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

PETITION - TOBACCO SPONSORSHIP
Sport, Cultural and Community Groups - Opposition

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.16 pmn]: I have a petition which reads as follows -
Plea that WA sporting, cultural and community groups be spared the taint of tobacco
sponsorship
To: Thbe Honourable the Speaker and members of die Legislative Assembly of die
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
The petition of the undersigned citizens shows that we:
(i) deplore the dependence of any sporting, cultural and community groups on

sponsorship funding from tobacco companies;
(ii) request that alternative sponsorship be provided by a WA Health Promotion

Foundation funded by a 5 percent increase in the wholesale tax on tobacco
products;

(iii) urge that tobacco companies be prohibited from promoting their unhealthy
products in Western Australia, as has occurred in Victoria.

And your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.
The petition bears 105 signatures and I certify chat it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 37.]

PETITION - DAYLIGHT SAVING
Western Aust'ralia - Rejection

MR NMcNEE (Moore) [2-18 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned request the Government of Western Australia to respect the
wishes of the people of Western Australia regarding daylight saving. These wishes
have been twice expressed by way of Referenda held on 8th March 1975 and 7 April
1984.
Ini both of these Referenda the people of Western Australia soundly rejected daylight
saving and we again reaffirm that rejection by signing this petition.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, shall ever pray.

The petition bears 50 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 38.1

BILLS (6) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
L. Judges t Salaries and Pensions Amendment Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by M~r Parker (Treasurer), and read a first time.
2. Coal Industry Superannuation Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Canr (Minister for Mines), and read a first rime.



3. Parks and Reserves Amendment B ill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Taylor (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services), and read a first time.

4. Guardianship and Administration Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Wilson (Minister for Health), and read a first time.

5. Fruit Growing Industry (Trust Fund) Amendment Bill
6. Agricultural Legislation (Penalties) Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), and read a first
time.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - ROCK LOBSTER INDUSTRY
Processing Debate - Foreign Investment

MR CORDON HILL (Helena - Minister for Fisheries) [2.30 pm] - by leave: Wearing my
hait as Minister for Fisheries I am very pleased to make a ministerial statement dealing wit
the processing sector of the rock lobster industry.
Foreign investment in the rock lobster industry became an important issue during 1988
following the purchase of the rock lobster processing establishment, INF Pry Ltd, by the
Japanese company Chunagon. On 24 June 1988 the then Minister for Fisheries, Hon Julian
Grill, issued a Press release that foreign investment in the rock lobster industry would be put
under close scrutiny. The Minister went on to say that the Governiment believed the control
of the industry must remain in Australian hands if Western Australians were to gain the
maximum benefit.
'the Rock Lobster and Prawning Association, representing most of the processing companies,
held strongly to the view that pricing difficulties may develop if companies in end-user
countries of western rock lobsters controlled processing establishments in Western Australia,
especially if those companies were in the seafood restaurant trade in the foreign country.
Chunagon was in this position. Early in 1989 a Western Australian delegation with
representatives from the Rock Lobster and Prawning Association and the Western Australian
Fishing Industry Council were successful in convincing the Treasurer, Hon Paul Keating
MHR, that an application to the Foreign Investment Review Board for Chunagon to purchase
other rock lobster processing establishments in Western Australia should not be approved.
The argument, which was supported by the Western Australian Minister for Fisheries, had as
its basis the potential destabilising effect on the rock lobster industry of end-user influence in
the purchase of rock lobsters. Historically Western Australian rock lobsters have been
processed to frozen uncooked tails and exported to the United States of America. During the
1980s there was an increase in sales to Japan and more recently also to Taiwan, so that the
estimated relative share is now 42 per cent to the USA, 41 per cent to Japan and 17 per cent
to Taiwan.
The sales to Japan comprise mainly frozen whole boiled rock lobster but also live and frozen
whole raw animals. The Japanese have a distinct preference for the smaller sizes of rock
lobsters, and red in colour. The price paid on the Japanese market is significantly higher than
that paid on the US market. Consequently, processing establishments which concentrate on
the smaller rock lobsters are likely to operate at an advantage over those processing
establishments taking the whole array of rock lobsters caught throughout the fishery. On
average rock lobsters taken in shallow water are smaller than those taken in deeper water.
Also there are greater numbers of small rock lobsters in the northern areas of the fishery than
in the southern areas. The debate on rock lobster processing therefore involves not only
questions of end-user ownership with the likely concentration on small sized rock lobsters,
but also on the location of rock lobster processing establishments along the coast.
In September 1988, with encouragement and assistance from the Minister for Fisheries, the
Rock Lobster and Prawning Association released a document prepared by management
consultants Peat Marwick Hungerfords, endited "A Review of Rock Lobster Processing
Management Practices". That document included a proposal that a policy statement be
released on the matter of the issue, transfer and relocation of processing licences and
establishments. Such a statement should also include guidelines on foreign investment in the
processing sector. The statement which follows provides those policy guidelines and
infornation on some associated matters..
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Pant HlB of die Fisheries Act currently provides a mechanism for dhe consideration of
applications to construct a processing establishment or to transfer or relocate that processing
establishment. The section of the Act relating to the construction of a processing
establishment provides the Director of Fisheries wit discretion to consider the better
interests of the fishing industry in coming to a decision as to whether to grant the application.
However, when a licence has been granted its renewal by the director, although not by right,
it is approved under the Act unless the director is not satisfied as to the construction,
equipment, operation or hygiene of the establishment, or as to the manner in which the
provisions of the Fisheries Act have been complied wit in relation thereto. Accordingly a
situation can arise whereby the shares in a company holding a licence for a processing
establishment can be totally purchased by a foreign owned company and the licence renewed
without the opportunity, under the Fisheries Act, to consider whether such action was in the
better interests of the fishing industry.
The media statement by the Minister for Fisheries on 24 June 1988 expressed the view that
the control of the industry must remain in Australian hands if Western Australia were to
receive maximum benefit. That expression of opinion was widely supported in Western
Australia early in 1989, and was also supported by the Federal Treasurer to the extent he
declined an application to the Foreign Investment Review Board, even though in the
particular case before him dhe application related to a foreign purchase of a processing
company which itself had ultimate foreign ownership. The essential element was that the
foreign purchaser was a company with interests in seafood restaurants from a substantial end-
user country of Western Australian rock lobsters.
An amendment to the Fisheries Act will be sought to change the renewal section of the
Fisheries Act to the extent that the Director of Fisheries will have the authority to consider
the better interests of the fishing industry when considering an application for a renewal.
Section 35K of the Act allows any person aggrieved by a decision of the director to appeal to
the Minister for Fisheries. A similar provision will be inserted into a new pearling Bill,
which is currently being drafted, and foreign ownership will again be one of the matters to be
taken into account in considering the better interests.
Noting the initial decision making and appeal roles of the Director of Fisheries and the
Minister for Fisheries respectively, it would not be appropriate to set down ministerial
guidelines on the better interests of the fishing industry as directions to the director in the
exercise of his licensing discretion. However, it is appropriate that the Minister issue, from
time to time, for the assistance of the director and the information of the fishing industry, a
policy statement consisting of guidelines as to matters considered by the Minister to be of
significance in relation to the processing establishment licensing provisions. This includes
foreign ownership which is considered in this section. Later in the paper other aspects of
processing licences are considered.
The Government holds strongly to the view that ownership of rock lobster processing
establishments in Western Australia and the decision making process should be in Australian
hands. This is not to say that there will never be some form of foreign investment in
companies licensed to operate processing establishments in Western Australia. It would be
improper to take action when renewals are being considered which reverse business decisions
already made. However in the future there should remain a clear demonstration of Australian
ownership of processing companies and decision making. The State Government believes
that there should be no foreign ownership in the processing sector. The economic reality
however, is that in certain circumstances some level of foreign ownership may be
unavoidable. We should therefore not allow more than 20 per cent foreign ownership - that
is, at least 80 per cent local ownership - and this is to be pennitted only at the Minister's
discretion. Also, the chairman, the majority of members of company boards and all of the
office bearers should be Australian residents.
There are currently 19 processing licences relating to establishments within which the full
array of rock lobster processing may be undertaken. Three of the 19 processing
establishments are not being used to process rock lobsters. The companties holding the
licences also have other rock lobster processing establishments and they have made a
decision to concentrate their processing efforts into a smaller number of establishments.
While the general approach adopted by Government would be that market forces should be a
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significant determininug factor in the number of rock lobster processing establishments, the
rock lobster industry is of such importance to the Western Australian fishing industry that
there is merit in adopting a policy of not issuting additional rock lobster processing
establishments. This has been the general view already adopted by the Director of Fisheries
since 1968.
Having taken the view that there is merit in containing the number of rock lobster processing
establishments, the Government accepts that within this number of 19 establishments market
forces should prevail in relation to the size and nature of those establishments. However, the
industry needs to understand that the Government always has the prerogative to change its
policy on the freezing of the number of processing establishments if special circumstances
arose. Should experience show that the control of foreign ownership interests in the rock
lobster processing industry became thwarted by legal argument and administrative
arrangements, the policy would need to be further considered with a view to ensuring strong
representation of Australian interests within the rack lobster processing sector.
The Fisheries Act provides for the annual renewal of processing licences. As already
mentioned, action will be taken to amend the Fisheries Act to provide the Director of
Fisheries with the authority to take into account the better interests of the fishing industry
when renewals are being considered. One aspect can be foreign investment, which has
already been discussed. However, other matters can also be considered within the context of
the better interests of the fishing industry. For instance, any action which impacts adversely
on the management of the rock lobster industry or the marketing of product would need to be
taken into account when considering licence renewals.
The Fisheries Act will also be amended to include a better interests clause to be taken into
account by the director when considering applications to transfer a processing licence.
The positioning of processing establishments along the coast is becoming a major item for
discussion by the processing sector of the rock lobster industry. Factory managers are in
constant competition, one with the other, for rock lobster product, especially the smaller red
rock lobsters which are able to be sold for the highest price on the Japanese market. In
pursuit of the product the processing sector has established an mray of receival depots along
the coast fromn which rock lobsters are transported to the various processing establishments.
Rock lobsters are landed into an array of ports and anchorages from Kalbanri to Mandurab.
reflecting the distribution of the rock lobster boats. The current rules on boat distribution
essentially divides the rock lobster fleet into two groups, those which are authorised to take
rock lobsters south of 30 degrees south latitude, and those authorised to operate north of this
latitude. LIthde north the fleet is further divided into coastal and Abrolhos boats. The boats
are authorised for these three major areas with a view to preventing major shifts in catching
pressure, although this can still occur within areas. However, industry does regard the area
authorisation as providing a measure of order and stability. The same general approach has
been adopted by the Director of Fisheries in his consideration of requests for the relocation of
processing establishments to a location past 30 degrees south latitude.
The location of processing establishments has been unchanged for about a decade. However,
the changing market with the emphasis on high quality live or whole cooked small sized rock
lobsters to Japan and Taiwan has led a number of processing companies to reconsider the
location of their processing factories. Currently, seven of the 16 active processing
establishments are located in the PertWFrexnantle/Coogee area, and product is transported
from as far north as Ueraldton. The average size of rock lobsters is smaller as one moves
north of Fremantle. As a result of changing market conditions, companies are examining the
benefits to be gained from re-establishing processing factories in centres such as Jurien and
Lancelin which are closer to the source of product. Applications to relocate must be
considered by the Director of Fisheries. An examination of die current location of the active
processing establishments shows that there is a spread of factories along the coast with
concentrations at Fremnantle, Jurien and Geraldton.
There is merit in ensuring than the general distribution of processing establishments is
maintained. This can be achieved by adopting a general policy of having six processing
establishments in the area north of 30 degrees south latitude, four in the Juriert/Cervantes area
and the remainder in the -re south of Cervantes. Currently there are seven active processing
establishments south of Cervantes, although approval has been granted for one
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establishment to be relocated in Juriert. Within this policy constraint, companies should be
able to make business decisions about the location and size of their processing establishments
provided there is a fuil time resident fisheries officer at the location selected. This is no: to
say that under some circumstances conditions may not be imposed on processing licences
when the relocation of an establishment is approved. Government has a responsibility tn
provide inspection oversight and it is for this reason that rock lobster processing
establishments should be located in centres; where a resident fisheries officer is present.
Associated with this policy statement on the relocation of processing establishments, the
processing sector of the industry needs to consider the rationalisation of transport facilities as
set out mn die Peat Marwick report.
Although the Director of Fisheries has not approved since 1968 the issuing of any new rock
lobster processing licences permitting the full array of processing, a number of licences were
issued in the 1970s to allow locally orientated establishments to cook rock lobsters so that
there was ready availability of this product in the metropolitan area. There are 10 such
licences, At that time the export market was for raw rock lobsters to the USA. The changing
market conditions, whereby whole cooked rock lobsters to Japan and Taiwan now account
for nearly 15 per cent of the export trade, has raised the question of whether those companies
holding cooking licences should be permitted to also export cooked rock lobsters.
Traditionally those establishments have not done so. Advice has already been given under
the "New Rock Lobsters Processing Licences" section of this policy paper that there is merit
in having the number of full processing licences contained at 19. Accordingly, appropriate
action by way of a licence condition needs to be taken to ensure that the holders of the 10
cooking licences do not take action to move into the export market for cooked rock lobsters.
It is important that rock lobsters be available for the local trade. Provided this is
accomplished by the processing establishments, there appears to be little value in the issue of
additional cooking licences. The definition of "processing establishment" does not limit the
number of outlets preparing and selling rock lobsters by retail direct to the public.
Following the development of an export trade in live rock lobsters, attention had to be given
to the construction of holding tanks at localities accessible to clean sea water. The action of
holding rock lobsters in circulating sea water and packing them constitutes processing under
the Fisheries Act. A policy has been developed and made available to industry which
provides for the sea water .tanks being regarded as annexes of the rock lobster processing
establishmrents. That policy has been published in the Fisheries Department communication
publication Fins 1986, volume 15, No 5 and still remains the appropriate policy statement.
The rock lobster industry of Western Australia has been well served by the Fisheries
Department in the management of the rock lobster resource, and this includes the inspection
of rock lobsters at the processing establishments. An opportunity is taken in this policy paper
to reinforce the requirement for the processing establishments to have inspection facilities
and practices in accord with the licence conditions imposed under section 35C(a) of the
Fisheries Act so that the work of fisheries officers' inspection of rock lobsters is facilitated.
Any processing establishment not conforming to all of these licence conditions should do so
without delay in the better interests of the fishing industry.
This statement on an array of matters about rock lobster processing establishments has been
released with a view to providing the public generally, and the rock lobster processing sector
more particularly with information and policy guidelines which will assist the decision
making process of those engaged in one of Australia's most imnportant fishing industries.
MR MINSON (Greenough) [2149 pmn]: The Opposition welcomes the policy statement by
the Minister and we congratulate him on its content. It was no doubt precipitated by the
comments on page 2. at the end of paragraph three, of the Peat Marwick Hungerford report
which stated that such a policy statemn it should be tabled, and should include the guidelines
on foreign investment for the processing sector.
The Opposition believes than tis is probably the most important matter addressed in the
policy statement. Paragraphs two, three, and four on page 3 of the statement stum than up
very well, and we fulfly support it. One wonders, though, why it is has been so long mn
coming because I note that the management consultants recommended in September last year
than such a statemnent be made and it has taken one year for that to happen.
Paragraph three on page 4 begins -
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It would be improper to take action when renewals are being considered which
reverse business decisions already taken.

