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Wednesday, 18 August 1993

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 2.30 pm, and mead prayers.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - LEAVE OF ABSENCE
Stretch, Han WX'

On motion by Hon Muriel Patterson, resolved -

That leave of absence be granted to Hon W.N. Stretch for two sitting days due to
parliamentary business interstate.

MOTION - CENSURE, LEADER OF THE HOUSE, HON GEORGE CASH
Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club, Reserve Rationalisation

HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition)
[2.37 pm]: I move -

That in the opinion of ibis House, the Leader of the House, Hon George Cash, has
breached the high standards of integrity, honesty and credibility expected of a
Minister of the Crown by his actions in misleading the House in the provision of
certain information in respect of the conditions attached to the Trigg Island Surf
Life Saving Club reserve rationalisation and accordingly this House censures him
for not upholding the high standards of integrity, honesty and credibility
demanded of a Minister of the Crown.

I am sure that members who take a close look at the wording of this motion will recall
that the now Leader of the House, Hon George Cash, moved a similar motion against the
then Leader of the Government, Hon Joe Berinson, in a way that prevented him from
defending himself or replying. It was one of the worst ambushes I have seen anywhere in
a parliamentary setting. Hon Bob Pike can smirk, but members on this side of the House
have not resorted to that type of gutter politics. I have moved this motion today because I
believe the Leader of the House, Hon George Cash, has misled the Parliament. Further, I
believe he has breached the high standards of integrity, honesty and credibility expected
of a Minister of the Crown. In my view Hon George Cash has used his position as a
Minister of the Crown to corrupt the process of government. He has used his position as
a Minister to force a local government authority to accept conditions which he has
applied to a reserve amalgamation and rationalisation under the threat that if those
conditions were not accepted the paperwork would not go through. In my view he has
forced the City of Stirling into an agreement with a club in a way which has been
described by the council's solicitors. Kott Gunning, as extraordinary and contrary to the
accepted tradition of the Westminster system. Hon George Cash has placed the City of
Stirling in a position which I have heard described by councillors - some of them
members of the Liberal Party - in various ways. One has said he is holding the council to
ransom, and another has said that members of Parliament were twisting councillors' arms
and putting them in a situation in which they could not move unless they did things their
way. Another said, "He is effectively saying unless there is agreement, 'I will not
process the paper work"'. To put it quite bluntly and clearly, as one councillor did, there
is no question that it was pure and simple blackmail. All of these things were said at a
meeting of the City of Stirling subsequent to the Minister's saying in this House that he
had applied no conditions. I turn to a supplementary question I asked the Minister for
Lands in this place on Thursday 5 August, question 229 on page 1982 of Hansard as
follows -

(1) Did he convene the meeting?
(2) At that meeting did the Minister advise those present that he had decided

to impose conditions on any restaurant lease and reserve amalgamation?
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Hon George Cash replied -

The meeting was convened at my request, although I did not convene it. As I said
earlier, I was concerned about the obvious conflict between a number of parties.
Regarding whether I said I would impose any conditions, I gave a clear indication
to those present that until such time as the dispute or disputes were settled
between the various parties, I would take no action to change the defined
purposes of the reserve or, indeed, introduce a Bill to resolve the boundary
difficulties. There was no need to impose other conditions because the purpose of
the meeting was to bring the wanring parties together to reach a resolution so that
the restaurateur could get on with his job. At the moment the restaurateur is said
to have entered into an agreement with the City of Stirling which, it is thought,
could not be enforced at the moment because of the defined purpose of the
reserve. I am waiting for some resolution of the matter.

By way of interjection, [ then asked -

Can you confirm that you did not impose, seek to impose or indicate that you
would seek to impose any conditions?

Hon George Cash replied -

The only condition I imposed - if it can be said to be such - was the clear message
to the parties concerned that I wanted the dispute resolved. I am not party to the
dispute itself as such. The dispute, as I understand it, is between the restaurateur
and the City of Stirling about whether the restaurateur has an enforceable
agreement with the city and whether he can gain access to certain buildings.
The other dispute to which I referred is between the Trigg Surf Life Saving Club
and the City of Stirling concerning funding and other arrangements..

I will return to that matter later. In the interim I will outline the history of this project so
that members can understand clearly what has occurred.
Hon Reg Davies: I hope the member will mention the Chinese restaurant in this history.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I thought the Chinese restaurant was dealt with in its
entirety. I hope that Mr Davies will keep a fair and open mind about the proposition I am
putting as he kept a fair and open mind about the Chinese restaurant.
Hon Reg Davies: I thought this may have been a pay back that is all.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: It is not a pay back, Mr Davies.
Hon John Halden: Mr Foss can give Mr Davies a lecture about his conspiracy theories.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: As I said, I will outline the history of what occurred so
that members understand what I am talking about. Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club
has been seeking funding for some time to enable it to improve its facilities to bring them
up to par with other clubs in the area. I accept without question that good facilities for
surf lifesaving clubs are a necessity to entice, attract and maintain membership and
volunteers. Members should remember that surf lifesaving relies upon volunteers.
Anyone who looks at the support I gave surf lifesaving during my time not only as an
ordinary member of this Parliament but also as a Minister would accept that I have
always been supportive of surf lifesaving. Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club was in a
position of having immediate neighbours in Scarborough Surf Life Saving Club to the
south and Sorrnto Surf Life Saving Club to the north, both significantly upgraded. To
remain competitive and relative Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club needed funds for
similar redevelopment. I have no problem at all with that.
The City of Stirling is, without doubt, the most generous and supportive local authority in
Australia when it comes to surf lifesaving clubs. One has only to look at its history to see
that. If one wanted a comparison one could look at what the City of Stirling has done for
its clubs as opposed to what has been done for clubs by Perth City Council or any other
local authority. A comparison will show how generous the City of Stirling has been.
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Hon Reg Davies: It is the fine representatives it has had over the years.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I hope that is a reflection on the member speaking.
History shows that the City of Stirling has been supportive of its clubs. In February 1992
it obtained sponsorship to assist with the presentation of a concept plan to develop a new
Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club. By August last year the council had agreed to
allocate $1.45m to a total redevelopment of the club, including a cafe restaurant. That
money was to come from the discretionary funds provided under a local capital works
program funded by the Federal Government. It is important to remember that a condition
of funding was that work was required to commence by December 1992 and be
completed by December 1993. The Trig Island Surf Life Saving Club was also granted
some $300 000 from the Lotteries Commission to assist with the development. That
money was due to be spent by June 1993. 1 am unsure, but believe that the deadline may
have been extended. That $300 000 grant was a matching one; $150 000 was to come
from the City of Stirling and $150 000 from the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club. I
understand that an agreement was reached but subsequently the Trigg Island Surf Life
Saving Club indicated to the City of Stirling that it was having difficulty providing its
half of the money to match the Lotteries Commission's grant, so the City of Stirling
agreed to the club's contribution being reduced. The City of Stirling and the club
finalised an agreement on the funding shame about 15 September 1992 and the City of
Stirling approved schematic plans on about 16 September to enable preparation of
working drawings. The surf club signed the approval plan on 16 September 1992.
Subsequently, and for some time, there have been ongoing discussions between the City
of Stirling and the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club over some aspects of the funding.
Those discussions were finalised in July this year. All concerns were dealt with and I am
advised that all problems were resolved. The council determined the final amount with
the club, which was less than the original $150 000. and the council and the club
accepted the funding position because it took account of the club's capacity to raise funds
and to meet the ongoing operational needs.
While the discussions about funding were going on, in October 1992 the City of Stirling
called tenders for the operation of the restaurant cafe and, in April 1993, approved the
restaurant lease to Blue Gum Pry Ltd. The formal lease proposal was submitted to the
Department of Land Administration in October 1992 because there was a need to
rationallise the use of four reserves on which the development would impact. Two of the
reserves are A class and two are C class. A need also existed to acquire a change of
purpose during the rationalisation of the reserves to allow the restaurant to open. I am
informed that Department of Land Administration officers indicated that, provided any
returns from the lease were spent on beachfmont reserves and foreshore development, a
peppercorn rental would be paid. Following ongoing negotiations with DOLA officers,
the rationalisation of the reserves was confirmed. Again, I refer to advice from the City
of Stirling's solicitors, Kott Gunning, who examined all letters from DOLA as well as the
advice that had changed hands. The solicitors confirmed in a letter to the City of Stirling
on 3 August that DOLA had provided both oral and written advice that no objection had
been made to the change of use, and the change in use would proceed as quickly as
possible. flat is, until the Minister for Lands got his hands on it!
The City of Stirling could be forgiven for believing that all was well. The Trigg Island
Surf Life Saving Club had indicated that all was well, as had DOLA and the restaurant
operators. That should have been the end of the matter. In due course, that part of the
reserves rationalisation that had to come to Parliament would do so, the club and the
restaurant would open, and the 70-odd jobs would be created. Clearly, the timing was
such that the Trig Island Surf Life Saving Club could get on with the job of protecting
our beaches, and the City of Stirling would be able to get on with its job of utilising
money from the restaurant lease to progress foreshore improvements and developments.
Everything was sweet. There was no conflict or problem. Thien, out of the blue, the city
manager and the mayor were contacted by Hon George Cash's office and told that the
Minister was intending to convene a meeting and that both persons, and one other
relevant officer, were expected to attend. I understand the meeting was held on site on a
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Saturday morning. The Minister advised the meeting clearly that he was not prepared to
sign any documentation relating to the restaurant lease and the amalgamation of the
reserves unless and until the City of Stirling agreed to pay the Trigg Island Surf Life
Saving Club a percentage of the gross rental payable by the restaurant lessee. I
understand that the city documents noted that no previous request for revenue sharing
had been submitted to the city by the club, or by any other party, for consideration. The
first time that the proposition was put to the City of Stirling was at the meeting convened
by Hon George Cash. That is one area about which the Minister has misled the House,
because the minutes of that meeting - the minutes which the Minister's office
subsequently confirmed as being accurate -

Hon George Cash: No, they didn't. Did they say they were confirmed by me?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: - indicate that the Minister applied conditions, a fact that
the Minister denied in this House. I put to the House that this represents blown paper bag
politics by the Minister for Lands. The Minister is up to his old tricks. Is it any wonder
that Kott Cunning, the highly respected solicitors acting for the City of Stirling, called
the Minister's actions extraordinary? Is it any wonder that those solicitors said that
Mr Cash was acting contrary to the accepted traditions of the Westminster system? That
was a description of the Minister's actions by this respected group of solicitors, well
known in Perth for its work in local government, and well respected across the length and
breadth of Western Australia for its knowledge of the Local Government Act and its
workings. What does Mr Moore say about that?
Hon N.F. Moore: I cannot stand the way you talk.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I am sorry that the Minister has a problem with what I an'
saying.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I do not know what brought on that comment by the Leader
of the Opposition. Obviously I missed something. The motion before the House is a
censure motion against the Leader of the House. I will not tolerate any side discussions
between any members. This is a very serious motion. It deserves to be dealt with in the
proper way without members' embarking on that sort of cross-Chamber intetjection. I
am not warning members now but the next time I speak it will be a warning.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I take that advice, Mr President. I will ignore
interjections.
When such respected solicitors say that Mr Cash is acting contrary to the accepted
traditions of the Westminster system, is it any wonder that councillors of the City of
Stirling call foul? Is it any wonder that they say without question it is a simple matter of
blackmail? The Minister claimed in answer to question 229 that the dispute, as he
understood it, was between the restaurateur and the City of Stirling, and between the
Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club and the city. I put to Hon George Cash that there was
no dispute until the member for Scarborough, Mr Strickland - the Minister's mate -
conspired to heavy and intimidate the City of Stirling. In short, the Minister sought to
blackmail the council into diverting over Sim of ratepayers' money to a single club.
The Leader of the House and Minister for Lands might say that the minutes of the
meeting are wrong, which will be contrary to what his office said. He might say that the
interpretation of the Mayor of the City was wrong when he later reported to a meeting of
his council and advised it that, "We were put into a corner and the only way the deal will
go ahead is if 25 per cent of the rental income is paid to the club." The Minister might
say that the city manager is wrong in his interpretation. The Minister might say that the
officer who took the minutes was wrong. The Minister might say all those things. But I
tell honourable members that I do not believe him.
The Leader of this House is facing a crisis of credibility. It is evident that people of this
State, from Exmouth in the north to Port Kennedy in the south, do not believe what he
has to say and consider his words to be meaningless and without value. It is evident that
the councillors and the officers of the City of Stirling do not believe him. At a council
meeting last night a recommendation was passed unanimously agreeing to a 25 per cent
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diversion of lease flunds into a trust fund for the benefit of the Trigg Island Surf Life
Saving Club. A two part rider was attached to that motion. We need to remember that
since Hon George Cash convened the meeting on that Saturday morning and since the
furore exploded, as it has, in his face, he has written to the City of Stirling and attempted
to meet with its representatives in an effort to smooth over some troubled waters and
endeavour to convince the councillors that he did not really apply any conditions. I
reiterate: The councillors do not believe him. The rider to the motion that was passed
last night states -

Council reiterates its resolution of 9 August 1993 as follows:
1 . That Council does not acknowledge a liability to provide any funds from

the rental of the restaurant to the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club.
2. That to comply with the condition of the honourable Minister for Lands -

That was after the Minister had spoken face to face with the councillors -

to resolve our funding arrangement between the Trigg Island Surf Life
Saving Club, the council resolves that the proposal prepared for and
presented to this meeting be agreed as the council decision and be
communicated to the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club representatives at
a meeting to be held at the club.

I do not think there is a need to quote the rest of the resolution. The inclusion of the rider
to this motion stating "that to comply with the condition of the honourable Minister for
Lands" shows the true position. That is a condition that the Minister has told this House
he did not apply. If the councillors believed the Minister, why did they write those words
into the motion?
Despite the fact that from time to time I have my differences with the council and some
of the councillors, in this instance the councillors have generally acted properly and
honourably. One of the reasons they have agreed to the conditions applied by the
Minister for Lands is that, quite simply, they want to resolve the matter and to proceed
with the development. One of the things that is uppermost in their minds is that 70 jobs
are being put at risk by this Minister because of the condition that he has applied. The
councillors do not want to chance losing those jobs. They want to make sume that those
jobs eventuate. The other thing driving the city is that it wants the club to be up and
running by the commencement of the swimmin season. The council wants to ensure, as
it has in the past, that it will be able to provide top protection for those swimmers who
use probably one of the most dangerous beaches on the coast of Western Australia.
While the councillors have agreed to resolve the matter, they do not like what has been
done to them. They believe they have acted responsibly. I say to Hon George Cash that
the councillors resent his interference and the political inference of his mate the member
for Scarborough, Mr Strickland, as will all local councils in this State when they see the
ramifications for local authorities and the way this Minister thumbs his nose at the better
governments agreement, an agreement endorsed in March this year by the Premier. That
agreement states -

It is anticipated that further memorandums of understanding will be finalised this
year.
Commercial activity on Crown land vested in local government
New policies and guidelines for commercial activity on vested reserves are being
considered by the Crown land area review committee, The proposals will give
local government greater flexibility to undertake commercial activity.

I wonder how councils will respond if they have gone through a process similar to that
which the City of Stirling went through where, after many months negotiating with
Government departments and with clubs, they are blackmailed in the same way as the
City of Stirling is being blackmailed by this Minister. I resent the actions of Hon George
Cash and his mate George Strickland, the member for Scarborough. Through their
political interference they have caused a rift between the City of Stirling and the club.
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They have caused a division which is not in the best interests of the city, the club or surf
lifesaving generally.
If Hon George Cash argues that he has not acted improperly, I ask the House to consider
this: If Hon George Cash had sought to apply conditions and said that the amalgamation
would not be approved by him unless $lm was diverted into his election fund, he would
not have got away with it. If he said, "One million dollars must go into the election
coffers of the Liberal Party otherwise I will not process the papers", he simply would not
get away with it. Similarly he should not get away with attempting to divert over $im of
ratepayers' funds into a single club simply to help his political mate George Strickland.
I have grave doubts about not only the credibility of this member but also his honesty and
whether he indeed misled the House when he claimed that he did not seek to apply any
conditions. He is misleading both this House and the public. He is reported as saying on
a number of occasions that he has not sought to apply any conditions. Yet, I notice that it
is reported in yesterday's Stirling Times under the heading. "Triggs shine gone - mayor"
that the mayor has recognised that prolonged wrangling over the redevelopment at Trigg
beach has taken the shine off a marvellous project. The mayor. Adam Spagnolo, went on
to say that the council, in making the counteroffer, said it did not acknowledge any
liability to provide funds from the restaurant to the club. He is quoted in that article as
saying, "However, it was complying with the lands Minister's "conditions"." I remind
the House once again that Hon George Cash has said he simply did not apply any
conditions.
An article was carried in The West Australian on Monday, 16 August, headed "Force
claim on surf club". It appears that it is the view of not only me and councillors and
officers of the City of Stirling but also some sections of an independent media that force
has been in use here. The article reads -

Stirling city manager George Bray has said that Lands Minister George Cash
forced the council to come to a financial agreement with a local surf club.
Mr Bray's claim was revealed in a copy of an official tape of a confidential
Stirling City Council committee meeting on August 3. given to The West
Australian. His comment referred to a meeting he attended with Mayor Adam
Spagnolo on July 31. The meeting was convened by Mr Cash.
Council committee meetings are taped but not open to the public.
Mr Cash yesterday denied imposing any conditions on the council over the
development at Trigg Point, which includes a restaurant and new club mooms for
the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club.
Mr Cash agreed that he said the development would not be approved if an
agreement between the club and the council was not reached. However, he
denied forcing the council to give the club money.
He announced yesterday that although a resolution to the matter had not been
reached he had decided to go ahead with the preparation of the papers to allow the
development.
The July 31 meeting was also attended by Scarborough MLA George Strickland,
restaurant developer Colin Castensen and club representatives.
Mr Spagnolo has said that negotiations with the club over the development were
resolved a week before Mr Cash convened the meeting.

The Mayor, widely recognised as being an anti-Labor mayor and a mate of Hon George
Cash, accepts there is no conflict and no dispute. I wonder why Hon George Cash had to
call that meeting to resolve a dispute which the mayor of the City of Stirling said did not
exisL. The quote continues -

At the meeting, Mr Strickland, on behalf of the club, had said it wanted 40 per
cent of the $96,000 to be earned by the council from the restaurant lease.
Mr Spagnolo told the July 31 meeting it was the first he had heard of the dispute
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and Mr Strickland's proposal to resolve it. He said he would ask Stirling
councillors to consider giving the club 25 per cent of the money instead.

I believe that was not because they wanted to but because they wanted to get the matter
resolved, to get the jobs and to get the building completed. To continue -

The tape reveals that Mr Spagnolo was laughed at by those attending Mr Cash's
meeting when he said the council could consider giving the club 5 or 10 per cent
of the lease money if an agreement had to be inached to get development
approval.

He said that, even though he accepted that a condition was being applied by this Minister
for Lands. The item continues -

Mr Spagnolo also told the special meeting of councillors: "What we are dealing
with now is a new proposal .. . where we were more or less, you know don't
quote me, but we were more or less put in the corner and told the only way this
deal is going to go ahead is if 25 per cent of rental income is paid to the club."

That is not a bad condition which this Minister claims he did he not apply. I continue to
quote -

Mr Bray says later: "The Minister's current position is 'I don't care what happens
I'm simply not going to put forward the paperwork unless there is an agreement'
..our legal advice says that the Minister is under no obligation to the surf club

at all but he, for whatever reason, has decided to say 'Well look, that is the deal'."
This Minister is well known for his deals, particularly where they relate to the City of
Stirling. However, I will not go into those.
I conclude by saying that Hon George Cash has set out to heavy or bully the City of
Stirling. No doubt, in an effort to assist his mate, the Minister in this place has weighed
in, convened a meeting, got heavy with the members of the City of Stirling and then
decided to bully and intimidate them. Quite clearly, he has endeavoured to blackmail
them into agreeing to a condition that in this I-ouse he denied he applied. I am also quite
concerned that some weeks ago, the member for Scarborough in another place, made a
speech in which he said he had very grave concerns about the process that the City of
Stirling had entered into over the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club. He said several
weeks ago that he would be writing to the Minister for Local Government to seek a full
ministerial inquiry into those procedures. It is interesting to note that, despite his having
said that several weeks ago, by last week he still had not written to the Minister for Local
Government asking that that inquiry be conducted. I am concerned also because in
answer to a question I referred to earlier in my speech, Hon George Cash went on to say
that he too was considering referring some of these matters to the Minister for Local
Government for inquiry. That further indicates to me that this pair have embarked on
bullying and intimidation. Is it any wonder that 1, as Leader of the Opposition in this
House, have put forward a motion which suggests that the Leader of the House,
Hon George Cash has breached the high standards of integrity, honesty and credibility
expected of a Minister of the Crown? This House should censure him for not upholding
those high standards of integrity, honesty and credibility demanded of a Minister of the
Crown. I remind the House that we have moved this motion so that the Minister has
every opportunity to respond and refute the allegations I have made. We are giving him
a far better opportunity to do that than he gave Hon Joe Berinson. If I am wrong, I will
have the decency to apologise to Hon George Cash. However, I do not believe that I am
wrong. I believe that the facts that I have put before the House are substantiated by
documents that can be called for from the Minister's department, documents from the
City of Stirling and documents from the city's solicitor, Kott Gunning. All of the
evidence supports what I have said and I ask the House to support the motion.
HON REG DAVIES (North Metropolitan) [3.22 pm]: I do not believe that this is a
terribly vital or important motion. It is more of a time wasting motion as most of the
motions over the last few months have been. However, integrity is a very important part
of ministerial responsibility.
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Hon T.G. Butler: It is also a vital part of a member's responsibility.
Hon REG DAVIES: I endeavoured to keep an open mind throughout this issue as I did
last year when we debated a similar motion relating to the then Leader of the House,
Mr Berinson. During that debate, I weighed up the issues and voted in a fair and proper
way.
I wish to give a brief history of the City of Stirling. The City of Stirling is a very
competent and progressive municipality. However, it has always been a very fiercely
political council. When I was elected to the council to represent the Balga ward, I was
one of the first unaligned councillors to be elected. At that stage I had no political
affiliations. I had just finished 23 years in the Army and I felt that I wanted to do
something for my area at a local government level. I should add that the Liberal Party
sought me out not long after that and asked me to join. However, it was there that I first
encountered a councillor who also represented the Balga ward, Kevin Smith, who had
had a very long background in the Australian Labor Parry and who was always willing to
present the ALP's point of view -

Hon Sam Piantadosi: He was always honest about it.
Hon RHO DAVIES: If he could see any way of causing dissension among the Liberal
ranks, he would do it openly and publicly.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: And honestly.
Hon REQ DAVIES: I am not suggesting chat he was not honest. However, I am telling
the House that he is a longstanding member of the Labor Party.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I said earlier when the Leader of the Opposition was
introducing this motion that I did not intend tolerating any interjections an a serious
matter such as this. I do not comprehend why honourable members were not able to
understand what I said. I do not think that I should stand every time a new member starts
to speak to remind members of the rules. The rules ame the same as they were when I
referred to them earlier; that is, interjections during this debate will not be tolerated. I
recommend that members who wish to put a point of view on the matter take the
opportunity that will be available to them some time during the debate. In the meantime.
I repeat that which I have said so often: Members do not have to like or believe what
other members say in this place, but they have to listen. I ask the member who is
addressing the Chair to make sure that his report on the history of the City of Stirling
eventually gets around to the motion.
Hon RHO DAVIES: I will spend the next few minutes addressing every aspect of the
motion. However, it is important that members be aware of the political history of the
City of Stirling. It is an important history. It has made the council work extremely well
and it has benefited the 168 000 ratepayers of that area for many years. Mr Smith, who I
sat next to at council meetings, found it very difficult to combat me and was asked to
leave the council. A very well known person, Mr Barry Britton, was resurrected and
spent a few months representing the Balga ward until Mr Smith came back. He is again
in full political swing.
Yesterday, I took the oppontunity of ringing the Mayor of the City of Stirling because I
was not familiar with this issue. When I saw on the Notice Paper the motion of censure
against the Leader of the Government, I considered it to be a serious issue and I thought
it was proper that I should go to the top, so to speak, and speak to Councillor Adam
Spagnolo. He made it clear to me that he was happy to have his name mentioned and for
the conversations to be referred to in the debate in the Parliament. He also made it clear
that he was a personal friend of the Leader of the Government in this House and a good
friend of the Leader of the Opposition.
Hon Graham Edwards: I emphatically deny that. I assure the House that Hon Reg
Davies is wrong. I do not like the bloke and I want nothing to do with him.
Hon REQ DAVIES: Councillor Spagnolo is a former member of the Labor Party.
Referring to the political nature of the City of Stirling, I asked the mayor about the
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current political situation of that council. He told me that, as I was probably aware, there
are now 15 councillors instead of 13 as there were when I was there, He said seven are
ALP members and seven are conservatives and then said, "You know, Reg, I have never
known where I stand; I guess I can be called an Independent." He does not align himself
with any party at the moment but the situation may be different next week.
One of the reasons I was elected to the City of Stirling was that I opposed the goings on
in the City of Stirling about the Chinese restaurant affair in which a Minister, members of
Parliament and councillors were involved. The matter related to a restaurant in
Nollarnara, which is in the Balga ward, and certain criteria relating to planning approvals
for that restaurant and a Chinese restaurant in ALP headquarters. When I considered this
issue, I thought it was a pay back by Mr Smith to the Liberals for that affair. He feels he
has a- foot in the door now. He thinks the Minister for Lands is doing a similar thing to
that which people were doing in the l980s. I asked the mayor to let me know exactly
what happened in the lead-up to the present situation.
[Resolved, that the motion be continued.]
Hon REQ DAVIES: The mayor told me that Hon George Cash had called a meeting
because he held concerns about the deal between the council and the Trigg Island Surf
Life Saving Club for the restaurant to be built in the area. The Minister sent the mayor a
message saying he would like to meet with him. There was nothing secretive about that;
in fact, I understand that Councillor Kevin Smith complimented Mr Cash for calling the
meeting. He has been one of the more critical members of that meeting. Present at the
meeting were Mr Strickland, MLA, member for Scarborough; Mr Johnson, MLA,
member for Whitford; Hon George Cash; Mr Tim Hillyard, a member of Mr Cash's staff;
Mr Whyte, manager of council buildings for the City of Stirling; Mr George Bray, city
manager of the City of Stirling; Mr Adam Spagnolo, Mayor of City of Stirling; and
representatives of the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club and the people building the
restaurant. Mr Cash, having called the meeting, also chaired it. At the meeting the
mayor publicly complimented the Minister for taking the initiative of calling a meeting
between the two parties. He saw Mr Cash as being the mediator at the meeting. He
understood that a problem had arisen and said that as he understood matters he would not
sign the document until those problems were ironed out.
Hon Graham Edwards: How does that then rest with Mayor Spagnolo's comments to the
Stirling Times which reported yesterday that he said there was no conflict?
Hon REQ DAVIES: I suggest that the Leader of the Opposition go to his friend and
buddy, Mayor Spagnolo, and ask him. I am letting the House know what occurred during
the telephone conversation between the Mayor of the City of Stirling and me yesterday.
The mayor said to me he was unaware of any problems. He was a little critical of
Mr Strickland, whom he said he felt had pushed Mr Cash into a corner and got him to
take action fairly quickiy.
The way I see it, the biggest problem was that the Department of Land Administration
and the City of Stirling's officers were putting this deal together without council approval
and knowledge. This is always a problem. As members are probably aware, councillors
serve in a voluntary capacity and have jobs during the day. It is often left to the officers
of the council to carry out the day to day business. The officers of the City of Stirling
believed they were doing the right thing in putting this deal together and were going to
report back to the council at the appropriate committee meeting until the political aspects
came into play and our good friend Councillor Smith saw an opportunity to get into the
picture and get his name in the Press once again.
Mayor Spagnolo made it clear to me that at no stage during the meeting did Minister
Cash mention finances, although he did say that Mr Whyte, an officer of the City of
Stirling who recorded the Minister's remarks, mentioned that in the minutes. They tried
to reach a resolution at the meeting that 40-per cent of the money involved would go into
foreshore development. Mr Bray, the city manager, and Mayor Spagnolo had a separate
meeting to one side with Minister Cash. The mayor and the city manager were not happy
with that 40 per cent figure and finally a general agreement was reached between the
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three that 25 per cent of the money would be put into foreshore development. Therefore,
agreement was reached between those three people, and the mayor was to take that
agreement to council at the next opportunity. He did so at the next Tuesday's council
meeting, where a counteroffer was arrived at.
The city decided that 25 per cent of the funds would be used to set up a miust fund for the
leased area and that would involve certain restrictions on the Trigg Island Surf Life
Saving Club. Involved was $96 000 a year annual rental from the restaurant. Of that
amount, 25 per cent was to go to the surf lifesaving club and as a result the club would
forgo its annual $3 000 donation from the City of Stirling and $3 500 towards a leased
vehicle, which was a buy and use City of Stirling grant. In addition, maintenance of the
area was to become the responsibility of the lifesaving club along with insurance
payments for the area, both of which were to be met from that 25 per cent figure. What
was left in the miust fund could be used by the club. The idea of the trust fund was that it
would be an incentive, If the lifesaving club looked after the area and kept maintenance
costs low and looked after its vehicle so that the lease changeover cost less, the club
would be left with more money in the kitty.
It appears that the Minister called that meeting because of concerns he held and because
he wanted to find out from those involved what were their concerns. When he became
aware of those concerns he put a reasonable solution, as I understand it, to those
concerned and said he would not sign the relevant documents until agreement was
reached between the parties. I believe that showed ministerial responsibility. The
Minister did not ignore his position as a Minister of the Crown or lower its standard of
integrity, honesty or credibility. The Minister was a person doing his job. Difficulties
can arise when one meets people with personal agendas at the local government level
who are trying to promote their cause, but we will always have those sorts of people with
us. From the outset I saw this matter as such a situation. The Leader of the Opposition is
misdirected with his motion, which I do not support.
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [3.39 pm]:
Without question, the proposition put by the Leader of the Opposition embodied some of
the weakest arguments I have ever heard in this House.
Hon T.G. Butler: We should have had the tape played back to you from last year when
you attacked Hon Joe Bed nson.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Mr Rudler, I am dealing with a motion now before the House.
The genesis of this motion is that it attempts to put Hon Graham Edwards in some
positive light among his Opposition colleagues, because he knows that he is not a leader
at all and that he must put up this type of motion and make the accusations chat he has in
an attempt to grab a headline in order to gamner the support of the people who sit behind
him.
I say quite emphatically that at no time did I ever impose a condition on the City of
Stirling to enter into a financial arrangement with the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club
in respect of the exclusive restaurant built on an A class reserve at Trigg Point. I will run
through a little of the history of the development. It is important for members to know
that the new $4m building that is nearing completion at Trigg Point is, in fact, built
across a number of reserves; that is, it crosses boundaries. Members may say that that in
itself sounds strange, and they would be right in that asserton.
Hon Peter Foss: It sounds negligent.
Hon GEORGE CASH: It may sound negligent, but without question it is built across
boundaries.
Hon Graham Edwards: It reflects on officers of the department to say it is negligent.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I do not know why, but as soon as a new speaker start
members seem to forget that the same rules apply. I ask members to refrain from putting
forward their points of view at this stage. As soon as the Minister sits down they will
have ample opportunity to comment on whatever they like.
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Hon GEORGE CASH: The major part of the building is built on a reserve which has
been set aside for the purpose of "surf lifesaving club, (Trigg Island)" and is vested in the
City of Stirling with power to lease for periods up to 21 years. Other reserves adjoining
that one are a reserve for recitation vested in the City of Stirling and a class A reserve for
the purpose of conservation of dunes, education and passive recreation vested in the City
of Stirling. Another reserve vested in the City of Stirling for the purpose of recreation is
in the near vicinity.
What occurred at Trigg Point was that the City of Stirling gained some windfall funds
from the Commonwealth Government which, I might say, should be interpreted as a
payoff by the Federal Labor Government to the Federal seat of Stirling - that is, the
former member for Stirling, Ron Edwards - to try to ensure that he would hold his seat at
the last Federal election. The Federal Government gave the City of Stirling a substantial
grant and it was decided by, firstly, I understand, certain officers at the City of Stirling
that a proportion of that money should be used to build an exclusive restaurant on the
land that had been vested for surf lifesaving club purposes.
Hon Peter Foss: How on earth can one do that?
Hon GEORGE CASH: Technically, one cannot do it. In fact, if any ordinary person
attempted to build a commercial building - an exclusive restaurant - on a reserve without
the express permission of at least the Minister, but I would expect probably the
Parliament, it would seem to me that they would be in all sorts of trouble.
Hon Graham Edwards: You are not building an argument against retrospectivity. are
you?
Hon GEORGE CASH: The hatred of Hon Graham Edwards for the Trigg Island Surf
Life Saving Club is well known. I do not know whether it is philosophically based or
whether it relies on the arguments he has had with various personalities at the club, but
certainly his hatred for them is well known and well recognised.
Hon Graham Edwards: Can you document any of that?
Hon GEORGE CASH: It is well known, and the member knows the situation. The fact
is that the City of Stirling has gone ahead and built this exclusive restaurant on the site
that was set aside for surf lifesaving purposes and, in so doing, has pushed the Trigg
Island Surf Life Saving Club to the back of the site, so to speak, by building the exclusive
restaurant on the front portion.
Hon Peter Foss: That is outrageous.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Quite clearly, that has caused some conflict between the surf
lifesaving club and certain officers of the City of Stirling. and that conflict, which
Mr Edwards claims does not exist, has existed for quite some time.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He has been promoting it.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm
Hon GEORGE CASH: Significant conflict existed between the Trigg Island Surf Life
Saving Club and officers of the City of Stirling. All evidence pointed to the fact that the
council might not have been kept fully advised of the animosity which had built up
between certain officials of the council and officials or members of the lifesaving club.
At least one member of the club said to me that he believed the club had been pushed out
of the way by City of Stirling officials, particularly by Mr Geoff Whyte who I understand
had the carriage of these dealings assisted by Mr George Bray. The club believed that
Mr Whyte was not listening to its concerns and was prepared to bulldoze the club at any
cost so he could achieve the exclusive restaurant on the reserve vested for the club.
Hon Peter Foss: It sounds high-handed and improper to me.
Hon GEORGE CASH: It was; no wonder there was conflict between same members of
the club and officers of the city, as this was not an unreasonable outcome from that type
of treatment, Irrespective of Hon Graham Edwards' claims that no conflict existed - I
assume he obtained his information from Stirling councillors - in my mind there was
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clear conflict between the club and the city. Therefore, someone had to find out exactly
what was going on. Apart from representations made to me by members of the club, one
of whom said that he believed that the club was being screwed by the city -

Hon Reg Davies: What does that mean?
Hon N.E. Moore: It is not nice.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I think it means that pressure was being exerted on the club to
fall into line so that it was not a nuisance and did not ask the city to take into
consideration the fact that the reserve was vested for a surf lifesaving club.
Hon T.G. Butler: It means that your informants are crude.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us stop giving our interpretations of words. I am
becoming rather concerned about such new fangled expressions being used in the House.
Hon GEORGE CASH: When I was advised by club members that they were singularly
unimpressed by the way the city officers were dealing with the matter at Trigg Point, I
advised them that I was really not aware of the facts of the matter. However, I confirmed
to them that the member for Scarborough, Mr George Strickland, had drawn my attention
to his grave concerns regarding what the City of Stirling was doing at Trigg Point and the
conduct of certain city officials. The member for Scarborough made a speech to the
Parliament on I July this year on this matter in which he referred to the dealings at Trigg
Point as the "Stirling Inc" proposal. He said it was almost a son or daughter of the WA
Inc dealings we saw in this town conducted by the Labor Party and the Labor
Government.
Hon Peter Foss: It seems to have the same disregard for the law.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Exactly. I was later advised by the member for Whitfordl,
Mr Rob Johnson, that a constituent had entered into a contract with the City of Stirling to
lease an exclusive restaurant at Trigg Point. He said that the restaurateur had been told
by the city that he could not gain access to the premises because, somehow or other, I
would not sign the necessary papers to change the vesting order of the reserve. I told
Mr Johnson that I had had earlier complaints about die conduct of the Stirling officials
but, again, that I was not aware of all the facts.
I decided to call all relevant parties to a meeting on the site as soon as it could be
arranged. In that way everyone involved could stand in the same room and tell me their
problems. Accordingly, on the morning of Saturday, 31 July a meeting was held at the
Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club attended by the persons listed by Hon Reg Davies. I
am not sure whether Mr Davies mentioned Colin Castensen. the restaurant proprietor;
Mr Johnson; the president of the surf club; and the chairman of the council building
committee.
Firstly, I said that I did not claim to be aware of all the facts of the situation. I then
advised the meeting that its purpose was for me to make myself better equipped to
understand the alleged conflict and waning between the parties. I then said I would
invite each group to put their case in front of the others. In that way no question could be
raised that a party did not know what another was saying. Therefore, each party could
speak and the others could agree or disagree.
Hon Peter Foss: Very Solomon-like.
Hon GEORGE CASH: That was done. Clearly conflict existed between the City of
Stirling and the surf club. In fact, at one stage Mr Bray, the city manager, spoke, and I
said to him, "I don't want the meeting to develop into an argument about who is right and
who is wrong. I am trying to ascertain the facts of the matter so that I may, in due
course, make a decision on what action should be taken." Early in the proceedings, as
Mr Bray spoke, heated responses arose. He moderated his tone and outlined the position
of the City of Stirling as he saw it. However, it became obvious to me that no resolution
would occur that day if the warring parties were left to their own devices. The mayor
attended in the same capacity as me; that is, as a person wanting to increase his
understanding of the dispute. He was keen to find out what was going on. I took the

2725



mayor aside for a few minutes and said that there was no way the parties would reach any
resolution unless they moderated their positions and commonsense prevailed. At no
stage did I suggest I would be imposing a condition involving some financial
arrangement between the club and the City of Stirling. The mayor agreed we should try
to separate the parties to speak to them individually and to try to get them to either
moderate their position or at least resolve the obvious conflict that existed; that did occur.
During the meeting, separate meetings took place in the same room, where people stood
aside for five or 10 minutes to try to sort out their differences.
I will put in its proper context Hon Grahamn Edwards' mention of some notes that were
taken of the meeting. The person who was taking the notes was not a party to those
individual meetings. He listened to the general meeting as it took place, but certainly
was not a party to any of the individual agreements.
Hon Graham Edwards: That is a bit like Hansard.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I would dispute that because at least Mansard is an accurate
record of what is said. I made that situation clear later when I visited the City of Stirling
after Hon Graham Edwards' friend Kevin Smith, who was rightly described by Hon Reg
Davies as a political person who would be out to cause trouble any day of week -

Hon Graham Edwards: What would Trevor Clarey say? I might quote him shortly.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The notes did not reflect what I said at that meeting. When I
visited the City of Stirling I told the councillors that I was unsure whether that was a
deliberate misrepresentation by an officer of the city or a misunderstanding. I left it at
that, but I made it clear that the notes did not represent what I had said.
Hon Peter Foss: The straight legal position was that the City of Stirling very kindly built
a $4m clubhouse for the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club, so any departure from that
would be extremely generous.
Hon GEORGE CASH: That may have been the legal position, but whether it was the
intended position of the City of Stirling or indeed the club remains to be seen.
Hon Peter Foss: Obviously it was not.
Hon GEORGE CASH: That is quite so; it might have been the outcome. The Leader of
the Opposition made great play of saying that he was relying on notes of a meeting taken
by a city official by the name of Geoff Whyte. Hon Graham Edwards said that the
mninutes had been agreed to by me.
Hon Graham Edwards: I said "by your office". Do not misrepresent what I said.
Hon G3EORGE CASH: Does the Leader of the Opposition accept they were not agreed to
by me?
Hon Graham Edwards: I accept they were agreed to by your office, or are they wrong
too? They were confirmed by your office as being correct.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Does that in itself imply that I had knowledge of the minutes or
the notes?
Hon Graham Edwards: I would have thought that a responsible Minister would make
sure that before his staff, public servants in this State, confirmed anything they would
first check with the Minister. That is the way I would have done it, and if Hon George
Cash did not do that he was not acting responsibly.
Hon GEORGE CASH: What Hon Graham Edwards fails to realise is that the notes of
the meeting arrived in my office when I was not in my office. They were read by one of
my officers; he understood there was some urgency in responding to the City of Stirling,
so he read them and to the best of his belief they appeared to be the general thrust of what
was said at the time meeting. He rang the city and said they appeared to be the general
thrust of what was said, or words to that effect. Mr Edwards did not tell the House today
that my officer said to the City of Stirling official, Geoff Whyte, that his Minister had not
had an opportunity to see the notes of the meeting because his Minister was not there at
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the time. In fact, I received the notes of the meeting some days later; I think it was
Friday, 6 August.
Hon Peter Foss: Did Mr Edwards know this and suppress it, or is it that he just does not
know?
Hon GEORGE CASH: I do not know whether he was trying to suppress it. I received
the notes at 5.15 pm on 6 August. Just to confirm that I had not seen the earlier notes I
asked my officer to let me know why it was reported in the newspaper that they had been
agreed to by me. A memorandum from Tim Hillyani headed "Trigg Surf Club - "West
Australian' Article August 10, 1993" states -

The article in today's "West Australian" is both incorrect and misleading. The
reference to 'an advisor to Mr Cash' must be referring to myself. However, I did
not attend the special Council meeting as reported.
In respect of the reference to Minutes being correct I recall that a set of Minutes
or dot point summary of contributions by various speakers at the meeting held on
site on Saturday July 31, 1993 were faxed to me on or about August 2 or 3, 1993.
The summary was a number of pages long and whilst not quoting verbatim each
speaker, on a brief overview it reflected the thrust of the discussions. I
telephoned Mr Whyte at the City of Stirling to confirm my personal view that the
summary generally reflected what was said. [ did however advise that it had not
been possible to have them considered by you.

He means me, as the Minister. The memorandum continues -

There was some urgency on the part of the Council (as I recall) for the "Minutes"
to be circulated in preparation for the proposed Council meeting that was to be
held upon receipt of a further submission from the Trigg Island Surf Club on the
Tuesday (August 3. 1993). This was one of the Saturday meeting outcomes.
I was not present at all the discussions held with the various groups on the
Saturday morning and I therefore maintain that the "Minutes" faxed to me were,
on face of it, a reasonably accurate reflection of the meeting where you stated that
you would not sign the various documents required to regularise matters until the
Council and Surf Club resolved their dispute.
The issue of rental sharing was one matter raised, but you may recall I suggested
to yourself and the Mayor (apart from the others) -

He means "away" from the others. It continues -

- that Council could consider funding the Club fit-out on an one-off cost basis as
opposed to access to part of the rental from the Restaurant.
The rental sharing issue was, I recall, raised in the first instance by Mr Strickland,
(not yourself), then by the Club and was subsequently taken up by the Mayor.
Mr Spagnolo in attempting to be conciliatory. Your reference to rental sharing
was as such the issue of consolidating the views put by speakers at the meeting, in
the context of a finding a resolution to the dispute.
Your position was not one of any particular outcome, but simply a resolution to
the dispute.
I am not particularly overjoyed by the "West" article, which indicates both
attendance at and participation in a special Council meeting seemingly
undermining you. It is not fair, but given disputes often involve differing
perceptions of events, perhaps it is understandable.
I am also concerned that my return to DOLA next week could, as a result of the
article, be seen as politically motivated and reflect poorly on both yourself and
myself.

The letter is signed by Tim Hillyard and dated 10 August 1993. Clearly, any suggestion
by Hon Graham Edwards that I saw the notes of the meeting or that I agreed to the
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content of the notes of that meeting is absolutely false. It misrepresents the issue and
attempts to mislead the House. I repeat, Mr Tim Hillyard in his letter to me on 10 August
in part stated that he advised the city that it had not been possible to have the minutes
considered by me. I confirm that they were banded to me on 6 August 1993 about
5.15 pm.
Hon Peter Foss: You should call on the Leader of the Opposition to say whether he knew
that recommendation was made.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The Leader of the Opposition has demonstrated by his comments
that he is not fully informed about what occurred at those meetings. He was not present
and was not a party to the discussions; however, he finds it convenient to attempt to
denigrate me because I went out of my way to draw the warring parties together so that I
could ascertain just what was going on at that place so that a determination could be
made to allow the restaurant lessee to get on with his job. That was the only interest he
had in the premises.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: How did Mr Hillyard get it wrong; is he incompetent?
Hon GEORGE CASH: No; I do not believe he is incompetent at all. In fact, he has
served a number of Lands Ministers during his period as a ministerial officer and is very
competent. He acknowledges that he was not a party to all of the meetings. He also
acknowledges that comments I made were a consolidation of the views put forward by
the other parties. It must be understood that when nine or 10 people are present in a
room and they are asked for their views, as the person seeking the facts and their advice I
would consolidate their views at some stage to say that that was what I understood or
believed to be the position. That is what Mr 1-illyard was saying. Any reflection by
Hon Alannafi MacTiernan on Mr Hillyard is a disgrace because he is a competent public
servant. For the honourable member to denigrate him brings her to the same level as
Hon Graham Edwards.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: I am not trying to do that; I am trying to work out how a
member of your staff got it wrong.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I have given the honourable members a bit of leeway;
however, before I know where I am it develops into a large scale brawl. I am not in the
mood for a large scale brawl; I would rather listen to just the Leader of the House.
Hon GEORGE CASH: As I understand it, following the meeting on Saturday, 31 July at
which time the club had indicated to the mayor and the city manager that it intended to
put a submission to the city - the mayor and city manager acknowledged that any
submission would be referred to the council - a meeting of the council occurred on either
the Monday or the Tuesday night of the following week. I am unsure of the day. A
record of the discussions was kept at that meeting, and it is from those records that
Hon Graham Edwards has quoted in part. However, he has failed to recognise, whether
wilfully or not, that the comments made by the city manager appear to be based on the
notes of the meeting taken by Mr Geoff Whyte. I assume that the city manager believed
them to be reasonably correct. I also suggest that the city manager would not have
known at that time that I had not seen the minutes, and that I disputed the accuracy of
them as they reflected on my comments at the meeting. Hon Graham Edwards has not
told the House that when I became aware that an interpretation was being put in place on
the meeting held on 31 July at the surf club that I somehow imposed a condition on the
city to reach an agreement with the club - that is, a financial arrangement with the club - I
spoke to the mayor and said that I would like the opportunity to address the councillors
because I thought I should clearly state my position and that councillors should be given
an opportunity to ask questions of me. The mayor later sent a message to my office that I
would be received by the council at approximately 6.30 pm on Tuesday. 10 August.
I attended the council meeting. I think all councillors were present; there were certainly a
lot of them. I advised the council in no uncertain terms that I was not imposing any
condition whatsoever on the council for it to come to a financial arrangement with the
club. During the discussions I had with the councillors, one particular councillor tried to
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impress on me that he believed the arrangements that were being proposed with the club
were satisfactory to the city and to the club. I made the point to that councillor that I was
not interested in any financial arrangements that were being made. My job was to ask the
city and the club to see commonsense so chat the issue could be resolved. The meeting
with the councillors was particularly worthwhile. I learnt from the councillors directly
their position about the surf club, and I will explain later some of the things I did
subsequent to that meeting.
So that the record is as accurate as I can make it - I will have to be forgiven if the dates I
am quoting are a day each way; I will have them checked by a calendar later - on
10 August 1993, prior to my going to the City of Stirling, I wrote to the mayor in the
following terms -

His Worship the Mayor
Cr A A Spagnolo
City of Stirling
Civic Place
STIRLING WA
Dear Mr Mayor
I write in respect of the dispute which has been drawn to my attention between
the City of Stirling and the Trigg Surf Life Saving Club in respect to the
restaurant and Club premises currently under construction at Trigg.
Following our meeting held at the Trigg Surf Club on Saturday 31 July 1993 I
wish to reiterate that any dispute existing between the City and the Club, and the
dispute which exists between the proposed lessee and the City should be resolved
by the respective panies.
As inister for Lands I have not and will not set any conditions involving
financial arrangements in respect of the resolution of outstanding matters between
the parties.
As I stated at the on-site meeting, the purpose of the meeting was to enable me to
better understand the nature of the dispute between the parties and I gave the clear
understanding that I wanted the parties to resolve their differences to enable me to
consider the various matters which will have to be dealt with in redefining reserve
boundaries and considering the changes to the purpose of various reserves.
In re-confirming that it was not my intention to attach any conditions involving
the finances of the City or the Club I also advise that the notes of the meeting
relating to my comments were written by an officer of the City of Stirling, who
was not present during all of the discussions with the various parties, and do not
in my view represent an accurate account of the statements attributed to me or the
spirit of the meeting which was called by me to assess the differences between the
City and the Club which needed to be settled.
I enclose a copy of an answer to a question asked in the Legislative Council on
Thursday, 5 August, 1993, which in my view indicates the spirit of my decision to
convene the earlier meeting.
Should you consider it appropriate I would be prepared to meet with yourself and
or the Council at your convenience to address this matter further.

