the Commissioner of Police - yesterday and
today - the Commissioner of Police is currently working on the proposal
to put the police recruits through the training academy. The
Commissioner of Police has reassured me and the general public that the
academy will cope with that number of recruits.
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YAMATJI PATROL - OPERATIONAL STATUS
370. Mr BLOFEWITCH to the Attorney General:

(1) Can the Attorney General advise the House of the current operational
status of the Yumnaii patrol in Geraldton?

(2) Is the Minister awnr of rumours that the patrol is in disarray?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

The suggestion that the Yamatji patrol had closed down was raised in
debate last night. This is not the case, The patrol has merely shifted
premises from the community precinct because the premises had became
too small.

Mr Cataniar It is moving from the free premises to premises where it will pay
rent.

Mrs EDWARDES: The premises were too small. The patrol paid rent but it was
donated by the local council.

MAr Catania: Now the patrol will pay a commercial rent and that will be taken
from its funds.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Collie knows that it is highly

disorderly to intrject when I am on my feet, but because of her good
behaviour in the past I will not formally call her to order. We have been
allowing some level of interjection because it adds to question time. We
have just had an interjection which the Attorney General has saccpted and
expanded her answer, to the betterment of Parliament. However, two
government members have been interjecting and the situation has become
too disorderly. Although we accept some level of interjection, it should be
an appropriate level. Generally, interjections should come from the source
of the question.

Mrs EDWARDES: Primarily, the patrol is in extremely good shape. Four new
members have joined, so the patrol flow has in excess of 20 people
carrying out die program. I met those members recently, and the whole
council. The activities of the patrol have resulted in fewer arrests, as a
result of their going out and talking to young people and being involved.
The members roster on from early in the morning until after midnight
The group is a very effective and enthusiastic one. They can deal with
any problem that faces Geruldton. The patrol is operating; it is doing a
wonderful job. It is totally committed. The patrol has shifted premises
because of the additional four members. The new premises are located in
Chapman Road. I am sure that members will be pleased that their fears in
this regard can be totally allayed.

POUCE - OFFICERS, 800 NEW
371. Mr TAYLO)R to the Minister for Police.,

(1) Why did the Minister not attend the Premier's meeting last Friday with the
Commissioner of Police to discuss the likelihood of the election promise
of 800 new police recruits?

(2) Can the Minister explain why he was unaware of die outcome of that
meeting, when he proceeded to tell the truth in respect of that matter at the
National Party conference?

Mr WIESE replied:

I1-2 assuire the Loader of the Opposition that the reason I did not attend the
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meeting is that, firstly, it was a meeting between the Premier and the
Commissioner of Police which had been arranged some time ago - that is,
when die commissioner first arrived and met Cabinet members. Secondly,
I cannot be in two places at once. I was in Busselton at the time of the
meeting.

SEWERAGE - BIO-CYCLE SEP7IC SYSTEMS
372. MrW. SMiTH to the Minister for Water Resources:

Given that water is a precious commodity, and that conservation and
recycling of that commodity should be a priority, particularly in Western
Australa, would the Minister agree that the utilisation of bio-cycle type
septic systems would be far more cost efficient and should be more widely
encouraged in proposed large residential developments that are remote
from existing deep sewerage?

Mr OMODEI replied:
This matter has been debated in this House, and it is a matter of some
contention in the community. The preferred method of waste water
disposal is by way of reticulated sewerage, either by deep sewerage or
vacuum sewerage. The Government has just embarked on an $8O00m, 10
year program to provide infill sewerage for Western Australia. Some
80 000 homes in the city and 20 000 homes in the country will be serviced
by the scheme, and it is receiving a very good response from people in the
community.
The reuse of waste water is an important issue; it is one that has been
identified by the community under our waste water 2040 program which
considers the reuse of water for the next 50 years in areas from Alkdmos to
Dunsborough. We have started a reuse scheme in Albany where treated
waste water is used in a blue gum plantation. The whole area has been
planted with blue gum and the system appears to be working very well.
Last week, with the Deputy Prime Minister, I opened a demonstration
plant at Woodman Point, where we are considering four different ways to
treat waste water. That new technology will be sold as a commodity to
other countries around the world. As to the bio-cycle septic systems, the
preference is to use deep sewerage in the densely populated areas of the
state. However, there is a use for a blo-cycle system, particularly in the
outer fringes of the metropolitan area, the hills, and in a number of
country towns -

Mr Ripper: Why didn't you accept the Opposition's proposition that there should
be a major trial?