Further down in that paragraph it is indicated that foreign ownership will be permitted at the
Minister's discretion. The statement says that foreign ownership should be limited to
20 per cent in line with the Government's policy. I think an appropriate percentage - I agree
with the figure of 20) per cent - should be included in any Bill which is introduced into
Parliament. mhar would virtually guarantee that no business decisions would be made that
could be reversed and the Minister would not be put in a situation of having to reverse
business decisions that had already been made.
Mr Grill: You have to be careful. You are likely to be the first person to want the policy
overturned.
Mr MINSON: I grant the Minister's comment. However, I believe that there must be a base
figure on which business people can negotiate rather than have a Government policy which
wrnl change from time to time or at the Minister's discretion and therefore change with the
Minister. The figure should be enshrined in legislation so that business interests have a basis
front which to negotiate.
On page 5, the third paragraph deals with the renewal of rock lobster processing licences and
states -

One aspect can be foreign investment which has already been discussed. However,
other matters can also be considered within the context of the better interests of the
fishing industry. For instance, any action which impacts adversely on the
management of the rock lobster industry or the marketing of the product would need
to be taken into account when considering licence renewals.

What happens when a company that has been processing for a long time wishes to renew its
licence on the normal annual basis but is informned that a management problem exists? I
believe that provision should be made for compensation in the event that the Minister rejects
the renewal of the licence in the interests of the fishing industry. It would be iniquitous for a
company that has been operating for a long rime to have its licence taken front it without
compensation and we should work to avoid that.
Buried in the first paragraph of page 8 is a comment that we particularly endorse. It sintes -

It is important that rock lobsters be available for the local trade.
I think that is important. People should be able to buy rock lobsters in Perth.
This statement was precipitated by the fact that the Stare Superannuation Board sold INF Pty
Ltd to a foreign company which then tried to on-sell it to the Japanese company, Chunagon.
That precipitated the question of foreign ownership and more particularly sale to an end user
nation, Japan. The Japanese have a specific way of trading. They have a brotherhood
method of wrading and give preference to their own whereas many societies simply buy from
the lowest bidder. To allow control of processing factories to pass into the hands of the end
user, particularly the Japanese, would create a difficult situation because of the specific way
in which they wrade.
On 24 June last year, the then Minister, in a Press release, said that he would legislate if
necessary. That legislation is necessary and has been necessary since the time he made the
statement. We are now 15 months down the track and still legislation has not been
introduced. It is 12 months since the management consultants said that we needed a
ministerial policy statement.
Mr Gordon Hill: We are drafting legislation and will introduce it shortly. Parlament has sat
for only a short time this year and there has been a change in portfolios.
Mr MINSON: The House sat earlier in the year. The National Party in the upper House
drafted and presented a Bill to the Parliament at that time. If i could do that, the Government
could do it also. That Bill is likely to come to this place and languish on the Table. Nothing
will be done until the Government introduces its Bill.
As I said, the legislation is necessary. It should be introduced as soon as possible. The
Opposition rejects the statement that there was not time to introduce it. There has been
enough time and we encourage the Government to introduce the legislation in as short a time
as possible.
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APPROPRIAT ION (CO NSOLI[DATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Second Reading - Budget Debate

Debate resumed firomn 5 September.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.58 pm]l: I begin my speech wit
an overview of the Budget. In its general approach, the Government has attempted to present
a social Budget rather than an economic document. The Government's major priority for this
year appears to be family orientated. It has increased revenue in those areas which will affect
business and tried to honour its commitment that. in the areas of taxes and charges which
impact upon families, it will maintain increases at levels which are marginally lower than the
inflation rate. However, that cannot be said for those taxes and charges which are applied to
business and the business sector in general. That is something of a disappointment for two
reasons. It is clear in this State that we need to give some incentives to business to maintain
its level of productivity and efficiency. Any taxation impost on business is not a good thing.
The other reason that I have some doubts about the merits of that policy is that, in areas of the
country, the majority of rural businesses are small family businesses. While the Treasurer
may have shifted the emphasis for taxation away from the family and onto business, he has
transferred it back to the family in country areas where business are predominantly family
orientated.
In his speech to the Parliament the Treasurer maintained that the Government had five goals
it wanted to achieve in this Budget. The first was to balance the Budget; that is an admirable
objective but, although in its present form the Budget will allow for a small surplus at the end
of the year, I wonder how many people believe that the actual expenditure in some of the
items will be close to the estimated expenditure when we come back to Parliament next year.
I can illustrate my point best by referring to the items under "Miscellaneous Services" which
are listed this year but for which no vote was allocated last year. Substantial amounts were
spent on Roinhwelis - no vote but $22 million expenditure; Swan Building Society - no vote
but $4 million expenditure; and WA Government Holdings Ltd - no vote but $38 million
expenditure. I question whether this Budget is an accurate reflection of the financial
commitments of this State for the simple reason that, on the evidence contained in the
Treasurer's Budget papers, it is clear that actual expenditure incurred by the Government in
1988-89 was nowhere near the estimated expenditure for that year. I think it is fair to say that
although the Estimates for 1989-90 allow for a balanced Budget wit a small surplus, it may
well be that as a result of the Government's business losses, expenditure will be far greater
than has been estimated.
Yesterday in this House the Premier introduced a White Paper entitled "Investing for the
Future". Thze contents of that document are admirable, but after reading it I was left with a
feeling of regret that the Government had not abided by the principles laid down in the
document. Chapter six on page 35 contains the broad principles upon which this State will
invest for the future of Western Australia. It is very interesting reading and, with your
indulgence, Mr Speaker, I shall read an extract from that chapter under the heading of "The
Support Guidelines" -

This White Paper demonstrates the clear need for public standards and guidelines for
project support packages. The need for these pround rules, alongside those for
environmental aspects, arises from legitimate concern about political bickering
surrounding such important projects. This damages the State and harms the prospects
for achieving such investments.
These pround rules have been developed against the backdrop of more than 30 years
of controversies associated with projects in this State. This White Paper is the first
attempt to enunciate a policy which is public and accountable.

It continues under the subheading "Broad Principles" -

There is a fundamental need to assess fully:
all of the public liabilities associated with financial and material assistance
(including infrastructure),

In what way did the Governent apply that principle between 12 and 18 months ago? None
of those principles was applied. It continues -
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* all of the projected benefits for the State with due allowance for overseas and
interstate leakages,

* the public sector benefits for Western Australia with appropriate allowance for
Federal and Stare tax redistribution.

Perhaps the Government did comply with those latter principles; however, here comes the
crunch -

Accordingly, support for major developments will proceed only when the following
broad guidelines are met:

Accountability - any support arrangement should be open to public scrutiny as
to its costs and risks.

I put it to the House that no-one knows the precise level of commitment by this Government
to any one of a number of projects; I refer specifically co Rothwells and to Petrochemidcal
Industries Ltd. Notwithstanding that debate on the petrochemical affair has been the major
preoccupation of this House recently, nobody - with the possible exception of the Premier
and the Deputy Premier, but I doubt very much whether either of them has the information -
knows the extent of the Government's commitment to these failed projects. If there is to be
accountability with regard to investment in business enterprises by the State, this Parliament,
and through it the taxpayers, should be informed of the full extent of the financial liabilities
in relation to those two matters. Yet to this day that information has not been provided. I
move to the second broad guideline in the White Paper, and one could be forgiven for
laughing at this item which reads -

Prudence - commitments entered into by the government should, under the worst
case, be met within existing financial resources without recourse to the taxpayer or the
Federal Government.

That, unfortunately, must be the joke of the year. We do not know to what extent the
taxpayers have been commidtted by this Government. As I have already said, the Budget
papers for 1988-89 did not include expenditure incurred during the year of more than
$160 million. I give the Treasurer his due in that this year $151 million has been set aside to
meet some of the expected losses. However, given the performance of the Government and
its record with the previous Budget, I question the accuracy of the Treasurer's appropriation
to meet those losses. I am sure that debate on the petrochemical deal will continue and I do
not want to take up my time discussing that issue. [ remind the Government that having set
itself these rules for investment, I would be delighted to think it has turned over a new leaf
and will abide by these rules, because the principles which have been established in this
document are commendable; it is just a pity that the author of this document has not, over the
last two years, been prepared to accept those rvies. That unfortunate circumstance has cost
Western Australians a lot of money, and has lost for them the opportunity to add value to one
of this State's most precious natural resources. gas.
The Treasurer outlined four areas as a goal for achieving some mnerit in this year's Budget. I
have deal: with the firs: - a balanced Budget - and moved on to the petrochemical plant, but I
would like now to come back to die other goals. The second was to ensure that a framework
is provided for future economic growth. There were four or five items which really
established whether that could be done; the first was to expand and diversify our exports. I
applaud that move, and I comnmend the Treasurer for setting aside the funds - I think from
memory it is about $1.8 million - for enhancement of the export of materials from Western
Australia.
Another area dealt with in respect of encouraging economnic growth was raw materials
processing. It does not give me any great deal of pride to acknowledge that emily one per cent
of Western Australia's agricultural produce is processed before it leaves our shores. I
commend the Goverrnent for giving priority to raw materials processing in this State. I do
not necessarily confine myself to agricultural products although, because I am more familiar
with that area, there is no doubt that a facility such as the chemical wool scouring process at
Cockbumn is an extremely good venture for Western Australia, and the Government can take
some credit for being prepared to cut die red tape and allow the company to import wool
from the Eastern States for the purpose of maintaining a quality product which will be more
attractive to overseas buyers. A project such as that is undoubtedly of great benefit to
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Western Australia, not just because it processes our raw materials but because it is
environmentally clean; I think the "in phrase" is"environmentally friendly". We should give
encouragement to any government which is prepared, in its turn, to encourage that type of
industry.
The other two areas which will help achieve future economic growth dealt with expanding
the manufacturing industry. I am sure there is a need for Government to be involved in
encouraging manufacturing, whether that be for new technology - and one example is the
proposed Eagle aircraft factory, which is in some financial trouble, but which has a good
product, although it is unfortunate that product could be sold to only a limited market, and as
a consequence it has not -

Mr Parker: We have made several offers to them which are contingent on their doing so.

Mr COWAN: I know that, and that is why I am saying this type of encouragement is
necessary because of the high level of risk that is associated with the industry they are
attempting to break into. They have a good product, but they need support, and I hope that
encouragement will continue to be given to that company.

Mr Grill: Do you support the giving of financial help to companies like Australian Wool
Processors?

Mrf COWAN: Yes, I do, if they ask for it. I would prefer it to come in the form of guarantees
rather than financial assistance.

Mr Grill: What about a loan?

Mr COWAN: A loan or a guarantee, but I would prefer guarantees, and for the loan to be
raised separately from that guarantee:

Mr Grill: What is your party's position on equity?

Mr COWAN: We are strongly opposed to the participation by Government, through equity,
in ventures.

Mr Grill: What about grants?

Mr COWAN: Yes; I agree that grants could be made available. Grants, loans, or guarantees
would be acceptable to us, but we would need to have knowledge of the special
circumstances relating to each individual case, and where it could be shown that the
application of the grant is more appropriate than a loan or a guarantee, than we would say that
is the direction in which we should be travelling. That applies particularly to the small,
entrepreneurial type of business, not the large scale business. The Minister must
acknowledge that Australian Wool Processors has a very large wool scouring business, and
can be expanded very quickly if the demand for the product warrants such expansion.
The other area of economic growth which this Government seeks to encourage is the age old
issue of productivity within industry. There are two ways that can be achieved: The first is
by a degree of capital expenditure, which must be undertaken by the businesses themselves.
The second involves a more complicated factor, productivity within the work force, which
must be a tripartite responsibility of Government, workers and business. Notwithstanding
that the Government has had several opportunities to give encouragement to various sectors
of the work force to improve their productivity, I have not to this stage seen any concrete
evidence of the Government's following that through. It would be remiss of me if!I did not
mention the opportunities which exist within the waterfront for this Government to
restructure that industry in a manner which will improve its productivity and reduce costs to
business. It is appropriate for the Government, as a significant player in the field of industial
relations, to give a lead in this area and to offer some incentives to the State's work force to
increase productivity. The Government certainly needs to look at those awards which clearly
deny workers any opportunity for achieving productivity increases. I do not confine that just
to areas of labour which produce a product; it can be transposed across a very broad spectrum
indeed.