Thlat is signed by me. I attended a meeting at the City of Stirling at 6.30 that night and
told the councillors that it was not my intention to impose any conditions at all. It seems
to me the only reason Hon Graham Edwards wants to claim that I imposed some
financial conditions on the city is to generate some ill feeling or ill will between either
me and the City of Stirling or me and the club. I am not a parry to the dispute as far as I
am concerned; it is between the city and the club, and the city and the restaurateur, and
they must resolve their differences. I left the City of Stirling having gained more of an
insight into the situation than had been represented to me by Mr Whyte and Mr Bray at
the meeting on Saturday 31 July. I spoke the next day to an officer in my department and
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told him it was important that the restaurateur be given some consideration because he
appeared to have been left out of the considerations in this matter. Even though I
believed there was an unenforceable agreement between the city and the restaurateur,
given certain commitments made by officers of DOLA to the City of Stirling, I felt I had
an obligation to consider changing the purpose of the reserve. That could be done by
Executive Council minute and, in due course, by way of a Reserves Bill. The boundaries
of the various reserves could be redefined so that the surf club building and the exclusive
restaurant did not encroach upon other reserves. The officer to whom I spoke confirmed
that it was appropriate action to take and, in fact, he wrote to the director of the land
operations division of the Department of Land Administration in the following terms on
12 August -

The Hon Minister has withheld approval to the submission dated May 24', 1993 to
include a clause in the Reserves Bill to amend Class "A" Reserve 32559 and
declassify Class "A" Reserve No 27060 to enable anmendmuents to Class "C"
Reserve No 28477 (Surf and Lifesaving Club Site).
Formal approval has been withheld pending resolution of the dispute between the
Surf Club and City of Stirling.
However, the Hion Minister has asked that the necessary administrative actions be
urgently taken to:

a) prepare a clause and notice of motion in the form of an amendment
to be moved by the Minister for Lands during the Committee stage
of the present Reserves Bill, approved by Cabinet on July 21,
1993, in the terms of your May 24, 1993 Minute.

b) prepare EXCO paprs to amend the current purpose of Class "C"
2847? to "Surf Life Saving Club, Beach Facilities and Restaurant"
to enable the restaurant and club buildings to be leased.

Whilst the Minister has not formally approved these actions, he has advised
Cabinet and received informal approval to move an amendment to the Reserves
Bill, upon being advised by the City of Stirling that the dispute has been resolved.
As you are aware the Minister is most unhappy with the manner in which this
matter has been handled by all parties to date and will reserve his formal approval
for the time being to these actions.
Should you require any clarification, please do not hesitate to contact me.
TIM I-IILLYARD
A/POLICY OFFICER (LANDS)

Subsequent to that, and certainly notwithstanding any agreement that may or may not
have been reached between the City of Stirling and the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving
Club, I signed an Exco minute which I will read -

I . issue an Order in Council, under Section 34B(1) of the Land Act 1933,
revoking the Order in Council gazetted on 15 March 1991 vesting Reserve
No- 28477 (Swan Location 8166) in the City of Stirling for the designated
purpose of "Surf Life Saving Club Site Trigg Island".

2. approve, under Section 37 of the said Act, of the purpose of Reserve No.
28477 (Swan Location 8166) being changed from "Surf Life Saving Club
Site Trigg Island" to "Surf Life Saving Club, Beach Facilities and
Restaurant".

I sent a copy of that document and a covering letter to the Mayor of the City of Stirling
yesterday. I understand from Hon Graham Edwards' comments that the city council
.reached some agreement last night with the club. My letter was sent before any
agreement was reached and I again confirm that no condition was attached by me in
respect of financial arrangements between the club and the city council.
Hon Graham Edwards also found it convenient to refer to a number of press articles and
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to read various quotes attributed to the Mayor of the City of Stirling, Councillor Adam
Spagnolo. I will read a quotation from page 9 of The West Australian of Saturday,
7 August 1993 -

City Mayor Adam Spagnolo said he didn't believe Mr Cash was forcing the
council to pay the club, although he was of the belief the council should make
some contribution to it.

That clearly is an indication that the mayor, who attended the meeting on 31 July - let us
remember Hon Graham Edwards was not at that meeting - did not think I was attempting
to force the council to pay the club any proceeds from the moneys to be received by the
council from the restaurateur. Hon Graham Edwards found it convenient to say in his
opening statements that the process of governmetnt was corrupted. That no doubt was
said to try to attract some headline.
Hon Peter Foss: It is an abuse of the privilege of the House.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I did not take a point of order at the time because I wanted to se
how far Hon Graham Edwards wanted to go. In my view the process of government was
not corrupted.
Hon Graham Edwards: In my view it was.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Graham Edwards was not at the meeting so he does not
know what happened. He is relying on some of his political mates who would love to
sledge me.
Hon Graham Edwards: Is Trevor Clarey one of my mates or one of yours?
Hon GEORGE CASH: That is something for Hon Graham Edwards to determine.
Hon Graham Edwards: I will quote from him and we shall then see that he is not one of
my mates.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Please do so. The member found it convenient to use those
words -

Hon Graham Edwards: I reiterate them.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am sure he does. However, he did not say that Councillor
Kevin Smith and I clashed many years ago over the Chinese restaurant affair in
Nollainara.
Hon T.G. Butler: That was not political.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Tomn Butler may say it was not political, but I was totally
opposed to the construction of that restaurant at the time. The building was to be a
Chinese restaurant and branch headquarters for the Australian Labor Party.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: It was not; it was my electorate office.
Hon GEORGE CASH: It was later the member's electorate office when the City of
Stirling refused to allow the planning process to be corrupted by Ministers in the Labor
Government. The City of Stirling refused to budge on that matter, and [-was the person
who took the lead in that fight. I said it was not on and would never be on. Members
will know that it did not become the premises that the Australian Labor Party wanted it to
be at the time.
I have come into conflict with Councillor Kevin Smith on numerous occasions. He is not
a person whom I respect. He is not someone who I believe can be trusted. To use the
words used by Hon Graham Edwards earlier in reflecting upon me, I say to the House
that, as far as I am concerned, Councillor Kevin Smith is a person who is dishonest in the
manner in which he presents things, in that they often have a political flavour and taint
and are designed to denigrate or sledge his political opponents. I am sure that Councillor
Smith knows my views about him.
The other point that needs to be raised is that Hon Graham Edwards referred to brown
paper bag politics. If we go back over the last 10 years and look closely at the Chinese
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restaurant affair, we find an Australian Labor Party and Labor Government in this State
which, as shown in the royal commission, seemed to specialise in brown paper bag
politics.
Hon Graham Edwards: A commission whose recommendations you now seek to run
away from.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Graham Edwards was a member of that Government. He
said nothing when the funds of all the Labor Party's rich mates were channelled into the
party so that members opposite could win various elections.
Hon Graham Edwards: I am not involved in any criminal defamation; you are.
Remember that.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Graham Edwards is dead right. I certainly am. One of the
things that concerns me is that I believe Hon Graham Edwards is trying, for reasons of
his own, to place that case in jeopardy. I do not know why he is doing that.
Hon Graham Edwards: Rubbish!
Hon GEORGE CASH: This matter is before the courts. It is an important matter.
Hon Graham Edwards: I do not believe you are serious.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I question why Hon Graham Edwards raised this matter.
Hon Graham Edwards: I am pointing out that it is not me who is involved in criminal
defamation, but you.

Point of Order
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: The Leader of the Opposition well knows that a case is pending
in the Supreme Court I find that reprehensible. This is the third time in my short time in
this House that I have heard that matter referred to. I ask you, Mr Deputy President, to
give a clear and concise direction to the Leader of the Opposition to stop using the yellow
cloak of parliamentary privilege to ensure that the Leader of the House does not get the
best possible action and result in that pending court action.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): I cannot uphold the point of order
because what the Leader of the Opposition is saying is unlikely to prejudice legal action.
However, I fail to see the relevance of his comments to the debate. I ask all members to
get back to the content of the motion.

Debate Resumed

Hon GEORGE CASH: The reason that I mention the reference to brown paper bag
politics is to make it very clear to this House that if anyone ever knew anything about
brown paper bag politics, Hon Graham Edwards was part of a Government that was
shown in the royal commission to be involved in that sort of behaviour.
Hon Graham Edwards: I was found by the royal commission to be a credible person, and
if you want to go back and check it, you can.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I am pleased about that. Hon Graham Edwards says that he was
found to be a credible person.
Hon Graham Edwards: I did not say that. The royal commission said that.
Hon GEORGE CASH: The argument presented by Hon Graham Edwards is one of the
weakest arguments I have ever heard put to this House. He has attempted to use the
procedures of this House to bolster his flagging position within his own ranks.
Yesterday, Hon Graham Edwards was not even in the House. Hon John Halden was the
acting Leader of the Opposition -

Hon Doug Wenn: He did a good job, too.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes, I thought so too. If Hon Graham Edwards does not get that
huge chip of wood off his shoulder, it seems to me he will not be Leader of the
Opposition here for much longer.
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This motion is a motion of convenience to try to bolster the position of the Leader of the
Opposition. It has not been substantiated with fact. The facts that I have presented to the
House show that I acted in a most honourable way, and that I attempted to resolve a
dispute between wanring parties.
Hon Peter Foss: Almost in a lenient way.
Hon GEORGE CASH: Indeed. I have already taken administrative action to try to right
the wrongs that have occurred as a result of the City of Stirling's actions on the Trigg
Island Surf Club reserve. In respect of whether there should be an inquiry, I have not put
that aside forever and ever. I will consult with the member for Scarborough, who first
raised the matter in another place in early July. and determine with him whether we
should have a ministerial inquiry to find out exactly what certain officers of the City of
Stirling have done in respect of the building on that reserve.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: What about consulting with the other members of North
Metropolitan Region?
Hon GEORGE CASH: Hon Sam Piantadosi is probably less informed about this matter
than Hon Graham Edwards. The facts as alleged by Hon Graham Edwards show clearly
that he is not informed at all. I ask the House to reject this motion so that we can get on
with the business of the House. In respect of the Leader of the Opposition's flagging
position in his party, let that be a matter which he takes up with his own people outside
this House.
HON P.R. LIGHTFOOT (North Metropolitan) [4.47 pm]: In the time that I spent in
the other place, I thought that the bringing before the House of this kind of nefarious
motion had finished. I thought that had died with the tenure of the Burke and Dowding
Governments. It is obviously alive and well up here, and I find that rather disturbing.
Words like, "the Leader of the House blackmailed Stirling City Council", and the words
which the Leader of the Opposition used in his initial comments, amc not only totally
inaccurate but also unsupported. They are not corroborated by any of his own members.
They have been rebutted by the Independent member, Hon Reg Davies, and by the
Leader of the House, who has offered evidence in that rebuttal. The serious accusations
that the Leader of the Opposition has made have not stood up. He knows they will not
succeed. That is why this motion is nefarious and evil in its intent. That is why the
Leader of the Opposition well knows that if he said these things outside the House and
repeated them, that would be criminal defamation. By using the yellow cloak of
parliamentary privilege in this House, the Leader of the Opposition brings this House into
disrepute. I have heard him say this on several occasions since I have been here, and I
find it very disturbing.
This House is called the senior House or upper House. There is nothing senior about this
place when spurious arguments of this kind, ini the form of this degrading motion, are
brought to this House. The Leader of the Opposition is laughing about the serious
accusations he has made. He thinks the motion is a joke, but I assure him it is not. This
sort of behaviour should be condemned. He knows the motion has little chance of
success but he hopes it will receive media attention. He used words such as "breached
the high standards of integrity, honesty and credibility". fancy the Leader of the
Opposition saying that. He is the person who has breached our high standards of
integrity, honesty and credibility, yet he has the temerity to ask the House to censure the
Leader of the House. The Leader of the Opposition should be censured for having
moved this nefarious motion. It is a motion which degrades and brings into disrepute this
House. The Leader of the Opposition has used the time of this House in this most
unseemly fashion knowing that his motion has no chance whatsoever of succeeding. The
Leader of the Opposition should be condemned for having breached the high standards of
integrity, honesty and credibility expected of a leader in this place.
HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition)
[4.51 pm]: I offer Hon Ross Lightfoot some comfort, and let him know that the wording
of the motion -
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Hon P.R. Lightfoot: It gives me concern that you want to give me comfort.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: - is the precise wording of a motion used by Hon George
Cash against the previous Leader of the House. If the member has a problem with that
wording he should take it up with his leader at a later stage.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I say to the members interjecuing, I appreciate that Hon
Ross Lightfoot rose to put his point of view. I do not agree with him but at least he
spoke - unlike other members of the rat pack who seek to interject the moment I begin to
respond. They did not have the decency to respond.
Several members interjectedl.

Withdrawal of Remark
lion SAM PlANTADOSI: Hon Phil Lockyer should withdraw that remark. I am nor a
Sicilian.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I withdraw.
The PRESIDENT: Order! That is what happens when members disregard my sound
advice. If members had not interjected and had not called out to one another across the
Chamber1 there would have been no need for the member to ask thac a remark be
withdrawn. I suggest that members allow the Leader of the Opposition to close debate on
the motion.

Motion Resumed
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS; I am not surprised that Hon Phil Lockyer is excited.
Every time Hon Ross Lightfoot gets up in this place, Hon Phil Lockyer gets excited. I do
not know why.
In order to defend the indefensible the Leader of the House had to do at least three things:
He had to endeavour to attack the minutes and to claim that they were not accurate.
Hon George Cash: They were inaccurate.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: He did not adequately address that claim. He also needed
to endeavour to attack officers and councillors of the City of Stirling. I expected that he
would do that. The third action would be to endeavour to attack me because I am the
person who brought forward the motion. We all know what Hon George Cash is like.
We all know that when we bring forward a motion to seek to expose him - and we will
continue to do that .- and when anyone challenges him, we can expect in return not a
speech which addresses the issue but one which seeks to denigrate other members.
Despite all that, we will continue to bring forward matters which clearly show that the
Leader of the House has acted in a way that does not conform to the correct process of
government. If Hon George Cash thought he could destroy the basis of this motion
purely by reverting to personal attack, he was wrong. He may feel he has convinced his
colleagues by attacking me and other people related to the motion, or that he has dealt
with it, but he has not, because at the end of the day he has not even touched on the
advice provided to the City of Stirling by Kctt Gunning.
Hon George Cash: It was based on the notes given to the solicitors, you fool!
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The Leader of the House did not at any stage deal with the
facts contained in a recommendation that went before the City of Stirling last night. This
occurred at some stage after -

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Tom Butler and the Minister for Health seem to have the
impression that they have a private debate going on. I do not know who is chairing that
meeting but I am chairing this one. At this meeting Hon Graham Edwards has the floor.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: You are doing an excellent job, Mr President,
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Hon George Cash was unable to explain the situation. Despite his statement that he met
with City of Stirling councillors face to face, and spoke to the mayor, and that he did not
apply any conditions, he failed to explain why last night the City of Stirling began a
resolution with the words "That to comply with the condition of the Hon Minister for
Lands to resolve funding arrangements". He repeated today that he set no conditions that
would impact on funding.
Hon George Cash: Why do you despise the members of the surf club so much?
H-on GRAHAM EDWARDS: I do not despise them. I despise dishonesty. I am
exposing dishonesty here. I despise dishonesty and arrogance. I will do everything I can,
at every opportunity, to expose Government members who use that arrogance to achieve
their own ends.
Hon George Cash: Like the royal commission did with your people.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I intend to read into Hlansard the entire resolution that
starts with the words "That to comply with the condition of the Hon Minister for Lands to
resolve funding arrangements". I intend to read the entire letter from Kotr Gunning
because it is very interesting. It raises a number of concerns about which other local
authorities should be aware. It is all right for the Minister for Health to give, on the run,
his legal interpretation and legal advice to the House, but I want him to listen to other
advice, following careful consideration of the matters relating not only to the minutes
disputed by Hon George Cash but also to other matters.
Hon George Cash: Are you saying that Kott Gunning did not rely on the notes? You are
wrong!
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The other matters relate to the history of the rationalisation
of the reserves and the need to change the use of part of the reserves. Hon George Cash
indicated that one of the reserves, at least, is an A class reserve. However, he forgot to
mention that a car park is built on one of the A class reserves.
Hon Peter Foss: That is not relevant.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: If the Minister understood A class reserves he would
recognise the conflict.
I refer to a letter sent by Kott Gunning, Barristers, Solicitors and Notaries, the solicitors
for the City of Stirling, to the City Manager of the City of Stirling on 3 August this year.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Before question time I was on the verge of referring to a
letter to the City of Stirling from its solicitors, Kott Gunning, in response to some queries
the city made about the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club reserve rationalisation. The
letter refers firstly to A class reserves and reads -

Parliamentary approval required to change the use of a Class 'A' reserves has not
been obtained as yet.

Everyone acknowledges that. The letter continues -

Although it can be assumed that the Minister is in a position to request that
Parliament does approve the use, a Minister cannot guarantee Parliament's
decision,

I accept that and believe everyone understands that. The letter continues referring to
class C reserves -

Regarding the change of use of the Class 'C' Reserve this would be pursuant to
Section 37 of the Land Act. Under this section, the Governor is empowered to
change the purposes for which any Class 'C' reserve was made. The power being
exercised is not that of the Minister but rather the Governor, although on the
advice of his Minister. In accordance with establ ished law the Governor's
decision cannot be challenged and the Minister cannot be forced to advise the
Governor to make a decision.
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One of the important aspects relates to the advice provided by the Department of Land
Administration to the City of Stirling. Under the heading "Reliance on Previous Advice
from the Department of Land Administration" Kott Gunning makes the following
comments -

The fact that the Minister has at this extremely late stage stated he will not give
his approval unless a funding arrangement is entered into with the club is
extraordinary.

Hon George Cash: Kott Gunning has been misled.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The resolution passed last night by the Stirling City
Council begins, "That to comply with the condition of the Hon Minister for Lands to
resolve funding arrangements". The council says that the funding arrangements relate to
an allocation of 25 per cent of rental received.
Hon George Cash interjected.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Hon George Cash might not like it, but that is in the city's
resolution passed by all the council members, not just Kevin Smith. Kout Gunning's
letter further states -

The Department of Land Administration has provided both oral and written
advice that they have no objection to the proposed change of use and in fact
advised that the change of use would be proceeding as soon as possible.
The Minister, contrary to the accepted tradition of the Westminster system and
past State administrations, has refused to endorse a commitment previously made
by his department. The Minister's action could not have been anticipated given
its unusual nature.

Hon Peter Foss: The Minister makes the decision, not the department.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: If the Minister has a problem with Kott Cunning's advice,
he should tell Koct Gunning.
Hon Peter Foss: It is nonsense.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I will let Kott Gunning know that the Minister considers
its advice to be nonsense. The letter continues -

The Council has throughout the negotiations regarding this matter worked closely
with the appropriate officers of the Department of Land Administration and was
entitled to accept the Department's assurances as a reflection of the position of
the Minister as head of the Department.

Hon Peter Foss interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The letter continues -

Departmental officials are the appropriate source for information about
Government policy in respect of mactens within the scope of their department.

Hon Peter Foss interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I do not know how many times I have to call for order. The
Minister is trying to place me in a situation that I do not want to be in. I suggest that one
of the tasks of the Government Whip is to inform her members that when I call for order,
I refer to all members in this place.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: To continue -

Where implementation of that policy would require appropriate legislation,
people dealing with the department are entitled to assume that the Government
will pursue the introduction of the necessary legislation in Parliament, although it
is accepted that in exceptional cases, Government may not be able to get that
legislation through.
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In our view, it is entirely inappropriate for a minister to simply disregard previous
conduct of a particular project by his department and to deal with the matter,
when it comes to his notice, as if it were an initial application never dealt with by
the Government at all. If such an administrative practice becomes commonplace
in the present administrations, it will lead to tremendous difficulty and
inconvenience for those trying to bring projects in this State to fruition.
Attahing Conditions to Approvals
If a minister has a discretion to approve a matter, as is the case here, it is
established that he may attach any relevant conditions to the exercise of that
discretion in favour of an applicant. It is a matter for the Minister to decide as to
whether as a matter of policy, the condition should be imposed.
We therefore conclude that it would be lawful for the Minister to attach as a
condition of his approval the requirement that the parties to the project should
agree between themselves as to the details of the project, e.g. as to any percentage
of the rental to be paid to the club. However, we comment that in the normal
course of administration of the matter by a government department, it would have
been appropriate for such a condition to be raised as a requirement of consent at
the outset of the project.
Future Commitments by Council
Provided the surf club has not acted in reliance upon Council's representation, for
example by entering into agreements incorporating funding arrangements we
believe Council is in a position to rescind its previous resolutions regarding the
same.
Op2tions for Council:
A. Request for Reconsideration
We would suggest that the Council should consider approaching the Minister
seeking his decision be reconsidered. Failing the Minister's agreement, an
approach to the Premier would not be inappropriate as the Premier has overall
responsibility for the proper conduct of his administration.
This is particularly the case given that the Minister has no legal obligation to
make provision for the club and on reconsideration may be willing to alter his
present stance.
B. Further Negotiations with Club
The club has requested that it be given 25% of the rental received, less an
allowance for the donations usually given by the Council. Although the
percentage requested seems moderate at first glance, one must take into account
the funding provided by the Council to the club and the commitments taken over
by the Council in regard to maintenance. As an alternative to approaching the
Minister for reconsideration or should that request meet with an adamant denial
on the part of the Minister, it may well be that there is some avenue for further
negotiations with the club in order to arrive at a percentage which would be
acceptable to both parties. If the parties concerned can reach agreement, then the
Minister will no doubt be prepared to place the necessary legislation before
Parliament and to take the appropriate steps for the Executive approval required.

I amn happy to table the letter.
Hon Reg Davies: Who paid for that legal advice?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The City of Stirling. The member will recall that Kott
Gunning have been the solicitors for the City of Stirling for some time.
Hon Peter Foss: Did the solicitors also advise that they should have got approval before
they built?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I have read out the advice given by the solicitors to the

12781-0
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council. That advice has been adversely reflected on by the Minister. I will draw that to
the attention of the parties and they can take it from there.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Things sort of drift off until we are nowhere near where we
started from. I let the member read that letter because I thought each sentence would be
the last. However, it went on for page after page. When a member closes debate, he or
she is supposed to answer the points raised in the debate and not introduce new material.
The introduction of that letter into the debate introduced new material into the debate. I
do not want to short circuit the argument. However, a set of rules cannot apply to this
debate that do not apply to a subsequent debate. The Leader of the Opposition knows as
well as I do that when he closes a debate he should do no more than answer the points
raised by other members. I take it that he will not read other documents that were not
referred to initially.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I certainly would not want to go beyond what I consider
relevant matters in this debate. I thought I was responding to matters that were touched
on by Hon George Cash. However, I will not dwell on it.
I repeat that Opposition members will not be bullied by Hon George Cash. We will not
allow his constantly reverting to personal abuse prevent us from introducing matters
which we consider important to the State. We will not be bullied into keeping quiet.
George Cash referred to this issue as a WA Inc deal. He wanted the House to draw some
conclusion from that interpretation. That is in part why I read the letter. If Hon George
Cash were of the view that there was something wrong with what had taken place, if he
had some evidence to suggest that officers of the City of Stirling or officers of the
Department of Land Administration were taking part in some WA Inc type deal or
conspiracy, his responsibility was to put a stop to that deal and say that the matter would
not proceed until a full inquiry was held. Mr Cash did not do that, saying that the matter
could proceed, but only on the basis of the conditions he applied.
Hon George Cash: That is not true.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: That is where I have a big problem with the Leader of the
House.
Hon George Cash: The Leader of the Opposition misrepresents the facts.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Even if the Leader of the House claims I am
misrepresenting him -

Hon George Cash: Which you are.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: - I again refer to a resolution passed, I understand with the
support of all councillors and not just Kevin Smith, last night, some days after the
Minister went to the council in an endeavour to sort out what he claimed to be an
inaccurate minute and put the true position. Last night the council unanimously
supported a recommendation which commences with the words "That to comply with the
condition of the Hon Minister for Lands to resolve funding arrangements". Those are not
my words. However, those words were supported by all councillors of the City of
Stirling, some of whom are Labor supporters and some Liberal supporters. I said when I
commenced my speech that I believed the council had acted responsibly and honourably
on this issue and did not deserve the sort of criticism of its officers that was levelled by
Hon George Cash. I know that one of Mr Cash's tactics is to endeavour to divide arnd
bully people.
Hon George Cash: I do not have to divide the troops of the Leader of the Opposition.
Why does he not put $10 into our ballot to pick the date on which he is deposed as
Leader of the Opposition? Does he wish to be in that ballot?
Hon GRAH4AM EDWARDS: I think this is a red herring.
The PRESIDENT: Order! It is also out of order.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: It is a red herring quite simply because nobody on this side
of the House has the capacity to fill my shoes! If someone is to take over my position the
most outstanding candidate with the most potential to do that is Hon George Cash. This
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is a serious issue about which I believe I have argued a good case. The facts that [ have
put support the argument that Hon George Cash has misled the House. I therefore ask
members to suppont the motion.

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

Ayes (11)
H4on TOG. Butler Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Bob Thomas
Hon Kim Chance HoniJohn Haiden Han Doug Wenn
Hon J.A. Cowdell Hon A.3.G. MacTienian Hon Tom Helm (Teller)
Hon Grahami Edwards Hon Sam Piantadosi

Noes (15)
Hon George Cashi Hon Max Evans Hon N.F, Moore
Hon E.i. Chariton Hon Harry House Hon M.D. Nixon
Hon MJ. Criddle Honk P.R. Lightfoot Hon B.M. Scott
Hon Reg Davies Hon P.M. Lockyer Hon Derrick Tomlinson
Hon B.K. Donaldson Hon Murny Montgomery Hon Muriel Patterson (Teller)

pairs
Hon Mark Nevill Hion Peter Foss
H4on Cheryl Davenport Hon W.N. Stretch
Hon Tonm Stephens Hon R.G. Pike

Question thus negatived; motion defeated.

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE - EXTENDED BEYOND 11.00 PM
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) 15.37 prn]: I
move -

That the House do sit beyond 11.00 pm this evening.
I have had brief discussions with the Leader of the Opposition about the legislative
program for the next few days. It cannot be said that we are in total agreement, but I
think we are heading in the right direction and that at some stage our views will
converge, I hope before Friday morning.
HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition)
[5.38 pm]: I thank the Leader of the House for advance notice of his motion and the
discussions that we had this afternoon. I misunderstood him and thought he said it
appeared we would sit through until Monday morning, but I may have misheard him.
The Opposition does not oppose the motion as I understand a number of members wish to
speak to the Supply Bill and must be given an opportunity to do so as it provides an
opportunity for them to speak on matters which impact on their electorates and which
they feel should be brought before the House during this important debate. I reiterate the
good argument put by my colleague Hon John Halden yesterday when he correctly
pointed out that the reason we are being forced to sit after 11.00 pm is the
mismanagement of the business of the House by the Government. That was correct when
he said it yesterday and is correct today. I hope that when we reach the more intensive
sittings when the House will be required to deal with legislation of great importance that
the Leader of the House and the Government handle the business better than they have
indicated a capacity to do in this relatively short sitting of this Thirty-fourth Parliament.
Question put and passed.

RESERVES BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Hon George Cash (Minister for Lands), and read a first
time.
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Second Reading
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Minister for Lands) f 5.40 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill is similar in intent to many others which have been brought before the House to
obtain Parliament's approval to vary class A reserves. It is my intention to introduce a
second Bill later in the session. This Bill has 25 clauses dealing with separate reserves,
as follows:
Clause 5: Class A reserve 23850 is set apart for "recreation, camping and water" and is
not vested. This reserve north east of Albany incorporates Lake Corimup. The
Department of Conservation and Land Management has advised that this reserve
provides protection for the Lake Corimup wetlands and has requested that its purpose be
changed to "conservation of flora and fauna" with vesting in the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority. The Shim of Albany, the Department of Minerals and
Energy and the Water Authority of Western Australia have each been consulted and have
raised no objection to the proposal. The Department of Land Administration has also
taken this opportunity to redescribe the reserve as shown on diagram 90559. The clause
seeks to amend the purpose of reserve 23850 to "conservation of flora and fauna" and
adjust its area to agree with the survey diagram.
Clause 6: Class A reserve 27107 located on the eastern shore of Oyster Harbour at
Albany is set apart for the purpose of "national park" and is unvested. Agreement has
been reached between CALM and the Shire of Albany to allow four minor excisions
together with five additions to the reserve's area. DOLA has also taken this opportunity
to redescribe the boundaries of reserve 27107 to comprise Plantagenet locations 7724 and
7726 as delineated on reserve plan 383. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the
amendment of reserve 27107 to excise and also include those areas of land identified in
the clause.
Clause 7: Class A reserve 16412 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve, known as
Yandinilling nature reserve, is located in the Shire of Beverley. As part of normal DOLA
procedures to identify and update plans it was determined that a section of closed road
along the north western boundary of reserve 16412 should now be included and the
reserve redescribed to comprise Avon location 29067. This clause seeks approval for the
inclusion of the subject portion of closed road into reserve 16412.
Clause 8: Class A reserve 21380 within the Bruce Rock townsite is set apart for
"1recreation" and vested in the Shire of Bruce Rock. Council has advised that the
response to its initiative to encourage development in Bruce Rock has been greater than
the number of available blocks. Council has therefore suggested that as reserve 21380
has not been utilised for recreation it could be cancelled and the contained area made
available for residential development. This clause seeks approval for the cancellation of
reserve 21380 to enable the contained land to be made available for residential
development.
Clause 9: Class A reserve 24869 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve includes
Donre and Bernier Islands. The Australian Maritime Safety Authority, which operates
navigation lights on class C lighthouse reserves 37338 on Dorm Island and 37383 on
Bemnier Island, has advised that both those reserves require enlargement. As reserve
24869 completely surrounds reserves 37338 and 37383, two small areas of reserve 24869
are proposed for excision to adequately protect the navigation infrastructure. This clause
seeks approval far the excision of Gascoyne locations 402 and 403 from reserve 24869 to
allow for the enlargement of reserves 37338 and 37383.
Clause 10: Class A reserve 15214 is set apart for "protection of indigenous flora" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is situated
in the Shire of Cmanbrook. The Department of Conservation and Land Management has
requested that the purpose of this reserve be changed to "conservation of flora and fauna"
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to comply with its policy of uniform purposes for nature reserves throughout the State.
This clause seeks Parliament's approval to change the purpose of reseive 15214 from
'protection of indigenous flora" to "conservation of Hlorn and fauna".
Clause 11: Class A reserve 14376 is set apart for "parklands" and is vested in the Shire
of Denmark with power to lease. The reserve is located in the Denmark tow nsite on the
south western bank of the Denmark River at the mouth of Wilson Inlet. A caravan park
has existed on the reserve for over 30 years and is recognised under a formal lease
arrangement between DOLA and council. At DOLA's request council has agreed that
the reserve should be divided into two parcels, with one parcel being set apart for
caravan park, chalets and foreshore management" and the other being reserved for
"parkland, recreation and foneshore management". This latter reserve purpose would
cater for recreational use and enable the Denmark boating and angling club to be
accommodated. The club hopes to commence its headquarters on site before the coming
summer. This clause seeks approval to cancel the A classification of reserve 14376 to
enable creation of two separate reserves.
Clause 12: Class A reserve 23156 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
currently vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is
located 33 km north of Dowerin. Unvested class C reserve 23157, set apart for "water" is
located next to reserve 23156. The Water Authority of Western Australia and the
Departments of CALM and Minerals and Energy have reached agreement for reserve
23157 to be cancelled and included in reserve 23156. The Shire of Dowerin supports this
proposal. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the amendment of reserve 23156
by the inclusion of the land in reserve 23157.
Clause 13: Class A reserve 24364 located in the Binningup townsite is set apart for
"water supply" and vested in the Shire of Harvey. Land comprising this reserve was
originally passed to the Crown as a condition of subdivision in 1955 to be used as a
reservoir for town water supply. Both the Water Authority of Western Australia and
council now agree that this reservoir site is no longer required. Council has proposed that
the majority of the reserve be retained for 'recreation" with the portion between lots 101
and 103 being sold for residential purposes. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for
the reclassification of reserve 24364 to class C to enable the action described to be
undertaken.
Clause 14: Class A reserve 9286 is set apart for "water supply" and vested in the Water
Authority of Western Australia, and is located at the corner of Hannan and Throssel
Streets, Kalgoorlie. A study by the arid area landscaping group of the Gribble Creek
watercourse has recommended that an area of reserve 9286 be excised to enable
consolidation of a central parkland reserve in the Kalgoorlie townsite. It is proposed that
the identified area - lot 4872 - be excised and amalgamated with adjoining class C
reserve 40918 "drainage" and that the purpose of the resultant reserve be changed to
"recreation, parkland and drainage", vested in the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder. In
considering these proposed amendments both the Water Authority and DOLA agree that
retention of the class A status of reserve 9286 is no longer warranted. This clause seeks
Parliament's approval for the reclassification of reserve 9286 to class C to enable the
foregoing actions to be undertaken.
Clause 15: Class A reserve 30082 "national park" - Kauijini national park - is located
near Wittenoom in the Pilbara. State Cabinet has determined that the boundaries of
reserve 30082 be expanded to enhance conservation values of the park. A number of
areas have been identified for likely inclusion within the park but at this time it is
possible to proceed only with the addition of three sites. The balance will be considered
for inclusion in subsequent Reserves Bills once all obstacles have been overcome. The
three areas available for inclusion in the national park are -

(1) Gregory location 94 and Windell location 133 as defined on miscellaneous
diagram 337, both situated near Hamersley Gorge.

(2) Class C reserve 42165 - Windell location 94 - "conservation park", known
locally as "O'Brien's block".
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(3) Class C reserve 41864 "conservation park" - Windell location 128 - which
surrounds Mt Meharry.

This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the cancellation of class C reserves 42164
and 42165 together with the inclusion of the contained land plus Gregory location 94 and
Windell location 133 into reserve 30082.
Clause 16: Class A reserve 15061 is set apart for "preservation of indigenous flora" and
is vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is
located south eastward of the Boscabel townsite along Albany Highway. CALM has
requested that the purpose of this reserve be changed to "conservation of flora and fauna"
to comply with its policy of uniform purposes for nature reserves throughout the State.
This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the change of purpose of reserve 15061 from
".protection of indigenous flora" to "conservation of flora and fauna".
Clause 17: Class A reserve 39422 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located
immediately west of the Lake K~ing townsite and comprises approximately 40 105 ha of
salt lake country. Agreement has been reached between CALM and the Shire of Lake
Grace for the establishment of a rubbish disposal site on the eastern side of the reserve.
The site - Roe location 3121 - will comprise 8.4478 ha and will be operated by the
council in accordance with Health Department, EPA and CALM guidelines. This clause
seeks Parliament's approval for the excision of 8.4378 ha from reserve 39422 to enable
the establishment of a rubbish disposal sire.
Clause 18: Class A reserve 24063 is set apart and vested in the City of Melville for
".recreation". The reserve, known as Troy Park, is a foreshore reserve located between
Burke Drive and the Swan River at Attadale. For many years a sewage pumping station
has been located on a portion of the reserve. Recently the Water Authority of Western
Australia agreed with the City of Melville that the pumping station site - Swan location
11543 - should be excised from reserve 24063 and set apart as a separate reserve. The
area occupied by the pumping station is 570 square metres. This clause seeks
Parliament's approval for the excision of 570 square metres from reserve 24063.
Clause 19: Class A reserve 900 is set apart for "preservation of natural features" and is
currently vested in the Shire of Mingenew. The reserve is located about 35 kmn north of
the Mingenew townsite. CALM and the council have reached agreement for the reserve,
known locally as Coalseam Park, to be amended to "conservation park" with vesting in
the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is also classified by
the National Trust as it is the site of the first coal discovery in WA. In addition, CALM
has purchased the freehold Victoria location 11141 - an area of 111.9954 ha - for
inclusion in the reserve. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the amendment of
the area of reserve 900 to include Victoria location 11141, for the purpose and vesting of
reserve 900 to "conservation park" vesting in the NPNCA.
Clause 20: Class A reserve 40476 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve is located
north east of the North Dandalup townsite. CALM and the Department of Minerals and
Energy have agreed Lhat adjoining class C reserve 19413 should be cancelled and its area
added to reserve 40476. Reserve 19413 is also currently set apart for conservation of
flora and fauna. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the amendment of reserve
40476 to include the land contained in reserve 19413.
Clause 21: Class A reserve 24522 is set aside for "national park and water" and is vested
in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve, known as the
Nanibung national park, is located at the eastern boundary of the Cervantes townsite.
CALM has requested that Nambung national park be amended by consolidation, as
proposed in the EPA Red Book recommendations, to include two adjacent C class
reserves. These are reserve 28393, "preservation of natural formations - Pinnacles", and
reserve 29149, "national park". Both these reserves are vested in the NPNCA, and that
body together with the Department of Minerals and Energy agree that the proposal
should now proceed. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the cancellation of
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class C reserves 28393 and 29149 to enable the inclusion of the contained land into
reserve 24522.
Clause 22: Class A reserve 11307 is set apart for "park lands" and is vested in the Town
of Narrogin. The reserve is located in Earl Street, Narrogin. The Town of Narrogin has
requested that the reserve be cancelled so that the contained land can be used for a senior
citizens' centre. Council has advised that the community strongly supports the project.
This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the reclassification of reserve 11307 to class
C to enable the project to proceed.
Clause 23: Class A reserve 24029 is set apart for "kindergarten, infant health clinic,
children's playground and park" and is vested in the City of Nedlands. The reserve is
located in Grasby Street, Floreac. Class C reserve 37093, "municipal hall", adjoins
reserve 24029 and is also vested in the City of Nedlands. Council has advised that
extensions are required to the hail, known locally as Hackett Hail, located on reserve
37093 and that these extensions will encroach slightly onto reserve 24029. This clause
seeks Parliament's approval for the excision of an area of 20 square metres from reserve
24029 to allow for the extension of the improvements on reserve 37093.
Clause 24: Class A reserve 35815 is set apart for "vehicle park, gardens and bus
terminal" and is jointly vested in the City of Perth and the Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust - Transperth. The reserve is located in Mounts Bay Road west of
William Street. The City of Perth and Transperth have recently agreed that it would be
more appropriate for separate facilities on reserve 35815; that is, that the council car park
and the busport be separately reserved. Council and Transperth have also agreed that
retention of the class A status of these areas is no longer appropriate. This clause seeks
Parliament's approval for the reclassification of resere 35815 to class C to enable
separate reservation of the vehicle park and busport portions of the reserve.
Clause 25: Class A reserve 16346 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The reserve, known as
the Wamenusking nature reserve, is located in the Shire of Quairading. Class C reserve
16345, set aside for "water", is located adjacent to reserve 16346. The Water Authority
of Western Australia has indicated that it no longer requires reserve 16345. CALM has
advised that reserve 16345 would make a suitable addition to reserve 16346. Both the
Department of Minerals and Energy and the Shire of Quairading support the proposal.
This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the amendment to reserve 16346 to include
the land comprised in reserve 16345.
Clause 26: Class A reserve 24204 is set apart for "conservation of flora and fauna" and is
vested in the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. CALM has requested
that four nature reserves which lie within the Shoalwater Islands marine park between
Port Kennedy and Cape Peron be cancelled and their respective areas added to reserve
24204, which currently comprises White Rock, Bird Island, Cull Rock, Seal Island and
Shay Rock. The affected reserves, all set aside for "conservation of flora and fauna" and
vested in the NPNCA, are class A reserve 31893, Third Rocks; class A reserve 31894,
The Sisters; class C reserve 42237, Passage Rock; and class C reserve 42238, First Rock
and Second Rock. The proposals are consistent with the Shoalwater Islands management
plan approved in 1992. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the cancellation of
the four reserves and the inclusion of the subject land within class A reserve 24204.
Clause 27: Class A reserve 346G7, more commonly known as the Rudall River National
Park is set aside for "national park" and vested in the National Parks and Nature
Conservation Authority. It is situated 180 km north east of Newman. It is proposed that
the Kintyre deposit, a mineral resource area comprising 151 square kilometres, be
excised. This area contains most of the established mineralisation. Excision will allow
further assessment and possible development, while minimising management difficulties
for the Department of Conservation and Land Management.. The proposed excision is
entirely outside the Rudall River watershed and the ecosystems involved are well
represented elsewhere in the park. By way of compensation it is proposed that the park
be extended 2.8 kmn westward. The area to be included equates to 154 sq km and
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includes the upper reaches of the Rudall River catchment. The inclusion will not present
management problems for CALM and even though exploration licences encroach upon
the land, prospectivity is regarded by the Department of Minerals and Energy as low.
Members may care to note that the proposal was approved on 3 August 1992 by the
Cabinet of the former Labor Government but not placed before the Parliament during
passage of the 1992 Reserves Hill. As a result of these adjustments the Department of
Land Administration has produced a new plan - reserve plan 382 - which shows revised
boundaries of class A national park reserve 34607. In view of the A classification it is
necessary to obtain the approval of Parliament to excise and add the areas involved. This
action will be achieved by redescribing the reserve to comprise Wanman location 13 on
reserve plan 382.
The opportunity has also been taken to correct an area anomaly with reserve 34607. The
original gazetted area of 1 569 459 ha has been shown to be incorrect by modemn geodetic
computing methods which have recalculated it to be 1 283 706 ha subject to approval of
this clause. The problem has arisen as a result of previous imprecise mathematical
calculations. This clause therefore seeks Parliament's approval to amend class A reserve
34607 to exclude an area of 151 sq kmn and include an area of 154 sq km so that it
comprises Wanman location 13 on reserve plan 382, with its area being recalculated at
1283 706 ha.
Clause 28: Class A reserve 5690 is set apart for the purpose of "police" and is vested in
the Commissioner of Police. The reserve is located at the corner of Bagot and Hensman
Roads, Subiaco. Adjoining reserve 5690 is class C reserve 22239 set aside for
"'schoolsite (kindergarten union)', which has been used for some time by the traffic
section of the Police Department. Reserve 22239 was created by excision from reserve
5690 in 1941. The Police Department has requested that reserve 22239 be cancelled and
the subject land reincluded into reserve 5690. It is also felt that the A classification of
reserve 5690 is no longer warranted. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the
reclassification of reserve 5690 to class C following which the amalgamation will be
progressed.
Clause 29: Class A reserve 25243 on the southern boundary of Boyerine townsire is set
apart for "national park" and is unvested. The reserve has an area of 33.0653 ha. The
land was recently inspected by the Department of Conservation and Land Management,
which advised that in view of its size and the level of disturbance it had experienced, it is
not appropriate for the reserve to remain as a national park. The Shire of Woodanilling
has indicated that it is prepared to accept vesting of the reserve for the purpose of
landscape protection. This clause seeks Parliament's approval for the purpose of reserve
25243 being changed from "national park' to "landscape protection".
I commend this Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Helm.

Sitting suspended from 6.04 to 730 pm

METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT
BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Hon J.A. Scott, and read a first time.

Second Reading
HON J.A. SCOTT' (South Metropolitan) [7.30 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to more clearly define a minor amendment from a major
amendment under the metropolitan region town planning scheme. The lack of clarity of
the existing Act has been the focus of many bitter and destructive debates between the
State Government and Opposition, State Government and local government and State
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Government and citizens. It has also led to costly legal battles on which neither
Government nor citizens need waste emotions, money or time if mare definitive edicts
were in place. In order to maintain the Government's support of this Bill I have not
changed it in any way from the Bill proposed by Hon Peter Foss while in Opposition.
I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Muriel Patterson.