Mr OMODEI: We are already triafling it. We have a trial plant going into
Pemberton. We have one going into Watson's -

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr OMODEI: If members will just let me finish. The member for Belmont

cannot talk because he has had raw sewage flowing on the streets of his
electorate for the past 10 years and has done nothing about it. f1 weft he,
I would sit and listen for a while. To reiterate, there is an application fir
these types of systems in the outer metropolitan areas, in the hills and also
in some of the nodule development areas around the state. The bio-cycle
system requires a lot of attention because electronics must be attached to it
where air is pumped into the system and redosed with chlorine. The
ecomac system has been used at the new golf course site at Kmrragullen. I
understand it is working very well. Therefore, there is an application for
these new types of systems, which the Government is keen to trial and
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promote from die point of view of the reuse of waste water not only in
recreational arma and sports grounds but also for industry. So they are
well and truly on the drawing board and the member for Wanneroo can
rest assured that the Government is continuing to encourage people to
meuse water whate they can.

POUCE - OFFICERS, 800 NEW
373. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister for Police:

I repeat the question to which I failed to get an answer before.
(1) Can the Minister explain why he was unaware of the outcome of

that meeting between the Premier and the Commissioner of Police
and then proceeded to tell the truth in respect of the issue at the
National Party conference?

(2) Does the Minister agree with the statement of the Commissioner of
Police this morning that emtr police will have to be taken from
other area of the force to increas the resources of the police
academy?

(3) How can he stand back and allow the resources at suburban Police
stations to be further depleted because of his Government's refusal
to seriously address the pie-election pledge?

MrWIESE replied:

1 guess the answer as to why I was not aware of what happened at the
meeting is because I was not at the meeting. It is as simple as that. Let
me also assure the House that I am very pleased to hear the member's
acknowledgement of my comments that the Government's commitment
always has been that it would get 800 extra police onto the streets of
Western Australia during the iffe of this Government. I assure the House
that will be done. As to whether there will be any diminution of services
for the suburbs, the Commissioner of Police is currently drafing proposal.
on how we will cope with puffing those numbers through the police
academy. He has given the assurance both to me and publicly that when
doing that he will take account of all those factors and that there will not
be a diminution of services an the swreets in die suburbs of Western
Australia.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS LEGISLATION - TRADE UNION ACI71VITY,
CHANGES

374. Mr MARSHALL to die Minister for Labour Relations:
Can the Minister inform the House of any changes in trade union activity
since the introduction of the new industrial relations legislation late last
year?

Mrt KIERATH replied:
Last yea dosing the debate on industrial relations some members of the
Opposition tried to accuse us of being andi-union. At the time I sad that.
on the contrary, I was trying to make unions far more responsible to their
membershiip. I went further and said that I was trying to improve the
relationship of trade union leaders with their members. I went on to say
that we were trying to give the power back to the membership so that they
would be able to force the leadership to reflect their needs and their

oion.Instead, we have seen in the past from trade unions, and there is
nbetrexample than die past 12 months, that they have been more

involved in a political campaign than one so benefit their members
However, I give congratulations where they ane deserved. I am very
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pleased to see that some unions have responded to that challenge and have
become involved in travel, credit, cheap petrol and discounts. I would like
to note the Builders Labourers Federation magazine. The BLF does not
Ohin that I am a particularly wonderful person, but looking through its
magazine one sees it has death and disability cover, journey cover.
financial advice, superannuation and redundancy paymenzs, free hearing
tests, casual employment services, a wages inquiry hotline, job protection.
optical benefits and special discounts on goods. It even has special home
loans. I congratulate the union for that, because that is precisely what we
wanted unions to do. We wanted them to concentrate on furthering the lot
of their membership and not running some stupid little political campaigns
and games. Therefore, it is really pleasing to see this. We wanted this
attitudinal change from some members of the labour movement. On this
side of the House we can have a great deal of satisfaction in that we have
made them more relevant in today's life. I congratulate the unions for
lifting their game. I still hope, pray and wish that one day the Opposition
will lift its game, because it knows only too well that under our coalition
Government both the unions and the workers have gained. It is a great
pity they could not have gained under a Labor government.

POLICE - ACADEMY
Training Resources for New Recruis

375. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
Given the admission by the Commissioner of Police this morning that the
police academy is not equipped to cater for the extraordinary number of
new recruits promised by the Premier, will the Minister answer the
following -

(1) Why has the Minister not acted to ensure the academy is
adequately rcsored to train the extr police, given the election
promise made 18 months ago?

(2) Is the failure of the Minister to prepare for the additional training
based on his real belief that the Government never intended to
keep its promise until the Minister's unfortunate slip over the
weekend?