I suggest to the Minister for Education that she look at the productivity of the people who
come within her domain, teachers.
Dr Alexander interjected.
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Mr COWAN: I have not seen any evidence of it. I have heard a bit of rhetoric about it. I
find it amazing that teachers, who work under a 36 hour award - and there are some former
teachers in this Parliament, who can correct me by way of interjection if I am wrong - work at
school in a classroom environment for something like 28 hours a week. About 31 hours are
allocated to classroom time, and we must remember that most teachers enjoy more than two
hours non-contact time each week.
Mr Strickland: That is when they work hardest.
Mr COWAN: [ would say that interjection is open to question, Mr Speaker.
Mr Ripper interjected.
Mr COWAN: I understood that it was. If the member can tell me that is the case, then that is
fine; but the truth is that they only work that period of time.
Dr Alexander- The teachers I know work longer hours than that.
Mr COWAN: I know some teachers very well and I know they work for some period of time
out of hours, but I can assure members that the period of time they work out of hours is
nowhere near enough to make up to a 38 hour week. I am pretty sure of that.
I suggest to the Minister for Education that she offer seine revenue neutral package that will
give teachers some productivity incentive and at the same time allow her to use teachers in a
way which will be far more responsive to the demands of society. I think the Minister would
do very well if she said to teachers, "We really do have to work a little longer in the
classroom." Seven per cent of teachers or support staff now supplied are there to compensate
for the non-contact time that is available to teachers. Perhaps the Minister could dispense
with them and say that teachers can expect to have non-contact time in those hours either
immediately prior to or immediately after school and, in addition, if they need any further
non-contact time they can use some of their holiday period for preparation of their programs
for the coming term.
Mr Parker: How many guards do you want us to provide you with when you leave the
building?
Mr COWAN: I think the Deputy Premier will find that my ideas have support, outside the
more radical elements within the teaching profession - and we must acknowledge there are
radical elements in every profession. If members want to call politics a profession there are
some radicals in this place; I suggest that most of them are on the other side of the House.
The truth of the matter is that many teachers are genuinely concerned about their profession
and about the product they are putting out at the end of the school year. I believe many of
them think the Minister is misappropriating the resources of her department by constantly
giving in to the demands of the militant sections of the Western Australian State School
Teachers Union and reducing their workload to the extent where it has become something of
a joke; and instead of concentrating on students the welfare of the teacher has become more
important. That will not be of any advantage at all to Western Australians because education
is certainly one of the greatest assets we can have.
Mr Hassell: What about those teacher-free days at the beginning of term? I saw your
questions about that.
Mr COWAN: That is another example.
The third goal of the Government in this Budget was to offer some family direction and to
give fur-ther assistance in the areas relating to community welfare services. I guess I have
said quite enough about education; but I will go a little further and say that it is only proper
that education should consume a very large proportion of the State's Budget, and there will
be no criticism from me or any of my colleagues about the percentage of the revenue of this
State that is expended in the area of education. However, we will question the efficiency
with which that vote is used. there are some inefficiencies within the system which really do
concern us.
I am quite sure that some of my colleagues will complain bitterly to the Minister for
Education about the lack of a rural education policy, especially agricultural education; the
failure of the Technical and Further Education service to meet the demands that are being
applied to it, again in rural areas; and the desires of that department to centralise things - for
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example, in Midland - rather than have a community college or even a TAPE college
operating somewhere in the area where the service is to be delivered.

Dr Lawrence: I do not want to divert you, but it is proposed that some of the agricultural
colleges would come under TAFE control.

Mr COWAN: The Minister is not diverting me at all. She will not have too great an
argument with us about that so long as she can guarantee the provision of the secondary
school component in those colleges as it is now, perhaps even with a greater refinement, with
the additional provision that one did not have to be streamed into agricultural education. In
other words, one could keep one's options open until year 12 and then make a choice and still
he able to attend an agricultural college. At the moment, as soon as one decides in year 10 to
go to an agricultural college one is locked into that decision - one cannot back out or get
Tertiary Entrance Examination accredited marks and go on to higher education. I believe -

and hope - that that is changing -

Dr Lawrence: It is.

Mr COWAN: - but in the past there was no question that one was locked into that decision,
and that has not attracted good students to agricultural colleges.
With regard to the welfare segment of the Government's family package, I have made the
comment before - and I think it is appropriate - that families are not really interested in
tokenism, but that that is die area in which the Government appears to have concentrated
some of its energies in welfare packages. Part of the Treasurer's Budget Speech indicated
that the Government had a three-pronged attack. Firstly, it would restrict electricity, gas and
water charges and bus fares to an avenage rise of no greater than seven per cent; secondly, it
would reduce the cost of registering a family car by $20; thirdly, it would offer an education
allowance of $50 for primary school children and $100 for those attending secondary school.
I see that as tokenism. Proof of that lies in the fadt that although we have seen a 165 per cent
increase in welfare appropriations in State Budgets over the last six years we still see in the
newspapers every day claims by people - who, one would assume, have some knowledge of
poverty, and of all those in need of welfare in this State - that poverty is on the rise and that
the demand by people needing welfare is increasing. Quite clearly there is a need for
examination of the delivery of welfare services in this State.

Mr Bradshaw: The Labor Party policy is sending people to the poor house.

Mr COWAN: I am not that involved with welfare, other than to examidne the expenditure of
this aspect of the Budget. My examination shows the increase over six years. If we had
received that increase one would assume we would receive the benefits. But the other day
the newspapers stated that poverty, and the demand for welfare, is something which is
affecting more and more families every week; Consequently, I suggest to the Goverrnent
and to the Minister involved with welfare matters that they look very closely at the efficiency
of Government departments which deliver wellfare services.

Mnother specific goal of the Government dealt with improving the effectiveness and
accountability of the Government itself. We,' have dealt with that. The paper entitled
"Investing for the Future" contains some very comnmendable guidelines and principles in
relation to the rules the Government should obey in assisting any investment in this State.
Unfortunately the fact is that all of the ministerial statements contained in that document were
forgotten by the Government in its business dealings. As stated in the Press this morning, the
horse has bolted; it has bolted weighed down by the millions of dollars contained in the
saddlebags. That is an accurate description of what has occurred in Western Australia over
the last two or three years.
I would like to touch on some other issues which are relevant to country Western Australia.
It should come as no surprise to the Minister for Transport that one of my colleagues' in
another place moved for the disallowance of the regulation which allows the Government to
raise the State fuiel levy by an additional 1 .50 a litre.

Mr Pearce: It comes as a great surprise. -

Mr COWAN: I did not think it would.

Mr Pearce: I was thunderstruck. I thought the Leader of the National Party asked for things
to bedone and we did them. I wasanmazed by the motion in the other place.
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Mr COWAN: I am pleased the Minister has interjected in that way because we did ask for
guarantees that the additional $30 million raised by the State fuel levy - that is, a
1.5g increase - would be allocated to road maintenance and construction.
Mr Pearce: It has been.
Mr COWAN: The Minister says that it has been but if we turn to the Supplementary Budget
Information, page 16. table 13, under Main Roads Department, we see Receits - Business
Franchise (Petroleum Products) Licence Fees $83 700 000, representing an increase of $30
million.
Mr Pearce: Absolutely.
Mr COWAN: Then we turn to Expenditure, remembering we said that money was to be
expended on roads and road maintenance and construction.
Mr Parker: As opposed to public transport. You did not specify where it should go.
Mr COWAN: I stated that dozens of times.
Mr Pearce: I accept that.
Mr COWAN: In the payments side of the table, under road construction and maintenance for
1988-89 die figure is $171 648 53 1; this year, the figure is $179 413 000. That is,
somewhere around $8 million allocated directly to road construction and maintenance. Then
we turn to the other body which constructs roads in Western Australia; that is, local
authorities. The increase in statutory grants to local authorities is between $8 million and
$8.5 million. So of the $30 million received by the Main Roads Department just over half
has in fact been allocated for road maintenance and construction; the balance has been
absorbed in the other expenditure items.
I put it to the Minister for Transport that the motion moved in the other place will languish on
the bottom of the Notice Paper and perhaps even be discharged the moment we receive an
indication that much of the other items can be properly allocated to road expenditure. Items
such as land acquisition, traffic services, and buildings will need to be identified.
Mr Pearce: Land acquisition means land acquisition for roads. The request put to us that all
the increased levy of 1.50 go to roads, and that there be a distribution between metropolitan
and city - to maintain the country position - has been met. This morning I offered to give a
fill moad program to the Leader of the National Party.
Mr COWAN: I accept that offer. But I want to make clear I will not stand and make
statements that the Government has not done this or not done that. The reason for moving for
the disallowance was that when we examined the Budget papers we saw that the receipts for
the Main Roads Department was $30 million; but when we looked at the expenditure side,
only half of that amount was allocated for moad construction and maintenance - either to the
Main Roads Department or through local authorities receiving statutory grants. We want to
know precisely where the other $15 million has gone. When we receive that information the
motion will be allowed to languish on the bottom of the Notice Paper or be discharged.
Mr Pearce: I appreciate that assurance although I consider it a breach of our agreement that it
was listed at all, until such time as the matter was discussed. The fact is that the money is
being spent on roads in the way the Leader of the National Party asked.
Mr COWAN: We wanted to be sure that we did not find that we could not take that action
due to too much time elapsing. On that basis we had to introduce the motion before we
reached discussion point. I give the Minister for Transport the commitment that when we
receive a proper explanation, the motion will be discharged or be allowed to languish on the
bottom of the Notice Paper.
Mr Pearce: The Leader of the National Party has misunderstood the Budget papers. I do not
blame him for that because -

Mr COWAN: I have not. I am saying that if the Government spends that much money for
land acquisition, and it is all in the metropolitan area, we will not be too impressed.
Mr Pearce: I understand that. But the reason for the misunderstanding of the Budget papers
is because the Leader of the National Party thinks they are the same ftom year to year. Many
recoups and end-of-year jugglings arm involved - not in the trust ind but in the other. That

1904 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 6 September 19891 10

makes it difficult to understand. That is why one needs to look at the whole of the roads
program. As I said outside the House, I had a half an hour explanation this morning to make
sure that everything is kosher. I am satisfied that it is, but the explanation is not the one the
member has given to the House.
Mr COWAN: I would be pleased to bear the different explanation, and then we will take
appropriate action.
Another issue I wish to address is a hardy annual, regional development. Once again the
regional development authorities which have been established in the State of Western
Austrlia, and which cover a small area of this State, have attracted an appropriation of $6
million. I refer to the Great Southern Development Authority, the South West Development
Authority, and the Geraldton Mid-West Development Authority. I do not begrudge those
authorities the funds allocated to them for expenditure within those regions. However, [ say
that the Government is establishing a bureaucracy which is totally unnecessary, and one
which is siphoning off fax too much of those funds so that the efficiency with which this
Government is promoting regional development has been seriously impaired.
The other important point I want to make is that while the three development authorities are
attracting $6 million, the rest of the State, which includes the Kimberley, the Pilbara,
Kalgoorlie and the majority of the agricultural region attracts $3.5 milo.If we are going to
promote regional development in this State - I acknowledge that, under the termis that were
used once by, I think, the Minister for Mines, we can no longer afford to have regional
development per se; we have changed our policy to one of focused development and I have
told everybody that that is another expression for political pork-barrelling - what is wrong
with the Kimberley, the Pilbara, Kalgoorlie and the agricultural regions of Western Australia?
Why should they be discriminated against? Why can we not establish a level playing field?
Why should we allocate $6 million to three statutory authorities for regional development and
allocate only half of that amount to the rest of the State which contains such important
regions as those I have mentioned?
In any sense of fairness, the Ministers responsible for regional development in this State -
there are three of them - should bang their beads in shame because there has been such
discrimination against those areas that I have mentioned. The Government should have
redressed that situation in the Budget because I made the same complaint last year and there
has been no change.
I welcome the added funding for regional development. However, I caution the Minister
because he is creating bureaucracies which syphon off funds for regional development and
prevent them from going where they deserve to go. The funds are not being allocated in a
fair and equitable way and the Government is neglecting some of the areas of Western
Australia which make a very significant contribution to the economic welfare of this State.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [3.43 pm]: I have great pleasure in speaking in this Budget
debate on one small positive aspect of a very positive Budget; that is, our commitment to an
area of social justice - women's health. The Australia Labor Party's record in women's
health is impressive. A commitment to women has been made at the party level in the
formulation of our policies and at a Government level in our election commitments to
improve the status of health of women and to improve services to women. Those
conmitments have been made because we have been listening to women who have told us
what they need and want.
Developments in health and social policy provide the kind of State and national health
policies that we now have for women. The World Health Organisation's initiatives, as well
as a social health perspective on women's health, mean that we consider not only the medical
aspects of our health, but also those aspects related to our economic and social status.
Whether we do paid work or not and whether we are poor or rich, women still have the same
kinds of health needs. I think the State Government can be very proud of the way in which it
has responded to the consultations it has had with women around this State. The Federal
Government has also consulted with a million women throughout Australia.
We are interested in health. However, the focus of health care systems is illness. We know
that about 45 per cent of the Federal health budget goes into medical services, 20 per cent
into hospital services and about 12 per cent into pharmaceutical services. There is, therefore,
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a focus on illness rather than on health and that focus act as a major obstacle to the
development of responsive health care practices and to health care in general.
Women tell us that they want a preventive focus for health and that they want a holistic
service that will'take account of all of their experiences. It is very salutary to listen to the
experiences of old women who tell us about their lives and how they lived with men who
were good or bad, drank alcohol or did not drink alcohol, or were violent or caring.
However, they told us repeatedly chat they were ignorant about their childbirth experiences
and about their own sexuality. They feel that women have come a long way since their time.
Sonieis I wonder! One thing that is important to them and their memories was the
importance of die memories of their grandparents. They are concerned now that they are
grandparents and that they and children of primary school age do not have an
intergenerational focus in perspective. That focus is tremendously important for health if we
think of health as being about wellbeing rather than about the absence of disease. Women
see factors such as these as important to health.
However, we bnow some things about women's illness as well, A whole body of research
studies and Government reports document the disproportionate burden of ill health that has
been borne by women throughout their lives compared with men.
Women asked our party to make a commitment to health care services. From 1984 onwards,
our Ministers, firstly Ian Taylor and now Keith Wilson, have listened to women throughout
this State. In 1985, the Government began examining the adequacy of existing health
services and looked at how our responses could be more sensitive to the needs of what
women were telling it. We know, for instance, that 56 per cent of all discharges from
hospitals in Western Australia are of women. Those same women too often tell us that their