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 17 August.
HON N.D. CRIFFITfHS (East Metropolitan) [7.33 pm]: I am grateful to be speaking
in this debate shortly after 7.30 this evening. Almost 24 hours ago I thought I might be
speaking at three or four o'clock this morning. However, my pessimism did not come to
fruition.
Many people in Western Australia are very concerned about the prospect of having to
negotiate their own workplace agreements. Many people in Western Australia, including
many who are unemployed and same who are not in receipt of any income, are concerned
that they may have to sit across a table from an employer or a lawyer acting on behalf of
an employer and enter into a contractual arrangement which will set out their wages and
conditions. This morning, I received a document which may answer the prayers of those
concerned people, although I doubt it. It is an advertisement - I am not advertising its
content by raising the matter before the House - entitled "How to negotiate and
renegotiate an enterprise agreement". The document covers a number of things with
respect to a seminar and a workshop. Day one is a self-contained seminar presented by
John Nyland which introduces participants to a full range of competencies for enterprise
bargaining. It states that success in negotiation depends not only on the right skills at the
bargaining table but also on support in planning and implementation throughout the
organisation. That is fascinating stuff for the disadvantaged in our community to
contemplate.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.
Hon N.D. (JRIFFIThS: Hon Derrick Tomlinson disadvantages himself by seeking to
make a speech while sitting down.
Hon T.G. Butler: He could not make one standing up.
Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS: Standing Order No 81 may suffice down the track. The
advertisement also states that day two is an optional workshop and involves a simulation
exercise on enterprise bargaining for enterprise agreements covering preparations,
execution and feedback. The word is "feedback", not that horrible word 'Fightback"!
The purpose of the workshop is to upgrade skills and knowledge for the negotiation
process. We are advised that attendance would be most valuable to those who will play
an active role in enterprise bargaining both at the bargaining table and behind the scenes.
I am not sure what the Minister for Labour Relations would say about somebody doing
something behind the scenes; that may be an offence. It is a matter of great concern.
This is where the disadvantaged in our community can take some hope.
To register it will cost $540 for the day one seminar alone or $995 for the day one
seminar and the day two workshop combined. I thought it my duty to bring this to the
attention of members of the House and the people of Western Australia who were
contemplating entering into a workplace agreement. On 3 August 1993 1 placed on
notice question 374 for the Minister for Health representing, believe it or not, the
Minister for Labour Relations. It asked whether the Minister would table forthwith the
report of the member for Avon on common law damages and workers' compensation
benefits; if not why not? I used the word "forthwith". I do not know whether I am a
charitable person, but I try to be.
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Hon Kim Chance interjected.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: My colleague from the East Metropolitan Region says
something of me which modesty prevents me from repeating.
Hon Kim Chance interjected.
H-on N.D. GRIFFITHS: I do not like the word "false' and ask Hon Kim Chance not to
interject -

Hon T.G. Butler interjected.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I will let both members share the blame. I was not going to
make this speech today because I was hoping the question I placed on notice on 3 August
1993 would have been answered. Much to my surprise and dismay I picked up die
Supplementary Notice Paper - I enjoy doing that - and saw that the first page contained a
list of postponed questions. I was so disappointed because there it was - question 374. 1
was so disappointed that I just could not bring myself to speak in the earlier debates,
notwithstanding that my colleagues wanted me to speak. Hon Tom Stephens - I
acknowledge his presence now and it is always good to see him in the Chamber - knows
what I mean when I say that I was disappointed about not having the opportunity to
speak. I am concerned about the failure on the part of the Minister - perhaps I should not
be personal - and the Government collectively, to answer the question.
The PRESIDENT: Order! There is far too much audible conversation. I ask honourable
members to cease so that we can hear Hon Nick Griffiths.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Thank you, Mr President. I do not want Government members
to now go to the trouble of answering the question because I am sure they have a lot on
their minds. I was able to obtain through my own legal devices a copy of a document - it
was not for sale - entitled "Recommendations on the Review of the Impact of Common
Law Claims and Associated Legal Costs on the Workers' Compensation System in
Western Australia" by Max Trenorden MLA, member for Avon. It is dated 15 June 1993
in the bottom left hand corner. I did not put together this document in any way, shape or
form. It came to me and I turned the page. As it happened, as a result of contemplating
late evenings, my eyes dropped to the bottom of the page and under the terms of
reference No 5 1 saw the words, "To report the outcome of the review by 14 June 1993".
What a start to a so-called major document dated 15 June 1993; and there it sits under the
fifth term of reference - to report the outcome of the review by 14 June 1993. 1 would
not be concerned about this flimsy excuse for a policy document if that was the only
mistake it contained. However, regrettably this document deals with a number of matters
which, if implemented as foreshadowed by the Minister for Labour Relations, will cause
great detriment to many people in Western Australia.
The terms of reference are worth considering. The first is to investigate the impact of
common law claims and associated legal costs on the workers' compensation system.
That is a wide term of reference, and if the investigation were to be dealt with properly it
should involve detailed investigation and careful consideration. The second term of
reference is to evaluate the report submitted by the Workers' Compensation and
Rehabilitation Commission. That again is a weighty matter, but it raises the questions:
What report? Where is the report? Why has the report not been made public so that at
the very least members of this House, the House of Review, can scrutinise it? The third
term of reference is to consider the options submitted by the commission for establishing
an appropriate balance between statutory and common law payments for work related
injury and disease, giving consideration to the effects on the injured worker and premium
rates. That is an important consideration and one which should have been dealt with
carefully and in great detail. The fourth term of reference is to make recommendations
concerning any changes necessary to the workers' compensation system relating to the
statutory benefits for work related injury and disease, damages available at common law,
and consequential amendments to the current system. Again, they are weighty matters. I
have already dealt with the fifth term of reference; that is, the deadline that, in the
compiling of the report, it fails to meet.
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The document continues with points in summary. It seems to be a fairly shorthand note
type of document rather than anything of appropriate intellectual rigour. It is a deficient
document, but I must try to deal with it for the benefit of this House and for the People of
Western Australia who are fearful of the effects of this document. The document states
that it focuses on, firstly, a commitment to reduce premiums. I suppose that one could
argue that there are many ways of reducing premiums which may be of great benefit to
die people of Western Australia, both employers and employees, but particularly
employees, If standards in the workplace were raised, fewer people would be injured.
The document also mentions a commitment to maximise workers' benefits. We on this
side of the House applaud such a commitment. We are determined to ensure that the
fruits of the Australian economy are shared by the workers of Australia. The document
also refers to a commitment to a faster system. By itself there is nothing wrong with a
comnmitment to a faster system, but not at the expense of justice and what is involved in
justice, particularly appropriate due process.
The document refers to a balance between threshold and common law against a better
schedule of benefits. That is new terrain for Western Australians and requires a detailed
consideration. The use of medical panels and a system based on medical evidence is also
mentioned. There is nothing particularly new about medical panels as such, nor about a
system based on medical evidence. Medical evidence is essential in any evaluation of
personal injuries, whether under common law or workers' compensation. At this stage,
that is a neutral matter. The document refers to risk orientated premiums. That is
probably real motherhood - and in these days I should also say fatherhood - stuff. The
retention of current free enterprise insurers and competition is mentioned, I do not have
any particular argument one way or the other with that. Competition may get rid of some
of the current free enterprise insurers. I do not see why the State should necessarily have
a vested interest in keeping a particular crop of free enterprise insurers in business.
However, the State Government may have a vested interest. The document then refers to
isolating vested interests. The next item refers to the availability of common law. So far,
that is innocuous. Reference is also made to a consumer driven system - a no fault
system, which essentially workers' compensation is - and to rehabilitation. Again, that is
motherhood stuff. The document goes on to state that there are perceived problems in the
current system.
The document from which I am quoting is supposed to be the intellectual basis for the
draconian measures proposed by the Minister for Labour Relations. The first problem
perceived is that common law is seen as a minefield. However, that is a point of view.
The document states that courts need attendance only for claims payment and I suggest
that that is absolute rubbish. The document then -refers to the legal abuse of the system.
Every system has abusers. Reference is made to the definitions of "illness" and
"disability' being too loose. This causes mec concern and I will elaborate on that later.
The document states that the Statute of limitations helps claims succeed. What is wrong
with someone getting success in the event that he is injured at work as a result of the
negligence of his employer? What is wrong with someone exercising his common law
right in that instance? T1he document goes on to say that common law is insensitive. It
might be, but that sounds very much like a value judgment. It then states that legal action
causes delay which is a major problem. That is the author's view and it is hardly an
appropriate standard of intellectual vigour for an issue as important as this. The next
item is that legal argument increases case complexity. It can, and it can also simplify it.
Hon Reg Davies: What is this document you are quoting from?
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: It is nice to hear from Hon Reg Davies. When I commenced my
remarks I referred to the tide of the document.
Hon Reg Davies: I only wanted the information so I could ask you to table it.
Several members interjected.
H-on N.D. GRI]FFiTHS: If Hon Reg Davies requests me to table the document -
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the member to address the Chair, not the
member behind him.
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Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Thank you for your guidance, Mr Deputy President. Hon Reg
Davies may request me to table the document so that he and other members can have the
benefit of reading it. It is exactly what I sought to have the Minister for Health,
representing the Attorney General, do on 3 August 1993. I am grateful to Hon Reg
Davies for his belated interest in this document.
Thte document cites a number of so-called problems including the dominance of vested
interest - that sounds like interesting stuff. It also states that a worker is currently forced
to common law for quick payment. Whose view is that? In addition, it says that the
system is not driven by clients and that rehabilitation is not given enough importance. It
is probably true of any system of compensation. The report continues -

This review has provided a clear indication of the urgent pmoblems currently
arising in the Workers Compensation system in Western Australia.

That is arguable. This really is not much of a review. It continues -

The panties who provided oral and written information were almost totally in
accord on the magnitude of the perceived problems and the need for urgent
resolution.

They were not almost totally in accord on the recommendations. I rust Hon Reg Davies
will read the document when he requests me to table it. It goes on to make a number of
points and when referring to the common law system it states -

Common law has evolved through interpretations of the judiciary.
It is fascinating and new stuff. To continue -

The judgments have changed substantially over the years and continue to be
expanded. The result has been to encourage workers to turn to common law
action in preference to the legislative course of action. A further incentive to
attact injured workers, who at the time were not in receipt of weekly benefits, to
common law has been the slowness of the Workers' Compensation system.

This report is biased against the common law system and its author falls to point out that
it is the inadequacies of the workers' compensation system to fully and, I suggest,
properly compensate workers who have been injured because of the negligence of their
employers that is the problem. That is what causes workers to take up the common law.
Workers' compensation does not, for example, compensate an injured worker in that
category for pain and suffering or loss of amenities and has a fairly restrictive outcome
when it comes to economic loss. One of the more crucial areas of the document states -

A threshold on common law of 30% impairment would reduce common law
claims by about 90% according to the Trowbridge Report.

Again, a report has been referred to, but where is it? Why has not the report been
provided to members of Parliament so that it can be subjected to proper scrutiny? The
report continues -

The Trowbridge Report states that claims in excess of $ 100,000 account for 13%
of total, and 44% of payments. Employer groups represented at our meetings
were not unanimous on this point, however, the majority supported the retention
of common law as did ICA, TLC, AMA and IPASA. The consensus is that
common law is the penalty against irresponsible employers.

I have found some sensible words in this flimsy document, and I will repeat them -

The consensus is that common law is the penalty against irresponsible employers.
The document continues -

Comcare argues that premium-based penalties are an adequate deterrent, but for
premium-based risk to function the system needs a single insurer, or mechanisms
to control insurers. Western Australia does not have this mechanism therefore I
agree that common law with a threshold is the best available option.

It is pretty difficult to see how one can reasonably come to that conclusion. The
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document is flimsy but, notwithstanding that and the 32 minutes and 19 seconds that are
available tome, I do not propose to read all of it. The document states also -

The Law Society and others have pointed to a new method of charges for legal
costs. Submissions pointed to either a scale of fees or a maximum percentage of
payments as costs.

In looking at the document, the question arises: What submissions? They are not listed.
It does not state who made those submissions and what they were. Therefore, there is no
reasonable basis to evaluate that proposition one way or the other. The document
continues -

The Law Society has presented a case which should be investigated further,
particularly as many submissions were critical of lawyers.

If we have a suggestion that something should be investigated further, why does this
document form the basis of the draconian conclusions that the Minister for Labour
Relations seeks to put into place?
Hon Kim Chance interjected.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I do not want to talk about the Minister in unkind terms; I would
rather talk about his policies.
Hon P.H. Lockyer It is not in your nature.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Hon Phil Lockyer is making a good contribution to the debate,
and I thank him through you. Mr Deputy President (Hon Sam Piantadosi), for his kind
and encouraging words. I hope he will join with others on this side of the House and
afford to me an extension of time, because there are a number of things I wish to say, and
if I do not get to say them all this evening no doubt there will be other occasions on
which I can speak about these important matters.
Notwithstanding the document's deficiencies as a policy document, it makes fascinating
reading because it is inconsistent with much of what it recommends. For example, it
states -

A recommendation to streamline the system through the appointment of review
officers to convene meetings at the current Section 57A(3)(c) Notice level.

That is meant to be a sentence, but I am quoting the document. It is not particularly good
English, but we will give it a go. It then refers to a mechanism, and states -

The results of the meetings could be:
1 . a date set in future to further process the claim ...

It then outlines points two and three, and makes the following fascinating point -

4. no agreement, and the case moves directly to trial.
In regard to item 4 above, the trial to be held in local or district courts and the
current system's court abolished. If successful, the costs of the trial would be
paid by the system, if lost, cost would be carried by the claimant.

That point is made in a document which has given rise to recommendations to minimise
the role of lawyers. That point, apart from its inconsistency with the final
recommendations, is also objectionable because it puts an injured worker in an extremely
difficult position. Injured workers will have to consider whether they will have a better
than even money chance of success - and that is the acid test, I suggest, in pursuing these
matters - and, if they do not, they could be subjected to an award of costs against them.
The tenor of this disgraceful piece of fast track policy making is, I suggest, to seek to
prevent workers from being properly compensated. I miust members have by now
gathered that the granmmar in this document is as deficient as the recommendations. The
document continues -

A further recommendation would be to introduce medical panels to reduce
"Doctor-shopping", the well-entrenched actions of both parties seeking the best
medical evidence to support their case.
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Members no doubt realise that doctor shopping in the great majority of cases does not
take place on the part of impecunious injured workers who are struggling to receive some
form of payment so that they can keep going and not be dependent solely upon the social
security system. For the most part, doctor shopping is done by the insurance companies.
The document continues -

Also, if common law is to be subject to a threshold, an assessment of impairment
will need to be established.

This is fascinating stuff for a so-called free enterprise mob! The document continues -

Specialised panels will need to be established. These could be based on models
currently satisfactorily operating in other States, particularly Queensland.

They are seeking a bit of wisdom from the East. What happened to the secessionists?
The document continues -

On referral to a panel from a review officer, panels will decide the level of
impairment. If this is assessed as being 30% or in excess, then the worker is
automatically entitled to statutory benefits and access to common law.

Great stuff - I do not think so! It continues -

A review panel's assessment of below 30% impairment will be final with no
recourse to appeal.

That is a very draconian measure. The document continues -

Schedule 2 will list available benefits. If a discontented worker elects for
common law and is unsuccessful then they forfeit statutory benefits.

What a well-meaning person the author of this report is! He proposes that a worker, at a
time of great difficulty, is to take a punt between whatever will be offered under schedule
2 or at common law, and if he does not make the grade at common law he will miss out
on the right to pursue workers' compensation. Then there is the marvellous statement -

The use of medical panels will focus the scheme on medical evidence and not
legal argument.

I am quoting here. I do not want members to think that I espouse the rubbish in this
report. I am sure that Hon Reg Davies will ask that I table the document. He will read
the report with interest, and I am sure he will come to the same conclusion as I have - that
what is stated in this report is utter nonsense. The report continues -

A decision has to be made in this area and I believe that a "no fault" system must
be based on medical evidence and not litigation.

This is great stuff. We are talking about evidence but there is no litigation. It is
intellectually barren. The document then goes on, under the heading "Delays
Compounding costs", to refer to the Trowbridge report which we have not seen. It would
be nice if it were tabled in the House one day by a friendly Minister. We look forward to
that. The document refers to delays, and questions of delay are arguable. Very often
there are many good reasons for delay; they are most common. In this area of common
law resolution it would be a very negligent act on the part of anybody representing a
worker to have a case come to a conclusion before the extent of the injuries can be
reasonably ascertained. Regrettably many injuries are either serious or complex in terms
of their treatment with the effect that it is not easy to say early in the day precisely how
bad an injury is or will become. That applies to disease as well as simple trauma.
Matters of simple trauma are relatively easy, for the most part, to ascertain but not in all
cases.
The document goes on, under the heading "Legal - Common Law"-

As workers and employers come into conflict, the pressure is for both sides to
seek legal advice. This review has heard that lawyers are attending pre-trial
conferences without previously meeting with the client.

If that is the case, that is disgraceful. It states -
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Preliminary work is being carried out in many cases by articled clerks or by law
clerks.

There is nothing wrong with that. The author goes on -

The lawyers then request adjournment of the pre-trial conference in order to
obtain proper instructions from the plaintiff.

If chat occurs, it is disgraceful but it can be remedied easily through the mechanisms in
place currently; and that is a matter for the judiciary and the Workers' Compensation
Board to sort out. I am sure they do when chat situation comes to their attention. The
document goes on to make a number of additional points but I will not deal with all of
them because most of them are without substance. However, notwithstanding in some
cases the lack of substance, the points are such that they require comment. The
document states -

More legal firms are specialising in workers compensation matters, resulting in an
increased legal cost burden on the system. In this respect, several submissions
pointed out that Insurers are required to be licenced by the Insurance Commission
of Australia and to have Ministerial approval to handle Workers' Compensation,
thus ensuring an appropriate level of competence in this field. No such legal
regulations apply to the legal profession.

I am not sure what the author is getting at. Is he advocating that lawyers involved in
these matters should be specialists? I should not think so. This sort of work is a fairly
common affair for legal practitioners who already undertake a fair amount of training -
mostly at the taxpayers' expense - through attending university for a number of years. I
think currently it is for five years for degrees in Bachelor of Jurisprudence and Bachelor
of Laws. The document goes on -

Judge Gotjamanos claimed his job was being made more difficult because his
cases were growing in legal complexity.

I find the wording objectionable. I suppose the word "claimed" has a fairly obvious
meaning but when Judge Gotjamanos said his job was being made more difficult because
his costs were growing in legal complexity he should have been given the courtesy of
having his comments expressed in those terms rather than the use of the word "claim'
because that word casts some doubt on his assertion. I trust that the author of the report
did not mean to criticise the member of the judiciary in that way. I hope he did not. I
trust the author would reconsider his comment, if he had time to rewrite the document. I
wanted to read this document on 3 August. As I read the document its deficiencies
become even more apparent. The English is bad. The author uses words which are
discourteous to a member of the judiciary. On reflection, I am sure he did not mean
anything by those words. It is a shoddy piece of workmanship. The shoddiness of the
workmanship gives rise to the shoddy recommendations. The document goes on -

There is a general recognition that the Workers' Compensation system is moving
away from "no fault" to becoming an adversarial system.

The fact is that the workers' compensation system is, and essentially always has been, a
no fault system; and it has always been an adversarial system. Therefore, to say it is
moving away from no fault to becoming an adversarial system is a patent nonsense. The
document states -

My judgment is that a threshold on common law alone will not be sufficient to
improve the system.

There is no reasoned approach to how he arrives at his judgment. He says -

The delays caused by the current format ame in fact a major factor in influencing
workers, who are in dispute with the system, to elect to go to common law.

Again, people go to common law because of the benefits of common law as compared
with those of workers' compensation. Workers' compensation does not compensate, for
example, for pain suffered, loss of amenities, loss of enjoyment of life, and the like.
There are some fascinating observations such as -
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The prime task of change should be for a fast and simple system. It should be
remembered that workers' compensation is not about money but abaut people.

What a nice thing for the author to say at last. It is pity his recommendations contradict
that assertion. He goes on to say -

The removal of up to 90% of common law trials will focus client/lawyer relations.
I am sure it will. The report goes on -

A counselling service within the commission outlining benefits under a new
system will be likely to assist workers in their decision-making before an
adversarial attitude is reached.

That is a commonplace point of view, but the author does not state how he arrives at that
conclusion. If people make recommendations which, as has been foreshadowed in the
case of these recommendations, will have serious effects on our way of life, they should
properly say how they arrived at their recommendations. In this very deficient report that
does not take place. The report then goes to a matter so dear to the heart of the Minister
for Labour Relations it would seem: Costs. The author says -

-There appears to be potential for substantial cost blow-out in the following areas:
I. Common law -

He uses the word "potential"; I suppose we cannot argue with that -

2. Increased activity by lawyers and awareness of "rights' by injured
workers within the community encouraged by media advertising - legal
costs ...

That is a criticism of the operation of competition and free enterprise. I am happy to
acknowledge that there has been a considerable degree of overdoing when it comes to
advertising and in many instances often to the detriment of the injured workers. One
does not overcome that problem by going along with the sorts of recommendations made
by the author of this document. Under the heading of "Costs", the document goes on -

3. Increasing stress-related and illness-related claims, particularly those
related to aged workers - claims increase.

The grammar in this document is fascinating and it makes my task of reading extracts of
it to the enthralled members of this House more difficult than it otherwise would be. If
people suffer stress and illness as a result of unsafe work practices, what is reasonably
wrong with those people being compensated? There is nothing wrong with their being
compensated in some way.
Hon B.M. Scott: They will be.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I suggest that the workers of Western Australia do not share Hon
Barbara Scott's confidence; however, if in the event that legislation which tries to
implement these recommendations comes before this House, I look forward to her
contribution to the debate at that time. The report goes on to refer to the views of
employer groups which carry out their own assessments and the beliefs they have. The
author of the report has another belief -

I also believe it is important to highlight the poor data available to the
Commission and Government -

This is fascinating stuff -
This inhibits decision-making and is totally unacceptable. Insurance companies
have valid reasons for errors in coding of data but the ICA recognises that correct
coding is possible. It has recommended that a penalty be imposed on Insurance
companies for supplying incorrect data. This is not through clerical error but is
due to lack of strict deadlines in data coding.

This flimsy policy document makes recommendations that, if the Minister for Labour
Relations has his way, will give rise to revolutionary change, yet it complains about a
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paucity of data. It is a very bad foundation for policy making. Under the heading
"Future concerns" a number of matters are raised. The author says -

In addition to the above recommendations, key issues raised by many parties
making submissions referred to the need to address the following matters.
The definitions of disability, impairment and negligence need to be clarified. The
current definition of disability requires only a 'recognisable degree".

That is an assertion -

Suggestions of changes to "probable and dominant"~ or "substantial" definitions
were promoted.

I wonder who made those suggestions. The author does not tell us. but the workers are
well able to guess. T'he author then goes on to say something pretty obvious -

I have no legal raining but without change, claims in this area will increase
substantially.

He is saying that be does not really know, but he thinks things will hap-pen. His
reasoning is deficient. There is a lack of intellectual rigour in this report whict. makes it
fundamentally deficient. He makes a fascinating observation -

Medical reports in some cases are costing $600.00 each and this cost is beyond
acceptable expectations.

It is disgraceful that medical reports cost as much as they do; but what injured worker
reasonably pays $600?

The cost of medical reports often prevents injured workers from getting the
evidence together within a reasonable time.

I go along with the author of this report when he complains about the cost that the
medical profession puts on injured workers and insurance companies in those instances
when they charge $600 for a report. The document goes on to say -

The current experience with common law is that any "occurrence" cart be
supported by the courts.

The author does not say what is meant by occurrence. Therefore, it is very hard to
objectively judge what he means. If he means anything that occurs can be supported by
the courts, his proposition is utter nonsense; yet it is contained in a report which has
recommendations that the Government of Western Austraia has said it proposes to act
on, recommendations with dire consequences for many people in Western Australia if
they are implemented. The document goes on -

The Department of Occupational Health in their submission -

Mr Deputy President, I love the way the author puts this; this is the sort of intellectual
rigour that one relies on when dealing with a policy document with such significant
ramifications -

- state that approximately 450 common law claims were lodged last year with the
vast majority being successful, either by a court decision or a settlement.

The common law claims tend to be lodged if there is a pretty reasonabile chance of
success. They can be fairly expensive, as the author of this report and the Minister for
Labour Relations have stated.
I am looking forward to someone from the other side moving that I be granted an
extension. If members wish me to enlighten them on these matters of which they clearly
do not know the truth, they should take the opportunity of listening to what I have to say
about this disgraceful document, which is the American Medical Association's guide to
the evaluation of permanent impairment - a document foreign to OUr System. I will have
to be content to deal with this piece of rubbish this evening. I will come to the other
matters that I wish to deal with at a later date. Unless of course the hearts of stone melt
and become butter!
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Hon N.F. Moore: You brought in time limits to this House; you can wear it.
Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS: As you know, Mr Deputy President (Hon Sam Piantadosi), I did
not bring any time limits into this House. As the member knows, I became a member of
this place on 22 May. The slate was wiped clean on 6 February and it is about time those
opposite realised that they have a prime duty of pwoviding good government to this State,
a duty in which so far they have failed. They failed when they decided to make far
reaching changes based on a document as flimsy as this. I will not take up all of my
time; in the light of not being granted an extension I will sit down with 43 seconds to go.
HON P.H. LOCKYER (Mining and Pastoral) [8.32 pm]: I commend you, Mr Deputy
President on the great strength you have shown from the Chair. I can see you with the
horsehair wig - a handsome sight up there.
Hon John Halden: I think he is reflecting on the Chairman by those statements.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: The deputy knows I will never do that, of course.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Sam Piantadosi): It has occurred once already today.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Mr Deputy President, you are not used enough in that Chair. I
have found that you discipline some of the more unruly members, particularly the likes of
Hon Tom Butler who gets away with murder in this House. It comes from his days in the
Painters and Decorators Union.

Point of Order
Hon T.O. BUTLER: Claiming that I get a away with murder in this place is a clear
reflection on the Chair and I ask that it be withdrawn.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! There is no point of order.

Debate Resumed
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Sir, you have covered yourself with distinction since you have
been in the Chair.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Just as well you did not mention the water supply union!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I would never say that because I know that over the years it has
had very strong leadership.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: You have only 58 minutes left.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Some of us were still here at 2.14 am.
Hon T.G. Buffer interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: At that time Hion Tom Helm reluctantly, and because he is a little
slow off the mark - as the offer was made to all of my colleagues on my right - ended up
defending the Federal Budget. I said reluctantly because no other member would have
carried on with the son of defence that he did on this occasion. As I have always done
with Hon Tom Helm's speeches, I listened with courtesy and manners. However, I took
the opportunity when I received my copy of Hansard to read what he said. It is amazing
to see the accuracy of what was recorded last night in Hansard. This is no reflection on
the Hansard reporter, but I could not believe what I heard last night. Hon Tom Helm
would have had us believe in this Chamber early this morning that the Federal Budget
brought down yesterday at 5.30 pm, was the greatest thing since sliced bread. He
particularly said in Hansard how good it would be for his electorate. I have the privilege
of serving in the same electorate as Hon Tom Helm and we have become sound friends.
We have travelled together from one length of our electorate to the other. Quite frankcly,
I was astonished that he would be the lone voice that he was in defence of the Budget. In
his speech he very carefully referred to the goodies in the Budget. I am the first to say
that there are some things within that Budget which will not be all bad for people in the
north. It will increase and boost some of the exporters and do a tiny bit for a small
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number of low income families. However, it hit to leg all of the people in the north when
it dealt so savagely with the petrol excise. I was astonished that Hon Tom Helm did not
bring this to the attention of the Parliament. He was followed by Hon Kim Chance who
also drew the short straw and did his best to defend the Budget. The fact that he had been
subject over so many years to the views of former Senator Peter Walsh stood out in his
speech. They were unconvincing.
Hon Doug Wenn: In your opinion.
Hon PHILIP LOCKYER: In many people's opinions. I will mad out to members somit
of the things -

Hon Eric Chariton interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: He failed to mention the savage increase to the cost of petnvl by
30 a linre from midnight last night and the indication that by February 1994 unleaded
petrol will increase by another 50. Hon Tom Helm also failed to tell this House that
savage increases will apply to diesel products in this State. In case he has forgotten, the
lifeline to the north of our State is mainly serviced by trucks. The truckies who ply the
highways left, right and centre for every hour of the day and night will hardly absorb that
cost themselves. They will pass it on to people like Hon Tom Helm and his constituents.
As a result, the cost of living in his particular electorate, thanks to his Federal colleagues'
Budget last night, has become once more, much higher than anywhere else in Australia.
The Federal Government does not take into consideration that Western Austraia is by far
the most remote State in the Commonwealth.
When I said Hon Tom Helm was a lone voice I was not joking. The first person I heard
being quoted on the radio this morning was his Federal colleague, Mr Graeme Campbell,
who is of a like mind to me. I do not know how he gets away with what he says about
the Prime Minister, fair dinkum! If I said about my leader what Graeme Campbell says
about his leader, I would be an Independent tomorrow. I certainly would not be re-
endorsed.
Hon T.G. Butler: You have always told me you had freedom of expression in your party.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: We do, but not that kind of freedom of expression. I forget what
he said about the Prime Minister this morning.
Hon Doug Wenn: Make something up.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT. Order!
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: He reflected theme was a possibility that the Prime Minister did
not know who were his mother and father.
Hon Tom Helm interjected.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I have become used to Graeme Campbell doing that. Quite
frankly, I do not think he does a bad job around my way; he says what he means. I do not
know whether anyone listens to him in Canberra, but he gets good press at times. He
must make the mob opposite cringe at times.
Hon Doug Wenn: No.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The deputy secretary of the Labor Party -
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Sami Piantadosi): Order! The member will address
the Chair.
Hon P.H. L.OCKYER: Mr Deputy President, I am addressing the Chair. The gentleman
on my right was the assistant secretary of the Labor Party. 1 am sure that, from time to
time, he would have cursed, in his well mannered way, with a little bit of consternation
his party. However, he was not a lone voice.
Hon John Halden: He would not do that.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: No, he would not. However, it was not a lone voice because
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another member - I have the transcript in front of me - was the member for Pilbara,
Mr Larry Graham, who is also not what one might call a right wing liberal. He is a Labor
member representing the Pilbara and a person with whom I have shared a friendship for a
number of years and served in the same electorate for a number of years. This morning,
on ABC radio and on 6KA in Karratha, he totally disagreed with Mr Helm. He said that
the Labor Party had lost its way by putting on this incredible charge of a fuel excise
which will hit the very people whom the Labor Party purports to support and who are the
very basis of' the Labor Party. In one fell swoop, the Federal Government has put aside
anybody who is poor and unable to afford such things as an unleaded vehicle. One
person with whom I spoke today was Mr Alan Pink, who is a well known racehorse
trainer in Port Hedland. He is regarded as the Tommy Smith or Barr Cummings of the
Port Hedland area and is not known for his strong support of the conservative parties.
When I read Hansard over the telephone to him he said, "You tell Mr Hurricane Lamp
Helm from me that if he thinks I am going to pay those prices to run my 1961 Holden
and continue to vote for him, he has another think coming. If he thinks it is okay,
perhaps he should be looking for another job." That is the message he passed on to the
member.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I draw the member's attention to the fact that he
should be very careful quoting from an uncorrected copy of Hansard when he reflects on
a member.
Hon P.H. LO)CKYER: I am aware of the rules, Mr Deputy President; I have read the
standing orders very carefully over the years. I respect your guidance on this matter.
However, I was quoting Hansard in a broad manner. I am sure that if the honourable
member thought I was misquoting him, he would be the first to correct me. He has not
corrected me because that is what he said. He said it was a great Budget and that it had
enormous benefits for the north. He is absolutely wrong. The member probably has not
made a nip up to the Parliamentary Library today. I do not think too many Labor
members would have gone to the library today and read the editorials from newspapers
across Australia.
Hon Tom Helm interjected.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: In that case, the member will be able to quote me word for word.
Painful though it might be for Mr Helm, he must sit and listen.
Hon Tom Helm: I always do, Phil.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I know he does.
Hon Tom Helm: There is nothing lie adding $50 on to third party insurance.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Tom Helm will come to order.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: I will get on to third party insurance in a moment. That $50 is to
overcome the terrible, dreadful things that members opposite did over the past 10 years.
Hon Doug Wena: Garbage!
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: I know you do not like listening to this, but you will have to wear
it for the next four years whether you like it or not.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member will address the Chair.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: I understand that, Mr Deputy President. I know that you also
would not want this matter to pass without my reminding members opposite that they left
a $lb debt for this State. Members opposite sat in caucus and did not put up their hands.
They let the Burkes and the Dowdings of this world and their lady leader, Dr Lawrence,
go mad, There were no checks and balances and not one of them put up his hands.
Hon Cheryl Davenport: Go and read Standard and Poor's.
Hon P.H. LO)CKYER: Do not worry about Standard and Poor's. Mrs Davenport should
go down to the unemployment exchange every day and visit some of the businesses that
have gone broke because of her party's mishandling -
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Hon Cheryl Davenport: Rubbish.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Of course it is rubbish! The member does not want to hear it. I
will bet that she will not be standing in the courtroom when Mr Burke's case is heard. I
have not seen one of them in court with him. He was god in this place. I watched him
when he became Premier in 1983 and members opposite thought he walked on water.
However, not one of them has the strength of character to support him in court. The only
person supporting him is his wife and I admire her for it. Mrs Sue Burke has never left
his side but not one of this mob opposite has supported him. I might say that members on
this side of t House have not been rushing in to support Ray O'Connor, either, but I
have. I do not let down my mates.
Hon Tom Helm: Did you support Laurie Connell?
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I went to count with him, too, yes.
Hon Tom Helm: Good man. You are a good friend.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Correct. One 6f the great things about OUr democracy and our
law system is that a person is innocent until proved guilty.
Hon Tom Helm: That includes Brian Burke.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: That is exactly right.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I will be morn impressed with Mr Helm when I see him on
television walking into court with Brian Burke.
The Australian Financial Review of today's date states -

John Dawkins always does a good line in moral outrage. He looked positively
pained yesterday as he explained why this Budget was all about "doing the decent
thing".
According to a very subdued Treasurer, doing the decent thing isn't always easy -
especially for politicians.
"You have to suspend at least temporarily some of your political instincts," he
announced firmly.
Oh, right- Tell that to John Hewson.
And how fortunate that the Treasurer was able to suspend this sudden attack of
decency until after the election.
Not that John Dawkins sees it like that. No, he sees that hitting the "fiscal target
was just as much an election commitment" as any of the other promises.
Is it his fault you weren't listening to the right words?
Even now, it requires careful attention.
Increased taxes? Who said that? Wash your wallet out with soap and water.
John Dawkins preferred to talk about "bolstering to some extent the indirect side"
or "preventing a further weakening of the indirect side".
Because, as the Treasurer is keen to insist, Australia is the lowest taxed country in
the industrialised world - with the smallest level of government.
Think about that the next time you fill up the car. Or order a bottle of wine. It
certainly gives new meaning to "Don't drink and drive".

No-one will be able to afford to drink and drive shortly. To continue -

It's just a little confusing for those who took to heart the Government's reaction
to the Liberals' OST.
But don't worry. John Dawkins is here to tell you that increases in the wholesale
sales tax and other very big bits and pieces is a totally different proposition to the
goods and services tax. That "massive shift" he kept calling it yesterday.
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"This is simply not to be compared with that kind of change," he declared.

What a relief.
In fact, it turns out the slug on petrol is "essentially an issue about getting lead out
of dhe environment".
So what if they added 30 a litre frm last night and 2g a litre from next year on all
petrol products? They will add even more to unleaded petrol from next year and
it is introducing the "differential" which is crucial.
As for savings, John Dawkins dismisses all those unreconstructed types who
reckon that die Government could have cut more. Eat your heart out, Peter
Walsh.

The mate of members opposite. To continue -
"Those who say it is possible to cut billions out of Commonwealth expenditure
simply haven't looked at the kind of choices that have to be made."
Decent choices, remember. John Dawkins doing the decent thing isn't quite as
exciting as Paul Keating bringing home the bacon, of course.
This Treasurer has learnt the hard way not to claim credit for the sun rising in
Canberra. (Paul Keating is still at remedial lessons for this personality complex.
Prognosis: very slow recovery.) John is not about to pretend this solves
everything - or even anything much.
"This is a Budget to keep the economy going until such time as the world
economy clicks into high gear," he said.
So John Dawkins kept talking a lot about it not being a Budget just for this year.
And there were lots of impressive-looking figures about what would be happening
four years from now.
But as we all know too well, predictions about future growth are about as reliable
as ice in a heat wave.
In the meantime, thank you Bernie Fraser. The Reserve Bank comes in very
useful: $3.2 billion worth of use in dividends, largely as a result of the dollar's
decision to keep everyone guessing.
The Treasurer did smile when he was asked what type of present he was planning
for Mr Fraser.
But surprise, surprise, he said there was liutle choice but to accept the money.
it must have seemed the decent thing to do.

No doubt members will have studied today's copy of The Australian and, although I will
not read from it, I refer to a headline about the reality of Labor's victory in introducing
the goods and services tax by stealth. The Budget introduced by the Federal Government
last night was a disaster. It was presented by a Federal Government that did not expect to
win the last election. It unexpectedly retained office and then had to carry out its election
promises. It told the people of this country they would be taxed at a lower level which
would be better for everybody. It has tossed a miserable $2 tax benefit bone to those at
the lower end of the tax scale and, with the other hand, it has taken that amount from
them by viciously increasing petrol tax. In a State such as Western Australia with vast
distances to be covered this increase in taxation will hurt the very people that you,
Mr Deputy President (Hon Sam Piantadosi), would not want to hurt.
Hon Kim Chance: Will you use the same speech after the State Budget?
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: It will not be necessary. Last night members of the Labor Party
very weakly defended the Federal Budget. The hypocritical way in which some members
of the Labor Party last night carried on and blithely put aside the increase of 3g a litre in
petrol tax effective from midnight, was unbelievable. An additional 20 a litre will be
applied to unleaded petrol in a couple of years' time, and the tax on leaded petrol will be

2759 [C)OUNCILI



[Wednesday, 18 August 1993] 25

increased further. In addition the tax on diesel has been increased by 30 a litre and it will
rise by 50 next year. The Treasurer did not say that one additional cent would be spent
from that tax increase on the roads in Western Australia which are slowly falling into
disrepair. That situation is not helped by the disturbing information that $8m has been
siphoned from road funds to upgrade the Subiaco Oval while the Federal Government is
looking after its friends in Melbourne and Sydney. Greeme Campbell said last night that
the Ros Kellys, Paul Keatings and John Dawkins of this world are becoming the
consciences of Melbourne and Sydney. They are so worried about lead contamination in
those States that they are making Western Australia pay for it. This State does not have a
problem with lead pollution and if Melbourne and Sydney have that problem they should
fix it themselves. Perhaps a special grant could be made to help them. However,
Western Australia - particularly the electorates of Hon Norman Moore, Hon Tom
Stephens and Hon Tom Helm and my electorate, which are the wealth producers of this
State - should not pay.
It must be recognised that the increase in petrol and diesel tax will affect many
organisations, such as airlines and mining companies. These are extra imposts on costs
and it will be harder for them to make a buck and to keep the Paul Keacings and the
Governments of the eastern seaboard going. All members know that Western Australia
subsidises the rest of the country, has been doing so for many years, and will continue to
do so.
Hon Kim Chance: Are you going to talk about secession now?
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am not talking about secession. The only reason there is no
money in the coffers is chat cheats and vagabonds have been in office for the past
10 years. If those people had been in private enterprise, the fraud squad would be taking
them away. They knew they could not win the last State election. I am told that some
former Ministers spent in advance the budgets they knew they would not be in office to
authorise. They left nothing. I must smile when I see the questions on notice every day
asking which Ministers are using the Government aeroplane. What absolutely
unmitigated nonsense. Under the previous Government Mr Ernie Bridge never stopped
using that aeroplane, and good on him for doing so. His electorate is in the north of this
State and it was very difficult for him to cover that vast area using scheduled air services.
As a Minister of the Crown, he made good use of that aeroplane. In fact, he would
sometimes give me a lift. Never once did I hear any criticism from members about the
use of that aeroplane by the former Government. Of course, this Government's Ministers
are using the aeroplane and will continue to do so.
Hon Kim Chance: Who is criticising them on this side of the House?
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Why are members opposite asking all the questions? Hon Kim
Chance's colleague who sits next to him in this Chamber addresses questions to each
Minister and asks who has travelled where and at what cost.
Hon T.G. Butler: Surely she is entitled to do that.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: Of course she is. However, one former Minister who is a
member in this Chamber spent $18 000 in one weekend when the election was
announced. That is an horrendous amount of money. If members opposite want a stoush
about the waste of funds, they should remember that from the previous Administration. I
will put that aside because the past 10 years has been like a bad dream.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: More like a nightmare.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It is almost as bad as waking up and finding one is a member of
the Painters and Decorators Union or, even worse, the State secretary of that union!
Hon T.G. Butler: If that is the worst thing you can say about me I am not too worried.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: When I was in my electorate some time ago I met someone who
said that many years ago when he was a young man Tom Butler had signed him up as a
member of the union. He told mue that he had great pleasure in giving Hon Tom Butler a
cheque that bounced!
I now find myself in a somewhat embarrassing situation: A person representing the same
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area as you, Mr Deputy President (Hon Sam Piantadosi), spoke last night in the
adjournment debate at 2.34 am and you will be astonished to know that he commented on
the Police Force. Some of the statements made by the member were not correct, and that
can only be put down to the lateness of the hour. The member said that this Government
had told fibs about the Police Force and that it was cutting enormous amounts of money
from its allocation and not keeping going a very good squad that dealt with the
Vietnamese community. As you, Mr Deputy President, sham an electorate in that zone, I
know you will want my comments to be correct and, therefore, I quote from the
uncorrected version of Hansard -

The Minister for Police has decided that he does not have enough resources and
he is cutting back in areas such as community policing. It appears that the
Minister also proposes to abandon the Asian squad rather than increase its
numbers. One need only ask members of the Asian community for their opinions
to learn how effective this squad has been. It is quite obvious that members
opposite do not have a clue about this matter; they do not have the drive to ask
members of the Asian community about the direction offered to them by the
squad. These are the constituents of members opposite.

The member speaking went on to make other uncharitable comments about my very good
friend, Hon Bob Pike. I listened, as I always do, with great courtesy to that member
because when he speaks in this Chamber he does so with great knowledge. I took note of
his comments. The member suggested that I seek advice from the Asian community.
which I have done. Also, without the benefit of his advice, I spoke to the Minister for
Police. I am told by my Asian friends in Northibridge that the member who spoke last
night in the adjournment debate was quite right in one respect. The Asian squad was
established six or eight months ago on a tria basis to address the increasing level of
crime in the Asian community by standover men. It is almost a habit for the Asian
community to have standover men, as was the case in other ethnic communities in earlier
days. That has been overcome. Those communities nowadays do not have the mafia
types in them.
Hon Max Evans: No.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: That has been stamped out by good policing over the years and
the fact that these people have become strong members of our community.
Hon Max Evans: Members of Parliament.
Hon P.H. LO)CKYER: The member is quite right. It may be that one day we will have
an ethnic President in this Chamber, which would be a wonderful thing.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Perhaps Mr Sumnich.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It may be. I will be the first to stand in this Parliament and
applaud if that decision is made as it will be a wonderful thing. I see that Hon Sam
Piantadosi, who has been out of the Chamber on parliamentary business, has returned. I
have been talking about the speech made by Sam "I am not a Sicilian" Piantadosi. This
member was inadvertently wrong about the Asian squad. He should not be ashamed of
that as he is not the only member of this Chamber who has been incorrect from time to
time. I have a document from the Minister which I will give to the member later which
states -

The Asian squad was established 6-8 months ago on a trial basis to address
increasing Asian crime in the community. The squad comprises 3 police
officers -

Hon Sam Piantadosi said two
Hon Sam Piantadosi: There are two.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The quote continues -

- including one Vietnamese officer.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: There are two policemen and one interpreter.
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Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The quote continues -

The squad has proven to be an outstanding success in dealing with crime in our
Asian community including, for example, immigration fraud.
There are no plans to abolish the squad. Rather, the Commissioner is looking at
making it a permanent squad.

I am sure that during the adjournment debate tonight Hon Sam "Don't call me Sicilian"
Piantadosi will stand and apologist to the Minister for Police because he was wrong.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: I was not wrong.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: After that, I will take the member to see the Minister for Police,
who was mildly put out by his comments.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He will never forger.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: He was mildly put out, Mr Charlton; actually, he used strong
language. However, I was able to calm hin. I said that the honourable member meant
well when he made his comments and is a highly respected member of the ethnic
community. I say that in all seriousness because I know that Hon Sam Piantadosi is
highly thought of and does a tremendous amount of work for his community. I am
inclined to agree with hint about the requirement for the squad. I was assured by the
Minister for Police tonight that that squad would not be disbanded and in due course
would be made permanent and more than likely expanded. The member can take it as
read that that is something good which has come out of this discussion. The member
should receive some kudos for bringing it before the Parliament, even if he was wrong.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: I was not wrong. There are still only two officers on the squad.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: I am glad that Hon Kim Chance is here. I always listen carefully
to his speeches as he trained under Peter Walsh, who is a pretty good operator. I am sure
that honourable members in this Chamber from time to time read a very good magazine
called Australian Business Monthly. I have for a number of years been unashamedly an
admirer of the former Prime Minister of Singapore, Lee Kuan Yew.
Hon Kim Chance: Shame on you!
Hon P.H. LODCKYER: I do not totally agree with all he has done in Singapore
Hon Kim Chance: How do you get on with Gaddafi and Adolf Hitler?
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Let us not get on to those left wing blokes. Some left wing
people in this Chamber once supported people like Gaddafi, so the member should not
get me onto that subject. I am happy to give a copy of this article to Hon Kim Chance;
members opposite are so short of a quid that I have kicked in myself. The Australian
Business Monthly interviewed Lee Kuan Yew. For the benefit of the House I will read
out part of that interview because what he said is important -

Unfortunately for Australia, Lee also predicted long ago that Australia would
experience a steady economic decline relative to the rest of the world. It was Lee,
for example, who warned that Australians could become the "white trash of
Asia".
While Singapore has been transforming itself into the hub of South-East Asia,
Australia has been experiencing the Great Slowdown, a period of sustained
economic deceleration. During the 1960s, Australia's ONP grew 67 per cent in
real termis; during the 1970s, 42 per cent; during the 1980s, 38 per cent, and
during the most recent decade, the 10 years of Labor government from 1983 to
1992, 34 per cent. Since 1990, real GNP has grown just 2.5 per cent- The 1990s
may see the lowest economic growth in any decade this century.
Some of this deceleration is the natural maturing of an economy that was force-
fed with growth hormones by federal governments after World War 11. But Lee
Kuan Yew believes Australia's slowing growth is a by-product of its collective
character, especially its belligerent egalitarianism.
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"By voting against GST [in the March Federal election], Australians showed they
prefer the sharing of income to the creation of income," Lee told the ARM during
an exclusive interview in Singapore.

Hon Kim Chance should listen to this very carefully. To continue -

"When Australians discover, as they will, that the sharing of income leads to
nobody trying, they will have to change their mind&"
Lee Kuan Yew is one of the few political leaders - actually, I can think of no
other - who is willing to venture beyond economic and social policy and go much
deeper, into the maw of racial differences and national character. He believes that
culture, not policy, is the true key to a nation's performance.
In his discussion with ARM, he bypassed politics and went straight to what he
regards as the heart of Australia's problem:

Members should listen to this very carefully -

"The most difficult obstacle to higher Australian productivity is the desire of the
workforce to bring everyone down to the slowest performer."

Hon Tom Helm should listen carefully to this.
Hon Tom Helm: Who said that?
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Lee Kuan Yew. The article continues -

This bias towards mediocrity, he believes, begins at the earliest stage in
Australian social life and is reinfored thereafter.

In the case of Hon Tom Helm it began in England. The article continues -

"I think you will have to take your unionists and your educationists on a tour of
East Asia and see how other societies start from kindergarten: the intensity and
the dedication, not only of the child, but of the parents and the siblings and of the
school, the teachers, the class monitors, in getting every student to put in his best.