Mr WIESE replied:

I do not believe the commissioner made the comments to which the
member for Balcatta has referred . As I have already informed the House,
and obviously once again the member for Balcatta was not listening, the
reality is that the commissioner is currently developing proposals to
handle the numbers of police recruits who will go through that academy
over the next two and a half years. I have absolute faith that the
commissioner will put in place the procedures and necessary infrastructure
to allow the academy to handle the numbers that are needed.
STATESHIPS - REPORT BY SHIPPING CONSULTANT

376. Mir OSBORNE to the Minister assisting the Minister for Transport:
I refer the Minister to the May 1994 Report on Western Australia Coastal
Shipping Commission in which it was recommended that a weekly service
between Indonesia and the north west be established, that Fremantle carg
be centralised through Bunbury and that Stateships' management be
relocated to Bunbury. Does he agree that this would be financially very
attractive to Stateships, reducing the cost of Stateships toonly $7.2m, or a
54 per cent reduction in current costs and, if so, what are the prospects of
the implementation of this recommendation?
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Mr LEWIS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Minister for
Transport has provided me with somne notes. The report to which die
member refers was prepared by an independent shipping consutanL He
was engaged earlier in the year to advise on the potential areas for
improving cost efficiencies in Stateships' services to die north west and
South East Asia in administrative, technical and operations support
functions over die remaining two years of die existing government
commitment to the organisation. At the same time, through the
Department of Transport, the Minister has been evaluating the potential
benefits arising fromn public sector involvement in the future provision of
Stateships' services. The final stage in this evaluation has commenced
with a formal tender process for the private sector management of
Stateships' operations. Once die tender process has been completed, the
Minister will! be in a position to make a decision as to whether the private
sector will be invited to take over the management of Stacesbips for the
remaining two y of the current government commitmenr. Al chat time
all decisions on Stateships' ports of call will also be determined.

POLICE - OFFICERS, 800 NEW
377. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister for Police:

Yesterday the Minister gave this House a convoluted series of
justifications of how and why the Government is recruiting 800 extra
police. How then does the Minister explain his response to the media this
morning when asked how the figure of 800 was arrived at, when he said,
"I do not know how that number was wrived at"'?

Mr WIESE replied:
I ask the Leader of the Opposition in response how die previous
government arrived at its figure of 1000 police five years ago. It did not
manage to put those officers in place. I assure the House that the figure
arrived at by die Government is a justifiable figure which was arrived at
after consultation widi the Police Union and members of the Police Force.

Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr WIESE: I further assure the member for Victoria Park that in strong contrast

to the figure the former government plucked out of the air - I have no
doubt about what it did - this Government arrived at the figure in
consultation with the Police Force. It is a justifiable figure, in contrast to
that set by the Opposition when in government, and it will be achieved by
the end of this Government's term.
MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES - $50 LEVY, REMOVAL

Wannerco Inc Inquiry, Vote

378. Mr TAYLOR to the Leader of the National Party:
I refer to the National Party conference on the weekend -
(1) With reference to the conference demand for the removal of the

$50 surcharge on motor vehicle licences, and to the member for
- Roe's call today for action on that issue, what has he done about

it?
(2) is he now aware following my question yesterday that two

National Party Mi's, the member for Colle and the member for
Stirling, refused to vote at the conference against a move to have
Wanneroo Inc investigated, and has he reprimanded them for
refusing to support the Attorney General?
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Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! We have been going along brilliantly: Extra

questions have been asked. I was going to compliment members on the
way question time was being conducted, but we now have this outbreak of
inteijections before the Leader of die National Party even has a chance to
respond. The question relates to policy. I invite die Leader of the
National Party to respond in his capacity as leader.

Mr COWAN replied:
(1) Opposition members will not like being reminded of this; however, every

time I am asked a question I will remind diem that under their stewardship
the State Government Insurance Commission lost $450m. Iespective of
what the levy is called, that money must be paid back by the taxpayers of
Western Australia. Like any good government, we will always address
those issues which members on this side of the House raise because they
cause them some degree of difficulty. I assure the Leader of the
Opposition that Cabinet will give consideration to the concerns of
members on this side of the House who have expressed a desire to do
something about than levy.

(2) 1 remind the Leader of die Opposition that the Government is not bound
by the same rules as his organisation. Members of Parliament on this side
of the House, particularly members of the National Party, do not find
themselves dictated to in any way. I cannot give an answer to the question
for die simple reason that, as I said yesterday, I was outside when diat
motion was moved, talking to the real opposition in Western Australia -
the Press. When will die Leader of the Opposition stop doing its bidding?
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