experiences in hospital were not positive- They said they did not receive the information they
wanted or needed, piocedures and treatments were performed without their informed consent,
and they did not feel that they participated in their care, whether it was care for surgery or
care for childbirth. We know that reproductive health is essential to our lives, as is control of
fertility and sexual health. We know two things about women and services: The first is that
women are largely the responsible members of their families accessing health services, not
only for themselves, but also for their children, their husbands, and their in-laws.
*We know that many women - women I am sure we have all met in our constituency offices -
are the chief providers of care for elderly and/or dependent relatives. It is very moving to be
confronted by these courageous women who are looking after elderly, perhaps senile and
incontinent relatives. They are absolutely housebound and we have started moving, in
recognition of this, to a range of respite services for those women. Women are also the
people who care for disabled and handicapped children.
In 1985 we undercook a review and a report was accepted by the then Minister for Health, Mr
Ian Taylor, and by the current Minister, Mr Keith Wilson. The policy unit established in the
Department of Health signals a continuing Government commitment, a commitment which is
made clear in our achievements and in the Budget.
Over two years, from 1986, the State Government's spending on women's health increased
from $750 000 to over $3.2 million. A women's cancer prevention unit has been established.
A pilot project has been implemented to screen women over 45 years of age, when they are
most vulnerable, for breast cancer in urban areas. The project will soon be established in
nralW areas and later in remote areas. Women are encouraged to come forward for cervical
cancer checks.
We know that breast cancer is the highest cause of cancer-related deaths among women.
Unfortunately it is soon to be overtaken by lung cancer due to people's smoking habits. Most
women who present with breast cancer, present at a late stage. However, mammography can
detect breast cancer before a woman can feel a lumnp. The treatments which have been
refined in Swedish clinics are applikabe to women in Western Australia. We want to get to
these cancers before they get a ,chance to grow and while there is access to the kind of
treatnent chat will prevent death from breast cancer. Similarly, we know that women who
present with cervical cancer and die from it very often have not had a Pap smear which again
provides an early detection means and early treatment.
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We have established a number of community based women's health groups. Not only the
Women's Health Care House in Perth, but also die multicultural health centre at Fremantle
and similar health centres in Whitford and the Goldfields.

Sexual assault referral centres have been established in the regional cities of Bunbuiy and
Geraldton. Only last Friday I was fortunate to have the opportunity to visit the centre at
Geraldton. It is appropriate at this stage to commend the work of the women who rum these
services. Beside the comfort and care they give to the women who need it they also provide
feedback to the Government about how severe those problems are in the community.

A number of small grants are available for local projects, particularly for groups involving
non-English speaking women, Aboriginal women and small self-help groups.
Domestic violence is a huge public health problem. A study in Queensland costed the public
costs for 20 women victims at $1.166 million and the highest component of that cost, almost
$400 000, was for those 20 women's health care.
It has been said before that Western Australia has led the way in health promotion. I have
had the pleasure of being involved in many of the health promotion campaigns targeted
specifically at women and I refer to the "Quit" campaign and campaigns which the
Government has signalled to prevent young women from smoking. Those campaigns are at
the top of the prevention agenda. The Government ran a successful campaign on women and
tranquillisers; involving a two pronged approach to make women and their prescribers aware
of the addictive nature of so-called minor tranquillisers.

A "Drinksafe" campaign has been directed at both men and women. It tries to establish in
women's minds and knowledge the discrepancies between our bodies and our physiology in
order to recognise that women can drink only half the quantities that men can drink if they
want to drink safely.

A campaign will soon be launched, aimed specifically at young women, to promote
prevention techniques for chlamydia which is a viral infection that is sexually transmitted and
may be one of the main causes of infertility. Of course, with health promotion programs it is
important to run parallel campaigns for services providers in order that not only medical
practitioners, but also community nurses, health educationists and school teachers can
reinforce the message that people can take charge of their health and fitness provided the
structural mrange ments are appropriate.
Members will be aware that a Select Commnittee recently investigated all forms of assisted
human reproduction. It is important to acknowledge the work that has been undertaken by
various people, and that legislation will be introduced to protect the safety of women who
undergo programs for in vitro fertilisation, as well as the welfare of any children born of
those programs.

A few months ago the Government conmenced a review of obstetrics, gynaecology and
neonatal services in this State because women had signalled, through their changing
expectation of health services and their desire for less medication, particularly in their
birthing experiences, that the services needed to be reviewed as a whole. All those services
are interlinked and one cannot look at obstetric services without looking at neonatal service
or, for that matter, gynaecological services.

It was salutary for the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Yvonne Henderson, and me when we
organised a consultation for local women in our electorates one Sunday afternoon to
encourage them to take part in this review. What women are saying around Australia was
said in the heart of the electorates of Kenwick and Gosnells that Sunday afternoon. Women
do not know how to access information especially when barriers are put up by medical
practitioners. Women are finding that their choices for birthing experiences are very limited
and medical practitioners are reluctant to give them information about how they may find
access to a midwife, how they may make arrangements about breast feeding if they need to
return to work, or about the kinds of expectations they should have for their delivery and post
delivery experiences.

Women also told us about their experiences in having hysterectomies that seemed to them, in
die end, to have been unnecessary. Many of the women who spoke to us had consented to
hysterectomy almost unknowingly. The issue of informed consent of medical service is
important for any patient, but it seems particularly critical for women where it can affect our
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whole view of ourselves. This has implications, of course, for medical practice and medical
education.
Last year Choice magazine conducted a review of maternity hospital practices which was
published in its magazine. It contained information about the experiences of a thousand
women who had babies throughout Australia. They found that medical intervention was the
rule, depending very much on the attitude of the obstetrician. Practices in the States varied
tremendously. We know that there will be more inductions, more forceps deliveries, more
Caesarean sections if one lives in the city rather than in the country, if one goes to an
obstetrician rather than having a midwife, and, of course, if one is privately insured. They
found in Western Australia, for instance, that 40 per cent of all deliveries were induced,
whereas in New South Wales 30 per cent were. In Western Australia nearly 60 per cent of
women had an episiotomny - that is, a perineal cut to allow the baby's bead to come through -
but in New South Wales only 45 per cent of women had an episiotomy. There is no physical
difference between the women in New South Wales and the women in Western Australia; the
differences are in medical practices, but the women, whether they are in New South Wales or
in Western Australia, feel that they should be able to ask their doctors what to expect and to
have those wishes respected.
We know also that women were horrified to learn that, against their wishes, babies received
supplementary feeding when they were trying to establish lactation. Their feeding was being
complemented in the nursery at night. The Choice people matched their analysis against
World Health Organisation recommendations made in 1985 and found very clearly that in
Australia we are just not delivering the kind of health care that women want where they have
greater control, more informed choices and more options available to them.
As I said previously, the challenges are for providers, as well as for the women, and these
issues about informed consent are tremendously important. A scandal was uncovered in
Tasmania where anaesthetised women had been subjected to vaginal examination by medical
students who needed the practice. No consent had been given. I do not know what the
incidence is or was in Western Australia, but women certainly need to be able to give consent
to any student participation in their care and treatment.
If one is to be able to expect women to give informed consent to procedures, to tests or for
drugs it means that the medical practitioner has to take a very intelligent approach and be able
to speak in language the woman is well able to comprehend, and must be able to take the time
to listen because, as I have said previously, particularly in the matter of surgery for women,
the outcome of that surgery will affect that woman's self conception very much if her
sexuality or physical appearance is altered.
It is critical for women to have access to information in plain English, or in plain language if
her language is other than English, language which is sensitive not only to her gender but also
to her class and culture. Some of the most important values in the Muslim culture, the Italian
culture and dhe South American and Australian cultures are attached to our sexuality and any
information should be sensitive to that and should be available in a variety of media, whether
in pamphlets, one-to-one discussions, tapes, or audio presentations. Women want to
participate in their own care, and informed consent is one aspect of that participation.
Women should be able, for instance, to have a support person present when they have a
pelvic examination, or a breast examination, and they should not be asked for informed
consent when they are not dressed. People must be aware at all times that they should
maintain a woman's dignity. Clinics need to be opened after hours if women are to
participate in their own health care. It may be the case, for instance, that it is not appropriate
for a woman to reveal to her employer that she wants to go to the King Edward Memorial
Hospital antenatal clinic because she has niot yet told her employer that she is pregnant. It
would be much easier for such women if antenatal services were available out of working
hours.
Of course, we have now ensured that there is community representation and women on
hospital boards. I believe that is really critical. The Federal Government has recently
launched its policy on women's health and the specific health issues which receive major
comment numbered seven and are: Reproductive health and sexuality; the health of ageing
women; women's emotional and mental health; violence against women; occupational health
and safety; the health needs of women as carets; and the health effects of sex role
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stereotyping. It is important to understand that advertising uses sex role stereotypes and that
something like that may well be at the bottom of the huge numbers of young women who
have eating disorders of one kind or another. The Federal policy is really in accord with
international recommendations, but we need high level political commitment and the
commitment of key health agencies to act as a catalyst in making the health care system
responsive.
Members should know that the Australian Bureau of Statistics will be conducting a survey on
women's health and women's health care services throughout Australia from October this
year and will be particularly concerned to collect information, which will be confidential,
about screening techniques and services for breast and cervical cancer to establish the
prevalence of women who have had a hysterectomy to investigate the relationship between
health risks and the use of oral contraceptives and interutefine devices and to establish the
relationship between breast feeding and the health of women. The State Government has, of
course, given a commitment to the Federal Government to participate and be a partner in
these Federal initiatives.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! A large number of conversations are going on around the
Chamber, some of which are extremely audible, from this point at least, and they make it
very difficult to hear the speaker on her feet. I ask members, if they must indulge in
conversations, either to have loud conversations outside the Chamber or keep the level of
conversation down so that the speaker can be heard.
Dr WATSON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. It must be my dulcet tones. We women
regard King Edward Memorial Hospital as our hospital. It was opened on 6 July 1916 by
Hon John Scaddan. Labor has always had a commitment to women's health. That hospital
was built during his premiership and opened just before he lost Govemnment. Matron Eleanor
Harvey and 10 midwives conducted business from day one, and anybody who has had any
contact with King Edward will appreciate the fundamental role ft has played in women's
health care services. I want to put forward an argument for King Edward Hospital to be more
involved in women's health care and maintenance.
King Edward Hospital is currently at the crossroads. This is as a result of the review of
obstetrics and gynaecology to which I referred earlier. Free standing maternity hospitals
throughout the world are particularly vulnerable just now, and they are seen in some circles
as being uneconomidc and anachronistic. Closures and amalgamations have been forced, and
this has led to even further fragmentation and inequities. The continual emphasis is on
intervention rather than on prevention.
There are a number of options for King Edward at the moment. It has 219 beds, and its
budget last year was $42 million. It would be a tragedy if King Edward's services were split
up and divided between the Queen Elizabeth Medical Centre, Princess Margaret Hospital,
and the various teaching hospitals. That might suit medical providers, but I can assure
members of this House that it would not suit women. An expansion of facilities and services
on its present site is something that our Government should consider so that we can bear our
goals for a women's health policy before us to improve the health and wellbeing of all
women and encourage the health system to be more responsive.
Mr Court: May I tell you one of the problems with King Edward? Before Medicare came in,
it used to have a lot of private patients and private doctors. Now it has nearly all public
patients.
Dr WATSON: It is a public hospital.
Mr Court: Hang on. Nearly all its doctors now are on King Edward's payroll, and they have
trouble recruiting good staff to man the hospital.
Dr WATSON: Let me tell the Deputy Leader of the Opposition how I think King Edward
should go.
Mr Court: Do you agree with that?
Dr WATSON: I do not agree with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's philosophical
basis.
Mr Wilson: They are having trouble getting them.