Hon Tom Helm: Why don't you live there, if it's that good?
Hon P.H. LO)CKYER: I am quoting this because it is great stuff for the member to listen
to. I have listened to his rantings and ravings about his unionist stance and how
wonderful unions are and I only interjected occasionally on him.
Hon Tomn Helm: Not you!
T'he DEPUTY PRESIDENT (H-on Barry I-ouse): Order!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The Ausrralian Business Monthly article continues -

"I've had innumerable anecdotal accounts of Asians [in Australia) who just give
up and begin to work at the pace of Australians. Even if you are a private
practitioner, a doctor, you are disliked and ostracised because you work on a
Saturday, or Sunday, or you make yourself available for night calls at unearthly
hours and as a result poach other people's patients. If you want to become a good
citizen and acceptable to your peers then you have to work at this pace.
"That's okay if you're selling your services only to Australians, but not when
you're selling your services to the world, to tourists who come to Australia, or
worse, if you warnt to sell your products worldwide ...

Mr Lee further says -

"I have been speaking in this vein since 1973. 1 was telling Malcolm Fraser this a
long time ago. I think he half saw the point. But he more than half saw the desire
of the Australian worker not to be pushed too hard, so he was always less than
thorough in his policies.
'And even Bob Hawke - whatever major fiscal policies he made to allow merit to
show, he balanced by macro-economic shifting of the benefits so that it sort of
evened itself out. . - .
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"...- Look at Hewson: he tried OST. He last an election that should have been
his. He immediately had to throw out GST from his program. In the longer term,
that's a reform you have to make. If you don't want OST!, then you must stick to
punishing personal income tax. So every time you have an increase, it's an
increase in personal income tax, which takes away the incentive to perform one's
best."

This is a little right wing stuff for members opposite. The article continues -

His unflattering comparison is supported by his experience. Since Lee became
Prime Minister in 1959, Singapore has grown four times faster than Australia and
has managed the remarkable feat of doubling its economy every decade.
Real G NP grew by 112 per cent during the 1960s, 145 per cent in the 1970s, 100
per cent in the 1980s, and since 1990 has grown at a rare that extrapolates to
105 per cent for the decade.

This is the part that would make the pain a little rater -
Having caught Australia in per capita national wealth, Singapore is now pulling
away. Its GNP has surged 22.3 per cent during the past three years, almost
10 times faster than Australia's growth rate. Consider these unfortunate contrasts
during the 1980s:

Singapore more than doubled its foreign reserves surplus while Australia
was doubling its foreign debt;

That is thanks to the Bolshevik mates in Canberra of members opposite. I come now to
the most important part of the article, and Hon Tom Helm should not be laughing about
this because he is a member of a party that presides over almost a million unemployed
people.
Hon Tonm Helm: Just go and live there!
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon P.H. LOCK YER: I am not saying that.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We would like you to.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: We want members of the Labor Party to understand that unless
we do something about where Australia is headed we will end up the poor white trash of
Asia.
Hon Tom Helm: Is that right?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The trouble is, Hon Tom Helm looks at the world through rose
coloured glasses. He must understand that this is what is happening to Australia. He
should let me finish; then he can interject all he likes. The Australian Business Monthly
article continues -

It attained full employment, while Australia reached a structural unemployment
of more than 10 per cent, the highest in Asia;

Last night Hon Kim Chance boasted that we had the lowest inflation rate, but members
should look at the cost: We have the highest unemployment rate in Asia.
Hon E.J. Charlton: The inflation rate went up by two per cent today.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Members opposite seem to accept this incredible unemployment
rate of 10 per cent. They think it is the norm and that we should go on as we are.
However, it is nor the norm. That is why Richard Court and others, including Ernie
Bridge, are visiting Indonesia and other South East Asian countries to try to develop
markets so that we can increase our exports, and thus increase jobs. I do not want to live
in Singapore; I want to live in Australia. However,!I want to make sure that my children
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will have a job - and, more importantly, char my grandchildren will have a job. I want to
ensure some sont of future for Australia. I do not like going to places like Roebourne,
Fitzroy Crossing and Halls Creek and seeing al the people there who do not have jobs; I
do not like going to places like Port Hedland and seeing all sorts of people at the CES
office because they are out of work; I do not like to see young people with nothing better
to do sitting round shopping centres in Perth because they do not have jobs. I am sick of
that, and that is why I want members opposite at least to listen to what Singapore has
achieved. The article continues -

It successfully introduced a compulsory national superannuation scheme, the
Central Provident Fund, which boosted the national savings race to more than
40 per cent, while Australia's savings rate wallowed at 5 per cent, with a high
dependence on foreign capital;

I am sure Hon Max Evans understands all of this. The article continues -

It eradicated the drug trade, while Australia struggled with growing levels of
addiction and violent crime;

Many members on the right hand side of the Chamber would have us decriminalise such
things as marijuana. They think it is nothing; that it is just like going for a beer.
Hon Tom Helm: In your case itris safer.
Hon P.H_ LOCKYER: I know the member did not want to reflect on me as he did just
then. He was being himself. The article continues -

It upgraded the skill and income of its workforce, while Australia reached youth
unemployment in excess of 25 per cent.

I am talking about a country that has no unemployment. There is no unemployment in
Singapore.
Hon Tom Helm: They have no wages, either.
Hon P.H. LO)CKYER: That is not true. The member should listen to this -

These contrasts are ameliorated by several important factors: Singapore began its
economic rise from a very low base; a city-state of 2.75 million cannot truly be
compared with a sprawling nation of 17 million; Australia's wealth, when
measured in terns of earning power per capita, is still the highest in Asia (even
higher than Japan's - see "The Standard of Living", p.38); Singapore is
unburdened by the economic cost of full democracy -

Hon Tom Helm: Full democracy!
Hon P.H. LO)CKYER: I said Singapore is unburdened -

Hon Tom Helm: That is already understood. Democracy is no good, is it?
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: As I said, I do not necessarily agree with all that Mr Lee has done
in Singapore. However, when one goes to Singapore these days, as I have been doing
since 1972, one sees its standard of living going up while ours is going down.
Singapore's unemployment rate is unrivalled. That country does not have the problems
we have; it has great hope on the horiwon, and it will take over from Hong Kong as the
business centre. of South East Asia. It is my view that, after 1997 when China resumes
control of Hong Kong, a proponion of people will stay but a large proportion of them
will be looking for a much safer haven, and that haven will be Singapore.
The Lee Kuan Yews of this world saw chat 20 years ago and ame raking advantage of it,
but what are we doing in Australia? Our unions want us to work fewer hours for more
money, and to do radical things like turning us into a republic; more than anything else in
the world, they do not want us to work. I would be more impressed by Hon Tom Helm if
he said that he wanted to head up a union that is fighting for 4 working hours a week, no
penalty rates over the weekend, and those sorts of things. flat is why I will support the
legislation in another place when it comes into this Chamber. However, the choice will
rest with the workers, and I think char in the end the workers will accept that. That is
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what terrifies members opposite. This afternoon, during the luncheon suspension. I went
for a walk and was astonished to see, for the very first rime since I came here in 1980,
that they have put iron barricades at the front of Parliament House. I never thought I
would see that.
Hon Kim Chance: A Government under siege!
Hon P.H. LO)CKYER: It is not under siege, and it should not be under siege.
Hon Kim Chance: Why else would they be there?
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: Let me give the member a lesson: I support the right of those
people who want to march tomorrow. Our tight to do that is one of the great planks of
our democracy.
Several members interjected.
Hon P.11. LOCKYER: The barricades are there because of what happened on the
opening day of Parliament. I supported the right of people to march up here on that
occasion - although I was not fussed about school teachers leaving children in
classrooms, but that is their right - but [ did not support those thugs who used the excuse
that an 82-year-old former Premier of this State incited them to rush the doors of
Parliament House.
Hon N.F. Moore: It was absolutely disgraceful.
Hon P.R. LOCKYER: If Hon Kim Chance supports that action, he is a lesser man than I
thought.
Hon Kim Chance: There were too mnany fools on both sides.
Hon R.H. LOCKYER: They claimed that Sir Charles Court incited them.
Hon Tom Helm: Were the thugs inside or outside the Parliament?
Hon P.11. LODCKYER: The thugs were outside. As someone said last night, only a
handful of people were involved; it may have been 20 or 30 people. These Austlians
did not make me feel proud. Nevertheless, plenty of good people took part in that march.
Since then, Hon Mark Nevill has complained about the security measures introduced in
this place. We now have double dooms which make it tough when entering or leaving
with two brief cases; it is tough on the young blokes on the front door to follow the
procedure; and it is tough on the marchers that steel barricades are erected outside
Parliament. As Hon Mark Nevill said, Parliament should be an open place in which
people can come and go as, after all, it is the House of the people. Unfortunately, it is not
like that any more.
Hon Kim Chance: Whose policies have changed that situation? Who put the Parliament
against the people?
Hon R.H. LOCKYER: Hon Kim Chance's mob did! The thugs in the union movement
used to run the State. They may have run the State for the past 10 years, but now 55.22
per cent of the population have said no more. It has taken members opposite a long time
to come to terms with the fact that they are no longer in Government; they had better get
used to it as they will be on the Opposition benches for a long time yet. People will not
forget what they did when in office. The unions are upset that they no longer have a
puppy Government; they can no longer be the tail wagging the dog. The unionfists cart
march up to this place, but they will be kept behind steel barricades. We will take the
chance at the ballot box in four years when the decent people of this State indicate that
our policies are the only way to get this State back to prosperity.
Hon Kim Chance: Like Lee Kuan Yew.
Hon R.H. LOCKYER: The member should not misquote me.
Hon Kim Chance: We will get full democracy too!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I will tell the member what happened in Singapore. I do not
support certain policies there, not the least of which is the autocratic manner of running
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the country. However, we ignore its progress at our peril. While such countries are
marching ahead, we are standing still and it will take increasing time to catch up. This
does not just apply to Singapore. I have travelled to Indonesia over the past 20 years and
I have been astonished by the progress theme. This is no backwater as it is using the latest
technology.
Hon Sam Pianzadosi: Technology is related to what you have said.
Hon P3-I. LOCKYER: The actions of the previous Government, and the terrible mess
left, during the last 10 years have not helped us with our Asian neighbours. It is
important that people like the Premier visit these areas telling people that we are back in
business. We have professionals back in charge and not the four on the floor hustlers of
the past - they have gone. I know that members opposite screamn and yell that we must
go through the checks and balances these days; the unions certainly do not like it. In the
past the unions could tak to Hon Tom Helm or a former Labor Minister and get their
way every day. They do not like it when Hon Eric Charlton does what a previous
Minister for Transport was told to do but did not; namely, close the Midland Workshops.
Mr Charlton did not enjoy that.
Hon John Halden: He did. He laughed at them at the public meeting,
Hon E.J. Charlton: I was laughing at you, and I have not stopped laughing since.
Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! Members know that cross-
Chamber interjections are out of order.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Neither Mr Chariton nor Mr House, with Robb Jetty, enjoyed
making those decisions. However, a number of other tough decisions must be made
around the State to get things on track again. These are decisions previous Government
Ministers should have made. The excesses of the previous Administration were terrible,
and Mr Halden in particular knows it. I am not saying that the previous Government did
not make a couple of decent decisions when in office, but the basis of the last 10 years of
Government was disgraceful. We have a great deal of cleaning up to do.
In conclusion, I refer briefly to Mabo.
Hon John Walden: This will be an enlightened contribution, lie the rest of the drivel we
have had to put up with!
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: If the member does not like what I say, he can always leave.
Hon John Halden: I thought you had finished.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! As the President often says, a basic principle of
this place is that members may not agree with what another member is saying, but they
must listen.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Hon John Halden may not like what I say about Mabo, but I have
not heard him make a contribution on the subject.
Like Hon Tom Helm, I have an electorate which covers six or seven electorates of
another place in which Mabo claims are being, and will be, made. I read an interesting
article in last week's The Bulletin written by David McNicoll. In the previous edition he
expressed an opinion about anmbit claims made by certain sections of the Aboriginal
community, and the fact that they would never stand up. He said that he was astonished
by the amount of hate mail he received from the Aboriginal community following this
article. He indicated that Aboriginal leaders in Australia could not have a proper debate
on Mabo if they treated every comment as racist.
I support the right of people to act within the law on this issue. Obviously, the High
Court has made a ruling which has left a certain amount of doubt. Nevertheless, I
support the right to work through claims legitimately. However, ambit claims will do
nobody good in the long run. This applies particularly in the Pilbara, the Kimberley, the
Murchison and the Gascoyne where claims will be made. Ambit claims will cause
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enormous damage because when genuine claims come before the courts, the many ant
claims may cause other claims to not receive a proper hearing.
The State Minister for Aboriginal Affairs recently agreed to the development of a
crocodile farm in an area close to Broome. However, a section of rhe local Aboriginal
community objected to that development on a number of grounds. This matter was
carefully examined by people in the Aboriginal sites department. A compromise was
reached and a section of the property was not included for the development. In the end a
decision was made to put die land aside. Unfortunately, since then a Mabo-style claim
has been made an that land which will hold up the development, which will simply go
elsewhere;, perhaps to Queensland or the Northern Territory. This will be a loss to
Western Australia.
Worse than that, the next time somebody considers a development in Broome, he or she
will take into consideration the decision on this matter and then bypass the area. This
may lead potential investors to move outside Australia, as is already happening.
Aboriginal community leaders have a responsibility to consider this aspect, although it is
important that they are listened to and not bulldozed. If the court system remains clogged
and some leadership is not shown by the Federal Government - in this case the High
Court has a responsibility in due course to make it absolutely clear - a lot of development
in Australia will not get off the ground. The north of our State in particular has a
problem. I thank honourable members for their close attention and I support the Bill.
HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral) 19.30 pm]: I am concerned about
recent developments in this State which in my view represent a most unhealthy train of
events. The experience of democracy in various parts of the world has not been a long
experience to date. The experience of countries like those of Germany and Italy which
saw the erosion of civil liberties in the 1930s through to the Second World War was an
experience not of a rapid and sudden erosion of those civil liberties, but a very sinister
creeping erosion of the liberties of individuals. In Western Australia in the late 1970s
and early 1980s we saw a train of events unfold which was a movement away from the
trappings of full democracy, as have just been spoken about in this House, to something
less than the democracy we knew prior to the mid 1970s. We saw the arrival on the
Statute book of section 54B of the Police Act which prohibited the rights of people in this
State to assemble without the approval of the Government of the day or the Police Force
before they could express their views on questions facing this State. We saw the
Noonkanbah situation develop with a truck convoy running from one end of the State to
the other in order to trample across the rights and aspirations of people. Several times
during the previous Court Administration we saw an erosion of the most fundamental
rights of Western Australians - that is, their right to vote. Those rights were being
assaulted by various changes to the electoral laws and to the Constitution of this State
with the aim of crying to entrench in office the Court Government of that period.
Hon N.E. Moore: You have compulsory unionism.
Hon TOM STEPH-ENS: The erosion of civil liberties is not something that suddenly just
springs upon a State or a nation, it is something that history tells us creeps up on us and
before we now know it our civil liberties have gone. That is probably something with
which Ministers like Hon Norman Moore, the Minister for Education, are comfortable.
Hon N.F. Moore: I am trying to bring some freedom into universities, and you are trying
to tell me it is the wrong way to go.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Hon Norman Moore is comfortable with the erosion of civil
liberties he is seeking to achieve with his Bill, yet his Bill is an assault on die very
freedom of universities to determine their own rules. The Minister for Education knows
that those universities demand freedom to settle their affairs, yet he is intruding into those
freedoms by demanding that the universities move in his own image and likeness.
Hon NYF Moore: You are a fraud.
Hon TOM STEPH{ENS: Since the change of Government we have watched same sudden
changes to the Parliament- We have seen the arrival of new security arrangements in the
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Parliament. Those security arrangements starred to change gradually. We saw the bullet
proofing of the front windows at the Parliament, and the employment of a newfangled
security officer who has incrementcally placed in this Parliament security provisions that
convert what is the people's House into something less than that, into something that
starts to restrict the flow of the people of Western Australia into this place, the flow of
the media in their efforts to cover the proceedings of this Parliament, and members
carying out their duties as members of Parliament in this place. In that context, this
Parliament has a Joint House Committee of the Parliament. I was left with the task on
behalf of the Stare parliamentary Labor Party to express the concerns of our party about
these sudden changes to the ordinary flow of people into this place, the ordinary flow of
the media through the place and the ordinary flow of parliamentarians around the place.
One of the reasons I was particularly concerned was that I had had the misfortune to go
into my room one day only to find that a room already deprived of adequate air from any
normal ventilation was suddenly barred and locked. I was prevented from getting fresh
air into my room. Presumably the aim is to provide some sort of security protection of
me as a member and of this House. It did not seem to worry anyone that I ran the risk of
not being able to get any air in the room at all. I then found chat new security doors had
been installed at the front entrance without any consultation with members, To my
misfortune I found myself locked in the foyer one night. I was trapped by a new security
arrangement, presumably to protect the Parliament and the members.
Hon E.J. Charlton: It sounds as though there are some benefits in the new system.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: By itself, it would be marginally amusing, but it is not by itself.
Our parry went to the Joint House Committee and asked that no new security
arrangements be installed at the Parliament without a security plan being placed before
the Joint House Committee so that its members could refer that security plan to their
respective party caucuses for comment before implementation. I was alarmed beyond
belief to find that, despite the passage of that motion through the Joint House Committee
and the agreement of everyone on that committee, when I arrived at the Parliament today
new security arrangements were being installed. These will impact nor only upon
mnembers; but also the wider community. They will have the effect - as I see them being
installed tonight - of converting this place into some sort of fortress that must be
protected from the people whom we are supposed to represent.
These incidents by themselves may not be considered to be cause for fundamental alarm,
but when one puts them into context one finds that other fundamental elements of our
democracy axe also under assault by this Government. For instance, the High Court, the
ultimate umpire of the political and legal system as we know it in this nation, is under
assault from the Premier and the Government in this Parliament. That is extraordinary.
In football the umpire's being under assault led to Chris Lewis' suspension for three
weeks. If one starts shoving the umpires around, if one assaults and attacks the umpire,
one must accept the consequences. In a democracy, if one attacks and assaults the
umpire one must accept the consequences just as in the piddling area of football where
rules are laid down. To assault the fabric of democracy as this Government is doing, nor
just by assaults on the High Court and by recognising in its own history a complete
assault on democracy as we knew it in the 1970s and early 1980s, but also a corruption of
the electoral laws with the encouragement and assistance of members like Hon N.F.
Moore -
Hon NPF. Moore: What absolute wrash. You know that was brought about by a judicial
inquiry's recommendation.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: We now see assaults on the industrial laws of this State. That
will lead to assaults on students' opportunities for representing themselves on campuses
of the universities. Now the people of Western Australia who might want to peacefully
demonstrate about the legislative initiatives in this place will find that the place is to be
made a fortress and will be barricaded. It will no longer be the people's House. This
place is to be convented into the domain of this Government to do with it what it will, not
recognising that this Chamber is supposed to place this Government under scrutiny. Any
member of the public should have the freedom to visit, and should be welcomed into, this
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place to see democracy in action. Instead of that, we are seeing the reverse. This is an
important breach of the whole way this Parliament has operated up until this point. I am
deeply disturbed by the barricades arriving at the front of this building.
I was approached last Friday by staff of the House about whether my motion to the Joint
House Committee prevented the creation of holes in the front of the building which
would provide an opportunity for Parliament to install something that was described to
me as facilitating the flow of people in and out of the building. I was picturing additional
handrails to assist people in their movement to and from the building. Of course, I did
not see my motion as prohibiting that sort of installation at the front of the building.
However, when I returned to the building my colleagues in this Parliament - at least on
this side of the House - asked me what on earth the Joint House Committee had
facilitated and committed to with the installation of a new elaborate barricade that was
being erected at the front of the building. I am telling the House now - I will take the
opportunity of speaking to the Presiding Officers, fellow members of that Joint House
Committee and anyone else who will listen - that I am fundamentally opposed to
converting this place into a fortress, not just because it reflects on my own commitment -

Hon E.J. Charlton: The Premier said that on television tonight, so tell us why it
happened if you know.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: It would not matter if this was an isolated incident. However,
this has occurred following the Minister for Transport's presiding over a rail authority
that has just thrown people off railway stations, as they have endeavoured to
communicate to the people over the very laws that are coming before this Parliament. A
pattern has emerged from the Government benches in this place and in the other place
which is resulting in the erosion inch by inch, step by step, of the rights of ordinary
Western Australians going about their business to participate in the democratic processes
in this country. We have just heard a member speak in this place without any utterances
from the other side of the House about the advantages of a country such as Singapore,
because it is "unburdened by the full trappings of democracy". Have members ever heard
anything more abhorrent being expressed to this House? Democracy means a
Parliament, a High Court system, and a Government that is placed under review, and a
Parliament that is the people's place. We are about to see this place become unburdened
by the trappings. It will be a move back into the 1970s, back to the Court era of which
we were so relieved to be free. It will result in the erosion of ordinary people's rights and
of their freedom to speak. We have seen the Leader of the Government in this House
several times try to muzzle members, including me, by denying us leave to speak in the
House. We have seen the Minister hide behind question time in this place. It fits into a
pattern that is most sinister. This is no laughing matter. It would not worry me so much
if the most fundamentally conservative people did not sit on the front bench opposite.
Hon Norman Moore laughs.
Hon N.F. Moore: Because you're such a joke.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: It alarms and horrifies his own members because they know
what this member is capable of in winding back the opportunities for ordinary Western
Australians to go about their business.
Hon N.F. Moore: Like the opportunities that you provided for the past 10 years.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! When the last speaker was on his feet it was
necessary for rue to remind the House that members do not have to like what a member is
saying, but must listen to it. The same applies whoever is the speaker on his feet.
Hon TOM STEPHENS: We are seeing inch by inch, step by step, an assault on the
fundamentals of democracy in this State. The barrier which will be erected tomorrow
will convert this place into a fortress. It will no longer be the people's place, but a
fortress to be protected against the people, presumably, to allow this Parliament to
become the plaything of this Government which it should never be and which, while l
have breath in my body, I will not allow to occur without enormous protest. The assault
on democracy in other countries around the world led one commentator at the time to
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make a prayer in a book that was published following his death. The words went
something like this: "First, they came for the Jews. I wasn't a Jew and I didn't complain.
Then they conic for the communists. I wasn't a communist and I didn't complain. Then
they came for the Catholics. I wasn't a Catholic so I didn't complain. Then they came
for me. By that time there was nobody left to complain." Dietrich Bonhoeffer died in a
Nazi prison in 1945, having watched the erosion of civil liberties in his own country, to
his own danger and peril. He was a Christian theologian and an antagonist to the Nazis.
He fought against the erosion of civil liberties in that country.
IHon N.F. Moore: Why don't you get what he said in context?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: In this State we see the arrival of the erosion of civil liberties;
the celebration of people who wont to be free of the full trappings of democracy on the
eve of a demonstration protesting about new industrial laws. No protest has been heard
by members on the other side of the House. The Minister was not run out of the place by
his leader or fellow Ministers, but was allowed to stand in this place and advocate a
situation where we might revert to a removal of "the full trappings of democracy".
This Parliament is soon to be converted into a fortress against the people. I view this
development extremely seriously. It falls into a pattern of a most arrogant Government
which, so early in its period in office, is prepared to trample upon the fundamentals of
democracy that we have come to know and love in this State. As a fundamental part of
that democratic process the High Court, about which there has recently been discussion,
has represented to me as a social progressive a conservative element of the system on
protecting the rights of individuals, particularly property rights. The High Court has
done that since its inception. I have not always liked its decisions, but I have had to put
up with them because it is the umpire. I viewed with some disquiet the decision of the
High Court that overturned Federal legislation that would have banned political
advertising in election campaigns because I believed that political advertising was getting
out of hand in this country and was placing democracy beyond the reach of ordinary
people. The High Court made its decision. That is a fundamental part of the structure of
our democracy. The Barwick decision of the High Court which defended the tax
arrangements of the business community of this State and other States was another
decision I was not comfortable with as a member of a party which wants to see a
redistribution of wealth in this country. The Barwick decision protecting the tax haven
arrangements offended me. However, the umpire ruled and I accept the ruling.
Now the High Court is protecting the property rights of individuals - the native title
holders in this country - in the conservative tradition it has maintained in the 93 years of
its operation and it suddenly finds itself assaulted by members on the other side of the
House who claim to be the true conservatives. They are not true conservatives in the real
sense of the word. Instead of fighting for the conservation of the democratic structure of
this State, they are starting the erosion of the rights of Western Australians by the steps
which are being taken in this place and beyond. I find it abhorrent and it is worthy only
of condemnation. I hope other members on both sides of the House - members of the
National Party, the Liberal Party, the Independent, the Greens and the Labor Party - share
my abhorrence of this erosion of our tenets of democracy through this creeping assault on
it. I am alarmed and outraged and on that basis I will continue to express my alarm and
outrage until this Government sees some sense and steps back from the course on which
it has embarked.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [9.53 pm]: Before I refer to the formation of
an environmental defender's office in this State I advise members that I was disturbed to
hear some of Hon Tom Stephens' comments.
I will be asking this House and the Government to consider assisting in the establishment
of an environmental defender's office in this State because there is a great need for it not
only to bring us into line with other States, but also to provide a cost effective way to
protect the people of this State who are prepared, without any payment, to do something
to protect the environment in which they live. They are speaking out against some of the
very bad practices of companies whose operations pollute the atmosphere. However,
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these companies use their monetary superiority to crush protests against their bad
practices.
I draw the attention of members to an article which was published in The West Australian
on Saturday, 7 August which is headed "Court warns on MPs' privilege". It reads -

Premier Richard Court warned MPs yesterday to be careful about how they used
parliamentary privilege.
The warning came in the wake of the row over former Government adviser Tim
Meagher, who was severely reprimanded by the Legislative Assembly on
Thursday after threatening Opposition environment spokesman Jim McGinty with
legal action over comments he made in the House.
..Mr Court said Labor had too often used parliamentary privilege to tarnish the

reputation of private citizens who could not fight back.
"If you are going to be raking personal attacks on people and attacking their
professional reputation and credibility, you have to have the decency and courage
to do it outside of the House," Mr Court said.

Further on the article continues -

But Mr Court said he had no plans to change parliamentary procedure to give
citizens the chance to address the House if they felt they had been wronged.

Further on it states -

Dr Meagher wrote to Mr McGinty earlier this month denying Mr McGinty's
claim that he had said he would "get" Environmental Protection Authority
chairman Barry Carbon, and warned any further comment inside or outside the
House would be met with legal action.

In the same edition of The West Australian this article was referred to by Stephen Loxley
in an article headed "Mi's unwilling to cast off image of cowards' castle". It states -

So, Premier Richard Court has ruled out changing the rules to let private citizens
seek redress before Parliament if they feel they have been wronged under
parliamentary privilege. It's not the first time that this issue has been raised and
it's not the first time it has been dismissed.
Politicians on all sides oppose the idea although it does seem to have merit if it
can be done without weakening the privilege of Parliament.

I do not believe he is totally correct. To continue -

If a person feels their reputation has been dragged through the mud, why
shouldn't they have the right to seek to appear before the House to argue their
case?
Any application would have to be considered by a committee of the presiding
officers and maybe other parliamentary officials to ensure that Parliament's time
was not wasted.
But, if the committee was satisfied that the complaint was genuine and the
aggrieved person had a legitimate case, then the person should be able to appear
before the bar of the House and put their side of the argument, which would be
included in Hansard.

Further on it states -

Dr Lawrence called for the parliamentary standing orders committee to develop a
system similar to that used in the Senate, which gives the public the right to reply
to parliamentary allegations by having their responses recorded in the official
record of Parliament.
She saw a need for the media to recognise the need for balance and to give the
response similar exposure to that of the original allegation.
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Further on the article states -

Unfortunately, dhe motion carrying all of Dr Lawrence's suggestions died a
natural death on the floor of the Legislative Assembly.

I agree that we should have parliamentary privilege, but perhaps we should pay attention
to increasing the ability of people to put their case when they feel they have been
wrongly dealt with. It is not always possible for ordinary people to speak out against
something that is wrong.
In putting forward my argument for the establishment of an environmental defender's
office I will quote from another article in the The West Australian on 30 July which is
headed "Legal aid plans for green campaigns" and it states -

A group of Perth lawyers wants to establish a centre providing legal support for
community groups and individuals fighting environmental battles in the public
interest.
Michael Barker, a fanner counsel assisting the WA royal commission, has
outlined a proposal for the creation of an environmental defender's office in WA
to offer practical advice and representation to those involved in unequal legal
battles.
Mr Barker said that to give such an office independence, security and clout, it
should, be attached to a university with a law school and related disciplines such
as environmental science.

Further on the article continues -

The lawyers feel the public interest is not adequately protected at present and that
the need for such an office is increasing. The group wants to set up the office by
the end of the year.
"The environment is constantly under threat. That is why the conservation
movement exists and it is now appreciated that implementation of environmental
ideas has a legal dimension," Mr Barker said.
"You cannot operate in the area of environmental protection unless you
understand not only the policy but also the law." .. .

Hei said under traditional rules, the legal system worked against public interest
actions.
"Every lawyer knows that when you act in an environmental dispute that has
public interest ramifications, the traditional rules of law are all capable of being
marshalled against them," he said.
"You cannot get an interim injunction unless you give an undertaking about
damages and no ordinary people can afford to give such an undertaking."
Losing a case and having to pay costs would probably make most ordinary people
bankrupt.
"These sorts of issues are typically brought out in community actions against
well-resourced defendants," he sald.
Mr Barker said the centre would offer practical legal advice and representation,
carry out research and allow law students to gain valuable educational experience
and exposure to issues.
Victoria, NSW, Queensland and South Australia already had similar centres.

It continues -

Its success would depend on the goodwill of lawyers working free of charge.
The group's proposal anticipates support from both the State and Federal
governments.

It is interesting that this article is juxtaposed with another article entitled "Piggery issues
new writ", which states -
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The owners of a North Dandalup piggery have launched a new action for damages
against conservationist Helen CwT over statements she made about contamination
reaching the Serpentine River from their farm.
Earlier this month, Ms Canr apologised to George Weston Foods Ltd for material
she published about Wandalup Farms piggery.
In her apology, Ms Canr admitted she had wrongly claimed the company was
discharging virtually untreated, pig manure into the Serpentine River.
Ms Canr lost her initial legal fight with the piggery despite official evidence thac
suggested considerable contamination could be reaching the river even though it
was not in the form of manure.
In a recent interview with The West Australian, Ms Carr said she felt she ha no
chokce but to pay more than $1000 to place the apology in WA newspapers. She
had already paid thousands of dollars in legal bills and had been told the action
would cost $50,000 to defend if it went to court.
But Ms Canr has received a second writ from George Weston Foods. It claims
that her agreeing to the report in The West Australian amounted to a breach of her
agreement to stop commenting publicly about the piggery.
The Environmental Protection Authority and Wandalup Farms have been
involved in years of talks over the amount of waste that flows from the piggery
into the river, 60kmn south of Perth.
Ms Canr launched her campaign because she was outraged when EPA chairnan
Barry Carbon claimed the piggery produced as much faecal waste as the
populations of Bunbury and Mandurab combined.
Last year, an EPA document said the authority was worried about an estimated
annual discharge of 230 million litres of contaminated material from Wandalup.
Wandalup Farms general manager Rob Wilson described Mr Carbon's claims as
emotive and inaccurate but the EPA was not sued.
Earlier this year, the company accepted EPA licence conditions.

Unfortunately, those people in this State who act from a sense of responsibility to their
community cannot blow the whistle on blatant polluters, simply because they do not have
the financial resources to defend their statements.
Hon Derrick Tomtlinson: That is not what George Weston Foods did. It was protecting
its common law rights.
Hon J.A. SCOTT': A number of people have been sued by George Weston Foods Ltd.
Ms Helen Canr has now been sued three times by George Weston Foods for blowing the
whistle on the highly polluted Wandalup Farms Watsonia piggery. Ms Canr, mother of
thre, was quite correct in her assertion that the Dandalup piggery is polluting the
Serpentine River. Rather than correct its management practices, George Weston chose to
frighten off people with legal action. The member may agree with that. I do not.
Hon Derrick Tonmlinson: You should not confuse protection of the environment with a
denial of common law rights.
Hon l.A. SCOTT: Individuals have little chance to defend themselves when pitted
against the huge resources of a multinational company. George Weston is a huge
multinational company, with market capitalisation of $748m. The French author Anatole
France once said, "In Paris, all men are equal. Rich and poor alike are free to sleep under
the-bridges of Paris." We have that same freedom in Western Australia. Under threat of
bankruptcy, Ms Helen Canr apologised publicly to George Weston Foods and signed an
undertaking to refrain from making any further public comments about the Dandalup
farms operation or the licence agreement between the EPA and George Weston in
relation to the Dandalup farms operation. In the Press on the following day she called for
an environmental defender's office to be established in Western Australia, a matter which
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had nothing to do with her undertaking to George Weston Foods, and the company's
solicitors, Jackson McDonald, were given instructions from George Weston Foods to sue
her again. That is outrageous behaviour, as Helen Curr could have said much more
which did not relate to the Dandalup piggery but did to George Weston Foods, which
controls the Love Starches factory in Russell Road, Cockburn, which produces 97 tonnes
of methane gas a year, for instance. I have here a list of actions which 1 will read to the
House. because I believe that these things should not happen in this State. Why should
socially responsible citizens whose motives are desirable be bankrupted when they
attempt to protect their community?
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: It depends upon what you mean by "socially responsible".
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I will read out some information for Hon Derrick Tomlinson. This is
a briefing note from the EPA, and it concerns Wandalup Farms. It states -

The Environmental Protection Authority, in conjunction with other government
departments, have attempted since 1980 (see attached history of contacts between
EPA, WAWA and Wandalup Fanms) to work cooperatively with the Company to
manage their discharge. In the face of ten years of intransigence and
procrastination, the EPA issued a pollution abatement notice and amended the
licence of Wandalup Farms in December, 1992. Wandalup Farms appealed
against both of these actions; those appeals are still to be determined. Legal
advice to the EPA is that the Pollution abatement notice and the amended licence
conditions are fatally flawed, and should be withdrawn. Nevertheless, the aims
and timing contained in both those documents remain valid. Wandalup Farms
must be made to control their discharge to the catchment of the Serpentine River.

The briefing note states, in regard to the EPA proposal, that -

I1. The EPA propose to report to the Minister, recommending that the
pollution abatement notice and the amended licence conditions be
withdrawn.

2. The EPA would then reissue a new pollution abatement notice, and a new
set of licence conditions, that reflect the original intentions but are not
legally flawed.

3. It is anticipated that the Company would then appeal both the pollution
abatement notice and the amended licence conditions.

4. The EPA would enforce whatever measures and conditions resulted from
the appeal process.

The briefing note states, in regard to background, that -

Wandalup Farns is the largest piggery in Western Australia, with approximately
22 000 pigs being on the property at any one time. The piggery was established
in 1979 by the George Weston Foods group, and has operated on its current site
since that time. Wandalup Farms were identified by the EPA as a major source of
phosphorous (and nitrogen and faecal bacteria) to the Serpentine River in 1984.
Coincidentally, algal blooms were first observed in the Serpentine River
(downstream of the Dandalup Farms discharge) in November 1985. Similar
blooms were not present in the Peel Inlet at this time. This is attributed to the
dilution of Serpentine River waters by oceanic water in the inlet.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson interjected.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: That was much earlier, but I have more to say which will explain that.
The briefing note continues -

Sampling of the piggery discharge was first conducted by the Government
Chemical Laboratories (now Chemistry Centre of WA) in late 1981. Even at this
stage (2 years after commissioning the farm) the final pond discharge had a
concentration of 45 mg/I phosphorus.
Note: Serpentine River phosphorus concentrates are typically 0.30 mg/I a level
which is known to cause nutrient enrichment.
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Surveys in 1989 concluded that Wandalup Farms were exceeding their licence
condition of 5.0 mg/I total phosphorus on 75% of occasions and that at least 86%
of the Gull Road drain phosphorus load (>9.3 tonnes), or >37% of the Serpentine
River phosphorus load, originated from the farm.
In 1989, nitrate contamination in a neighbouring bore resulted in its closure.
Between 1916/90-1317/90 Wandalup Farms exceeded their licence limit for
phosphorus (5mg/I) on 50% of occasions. For the majority of this period
Wandalup Farms were not even discharging effluent due to the commissioning of
a new effluent pond (26/6/90-26f7/90). Clearly, a most unsatisfactory state has
been meacbed where the property has become saturated with phosphorus and
consequently rainfall is playing a role in dictating the quality and quantity of
discharges ...
Note: Wandalup Farms is estimated to contribute more than 86% of the Gull Rd
drain phosphorus load. Further, the Waterways Commission has commissioned
studies by independent consultants to verify that the Commissions assessment of
nutrient levels in the Cull Road Drain. The consultants confirmed that the
assessments carried out by the Commission were appropriate and represented
good practice. The Gull Road drain contributes (on average) 29% of the
Serpentine River phosphorus load, but constitutes <1% of the area of this
catchment
Wandalup Farms has never complied with the limits imposed on its Licence by
WAWA, and the Peel-Harvey GOTAG has recently requested that the EPA
institute legal proceedings against the Company for breach of licence conditions.
The piggery is a major contributor to nutrient levels in the Serpentine River and
the Peel-Harvey system, and has been the subject of concerted efforts on the part
of EPA, WAWA and the Waterways Commission in an attempt to enlist the aid
of the Company in reducing nutrient export levels. These efforts began as long
ago as 1986. and Wandalup Farms have only between 1991 and now come to the
negotiating table with a draft Effluent Management Programme. That EMP is
considered unsatisfactory by the EPA, and as a consequence the EPA undertook
the serving of the PAN and amended licence conditions in December 1992. Since
then, any attempts to meet and formulate a resolution to the problem has been
frustrated by George Weston Foods unwillingness to attend meetings.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: If the problem was identified in 198 1, why did it take 10 years
for the EPA to act? That body is the environmental defender. It had the power but did
not use iL.
Hon L.A. SCOTT: I agree. It is very poor. The document continues -

In the intervening period Wandalup Farms have frustrated all efforts on the part
of Government agencies to improve their environmental performance.

I feel the same as Hon Derrick Tom linson because I had heard that 'green tape" was
tying up the work situation. The document continues -

The irrigation of wastewater over trees not considered in itself to be an adequate
form of land disposal in themselves. Research shows that trees irrigated with
domestic wastewater will take up only about 10% of the phosphorus applied. To
perform satisfactorily this form of waste management must be used as an adjunct
to soils which have an inherently good capacity to retain phosphorus. Wandalup
Farms comprises Bassendean Sands only, a soil type which has the lowest
phosphorus retention capacity of any soil in this state..
The target phosphorus concentration for the Serpentine River is 0. 135m g/l (EPA
Bulletin 363) Wandalup Farm's discharge regularly exceeds 5.0 mg/I P.
The draft Peel/Hanvey EPP (and EPA Bulletin 363) target load for the Serpentine
River is 21 tonnes P in an avenage year. Wandalup Farms discharges, on current
levels, accounts for 50% of the permissible P load for the Serpentine River.
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A briefing note to the Minister by Dr Chris John states -

The EPA is in possession of a copy of the briefing note prepared by Dr Chris John
of John Consulting Services and submitted to a previous Minister on 5 June 1992.
In his submission, Dr John made statements that are quite simply incorrect.
These are:
(i) That ".. Wandalup has worked closely with the EPA, Department of

Agriculture and WAWA to responsibly manage it's operations, especially
effluent management .This is patently untrue, in that Wandalup Farms
have continually procrastinated over effluent management issues and have
failed to responsibly manage their effluent since the piggery was
established.

Hon Sam Pianmadosi: They flouted the law.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Why did the Environmental Protection Authority not act? The
old body was impotent but even that had the authority.
Hon 1A. SCOT: I am talking about someone who would be looking to protect people
in the community who wanted to make statements about companies but would be sued
because they would not have the resources to protect themselves. Dr John states that -

... the piggery operation has been socially and environmentally acceptable..
Wandalup Farms have consistently failed to comply with their Licence conditions
and has been identified as the major point source of nutrients in the Serpentine
catchment and thus is a major contributor to the algal blooms that have been
suffered on an almost annual basis since the piggery began it's operations.

I have here a table which indicates the number of occasions on which Wandalup Farms
data, supplied to Government departments, shows accedences and shows claims by
George Weston Foods that the licence conditions have never been exceeded. It is a press
release dated 4 December 1992.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Why did the EPA not do anything about it?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Who knows? The document continues with conclusions which read -

Wandalup Farms have shown disdain for the processes of environmental
protection in Western Australia.
Wandalup Farms proposed EMP will not enable them to limit their nutrient
discharges to the Peel-Harvey system to the extent that their discharge becomes
acceptable.
As a major point source of nutrients on this site, Wandalup Farms has had an
extreme impact on the Serpentine River and the Peel-Harvey systems and will
continue to do so for the foreseeable future.
Wandalup Farms must be made to achieve an acceptable discharge figure for
nutrients, either by further upgrades to the effluent management systems or by
relocation to a more suitable site, at least outside the Peel-Harvey catchment and
preferably off the coastal plain altogether.
Given the attitude of Wandalup Farms, it is unlikely that any method other than
coercion will lead to an environmentally acceptable outcome.

Point of Order
Hon BOB THOMAS: Can the member identify the document from which he was
reading so that later I can ask him to table it?
Hon J.A. SCOTT7: These are EPA documents which were released when Mr Barry
Carbon made public certain meetings, so that people were able to read the documents. I
can table the documents, if the member wishes.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! T'he member may table the document, if he so
wishes, at the end of his speech.
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Debate Resumed
Hon J.A. SCOTT: If only Wandalup Farms was involved it would be one thing, but
George Weston Foods owns N.B. Love Starches in Cockburn. That company also has a
dodgy environmental record. In 1968 N.B. Love ceased discharges to a sewer to avoid
industrial waste or sewer charges. The wastes were discharged on the grounds of
premises. In 1985 N.B. Love discharged waste to a saline aquifer.
In 1987 a water pollution complaint was received as a result of flooding of a
neighbouring property by a burst pipe to a shallow wash down disposal bore. In 1987 the
Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare reported methane gas escaping
under nearby buildings to an engineering workshop which constituted an explosion
hazard. Gas was set alight by a welding torch. High levels of methane were detected at
ground level. In October 1987 N.B. Love injected bore water into shallow bores to dilute
and disperse methane-producing effluent. In June 1991 soil gases analysed from a depth
of 1.1 metres to 2.2 metres below ground level gave results of between 60 per cent and
70 per cent methane and 30 to 32 per cent carbon dioxide. In August 1992 the methane
gas balance indicated a potential loss to the atmosphere of 97 tonnes a year of methane -
a dangerous greenhouse gas. Hydrogen sulphate concentrations had been measured up to
0.1 per cent. Approximate mass discharge loadings a year to the aquifer Were Sodium,
44.8 tonnes; nitrate, 8.1 tonnes; potassium, 32.8 tonnes; sulphates, 41 tonnes; total
organic carbons, 536 tonnes. The contaminate plume will eventually impact on
Cockburn Sound. Current practices at these premises are in contravention of the
management strategies, including the table and ground water quality working paper, the
Water Authority of Western Australia draft of July 1992, and the proposed EPA
management strategy for ground water in the Kwinana area. There have been four
complaints since 1987 against these premises, three of which were substantiated.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: What action has the EPA taken against those proprietors?

Hon J.A. SCOTT: Not very much.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Why?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I would like to know. Watsons Foods processes about 250 000 pigs a
year. All waste water from the processing operation, including significant amounts of
nutrients and oil and grease, end up in the Owen Anchorage. Watsons currently account
for more than 90 per cent of all discharges from the Coogee industries into Owen
Anchorage.

Hon Reg Davies: Is it that the EPA is just not carrying out its duties?
Hon J.A. SCOTT: It certainly looks a bit like that to me. Apart from red tape, I think
Watsons attitude is full on, straight ahead. The discharge is often seen as an unsightly
sheen on the surface of Owen Anchorage. Waste water discharge is on avenage about
1.34 megalitres per day. There have been a total of 33 complaints against these premises
since October 1987. The breakdown of the complaints is as follows: Substantiated
complaints. 20; unsubstantiated complaints. 12; and not valid complaints, one. I have a
list of constant EPA interaction with this company. Similar to the case of Wandalup
Farms, this company has found ways of fobbing off the EPA.
Hon Kim Chance: Is this the same firm that has pursued the woman to bankruptcy?

Hon JA. SCOTT: It is.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: In the last list that you read - perhaps you might table that as
well - did the EPA take action against them?

Hon J.A. SCOTT: It does not appear from this document that it did. I have two pages
which sets out the interaction that the EPA has had with the company.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: With all of these breaches of environmental legislation, has
nothing been done?

Hon J.A. SCO1f7: It would seem not. If we check carefully, we will notice that there is
a constant interchange of new plans and consultants. I will explain a little of that in my
next comments about the Capel Dairy Company (WA).
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Hon Derrick Tomlinson: The EPA has the authority to close it down.
Hon J.A. SCOTrT: I thought it did as well.
Hon E.J. Charlton: It does.
Hon J.A. SCOTT': The first complaint about the Capel Dairy occurred on 14 May 1991.
The complaint was from a local person, Mr C. Caporn of Capel. The EPA's answer to
his question about odours was -

I am informed that the Capel Dairy Company (WA) is currently juicing apples for
cider manufacturer. As a consequence of the prevailing north east and easterly
winds present at the time, this distinctive crushed apple smell could have been
detected at your home.

On 18 December 1991 Peter Brown-Cooper, Director of Pollution Control Division,
wrote to the General Manager of the Capel Dairy company. The letter states -

I understand chat the Capel Dairy Company (WA) proposes to relocate dhe
wastewater disposal area which currently services the Cape! Operations. As you
are aware, use of the current site has resulted in a significant number of
complaints to this Authority, the Water Authority of Western Australia and
officers of the Shire of Capel. As was indicated to you during the November 18
meeting, it is unlikely that effluent disposal would be allowed to continue at the
present site.

A file note to Mr P. Skitmore on 2 June 1992 on the subject of Capel Dairy trade waste
disposal states

Telephone discussion with Mr Colin Denti (26.05.92) regarding a proposal from
Capel dairy to continue depositing waste on current site as interim measure.
Council is reluctant to permit due to ongoing nature of odour and possible
shallow groundwater problems to Capel River. He advised that General Manager
Reid has suggested a proposal to develop long term treatment/disposal site on
Huttons Rd had been veto'd by EPA. Wanted to know if this was the case.
EPA (VdW) has had discussions with Capel consultant (Dr C John) regarding the
site. Concluded that although the site does present problems (gutterless soils,
drainage), it is better than current site. Dr John departed to assess better options.
Advised Mr Dent of the above.
Telephone discussion with Chris John regarding intent of Capel Dairy. Company
has just initiated waste inventory to determine quality and extent of problem. He
is opposed to use of Hutton Rd site in current form as he considers it is only
shifting the problem elsewhere. He considers Company has 'turned the corner' w
r t their approach to management of the waste. Would supply me with copy of
letter to Capel Council.
I reiterated EPA view opposing re issuing of licence on che current disposal site.

On 2 July 1992 another note on the file to Mr Baker states -

Capel Dairy currently disposes of dairy type waste (cheese manufacturing) and
seasonal apple juicing type liquid waste at a site just beyond the Cape) Townsite
perimeter. Effluents are discharged to unlined pits located on sandy soils

approxmately 150 m from the Capel River. Maximum effluent volumes of 210
mn /da a permitted.
The CapeR River is showing the effects of excessive nutrient input (from various
sources) including algal growth, odours and low oxygen levels. Comments have
been passed regarding the excessive algal on offshore reef structures in the
vicinity of the Cape! River mouth. On request from the LGA, Waterways have
recently undertaken a water quality survey, and as a consequence, recommended
a series of permanent monitoring locations be established.
The Company have in turn engaged a number of consultants to advise on how to
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overcome problems of odour mid likely superficial ground water/Surface water
pollution. Several plans to treat wastes have been proposed, including BVD
ponds on the Factory site. Non has came to fruition. The latest licence, covering
effluent irrigation to the above site resulted in numerous odour complaints to the
LGA who, through WAWA required irrigation to cease. The Company went
back to ponds. The Company has failed to comply with the requirements of the
Licence, for example no waste management plan has been forwarded to WAWA
(due on October 31, 1991), no monitoring results have been received.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: What did the EPA do about that?
Hon J.A. SCOTT': I will table later a whole list of actions. If the member wishes, I can
quote some of the actions.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I would like that.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: A letter was written to the Shire Clerk of the Shire of Capel from the
director of the pollution control division. It reads -

RE: LIQUID EFFLUENT DISPOSAL - CAPEL DAIRY.
I refer to your letter of June 18, 1992.
1 understand that management of Capel Dairy Company has proposed to extend
the period of liquid waste disposal at the current site on the boundary of the Capel
town site. The proposal is for further use of unlined ponds for this purpose.
As you are aware the use of the current site has resulted in a significant number of
complaints to the EPA, the Water Authority of Western Australia and the Cape]
Shire offices. As was indicated to the General manager of Cape[ Dairy Company
during a meeting on November 18, 1991 and reiterated in correspondence of
20 December 1991. 1 consider it unlikely that effluent disposal can be allowed to
continue as present at the current site.
I am further concerned at the ongoing nature of the interim disposal in this
fashion.
Given the lack of performance of the company to date, I would be reluctant to
approve any extension of liquid effluent disposal at the current location.

It would take me forever to go through all these.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson. Tell us the most stringent actions.
Hon JLA. SCOTT: I have a list, which I will read in time sequence, as follows: A
complaint regarding discharge of milky waste to Capel River. Inspection following
complaint; contaminated water in fill-in cooling tank;, scum in river. Direction 73
requiring uncontaminated cooling waters only to be discharged, in-filling of ponds on
riverine flats and new application. Letter from Company indicating type of waste water
treatment proposed for the site. Meeting regarding requirements for waste water
treatment system - Water Authority requested to address issues of sludge disposal,
nutrient and odour control - effectively back to square one. Inspection, ponds on riverine
flats filled in - effluent piped to Westralian Sands owned land on the town perimeter.
Complaints from LGA regarding odour from new ponds - modify aeration, use of odour
control chemicals. Supply Water Authority information - funds available as per
guidelines guaranteed to be installed before winter. Water Authority application.
Comments on Water Authority not to recommend. Inspection - new disposal site
required; new licence required with interim measures. New consultant required to
develop new program; monitoring; investigate sites and select treatment - effectively
back to square one. December 1989, odour complaints - action pending outcome of
consultant's report. November 91, licence - two issued. November 1991, inspection of
alternative disposal site. December 1991 company advised that it is unlikely licence will
be reissued at current site. March 1992 - EPA and WAWA - company advises new
consultant, John Consulting Services engaged; meeting held with consultant regarding
alterinative disposal site - back to square one. April 92. undertake monitoring of Capel
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River - results indicate poor water quality at and immediately downstream of the
townsite. May 1992. company seeks permission to continue temporary disposal at
current site while options being considered. June 1992, advise LC3A and company
continued disposal in unlined ponds unacceptable; odours likely to continue at current
site; December 1992, company request extension of access to disposal site refused
initially, but final consent on a monthly basis and with certain works being undertaken.
March 1993. consultant's recommendations and some preferred action to be submitted.
That indicates that nothing at all has happened except that they have moved from one
pond to another.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Despite all those breaches and the real authority the EPA has,
nothing was done.
Hon J.A. SCOTIT: That looks like the picture to me.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I would have thought the EPA was derelict in its duties.
Hon ).A. SCOTT: It will be even further weakened now.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: It should have been sacked.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: A letter dated 17 March 1993 from the Shire of Capel to the director
of pollution control division of the Environmental Protection Authority reads -

Re Capel Dairy Company effluent disposal.

Council have experienced problems with waste being disposed from Capel Dairy
Company over the past 4 years. These problems have been both the mun-off of
effluent into natural water courses and ground waler and offensive odours in
Spring/Summer from the same area.
Despite strong objections from Council the company is still operating an ad hoc
waste disposal arrangement.
Council is aware that the EPA have licensed the Capel Dairy Company to
discharge effluent (ML 178/89). The licence lays down several conditions for the
disposal of the effluent. In Council's opinion the company have never met the
requirements of their disposal licence.
Given the problems Council has experienced with the company over the years,
Council wishes to know why the EPA has not made the Capel Dairy Company
conform to the licence requirements.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson. What's their answer.
Hon J.A. SCOTT': I do not have an answer on that one.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: In every case you have cited, the EPA was in dereliction of its
duties.
Hon J.A. SCOTT': The company was as well.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: The EPA is the regulating authority.
Hon J.A. SCOTT.: Indeed it is. After 10 years of fobbing off the EPA, George Weston
Foods at Wandalup was finally brought to heel on 26 May 1993 when it accepted licence
conditions which brought it into line with other peak producers in the State. The
implementation of these conditions will result in a cleaner waterways system in the
Mandurub region. It is unfortunate that these types of operations were not cleared up
before the State Government was required to spend $53m on the Dawesville Cut. I
suggest it was largely through the combined action of concerned citizens and community
groups which finally pressured the company to accept and the EPA to enforce the licence
conditions. When one examines the documents I have used here it is hard to escape from
dhe conclusion that the EPA has been rather too lenient with George Weston Foods,
especially when all die George Weston subsidiaries which are mentioned have long
records of pollution in this State. It is also apparent that this company prefers litigation
to repairing the damage it has caused.
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It is particularly worrying to read the comments by Dr Phil Jennings in The West
Australian of Saturday, 7 August in an article headed "Litigation feared". The article
reads -

The State Government's planned changes to the Environmental Protection
Authority could leave members of the watchdog body open to legal action over
their decisions, the Conservation Council of WA has warned.
The council and the opposition said they were outraged by the changes to the
authority which they said went much further than anyone expected.
They said the changes would expose the authority to much more public scrutiny
than any other statutory authority and paralyse its members through fear of
litigation over their decisions.

Looking at Wandalup Farms and George Weston, that is a very likely outcome.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson. The EPA did not do anything.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: No wonder. Council Vice President, Phil Jennings, said last night that
changes to the Environmental Protection Act announced by Environment Minister Kevin
Minson this week would make the minutes of the watchdog's meetings public.
Mr inson said the new clauses enhanced the functioning and accountability of the
authority. They required that the chief executive officer and representative attend
authority meetings. Each authority member at any meeting would be obliged to vote on
any question being decided unless they declared a financial interest.

In the past, proponents of projects unhappy with EPA decisions had taken legal
action against the authority for holding up projects, he said.
"Now unhappy proponents will be able to inspect the minutes and find out which
members of the authority voted against their projects," he said.
These individuals could perhaps be sued for damages for a project which has not
given the go-ahead.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I would have thought the EPA should be sued for not doing
what it is authorised to do.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: There is more than one thing to be considered here; for example.
some companies are prepared to sue people for complaining about the effluent those
companies are producing.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson. You just read documents explaining 10 years of breaches by at
least four companies and nothing was done in every case. The EPA was in gross
dereliction of its duty.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I have absolutely no argument with that so it is no good interjecting.
The company should get its act together and start acting responsibly.
This fear of litigation in the EPA, added to the low level of funding which is given to it,
will be responsible for a great deterioration of the environment in this State. Since its
election only months ago, the Government has built up an impressive list of
environmentally destructive decisions, with some of those decisions totally reversing the
Government's position prior to the elections. For example, before the election a number
of the new Ministers when in Opposition expressed their disgust with the Port Kennedy
development and called it another WA Inc project. They now happily agree with the
destruction of the last significant piece of coastal bushland between Yanchep and
Mandurab, an area with unique scientific values and whitebait nurseries. Suddenly in
Government, this off shelf company with no large development expertise will provide the
dream homes for young frst home buyers. That is total hypocrisy.
The Government is also involved in the rezoning of urban bushland at Shenton Park and
Churchlands and in the south east corridor.
Hon Reg Davies: What happened is that they just changed sides. Each party left its
scripts on the seats and the other party picked them up and carried on.
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Hon J.A. SCOUT: Hon Reg Davies puts it precisely. Bushland is also under threat in die
south east corridor, Ellenbroak and Jandakot. What happened to the Liberal policy
which stated that -

Due to the rapid development of Perth's rural urban fringe, we need to ensure that
adequate protection is given to remnant bushland in the metropolitan area as a
mailer of urgency.

That is from the coalition's environmental policy for the 1990s. Added to that, the
Government wants to allow mining in national parks and marine parks, to reverse
wetlands decisions, to muzzle and weaken the EPA, and to allow a huge unsustainable
increase in the timber harvest from our remaining old growth forests. In short, the State's
environment is under siege and the environmental watchdog has had its teeth knocked
out.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: It has been since 1829.
Hon J.A. SCOTT': It is more under siege now. What confidence can the people of this
State have in the survival of the State's ecology when the so-called world's greatest
expert on jarrab forests, Tim Meagher, is not only a marine biologist, but a brother-in-law
of a large timber merchant?
Hon Reg Davies: Whose brother-in-law?
Hon JLA. SCOTT: I do not want to go into that.
Hon Reg Davies: You made the statement.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Okay -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Allow the member on his feet to continue.
Hon J.A. SCOTfl: If the rumour is true, and I hope it is not, that Dr Chris John,
consultant to the Wandalup piggery and Capel Dairy, is a preferred candidate for the
EPA chairman position, Dracula will be in charge of the blood bank.
If the environment of this State is to be protected, the people will have to do it
themselves. This leaves individuals who speak out in great danger of being sued and
bankrupted by well heeled polluters, a situation no right thinking Government should
stand for. The EPA as it exists could have operated at the level it has operated at only by
involving members of the public.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: It did nothing. There were 10 years of abuse of its authority
that you have read into the record of this Parliament and you make a ridiculous statement
like that.
Hon JLA. SCOTT: it is not ridiculous, because the EPA has been vastly understaffed and
undentesourced. I think there is one person north of Karratha looking after the whole
State. How is he supposed to do that?
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: He heard complaints and took no action.
Hon J.A. SCOTIT: Quite so. Were it not for the input of members of the community
freely giving their time, their local knowledge and sometimes their physical assistance,
the minuscule resources and staff of the EPA would not be able to cope at all with the
myriad environmental problems facing this State. Indeed, despite its best efforts in this
State, which puts short term monetary gain before long term survival, we ame gradually
losing the battle.
I will now read another article which was given to me by Hon Sam Piantadosi. It is from
The South China News and is dated 13 August. It is an article about Taiwan's pollution
problems and what it is doing about them.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: What is it described as? The second miracle?
Hon LA. SCOTT: Something like that. The article states -

With high population density, industrial pollution frequently leads to violent
standoffs between polluters and their residential neighbours. Serious polluters
often blame environmental problems on Taiwan's democratization:
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If Hon Phil Lockyer were here, he would probably agree with char. To continue -

If, as a few years ago, people weren't allowed to protest, then there wouldn't be
any environmental problem.
To make up for 40 years of environmental neglect, Taiwan adopted a new policy
in 1987 stating chat when conflicts arise between environmental protection and
economic growth, the environment takes precedence. In the same year, Taiwan's
Environmental Protection Administration was created under the jurisdiction ...

Apparently of a Mr Yuan. It states also chat Taiwan's EPA is at che top of an
environmental protection apparatus that includes provincial, county and city agencies. It
states that according to Chang Lung Chang, EPA administrator, Taiwan now has 30 000
workers in the environmental field. The article continues -

But this number also includes sanitary workers responsible for garbage collection.
The EPA itself has about 350 workers around Taiwan, and about 1,000 contract
workers.
One of the EPAs most successful programs so far aims to sensitize children in
primary and high schools to environmental problems.

It goes on to say -

From the outset, the EPA set an ambitious goal: By the year 2000. Taiwan should
have environmental protection standards as strict as those of the world's most
advanced countries.
"That means that in 13 years Taiwan wants to achieve something Western
countries have been working on for about 40 years," .. .
It is in the EPA's favor that most of its workers are young and believe strongly in
their job.
"These young people signed up." Burkenian said. "They're volunteers. They are
very clear about what they do and why. The EPA is not corrupt."

It is interesting to see how many workers there are and how much money chat
administration is spending on its environment. It is obviously considered to be more
important than we consider ours to be.
It can be seen from this article that caring for the environment is costly once the damage
is done and, further, that the most cost effective way of caring for our environment is to
have all people involved in the process. If we want our citizens to care for their
environment, they must be given protection from highly capitalised polluters who are
prepared to sue them for speaking out. One way to do that is through an environmental
defenders office and I urge this House and the Government to give urgent consideration
to bringing that about. I seek leave to table the document referred to earlier in my
speech.
Leave pranted. [See paper No 523.]
HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) (10.50 pm]: At the outset I apologise
for an indiscretion early this morning when I implied there was some bias on the part of
the Deputy President (Hon Barry House). I guess that having the likes of my sometimes
good friend, Philip Harry Lockyer, in the Chamber is the problem, because, lovable
rogue that he is, he has the tendency to stir me up. It was early in the morning and he
caught me napping and got under my guard. I apologise to the Chair for my comments.
I am glad Hon Jim Scott raised those issues relating to the environment and pollution.
About a week ago Hon Doug Wenn moved a motion to establish a select committee to
inquire into waste disposal. I received in the mail today The Free China Journal, which
contains a special report on pollution. Obviously, Taiwan has severe pollution problems
and things are bad when it must rely on rain and strong winds to deal with the polluted
environment. The people who ride bicycles and motorcycles and the pedestrians in that
country must wear surgical masks. The report states that visitors to Taiwan, especially to
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T'ai-pei and Kao-hsiung, have difficulty breathing and adjusting to the polluted
atmosphere. The proposal by Hon Doug Wenn certainly has merit and I am somewhat
disappointed that Hon Ross Lightfoot is not in the Chamber at present. He said that
Hon Doug Wenn could not be assured of support from members on his side of the House.
The establishments to which Hon Jim Scott referred, Wandalup Farnm and Capel Dairy,
are in your electorate, Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House), and you will be familiar
with the areas mentioned. That pollution is occurring on the biggest ground water mound
in this State which supplies water to Western Australia.
[Quorum formed.]
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is indeed a pity that the member who said the Government
might not support the establishment of this committee is not in the Chamber. I certainly
hope that members who represent South West Region will see the real threat to that area,
especially when we consider local government waste and the waste flowing from
industry. I refer to areas such as Capel. Albany and Australind, with the pollution from
SCM Chemicals Ltd. When the wastes from those areas are added together, one can see
that the pollution may be occurring on a bigger scale than one would like. It is not as
though the south west were endowed with vast supplies of water. Indeed, there is talk
from time to time about piping water from the Kimberley and the Ord River to the south
west because of the lack of water in that area. As Hon Jim Scott has outlined to the
House, for 10 or more years certain businesses throughout the metropolitan area and in
the country have been getting away with murder. Who will pick up the tab for their
actions? Who is picking up the tab to clean up the mess in the Peel-Harvey Inlet? It is
hoped that the Dawesville Cut will solve that particular problem but, ultimately, the
public purse bails out private businesses which have been making a profit and not
bothering to curtail pollution from their industries. I hope members opposite will do their
utmost - especially those who represent the area - to persuade those on their side of the
House to support the establishment of Hon Doug Wenn's select committee. Members
should cake into consideration the other massive pollutant - deforestation and the salinity
problems that causes.
[Quorum formed.]
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I hope members opposite will support this move and will not
heed Hon Ross Lightfoot's suggestion that the Government should not support the
proposal of Hon Doug Wenn to establish a select committee to inquire into the
management of waste and pollution of the environment.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I did not say I would not support it.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: If the member reads the Hansard he might recall what he
said.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I said I would leave it to the party.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: No, the member did not. If he reads the Mansard we can
debate it later. He said that he would have great difficulty supporting it. I cannot help it
if the honourable member has lapses of memory. I took specific note of what he said. I
believe that other members for that region who represent Cape], Wannanup. the area in
which SCM is established, and the Albany harbour area know that we have a real
problem with waste in those areas that should be addressed. One could well ask what
members here have discovered about this matter. I interjected on Hon Derrick
Tomlinson that we will put this matter to the test over the next couple of weeks - that is,
Hon Jim Scott and I will - to establish why no action was taken in this matter. We will
ensure that action is taken because it is quite obvious that the businesses involved have
not changed their ways because of the change in Government. We will put the
Government and its Minister for the Environment to the test.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: What about the past 10 years?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Obviously Hon Derrick Tomlinson has not been listening -
this information has just become available.
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Hon Derrick Tomlinson: That does not change the fact that the EPA was in dereliction of
its duty for 10 years.
Hon SAM PTANI'ADOSI: Unfortunately, Hon Jim Scott did not have that information
until lately, and nor did 1. Now that it has been brought to our attention we will be able
to respond and do something about it. We will put the Government and the Minister to
the test to ensure that action is taken because we are convinced that these practices will
otherwise continue. We will then see how responsible this Minister is.
Hon E.J. Charlton: I thought the EPA was independent.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The Minister who cannot handle the Transport portfolio has
suddenly decided to become green.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The honourable member knows he must address
his comments through the Chair.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: You are aware, Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House), of
the problems that exist in the central wheatbelt, around Merredin. Hon Kim Chance
would be able to give much information about what has happened around the Tammin
area. If people wish to talk about the environment they should do so, but should do what
you and the President have done, Mr Deputy President, and say something positive.
Members of the Government will be able to speak during the adjournment debate and
dispute anything I have said that they believe is incorrect. I listened with great interest
earlier while in the Chair to the speech made by Hon Philip Lockyer and the
accompanying interjections. He touched on industrial relations issues and what is
occurring outside this Parliament. He referred to the barriers erected at the front of the
building. One could well ask why they have been erected. I asked the Chief Executive
Officer that question while outside this evening. I do not like to see barricades outside
this building. I support any call for the Parliament to be more open and accessible to the
public as it once was even though it resulted in our "David, King of England" appearing
from time to time in the Gallery and on the floor of the House on one occasion. The
Parliament is here for the people.
Protests and rallies have been held in front of Parliament House by many people. One
such protest occurred during the opening of this session of Parliament during which
rowdy scenes occurred. Many rallies have been held in front of Parliament House. One
needs to examine why those rallies occurred. I remember some 15 years ago in 1978 'a
mass rally of 5 500 people, which up to that time was the biggest rally that had ever takea
place at the front of Parliament House. I was present at that rally as I was secretary of the
Water Supply Union and 2 500 of my union members were present. The rally was about
workers' compensation. Some time later Mnother rally occurred about work changes and
industrial relations. Stoppages occurred in 1979 on the changes to section 54B of the
Police Act. Those changes were implemented under a Court Government.
Now, in 1993, and again under a Court Government, we see proposed changes to
industrial relations and workers' compensation. Once again we are seeing workers losing
their rights generally and compensation rights particularly. How many members of this
Parliament have to worry about workers' compensation or feeding their families? How
many of them know the trauma that workers and their families go through to collect that
compensation? I recall on one occasion after trying to attract the attention of the former
Premier Hon Philip Lockyet holds in such high regard -

Hon Kim Chance: Was that Genghis Lockyer7
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member should refer to the other member as
Hon Philip Lockyer.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Sir Charles Court's Government did some good things for the
State. It also made decisions that cost Western Australians dearly. A safety issue arose
during his time related to methane about which Hon Jim Scott has talked. This occurred
at N.B. Love Adhesives where there was a near disaster when methane leaked under the
factory and could have been ignited by a welding machine creating an explosion.
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For 15 months in 1979-80 as Secretary of the Water Supply Union I called upon the
Government, the Minister and the Water Authority to look at safety aspects of the
sewerage system. Nothing occurred in that 15 months. The men had safety equipment
for 12 months but the instructions with it were in German and it took 12 months to
translate the relevant documents. Members may recall the gassing of two workers in
Morley who need not have died had the Government of the day under Sir Charles Court
and his Minister met my requests. [ invited Sir Charles and his Minister on no fewer than
15 occasions to tour the Water Authority and sewerage system to see for themselves what
was happening. However, they would not belittle themselves by going among the
workers to see the plight in which they worked. As a result, cwo workers lost their lives.
The danger level of methane gas in the sewer was 10 parts per million, but 2 000 parts
per million were found in the lungs of the two people who died. Thai is a bloody
disgrace.

Withdrawal of Remark
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! That language is
unparliamentary and I ask the member to withdraw it.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: So were the deaths of those two workers.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Is that a withdrawal?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I withdraw that remark, Mr Deputy President.

Debate Reswned
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: However, the best was yet to come. I ask members opposite
how they would feel if they died and their wives sought compensation for loss of income,
and in the Coroner's Court their wives were asked, "How often did you sleep with your
husband? How often did you have sex with your husband?" That was the degradation
suffered by this woman. Not only did she lose her husband, but also she had to publicly
answer questions about whether, just prior to her husband's death, she was still engaging
in sexual intercourse with him. Now the Government wants to change the legislation to
reduce the ability of workers and their families to claim compensation. It has all been
recorded by the Coroner, so members should look at what occurred in the case of Lou
Hendry and Bill Carnsew. Through no fault of their own, but rather through the neglect
of the Government, they lost their lives; not only that, but their families had to battle for
just compensation and the wife of one of them was degraded in the court by having to
explain, and virtually to prove, that she had had a sexual relationship with her husband at
the time of his death. Would members opposite like their families to have to go through
the same process? Hon Derrick Tomlinson smiles. Who were those two workers? They
were no relation of his, so that is not a problem. That is indicative of the reaction of
members opposite. In their party rooms, in supporting the proposal to reduce workers'
compensation, members opposite are removed from the workers and the pain many of
them go through. Sure, there are always some who try to rip off the system; but how
many business people rip off the system in many areas? How many car salesmen in car
yards do that? How many complaints are made to the Ministry of Consumer Affairs
about people fleecing the system? But, for all that, many genuine people will have their
compensation reduced and their income just about destroyed.
When Government members pass judgment on the people who will march on Parliament
House tomorrow to protest this issue, they should cast their minds back some 14 years to
when similar marches took place over similar issues: Workers' compensation, 1978;
industrial relations, 1979; and section 54B. It amazes me that currently we have in this
House a Minister who was a member of that Government; that is, Hon Norman Moore.
He should listen to what I am saying.
Hon N.F. Moore: I did not hear the first part of what you said.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Only last week, in his second reading speech on the Acts
Amendment (Student Guild and Associations) Bill - a Bill which will basically destroy
student guilds -
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Hon N.F. Moore: No, it will not.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: - the Minister said -

Australia is a signatory to three international agreements specifically outlawing
the practice of compulsory association. Article 20 of che United Nations
Universal Declaration of Human Rights states that "everyone has the right to
freedom of peaceful assembly and association". Australia is also a signatory to
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the International
Labour Organisation's convention concerning freedom of associations. These
conventions specifically denounce the practice of compelling individuals to
become members of associations. UN General Assembly resolution 217(iii) of
10 December 1948, in addressing these statements on human rights, -

Hon Norman Moore should listen to this -

- stipulates that "every individual and every organ of society should strive to
secure their universal recognition and observance'. Governments have an
obligation to protect the rights and liberties of their citizens. As legislators, we
have an obligation to uphold and defend those rights and freedoms which have
been universally recognised, including the right to freedom of association. This
right to freedom of association is not an abstract, peripheral concept; it is a right
strongly supported in the platforms of the Australian Labor Parry -

That is quite true -

- and the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party's platform states that "the Liberal Party
vigorously advocates individual libenty and the right of freedom of speech,
religion, organisation, assembly, procession and non-violent dissent".

I interjected and asked: Since when? I did so because Hon Norman Moore and the
President are the only two members of this House who were -members of the Count
Government which amended the Police Act - and to do what, Mr Moore?
Hon H.P. Moone: It was actually before I came here.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: These were the kinds of speeches I looked for in Hlansard
during the proposed changes to the Police Act, but Hon Norman Moore was silent then.
Hon N.F. Moone: Are you talking about section 54B?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Yes. No utterance was made by the member then about the
rights of individuals.
Hon H.P. Moone: I was not here when it was passed.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The member was here - he was elected in 1977. When was it
proclaimed?
Hon N.E. Moore: In January 1977.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: No, it was 1979. Hon Norman Moore was here. It is very
convenient for him to have a lapse of memory.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: It is very convenient to be always right, too, and you are not.
Hon George Cash: What is the date of that Hansard?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is the Hansard of 10 October to 14 November 1979, which
I am quite happy to lend the member. Many amendments were moved by the Opposition
to water down that legislation. Hon Norman Moore's name is there as having voted with
the Government He said not a word then about the individual's rights which he
mentioned in his speech a week ago.
Hon George Cash: What is the page number?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is all recorded. It is very convenient for the member to
have a lapse of memory now.
Hon N.F. Moore: It was a fair while ago.
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Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I will try to ignore the inteijections, but Hon Phil Lockyer,
the rogue, has just come into the Chamber so I expect I will really be tested now.
The speech the Minister made last week is not the kind he makes every day, bearing in
mind that in it he pointed out that since 1948 the United Nations has had a convention
which states, among other things, that individuals have certain rights. It is not something
one would forget easily, but it so happens that in 1979 Hon Norman Moore had a lapse,
because he was silent. He did not speak a word against the individual's rights being
denied. In fact, in every division, on every amendment moved by the Opposition, he
voted against it. He did not support a single amendment to water down the restrictive
section 54B legislation. [ remember that quite well. I was secretary of the water supply
union and eight police cars came to collect mec from the Shenton Park depot. However,
150 union members moved at the same time and the police officers decided they did not
have the numbers. The police followed me and a convoy of seven cars as we drove down
Thomas Street and into Wellington Street; the police eventually diverted off Thomas
Street. If it were not for the support of 150 beefy - not unlike Hon Phil Lockyer - union
members, I would have been in trouble and probably, for the first time in my life,
experienced life behind bars. I am glad I enjoyed the support of my membership and I
was spared that pain. The Minister for Education demonstrates hypocrisy. He and the
President were present during the 54B debate and he was not bothered about the rights of
the individual. What will happen to rights in the proposed industrial relations reforms?
Will the Minister defend the rights of workers?
As you are aware, Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House), I recently visited South East
Asia where I saw workers' rights and conditions. I saw it all. A factory of a size similar
to this Chamber housed 80 women working at machines, five cutting tables and signs
areas, and the dust levels were very high. No unions were involved. In fact, members of
the delegation had a little fun at my expense as they said I should have been left behind to
organist the workers. I visited a furniture factory in which no safety guards were on
machines, next to which was piled sawdust. Timber lay all over the floor and the
workers were provided with no protection.
The Japanese have some standards in this regard, and a Japanese-owned factory in this
area would not have been allowed to function in the same manner in Japan. However,
when compared with the rest of what we saw in Laos and Vietnam, the standards were
very good at that company. I visited the bridge across the Mekong River to see an
Australian work site. This was the only place we saw in which construction workers
were wearing hard hats and safety regulations were applied. When this Government
removes the legislative requirements on employers in this regard, such conditions can
develop. I would happily lead a delegation of Government members back to Laos to
indicate how conditions can degenerate if people are allowed to get away with it.
Employers do not have a problem in places like Laos because many other people are
waiting for jobs. The employers do not worry about workers' compensation as a person
can be replaced by one of the plenty waiting for work. This is the scenario into which
this Government is introducing reforms in industrial relations and workers'
compensation. We have seen a two pronged attack in this area by Court in 1979 and
Court in 1993. Rather than looking to the future and improving the lot of people, we are
going backwards.
I listened with interest to Hon Phil Lockyci's comments. Whenever the economic
fortune of this country is discussed, labour costs are flagged as our problem. I can assure
Hon Phil Lockyer that 20 years ago we were looking at the Japanese and saying that we
could not be competitive because our wage rates were higher than those of the Japanese.
However, if the avenage Australian wage were compared with the current Japanese
avenage wage, are we paid more?
Let us discuss technology. The economic fortunes debate is not one sided and costs
comprise many things. To be fair one must acknowledge the transport cost component.
Hon P.H. Lockyer Productivity is the most important part.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: During the 1970s when comparisons were made between
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Japanese and Australian workers, the Japanese conglomerates were offering security of
employment, accommodation, education for employees' children and free medical
services. Also, at the end of the year the employer provided a profit bonus.
Hon P.H. Lockyer If that were done in Australia the fringe benefits tax would apply.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr Lockyer should realise that the employees had job
security. The employee had nothing to lose and gave complete loyalty to his employer.
The worker knew that the end of the year he would share in the profits. What did the
Australian employer provide at that time? Where were the benefits? We must get rid of
the "us and them" syndrome in this country otherwise we will always have difficulties.
When employers are in tight spots, they shed labour to get out of strife.
After the war our textile industry was probably the third best in the world. What has
occurred since then? We have gone backwards. The profits were pocketed, not
reinvested in technology. Other countries invested and upgraded technology and we
could no longer compete. It is difficult to be competitive when the technology used by
our manufacturers is 30 years antiquated with that of competitors. I have not heard
Hon Phil Lockyer make any reference to other costs involved for Australian business. It
always happens to be the labour component. This does not take into account
transportation costs, which are a handicap when trading in competition with South East
Asian and European countries. Also, one must consider the other factors. The member
made no reference to new technology, profit sharing or security of employment. We
heard only the labour cost argument we heard 20 years ago.
Hon Tonm Helm: Union bashing!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Indeed. We had the proposed changes under a previous
Court Government and we are "Court again", as some of those stickers say, because in
1993 we have exactly the same problem. The Leader of the House may be in a position
to answer whether we will also experience another section 54B proposal.
Hon George Cash: Not unless you are going to propose it.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I asked the question because we had industrial relations
changes under Ray O'Connor, changes to workers' compensation under Ray Young and
when we had a Court as a Premier we got much the same again. I ask members opposite
to reflect and recall some of the problems of those people. Perhaps members want a copy
of the coroner's report and what Lou Hendry went through in claiming compensation
where she had to prove a sexual relationship with the husband she had just lost. That is
the extent of what members opposite propose. I sincerely ask them to consider their
actions, which will cause as much pain now as they did then to a number of Western
Australians.
Hon P.H. Lockyer inteijected.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am happy to look at a number of factors, but it is not one
way traffic. Like Mr Lockyer I have an open mind, but Mr Lockyer's mob do not. I am
being objective and referring to technology and labour costs and members can check the
corrected copy of Hansard to get the truth.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: You are not guilty of using the "them and us" argument.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr Tomlinson is guilty. Mr Tomlinson was smiling when I
mentioned a death, and the degradation that lady suffered - it was not happening to him.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: I was smiling at my answer to your question.
DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! Let us get back to the basics of the
debate. Hon Sam Piantadosi was addressing the House through the Chair and there were
no interjections.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I amn not amazed because I have been in a situation where I
experienced grief and pain and where work suffered. Elements like members opposite
who smirk at the loss of a loved one -
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Hon Derrick Tomlinson: You don't know what you are talking about; and don't make
accusations about me.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That member was smiling and happy at the degradation of a
lady. That is the nature of the beast.

Withdrawal of Remark
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: The honourable member is casting aspersions on me
that are totally unfounded, and I ask him to withdraw.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I request those remarks be withdrawn.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: If members read my comments -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I do not withdraw the remark that I made to the member.
Members should read the remark in Hansard.
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: Mr Deputy President, I draw your attention to
derogatory statements that were being made by the member about my person. I ask that
those derogatory remarks be withdrawn.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Under Standing Order No 97 the member must
withdraw the remarks.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Under sufferance, I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is obvious that I hit a raw nerve. I guess when we go
through and recap in Hansard the proof of the pudding will be there because I pointed
out to the member I was disgusted by his action then and nothing has changed since. He
pompously continues. We have a situation in respect of the republican push, where the
Government and the Premier Richard Court are completely anti-republic Australia. What
do we find in today's paper? It is the national day of Indonesia and we have a message
from Richard Court the Premier of Western Australia which states -

On behalf of the Government and people of Western Austr-alia, I extend
congratulations and good wishes to all Indonesians on the celebration of
Independence Day 1993.

He supports the republic of Indonesia; why does he not support Australia's becoming a
republic? He states -

As close neighbours in Asia we have a responsibility to nurture all opportunities
which will strengthen friendship and contribute to international peace and
goodwill.

There is a missing link in that message which is included in the message from the
Ambassador of Indonesia, His Excellency Mr Sabam Siagian. who states -

This special supplement published on Indonesia's Independence Day recognises
the significant developments that have occurred in the political, business an
cultural relationships between Indonesia and Western Australia.

Mr Court spoke just of business, but South East Asians make clear that they like to
consider culture and business - they go hand in hand. Many of our business people need
to take a leaf out of the suggestion that the ambassador is making. They need to consider
one's culture when doing business. Those Western Australian businesses that have taken
that into consideration have done rather well in South East Asia. I will mention some of
the successful firms in the construction industry because our technology is quite
reasonable: John Holland Construction and Engineering Pty Ltd built the Australian
Embassy in Jakarta and other construction projects in Laos and Thailand, as well as a
bridge across the Mekong in Vietnam; the Clough Engineering Group constructed a gas
field development and an airport in Indonesia; Broken Hill Proprietary Co Ltd is
involved in oil and gas fields and refineries in Vietnam; and Transfield Construction Pry
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Ltd is involved in hotel construction, the construction of silos and hydroelectric power
plants and environmental solutions to waste water treatment systems. South East Asia
provides many opportunities and those people who have been prepared to look at a
number of factors have been quite successful. If Asians feel comfortable they will
negotiate and cement relationships.
Also in yesterday's paper was a article headed "WA alarm over NT Asia push". It
showed Hendy Cowan and Gordon Hill working together pushing for WA. We can all
play a part to ensure that business prospers in Western Australia. I was heartened before
the last election to hear Monty House in releasing his agriculture policy talk about
diversification. As members would be aware it has been an area of interest of mine for a
number of years. I have been highlighting the need for some time. I guess that has
occurred. An article in today's paper headed "Fresh Fields" and "diversity down on the
farm" talks about ostriches, deer, llamas, rabbits and goats. We tend to think of rabbits
and goats as the feral kind, and we do not worry about any other, but in farming they are
making good money. The article also talks about organic fanning.
Another article was headed "Making a meal of unlikely livestock". We talk about
buffalo, which exist especially in the Northern Territory, as problems. In Badgingarra
the Deuzscher family are looking at buffalo as their income. Enmus, goats, rabbits, and
sheep are also being marketed. Some of the dairy farmers in your area, Mr Deputy
President (Hon Barry House), would also have that interest. We also have ostriches and
llamas. In all we are getting variety into our market that will help us in the future to
provide a number of further opportunities not only in meat, but also in leather, and
possibly downstream processing. We are looking at what is occuring in the horticultural
area, especially in the north west and the Ord River region. Our horticultural market is
forever expanding into South East Asia. Around Manjimup a massive industry is
developing in horticultural products for export to South East Asia as well.
This State is well placed to take advantage of that area. It is heartening to see that in
South East Asia many regions are looking towards Western Australia as a supplier.
Stateships is moving into South East Asia, from Indonesia through to Thailand. That will
open up opportunities for many of our industries, because part of the problem has always
been with transportation links. Members may recall that two yeaws ago we debated the
expansion of facilities at Wyndham to better cater for the expanding horticultural and
livestock based industries in the Kimberley. At that time the now Minister for Transport,
Hon Eric Chariton, wanted to do away with Stateships. However, it has now turned out
to be a money spinner for Western Australia and is providing a lift for our economy. Not
long ago in this session Hon Tom Stephens moved a motion recommending that we
consider expanding air facilities in the north, not only for tourism but also for
transporting air freight- A significant number of fresh vegetables and meat products
could be handled through that system if only those air facilities could cater for 747 cargo
planes. We are heading in the right direction in that regard.
I am somewhat disappointed that one of the members for Mining and Pastoral Region,
Hon Phil Lockyer, is not present. He indicated some time back that he had made
reference to some of the problems facing the horticultural industry in his area. I am
referring to the banana industry. Members may recall that a few weeks ago I mentioned
the "Four Corners" program in which the company Chiquita Brands International
unashamnedly announced that it was not perturbed about bringing down Governments as
long as it was able to get its way. At that stage the company had taken over 20 per cent
of the Australian market and had secured money in the Eastern States. Western Australia
has a significant banana production industry. I was somewhat worried because during
the interview the person concerned mentioned that as yet the company did not have an
agent in Western Australia but was looking for one. I would support any proposal for a
select committee to look into this industry because wonderful opportunities exist for
expansion in horticulture. The industry has been growing at a rate of 30 to 50 per cent a
year, and will continue to expand. I would not be surprised if, by the turn of the century,
exports out of the Ord region alone were to be around Si b in value. We will need to take
steps to ensure that the interests of the producers in the Gascoyne and Kimberley regions'
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tropical fruit production are protected from the delights of people at Chiquita and others
who will not only put many small businesses out of operation, but once they control the
market - they have already taken away from us the New Zealand market - will have us
completely at their mercy. I would hate to see that occur. I would associate myself with
any motion, from the Opposition or the Government, to ensure that that is not the case. I
support the Bill.
HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [11.46 pm]: I will speak this evening about
political literacy, political illiteracy and educational achievement. Political literacy is
what one needs in order to understand Hon Derrick Tomlinson. When a member like
Hion Derrick Tomlinson says, for example, that Ministers have an enviable subtleness and
moral manoeuvrability, what he means is that one cannot miust them as far as one can
throw them. If he says that it is difficult to follow a Minister's somewhat unorthodox
procedure, he means that it is the act of a gibbering lunatic. If he says that Ministers have
decided to be more flexible in their application of a matter of principle, he means that
they are dropping their particular policy and do not want to admit it publicly. We need
political literacy. The standard of political literacy in Australia is abysmal.
Hon George Cash: Are you saying that Hon Derrick Tomlinson actually said those
things?
Hon I.A. COWDELL: No, I amn suggesting that if Hon Derrick Tomlinson were to have
said those things, one would need to understand what he meant by them, and one would
need a high level of political literacy to do that. I am referring to a basic level of political
literacy which is needed in Australia but which we do not have. I am sure Hon Derrick
Tomlinson would never make those comments about the Ministry. It was a hypothetical
case. The basic level of political literacy in Australia is a matter of concern.
The 1989 Senate report "Education for Active Citizenship in Australian Schools" and the
follow up report by the same committee in 1991 outline the concerns expressed by that
committee. The committee refers to the widespread ignorance and apathy among
Australian youth, and to the high levels of political ignorance in the community which
are a danger sign. They are a warning that the quality of democracy may be under threat.
One can see, from the surveys that the Senate committee examined, the basis for its
concerns. For example, a 1987 survey revealed that only 54 per cent of Australians knew
that Australia had a Constitution. It was a particular problem when the whole of the
electorate trooped off in 1988 to vote at a referendum to amend the Constitution. It was
found that only 30 per cent of 18 to 24 year olds were aware that Australia had a
Constitution.
Several school surveys were conducted in the mid eighties and they revealed that 60 per
cent of school children could not name either House of the Federal Parliament. Eighty
per cent of the children could not name the House in which the Prime Minister sits. The
findings indicated e cn more limited knowledge with respect to the existence of State
Parliaments, State l..juses and local government authorities.
Mr Ian Ward wrote an article which was published in the Australian Journal of Political
Science, and its heading summarised the understanding of youth of Australia's political
system; that is, "Rich, wrinkly and rowdy politicians: Is this how teenagers mead
television news?" The article indicated the level of political understanding in the
community and I will read to members some of the responses to the questions that were
put by interviewers. For instance, Darren responded to the question "What about
political stories?' as follows -

Well, they are normally just, well when they show you Parliament, it's just a big
bunch of arguments and that's about all that happens in there. I don't really
know, there's not much violence on there but just some of the comments they
make are pretty rude, they make comments about someone else or something, you
know, it's all backstabbing.

Icerren was asked why politics did not interest her and she replied -

It just doesn't grab me, I mean sport does, sometimes current affairs but politics
doesn't. It's all the arguing they do.
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She was then asked whether she thought they argued and she replied -

Yeah lie sometimes you see on the news about how Paul Keating was saying his
policy and al that and the Liberals or Nationals shout out 'al1 crap' and all that
and always argue like children and all that. They are really young children, they
should mature up, just grow up. They don't grow up, just shout. Get what I
mean?

The level of political literacy in Australia is very low. We rely on three mediums for
improved political literacy. One, of course, is the mass media with the 30 second grab
and the glib comment. If something is not worth saying in a 30 second one-liner, it is not
worth saying. Even the earnest endeavours. of the ABC to require political parties to have
at least five minute or two minute slots to try to string an argument together are
unavailing because most of the viewing public do not watch the ABC. Obviously, to
some degree, Parliament performs the role of an educative institution. As we look at the
masses in the Public Gallery in this place it is easy to realise that Parliament's educative
role is not of a direct nature. The proceedings of Parliament are reported in the media.
Therefore, the educative role of Parliament is filtered.
I refer now to the education system. The political science courses at universities are
important. In the school system basic knowledge is imparted at the primary level. At the
lower secondary level we have the year 9 unit which I think is called "Australian
Studies". Many students undertake this course, but some skip it in their social studies.
My main concern is with the situation in the upper secondary level. I have taken the
opportunity to obtain some of the figures from the Secondary Education Authority which
outline what is occurring in the accredited courses in the upper secondary level. When
looking at the number of schools offering year 12 accredited courses one sees the areas
which will impinge on some basic knowledge of politics or civics. The subject of politics
is taught by 20 schools in Western Australia - five Government schools, two TAPE
institutions and 13 non-government schools. It is a matter of concern when one considers
the number of institutions that teach no politics at the upper secondary level.
The number of schools which.tech history - there is a component of Australian history
in this subject - is more impressive; that is, 148. in 1991 the number of students who
studied the subject of politics for their TEE was 385; that is, 1.92 per cent of the years 11I
and 12 student population of this State. Most of that number was provided by the
independent schools, not the State schools. The number of students who studied history
is better. In 1991, 3 669 students did the year 12 accredited history course according to
the Secondary Education Authority; that is, 18.32 per cent of the school population. The
only trouble is that most of the students skipped Australian history. Therefore, out of that
18 per cent, perhaps two per cent studied Australian history and almost two per cent
studied Australian politics. Even if we assumed there was no overlap, it is a wonderful
figure of four per cent in years 11I and 12. I assure members that the year 12 figures are a
carryover of the year I11 figures. It should be a matter of some concern to the
Government and to the Parliament of this State.
The syllabus in the schools of most American States makes it compulsory for students to
study American history, Government and English language. In fact there is more
compulsion an students to study American history and Government than English
language in some States of the United States. The Government needs to address the fact
that we have only a four per cent overflow from a basic grounding in civics and
Australian history and government, at the primary and lower secondary level, to upper
secondary- The Ministry of Education and the Government should look carefully at
introducing a new subject, Australian studies, that would involve an element of
Australian politics and government, Austalian history and economics. It might be worth
looking at making that a compulsory unit in year 11, and an option in year 12 with which
students could carry on for their tertiary entrance examination if they wished. The
Government needs to address the appalling level of political literacy in Australia at the
upper secondary level. We just peter out after year 10, with only four per cent of
students gaining any sort of political training or knowledge in years 11I and 12. That sort
of participation rate does not auger well for our democratic system.
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I think a compulsory unit is necessary. At the very least, we would warnt to break some
of the grids that exist at the moment in the high school system, whereby it becomes
virtually impossible for students to study more than one humanities subject. I must say
that in this State in 1978 we inaugurated what was then TAE politics. Two classes in the
State sat the examination in 1978: One was Ken Melville's class from Scotch College,
and the other was my class from Applecross Technical Education Centre. In that year,
close to 20 students studied politics at the upper secondary level. We have progressed in
the 15-odd years since then to the wonderful figure of 385 students in the State who
undertake TEE politics. The political literacy of students in Western Australian schools
needs to be addressed to augment the level of literacy that is gained by the young people
of Western Australia through the mass media and through the efforts of Parliament.
There have been appreciable developments in regard to the parliamentary education
system. I acknowledge the efforts of the Federal Parliament and this Parliament with
their education officers in providing information and education for visitors. Thai is a
valuable outreach. The student Parliament which we will have once again this year is a
valuable initiative, and I acknowledge the cooperation of the Minister for Education in
that regard. That should be conducted on a regular basis.
Hon N.F. Moore: Could you put forward a submission in writing about the course you
recommended? I would be pleased to receive it.
Hon L.A. COWDELL: I would be happy to do that.
I have noticed that the number of students in this State who study politics is significantly
below the number in Victoria, where in recent years the percentage of students at the
upper secondary level who study higher school certificate politics has varied between
10 per cent and 15 per cent. Our figure is about 1.92 per cent, with an overflow into
history. Unfortunately, most of the other States, such as South Australia and Queensland,
have figures similar to those in Western Australia, and they are figures of which we
should not be proud.
I move now to another aspect of political literacy; namely, the informnation that may be
obtained from books. I always enjoy receiving a copy of the agenda of the National
Party of Australia (WA) Annual Conference, because it is very informative. I thought I
would share with members some of the accumulated wisdom of the National Party at its
recent conference so that members may be enlightened. It is pleasing to see the Leader
of the National Party in this Chamber arrive just in time for me to acknowledge the
wisdom contained in the latest conference agenda document. The conference considered
a range of agenda items, and I can share only a few with members on this occasion as
time is elapsing. There were three motions for consideration under the conservation and
environment section. There is an excellent motion about multipurpose reserves, which
states -

That the N.PA (WA) moves in Parliament to establish a new category of reserve
tidled multi-purpose reserves which are to be used for conservation, mining,
recreation and commercial wildflower picking, with shire councils being involved
in all management decisions.

If that is a recipe for multi-use, I think the National Party has achieved it!

Hon ELJ Charlton: What did the Labor Parry do with some of the reserves? It did not
have multi-use. It just turned them into mines. That was one of its few good decisions.
Hon L.A. COWDELL: It is very skilful of the National Parry to come up with all these
uses for a reserve, and I am sure the Leader of the House will be happy to consider those
multipurpose reserves.
Hon George Cash: Do you support multipurpose reserves?
Hon LA. COWDELL: Perhaps not as multi as suggested by the National Parry.
Hon George Cash: Are you aware that the Federal Labor Government supports
multipurpose reserves, and in fact they were discussed at some length at the recent
Australian and New Zealand Minerals and Energy Council conference in Canberra?
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Hon J.A. COWDELL: I am awnr that we do have multipurpose reserves. I just find it
interesting that the National Party could get quite so many multis in one reserve.
Hon George Cash: But you do not deny that the Federal Labor Government has a policy
that supports multipurpose reserves?
Hon J.A. COWD)ELL: I am not denying anything. I turn now to the wisdom contained
in the education section, which has two excellent motions. One motion is that old staple
of the Truancy Act.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We were not going to hang them though, were we?
Hon L.A. COWDELL: No; banging comes later. The Minister should not rush.'
Hon E.J. Charlton: We have gone a bit soft in our old age. We will have to toughen up a
bit. I can see that we are going to water.
Hon L.A. COWDELL: It is only in dhe reserve motions that we get to hanging.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Is hanging part of the multi-use of the reserve?
Hon J.A. COWDELL: Perhaps - if there are any trees left on the ground! I have not
reached the environment section yet. The National Party seeks the following alterations
to the State education system -

(a) that pupil free days be abolished;
(b) that school planning days be initiated so that they take up teacher holiday

time, not pupil school days; and
(c) that the school planning days replace pupil free school development days.