1909



Mr Court: So has every other hospital; that is as a result of the health system.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Dr WATSON: King Edward is a centre of excellence now, and it should maintain that
position and become more involved in the prevention and early detection of disease.
Technological advances have made a difference to dhe care it can offer, and will continue to
do so. At the same time the hospital will continue to provide a quality service. Certain
services might need to be reorganised. For instance, cervical screening and mammography
services for die State might become centralised at King Edward, and the expertise built up
there and through teaching and die development of techniques could be used in suburban,
regional and rural centres. In the same way genetic and pregnancy screening services might
be developed there. It is certainly necessary to expand such services as the gynaecology
cancer services, as well as menopause clinics and adolescent pregnancy health clinics.
Adolescent pregnancy is a terrible tragedy, for the girls involved, for their babies, and for
their future educational and economic status. The sexual assault referral centre is there, at
present in a house in Barker Road, Subiaco, and as chairman of the domestic violence
committee I would like to see some violence counselling, along with the SARC services,
being available for women.
Some new services could be incorporated at King Edward. An independent birthing service
could be developed, either there or adjacent to dhat campus, to which midwives and general
practitioners would have access. If complications arose - and high risk patients could be
identified beforehand - they would be very close to the high technology which would be
required.
Increasingly children, or the woman's husband or partner, are being involved in birthing, and
this would be an ideal place for families to participate. It would be very good and positive to
have something along the lines of women's health information services there, perhaps even
on a 24 hour basis, where women could have access to information about breast feeding. It is
tremendously important that not only should we promote breast feeding as being best for
mothers and their babies, but also we should assist women to achieve that aim. We would
then be able to run a campaign out of such a centre to promote, support and assist women to
breast feed.
Post partum depression has increasingly been accorded the importance it deserves, and
women, their spouses or their parents, who need information about that problem should have
access to it on a 24 hour basis. Responsibility for outreach services and outreach education
could be developed on every aspect of women's health and child bearing at the King Edward
campus. I recently visited King Edward Memorial Hospital while I was a member of a Select
Committee; I have also spoken to administrators there, and more recently I spoke with Neal
Blewett when the Federal women's campaign was launched.
There is no doubt that the buildings are outmoded; 'A' block was built in 1939 and the north
and west wings were added in 1962. so I guess we would be looking at some pretty
substantial commitments by way of a Capital Works Program for new and satisfactory wards
which are in line with the expectations of women now. However, whatever else a women's
hospital needs, all its buildings and services must have child care facilities.
One of the functions of a hospital like King Edward is in teaching health services providers
and post graduate students. If they are going to be responsive to the needs of women at
primary, secondary and tertiary stages of care King Edward should set the highest standards
in teaching the kind of sensitivity and responsiveness required and expected by women. The
focus at King Edward, as I see it, should be on the kind of health related issues critical to
women, not only reproductive health care and sexuality but also the health of ageing women,
our emotional and mental health and our needs as carers. A social and not a medical model
must prevail. I think this plan is a sensible proposal. Our Budget will provide some first
steps towards it. It is not driven by medical administrators nor health economists, but by
women and sensitive care providers. A centre of excellence would not be recognised only for
the services it provides but also for its responsiveness to women's needs, for facilitating their
access, for a philosophy of participation from now on in any planning that might be done, for
information readily available in language easily understood, and in presenting a range of
choices.
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Pant of that responsiveness will be achieved with more realistic and sensitive teaching of all
health service providers, of medical students and obstetricians, of student nurses and
midwives, and of social work students and practising social workers. I think it would be cost
effective. We are committed to prevention and health promotion as being a cost effective
means of reducing the misery of illness. I think it would be a tremendous memorial to a
progressive Labor Government in providing social justice for women in an area of our
personal lives which means so much to all of us - that is, our health.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Nicholls.

MOTION - PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT
Premier's Document Tabling - Non-Disclosure

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [4.24 pm]:. I move -

That this House notes die documnents tabled by the Premier last week concerning the
petrochemical project, and also notes that the same do not disclose all transactions
entered into by the Government as claimed by the Premier, but observes &mat these
documents, the public record and statements made by the Premier and Deputy
Premier (especially those miade by the Premier on the 6WP Des Guilfoyle programme
on Tuesday 5 September 1989) very clearly establish a continuing course oE.wilfuj
and unethical non disclosure, suppression arid dishonesty.

No doubt in a moment the Premier - once he has returned from shoring up his failing
numbers - will come back and say to the House, "The Government has heard it all before and
does not want to debate this sort of issue; it is time we got on to some new issues." Let me
remind the House of what the Liberal Opposition said at the outset of this session: This
session of Parliament is predominantly about one thing only, and that is the credibility of the
Premier of Western Australia. The credibility of the Premier is on the line and at test, and
everything which has happened during the past week and a half has heightened the
widespread community concern about that credibility. The Premier's credibility is also
doubted, as tonight's Daily News says, within his own ranks. The motion refers to the fact
that many documents have not been tabled. It also refers to the comment made by the
Premier on the 6WF Des Guilfoyle radio program yesterday. The Premier said, in effect, that
the Government had tabled all of the documents in relation to the petrochemidcal issue.
That is clearly not the case as even the simplest examination of the evidence presented to
Parliament indicates. As I said yesterday one of the fundamental aspects of this whole
campaign - the Rothwells-Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd rescue - is what the Government
did at the outset in relation to its enticement of Bond Corporation into that arrangement. That
goes right to the core of the point I raised yesterday in Parliament - which was not answered
by the Minister for Tourism - that is, the letter of assurance he signed and gave to Bond
Corporation, which is referred to in the Beckwith Press statement of 31 August. Let me
rem-ind the House of a couple of essential and important points: The National Companies and
Securities Commission in relation to the Bell bid required Bond to make a total bid rather
than the 40 per cent limited bid in association with the State Government Insurance
Commission on 2 June. The National Companies and Securities Commission report was
made public on 6 June and that program was then entered into. It certainly was not the July
documentation which the Minister tried to refer to as being tabled here in Parliament last
night; and it was the only document tabled which had any reference to Mr Grill in that regard.
It was indeed, just as Mr Beckwith has claimed, a letter of assurance from Mr Grill enticing
Bond Corporation to enter into support for Rodiwells. Why would Bond Corporation, which
at that time did not have an exposure to Rothwells but which did have some financial
concerns, suddenly put $100 million into Rothwells - into what could have been described a
fringe financier - a major investment for any company, even Bond Corporation?
Why would Bond suddenly do that, at a time when the company was forced by the NCSC to
take over the balance of the Bell Group? The reasop Bond did that is quite clear: The ,
Government of Western Australia was a party to that deal, and said that it was not necessary
to take over the other 20 per cent of Bell, provided that Bond put $ 100 million into Rothwells
and was given a letter of assurance. That is exactly what happened and the Minister cannot
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even recall - or claims he cannot recall - doing that deal. I bet he can recall what he was
doing in relation to the work being done in the last couple of days to try to topple the
Premier. Yesterday the Minister could not remember how many letters he had signed and
could not remember whether he sent one in relation to a major $100 million deal referred to
on 31 August by Mir Beckwith in a statement that was subject to the most widespread
publicity and concern in Western Australia the Minister could not even remember it!
That document has not been tabled. I put it to the House that it is a document that is not
likely to be tabled, either. It will be interesting to hear what the Minister says about that if
and when he retuns to the Chamber. lt is alitlelike theR & IBank disclosure when he said
he did not approach the R & I Bank but had to come into the Chamber sheepishly the next
day and say that he had. That was one of the "guarantee guarantees" about which we have
been talking. This is very important as it gets right to the central core of the whole debate on
the credibility of the Government and its enticement of Bond Corporation. We can see from
all of the documents that have been tabled that the statement made by the Premier on 6WF is
in direct contravention to what Bond says. All of the documentation has served to underpin
Bond Corporation and to give the Government a free ride because at that time the
Government needed Bond Corporation desperately to get over the election.
Right at the centre of all that debate is the Solicitor General's advice in relation to the
guarantee. That was also referred to by Mr Beckwith. Do we see that advice tabled in this
House? The Premier said that he does not have to table the Solicitor General's advice
because it is quoted in the Burt Commurission report. The report refers to it in about three
sentences and then goes on to say that it doubts the advice of the Solicitor General; this is
advice that the Government clearly used to entice the support of Bond Corporation and to
reassure it at that time that the deals they were doing were appropriate and adequate. Once
again, is the advice from the Crown Solicitor and the Solicitor General on the Table? This
advice goes to the core of this whole debate. I can tell members that it is not tabled, yet the
Premier - and I have heard him say it more than once - said yesterday that he had tabled all of
the documents. That is simply untrue. I have already prepared a list of 10 further documents
which I believe need to be tabled in the Parliament to provide infonmation and an indication
as to the real position in this whole affair, and these are matters that will be the subject of an
amendment to a motion in another House. The documents to which I refer are the advice
tendered by Peter Wiese during October 1987 and the other advice I have mentioned. The
full details of the State Energy Commission of Western Australia support arrangement which
was proposed, in which the price of gas was reduced to zero as reported by Peter Beckwith,
are not known. Clearly the Government has been very selective in its tabling of documents
and did not include the information that could allow a proper judgment on the matter.
Moving to the very vexed question - vexed from the Government's point of view, not from
the Opposition's - of the guarantees, once again we see the Premier perpetuating the untruth
on 6WF yesterday. The second point is that the Premier agreed to provide interim funding
for the project. I quote from the transcript of the radio program -

...the Government could make sure a viable project was put together as they did not
want to see the project ride on the back of a Government guarantee.

I do not know whether the Premier does not understand plain English or he is trying to
deliberately mislead. The Premier knew at the time that the advice, given to him by the
Government agency's key financial adviser, indicated that his claims were unfounded. The
Opposition has pointed that out to the Premier over and over again that that guarantee was a
fundamental prerequisite of success in this project.
Let me quote again from the very important section of the First Boston report. I remind all
members to cast their minds back, or to read Hansard, to see the strength to which the
D3eputy Premier and the Premier gave to the First Boston report as a justification for the
investment in this deal. I quote -

First Boston considers the Government financial support arrangements as adding
material support to the financing prospects of the project. Without such contingent
WA Goverment support the 100 per cent debt financing for PICL cannot be
arrantged.
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It does not say "may not", it says 'cannot be arranged". Those are very clear wardt. The
final part of the paragraph reads as follows -

With the support there is good reason to anticipate a successful financing, subject to
our earlier comments concerning the need for construction and operational
management for PICL.

The report was released in September of last year, by die Government's own financial
adviser. Yet the Premier said yesterday that the Government went into the project in the way
it did because it did not want the project to ride on the back of a Government guarantee.
Thene was only one way that dhe project could succeed, and that was on the back of a
Government guarantee. The opinion of Brian Pit can be read in The Australian or in the
transcript of the 6WF "Drivetime" program. Brian Pith said that all the things contained in
the First Boston report indicate clearly that the project had no equity, only $400 million worth
of blue sky. It had no substance at all and the Government of Western Australia had to add
some because it wanted to entice Bond Corporation into the project. However, all of the
substance was borrowed as it was given as a Government guarantee. This is categorically
indicated in the First Boston report. Again. I quote -

Without such contingent WA Government support the 100 per cent debt financing for
PICL cannot be arranged.

Yet the Premier continues to spread the untruth of it all. The Premier repeats over and over
that there was no guarantee. The Premier said on the radio yesterday that the Government
owned WA Government Holdings.
Again, let me rmind the House that the Premier seems to think that the tabling of the
documents in this House washes him clean of all responsibility. In other words, the fact that
he has tabled the documents means that all is okay. I remind him that all is not okay. The
tabling of the documents indicates that the statements he made yesterday, the day before that,
last October, November, December, and January and February of this year are not true.
Members need only read his letter and the letter of his deputy in which they clearly referred
to a specific matter. 1 quote from the Deputy Premier's letter in which he said -

I refer to our telephone conversation on the weekend concerning the Treasurer's
guarantee to WAGH to back up the funding of P.I.C.L....

His letter clearly refers to what the guarantee was all about. The Premier's letter was
addressed to the Directors of Petrochemical Industries Ltd. not to WA Government Holdings
Ltd. The Premier continues to deliberately perpetate an untruth. As I said earlier, he
believes the tabling of the documents is enough to wash his soul clean. I can assure you, Mr
Speaker, it is not and the Opposition does not intend to let the matter rest.
If that is not enough, let us refer to the documentation which was tabled by the Premier and
how some of it compares with the comments made by the Premier on 6WP. I need refer to
only one of those documents - I read a few last night, but one has to look only as far as the,
"Cash Deficiency Deed"; the title says it all - between WA Government Holdings Ltd and
Petrochemnical Industries Ltd and sealed by them on Friday, 27 January, just before the State
election. One need refer only to the title of the document, not the content, to ask whether it is
a dead which authorises PRL to put cash into WAGH if it finds itself in difficulty. Hardly; it
is a deed to underwrite, from WAGH's point of view, the cash deficiency in the
petrochemical project. In other words, as Des Guilfoyle correctly said on his program, it is a
guarantee. We have heard about a letter of comfort and many other things, but what is a
"Cash Deficiency Deed"?
Mrs Edwardes: It is verbal gymnastics.
Mr MacICINNON: Yes, it is verbal gymnastics.
The document refers to support for financial obligations and also to support for ancillary
financial obligations, and it states, irrevocably and unconditionally, that any cash shortfall of
the petrochemical project will be picked up by WAGHE That is what is called a guarantee.
The Premier and the Deputy premier say, '"That is only in the worst possible case and if they
do have a shortfall." However, there is no time limit on the deed. It does not state that it is
valid for six months or 12 months, or that it involves $1 000 or $1 million. It is a blank
cheque - a total underwriting of that project for both the financial and ancillary obligations.
"1021-10
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I repeat char the tabling of the documents does not cleanse the soul of the Premier. The
tabling of the documents has proved, without doubt, that what the Premier said prior to the
election and, more importantly, what he continues to say is totally without foundation. In
fact, the documents cabled in this Parliament are contrary to his statements, yet he continues,
both within this House and publicly, to perpetrate that untrut
It has been difficult for the media and the Opposition to get a handle on this stack of
documents. I have quoted from a couple of the documents today to prove the point the
Opposition has outlined in its motion. There is absolutely no doubt whatsoever that the
Premier deliberately continues to mislead; at every available opportunity the Opposition will
highlight exactly that. The Opposition wants to make sure that the Premier's credibility is put
to the test and that he understands that the game is up and the time has come when he can no
longer indulge in verbal gymnastics. The facts are on the Table of the House. We have
given dit facts and the reason for the cabling of other documents to our colleagues and our
National Party colleagues in the Legislative Council and they will move a motion in that
House which, we hope, will ensure that the truth comes out. When it does come out the
Premier should not continue to deceive the public as he has done.
I urge members to support the motion.
MR HTASSELL (Cotcesloe) [4.46 pm]: I second the motion moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. As die Leader of the Opposition said in his opening remarks the continuing issue
before this Parliament and before the public of Western Australia is the honesty of the
Government of Western Australia, the honesty of the Premier, and the honesty of the Deputy
Premier. That simple honesty is lacking. The central issue which has been raised time and
again is whether guarantees were given by the Government to the petrochemical project. I
say, without any equivocation whatsoever, that the Western Australian Government gave a
guarantee to the petrochemical project. The denial of the existence of those guarantees by the
Premier and the Deputy Premier, whether it be a direct denial or a denial by saying that the
guarantees were given to WA Government Holdings Ltd, is a deliberate falsehood.
The Leader of the Opposition referred to a document, signed a few days before the State
election, called the 'Cash Deficiency Deed". On the same day, 27 January 1988, and in
secrecy another associated document called the "Deed of Undertaking" was signed between
WAGH and Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd and it is tabled paper No. 266T. Clause (6) of
that deed states -

FINANCIAL CAPABILITY OF WAGH.
As soon as practicable after the execution of this Deed, WAGH shall procure that:-
(a) the Treasurer of the State of Western Australia, for and on behalf of the said

State, or his nominee, shall advance a sum of not less than $100,000,000 to
WAGH for the purpose. of enabling WAGH to fulfil its obligations under this
Deed and under the Cash Deficiency Deed and on termns which provide that
the said sum will not in any circumstances, other than the lawful termination
of this Deed, be repayable or repaid prior to the Actual Final Maturity Date;

Thai is the first thing: A commitment of $100 million six days before die State election
which was neveir announced and it was repeatedly denied by the Premier and the Deputy
Premier.
Subclause (b) of clause (6) of that deed of undertaking states -

As soon as practicable after the execution of this Deed, WAGH shall procure that:-
the Treasurer of the State of Western Australia, for and on behalf of the said
State, shall issue a guarantee under section 5 of the Northern Mining
Corporation (Acquisition) Act 1983 in respect of the financial obligations of
WAGH hereunder which guarantee shall be in the form of the draft annexed
and marked "A".