Hon ElJ. Charlton: I will relate to you one of the comments made by one of the speakers.
He said that to have a pupil free day in a school was like having a patient fire day in a
hospital.
Hon J.A. COWrDELL: I must press on, because the next section is entitled "Electoral".
This is normally something to worry the Parliamentary Labor Party but it might be more
than a worry to the Parliamentary Liberal Party when its members see the motion. It
recommends -

That the N.P.A. (W.A.) attempts to formalise an electoral agreement with the
Liberal Party for the next Federal election with the primary objective of winning
Labor held seats.
An acceptable agreement could be that in return for the N.P.A. agreeing not to
stand in the seats of O'Connor. Pearce and Forrest against their respective current
sitting Members and accepting the 4th position on the joint Senate ticket, the
N-PA. stand uncontested by the Liberal Party in the seats of Brand and
Kalgoorlie.

That sounds like an offer too good to be true. It offers to the Liberal Party the chance to
give up its candidacy not only for the seat of Brand, which it is so close to gaining - it
commands something like 45 per cent. of the vote and the National Party commands
about four per cent - but also for the seat of Kalgoorlie.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Ask the people in Murray.
Hon l.A. COWDELL: Not to mention, of course, the abandonment of the heartland of
the National Party, the seat of O'Connor.
Then there is employment and training, and the initiative here is that the National Party
push for the Public Service to revert to a five day week. That must be an item of concern
to the coalition Government. I thought it was a six or seven day week that was
envisaged. However, on par with normal businesses, the National Party wants to end the
nine day fortnight and flexitime. That is another attempt to become a model employer
under the Masters and Servants Act.
Next is Government administration. I must say that the National Party conference is very
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perceptive here. It is aware of the brutalisarion of Government policy because the motion
here is -

That, because of the trauma associated with recent Government policy
announcements, the N.P.A. (W.A.) asks the Coalition Government to show more
respect and compassion to all people when announcing decisions.

Hon EJ Charlton: That ended in a 300:1 vote.
Hon J.A. COWDMELL: There is not even respect and compassion at the National Party
conference.
Hon E.J. Charlton: They did not go along with it, Mr Cowdell.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: It is a shame Hon Kim Chance is not here because the next
motion relates to funding for the Northampton District Hospital. It is -

That the N.P.A. (W.A.) requests the Minister for Health to reinstate the current
budget to the Northampton Hospital for a minimum of two years until alternative
funding can be saurced to ensure services will not be down-graded from those
currently offered.

It is a worthy initiative in recognition of the Minister for Health's 40 per cent cut in the
budget of the Northampton hospital.
Hon E.J. Charlton: As answered by the question from Mr Criddie tonight.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: We turn now to transport, and always in the vein of intellectual
thought the National Party's heading is 'The serni-privatisation of railways". This is a
push for the semi-privatisation of railways where one can come along with one's train
and willing stock and do it cheaper. I do not know what happened to that motion.
Hon E.J. Charlton: It was very successful.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: The next motion is headed "Heritage", and reads -

That the N.P.A. (W.A.) supports the retention of the design of the existing
Australian flag.

That is at least becoming more definite, because last year's motion was that a referendum
should be held on the flag.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We are doing away with democracy. We do not hold with that any
more!
Hon J.A. COWDELL: [ turn now to something that would probably worry the Joint
House Committee. Under "Police and Emergency Services" appears another heading
"Central Storage of Firearms". Heaven knows about the mob tomorrow and the central
storage of firearms- We could be in all sorts of trouble. The motion is -

That the N.P.A. (W.A.) adopts as policy opposition towards any move for the
central storage of firearms.

And now I turn to land rights. The motion is -
The N.P.A. (W.A.) recognise that -

(a) the Aborigines of mainland Australia (including Tasmania) and the Torres
Strait Islanders, are of at least 3 separate races of people, and

(b) the Mabo decision of the High Court of Australia granting native title to
the inhabitants of the Murray Islands, applies only to the Torres Strait
Islands race of people of the Murray Islands, and no other race of people.

I am not sure whether that motion was passed.
Hon N.F. Moore: You should do some research.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: Humble backbenchers do need additional staff and research
assistants. I am relying on the assistance of the National Party. Under "Republicanism"
the motion encourages debate and discussion on future types and structures of
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government. That is interesting. I do not know whether it envisages Hon Phil Lockyer's
Lee Kuan Yew form of government but in the interim we are to maintain a constitutional
monarchy in this State.
I turn now to the motion dealing with the reintroduction of Imperial honours. That
reads -

(a) That the N.P.A. (W.A.) requests the State Government to give favourable
consideration to the re-introduction of Imperial Honours, and

There is now light at the end of the tunnel. There is some wisdom here because the
National Party has seen a problem with Imperial honours. It says -

(b) that the bestowal of all honours, be they Imperial or Australian, be
conferred solely on those persons who have made an outstanding
voluntary contribution to their local community, the community of W.A.,
or the community of Australia.

The exclusion may be a problem for some of the Minister's parliamentary colleagues.
However, it is nice to see that we are abandoning the Lloyd George fund concept of the
traditional sale of Imperial honours to finance election campaigns.
Hon Tom Stephens: This alludes to the "squattocracy".
Hon L.A. COWDELL: But it does not reaffirm the honourable nature of this House
against any Bolshevik tendencies from the Labor side. The assets test for social security
is to be removed, according to one motion. I agree; we should extend it to everyone. I
am sure the dries will embrace that provision warnly. There is no gender exclusion in
the six months' national service proposal. I saw a reference to the barter system but that
relates only to wool. The NPA supports the introduction of capital punishment.
Hon Tom Stephens: Did that get carried?
Hon E.J. Chariton: I left before that.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: The citizens initiated referendums proposal is included. I am
dying to hear from the coalition Government on this matter, after all the boo-ha about the
need to get back to the people.
Hon Tom Stephens: They are in Government now.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: I do not know whether the guardrails at the front of Parliament
House are to protect us from Paddy O'Brien, Bevan Lawrence and the populist campaign
for citizens initiated referendums. The document concludes with a section on the wage
structure. It states -

The N.P.A. (W.A.) requests the Australian Government to stop deluding the
Australian public by throwing money at our economic problems, thus taking the
nation into hopeless debt, and admit that a solution cannot be found by pulling
rabbits out of a hat, and accept the fact that a real solution to our problem can
only be achieved by introducing a realistic wage structure, thus enabling us to
compete as the Germans and Japanese have done by producing quality and price
competitive goods for sale on the home and world markets.

Hon E.J. Chariton: Do you agree with that?
Hon J.A. COWDELL: That is an excellent wage structure concept. I am sure our side is
embarrassed by the fact that we could not encapsulate a wages policy in a couple of
paragraphs.
Hon ElJ. Charlton: You will have it in a couple of weeks.
Hon I.A. COWDELL: That is what we are worried about. That is what it portends.
One final reference is to the traditional hoary old wheeze of this House: Secession by
Western Australia from the Commonwealth. The document states -

The N.P.A. (W.A.) investigates the financial and other aspects of Secession from
the Commonwealth by Western Australia with the intention of proceeding if it is
found to be favourable.
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I would like to offer a little advice, having received this wonderful information from the
National Party on the secession movement. I noticed that the National Party was getting
a bit out of step in its conference document. The National Party reproduced the words of
Advance Australia Fair on the back page. 1 am a little disturbed by this in light of the
trend towards secession. I have found something far more apt in a document I came
across relating to the Grand Victory Festival of the Dominion League of Western
Australia in 1933. It was a bit of a premature celebration in 1933. Nevertheless, it
provided some helpful bits and pieces for the National Party in its push, its seeking of
advice and its study. It has the words of a new anthem called This Bit of the World
Belongs to Us to celebrate the new freedom. One verse in the chorus goes -

Hon EdJ. Charlton: Why not sing it?
Hon J.A. COWDELL: Unfortunately there is no music. The chorus goes -

Staunch Successionists are we one and each and all,
Loyal to our dear adopted land;
'Neath the Single Star
We united are -
One in speech and one in heart and hand.
Peopled by the Pioneers who trod the lonely track
In the glorious golden days of old,
And where the Pioneers
Toiled within the yester-years,
What we've won we mean to have and hold.

The chorus goes -

We're following the Flag of West Australia,
Westralia - Westralia,
The same old songs, the same old speech,
Dear old Croperland is good enough for each.
We'll all stand together, boys,
If the East wants a flutter or a fuss,
And we're hanging out the sign -
From the Leeuwin to the Line -
"This bit of the world belongs to us!"

Hon EdJ. Charlton: [ fully support that.
Hon J.A. COWD)ELL: The National Parry has asked for advice, so I thought I should
refer to the inquiry "The Case for Union: A Reply to the Case for the Secession of the
State of Western Australia". Produced in 1933, it is a little dated but it still has some
sound advice.
ion EdJ. Charlton: They voted for it.
Hon J.A. COWDELL: The foreword is by Joe Lyons and he makes a point of comparing
the two cases. It states

The case for union, though its pages are fewer, takes a wider sweep. It presents,
so far as its brevity allows, a comprehensive view of what Federal Union had
already accomplished for the people of Australia, and of what it bids fair to
accomplish - nor only in helping the industrial development of the continent and
strengthening powers of the people to cope with the difficult social and economic
problems of the day, but also in giving to Australia a national outlook and an
assured status in world affairs.

I commend this to the National Parry as containing some relevant advice. The Minister is
quite correct: In 1933 the people of Western Australia voted for secession. The
subheading in The West Australian read "Two to one vote for secession". Above that
was the heading "Government routed; Labor majority of 10; four Ministers lose their
seats". On rhe same day that the people voted for secession, they voted out the
secessionist Country Party Liberal Parry Government and voted in a Labor Government
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which was dominated by representatives from the goldfields. That is the only area in the
State that voted against secession.
Premier Phil Collier, with the due attention of a Labor Premier of the 1930s, then made
sure that nothing happened to the case for secession for the next seven years. It was
fortunate, given what was happening by 1941 on our northern doorstep, that we had not
gone it alone. It was also fortunate that the Federal member for Fremantle became the
Prime Minister in October 1941, because with his accession to the prime ministership we
abandoned the Brisbane line concept and some defence was provided for the western
third of Australia. I thought it would be worth while to acknowledge the contribution of
the National Party toward political literacy and offer a little advice with respect to
secession.
I now draw members attention to an initiative that is very worthwhile. It is probably the
greatest educational enterprise in Western Australia in recent years; that is, the effort by
Cwtin University Under Vice-Chancellor John Maloney to establish the John Curtin
Centre. It is envisaged that the project will cost $65m. The first stage of that project is a
$16m prime ministerial library and gallery, modelled on the concept of the American
presidential libraries. We are following the concept of the range of presidential libraries:
For example, the Franklin D. Roosevelt library, set up in 1938; the Harry Truman library
in Independence, Missouri; the Herbert Hoover library in Iowa; and the more recent cases
with competition among the Texan universities to gain the right to use the George Bush
papers. Nevertheless, it is a three part project, the first being a prime ministerial library
and gallery. The Curtin University of Technology is not slow; the project will provide a
brilliant new heart and entrance to the Curtin University of Technology. It establishes
the first prime ministerial library and gallery in the Commonwealth of Australia. It is my
understanding that the university will be able to start building at the end of this year; that
is, the prime ministerial library and gallery component, which is $16m worth. After that
will come the vice chancellory extensions - I understand the vice chancellor thinks he
will obtain the funds out of recurrent funding - and the hall of honour, which will cost in
the order of $l5m. It is opportune at this time to gather many of former Prime Minister
John Curtin's papers, artefacts and his library. I know the committee at Curtin
University, with which David Black is closely associated, has been collecting many of
the artefacts, papers and library of John Curtin to service a centrepiece of this library and
gallery.
However, the major initiative is an international centre of study. The university has gone
to the United States to raise $20mn for a school of international study which basically will
work on the principle that Australia, particularly Perth, is the centre of the universe and is
a useful centre for having leaders from Asian and South East Asian countries and the
Indian subcontinent as well as leaders from the Americas coming here to undertake study
programs. It is envisaged there will be six schools comprising culture and
communications, geophysical and international security, resource management and
technology, economic development and trade, human services and population and
environment. Given the support that has already been engendered in the United States, I
expect the development of this international school of study will proceed. Already the
university has had the archivist of the United States, Don Wilson, visit here. He has a
staff of approximately 3 000 in the United States archives and he has control of all the
American presidential libraries. He has advised Curtin University on setting up our first
prime ministerial library. An American committee headed by Ray Johnson, the former
chief executive officer of Caltex in the United States, includes a range of very influential
people - among them that famous American, Mr Rupert Murdoch - who have committed
financial resources towards the $20m needed for the school of study. It includes Ben
Schmit and Admiral Vasey, and Mrs Douglas McArthur is lending her support to the
appeal in the United States. It is worthwhile acknowledging in this place the initiative of
Curtin University in getting this under way. The opportunity exists to place Western
Australia on the world map through the prime ministerial library and international school
of study.
The operation of the American presidential libraries has attracted considerable attention.
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In rotation, each of the presidential libraries has a meeting of former presidents each year.
Members may envisage that as soon as our library is operational formner Australian Prime
Mnisters will come to this library. We will invite former and current world leadens
including Lee Kuan Yew, who is seen as an invitee, to participate in annual seminars at
the Curtin centre. The centre is a substantive initiative of great importance to this State.
The Commonwealth has supported the first stage to the tune of $8m for the prime
ministerial library and gallery. I hope that the State will also be able to provide same
support, although not of course on the same scale.
Hon NYF. Moore: What would you rather have, classrooms or contributions for the
library?
Hon J.A. COWDELL: The benefits which flow from this will be considerable. I have
just said that I do not think the State will be able to make anywhere near as substantial a
donation as the Commonwealth. Nonetheless, it is an opportunity to put Western
Australia on the map. Judging by the range of support this project already has from
people such as the Prime Minister, the Leader of the Opposition, the former Premier, the
current Premier, Sir Charles Court, Sir James Cruthers and Sir Lawrence Brodie-Hall, an
excellent effort has been made and it would be a shame not to capitalise on that. As I
say, the project has already raised $16m for the initial building. It is well on the way to
obtaining the $20m required for the school of study and completion of the project beyond
that. I think the university has shown great initiative, much of which was due to the
efforts of the first Vice Chancellor of Curtin University, Professor Don Watts, followed
by Professor John Malloney.
I thank members and will conclude with nine minutes to go so that I do not use up the
whole of my entitlement in the cause of political literacy.
HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [12.37 am]: I will take the opportunity of
the Supply debate to respond to the comments made by Hon Phil Lockyer earlier this
evening. If I misquote him, I hope he will correct me through you, Mr Deputy President.
The first thing [ should do before I correct some of his misguided views is to commend
him for being the only member of the Government who has chosen to make a
contribution to this debate. It is strange, as I said during last night's adjournment debate,
that an Administration is in office which does not choose to explain itself or to be as open
and as consultative as it could be, considering that it has over three years to go until it
loses office. This Administration does not consult the community or obtain people's
views before taking steps, yet when the Labor Parly was in Government it had shoved
down its throat by members opposite that the Liberal Party was really independent, a
party of individuals who were entitled to express their views, who did not caucus or
discuss matters too much and who were quite proud to stand on their digs and make a
contribution wherever and whenever they saw fit to do so.
Hon T.G. BUTLER: Hon Phil Lockyer is one of the greater advocates -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon TOM HELM: Nobody else did. It seems a somewhat strange demonstration of the
independence of Liberal Party members when the only Liberal Party member who has
made a contribution to this debate is Hon Philip Lockyer. He was wrong as usual.
Nonetheless, he exercised his right to be wrong in this Chamber. As we were told time
and time again during the time of the Labor Party Administration, the Liberal Party
exercised its right to say what it felt. The suggestion has been made that we in the Labor
Party do not take the opportunity to express our views in public. The truth is we are loyal
Labor Party people and we do not debate the things that divide us and argue in public,
except for Graeme Campbell, the Federal member for Kalgoorlie.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: And Larry Graham.
Hon TOM HELM: Perhaps Larry Graham, although I doubt whether he has made any
statements questioning caucus decisions. The member should not be wrong in
interjecting. He can be wrong during his contributions, but only a foolish person would
be wrong in his interjections.
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Hon P.H. Lockyct Do you agree with what he said on radio this morning?
Hon TOM HELM: I did nor hear him. I have to be honest. I have learnt over the years
not to rely on comments relayed through Hon Phil Lockyer. [ am. not suggesting that he
would tell an untruth knowingly. However, sometimes he misleads or just
misunderstands what he hears.
Hon P.H. Lockyer- Mr Graham told me himself.
Hon TOM HELM: That is fine. I am nor disputing what Mr Graham said on radio or
what he told Hon Phil Lockyer. All I am saying is thar I did not hear him. I strongly
suggest, however, that he did not oppose anything that was agreed to in caucus. Surely
the myth that was espoused during the term of the last Administration has been exploded
during this debate, because the only people who have made any contribution have been
members on this side of the House, with the one exception.
Hon Phil Lockyer said in his speech - I do not think he quoted me correctly - that I
thought that the Federal Budget was good for the north west of the State and for his and
my electorates. I should expand because it is bad for those people who earn over
$23 800.
Hon P3-I. Lockyer: And drive a car.
Hon TOM IHELM: And those who drive unleaded cars.
Hon P.H. Lockyer. All cars, surely.
Hon TOM HELM: All right, all cars. It was bad for a number of people. Who was it
good for? What is the major complaint at my office in Port Hedland? It is made by the
people who earn less than $23 800 a year and are unable to pay for child care. The child
care provision in the Federal Budget will be welcomed, particularly by those in the
Pilbara who earn less than the average wage. I wonder whether the reason that Hon Phil
Lockyer is feeling so peeved about the Budget and some of the commentaries in the
media -

Hon P.H. Lockyer Have you seen the headlines?
Hon TOM HELM: There have been headlines in The West Australian with which the
member has not agreed in the past. I wonder whether the reason the Federal Budget has
been met with disapproval is that the richer sections of our community certainly do not
benefit from it.
Hon Graham Edwards: That is what Phil Lockyer is dirty about.
Hon TOM HELM: I wonder. I do not like to make those sorts of accusations at this time
of night. However, I suggest that the constituency that is supported by Hon Phil Lo~ckyer
certainly did not get anything out of the Budget. I suggest that the people who earn less
than $23 800 would be generally women who would need a child care allowance and
more than likely would not be organised in unions. I can understand the member or The
West Australian not being joyful about those people who are on the bottom rung of the
socioeconomic ladder benefiting from this Budget. That is another myth that I have
exploded just to put him on the right track. He is a trier, although he gets things wrong!
He told this House that the cost of living was high in the north west because of freight
costs.
Hon P.11. Lockyer: Partly.
Hon TOM HELM: The member did not say partly. However, if he wants to say it now,
okay. As someone who lives in the north west and is subject to that cost of living
increase, I would have had to have come down in the last shower to be convinced that the
cost of the rotten, second-hand vegetables and fruit that we get in our shops in Port
Hedland and the exorbitant prices we pay for them are the result of high freight costs.
That has never been demonstrated to me. I can tell this House, because it is my wallet
that is hurt, that I have made many inquiries about why it costs twice as much for half the
quality of the fruit and vegetables that we get in the north west. I know truck drivers are
working their butts off trying to make a dollar because their wages are so low. They
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would do better in Singapore than working for some of the Western Australian trucking
companies. That myth about the dollars spent on freight costs has never been proved to
me to be anything but a myth. Therefore, the Minister should not espouse the myth given
to him by Coles or other outlets in the north west.
Hon P.14. Lackyen. Are you saying that Coles sell half rotten vegetables in Port
Hedland?
Hon TOM HELM: Try it some time. I go shopping with my Geraldine quite a lot.
Hon P.R. Lackyer: You are a very wealthy man and you can afford to shop in the better
shops.
Hon TOM HELM: The member is right. The only thing is, I do not find better shopping
in Coles or Woolworths. The only place I can get goad fruit and vegetables is at the
roadside - I buy from the guy who gets his produce from the market gardeners.
Hon P.14. Lockyer: Arnold Gibson.
Hon TOM HELM: Whoever; there are more than him. Even that produce is so popular
that it is very hard to come by. Often, with this job and the hours we keep, it is difficult
to obtain quality produce. The member should spend a little time to check it out. If he
spoke to his constituents now and again, to the housewives, he would find that what I am
telling him is true. We in the north west are sick to death of having to pay exorbitant
prices for half rotten fruit and vegetables and then having somebody like Hon Phil
Lockyer who is supposed to represent the area telling us that the problem is freight costs.
I am sure that Coles, Woolworths and Charlie Carters, which are the major outlets in the
north west, will be only too happy to read in Mansard what the member has said. They
will say, "We told Hon Phil Lockyer that the reason for the high prices is high freight
costs, and if Hon Phil Lockyer believes us, everybody will." I have to tell members that
those of us who live there know it is not true and that if Coles, Woolworths or Charlie
Carters were asked to prove it, they could not do it.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: Are you saying that Coles sells rotten fruit and vegetables?
Hon TOM HELM: Coles, Woolworths and Charlie Carters - the major outlets without
exception. That is what we are faced with from Karratha to Kununurra.
Hon P.14. Lockyer: I am astonished at what I hear. I amt sure that Coles, Woolworths
and the Supa Valu people will be shocked when they read Hansard.
Hon TOM HELM: Maybe they will be shocked, but this situation really gives
housewives and their partners who have to do the shopping the willies. If members like
Hon Phil Lockyer are going to stand in this place and make those sorts of statements, he
has to get them right. I do not know of anybody else in this place who lives above the
26th parallel. Those who do know that that is the sort of thing we have to address. It is
about time we stopped Hon Phil Lo~ckyer and others from saying, "This is the reason why
this is happening", although it is not entirely untrue that the cost of freight will increase
as a result of the increase in fuel costs; increased fuel cost can be absorbed now until
those outlets demonstrate that that is the reason we pay the kind of money we pay.
Hon P.14. Lockyer: Is it just Hedland and Karratha, or does that include Canairvon and
other towns?
Hon TOM HELM: They all have rotten fruit and vegetables. The member should know
more about his electorate. I have tried to teach him once or twice, but he mixes with
people fromt the National Party too much, and they do not know what it is like to live in
the bush.
Hon E.J. Charlton: You have never lived in the bush and you do not know what it is
like - never paid your own fuel bill either.
Hon TOM HELM: I go back to the other myth presented by Hon Philip Lockyer. I have
in front of me an extract from the magazine Economics entitled "The Standard of Living
Myth". Underneath is a subheading "Yes, Japan's standard of living is rising. But
Australia's is still way ahead, Trevor Sykes reports". The article contains a table
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showing the gross national product per capita of various countries in United States
dollars. At the top of the list is Australia and the following information is provided: In
Australia in 1980 the gross national product was SUS9 820. In 1989 the gross national
product was $USl4 360, an annual avenage growth of 4.3 per cent. The next country
listed is Japan, followed by Singapore. According to this cable Singapore had a gross
national product of $US4 430 in 1980.
Hon Kim Chance: I thought Hon Phil Lockyer said Singapore did better than Australia.
Hon TOM HIELM: Yes, he did. In 1989 the gross national product of Singapore was
SUSlO 450. Australia's gross national product at that time was $USl4 360.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: Are you saying we have nothing to worry about because our figure is
higher than Singapore's?
Hon Kim Chance: You said Singapore had gone past Australia, but it has not.
Hon E.J. Chariton: And the 11I per cent unemployment rate is not real either.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! We have one member on his
feet and a four way conversation going on across the Chamber. Let us listen to the
member on his feet.
Hon TOM HELM: The member said there were some aspects of the matter he did not
like but he thought one of the major problems was the union movement's push for a
shorter working week and more money. He said he would support the union movement
if it promoted a 4 hour working week. It is true that the unions have been pushing for a
shorter working week and more money, but that still leaves Australia with a gross
national product which is $1354 110 per capita ahead of Singapore.
Hon P.H-. Lockyer: The point is that the figure is decreasing. In your unfortunate grasp
of economics, you do not seem to understand.
Hon TOM HELM: Perhaps we are increasing. The member had in front of him
documents from which he quoted very extensively but I am quoting only selectively.
Could this country also be increasing its gross national product? Could it be higher
because we have had 10 years of industrial harmony?
Hon P.H. Lockyer: But it is not increasing. The productivity of this country is going
down.
Hon TOM HELM: On the odd occasion when the member has been to the Pilbara -

Hon P.H. Lockyer: I am talking about the whole of Australia.
Hon TOM HELM: Are the people in the Eastern States a different race of Australians?
When Hon Philip Lockyer was on this side of the House, often he and the troglodytes on
his side said that the workers in this country had seen their standard of living reduced
under a Labor Government. Is that correct?
Hon ElJ. Chariton: Yes.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: For the first time in the history of this country people such as you
will pass to their children a lower standard of living than they have enjoyed. That has
never happened in Australia.
Hon TOM HELM: We could follow that argument and take it to the beginning of this
century when 12 year old boys were cleaning chimneys and 12 year old girls were
working in the mines. In those days people fought for an eight hour day. Did they have
unions? Was Australia a great nation at that time? If Hon Phil Lockyer goes down that
rack, that is where he will finish. He should not be dazzled by or excited about the duty

free lounge at Singapore Airport. That is not the real world. The real world is about little
fellows diving off bamboo scaffolding tubes, the Japanese safety boots on their feet, and
the work that the women must do. The real world is a bowl of rice at the end of the day.
There may be some truth in what the member said about the need to do better.
Hon E.J. Charlton: That will happen here if we leave the Labor Party in Federal
Government for much longer.
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Hon TOM HELM: I am sure Hon Phil Lockyer would agree with that statement and
encourage the Minister to go down that track. I am not suggesting we are living in
Utopia or that we shall get better, but Australia has proved to the world time and time
again that when it is time to do the job, it can do it. It has been done in the past 10 years
but the Opposition criticised the Labor Government for it. Does the member know of
any other nation -

Hon PH. Lockyen. You must get your head out of the sand.
Hon TOM HELM: I have taken my head away from Singapore.
Hon PH. Lockyen There is Malaysia, Thailand, Taiwan, China and so on.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the member to address the Chair.
Hon TOM HELM: In the early 1960s when I was in the merchant navy I had the good
fortune to visit communist China. I was only a young lad and the country had not long
been taken over by Mao Tse-tung. It was the first country I had visited that was a
dictatorship. I thought life should be better than the way those people lived. It is a
regimented system. People cannot even have children when they want to. People do not
have wages. The members of a ship's crew were regimented when moving from place to
place and guarded by a person on the gangway. I felt intimidated.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: It is not much better now.
Hon TOM HELM: I will not go back to China. Before the Communists took over, child
prostitution was rife and people were dying in the streets. After the revolution things
were better under Communism. I have visited third world countries but this was
different. Some of the older members of the crew on ships welcomed those changes.
Countries can function under dictatorships. That might suit a certain situation, but the
situation in Singapore is different also. One of the reasons I am such a strong member of
the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association is to support moves to have the Leader of
the Opposition in Singapore released from gaol. I am sure that Hon Phil Lockyer will
agree that the Opposition in Singapore is not the same as the Opposition in this State
where we can oppose the Government and not be feauful of doing so. In Singapore
people who oppose its Government go to gaol.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: I do not support that. I made it clear during my speech that I do not
agree with many things about the Lee Government.
Hon TOM HELM: The dangers of using that example is the same as the dangers in the
industrial relations legislation presented to Parliament by the Minister for Labour
Relations. The current Statutes on industrial relations have allowed 10 years of industrial
harmony in this State. We ame told that if we go down the track proposed by the Minister
for Labour Relations we will have a better, more dynamic, richer nation. However.
evidence has been produced to support the opposite view. If the Minister's proposition
were true, Maggie Thatcher's Britain would be sailing on the crest of a wave; the people
in Britain would be doing so well. The United Kingdom has travelled down that path; it
has individual contracts, no arbitration and no strong unions. They do not even have a
strong Labor Party. That country faces a massive depression, high inflation and
unemployment.
Hon E.j. Charlton: You left that to come here.
Hon TOM HELM: I am an economic refugee, otherwise I would not have been able to
get into Australia. It cost me £5 10 one way in 1980.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon TIOM HELM: I make those remarks in an attempt to put Hon Phil Lockyer on the
right track. I admire him for making his comments and for demonstrating that he is one
member of the Liberal Party who can speak up.
I refer now to a magazine which has been circulated to all members of Parliament around
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Australia. It has been put out by the Australian ining and Pastoral Law Association
Ltd, which comprises members such as the CRA, Western Mining, RIHI, the Chamber of
Mines and Energy, and other major resource developers, as well as many Government
departments in Western Australia, New South Wales and Victoria. This is a Federal
organisation with a branch in Western Australia, consisting of professionals in the mining
resource development industry. It has a legal background as well as an academic
background.
Hon T.G. Butler: It is an unbiased document.
Hon TOM HELM: The magazine purports to report the comments of the mining
industry, so it should be biased. I was reluctant to read it, but on doing so I noted an
article headed "The Myths of Mabo" written by T.A. Grey, a QC and barrister from
Adelaide. It is an interesting article which addresses the High Court decision relating to
native tide. It includes opinions about the meaning of the decision and where it will take
this country. The conclusion of the article reads -

In Mabo No. 2 the High Court recognised that the application of the doctrine of
terra nulliass to Australia which proceeded on the assumption that, prior to
settlement. Australia had been a continent bereft of indigenous inhabitants with
their own laws and customs, had never reflected the true situation. The High
Court rejected that legal fiction to embrace the historical, legal and political
realities of the situation existing at the time of European settlement.
In so doing, the High Court also recognised the present legal and political
realities, that sovereign acts may have validly created other rights capable of co-
existing with the rights comprising the native tide of a particular group, or may
have extinguished those native rights. The decision in Mabo No. 2 is then
primarily concerned with "setting the record straight" and in appreciating that true
justice not only understands the grievances of one party but also the need to
balance those grievances against the interests of others and of the community at
large. Further, when read in the light of earlier decisions on the Racial
Discrimination Act, the mechanisms are now in place to apply the principles laid
down in Mabo No. 2 so as to achieve a fair balance between the interests of the
indigenous peoples of Australia and of all Australians. The Australian
community would be better served by a considered reflection upon Mabo No. 2
rather than responding to the myths that have arisen with legislation hastily
conceived.
Mabo is a decision which should be celebrated by all Australians as a clear
indication that the pre-eminent legal institution in this country is one with the
courage to reject unsound legal fictions, no matter how difficult that task may be,
and to give effect to the realities that once prevailed in Australia and to those
which presently exist.

The article suggests that the decision of the High Court relating to native tide was not a
radical decision and that, indeed, the opposite was true. The High Court decision was
expected. It was a conservative decision. Opinions given by academics are that people
will have difficulty in demonstrating any right to native tide over certain land. That tidle
will be hard to prove. I make that point because in this State we have a unique
opportunity to take care of the needs of indigenous people; we can recognise that non-
indigenous people have rights over certain tracts of land. The members representing the
Mining and Pastoral Region, and members in the lower House, will be aware that some
indigenous people in their electorates do not have their own home living areas.
The Labor Government did not respond to the requests of those indigenous people who
wanted a track of land on which to put a house. T'his was not to go hunting or for cultural
reasons; it was simply to build a house- I have not heard the Premier publicly respond
following his visit to communities in the Pilbara and the Kimberley when people
requested the space on which they lived - that is all. An example which jumps to mind
suitable for such claim is the mission land of Jigalong, Punrnu, and Parnngurr - also
known as Cotton Creek - which has been the home of the Matu people for some time.
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T1he Mata people can demonstrate a connection with chat land. However, these people
have made a claim not to a vast area but only to their homeland. I have not heard the
Premier remark on those requests, although I heard him agree with yesterday's man, Bill
Hassell. that our backyards are under threat. He says we should worry about this.
Hon E.J. Chariton: They are not under threat by the genuine Aboriginal people. The
problem is people like Rob Riley, who is not a genuine Aboriginal person; he is looking
after himself.
Hon TOM HELM: We now have Judge Charlton.
Hon John Halden: There is one way to prove it: Go outside and say that.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He knows it. I have told him many times
Hon TOM HELM: If backyards are under threat, the Premier should legislate to give
people rights to those lands. Why has he not done that? The Premier referred to the
situation with pastoralists, miners and farmers, but he did not comment on legislating for
the backyard risk. The Premier made a cowardly political statement, one which would be
quickly recognised by Hon Eric Charlton.
The Premier did not worry about the massive number of conclusions and statements
already made on Mabo. Let us consider the commonsense aspect and explode another
myth. Hugh Morgan of Western Mining Corp Ltd said that terra nullius was all right
because everyone knows that Aboriginal people did not have much culture, did not invent
much and had not achieved much which we can recognise.
Hon John Halden: The High Court had a few words to say about Hugh Morgan.
Hon TOM HELM: Members should read the High Court decision and form their own
conclusions. I live in the north west of the State and I have not been to Bali. However, if
Indonesians came to our State and said that Australians do not behave like Indonesians
and have a different way of doing things, they could apply a terra nullius principle and
claim the land is empty and claim entitlement. They could say that the culture was
different with different personal and environmental hygiene. I have made many
statements in this place about the need to populate the north west. This area is as
vulnerable as it ever was. If we accept the broad concept of Hugh Morgan's comments -
namely, that because no culture we can recognise existed, terra nullius was right - the
Indonesians have a right to the land.
I will explain to the Premier by speaking in this Chamber and through members opposite
the reasons that people may feel he is racist. I make these comments as calmly as
possible. One need not necessarily be cruel and insulting when calling someone a racist.
Some people are proud to be called racist. This applies to people who think they know
best for people of a different culture, race or colour. If someone takes a paternalistic
attitude on how people should behave, that can be regarded as racist. The Premier's
actions during the past year to 18 months on the Mabo issue could cause such an
accusation to be made. He has asked us to leave Aboriginal people in the same position
in which they have been since we advanced from the Aboriginal Protection Act by which
protectors took care of Aboriginal people. He has suggested that the best way of dealing
with this matter is to return to the days when Aborigines were set apart from the rest of
the State. The Poms had a more advanced idea about how the indigenous people should
be treated, although some of those ideas were ignored.
The Premier suggested that we should view the Aboriginal people of this State in two
ways: Firstly, we should reinforce the handout mentality; take care of people and not
have them make their own decisions. Secondly, we should resolve the Mabo problem
through a referendum. The Premier wants to ask everyone whether we should or should
not have Aboriginal people! He believes that we must only ask the people of this State
whether there should be Aboriginal people. How ridiculous! How proud should we feel
that the Premier is making that sort of statement? Even the majority of the Eastern States
has some form of land rights and would not make such statements. The Premier wants to
have a vote to decide whether people were in Australia before the European invasion of
the nation. Therefore, the Premier can be called a racist. He may feel insulted, but he

2806 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 18 August 1993]180

should not. He has defended his position as well as he can, but he does not understand
the indigenous people of this State.
Hon Sanm Piantadosi: I draw your attention to the state of the House, Mr Deputy
President.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): A quorum is present.
Hon TOM HELM: It would be ridiculous if the Australian people decided by
referendum that there were no people in Australia before Europeans got here.
Hon N.E. Moore: That is not what they are being asked to decide.
Hon TOM HELM: What are they being asked to decide?
Hon N.F. Moore: Why don't you listen to the broader debate instead of rabbiting on.
Hon TOM HELM: If Mr Moore, that independent Liberal Party member wants to get up
and join the debate he could take a couple of minutes to explain to me whether the
referendum will contain such a question.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Other members will have an opportunity, but it is
your turn now.
Hon TOM HELM: Let us assume we have a referendum and it contains a question about
whether people agree with the High Court's Mabo decision and the result is that people
do not agree with the High Court. Would that mean that nobody was here before
European settlement?
Hon E.J. Charlton: Wasn't there?
Hon TOM HELM: Is that what Mr Charlton thinks? Of course, he still thinks he might
fall off the end of the world. That proposition is rather stupid.
Hon N.E. Moore: You axe using stupid simplistic terms.
Hon TOM HELM: There are people on the opposite side of the House who demonstrated
in Kalgoorlie at their party's State conference -

Hon E.J. Charlton: Are you proud of your 10 years in Government, and how you looked
after Aboriginal people?
Hon Graham Edwards: We never sought to politicise the issue. Hon Eric Charlton has
been sitting next to Norman Moore for too long.
Hon N.E. Moore: You signed a document that there would be no more land rights.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The first interjection was at least part of the
general discussion, but the ones that followed were not.
Hon TOM HELM: The member would like me to say that I am not proud of, and feel
guilt for, the past 10 years. However, one cannot feel that way about something over
which one does not have much control. If Hon Eric Charlton shuts his mouth and thinks
back to the time he was chairman of a committee that looked at the duplication of
services for Aboriginal people and the use of funds for Aboriginal people he might recall
that we spent some time on a pretty thorough investigation. Most of the time was spent
looking at the Aboriginal Housing Board in the mid-west region.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We visited Roebourne, Alice Springs and Kalgoorlie.
Hon TOM HELM: It was clear to some members that the committee had another agenda.
The committee found little evidence - I would not say no evidence - to suggest a
duplication of services or a misappropriation of funds. I was proud to be part of a
committee chaired by Hon Muriel Patterson which looked at the positive side of our
indigenous people. The committee travelled extensively and comprised Hon Derrick
Tomlinson, Hon Muriel Patterson and me. Our investigations taught us that if we asked
the right sort of questions about the achievements of indigenous people them was lots to
learn. By the same token, the committee did not make headlines or sell many
newspapers. Nevertheless, it did demonstrate that there were lots of stories to be told.
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This Administration has thought it would be more politically expedient for it to harp
upon what it believes are the negatives about indigenous people and the question of land
rights in this State.
Hon E.J. Chariton: In the 10 years you were in Government why didn't you try to give
Aborigines a chance to be educated?
Hon John Halden: What a stupid question.
Hon TOM HELM: I do not know how people do things in Tammin, but it so happens
that the Minister for Education, Hon Norman Moore, will receive a letter from me about
the Jigalong school. He will agree that the school in Jigalong has proved to be
exceptionally successful.
Hon N.F. Moore: There are some very successful schools and same are not so
successful.
Hon TOM HELM: I agree with Hon Norman Moore, and most people here would agree
that success cannot be achieved simply with Government handouts. Jigalong is a success
story. Whatever has happened over the past 10 years. there am examples of Government
assistance helping educational facilities in remote areas and providing educational
opportunities for Aboriginal people. I am not saying those successes were solely the
result of a Labor Government, although it might claim some credit with the Pundulmurra.
Aboriginal College. In 1985-86 the school was an absolute disgrace and I would not
have opposed a suggestion to close it down and move it to the Derby Leprosanium.
When one considers the success of the college now, one can scarcely believe it was in
such a mess in 1985-86. Its success is attributable not only to the Government, but also
to the people there.
That brings me back to the "AMPLA Bulletin" which states that the Mabo decision is one
which should be celebrated by all Australians. The members of the Jigalong community
do not even own the land on which they live. The gardens they dig and the school they
attend are located on a pastoral lease. I am not throwing any brickbats at this
Administration because it was the same with the Labor Administration, although we did
not have a Premier threatening that Mabo claims would leave people's backyards
vulnerable. If the Premier cannot say something positive he should not say anything at
all.
Hon John Halden: If he cannot say anything sensible, he should not say anything at all.
Hon TOM HELM: Then he would not say anything.
Hon N.E. Moore: Brian Burke said he would resign if land tights were bought in in
Western Australia.
Hon TOM HELM: Brian Burke stated that the land rights question was dead.
Hon T.G. Butler: Why was the land rights question dead, Mr Moore?
Hon N.F. Moore: Brian Burke decided to jettison that legislation for political reasons.
Hon TOG. Butler: Your party threw the land rights legislation out, you hypocrite.
Hon TOM HELM: The land rights question was dead without the support of the
Opposition. The mining industry in this State put pressure on the Liberal Party. The
Chamber of Mines in this State is a member of the Australian Mining and Petroleum Law
Association. That same chamber of mines ran the campaign against the land rights issue
in 1985. It was a political hot potato.
Hon N.E. Moore interjected.
Hon TOM HELM: Before the Minister starts opening his mouth, he should demonstrate
his principles. Firstly, he should get on his hind legs and make a speech in this place to
demonstrate his independence. Secondly, he should talk to members in this Chamber and
tell them that he does believe land rights should exist in some form. Words are cheap.
The words used by Brian Burke have been thrown back in our face, and we must cop it.
However, the Minister could use different words and demonstrate his bona ides that he
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can speak on this issue. The Minister has not changed his views because he was with
Brian Burke. He supported those who were trying to make the land rights issue such a
political hot potato that it was not carried by the previous Administration. Why?
Because the Minister cannot see past his nose on this issue. I suppose that he is one of
the few people who believe that there was nobody in this country before 1788.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Let us hear the member on his feet. The Leader of
the Opposition and the Minister will come to order.
Hon TOM HELM: I thank you, Mr Deputy President, for that guidance about listening to
the member on his feet. This Chamber would be enhanced by listening to some of the
members on the Treasury bench talk about what they believe in. They should not hide
behind the fact that they have nothing to say on the matter unless it is something
negative.
Hon N.E. Moore: Mansard is full of my views on this subject.
Hon TOM HELM: It will not be full of any views tonight, unless they are interjections,
about what has been said in the conclusions formed in a magazine supported by the major
mining and resource companies in this nation. I have never heard the Minister mention,
either through interjection or in a speech, what Mabo means to him and what his views
are about the High Court decision.
Hon N.E. Moore: My views have never changed.
Hon TOM HELM: We have heard the Minister's views. He stopped having views that
were news in 1983. The Minister has been regurgitating what he said before the Labor
Administration came in. That is because members on that side of the House told him no.
I have heard nothing different from what he was saying in the 1970s and early 1980s.
Sure we have heard it all before, and we know what it all means. The fact is that only
one court exists in this State which has any sway. It is certainly not the High Court, the
Supreme Court. or the lower courts.
Hon E.J. Charlton: It's Richard Court.
Hon TOM HELM: That is right. It is the Courts - Richard and Charlie. flat is the only
court that members opposite understand. Why? Because they are independent Liberals;
however, when the Courts get together they are independent wimps. Members apposite
should not forget that the High Court supports the conservative view in this State. It
consists of a majority of judges appointed by the Liberal Party or coalition Government.
The High Court has never been criticised before for its judgments or decisions.
Hon N.F. Moore: Yes it has.
Hon TOM HELM: When was the last time?
Hon N.E. Moore: It has been criticised regularly in the past 100 years.
Hon TOM HELM: It has been criticised by us, not members opposite. I agree that this
side of the House criticises the court regularly.
Hon N.F. Moore: So do we.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: What about in 1945? Your Government then had changed the
Constitution.
Hon TOM HELM: 1945! The interjection from that Liberal member about something
occurring in 1945 - I did not catch the beginning of his comments -

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: You wouldn't understand.
Hon TOM HELM: I understand this quite clearly: The record shows that the number of
times the conservative people of this State and nation have criticised the High Court
could be counted on the fingers of one hand. Hon Derrick Tomlinson demonstrated that
they criticised the High Court on one occasion. They did not criticise the court on its
decision about electronic advertising during election campaigns when it overturned the
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media laws which were made in the Federal Parliament. Members opposite were quite
dumb about that - they are always bloody dumb.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon TOM HELM: I withdraw that. Members have rarely, except for the instance to
which Hon Derrick Tomlinson referred, attacked the High Court.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Mr Helm, your Prime Minister doesn't agree with what the High
Court did.
Hon TOM HELM: It blatantly overturned a Government decision; however, the Prime
Minister certainly agrees with it.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member is rapidly running out of time. I
suggest he use his last minute and a half constructively.
Hon TOM HELM: This will take more than an hour, Mr Deputy President. The High
Court is a defender of the things in which the conservative parties in this State believe.
Up until the Mabo decision, which was only an interpretation, it did not necessarily
overturn decisions made at the beginning of the settlement of this nation by Europeans.
Hon N.F. Moore: That is not right.
Hon TOM HELM: That is the objection of members opposite. I have never heard the
Prime Minister object to the High Court decision on Mabo. He is waiting until the
fellows opposite either shut up or take part in the rational debate that that sort of decision
demands. Members opposite will not take part in the debate because they have their
blinkers on, they have their Union Jack Over their heads, and they cannot see any further
than the target that that provides. The Union Jack has always provided a target and has
certainly provided it for the mob opposite. The members opposite will not get anywhere
with this rational debate.
[Leave denied for the member's time to be extended.]
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan) [1.37 am]: I have some views about the
performance of the Government over the past six months. I will try not to be
provocative; however, it is important to put the issue about what government, particularly
a Government in a modem industrialised Liberal democracy, is supposed to stand for into
some sort of contextual framework. In trying to frame a definition for that, I do not want
to be controversial. I would like to develop a broad idea of what I mean, and I hope that
people will agree with it. Put simply, government can be viewed as an expression by
citizens who consent to live with each other. To make this possible a central
coordinating structure must exist to maintain an orderly, functional society.
The nineteenth century saw a number of traditional Liberals, the likes of Hobbs and
Lock, put the view that government simply existed to control chaos and war, and instead
provide security, order and peace. The Government should provide citizens with the
ability to have consistent, predictable and fair laws that do not interfere with their
liberties. Governments should provide a framieworkc in which society functions
harmoniously. This framework is often diverse, but basically it is about the protection of
society. It protects society from external stress, but Governments have a large number of
responsibilities. Basically, these responsibilities can be split into two sections - social
and economic management. Governments must provide the goods and services which
are not normally provided by the private sector. For example, I refer to health care,
education, railway lines and roads - the areas which are generally described as non-
profitable.
We all expect Governments to provide a reasonable standard of living to the poorer
members of our society. If governments do not do that, they can expect a dysfunctional
society where certain sections of the community will eventually live in a state of misery.
Some people are probably already living in that state. The problems associated with
allowing our society to decline to that degree would be a degeneration of our social

[COUNCIL]2810



[Wednesday, 18 August 1993]181

fabric, an increase in crime rates and a lack of social cohesion and, at the end of the day.
the community would go down the path of civil war or revolution. Australians have not
gone to chose extremes. Generally, Australians believe in the concept of a fair go. To
achieve that end and to provide the people who do not have the means to achieve a
reasonable standard of living. Australians have accepted the concept that people who can
afford to pay taxation do so to provide the goods and services that society requires. In
other words, some Australians have surrendered a small part of their liberty so that others
can enjoy the benefits of the society we live in.
I do not want to bore the House with a political lecture about the framework of society,
but if we accept that concept we must analyse the initiatives that this Government has
taken in the social and economic management areas of Government in the six months
since it was elected. I do not propose to examine extensively the Government's efforts in
all areas, but the overview I propose to provide the House will illustrate that this
Government needs to learn a lot more in the next three and a half years that it is in office
and show more compassion and skill than it has to date.
It is appropriate that I start with the issue of health which is the most important part of a
social policy and impacts on an enormous number of people in the community. To start
an examination like this we might remember that prior to the election this Government
promised it would contribute $ 1.4m to research into asbestos-related diseases. The
Government is backing away from its election promise. It is all very well for me to say
that one should condemn the Government for making that callous pmomise in the first
place to gain a bagful of votes and then to back away from it. However, I prefer to refer
to the member for Collie's comments which sum up the situation better than I can.
Hon Doug Wenn: Do not give her too much credit.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: On this occasion she sums it up reasonably well. I quote from a
copy of what the member for Collie said -

In WA, about 60 people a year die from mesothelioma. A shameful situation
exists whereby there is a waiting list for treatment in the clinical trials at Sir
Charles Gairdner Hospital. The waiting list is not moving because there is no
money available to do the clinical trials.

In spite of the promise made by this Government when it was in Opposition to do the
clinical trials. To continue -

The waiting list has only 12 people because as new patients are added to the
queue, the longer term cases die.

That is the first example of the Government backing away from its election promise.
Hon B.K. Donaldson: Did she make that statement before 6 Eebruary?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I do not have the date. The comment is relevant.
Hon B.K. Donaldson: It depends when she made it
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is relevant to asbestos-related diseases and no-one would deny
that the Government has not yet fulfilled that commitment.
Hon Kim Chance has raised the issue of the Northampton hospital on several occasions
in this place. The hospital is to be downgraded from 28 to eight full time staff. As a
result, people will have to be transferred 50 km to the Geraldton Regional Hospital for
hospital care. Even Hon Murray Criddle said he was disappointed at the Government's
decision, given Northampton's potential.
I refer to the Government's stance on compensation. No-one denies that a responsible
Government should ensure that injured people, often through no fault of their own,
should have access to compensation for the pain and suffering they have endured,
together with compensation for the loss of their earning capacity. At the heart of this
concept is the straightforward notion that people who suffer because of the negligence of
others deserve to be compensated. The Government's changes to the workers'
compensation system are designed to ensure that people who suffer less than 30 per cent
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impairment, according to the American Medical Association's schedule, are denied
access to common law claims. Therefore, a person who loses an eye, a foot or any
portion of the leg below the knee will have no access to common law. Why has the
Government denied these people access to legitimate workers' compensation? The
winner in this situation is the insurance industry. The losers include the employers who
have contributed in the past to the workers' compensation system and now find that their
employees are not covered to the degree they thought they were. The Government's
move is a scurrilous effort to protect the business sector of the community while
seriously impacting on the injured people in our society.
I refer to the comments of Dr Kennedy who treats some 3 000 work-related injuries a
year. He said that the American Medical Association's schedule is like making an ABC
cookbook assessment of someone's injuries without sitting down and talking to the
person about the effects of the injury on them. He said it is unfair because it does not
give the whole picture of a person's injuries. He said also that in Victoria there were
numerous situations where it became extremely difficult to establish the percentage
required to make a common law claim because of the restrictive nature of the assessment.
The House should be very clear that the winners are the Government's mates - the big
insurance companies. The Government, for the sake of its mates, will inflict considerable
financial burden on one of the most disadvantaged groups in our society and it stands
condemned by such a ruthless action.
Hon Bob Thomas: The Prince tapes say that was all for the insurance companies.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Yes. One does not have to be a Rhodes scholar to work that out.
It is obvious that the Government's mates are being paid back. We have heard comments
about the "scurrilous 10 years", but after four years of members opposite in Government,
if they keep this up, their effort will surpass ours by a long way. However, the people
most seriously disadvantaged will be those who can least fight back.
The ruthlessness of this Government is reflected in its attack on compensation. It has
announced that it will alter the rules governing compensation for car crash victims. If a
person is injured in a car crash and is entitled to less than $15 000 compensation he will
receive nothing. Therefore, any person with a level of pain and suffering who is entitled
to slightly less than $15 000 compensation will get nothing. If a person is entitled to
$30 000 or $40 000 compensation -

Hon Max Evans: The Labor Governments in South Australia and New South Wales have
cut this out completely.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am telling the House where I stand on this matter. I do not
agree with what the Governments have done in those States. I do not agree with what the
Government has done here. It is absolutely diabolical and has been done to protect the
insurance industry in this State and country. It has done nothing whatever for the
disadvantaged. I know that Hon Max Evans does not want me to make this point, but if a
person injured in a car crash is awarded $30 000 for his injury claim the Government
proposes that he will get only $15 000. Again, one sees who are the mates of those in
Government. It is clear in those areas of health where the Government's priorities are.
One could go through a number of matters related to health, but due to time restrictions I
will not do so.
I turn to another area of social policy in which it is legitimate for Government to have a
role if one accepts the definition I gave earlier of social policy. Homeswest has a role in
this State of ensuring that low income earners have shelter rather than having to live in
cars, on the streets, or in some other alternate but inferior form of accommodation.
However, we have recently seen Homeswest decide it will adopt a new and much more
severe policy regarding evictions. On average, Homeswest had 10 evictions a year for
the past five or six years. but in the first six months of this Government there have been
22 bailiff ejections from Homeswest homes. The executive director of Homeswest has
said he faces an expectation that he should run that organisation as a business - run public
housing as a business! One must ask: Who provided the chief executive officer with that
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expectation? Quite obviously, he is expressing Government policy. This is all about
running everything as a business irrespective of whether the primary purpose of that
organisation is related to social policy.
[Quorum formed.]
Hon JOHN HALDEN: An expectation is held by this Government that organisations set
up to implement social policies will be run as business units. One must stretch one's
imagination in wondering where all this will stop and whether the Government will
abandon the concept of public housing and allow the private sector to provide homes to
only those who can afford them.
I am back to where I stanned; in such circumstances the cohesion of society starts to break
down, with all the resultant problems. It is this sort of attitude that reveals a complete
misconception about the purpose of Homeswest which is, and was when it was set up, to
provide good public housing because the market does not have subsidised housing or
organisations set up to provide a service that is not profitable. Homeswest should not be
trying to run along the same lines as private enterprise. I have no argument with the
implementation of efficiencies or getting as much for taxpayers' dollars as one can.
However, when one sees the ludicrous situation of Homeswest becoming a business.
when its aims and purposes - and I presume mission statement - have nothing to do with
that sont of private enterprise ethos, one must question what this Government is about.
An even more basic responsibility issue is that of emergency assistance. A number of
statements have been made in the other place regarding emergency assistance. This
involves one of the most diabolical efforts and typifies the conservative nature of this
Tory Government. The Government used to provide a pool, as I recall, of $8m to
provide emergency assistance to people. The amount was often stretched, but at least
some ability existed to assist families in dire need who were seeking assistance. Instead
of helping people who cannot afford to pay a bill or pay for food they now have to live
on knowledge, which may be nourishing for the Government but not for people who are
hungry. These people must attend a two week counselling course on how to manage
their limited income which has no relevance whatever. Even more hypocritical and
stupid in policy terms is that when the program first started 88 families went through
financial counselling and, having completed that counselling, were refused any form of
financial assistance.
The program still costs $8m as more people are employed to provide those in need with
counselling, but there is no longer any food money or money to pay an electric light or
water bill. This approach has about as much relevance to those in need as a whole range
of other Government initiatives already implemented from the other side of the House.
The great difficulty has been that Government agencies have tried to pass this
responsibility to the non-government sector and are seeking to say it is the responsibility
of that sector to provide people with emergency relief. That is well and good, except that
the Government has failed to provide any other compensation money for these people.
The most stupid element of these changes is that the money saved by refusing help to
those who need it is paying for financial counsellors. No money is saved; it is just
redistributed with those in need receiving nothing. It is unfortunate that Hon Eric
Chariton is not here because members opposite claim to be the great managers of the
State; they say they know how private enterprise and the economy work. If these actions
are an indication of what will happen in the next three years. God help us all.
The social policy actions do not stop there. We have seen the Government blatantly
moving from one trading enterprise to another slashing employee levels. It is trying to
reduce the public work force by 1 640 jobs. The Government says that nobody will lose
his or her job. But that is not so; people are losing jobs. People will lose the job for
which they are trained and which they want as people are actively encouraged to leave
the Public Service.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Murray Montgomery): Order! If Hon Sam Piantadosi
wishes to carry on a conversation I suggest he take a seat or leave the Chamber.
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Hon JOHN HALDEN: Already 1 640 jobs have been lost in the Public Service, yet that
is only the tip of dhe iceberg. The Government has earmarked in the order of a further
8 500 jobs, regardless of the consequences to people and their families. The most
ruthless part of this proposal is its lack of consultation. Also, the people who voted for
this Government after considering its pie-election policy documents were betrayed. No
clearer example of that can be found than the Midland Workshops. The Government
clearly promised in a number of policy documents that the Midland Workshops would
remain operational and upgraded. However, without consultation the Government closed
them.
Robb Jetty has been closed and jobs have been shed from the Building Management
Authority and Homeswest. At Homeswest the great economic managers decided to
redeploy 100 workers. These people moved to other Government departments, yet
Homeswest picked up the tab for their pay until they obtained a job elsewhere in
Government. Therefore, it did not represent a saving to Homeswest and was based on a
pure ideological commitment to reduce the size of die Public Service. This flies in the
face of the pre-election adage "More jobs, better management'. In the six months of this
Government we have seen no more jobs, and, on the basis of the examples I have given.
the management by those who believe they have a divinity to rule has shown little which
could be considered as adequate by any estimations.
The economic policy of this Government is indicated through its handling of the
industrial relations issue. What is this Government about? It has set itself on a course of
industrial conflict when proved alternatives are available. The Government is
ideologically driven to conflict with unions in this State; it has been unprepared in any
serious way to compromise or to consult with the union movement. It has been happy to
see industrial unrest as the workers of this State have protested outside this Parliament.
Whether members like it or not, the reality is that more protests will occur regarding the
Government's industrial relations activities. Again, these activities are designed to
exploit those who can least protect themselves. Clearly, those most at risk will be
workers who are young, women and migrants.
Also, this disharmony does nothing to bolster investor confidence, although that is what
the Government claims it is all about. This has been a typical exercise of bringing one
group of this State's work force against another. The Government should be condemned
for the processes it has undertaken, the nature of the changes promoted and the lack of
consultation in the workplace. The head of the industrial relations department at the
University of Western Australia said recently -

Under the changes, employees are entitled to be informed rather than consulted -
there is no obligation on employers to consult and give employees some sort of
input before a decision which will affect them is made.

A lecturer in industrial law at Curtin University said -
The fact is that employers have greater bargaining power.

They always have had that power, but employers will have even greater bargaining
power under the Government's proposed industrial relations reforms. It is a matter of
power which enables employers to exploit those who can least defend themselves.
I now refer to Mabo. I shall not go over the points raised by Hon Tom Helm, who I am
sure is far more knowledgeable on this matter. As an economic issue Mabo, has been
treated by this Premier in the most stupid way imaginable. I recently read an article
written by his father in 1982. The Premier parrored lines such as "backyards will not be
safe", "no investor confidence", "we are all going down die gurgler" and "we know that
Aborigines want a black State".
Hon Doug Wenn: Is father wrote them for him.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am not sure whether he was in Parliament in 1982. 1 do not
follow his career that closely.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: He succeeded his father to the seat of Nedlands.
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Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am sune that Hon Derrick Tomlinson knows every fact in that
regard so that he can be assured of the promotion to the front bench which he so strongly
desires. As an aside, the moment anyone mentions Sir Charles Court, members opposite
go into raptures. They cannot stand any criticism of the old man of the Liberal Party. He
still runs the party and they do not want to get offside or else they could sic on the back
bench for a long time, like Hon Derrick Tonlinson.
However, a refreshing voice has been heard from the Government on the Maba issue. I
refer to the Leader of the House -

Hon Doug Wenn: In this House?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: In another place.
Hon Doug Wenn: You had me worried for a moment!
Hon JOHN HALDEN: One day the Leader of the House in another place will become
Premier - probably shortly.
Hon N.F. Moore: About the same time that you take over from Mr Edwards.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It will be a long time before that. The Premier happened to
stumble on some fortunate political issues which he has exploited in a most disgraceful
way.
Hon N.E. Moore: What issues?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Mahn for one.
Hon Graham Edwards: Go back to sleep you racist.

Withdrawal of Remark
Hon N.E. MOORE: For about the third time tonight I have been referred to as a racist by
the Leader of the Opposition. It is unparliamentmry and I ask that it be withdrawn.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Can you explain to me, Mr Deputy President (Hon Murray
Montgomery), whether that is unparliamentary and on what basis I should withdraw.
Hon George Cash: The member considered itcto be offensive to him.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I would like the Deputy President to decide that.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Murray Montgomery): As an explanation, the
member has taken a point of order. He has taken offence at that remark. As is normal
practice in this House, he should withdraw that remark.
Hon Graham Edwards: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Hon Colin Barnett has it right. That is why he is prepared to
indemnify the mining companies in this State against any consequences of Mabo claims.
He knows that Maba claims will have, if no effect, very little financial impact upon
mining companies. He also knows and has said that the Mabo decision will have very
little to do with this State's future. The impact will be the fear that will be enigendered by
the Mabo decision in the investment community. Who is leading the fear campaign to
engender as much fear for his own political survival? The Premier. He stands
condemned by the Leader of the House in the other place. There are no clearer
statements. The Leader of the House in the other place has said on two occasions: The
thing this State has most to fear about Mabo is the fear campaign itself; the campaign of
misinformation that is being pedalled by Hugh Morgan and, principally in this State, by
the Premier. The Premier is doing that not for economic reasons but for political, short
term gains so that he can hang on to the position that he so venally wanted for so long.
Hon. N.F. Moore: And that you tried to take away from him with the dirtiest tactics seen
in this House for years.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I will continue to hunt the Premier at every opportunity. The
Minister can bet on it. He should take the message back to the Premier. This State has to
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fear the Premier. He has added nothing to the debate but hysteria. He has been ably
aided in this task by the President of the Liberal Party in Western Australia, Bill Hassell;
the pedlar of the Sir Charles Court rumour that people will lose their backyards and that
we will have a separate Aboriginal State. Somehow that got tied into native title.
Hon Graham Edwards: The Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: That is what he is. If these people are serious about being good
economic managers and want to confront the Mabo issue in a serious but deliberate way
and to avoid the cheap political points scoring that has occurred in recent months, they
should start discussing how this matter will be resolved. It needs clear direction from the
Federal Government, which needs the support of the State Government in that
reconciliation process. Without that, there will be considerable long term problems.
In terms of the issue of Aboriginal title, if we look at Canada, we will see that the
Province that hung out last with the most vicious attack on Canadian Indians was British
Columbia. That Province now has the greatest problems in dealing with native title and
in dealing with the future of its timber industry. Why? Because some short-sighted
politicians of the day did not take the indigenous people seriously. They chose to play
politics rather than to play the issue. These points are not exhaustive, but they highlight
the Government's callousness and the stupidity of its economic and social policy
constructions.
There are issues that relate to water rates, the deceit of how small business would benefit
by lowering water rates at the same time as sewerage and drainage rates went up. with
the net effect that most small businesses would be worse off. It is a similar situation in
the hike in Transperth's costs. We now have to ask: Where is this Government going?
In the past two or three months it has given itself an additional $130m in revenue prior to
the Budget. The Minister for Transport tried to add to that an extra $60m after the
Budget. Whether he will pursue that matter in November, December or January, I am not
sure. I will probably find out before the Minister, as has been the case previously. We
know he wvill do it.
It is important that this Government come to terms with the responsibilities of
government. It has an absolutely vital role in termis of social policy. It must stop its
incompetence and callousness. It must have an understanding that people should not be
viewed as dole bludgers. as being weak, and as being without worth, because they have
lost their jobs, have become ill, have been injured at work or in a motor vehicle accident.
The burden for the way in which those people are dealt with in a compassionate way
rests, firstly, with the Government and, secondly, with the community. It is the
Government's responsibility to show the way and not shed its responsibilities.
This Government has been obsessed with foisting the view of the Chamber of Commerce
and Industry on the world: The community must earn everything it wants to get. It must
graft and exploit to the utmost. If people cannot justify in every legal way every dollar
they get, they should not get it. There should be no safety net for unemployed and
injured people. Traditionally in Government decision making there has been little
consultation with those people who will be most seriously impacted upon. The
Government has resoundingly failed to deliver good, responsible government to the
people in this State. According to the Liberal philosophers who gave me the criteria that
I set out earlier in this debate, in its first six months in office, this Government has
pandered to narrow, sectional interests. Inevitably that will harm investors, the State's
reputation and its constituents. It is time the Government pulled up its sacks. I support
the motion.
HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition)
[2.18 am]: I do not intend to speak at great length in the debate on the Supply Bill. I
want to touch on a very important issue: The rock lobster industry, an industry that is of
great importance to Western Australia. I want to touch on it because as members would
be aware the Rock Lobster Industry Advisory Committee has put out management
proposals for the 1993-94 and the 1994-95 western rock lobster seasons. Members will
remember the political furore that was whipped up in this State by members who are now
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in Government. It is unfortunate thac there is still a great degree of fallout following that
political furore. It is also unfortunate that in thac environment people are trying to come
to grips with the right direction for the industry and with the management decisions that
need to be made in order to best protect the industry. It is unfortunate when people
deliberately set out to create great political division in an endeavour to capitalise on that
and do not stop to recognise the damage they might do. In this instance the damage is to
the industry and the ramification of that it is much harder to make the right decisions.
Quite frankly, in the environment that has been created people are distrustful of others
and of the industry generally. The rock lobster industry reminds me a little of the liquor
industry. I sympathise here with Hon Max Evans, and he will understand why when he
tries to pull together that industry. Everyone wants to look over the other person's
shoulder and ensure he does not get away with something that might give him a bit of a
advantage over the next person or business. I guess human nature being what it is, that is
true of the rock lobster industry.
One of the most difficult decisions that must be made relates to the reduction in the
number of pots. Those in industry who have spoken want to ensure that if there is to be
any pain it should be shared equally across the industry. Many people in the industry
believe that that is not happening and that the decisions will not impact equally and fairly
across the industry. The simple proposals for the management of the rock lobster
industry for the next two seasons are broken into about four main areas. One is that the
maximum gauge size for female rock lobsters continues to be uniformly applied
throughout the fishery. No-one seems to have too much problem with that. The second
is that the prohibition on taking setose, tar spot female rock lobsters be extended for the
full season throughout the fishery. No-one seems to have too much problem with that
either. However, the third one is that temporary pot reductions be used in conjunction
with the first two items as the adjusting mechanism to provide the catch reduction sought
across the fishery in order to meet the target breeding stock levels for each zone and
improved market outcomes. The fourth one I refer to is that zone C be divided into two
subzones recognising the differences in rock lobster 11-ology and habitat with the new
boundary due West of the mouth of the Moore River. Fishermen operating in zone C
will be required to nominate, before the commencement of that season, the subzone of
operation for that specific season; that is, north or south of the boundary. I assume that
members opposite have done some work on that proposal, so that they will realise that
under the proposal, a line will be drawn due west of the mouth of the Moore River. 7o
the north of that line and to the south of Leeman will become the north C zone. To the,
south of the Moore River mouth will be the south C zone. Ironically that is home porting
revisited. Those fishermen who had a great deal of problem with home porting are now
being forced to come to terms with this new zone which is being proposed. If they had
problems with the home porting, they will have problems with this new zone. I know
that is the case because a number of them have already spoken to me.
The difference with my approach to this matter is that I will not endeavour to turn this
into some great political football. It is terribly important that we try to take the politics
out of the rock lobster industry and create an environment where the best possible
decisions are made for the industry and for people who work within the industry,
recognising that it is such an important money earner and creator of employment for the
State. Although I will try to deal with this issue as best I can in the interests of the
industry and of the people in it and put politics aside, I do not intend for one minute to let
this inister for Fisheries off the hook. It is unfortunate.
Hon George Cash: Off the hook or out of the pot?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Off the hook! It is unfortunate that when the Minister
took office he offered what people thought was a fairly honest approach. I am not saying
it is not honest; however, when he made a very snung public statement he put out a press
release in which he said he would not reverse the decision on home porting and that he
would let that run for the course of the season and evaluate the worth of that decision
then. Unfortunately, having made that statement and having come under some pressure, I
understand from Hon Peter Foss that he backtracked and decided that he would end home
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porting. He later regretted that decision and said so publicly, because he apologised to a
meeting of rock lobster fishermen. I believe he genuinely regretted no: letting home
porting run for the whole season.
A number of fishermen have come to see me and written to me setting out their concerns
over these proposals. The main concern comes back to the 25 per cent pot reduction.
Many fishermen who have spoken to me believe that it is inequitable and that what is
being put forward as a temporary measure will eventually become permanent. Many
fishermen have the view that there is a bit of soft sell about, but in a couple of years' time
when they expect to get the pots back a decision will be made to make the reduction a
permanent one.
Hon Murray Montgomery interjected.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Has Hon Murray Montgomery been following what has
been happening in the industry?
Hon Murray Montgomery: I think I know a bit about it.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Why is he asking such a stupid question?
Hon Eric Charlton: Because your Minister in your Government did not do what he
should have done.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I am talking about what is contained in these proposals. In
a speech to this House one tries to address the issues and must put up continually with
this stupid juvenile political response.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I thought I made a fairly balanced comment about Monty
House and yet I get that stupid reaction. If Mr Charlton wants to make a comment, I
suggest that when I have finished, he make his own speech.
Hon E.J. Charlton: I am only helping you get a bit of balance.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The Minister does not have to help me. I know what I am
talking about I knew what I was talking about as a Minister and I know what I am
talking about now. I suggest the Minister find out what he is talking about.
Hon Murray Montgomery will be aware that these are proposals. However, he will also
be aware that there has been a very strong indication from the Minister that he is more
likely to accept these proposals than to accept the advice of the rock lobster advisory
committee. I have suggested to all those fishermen who have spoken to me that, if they
want to influence what will happen, they should attend the meetings and make sure that
they put forward their points of view, because once those meetings are held and final
recommendations go to the Minister, they will have a lot of trouble trying to change the
recommendations- I know that many people in the industry feel that it is a fait accompli
and the recommendations contained in the management proposal will be the final
recommendations. However, who knows? Let us wait and see what happens.
A paper was sent to me by a fisherman who will remain anonymous. He has covered
fairly well the range of arguments and concerns that go hand in hand with a pot
reduction. He indicates from the start that if it can be proved that the 25 per cent pot
reduction would work and that it must be implemented, the industry should accept it.
However, he argues further that there must be a cooling off period to allow people to
adjust their business. He then suggests that it could be introduced over a number of
years; that is, five per cent over five years. I anm not saying that I agree with the points
raised in the paper. However, I am putting them forward so that members can see the
range of issues that are being discussed and the range of issues that are coming from the
working fishermen. The paper states -

from the discussions that I have had this seems to be widely accepted and the
Fishermen have already said that a 25% reduction will not achieve the target. A
view taken by our last Minister Of Fisheries. So what happens next? Another
25%?
The proposal to change to a 25% reduction is lunacy.
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This will be detrimental to the small boat who has not done the damage.
There is no evidence to suggest that this proposal will work in fact there is
evidence throughout Australian fisheries to the contrary.
There is also the unknown quantity of the % of effort reduction of the full time
setose rettun.

There is no evidence that the crayfish left in our area will stay in our area. As the
other zones only have market improvement effort it is unfair if we replace the
lobster and they migrate down there as tagging results have shown that they can.

That indicates what people in the industry think about the industry and about the
mnovement of crays. The point raised that it will be detrimental to small boats is very
importanL There is no doubt that such a large reduction will have a big impact on those
small boats.
Hon B.K. Donaldson: The Geraldton Fishermen's Association is 7:1 in favour of the
package.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Does the member know where they fish?
Hon eM. Donaldson: In Geraldton.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Yes, in the A zone. They do not speak for the rest of the
people in Geraldton.
Hon B-K. Donaldson: I realise the seminars will be important.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Let us wait and see what happens when the other
associations have their meetings. I understand they will be doing that over the next week
or so. The paper continues -

The advisory council wanted a reduction of 10% last year, 15% this year and 5%
next year. It points toward sour grapes that we have the new package of a 25%
reduction thrust upon us this year and it is very hard to make a rational decision
on future management because we have not been given the results of last years
conservation package. It also makes one wonder how the advisory council could
make a rational decision also given that they did not have die results either. As
the advisory council is made up of mainly large pot holders and one member with
a small licence has made the commitment to sell his licence it looks to the
outsider that this decision has been made to suit the large pot holder. He can
absorb this loss and still have the capacity to buy more pots because his
opposition has been effectively wiped out. Buying pots puts more pressure on the
fish stocks because of the debt burden. The big boat has the advantage of being
able to move to areas of abundance, work rough weather and be mome versatile.
A few years down the track the large pot holder will effectively have all the fats
left for him. The middle of the road licences now will become the small licences
and their heads will be on the chopping block next-
In our zone, management seems to want a return to big boat mode, with no regard
for the small boat. They will be able to have a run in the whites, run in the coral,
run at the Big Bank, then a run at the islands, and if the small boats get any cray's
in the mean time they will give him a serve as well. Anybody with less than
80 pots may as not turn up in November.

The author of the paper continues -

There is no guarantee that a decrease in catch will improve the price.
Members will be aware that the rock lobster advisory committee argues that the
proposals if accepted will lead to a decrease in catch but that the decrease, through the
forte of supply and demand, will be matched by an increase in price. T'hereon hinges the
main argument that it will put forward in seeking support for the pot reduction.
However, this person has a view that there is no guarantee that a decrease in catch will
improve the price. He continues -
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As there is no lobster left in stock now we will receive an increase in price
anyway. To try and fabricate die market is riddled with danger. International
demand will always control the price we get for our lobster, not the Advisory
Council. A 25% pot reduction is only a redistribution of catch. There will not be
a 25% reduction of effort where the small boat works as the big boats will fish
there until there is more profit elsewhere.
Having budgeted for the last package, a wholesale change could be very
detrimental to a large part of the fishery. Some of the pitfalls of the proposed
package are -

I ask members to listen and make their own judgment about these. The author's view of
the pitfalls is as follows -

1. Small boats will become unviable.
2. Lease licences will also become unviable.

The people who are leasing boats and pots will be in a very difficult situation because
some of the people I have spoken to have suggested that someone leasing 100 pots will
be forced to pay the lease price on the 100 pots, but under the reduction proposal will
only be able to use 75. If that were imposed, it would be terribly unfair. People in the
industry tell mec that they expect that to happen. It continues -

3. Insecurity of bank loans (new and old).
4. Job losses in the service, catching and processing sector. This will effect

entire community's.
5. Massive pot sales.
6. Loss of assets. (current pot values plus loss of numbers.)
7. Hardship to remaining fisherman.
8. Infrastructure to service fishery will disappear.
9. Piracy (overpotting and pulling other peoples pots).
10. A return to catching berried females.
11. Mortality to breeding females. Each female = 750,000 eggs.
12. 25% less bait in the water.

When that argument was put to me, I did not immediately accept it but I ani told by
people in the industry that the number of pots in the water contributes to the food chain
that crayfish have come to rely on and live off over the years. This is supported by
research in the area. The letter continues -

In summary I put it to you that the case can be argued that this management
regime that is hell bent on pot reduction has caused this problem, has fallen down
on its job and if the industry is in the state it suggests, then it has incompetently
run our industry. I urge you to get behind the ground swell of fisherman that an
prepared to save our fishery and its fisherman. We must have good management
for our fishery to ensure its longevity and 1 ani sure that with a few minor changes
this can be achieved. Good management comes from good research. The current
package must be let run its course to obtain this research.
This year we should all be looking forward to a healthy profit instead we are
running around crying to find ways to survive.

I have a great deal of respect for crayfishermen. The job they do is very difficult,
especially given the environment in which they work. It is sad that the management
proposals will be debated in the overheated environment which is a hangover from the
political environment created in the lead-up to the State election.
Hon Doug Wenn: One of the problems about the report is that it says nothing about what
will happen to deckhands
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Han GRAHAM EDWARDS: From the people I spoke to, it appears that if there is a pot
reduction, fishermen will seek to cut overheads. One of the ways of doing that is by
reducing the number of staff.
Hon Doug Wenn: Or their percentage.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Yes, although people would argue that the fishermen
could survive with a reduced percentage but not without a job. Either way they will be
forced into a difficult position. The reality is that some people who have been deckhands
for many years will be forced to leave the country towns in which they have been
residing because there will be no work for them on the boats. These issues will be
discussed in depth and recommendations will be made to the Minister. I hope the
Minister will be prepared to talk to the various crayfishermen around the State and listen
to as many points of view as he can. I understand he was approached to chair a meeting
in Geraldton next week, but he has refused to do so. Members opposite may criticise
Gordon Hill but, as Minister for Fisheries, he was prepared to chair meetings such as that
and to make himself directly available to hear the comments and criticisms of
crayfishermen. It will be interesting to see whether Monty House - I have some time for
him and he is not a bad bloke as National Party members go - does that also, and I hope
he will not put up the barriers and stay within the confines of his office.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He is a very good listener. Have you noticed how approachable he is
and how well he listens?
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: He seems a little uptight lately. He has a great
responsbility, part of which dictates that he be prepared to listen to the advice of the
indusr and not restrict himself to the recommendations of the rock lobster advisory
committee. He indicated he would consult widely and listen to the views in the industry.
I know it is difficult to get it right, particularly when dealing with an industry in which
the people involved are as diverse as those in this industry. However, there is a better
chance of getting it right if the Minister speaks and listens to a wide range of people
involved in the industry.
In conclusion, I take this opportunity to congratulate members on this side of the House
who have spoken in this debate on the Supply Bill. It is probably the best contribution I
have heard from members on this side of the House in the 10 years I have been a member
of this place. I congratulate them on the research they carried out, the work they did and
the way in which they prepared their speeches and put their arguments before the House.
It augers well for an interesting year.
HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [2.47 am]: I thank the
Opposition for its support of the legislation. I found the debate very interesting, and each
member spoke on a different subject. I have not sat through each one of the speeches
because it has been a long run.
Hon Doug Wenn: You should have.
Hon MAX EVANS: I should have, but I did not. I should probably comment on each of
those speeches but I would be here for hours if I did so. I will close the debate by
referring to the comments by Hon Graham Edwards on the crayfishing industry. I was
liquidator of the Lancelin pub in 1958, when cackers were 250 each. The wholesalers in
Lancelin were broke, and the Fremantle Fishermen's Co-op Society Ltd was just
surviving. The hotel went into liquidation, and at that stage there was doubt about
whether the industry would open again. The American market was paying the rock
bottom price of 2s 6d, or 250. a crayfish. We did not know whether the hotel would
reopen, but it has continued on.
I thank the Opposition for its support of the Supply Bill, which is important legislation
that must be passed by 31 August to provide funds for the Government to carry on until
the consolidated fund is approved.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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Committee and Report
Bill passed through Committee without debate, reported without arnendmnent, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon Max Evans (Minister for Finance), and passed.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - BY THE LEADER OF THE HOUSE
Strelley Leases, Pilbara

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) (2.50 am] - by
leave: I was advised by the Chairman of the Pastoral Board on 18 March 1993 of an
adverse, albeit cursory, report by the district pastoral inspector on what are known as the
Sticley leases in the Pilbara. The chairman advised that in the circumstances a
comprehensive inspection of each lease was required. I subsequently endorsed the
inspection being undertaken by the pastoral board. The board received a report from the
district pastoral inspector and has recently made recommendations to me. The inspection
identified that the Strelley leases comprise both pastoral leases and special leases. The
recent media coverage and pictures showing vandalism and abandoned improvements
relate, in the main, to the special leases.
Accordingly, I have requested a further inspection of the special leases and this will be
finalised by the Department of Land Administration over the next week. I am also
inclined to the view, as I advised the House earlier, that I should seek a private
independent report in the interests of fairness to the pastoral lessees before considering
the future of the leases. This issue is of interest to honourable members, the media, the
lessees and the broader community, particularly in light of the divisive arguments that
have been occasioned through the Mabo debate, and I am therefore keen to have these
leases considered on their pastoral lease merits, not on the agendas of others. I therefore
wish the House to know that a decision will not be made until the House resumes and I
will make a further statement at that time.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [2.53 am]: I
move -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 7 September 1993.
BON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition)
[2.54 am]: I understand that this date will bring the House back a week earlier than
previously advised. I wish to clarify a couple of points as I understand the House will be
recalled for one day. it is important to clarify this because the Opposition is in a similar
position to the Government in that some members have made travel arrangements that
are difficult and costly to now change. It is important that we are able to accommodate
members who find themselves in that situation.
Hon George Cash: The sitting is required for the intrduction of the Workplace
Agreements Bill and any other Bills available at that time.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS:, I thank the Leader of the House for that information.
Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE -ORDINARY
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [2.55 an]: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.

Adjournment Debate - Federal Budget - Wine Excise Concern
HON DOUG WENN (South West) [2.56 am]: I understand the lateness of the hour,
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but it would be irresponsible of me to allow the House to rise without raising a matter
that is extremely relevant to my electorate. Earlier tonight, Hon Phil Lockyer pointed out
how much tine he spends in the parliamentary library. Those of us who know Hon Phil
Lockyer know otherwise!
Mr Deputy President, although I have not read the full text of the Federal Budget that
was handed down last night, I am extremely concerned about the increase in the wine
excise from 20 per cent to 31 per cent. I say that because you and I represent ani area that
is important to the wine industry in Western Australia and is recognised throughout the
world as one of the best wine growing areas that one can come across. The wine growing
operations in that area are modelled throughout the world. The increase in the wine
excise will be a disaster for the wine industry in that area. Many of the vineyards in the
south west are operated by families. This increase will almost crucify wine growers from
Margaret River, Augusta, through to Mt Barker. I shuddered when I heard about that
excise increase. I took great exception to Mr Dawkins' comment when he justified it by
saying that the excise on beer and spirits will not change and that wine was previously
taxed more lightly than other alcoholic drinks. He can make that statement but, as I
understand it, not one beer producing company in Australia is owned by Australians. All
of the beer producing companies in Australia are owned by overseas companies. In fact,
the bulk of the beer producing companies in Australia are owned by New Zealanders.
The New Zealanders think they have got us. They hate Bondy in particular because of
his involvement with the beer industry.
Hon Kim Chance: It is the same with spirits.
Hon DOUG WENN: Yes. This hike in the wine excise may not hit very hard those
companies which have been in existence in this country for a long time, because they will
be able to carry the burden, but the producers in my electorate - and, with all due respect
to those outside my electorate, that is all I really care about - have set up an industry
within the south west that is producing great wine. It is all very well to say that a person
will pay only an extra $1 a bottle, but some of those wine producers are producing
thousands of bottles a year, which means that they will pay thousands of dollars over and
above the cost of producing that wine.
With all due respect to the fact that I am a member of the Australian Labor Party, I
believe that this time the Federal Labor Government has got it wrong. It needs to go
away and have another look at this matter, although I do not think it will; it is pretty
determined. We have not yet seen the State Budget, which will probably be more
horrific than the Federal Budget. I say to the Federal Government, and to John Dawkins
in particular, that he is about to crucify a number of small wine producing companies in
the south west which produce world class wines. I ask that this House request the
Minister to consider the situation again so that in some way he can fix the tax increase to
allow these people to get on with the development of their properties. These people in
the south west need our assistance.

Adjournment Debate - Hidden Valley, Broomne Tourist Development Concern
HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral) [3.00 am]: Yesterday morning when I
awoke I took the opportunity to respond to an invitation by a Broome resident to visit an
area known as Hidden Valley, adjacent to Cable Beach and the Cable Beach Resort. I
was taken to the top of a large sand dune overlooking the town. It is the highest point
around the town of Broome. To my embarrassment, it was the first time in all the years
of my association with the township of Broome that I had visited that spot, despite the
enormous amount of talk about Hidden Valley and the attractiveness of the area. In the
early hours of yesterday morning, with the sun rising over the valley, I was shown this
impressive and beautiful section of the town. I saw an enormous range of flora and fauna
endemic to that part of Broome. I saw many of the 230-odd species of birds peculiar to
that part of the north west coast. I saw the wallabies jumping through the sand dunes; the
native trees and the bush tucker. The remains of rain forest and the residual undergrowth
were very impressive against the arid subtropical areas adjacent to the Great Sandy
Desert and the Indian Ocean. The recommendation by people who have studied the area
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is that it be preserved and protected as part of a strategy to establish a coastal park. The
proposal is that the area be protected from the ravages that might flow from tourist
development. I was alarmed to learn that apparently the Minister for Planning is about to
release an amendment to th'. Broome town plan which would enable that site to be
available for future tourist development purposes, including a tourist resort. The shire
and the local people in the community have come to expect that compromises in plans for
the township would be struck to isolate Hidden Valley from any future use, such as a
tourist resort or any other tourist development. I am concerned that local people seem to
have the idea, on good authority, that the Minister for Planning has taken upon himself to
consider the release of a new town plan for Broome. The new plan would not indicate
clearly that Hidden Valley would be off limits to tourist resort development projects.
Paul Foulkes, a well known Broome resident, took me to the top of the sand dune
yesterday morning to show me the area. He is associated with the Broome Botanical
Society and is a genuine devotee of the natural environment of the locality. In recent
years, he has run tours to the area for residents and visitors to the town. Visitors take the
same walking trip I undertook yesterday morning. Their remarks are contained in a book
kept by Paul Foulkes at Hidden Valley. I have here a copy of the book, and it is
interesting to read reference to the beautiful features of nature witnessed by those
visitors. Some people have described the various parrots. All through the visitors' book,
people from all parts of the world have remarked about the beauty of the countryside.
Increasing numbers of people from Singapore visit the area.
Hon E.J. Charlton: How big is the area?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: The area I walked around yesterday morning is about five
hectares. However, the area recommended for protection would be about 10 hectares; it
could eN mf be larger. Residents of Broome and local and overseas visitors, including an
enonn .s number from Singapore, have signed the book to express their conviction that
the p1 -e should be protected because it is a valuable part of the north west coast. An
interesting signature on 6 August is that of James Guest from Parliament House
Melbourne - I think a Liberal Party member. The comment is that the most interesting
part of his visit to Broome was the bush walk. "I wish the locals success in the battle to
repel the wrong kind and encourage the right kind of development, to conserve
indigenous conditions desert and rain forest." That is a typical comment by many other
people who have signed the book since its inception three years ago. I raise this matter in
alarm and concern that anything may have been done by the Minister for Planning -

Hon E.J. Charlton: Have you contacted him?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I take this opportunity during the adjournment debate to raise
my concerns. I rely on the custom of this House that allows the Leader of the House to
refer to the appropriate Minister, as a mailer of routine, the concerns raised by members.
In Broome, there is increasing apprehension about the prospect of this very valuable
piece of natural estate being made available for tourist development. Some people have
advocated a canal-type development which would see the Indian Ocean flow into the
valley, perhaps to provide a Sylvania Waters-type condominium project in this very
attractive area which is worthy of preservation. I hope that the fears expressed by the
local people regarding the release of such a report are baseless. I am concerned to hear
that developments on other sand dunes are possible in Roebuck Bay. particularly those
adjacent to the golf club in Broome. I hope that the Minister for Planning will take
account of the concerns not only of local people, but also of visitors to Broome to ensure
that these important areas are not destroyed by tourist development in that way.

Adjournmnent Debate - Police Act, Section 54B Amendment, Asian Squad; Schools,
Aboriginal Speakers, Politics

HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [3. 10 am]: I must catch up on a few
points regarding earlier comments by Hon Norman Moore on section 54B of the Police
Act. He looks a little worn out from looking through Hansard desperately trying to find
some comments he may have made defending the rights of individuals during those
changes to the Police Act.
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Hon NYF. Moore: I wanted to find out when it was proclaimed. I was right and you
were wrong.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Clearly, the Minister was unable to find anything of
substance that he said on chis matter. He may use information contributed by somebody
else in that debate. Anyway, he missed the point. A story appeared in Tuesday's The
West Australian which indicates that the Minister misses political irony, a complaint
from which he seems to have suffered for a few years in this House. The article reads -

In secondary school I learnt about irony by studying short stories, including one
about a woman who disposed of her husband by bashing him over the head with a
frozen leg of something.
How ironic, you say. Knocking off the head of the house with the food he
expected her to prepare for him.
Well, actually that wasn't given to us as the ironic bit. The "approved" irony
appeared only at the end of the story.
The killer served up the unconventionally tenderised meat to detectives seeking
clues to the whereabouts of the murder weapon. Chew on that. Hol Ho!
Looking back, it strikes me that we kids were given a particular political reading
of this story -a reading that overlooked the importance of the choice of the
murder weapon.
She hit himt with his dinner, for God's sake. Wasn't that important? Wasn't that
ironic? Sexual politics, surely?
And then the killer fed the murder weapon to other men whose own assumptions
about female compliance and servitude blinded them to the truth. The complete
revenge of the domestically enslaved woman?
I mention this story because I noticed that Norman Moore, the Minister for
Education, has forced an undertaking from Aboriginal speakers that they will not
comment on political matters when they visit our schools.
Mr Moore maintains politics should be kept out of schools. I reckon when
Norman was a kid he missed the lessons on irony. Schooling is political. It
always has been. When Norman and I went to school and learnt the terra nullius
bit, that was political, it served the status quo. When we got sent to a male
Principal for caning and a female deputy for aspiring that was political. It helped
to organise our aspirations about the roles of men and women.
When boys got directed towards careers and girls got channelled into domestic
science, that was political, too.
The current emphasis on keeping kids in school longer is also political - most
con veniently for our politicians because extended schooling keeps the kids off the
dole statistics.
Really, it amazes me that politicians are always the first to insist that education is
and must remain free of politics. Mr Moore's instructions give a clear indication
of what the pollies fear - an overturning of the applecart.
The powerful don't want to be challenged.

This is indicative of Mr Moore's attitude to section 54B. The then Government did not
want an opportunity to be available to be challenged The quote continues -

They don't want dissent or criticism. It's not that they don't want politics in
schools;, it's that the politicians only want schools to foster the political views that
they like.

Again, the Minister's Bill on guild membership is based on this principle. It further
reads -

Hence conservatives are happy to regard the "empty continent" nonsense as a
'.mutual fact" but Mabo they will treat as "political'.
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We should encourage kids to question the way things are. What's wrong with a
bit of critical thinking?
Kids are members of our society too. They should have the rights to explore its
virtues and imperfections. Let the students ask Aboriginal speakers for their
opinions on Mabo if that's what they want to know about.
My guess is that the Minister for Education is actually jumping the gun. Kids
being the perverse little devices they are, they will probably ignore Mabo and
instead deluge the speakers with questions about witcherty grubs. Let's
encourage critical thinking rather than seeking to suppress it.
If we follow the course of fostering political debate in our schools, then perhaps
one day we might wind up with informed politicians.
Just imagine that.

This article is a clear indication of the thinking in the community regarding Mr Moore's
attitude and actions to politics. He would like to see his type of politics expressed in
most schools. The Minister's intention with his student guilds and associations
legislation is to control the agenda in tertiary institutions.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Let them think for themselves you mean.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is something the Minister for Transport has nor been
able to do recently. He has been caught out! The Minister for Transport should be
grateful that Parliament is about to take a break; he can take stock of himself and come
back a better man.
Hon E.J. Charlton: I will come back rejuvenated to get stuck into you,
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Earlier I referred to a member as a rogue, and I must
apologise - he is a friendly rogue. I referred to Philip Harry Lockyer in last night's
adjournment debate as possibly anti-Asian. That is not right at all; he is anti-Sicilian.
Hon P.11. Lockyer: I am not anti-Siciliait
Hon SAM PIANTADOSL: We were talking about the police Asian squad.
Hon P.H. Lockyer: I like Sicilians.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am happy that the member followed up the issue and
approached the Minister for Police. He provided the figures, although they were wrong.
He said there were three officers, when only two and an interpreter are involved.
However, the Minister gave an assurance that the squad will not be disbanded.
Hon E.J. Charlton: You said last night it had been.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I asked a question.
Hon E.J. Charlton: You did not.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am glad the Asian squad has a great deal of support from
members of the Government. However, last night a murmur was not heard from them.
Hon Graham Edwards: The sheep stealing squad would have received more support
fromi them.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I thank Hon Phil Lockyer for his efforts. The Minister told
me personally this evening that the unit would not be disbanded.
Hon E.J. Charlton: Did you apologise to him?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The Minister can speak in a moment, although he cannot
handle his own portfolio and should not worry about becoming involved in other areas.
Hon E.J. Charlton: You're not doing too well.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (IHon Barry House): Settle down; it is three in the morning.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It appears that if possible resources will be made available to
that squad. I will relay the message to the Asian community in Northbridge, and if Hon
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Phil Lockyer lets me know when he is in the area we will see if we can arrange a free
meal.

Adjournment Debate - Police Act, Section 54B Amendment; Schools, Aboriginal
Speakers. Politics

HON N.F MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [3.19 am]: H-on
Sam Pianradosi earlier referred to section 54B of the Police Act and said that somehow or
other I was part of the debate to amend the Act, and I said that the 54B amendment was
introduced prior to my entry to Parliament. The member said that was not the case, but I
have checked. Section 54B became law on 14 January 1977. I became a member of this
Parliament in February 1977. Section 54B was originally introduced in 1976 and it was
amended in 1979 to make it more palatable. The hontourable member needs to get his
facts right.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: How did you vote?
Hon N.F. MOORE: [ voted for it becoming more palatable in 1979. Thie bottom line is
that the member did not agree with me. That is twice in two days that the member has
been totally wrong.
In respect of the question about Aboriginal speakers in schools, I was very interested in
the speech of Hon John Cowdell about politics in schools. I agree entirely with the
points he made. It is important that young people in schools have access to political
information and that they discuss political topics. I do not agree that people should be
paid by the taxpayer to give a political point of view on issues, such as the Mabo
decision, when the other side of the argument will not be provided. Politics in schools
must be provided in a balanced way with both sides of the argument being presented.
Hon Graham Edwards: As long as it is your way.
Hon N.F. MOORE: No; if the member listened he would have heard me say, "both
sides". I amn not supportive of a situation where taxpayers' money is used to pay
Aboriginal speakers $ 130 a day to go to schools to present one side of a political
argument. if the other side of the argument were to be provided, I would have no
problem at all with it. Schools are very good places for learning about politics. I agree
with the proposition of Hon John Cowdell that we need to look at a new course in politics
in schools. By inteujection I suggested that he might write to me about his ideas and I
would see what I could do about it. That is the sensible way of approaching these things,
not the nonsense in the newspaper that the member read out.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hion Barry House): Order! Before I put the question, I
inform the House that all standing committee sittings that were scheduled for today,
Thursday, 19 August, have been cancelled.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 3122 anm (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SHENTON PARK BUSHLAND - RESERVE No 41989
Rezoning, Light Industrial

305. Hon REG DAVIES to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for
Planning:
(I) Is the Minister aware of both Nedlands City Council's and local

constituents' opposition to the rerzoning of 20.9 ha of remnant bushland
in Shenron Park, reserve No 41989, to light industrial?