There is the guarantee which appeared in the documents tabled in this House. The incredible
dishonesty is a central and continuing issue in this matter. It cannot be debated too often. It
cannot be repeated too often, because the people of Western Australia, slowly but surely, will
be led to understand that they have a Premier and a Deputy Premier who have cheated and
.deceived, and a Government which has been elected on the basis of absolute fraud.
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Mr Peter Dowding: That is not very nice.
Mr HASS ELL: It may not be nice, and I agree that it is not, but the Premier perpetrated that
fraud.
Mr Peter Dowding: Rubbish!
?& HASSELL I give the Premier the opportunity to tell us now on what day prior to the
election did he announce the existence of those agreements or of that guarantee.
Mr Peter Dowding: The Opposition spent hundreds of thousands, if not millions, of dollars
trying to persuade the community to its point of view.
Mr HASSELL: When did the Premier announce the existence of that guarantee before the
election?
Mr Peter Dowding: If there is a fraud here, it is the member for Cottesice.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier has an opportunity to answer a simple question about his
credibility: When did he announce die existence of that guarantee before the election?
Mr Peter Dowding: Does the member for Cottesloe want me to put on my Peter Wright hat
and sunglasses and make an announcement?
Mr HASSELL: They called Mr Turnbull "Dollar catcher" and the Premier might well be
called some other names that would rhyme with that.
Mr Peter Dowding: Now the member for Cottesloc is having a go at Mr Turnbull, is he?
Mr HASSELL: I am certainly having a go at M~r Turnbull.
Mr Peter Dowding: Why is that? Why are you having a go at Mr& Turnbull?
Mr HASSELL: I am here to ask questions of the Premier. I will repeat my question to the
Premier Tell us one occasion on which the Premier or the Deputy Premier before the
election announced the existence of the guarantees.
Mrt Peter Dowding: Oo on, make your speech.
Mr HASSELL: Tell us one occasion, any date. The Premier signed these documents on 27
January; when did he announce the guarantee? When did he tell the public, which was about
to vote on his Government, that he had signed the guarantees?
Mr Peter Dowding: The member for Cottesloc knows perfectly well that the people who
perpetrated the fraud were members opposite and that is why the community will not accept
the Opposition.
Mrt HASSELL: Let it be noted that the Premider has had the opportunity over and over again
to tell us of one occasion between 28 July 1988 and 4 February 1989 when he or his deputy
announced to the public that there were guarantees. Never once in all of that period before
the people voted did this Government tell those people of the obligations that had been
entered into. Never once were those obligations announced. Never once did the Government
of this State tell die public that this Government, which was saying to people, "We will fulfil
the Burt Commission's recommendations in their entirety," had entered into guarantees!
M Peter Dowding: We made it quite clear to the public that when all of the transactions
were completed, when the project had been financed, there would be a full disclosure of
arrangements.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier has had an opportunity five times in five minutes to say when,
prior to the election, he told the people that guarantees were given. Not only did he and his
deputy not tell the people that there were guarantees, but also they both denied that there
were guarantees.
Mlr Peter Dowding: The member for Cottesloe knows perfectly well what we did.
?r HASSELL: They did something that everybody outside of this Parliament would call
"telling lies". They did it over and over again.
Mr Peter Dowding: Neither my deputy nor I did that, and the member for Cotteslee should
withdraw that remark.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I realise how carefully the member for Conesloc framed the
statement he just made and on that basis I will not demand a withdrawal. However, I will
make a request similar to the one I made earlier. I do not like that word; it has been
considered on many occasions to be unparliamentary and it seenms to me to be unnecessarily
devious to find a way of using it which may or may not dupe parliamentary practice. I think
it is much better if we do not use it at all.
Mr H-ASSELL: I will certainly avoid using the word. I am not canvassing your ruling, Mr
Speaker, but it is very difficult in a serious debate of this nature, when that is the appropriate
English word to use to describe certain conduct, to not use that word; it makes a mockery of
this place. I am prepared to go outside of this Parliament and call the Premier and his deputy
by that word anywhere at any rime because the evidence is absolutely on the table. I
challenge them to sue me for doing so. The fact is that when the Premier spoke on the Des
Guilfoyle program yesterday he repeatedly and dishonestly misled and told untruths about
what happened. I will put a few more questions to the Premier relating to his remarks
yesterday.
Mr Peter Dowding: You must have got terribly excited about Des Guilfoyle's programn. He
must be thrilled to think that you are all listening. I was on regional radio today; I hope all
Opposition members listened to that programn. Next Tuesday I will be on 6PR again.
Mr HASSELL: [ do not want the Premier to do any interjecting, except to tell us the answers
to some simple questions: When did he tell the public before the election that he and his
deputy had, on behalf of the Government, entered into cross-guarantees between WA
Goverment Holdings Ltd, Bond Corporation and the Government in relation to the
petrochemical project? When did he tell the public prior to the election that the Government
had committed $ 100 million for interim finance? When did he tell the public before the
election that there were direct guarantees by the Government for energy costs? When did he
tell the public prior to the election that he had made a commitment to underwrite all liability
for losses in the petrochemical project should it fail to produce profits sufficient to repay all
borrowings and interest? When did he tell the public any of those things before the election?
He did not tell the public; in fact, he told the public the opposite. He said there were no
guarantees. He said in is statement of 21 October 1988. at rte time he announced the
commencement of the project, that finance for the project was self supporting and would not
impact on taxpayers' or Government revenue. Yesterday he changed the story from finance
being self supporting to, 'Finance could be self supporting"; he twisted the words. We heard
constantly for nine months about non recourse finance. Now we hear from the Premier about
project finance, a subtle difference, of course. The subtle difference is that non recourse
finance means there is no comeback on taxpayers.
We have seen presented in this House in the past week a Budget which not only provides for
the mtillions of dollars which have already been written off as losses, but another $63 million
to pay for those losses. As the question I had answered today shows, the losses will continue
as the interest mounts up.
Why did the Premier and his deputy, during the whole period between July 1958 and last
week, decline to answer numerous direct questions about the value of the project, the full
extent of the Government's liability, and the supposed commitment to non-recourse finance
which the Premier now calls project finance? These are some of the questions I listed
yesterday which were not answered. The direct question was asked repeatedly, "What are the
arrangements for non-recourse fintance?" "Does the arrangement referred to by the
Government mean there will be no liability resting on the taxpayer?" These were questions
281 and 325 without notice, questions 1270, 1484, 1494, 1500, 1501, 1526, 1581, 1596 1786,
1899, 1902 and others. All these questions directly or indirectly impinge on the financial
arrangements made. All those questions asked the Government, "What is the deal? What is
dhe value of this project? What are the commitments? What are the liabilities?" We and
everybody else knew that there never would be non-recourse finance. Everybody knew that
non-recourse finance was a figment of the Government's imagination. As the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition has just said, First Boston spelt it out in its report. The simple truth is, and
always was, from day one, that the only value of the petrochemical project was the value of
the Govemnment guarantees, and what happened? The Government suppressed the First
Boston report. Why did it suppress it? Because if the First Boston report had been
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released, it would have shown that the Governent had stolen $175 million from taxpayers to
put into Rothwells to prop up its mates in dirty dealings.

This is not a Government which can claim integrity. This is not a Government which can
claim honour. This is not a Government which has legitimacy in holding office. The
Government went to the people on the basis of a fraud, and the fraud was that the truth was
suppressed. The Government would not tell die truth. It had the opportunity to tell the truth
and it deliberately told untruths. The Government did not make a mistake; it did not get
something wrong; it did not just not say what it knew - although it did plenty of that - it
deliberately and dishonestly midsled the public.

Mr Blaikie: And it continues to do so.

Mr HASSELL: And it continued to do so after the election. .Why does die Premier not tell us
very simply, even now, what full arrangements he made with the Bond interests on 27
January, a few days before the election, in relation to the introduction of the Petrochemical
Industries Authority Bill? Why does he not tell us, even now, what the advice was from
Whitlam Turnbull which convinced the Premier that he should scuttle the Petrochemical
Industries legislation through the back door if he could?

Mr Peter Dowding: What a load of codswallop! Don't tell pork pies.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier wants to come along and shout and scream when he thinks
something tiny has been said which is not right, but when I gave him the opportunity five
times to tell us when he told the public about the guarantees before the election he could not
name one occasion, because there was not one. Theft never was one occasion before the
election when the Government told the public what the deal was. The Government never told
the public that it was committed to $175 million for the purchase price, plus $100 million for
interim finance, plus a direct guarantee for the energy costs, plus a total underwriting for 10
years or more of the operating costs and losses of the petrochemical project.

This was a four-way deal. It was all put together. And what did the Premier do? He had
published in The West Australian as part of the announcement of the project the simple words
that no taxpayers' money was involved. It has been repeated many times, but it is worth
keeping the record straight. On 7 October 1988, it was reported on the front page of that
newspaper that '"The $800 million required to bring the Kwinana site to production stage by
the target date of 1991 will be borrowed. But it will be raised on a non recourse bashs and no
taxpayers' money will be involved."

When was that corrected? When did the Premier put out an explanatory statement to say that
that was a misleading, dishonest report written by the reporter on the basis of the Premier's
remarks at one of his frequent Press confenences? When did the Premier correct that
misleading piece of information?

Mr Blaikie: Go on, tell us.

Mr Pearce: He will respond as soon as you sit down.

Mr HASSELL: When did the Premier correct his own Press statement, P88 358 dated 21
October 1988, where he said finance for the project was self-supporting and would not
impact on taxpayers or Government revenue? Less than 12 months later the Deputy Premier,
as Treasurer, has presented a Budget where that impact is all too apparent.

Mr MacKinnon: A lot less than 12 months!

Mr HASSELL: The losses incorporated in this Budget are covered by the increases in
taxation and the reduction in services that the people of Westemn Australia will suffer.

Mr Court: The Budget is false because it does not take into account the fact that the
Government is going to write off $175 million.
Mr HASSELL: Yesterday, in his smooth tones on the program which has been referred to,
the Premier said that when announcing Government participation in the petrochemical project
it had been made clear that with the level of Government support that was being offered to
the project, financing would be able to be put in place. That was not made dlear when the
project was announced. It was not made clear until last week, when the documents were
tabled. Yesterday's series of statements, on which I have put a detailed question to the
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Premier on notice for tomorrow, were the most concerted and persistent series of
misstatements that I have ever heard in relation to this project. Other nmisstatemernts and
untruths have been made individually on different occasions, but the interviewer yesterday,
Des Guilfoyle, bad clearly done his homework and he persisted in asking the questions of the
Premider. "Why don't you answer the question?" he said. "Why don't you tell us what the
answer is to the fact that you said there were no guarantees when in fact there were?" "Oh,"
said the Premier, "that, of course, has been answered."
Mr Peter Dowding: Is his time up;?
Mr HASSELL: I do not think that clock is correct - it is jumping around somewhat.
Mr Wilson: So are you.
Mr HASSELL: That is terribly smart. Why does the Minister for Health not answer? Why
does not he tell us when the Government cold the truth?
Mr Court: When did Cabinet make the decisions?
Mr HASSELL: Exactly - when did Cabinet make the decisions?
Mr Wilson: You are talking in your countoom maniner.
Mr HASSELL: I know the Minister is devastated. He is so very clever. I do not deny how
clever he is - I would not dream of it. He is so self-satisfied. He sits there and thinks it is
vetry fumny.
'Mr Wilson: Every tine you get up and speak I feel self-satisfied.
Mr HASSELL: That is good - I am glad I enlighten the Minister. The problem is that these
self-satisfied members of the Governmaent are living in a situation of continuing dishonesty.
Mr Wilson: Ha, ha, ha!
Mr HASSELL: The Minister laughs. It is so easy when members opposite use the
instruments of State to deceive the people. It is so easy when they are able to do deals and,
because of the interests of the people with wham they have done the deals, they are able to
hide what they have done. The Minister for Health is a part of it. He was in the Cabinet; he
is jointly responsible. The Minister thinks he will go on laughing; I cell the Minister that he
might laugh now but his day of reckoning is coming. The people of this State will hear the
truth, and the record is there to be seen. The truth is that these people have deceived - they
have deliberately deceived. They have engaged in conduct which is despicable and
dishonest, and which pulls down the State of Western Australia. They come in here with
pompous statements and ministerial announcements about new procedures to be followed.
The standards they are setting are a convenient, late in the day atempt at covering up their
own conduct in the past. They have no honour, no decency, no integrity. Even when they
are caught out they will not admit to being wrong. When the Preier and the Deputy
Premier were confronted with their own repeated words about the fact that there would be no
liability on the taxpayers, they said -

Mr Peter Dowding: 'No adverse impact on the taxpayers."
Mr HASSELL: Oh, Mr Speaker!
Mr Peter Dowding: Is that what you quoted?
Mr Wilson: Be accurate!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: On the Premiuer goes, over and over again, compounding what they have
done.
I had the unfortunate experience of having to go and visit someone in gaol today - a young
person who had got into trouble. He has done something wrong, but I could not help
thinking that there is some kind of injustice in the system under which we live when someone
who has cheated abkt finds himself in gao]. but a Premier who has done what this Premider has
done has not yet even been charged - and it is as serious as that.
Several members interjected.
Mr Wilson: Throw the muck!
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The SPEAKER: Order!'Order!
Withdrawal of Remark

Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Speaker, I ask for a withdrawal of that. An absolutely
disgraceful assertion that anything I have done would justify some charge is an assertion
which must be uniparliamentary, and I take the strongest exception to that. I do not object to a
bit of robust parliamentary brouhaha. The Opposition can never take it - they are always on
their feet complaining about every little tittle of such matter, but I take the strongest
exception to that assertion and I ask for it to be withdrawn.
Government members: Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER: Members, this motion allows for faiuly wide ranging debate and also for a
number of accusations to be made which would not otherwise normally be allowed to be
made, even in this place. As a result of that, a number of interjections over and above those
which we would normally expect have been going on, and because of the accusations I have
been allowing the interjections to go on. However, it is my view that the nature of the motion
does not extend to enabling a member to make the accusation which was made by the
member for Cottesloe, and in that respect!I expect a withdrawal.
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker.!I withdraw.
Mr Peter Dowding: Hear, hear!

Debate Resumed
Mr HIASSELL: The Government thought it was very funny and that its members were being
very smart. I see we have wiped the, smile from the face of the Minister for Health - it has
gone from a smile, to a frown, to a snarl as this puffed up man of religion suddenly finds
where he is up to.
Mr Peter Dowding: Get off yourself.

WithdrawalI of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I will not allow that, either. All personal reflections on members
are disorderly. There have been a number of them during this debate, which I have accepted
in view of the motion. However, I will not accept that as being orderly and again I ask for a
withdrawal.
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, I withdraw.
Mr Peter Dowding: Three strikes and you are out!
The SPEAKER: Order!

Debate Resumed
Mr HASSELL: It is time the Government woke up to the fact that this is a serious matter. It
is time these Ministers realised that they are part of a Government and a Cabinet that has
cheated and been dishonest and dishonourable. It is time they realised that every one of them
should be not even on the Opposition side of this House but out of the Parliament. Whether
they should be in some other institution could perhaps be left to the courts, but I suggest it is
an issue which could well be examined, and I know very well that as we go further down the
track with the disclosures about what has been going on in this State -

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Speaker, I ask for a withdrawal.
Mr Hassell: Oh, for goodness sake! You are a bit worried now.
Mr PETER DOWDlING: This is an outage and the members on this side of the House are
entitled to be outraged.
Mr Pearce: The member for Cottesloe has the thinnest skin and the thickest skull of anyone I
have ever met.
The SPEAKER: Order! When a point of order is taken it is not appropriate for any member
in this place to interject-
I will ask for a withdrawal and I will caution the member for Coutesloe not to push my
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tolerance any further. I think he is misusing his opportunity to speak to this motion. If he
does it again after withdrawing I will draw his speech to a close, unfortunately.
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, I withdraw in accordance with your requirements.

Debate Resumed
Mr HASSELL: When the Ministers realise the seriousness of the trouble they are in, perhaps
we will not need to go to these extremes to get them to take notice of what we are talking
about.
The simple facts are irrefutable: The public of this State went to an election with information
deliberately denied. They were not told the truth - they were not told the substance of what
had been done, albeit that there may have been commercial things that could not be told.
They were not told the substance or the outline of what had been done; worse, they were told
that things had been done - completely the opposite. They were told there was no liability
when there was an open-ended liability.
At the end of the day the only way that liability could be avoided was through the defeat of
legislation in this Parliament by the Liberal and National Parties. The only reason that
legislation was required in the first place was that the Constitution of this State told the
bankers and their advisers that the deal done by this Premier was unlawful and unsustainable;
the Premier knows, because he was told by those lawyers in January. For that very reason
those documents were entered into on 27 January.
Mr Peter Dowding: That is not true.
Mr HASSELL: It was five days before the election. The Government was desperately trying
to put its house in order before the election. it did not want the public to know that the West
Australian Petrochemical Industries Authority Bill was required to fix up the illegality of
what had been done. The Premier knows that! The Premier knows very well that what was
done prior to the election was absolutely dishonest and a travesty. It is high time that the
Premier and his Ministers who are collectively responsible recognised that they do not
deserve to be in Government; that they are not entitled to be in Government.
MR PETER DOWDINGI (Maylands - Premier) [5.21 pin]: One reason the member who
has just resumed his seat was rolled from his position as Leader of the Opposition is that he
simply has no judgment about the boundaries over which he should cross; he has no
judgment about the way in which he should address a proper parliamentary debate without
transgressing the rules which have governed parliamentary debate since the establishment of
Parliament. The member for Cottesloe has no idea how to engage in political debates without
accusing people of the grossest and most dishonest motives, without trying to imply,
fur-thermore, in the most unparliamentary way that criminal proceedings midght flow.
The member for Cottesloe is thought of as having destroyed his party's chances at the last
election because of his silly outburst the week before the election. The present Leader of the
Opposition has no way of controlling the member for Cotresloe because he still has ambitions
to roll the leader.
Several members interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: In the five minutes remaining let me have silence, members may
interject after dinner. Allow me five minutes silence to address those disgraceful allegations.
Let me deal with the final point which the member for Contesloe made before he sat down.
The public are entitled to know that what the member for Cottesloe said is an extravagant use
of language which goes beyond fair comment. The member said that the reason certain
documents were signed was because what I proposed was unlawful and unsustainable; that is,
in respect of a guarantee of the State to WA Government Holdings Ltd, its own company.
There is absolutely no question at all that the Government acted properly. There is no
question at all that the Government was entitled to rely on advice from its own sources and
not to rely on advice from the private sector.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PETER DOWDING: This issue was clearly dealt wit by the Commission on
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Accountability because that conission made it absolutely clear that, in respect of the view
of the Government in relation to its own opportunities to guarantee WAGH, it was entitled to
rely on the advice that it had received. The commission found in relation to the propriety of
my actions -

This is a question upon which the Commission is not competent to express its own
opinion. However, we are told that the Treasurer, quite properly in the Commission's
view, has acted on advice received from both the Crown Solicitor and Solicitor
General.

It matters not whether members opposite agree with that advice; it matters not whether
Mr Ellicott, Her Majesty's Counsel, agrees. What the member for Contesloc has put to this
House is that I acted unlawfully and unsustainably.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier did a deal which was questioned from day one.
Mr PETER DOWDING: This is the view of the former Chief Justice of Western Australia,
the Under Treasurer of Western Australia, the Auditor General of Western Australia, and the
Chairman of the Confederation of Western Australian Industry.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members are aware that it is disorderly to interject in any way.
Members are also aware that I have a policy of accepting interjections because I think they
add some flavour to debate. I am not interested in interjections during this debate - from
either side - where they ame designed to ensure the person who is given the call cannot be
heard. If members wish to interject, wait for an appropriate moment.
Mr PETER DOWDIG: This is the view endorsed by a very respected member of the legal
profession, Mr McConiish. This is an example of the problems that the Opposition is having.
The Opposition is at liberty to criticise the arrangements that the Government proposed in
respect of this project; it is at liberty to criticise the Government for its efforts to get this
project up and running; it is at liberty to criticise the nature of the project, its birth, and all
those events. But it is unable to do so in a constructive way. The Opposition has tried to
grab the headlines, to go over the top, because the Opposition has been saying this so often
for so long.
Mr Court: We will keep saying that too.
Ms PETER DOWDING: The boredom of repetition! What does the Opposition do? it
ratchets forward with a more extravagant, more outrageous and fundamentally untrue
assessment of what we are addressing. Members should look around and think about what
the member for Cottesloc has just said. I do not have the time to deal with the whole of his
speech.
Mr Lewis: The Premier has not long to go; he is looking around for the knives.
Mr PETER DOWDING: If the member thinks we have leadership problems he should attend
our Caucus meetings.
Mr Lewis: Ask the Premier elect.
Mr Court: He is going too.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Everyone is here, ask them!
Several members interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition knows that around this
House there is plenty of opportunity for social chit chat between pantics, and journalists are
able to have a chat.
Mr MacKinnon: We have heard plenty about fth Premier.
Mr PETE DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition should name his source and I will tell
him that is just a fantasy. The Leader of the Opposition's people have been working
overtime trying to push this view.
Mr Court: I will name my source; it is an authoritative one: Peter Dowding!
Mr& PETER DOWDING: So I am the source, Peter Dowding?
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Mr Court Did the Premier offer to resign?
Mr PETER DOWDING: We must not allow the moments before question time to lapse into
levity without addressing die serious nature of the member for Cottesloe 's comnments. The
pivot on which he launched his outrageous attack is the assertion which is demonstrated by
the most independent authority to be absolutely and utterly without foundation. We can have
a disagreement any time about anything; we can have a disagreement anty time about what
lawyers wilt say in an advisory role, but the member for Cotesloe could not stop there. He
had to go one step further; he had to say that what was done was illegaL
Mr Speaker, if it was illegal why would it be endorsed by the Commission on
Accountability? Nothing the Opposition now says can retreat from the proposition that the
member for Cottesloe made. The Opposition is now trying to retreat. We heard the Leader
of the Opposition say, "We didn't mean illegal", and, "Why don't you bring this to
Parliament?" The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said, "We did not mean 'illegal', but why
did you not tell people about it?" The fact is that the Opposition has made an allegation
which it has been forced to withdraw and properly so. It was an allegation of the greatest
impropriety and it has nothing to justify it. Not only has it nothing to justify it, but also it has
die fuil force of these people to say that it is nonsense. We will deal seriatim with the
Opposition's allegations.
The final point that was made is an indication of how the Liberal Party has slipped from
being a responsible Opposition to being of the lowest grade of political organisation because
it is so desperate to have raison d'eue that it will say and do anything. The Leader of the
Opposition had five days to prepare his Budget speech and in it he included a Press release
from a businessman who is engaged in litigation with the community. So much for an
Opposition that thinks about itself as an alternative Government.
[L-eave granted for speech to be continued at a later stage of the sitting.]
Debate thus adjourned.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE - SECURITY 0BREACH
Premier's Office - Computer System Tampering Complaint

TUE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): I have received advice which appears to have come from
Jim Cannon, Director of Parliamentary Services within the Ministry of the Premier and
Cabinet, which indicates that a very serious breach of security may have taken place in
Parliament House. It relates to an alleged entry into the Premier's office where an alleged
tampering with the Premier's computer system had taken place. I view this complaint with
very great seriousness. It is my immuediate intention to seek assistance to investigate this
complaint and I will report the results of that investigation to the House at the earliest
available opportunity.

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

MOTION.- PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT
Premier's Document Tabling - Non-Disclosure

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR PETER DOWDI[NG (Maylands - Premier) [7.30 pm]: In my short remarks prior to
the dinner suspension I sought to demonstrate that the member for Coutesloe, as do so many
members opposite, establishes allegations of impropriety which are so gross that they actually
offend the parliamentary process, and yet when those allegations are analysed with any sort
of objectivity they are found to be utterly and absolutely false. I suggest that the Opposition,
by this motion and by the behaviour of members opposite throughout this issue, establishes
one rule for itself and one rule for everybody else. Let me ask the Leader of the Opposition a
question. He does not have to answer if he does not want to, but if he does I invite him to
chime in. The question is: Does, he say that if we enter into an agreement with Bond
Corporation or with Petrochemical Industries Ltd as a side transaction to the major
commercial objective of Petrochemical Industries Ltd - that is, if there is some Government
support agreemewnt on the side - that document ipso facto ought to be a public document?
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Mr Macinnon: The public should certainly know about it.

Mr PETER DOWDING: And if they know about it, should they be entitled to see it?
Mr Maclinnon: They should know about it in broad detail. I am not saying they should
bnow everything in it, but they should certainly know when you signed it - like on 27
January - and they should know what it is about.
Nix PETER DOWDING: And should they see it? Should it be tabled?
Mr Macinnon: In due course it should be, yes.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition says it should be tabled "in due
course". Let me just say that this is not the pattern of behaviour that the Leader of the
Opposition followed when he was in Government.
Mr Macinnon: It is what the Burt report recommended.
Mr PETER DOWDING: But it is sanctimoniousness at its height for the Opposition to say
that, prior to the release of the Burt commission report and prior to our wholehearted
acceptance of its recommendations, we have acted improperly during a period of negotiations
over important commercial issues by not revealing the details of those negotiations and their
ultimate result.
I want to remind the House what was said by the Leader of the Opposition himself - and I am
not arguing the case with reference to his own party at the moment; I amn arguing the case in
respect of the man who is actually sitting opposite, making these allegations. When he was
sitting on this side of the House as a responsible Minister it was his view, which he
maintained - because, incidentally, the Government had the numbers here and also in another
place - that propriety demanded nothing in termis of public disclosure.
Mr Macnnon: That is not correct.
Mr PETER DOWDING: It was his view that propriety demanded release of no information
whatsoever, and it is a fact documented in the Hansard in this place that propriety did not
demand the tabling of those documents. Let me read to the member so that he can remember
precisely what he said in this place on 7 August 1980.
Mr Hassell: We never told any fibs.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I was at that stage a member of Parliament, so it is not such a long
time ago. Let us look at what die sanctimonious Leader of the Opposition said at the tine.
The question was asked -

Mr DAVIOES, to the Honorary Minister assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

Winl he table the security documents supporting the guarantee between
the Western Australian Government and Bunbury Foods Ltd. as well
as the side agreement collateral to the security documents?