(2) If yes, is he await that vacant light industrial land is available at nearby
Jolimont?

(3) Does the Minister intend to proceed with the rezoning of the remnant
bushland before the forthcoming release of the urban bushland policy?

(4) Has the Minister requested a full Environmental Protection Authority
assessment of the said reserve No 41989 in order to establish the heritage
and conservation value of the area?

(5) If not, why not?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The Minister for Planning is aware.
(2) There is no vacant light industrial land available in JolimonL. Please refer

to letter dated 10 June 1993 from the City of Subiaco - copy supplied.
(3) The rezoning has been finalised.
(4) No.
(5) The Environmental Protection Authority has consulted and concluded that

the land was not identified within the System 6 report nor was there any
environmental reason to prevent the rezoning from proceeding.

PESTICIDES - HOMES AND WORKPLACES, ROUTINE ANNUAL
MAINTENANCE CONTRACTS

307. Hon REG DAVIES to the Minister for Health:
(I) Are routine annual applications of pesticides to homes and workplaces

part of annual maintenance contracts common in the pest control
industry?

(2) If yes, is such practice allowed without the express permission of the
householder or property owner?

(3) If yes, does current legislation provide sufficient opportunity for
householders or property owners to refuse unnecessary and undesirable
routine annual pesticide applications?

(4) If yes, are such routine applications of pesticides -

(a) necessary to eliminate pest; and
(b) desirable as far as the health of the inhabitants of buildings is

concerned?
(5) If no, what moves is the Minister taking to improve the situation?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(I) No. Routine annual maintenance contracts are usually confined to

inspections only. Pesticide applications should occur only where a need
can be demonstrated.

(2)-(5)
Not applicable.
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POLICE DEPARTMENT - HEAVY HAULAGE
Transport Departmet Transfer

328. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the inister for Transport:
(1) Is it the case that the heavy haulage section of the Police Department is to

be transfented to the Department of Transport?
(2) If so -

(a) when will this occur,
(b) how long will this cake;, and
(c) how much wI this cost?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

The means of enforcement of vehicle loading regulations is being
reviewed.

TRANSPERTH - COM[MUNIY ADVISORY GROUPS
331. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Has the Government now established community groups to advise
Transperth on community public tran sport needs?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
As advised in my response to question 97. the Government in its review of
public transport is examining the establishment of special community
advisory groups to ensure that the transport system meets the needs of the
community. Until a final decision is made in regard to the
recommendations of the review, Transperti's existing community liaison
activities will continue.

FREMANTLE BOAT LIFTERS - RENTAL PACKAGE, TERMS
338. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the inister for Transport:

(1) What are the terms of the three year rental package granted to Fremantle
Boat Lifters?

(2) What is the difference between this amount of rent and a full commercial
rent?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1 )-(2)

This rental is included in a formal lease and, as such, the information
could not be made public without the consent of the lessee. An approach
has beern made to the lessee who has indicated that he is not prepared to
have the information made public.

AIRPORTS - BUNBURY, UPGRADING
357. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Government proposing to upgrade Bunbury Airport?
(2) If yes -

(a) will that upgrade include lighting;
(b) what is the estimated cost; and
(c) when will the work commence?

Hon ElJ. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Not at this time.
(2) Not applicable.
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ROADS - BULLARA-GIRALIA ROAD, SEALING
360. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does the Government have plans to seal the Bullara to Giralia road?
(2) If yes, when and at what cost?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2)

The Government is preparing long-term strategies for all major roads in
the State known as the Roads 2020 project. The Bullara-Giralia Road will
be considered as part of this process. The estimated cost to seal this road
would be approximately $l1rn.

ROADS - SOUTH HEDLAND, NEW ROAD SYSTEM
361. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does the Government have any plans to introduce a new road system in
South Hedland?

(2) If yes, when and at what cost?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2)

I have discussed this matter with the Town of Port Hedland and the
Government is working to resolve problems with the road system in South
Hedland.

ROADS - TOM PRICE-HEt)LAND-NEWMAN HIGHWAY, CON STRUCT'ION
362. Hon JOHN H ALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does the Government have any plans to construct a road from Tom Price
to the new Hedland-Newman highway?

(2) If yes, when and at what cost?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2)

The Government is preparing long-term strategies for all major roads in
the State known as the Roads 2020 project. The Tom Price to Great
Northern Highway link will be considered as part of this process. If the
link is established along the extension of the Marandoo Access, the
estimated cost would be approximately $20m.

MANDURAH OCEAN ENTRANCE - OPENING ALL YEAR
364. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the Government implemented a plan to keep the Mandurab estuary
entrance open all year?

(2) If yes, would the Minister provide details?
Hon ESJ. CHARLTON replied:
(1) The Government is planning to continue its program of maintenance

dredging at the Mandurab estuary entrance.
(2) This information will be made available as part of the Budget process.

TRUCKS - 100KMH- SPEED LIMIT
368. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Does the Government propose to implement a 100 knb speed limit on
trucks?

2830 (COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 18 August 1993] 23

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The traffic regulations provide for a 100 kmb maximum speed limit for all
trucks.

MIDLAND WORKSHOPS - SITE, REDEVELOPMENT COST
369. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the M inister for Transport:

What are die envisaged costs for the strategy plans for the redevelopment
of the Westrail Midland Workshops site?

Hon E.J. CH-ARLTON replied:
The Central Midland Planning Task Famce has responsibility for providing
a strategy plan to promote development of the Midland Workshops site
following its closure. As the task force reports to the Minister for
Planning, the member should direct this question to the Minister for
Planning.

MIDLAND WORKSHOPS - SITE, REDEVELOPMENT COSTS
370. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Have consultants been asked to submit plans for the redevelopment of the
Westrail Midland Workshops site and what are the likely costs involved?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 369.

SWAN RURAL STRATEGY GROUP - MEMBERSHIP
372. Hon N.D. GRIFFITH-S to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for

Planning:
(1) Is it the case that the Swan Rural Strategy Group has on it only two

members from the Swan Valley?
(2) Is it the case that of the two members from the Swan Valley on the

committee both are from the eastern side of the Swan River?
(3) Is it the case that the Swan Valley, west of the river, has a different

character, activities and environment from the valley east of the river?
(4) Why is there no representation on the committee of persons from the

western side of the Swan River in the Swan Valley?
(5) Why is Councillor Jan Zeck of the Shire of Swan not on the committee?
(6) Is it the case that the Swan Valley Tourism Council is not represented on

the committee?
(7) If it is the case that the Swan Valley Tourism Council is not represented on

the committee, why is that so?
(8) Is it the case that no representative from the Grape Growers Association is

on the committee?
(9) If it is the case that the Grape Growers Association is not represented on

the committee, why is that so?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) By the Swan Rural Strategy Group I presume the member means the

Interim Swan Valley Strategy Committee. The committee is chaired by
Hon Derrick Tomlinson MLC with membership including the Shire
President of the Shire of Swan - or nominee, the Chief Executive of the
Shire of Swan - or nominee, a nominee of the State Planning Commission,
a nominee of the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce, a nominee
of the Swan Valley Grape Growers Association, and a community
representative.
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(2) Yes.
(3) The question is unclear. To what does the member refer?
(4)-(5)

See answer to ()
(6) No. The comm unity representative of the committee is also a member of

the Swan Valley Tourism Council.
(7),(9)

Not applicable.
(8) No.

ROAD TRAINS - TEST RUN REPORT
377. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Mfinister for Transpont:

With reference to the inister's answers to question without notice No
134. on 6 July 1993 -

(1) Has the Minister received a report on the test run?
(2) Was the report verbal or written?
(3) When was the report delivered?
(4) If written, what is the date of the report?
(5) Who prepared the report?
(6) If the report was written, will the Minister table the report?
(7) If not, why not?
(8) If the report was verbal, what is its content?
(9) Has the Road Transport Association been provided with the content

of the report?
(10) If the RTA has been provided with the content of the report, when

was it provided, and who provided it?
(11) Has the City of Armadale been provided with the contenc of the

report?
(12) If so, when and by whom to whom?
(13) If not, why not?
(14) Has the Local Government Association of WA been provided with

the con tent of the report?
(15) If so, when and by whom to whom?
(16) If not, why not?
(17) Has the Western Australian Municipal Association been provided

with a content of the report?
(18) If so, when and by whom to whom?
(19) If not, why not?
(20) What other test runs have taken place, and on what dates?
(21) Have any trials taken place, and if so, on what dates?
(22) Are any trials planned, and if so, where and when will such trials

take place?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(7)

On 28 April the Main Roads Department presented me with a written
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report prepared in-house outlining the outcome of the test runs of road
trains in the metropolitan area conducted in March. This was an interim
report which reached no specific conclusion on future trials but set out a
proposal for further action, including consultation with the road transpont
industry and local governments. Since the report is interim in nature and
recommends further study rather than direct action. I do not propose to
make it public.

(8) Not applicable.
M9-0l0)

A meeting of Government officers and representatives of the road
transport industry, including the Western Australian Road Transport
Association, was held on 20 June to discuss the outcome of the test runs.

(1 1)-(19)
[ have undertaken to discuss any proposal for further road train Drials with
local government and will do so as soon as a proposal has been developed.

(20) None.
(21) No.
(22) See my answer given to question on notice 336.

RAILWAYS - ROCKINGHAM SUBURBAN RAIL SERVICE
Fremanrle-Mundijong Dual Gauge Line

386. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
Is the Minister considering using the present dual gauge line from
Fremantle to Mundijong to provide Rockingham with a suburban rail
service within a short time?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
No.

RAILWAYS - ROCKINGHAM SUBURBAN RAIL SERVICE
Fremandle-Mundijong Standard Gauge Line

387. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the Minister considering using the present standard gauge line from

Fremantle to Mundijong to provide Rockingham with a suburban rail
service within a short time?

(2) If yes, what would be the estimated cost of such a line from Rockingbanm
to Freman tie to Mundijong?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
LAND ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF - EXMOUTH EX-NAVY

HOMES, SALE
389. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Lands:

(1) What expenses have been incurred by the Department of Land
Administration for its involvement in the sale of ex-Navy homes in
Exmouth?

(2) How many homes have been sold so far?
(3) What funds have been generated so far by the sale of these homes?
(4) How many more homes are to be sold?
(5) On what date in September will these homes be placed on sale?

tZ7St-t
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(6) Will DOLA continue to be responsible for the sale of the remaining
homes?

(7) Will the remaining homes be offered for sale by tender?
(8) What funds have been allocated to the Exmouth development trust fund

from these sales?
(9) Does this amount represent the full 78 per cent of the total amount raised

from the sale of both the land and houses, less DOLA expenses?
(10) How much has been paid to the US Navy from these sales?
(11) Does the amount paid to the US Navy represent 22 per cent of the total

sale price for both house and land?
(12) Has any house or land relinquished by the US Navy at Exmouth been

disposed of by any process other than through open tender conducted by
DOLA?

(13) If yes, could the Minister please provide relevant details?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) $420 888.41.
(2) 146.
(3) $10 315 280.47.
(4) 35.
(5) Thirty homes will be available by tender commencing on 27 September

1993. The remaining five homes will be sold when available.
(6) Yes.
(7) See (5). A decision will be made on the remaining five homes as they

become available.
(8) 1992-93 - $650 000 was allocated to the Trust Account.

1993-94 - the Department of Commerce and Trade has sought an
allocation of $lm for the Trust Account.

(9) No.

(10) $1 739 887.48.
(11) No. The US is paid 33 per cent of the house value only less the cost of

electrical conversions as per clause 2 of the Implementing Agreement.
This roughly equates to 22 per cent of the house and land.

(12) Yes. 38 properties.
(13) (a) 27 properties were sold by DOLA at a fixed price after they were

unallocated by the tender process.
(b) 10 properties were sold by real estate agents at Exmouth at a fixed

price following (13)(a).
(c) One property was sold at a fixed price by DOLA to the Uniting

Church of Australia.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - 'WORKING WITH

ABORIGINAL PEOPLE" TRAINING PACKAGE, IMPLEMENTATION
392. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Community Development:
(1) To what extent has the training package "Working with Aboriginal

people" been implemented by the Minister's department?
(2) Is this package suitable for implementation in other departments?
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(3) If so, has the Department for Community Development made the
package readily available to other Government departments and to the
private sector?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Have any other departments implemented the package?
Hon E.J CHARLTON replied:

T'he Minister for Community Development has provided the following
reply -

(1) To date 39 training sessions have been conducted involving 505

(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)

staff of which 114 were mtacbed to the former Youth Justice
Bureau.
Yes.
Curtin University initially designed the package to suit the
Department for Community Services. The university has since
modified the initial package to a generic package titled "Ways of
Working". It is available from Curtin University for other
Government departments and the private sector.
Not applicable.
Yes.

MESOTHELIOMA - DEATh4S
Witrenoom Stafisuics

401. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many people died of mesothelioma in Western Australia in the

12 months to 30 June 1993?
(2) How many of these people worked at Wittenoom?
(3) How many of these were residents of Wittenoom who did not have

occupational exposure?
(4) How many other deaths from mesothelioma during this period can be

directly attributed to exposure to Wittenoomn asbestos in the transport of
asbestos from the mine to factories?

(5) How many of those in part (4) would be classed as -

(a) occupational exposures; and
(b) environmental exposures?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) 33.
(2) Two.
(3) Two.
(4) One.
(5) (a) Nil.

(b) One.
TOBACCO TAX - 1MPACr ON TOBACCO CONSUMPTION

402. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Health:
What impact will doubling the tobacco franchise fee be expected to have
on tobacco consumption by Western Australians in the next 12 months?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
This is really a matter of opinion, but the advice by the Health Department
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is that the recent increase in tobacco business franchise fee in a full year
should result in -

a decrease of seven million in the number of cigarette packs sold,
a decrease of 27 000 in the number of adults who smoke,
a decrease of 13 000 in the number of 15 to 19 year old smokers.

This advice is based on the following assumptions -

the price elasticity for adults is -0.4; that is, a 10 per cent price rise
will result in a four per cent decline in consumption,
the price elasticity for children is -1.4; that is, a 10 per vent price
rise will result in a 15 per cent decline in consumption.

For adults, 65 per cent of the decline in consumption comes -fromi adults
who stop smoking, and for children 85 per cent of the decline in
consumption comes from children who stop smoking.

SCHOOLS - SINGLETON PRIMARY, CONSTRUCTION 1996
406. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Education:

Is it correct that at a recent meeting between the Minister, members of
the Singleton community and the Rockingham Town Council, the
Minister told the meeting that the Singleton primary school would not be
built until 1996?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The meeting was advised that the matter was being considered by the
Ministry of Education in the Budget context and therefore no assurances
could be given as to a date for commencement of a school at Singleton.
MINISTERIAL TRAVEL - CHARTER AIRCRAFT, TRIPS"

411. H-on AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Health:
(1) On how many occasions has the Minister used charter aircraft since

6 February 1993?
(2) What were the dates and destination of each trip?
(3) What was the cost of each trip?
(4) Who accompanied the Minister on each trip?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Seven.
(2)-(4)
Date Destinations Passengers Cost $
8 April Pertih/Bunbury/Perth Minister 342

Executive Director, Department
for the Arts

8 May Perth/Albany/Perth I accompanied the Premier NIL
25 June Perth/Bunbury/Perth Minister 1 365

Minister's Press Secretary
Commissioner of Health (one way only)
Assistant Commissioner, Health Planning

(one way only)
St John of God Hospital Board member

28 June Penh/GeraldtoivPerth Minister 2 350
Minister's Principal Private Secretary
Minister's Press Secretary
Bob Bloffwitch MLA
Commissioner of Health
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13 July Perthilunbury/Perth

21-26 July PertlVEsperance/
Warburonliesonoral
Kalgoorlie

1 August PerthlGeraldtonlPerth

Minister
Minister's Press Secretary
Assistant Commissioner, Corporate

Management
Two Health Department Directors
Minister
Executive Director, Department for

the Arts
Commissioner of Health
Health Department Director
Health Department Regional Director

(part trip only)
Health Department Senior Operations
Consultant

Minister's Press Secretary
Minister's Principal Private Secretary

(part trip only)
Minister
Director, Art Gallery of WA and
director's spouse

MINISTERIAL TRAVEL - CHARTER AIRCRAFT, TRIPS
418. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport representing

Minister for Community Development:
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(1) On how many occasions has the Minister used charter aircraft since
6 February 1993?

(2) What were the dates and destination of each trip?
(3) What was the cost of each trip?
(4) Who accompanied the Minister on each trip?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

The Minister for Community Development has provided the following
reply -

(1) On four occasions.
(2)

(3)

(4)

(a) 24.3.93 Kalgoorlie-Esperance-Perth
(b) 26.3.93 Geradton-Mullewa-Moora-Perth
(c) 12.5.93 Carnarvon-Port Hedland-Derby-Kununurra-Perth
(d) 24.7.93 Kalgoorlie - one way only
(a) 51 368
(b) 51075
(c) $4104
(d) $187 per person.
(a) Principal Private Secretary. Director Country Services,

DCD;
(b) Principal Private Secretary;
(c) Principal Private Secretary, CEO DCD, Parliamentary

Liaison Officer;
(d) Cabinet colleagues and their spouses.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - CHARTER AIRCRAFT TRIPS
422. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Health representing the Attorney

General:
(1) On how many occasions has the Minister used charter aircraft since

6 February 1993?



(2) What were the dates and destination of each trip?
(3) What was the cost of each trip?
(4) Who accompanied die Minister on each trip?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Once. The Attorney General has used charter aircraft for a round trip.
(2) 28 May 1993 Perth/Wyndhamf/Kununurra

29 May 1993 KununwrfalBroome/Perth
(3) $4301.60
(4) Executive Director, Department of Corrective Services

Executive Director, Office of the Attorney General
Executive Director, Youth Justice Bureau
Public Affairs Officer, Department of Corrective Services
Journalist, Sunday Times
Photographer, Sunday Times
MINISTERIAL TRAVEL - CHARTER AIRCRAFT, TRIPS

424. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Health representing the Minister
for Planning:
(1) On how many occasions ha" the Minister used charter aircraft since

6 February 1993?
(2) What were the dates and destination of each trip?
(3) What was the cost of each nrip?
(4) Who accompanied the Minister on each trip?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The Minister for Planning has used charter aircraft three times.
(2) (i) 7 May 1993 - Albany to Perth - one way

(ii) 24 July 1993 - Perth to Kalgoorlie - one way
(iii) 29 July 1993 - Perth to Shark Bay and Carnarvon - return

(3) (i) $494.
(ii) Account details not yet available.
(iii) Account details not yet available.

(4) Albany Kalgoorlie Carnarvan/Shark Bay
Mr T. Martin Mrs H. Lewis Hon P Lockyer MLC
Mr E Ferraro Hon P. Omodel MLA Mr M. Allen

Mrs R. Onmodei Mr E. Fenrro
Hon C. Barnett MLA Mr S. Shea
Mrs L. Barnent Ms R. Towers*
Hon R. Nicholls MLA

*Ms R. Towers accompanied trip one way ftrm Carnarvon only.

MINISTERIAL TRAVEL - MINISTER FOR HEALTH
Broome Visit, Cost

426. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister for Health:
(1) What was the total cost of the Minister's visit to Broome from 16 to

30 July, including accommodation, gravel and expenses?
(2) Who accompanied the Minister on the visit?
(3) Did the Minister travel by scheduled commercial flights or charter

aircraft?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) 1 assume the member is referring to my visit to Broonme during the period

14 to 20 July. My costs amounted to $1 870.60.
(2) I was accompanied by my wife and two of my children. My private

expenses and all expenses of my children have been a personal cost to me
and are therefore not included in the cost referred to in (1) above. My
wife's expenses were paid in part by me and partly from my imprest
account allowance. The imprest amount was $1 294. 1 was also
accompanied at various times by Ms Andrea Hull, Executive Director,
Department for the Arts; Mr Shane Houston, Director, Aboriginal Health
Policy and Programs, and Ms Christine O'Farrell, Regional Director
Kimberley Region. Health Department of WA. I was at times in the
company of Hon K. Minsan, Minister for Aboriginal Affairs; Mr Cedric
Wyatt, Commissioner AAPA and other officers of Mr Minson's. T1he
costs of these others and of the agencies with which I met have not been
included.

(3) Scheduled commercial flights.
ROADS - FARRINGTON ROAD IN NORTH LAKE, KARDINYA, LEEMING

Noise, Vibration, Traffic Hazards
431. Hon J.A. SCOTiT to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Minister aware of local concerns about noise, vibration and traffic
hazards on Farrington Road in North Lake, Kardinya and Leeming?

(2) Has the Minister received a request from local residents to reduce the
speed limit on Farrington Road to 60 kph, to ban trucks and to institute
traffic calming measures?

(3) Is the Minister aware that Farrington Road passes through an
environmentally sensitive pant of the Beeliar regional park and that the
Environmental Protection Authority previously recommended against it
being a regional truck moute?

(4) Is the Minister aware that the Main Roads Department has ignored the
EPA's concerns and public requests and has permitted trucks to ravel at
high speeds on Farrington Road?

(5) Is the Minister aware that there have been several serious accidents
already on Farington Road and that children from North Lake have to
cross it every day on their way to primary school without the aid of
traffic lights or a marked crossing?

(6) In view of these widespread community concerns what action is the
Government intending to take to reduce traffic hazards and to alleviate
the problems for local residents living near Farrington Road?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(I)-(3)

Yes.
(4) The section of Farrington Road in question is under the care and

management of the City of Cockburn. The Government recognises the
concerns of the community and does not permit the use of Farrington
Road by out-of-gauge vehicles that require a permit. However, like all
other roads in the State, Farrington Road can be used by any other
appropriately licensed vehicle. In respect of speed limits on the road, I am
aware that the Main Roads Department has responded to requests and has
advised the City of Cockburn that the existing posted speed limits on
Farrington Road are considered appropriate.
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There has been no increase in reported accidents on the section of
Farrington Road from a point east of North Lake Road to a point west of
Bibra Drive since connected to the freeway on 14 July 1991. However,
the Government will keep the matter under review. Black spot funds have
been provided to enable council to proceed with the construction of a
median, which will improve the level of road safety for pedestrians and
vehicles.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TAXES, CHARGES. LICENCES, FEES.
LEVIES. FINES OR RATES, INCREASES

446. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Community Development:
(I) For all of the Minister's portfolios, what Government taxes, charges.

licences, fees, levies, fines or rates have been increased since 6 February
1993?

(2) By what dollar amount and percentage has each tax, charge, licence, fee,
levy, fine or rate been increased?

(3) When was the most recent previous increase in each tax, charge, fee,
levy, licence, fine or rate?

(4) What was the amount and percentage of the most recent previous
increase for each tax, charge, fee, levy, licence, fine or rate?

Hon E.J CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following
response -

(1) There have been no increases in any departmental charges since
6 February 1993.

(2) Nil.
(3) Introduction of adoptions private assessments fee of $650 on

1 August 1987.
(4) Apart from the introduction of the above fee there has been no

increase in departmental fees since 198 1.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TAXES, CHARGES. LICENCES, FEES,

LEVIES, FINES OR RATES, INCREASES
447. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Health representing die Minister for

Labour Relations:
(1) For all of the Minister's portfolios, what Government taxes, charges.

licences, fees, levies, fines or rates have been increased since 6 February
1993?

(2) By what dollar amount and percentage has each tax, charge, licence, fee,
levy, fine or rate been increased?

(3) When was the most recent previous increase in each tax, charge, fee,
levy, licence, fine or rate?

(4) What was the amount and percentage of the most recent previous
increase far each tax, charge, fee, levy, licence, fine or rate?
[For answer, see appendix A, pp.2850-2854j

WESTRAIL - LOCOMOTIVES
Diesel Electric, Building: A, AB, D, DA Classes, Rebuilding

483. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) As the only third and fourth generation diesel electric locos operated by
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Westrail are the 3'6" gauge DB and P classes, and therefore the most cost
efficient, is it planned chat more will be built?

(2) Will Westrail rebuild others such as the A, AB, D and DA classes as has
been done in other States?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Upgrading of 19 tonne axleload D class locomotives is currently being

considered. Upgrading other classes of locomotive is not being
considered at this time.

WESTRAIL - LOCOMOTIVES
L Class, Replacement

485. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) As the L class locos are an early second generation diesel clectric and have

given 26 years of service, is it planned that they will be replaced by fourth
generation units similar to ANR units of DL, EL or AN classes?

(2) Will they have rebuilds similar to ANR CL and AL classes to make them
more productive and cost efficient?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(2)

There are no present plans to replace or rebuild L class locomotives.
WESTRAIL - LOCOMOTIVES

R, RA, KA Classes, Early Scrapping
486. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is it the case that Westrail scrapped the second generation ft and RA
classes too hastily as they could easily have been bogie exchanged to work
with the K class on the Leonora and Esperance lines?

(2) Were a number of KA class locos written off too hastily?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1) No. The Rt and RA class locomotives were too costly to maintain and

were replaced by the P class locomotives.
(2) No.

WESTRAIL - LOCOMOTIVES
DR Class, Regauged to Replace L Classes

488. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
Is it correct that a large number of DB class locos are to be regauged from
3'6" to 4'8" to replace L classes in urgent need of major repairs and
overhauls?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
No.

MIDLAND WORKSHOPS - SITE. POLLUTANTS ANALYSIS
489. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the Government instigated an analysis of the level of pollutants in the
soil at the Midland Workshops site?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) If so, will the Government release this report and explain its implications

in terms of cost of clean-up and future use of the site?
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:

The Central Midland Planning Task Force has the responsibility for
undertaking an environmental audit of the Midland Workshops site. As
the task force reports to the Minister for Planning, the member should
direct this question to that Minister.

HOSPITALS - NORTHAMPTON
Changes, Residents' Letters

491. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many letters has the Minister received from residents within the

catchmient area of die Northampton District Hospital which have
commented on dhe proposed changes to that hospital's operation?

(2) What percentage of those letters have supported the proposed changes?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) 78. The population of this catchment area is approximately 3 739. This

represents a less than two per cent response. Of the 78 letters, 34 were
'farm' letters, with another 10 coming from only four individual
households.

(2) One letter of support has been received; however, experience has shown
that in instances such as this, the general public who have no real concerns
rarely respond.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMIENT FOR - CHILDREN'S
SERVICES SECTION

Essablishment Date
492. Hon N.D. GIRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Community Development:
I refer to the answer provided to question on notice 133 on 3 August 1993.
When was the children's services section established within the
Department for Community Development?

Hon H.]. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Community Development has provided the following
response -

The Department for Community Development, formerly the Department
for Community Services, has always had a children's services section.
These sections have previously been called Early Childhood Services and
Family and Children's Services. The restructure of the Department for
Community Development which includes a childrent's services section
was endorsed in May 1993.

SOUTH PACIFIC (MUSICAL) - GOVERNMENT SUPPORT
494. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Arts:

(1) Is the Government providing any financial support for the showing of the
Rodgers and Hammerstein musical, South Pacific, due to open in Perth in
November 1993?

(2) if so, what is the nature of that financial support?
(3) if so, what is the contingent liability of the Government?
(4) Axre there any financial links between those responsible for the production

and any member of the Government?
(5) Who are the promoters of the production?
(6) In what theatre is the production due to take place?
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(7) Was the Government approached for financial assistance and, if so, by
wham, and when?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The Government is not providing any direct financial support for the

Rodgers and Hammerstein musical South Pacific. Indirect support has
been provided through the Perth Thetr Trust.

(2) The Perth Theatre Trust, the managers of His Majesty's Theatre, is a
statutory authority of the Government of Western Australia. It was
approached by the producers of South Pacific to become financially
involved and so enable the production to be presented in Perth. As the
Perth Theatre Trust does noat have any working capital to pay the required
portion of preproduction costs associated with the show it requested a
Treasurer's advance to provide the necessary working capital. This was
agreed to by the Government, but will be repayable by the Perth Theatre
Trust from the proceeds of ticket sales.
As there is a very high break-even associated with the presentation of
large scale musicals of' this nature, the Perth Theatre Trust further
requested an underwriting arrangement to be put in place by the
Government. This agreement would assist the trust to finance the
absorption of any large loss if sustained in connection with the
presentation of South Pacific. The Government agreed to provide an
underwriting facility. The Government has sought to limit its exposure by
requiring the Perth Theatre Trust to absorb any loss up to $200 000
calculated after excluding venue hire from the calculation of the loss
sustained. This effectively means that the trust would absorb the frst
$250 000 approximately of any loss sustained.

(3) The contingent liability of the Government will be directly related to the
relationship that emerges between actual ticket sales for the season and
budgeted ticket sales. The contingent liability cannot therefore be
ascertained with any accuracy.

(4) To the best of my knowledge the answer is no.
(5) The promoters are -

The Adelaide Festival Centre Trust - a South Australian
Government authority
Gordon Frost Attractions
Perth Theatre Trust - for the Perth season.

(6) The production is due to take place at His Majesty's Theatre.
(7) The involvement of the Government occurred on three productions under

the previous Administration and negotiations by the Perth Theatre Trust
took place on the basis that support on the same basis would be available.
By the time the current Administration was requested by the Perth Theat
Trust in March 1993 to confirm that similar arrangements would take
place there was little opportunity to change or withdraw from the
negotiations which had already taken place wvithout placing in jeopardy
the chance of Western Australia receiving further productions.

MARINE PARKS - MANAGEMENT. FISHERIES DEPARTMENT TRANSFER
501. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Is the Government moving to vest the management of marine parks away
from the Department of Conservation and Land Management to the
Fisheries Department?

(2) What impact will this move have on mining exploration and activity
within the Ningaloo marine park?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Mines has referred the question to the Minister
representing the Minister for the Environment who has provided the
following answer -

(I) The coalition's 1993 environment policy contained a clear
commitment to examine new ways for managing marine parks.
The Minister for the Environment, the Minister for Fisheries and
relevant department staff have commenced discussions to examine
the question of marine park management.

(2) The Government's commitment to proper evaluation of
exploration and drilling proposals in Ningaloc marine park, and
the exclusion of drilling from the Ningaloo reef, will continue
regardless of park management arrangements.

BRUNN, PROFESSOR - MANDURAH VISIT. GOVERNMENT FUNDING
Dawesville Channel and Mandurah Ocean Entrance, Maintenance Machinery

509. Hon i.A. COWDELL to the Minister for Transport:
With reference to a story in the Mandurah Mail of 23 July regarding a
visit to Mandurab by Danish coastal engineer Professor Per Brunn -

(1) Did the Government sponsor the visit?
(2) If so, at what cost?
(3) Has Professor Brunn been commissioned to undertake work to

permanently open the Mandurah bar?
(4) If so, at what cost?
(5) Will the Government ensure that machinery is available to

maintain the Dawesville Channel and Mandurafi entrance?
(6) Could the Minister name the contractors who have expressed

interest in maintaining the channel and Mandurah entrance?
Hon E.J. CHARLTION replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The estimated total cost of the consultancy work including the visit is

$25 000.
(3) No. Professor Brunn has put forward recommendations on additional

work that would be required to maintain a permanent navigable entrance
at the Mandurab bar. A cost estimate for this work is not yet available.

(4) Not applicable.
(5) A sand bypassing plant will be built at Daweaville as part of the total

construction package agreement between the Government and the
contractor. Studies are currently under way to look at the viability of
combining the Dawesville sand bypassing operation with the Mandurab
entrance bypassing operation. In the interim the Department of Marine
and Harbours will continue to manage the entrance by calling tenders for
sand bypass dredging on an annual basis.

(6) Several contractors have expressed an interest in undertaking sand bypass
operations at Dawesville and Mandurah. Public tenders for both
operations will be called as and when the need arises.

THEATRE INDUSTRY - EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
520. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Arts:

(1) How many people were employed in the Western Australian theatre
industry as at 30 June 1993?
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(2) How many people were employed in the Western Australian theatre
industry as at 30 June 1992?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2)

The Department for the Arts does not keep employment figures for the
theatre industry. Given the diversity of employment categories,
employing companies, and unions involved, it is not feasible for the
Department for the Arts to compile the figures without an extensive and
very expensive research project. The most authoritative source of
employment data is the Australian Bureau of Statistics. The closest
industry classification is Australian Industry Classification 913
"Entertainment", and the most recent data is for May 1993. This
information is provided below -

May 1992 - Number employed: 5 364
May 1993 - Number employed:?7 166

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

FUEL TAX - FAMILY MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES, REBATE ABOLITION
Commnittee, Name

314. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
Can the Minister provide the name of the committee which recommended
to him and the Minister for Planning that the family rebate on motor
vehicle licences be abolished and the special 50 per litre metropolitan fuel
tax be levied?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
As I said yesterday, the discussions were with the committee - I do not
know the specific name of it - which comprise representatives from the
Department of Planning and the Main Roads Department, and me.

FUEL TAX - FAMILY MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES, REBATE ABOLITION
Committee, Name

315. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
I ask the Minister whether I can put my previous question on notice and
ask him to give me the name of the committee.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
By all means.

ACTS AMENDMENT (PORT AUTHORITIES) BILL - PILOTAGE,
CONTRACTING OUT

Merchant Services Guild Consultations
316. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:

Before drafting the Acts Amendment (Fremantle Port Authority) Hill,
which provides for contracting out of piloting services at regional ports,
did the Minister consult with the merchant services guild?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I would have to check and ask the member to place the question on notice.

SCHOOLS - GOVERNMENT
Closures

317. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Government currently considering the closure of any Government

primary or secondary schools?
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(2) Will the Minister rule out die announcement of any such closures in the
next two months?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2)

All Governments of whatever persuasion have an ongoing process of
assessment of school needs and excess capacity that might be in the
system. Thbis Government, like every other Government and Education
Ministry that has ever been, has a constant program of assessing the
excess capacity or die needs for new schools within the system, and that
process is continuing.

HOSPITALS - NORTHAMPTON
Consultative Committee Recommendations. Needs Analysis Consideration

318. Hon MJ. CRIDDLE to the Minister for Health:
(I) Will the Minister assure the people of Northampton that he will

favourably consider the recommendations of the consultative committee
and the needs analysis survey with regard to facilities and funding?

(2) Will the Minister visit Northampton following the outcome of the needs
analysis to explain to all concerned the funding, implementation and
timing of the process?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:

I will consider both of those documents. I was recently visited by some
people from the Northampton Shire who indicated the progress that was
being made. At that time [ made it quite clear that I would make no
decision until that process was completed and the consultative committee
came forward with recommendations. At that stage I will give a
favourable recommendation. I indicated that at all times l am willing to
go to Northampton to meet any of the parties involved. It has been
indicated to me by the parties involved that they would prefer that that
visit take place after the consultative committee has concluded its
deliberations. I have taken that advice but, as soon as possible after that
dine, I will visit the area and discuss the matter with the parties.

HEALTH PROMOTION - DALWALLINU
Success Criteria

319. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
In his answer to question No 242, regarding health education officers, the
Minister referred to die success of the health promotion strategy in
Dalwallinu. Who has judged that strategy to be successful and by what
criteria was the judgment made?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Generally speaking a report is given to me from officers of the
department. The chairperson of the Dalwallinu hospital board has made
extensive reports on what has been achieved in the community. It has
been seen that these health protection activities are being well accepted in
the community and it appears that people within the community of
Dalwallinu appreciate and use it.

FUEL TAX - FAMILY MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES, REBATE ABOLITION
Commnittee's Recommendation, Minister's Awareness

320. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
My question relates to the committee for which the Minister does not as
yet have a name. When did the Minister become aware that the
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recommendation of the abolition of the fuel rebate and of the special
metropolitan fuel tax was being made by that committee?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I became aware of it when I became associated with the proposed
announcement for dhe finalisation of the committee's investigations. The
committee was appointed by the previous Government. I am suit that
Hon John Halden would be able to ascertain the name of the committee,
who is on it and who appointed it prior to his Labor Government coming
into office.

Hon John Haiden: But you are going to tell me.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I will find out for the member, if he is unable to ascertain

that information from his own people. When the committee delivered its
final report and the recommendations, I was made aware that it wanted to
proceed with its public announcement, which will occur at some time in
the future. A decision to have the project funded will occur with the
public announcement. I cannot give the exact day on which the decision
was made. Obviously some days ago the committee put forward its
proposal which had a preliminary costing attached to it. The actual
costing which has now been defined occurred only in recent days.

FUEL TAX - FAMILY MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES, REBATE ABOLITION
Committee's Recommendation, Minister's Awareness

321. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport:
In his response, the Minister said that he became aware of the
recommendation to increase the State fuel tax levy and the motor vehicle
licence fees via the committee. I ask: Was it before or after Wednesday,
11 August?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I became aware of the project and of a ballpark figure that was applied to
the costing for it. Prior to that there had been some speculation from
within that committee and in discussions between the Minister for
Planning and me about how the project could be paid for. No specific
figures were arrived at. So far as 11 August is concerned, that has nothing
to do with it.

WEST AUSTRALIAN FOOTBALL COMMISSION - SUBIACO OVAL
$8m Federal Funding, Road Allocation, Location

322. Hon REG DAVIES to the Minister for Transport:
I refer to the question I asked yesterday in relation to $8m of moad funding
that was missing. The Minister was unable to answer my question
yesterday and I ask whether the Minister is now in a position to advise the
House as to the whereabouts of the $8m?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
As far as I have been able to ascertain since the member asked the
question yesterday, it seems until approximately two weeks ago the funds
were not with the West Australian Football Commission. They are
certainly not with the Western Australian Main Roads Department.
Therefore, we think-they must still be retained by the Federal Government
in some form or another. It has also been brought to my notice chat when
the final funding allocation for wads for the current year was made, about
$10m was not distributed. It is thought that the $8m might be part of the
$10m. We do not know where the $Smn is at this stage. We have been
given an indication that that information might be made available by
tomorrow. It would seem that from the time the Federal Treasurer made
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the announcement last year, the $8m would go to Subiaco Oval. The
people responsible for the redevelopment of Subiaco Oval had not
received the money two weeks ago. I understand they have made
representations in the past two weeks to get that $8m.

Hon Reg Davies interjected.
Hon E.I. CHARLTON: It is the West Australian Football Commission. We are

now checking to see whether it has been paid or whether it is still in
Canberra or somewhere else.

HEALTH PROMOTION - HEALTH EDUCATION OFFICERS, POSITIONS
ABOLITION

323. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Health:
In his answer to question without notice 242 he said that both health
education officers had been part of the discussions for over 12 months.
(1) Were the officers concerned made aware that their positions would

be abolished as a result of changes?
(2) If so, at what stage during that time were they specifically told that

would be the case?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2)

I will have to take that question on notice.
LIQUOR INDUSTRY - REVIEW

Mossenson, Mr Dan, Chair
324. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

Was a Mr Dan Mossenson considered as an appointee to chair the review
into the liquor industry?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
At one time recommendations were made that he be the chairman, but he
is not being considered for that position.

PORT KENNEDY MANAGEMENT BOARD - LAND CONSERVATION
DISTRICT COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP

325. Hon REG DAVIES to the Minister for Lands:
Will the land conservation district council at Port Kennedy be given a

psivtions on the Port Kennedy management board, as promised by the
peIOUs Government at the request of the previous Opposition in

December 1992?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

To my knowledge the Port Kennedy management board comes under the
control of the Minister for Planning, to whom the question should be
directed. If the member wishes, I am happy to have the matter referred to
him for an answer.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - THIRD PARTY
INSURANCE

$50 Levy, "WA Inc Losses" Informnation

326. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Finance:
I refer to question without notice 303 -

(1) Was Cabinet aware of the plan to include on motor vehicle licence
renewals the wording "$50-Third Party Insurance Levy for WA
Inc losses in 1988-92"?
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(2) Did Cabinet approve the wording; if so, on what dare?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
(I)-(2)

I ask that the question be put on notice.
STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - THIRD PARTY

INSURANCE
$50 Levy. "WA Inc Losses" Information

327. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Finance:
(1) Did the Minister supply a written direction to the Suite Government

Insurance Commission or the Police Department to include the wording
referred to in question without notice 303; if so. will the Minister table it?

(2) Did the Minister seek the views of the Electoral Commissioner concerning
the legality of the inclusion of those words, considering their political
nature?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:

1 will take that question on notice rather than provide the wrong answer.
However, I did not consult the Electoral Commissioner. A great deal of
emphasis has been placed on the $50 levy. It would have been easy to
have made the insurance $240.20 to include the $50.

The PRESIDENT: Order! With due respect, I will not allow the Minister to
continue, If the Minister wants to make a statement, there is a procedure
to follow. He must either answer the question or not answer iL
DARLING RANGE REGIONAL PARK - FINAL REPORT

328. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Education representing the
Minister for the Environment:

(1) Given that the period for public submissions on the draft report on the
proposal for the creation of the Darling Range regional park was
completed in April 1993. why has the Darling Range regional park
consultative committee not been reconvened to consider the public
submissions?

(2) When will the final report of the Department of Planning and Urban
Development on the Darling Range regional park be completed and
released?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Department of
Planning and Urban Development has advised -

(1) Although the normal submission period closed on 30 April 1993,
at the request of interested persons in the group, the department
extended that time. All submissions are now being collated and
assessed prior to their being referred far consultation.

(2) On a dare to be determined.
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APPENDIX A

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TAXES, CHARGES, LICENCES, FEES,

LEVIES, FINES OR RATES INCREASES

447 HON TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Health representing the Minister for Labour
Relations:

(1) For all the Minister's portfolios, what Government taxes, charges, licences, fees,
levies, fines or rates have been increased since 6 February 1993?

(2) By what dollar amount and percentage has each Lax, charge, licence, fee, levy, fine
or rate been increased?

(3) When was the most recent previous increase in each tax, charge, fee, levy, licence,
fine or rate?

(4) What was the amount and percentage of the most recent previous increase for each
tax, charge, fee, levy, licence, fine or rate?

HON PETER FOSS replied:

DEPARTMENT OF PRODUCTIVITY AND LABOUR RELATIONS (DOPLAR):

(1-4) There have been no past taxes, charges, licenses, fees, levies, fines or rates charged
by DOPLAR.

However, with the creation of the Western Australian Labour Relations Advisory
Council (WALRAC) in July 1993, a $75.00 registration fee is payable by persons
and organisations wishing to register an interest and receive relevant papers. This
fee is not payable by those individuals and organisations who constitute the
membership of WALRAC.

In addition, DOPLAR has recently received approval to provide labour relations
training courses on a fee for service basis.

WA INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS COMMISSION:

(1) None.

(2) Not applicable.

(3&4) Fees - Industrial Relatons Commission Regulation 1985.
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Amount &
Date of

Previous Increase Current %

(1/01/82)

Application Fee $2.00
$1.00
$0.40

Certification $1.00
$2.00

Inspection

Transcript

$0.40

$0.20

$3.00
$4.00
$4.60

$3.00
$2.00

$0.60

$0.80

$5.00
$5.00
$5.00

$4.00
$4.00

$1.00

$1.00

+ 150%
+400%
41150%

+300%
4+100%

+ 150%

+400%

FINES - INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS ACT 1979

Full Bench

Amount &
Date or

Previous Decrease Current %

(11/12/84)

Breach of Order $10000 $8 000 $2000 -80%

Amount &
Date of

Previous Increase

Breach of Award $1000 (No change
since 1963)

(21/12r79)

Current %b

$1 000

Breach of Award $100 $5 20 +10

Magistrate
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DEPARTMENT OF OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH SAFETY AND WELFARE:

(1) None.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) 1 July 1991.

(4) (a) Certificate of Competency
$20 to $25 25%

(b) Fumigation Fees

* Firm Application Fee
$80 to $90 12.5%

* Operator Application Fee
$2to $25 25%

Poison Permit Fee
$40 to $45 12.5%

(c) Asbestos Removal Licence
$2 400 to $2 500 4.2%

(d) Boiler Maintenance Licence
$220 to $230 4.5%

(e) Design Review Assessment Fee
$60 to $65 8.3%

(f) Plant Inspector Fee
$40 to $45 12.5%

STATE SERVICES:

(1) Since 6 February 1993, the Department of State Services has increased charges for
services provided by the State Microfilm Bureau. These charges came into effect
on 1 July 1993.
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(2) The dollar amounts and percentages requested are tabled here in the form of

Attachment A.

(3) The most recent previous increase in microfilming charges took place on I July
1992.

(4) The amount and percentage of the most recent previous increase in these charges
is also tabled on Attachment A.

Explanatory Note:
Apart from the State Microfilm Bureau, the Department of State Services is also
responsible for a number of other service delivery units, including Warehousing,
State Print, State Government Bookshop, Bureau Services and others, where services
are provided to the public sector and general public.

Because of the significant number of products and services provided. (over 10 000
product lines) the Minister for Services is not prepared to detail every product
where an increase may have occurred since 6 February 1993 due to changes in
market mnd/or cost prices.

However, if the Hon Member has a specific item or items which are of concern,
then this information will be provided on request by the Minister for Services.

The other departments/agencies; under the Minister's jurisdiction do not raise taxes, charges,
licences, fees, levies, fines or rates on behalf of Government.

2853



MICROFILMING CHARGES
Attachment A

AB C
Charges ot Charges at Most Recent Most Recent Previous Previous
30/06/9311 1/07/9341 increase 0 increase % Increase $ Increase %

CAMERAS ___________________ Per Unit Per Unit 1/07/93 1/07/93 1/07/92 1/07/92

Microfiche 0.06 0.09 0.01 12.30c _____

DUPLICATING
16mm Roil Film 22.4? 23.01( 0.63 2.36
35mm Roll FNm 33.70 34.0 0.30 0.69
I14mm Security Roll Fiim 13.50 23.00 9. 50 70.37 0.02 01
35mm Socity Roil Film 33.70 3.0.0 0.89
Diaz* Fiche 0.25 0. .620.00 0.03136
PROCESSING ONLY
16mm x 3m Roll Film 5.64 6.00 0.36 6.36 0.03 0.53
l6mvnx 60m Roll Film 11.28 12.00 0.72 6.38 0.04 0.35
35mm x 3Gm Roil Film 11.28 12.00 0.72 6.38 0.04 0.35
FORMATS
33mm Aperture Cards - Now 0.67 0.72 G.M5 7.46
35mm Aperture Cords - Updates 0.56 0.65 0.09 16.07
S5mm Transer Cards -Updates 0.36 0.70 0.14 25.00
Indexing AperturoCards and Jackets 21-60 Channels 0.34 0.35 0.01 2.94
16mm Jackets 1 and 2 Channels 0.56 0.6 0.04 7.14
16mm Jackets 3to 5Channels 1.12 1.1$ 03 2.66
16mm Jackets Insrion Only 0.26 0.3 0.2.1
Cartridge Inserters 0.68 1.001 0.32 47.06
Notching 0.02 0.05 0.013 150.00 ______

MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS
Coils 18.00 19.00 1.00 54
Transport of Equipment 18.00 20.001 2.0 1 1.10
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