What was being asked of him were documents which clearly identified the level of
Government support to an industry. He was also being asked for the side agreement
collateral to the security documents; and what did he say? He said -

Securities in the name of the R & I Bank as guarantors on behalf of the
Government -

As guarantors on behalf of the Government! The R & I Bank was brought in to act as
guarantors on behalf of the bank - wheeled in by this Leader of the Opposition who wants to
assert the independence that he would bring in Government. I return to the answer to the
question -

- are held by the bank. The securities involved amc registered
mortgages...-
The side agreement -

That is, between the Western Australian Government and this company. The answer
continues -

- is a commercial agreement between Government and the company.
Was it tabled? Was it released? Was it discussed?

1923



Mr Hassell: No - but you were told it existed.
Mr PETER DOWDINGI: Did we have the inforimation? The answer is that it was
commercially confidential.
Mr Court: He did not hide it - it was not a secret.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Hassell: It was not a secret deal.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKinnon: Arid did you know we actually got die project?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! When I call for order members should come to order. The
Premier should resume his seat. I will not accept that sort of behaviour. Members know that
is not fair.
Mr Macainon: I apologise, Mr Speaker.
Mr PETER DOWDINGI: The losses that the Liberal Government had indicated in that
project did not become known to the public - I think I am correct in saying - until after 1983.
From 7 August 1980 to 10 September 1980, the gentleman sitting opposite me, the Leader of
the Opposition now and then the Minister responsible for this project, said 18 times to this
House that he would not give information because it was commercially confidential. Do
members know what he said? He got so enthused by the concept of commercial
confidentialicy, when asked the question

What is the total annual consumption in Western Australia of all types of edible oil
and its by-products?

- he answered -

This information is not available due to statistical confidentiality.
We have a new intellectual concept - statistical confidentiality. What humbug! What
absolute and complete humbug!
What the community wanted to know at the time as a result of the Government's
underwriting of the project was an answer to the following question - and members can tell
me if they think this would be secret, whether the question would be regarded as secret within
the concept of the petrochemical project -

What was the cost of the plant and equipment?
In answer to that simple question the now Leader of the Opposition told the House - does the
Leader of the Opposition remember what he said?
Mr Macinnon: I do not remember, you tell me.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I am not surprised that the Leader of the Opposition's memory is
blank about that time. On 2 September 1980 he said that "~This information is considered
confidential io the Company and for commercial reasons I am not prepared to supply this
infonmation to the Hon. Leader of the Opposition."
Why? Because of Bunbury Foods, the big rort; the big criminal activity: the big fraud was
the price of the plant and equipment. The answer was tat it was commercially confidential
to the company; but it was the substance of the crime which the Leader of the Opposition
knew about - the money that had been spent on the plant.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr MacKINNON: Today the Premier asked for allegations relating to criminal activities to
be withdrawn. He now alleges I knew of criminal activities at that timne; it is untrue. The
reference is totally unparliamentary. I will respond during my speech. I believe the comment
should be withdrawn.-
Mr Pearce interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! A Minister, and anyone else in this place, should not interject when
a point of order is being taken.
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Mr Pearce: Inam sorry.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I withdraw, Mr Speaker.

Debate Resumed
Mr PET7ER DOWDING: I did not suggest in my remarks for one moment that the Leader of
the Opposition took pant in any criminal conspiracy. I say that the criminal conspiracy was
the provision of that equipment and the price that the company was charged for that
equipment. That is where Dr Oskar ripped off everyone. Do members think that perhaps
people would have known that this scam was working? When the Leader of the Opposition
was a Minister he ought to have known how this scam worked.
Mr Bradshaw: This is different from the allegation you made a few moments ago.
Mr PETER DOWDING: [ did not make any allegation. I did not allege the Leader of the
Opposition was pant of a criminal conspiracy. I say that he hid from the public the issue
which was the scam; that is, the price of the equipment. He told the House that was
confidential.
Mr Mac-innon interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition can wriggle.
One of the issues which was equally of importance in that scam, in that confidence trick on
the people of Western Australia who lost that money, was the proportion of edible oil that
was coming in from overseas and from local sources to be processed. The price of that oil
was as relevant to the scam as anything else. When he was on this side of the House, the
Leader of the Opposition in answer to the question -

If so, what proportion of vegetable products imported from overseas is used for local
processing and what proportion is sent to each of the areas in (a) and (f) of part (3) of
this question?

- provided the following answer -

This information is considered confidential to the Company and for commercial
reasons, I am not prepared to provide this information to the Hon, Leader of the
Opposition.

He said not that he did not have the information, not that he did not know it, not that he was
not prepared to ask the company, but that, "I've got it and you ain't gonna know it." That is
the standard of dhe Leader of the Opposition. "But, is it?" I hear members cry. Is it only
Bunhury Foods which causes this clamming up of information? Is it only the question of the
scam regarding Bunbury Foods that led to the commercially confidential coyness of the
Leader of the Opposition? The answer is, no, it is no.
Even the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's revered leader of the day was asked about the
matter at the same time. They were having a bad trot; we have had better times too. They
said they had another organisation which was called the Trade Promotion Centre - that was a
disaster as well. The revered leader at that time took the view that it was commercially
confidential in relation to that matter as well. The public wanted to know something about
the possibility of recovering some of the moneys advanced to the trade centre. That was not
unreasonable;, the Government had advanced money and had been asked what were the
prospects of getting it back. One question asked how many members. the Western Australian
Turf Club had, how many members joined at the full price of $316, and how many joined at
the reduced price of $156?
The answer was that this information was confidential to the company.
I have pulled these questions out this evening because they were readily to hand but there are
literally hundreds of examples when the Opposition was in office of the way in whidh it
viewed commercial confidentiality. That is irrportant, not because we have said that in every
case these issues do not apply, not because we are saying that different standards are now
required - and we agree they should be; but because of the hypocrisy of the people sitting
opposite saying that we were busy negotiating the second biggest project that has ever
occurred in Western Australia, that every inch of the way somehow or other we had the
obligation to reveal information - the obligation to state exactly what is happening because
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those members opposite have pushed us. We have said that when this project was financed
and up and running we would make a full disclosure. The Opposition is now asking the
people of Western Australia to accept it has been standard practice in this comnmunity that
right from the start the information should be open to the public through the negotiations.
Because they were not open to the public, the Opposition has suggested that somehow 1, as
Premier, misled the people, and that 1, as Premier, have to accept responsibility for winning
the election because during the three months or so before the election, I was not publicly
taking people through every step of the negotiations or even revealing the details of them.
Let me go back in time to the only other project in Western Australia's history which is
comparable to the petrochemical project.
Mr Macinnon: It has not lost a dollr.
Mr Parker: You must be joking.
Mr MacKinnon: How much?
Mr Parker: Several hundreds of millions of dollars.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am wondering whether I should assume that these interjections are
bids for the next call.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not want to detain the House too long on this issue. Let me
say this about the project -
Mr MacKinnon: You will bad mouth it again.
Mr PETER DOWDING. That is what the Leader of the Opposition loves me to do. He loves
to hear me bad mouth projects. I am making the speech and I will tell him what I am saying.
I am saying unequivocally that, during the negotiations that went on for years, the previous
Cabinet - the member for Floreat was in that Cabinet - did not disclose any information
relating to the negotiations. The former Government did not disclose the community's level
of commitment, it did not identify to the people the level of risk and, most importantly, that
Government negotiated agreement after agreement which never saw the light of day.
We believed that we were working towards a petrochemidcal project which, if put in place
under the guidelines that we introduced, would result in a profitable project for Western
Australia, the exposure of which would not adversely effect the community. That is what I
said when I announced the project; that is what I believed, and that is still the case. All the
negotiations in which we were involved with the experts were predicated on ensuring that no
project would go ahead unless it was viable. That is critically important because if we gave a
guarantee to somebody and said, "Go bank it", that person would bank the guarantee, not the
project. The advice from First Boston Corporation of New York was that we were looking
for a project that would stand financing and the comfort within that project would not
adversely affect the community.
Mr Macinnon: "A Govenrment guarantee", that is what it said.
Mr PETER DOWD[NG: The Leader of the Opposition does not want to hear this. He hates
this view of it and he cannot stand listening to it because it does not fit in with his
preconceptions. We believed that the project under the conditions that we laid down would
go ahead only if it were viable.
Let us compare that with the North West Shelf gas project. That project has been important
for Western Australia. However, members of the Opposition have no idea of the level of
exposure to which this State was committed because if they had an idea of the relationship
between risk and cost and viability, they could not sustain the arguments that they are
advancing on the petrochemical project. They do not understand that risk -is different from
cost and they do not understand the monumental risk to which this State was committed. It
was of such magnitude that if the project had not worked the State could not have afforded it.
That is the risk that the former Government committed us to. Opposition members should
think about this for a minute. -No-one denies the success of the project.
Mr Lewis: It was a good deal.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Yes, no-one denies its success. However, the Opposition should
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chink about the commitment it made on behalf of the people of this State to that enormous
risk.

Mr Court: It was an honest Government.

M PETER DOWDING: Was it not Harnersicy shares that were involved? I have forgotten,
but that is by the bye.

This Opposition has absolutely no idea of what risk means because if it had it would
understand chat the risk assumed by the State prior to the commencement of the North West
Shelf agreement was so huge that if the project had failed, we could not have met the cost.
That is a fact; that is not hyperbole.

Mr Nicholls: We have only your word for it.

MW PETER DOWDING: No, the Opposition has an analysis that demonstrates that. I am
trying to give it infornation. I am suggesting objectively that the risk that the former
CGovernment assumed on behalf of the taxpayers was so great that it overshadowed
everything we have talked about in relation to the petrochemical project. The State could not
possibly have paid for it if it had failed. The question that the Government had to deal with
was whether that assumption of risk was justified compared with the cost benefits of a
successful project. That is my first paint - chat the assumption of risk was so huge that the
State could not have copped it if it had failed.
The second point is that the former Government did not disclose, from week to week or from
month to month, in the period prior to elections the details of the hundreds and hundreds of
hours of negotiations, the thousands of pages of documents or the many agreements and
renegotiated agreements that it was putting together secretly with the joint venture partners.
It did not disclose the agreements it was negotiating with the very many and major gas users
who were hopefully going to take the gas to try to offset the risk. It did not disclose to the
public the nature of the negotiations it was having with the various iron ore companies to lock
away those commitments. In some cases it brought to this House some small portions of
those agreements in Government agreement Bills only when those agreements were
completed. It declined to give any information until those agreements came to this place.
The former Government would not reveal the nature of the negotiations until they had been
concluded. At a later stage, this Goverrnent will supply the Opposition with chapter and
verse of what I have said.

In respect of the principle risk to be assumed by the State, the former Government did not
give the community any idea of the level of that risk. In fact, many people who even now
work for the major newspapers in this town dogged that Government week after week to
obtain admissions about the level of risk to which that Government was committing this State
and they could not get an answer. It is not the nature of major projects for negotiations to be
discussed regularly and publicly until something has been locked away or until an agreement
has been finalised. The history of these sorts of agreements in this State is absolutely clear
and it comes from the very mouths of the people who now seek to condemn us. I would like
to make all those documents available to members opposite.

Mr& Kierath: Why don't you?

Mr PETER DOWDING: I would like them to be on the Table of the House tomorrow. Why
does the Opposition not call for a Select Committee to be set up to demand the papers?

Mrt Kierath: We might do that.

Wr PETER DOWDING: It is only the mouths of the two new members tat open. One of
them is that old industrial relations superman who messed up a huge issue last week. He
should be careful and take some advice. The Opposition can call for those documents to be
tabled. Nothing would give the Government greater pleasure. What shackles thie
Government's hands and why is it not able to reveal these documents to the community? it is
because of the very agreement negotiated by the Liberal Party, the agreement which states
that not only are these matters to be secret forever, but also that even the basis of the secrecy
is to be secret. The Liberal Party put that into the agreement. Even the young Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, who was knee high to his father's desk when this agreement was made, is
the only person on the frontbench who utters a word; the rest of the fronthench knows that
what I am saying is true. Do not think that politics did not enter into this secrecy;
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do not chink it was some sort of commercial confidentiality that kept this under die rug; the
Liberal Party was deliberately trying to deceive the community. It took die Federal election
as a deadline date and tried to ensure that an agreement was signed before that deadline. I
refer to the Federal election held in September 1980. I will read a summary from the
documents. Let me ask members opposite whether any one of them, such as the Leader of
the Opposition, will refute this statement.
Mr Macinnoni: Made by whom?
Mr PETR DOWDING: It is from a document titled "The Implications of the North West
Shelf Gas Sales Agreements" - a statement made by the then Minister for Minerals and
Energy, Hon David Parker, BA, MOLA. I understand it was largely taken from dhe source
documents.
Mr Macinnon: Totally unbiased!
Mr PETER DOWDING: What incredible sensitivity. I have not yet read a paragraph. I ask
the member for Riverton whether he has read the document. I invited him to read it the other
day. However, that motor mouth is obviously so convinced of his own propriety that he did
not bother to obtain a copy of a public document and check. He opens his mouth and off he
goes like a rocket.
As an example, on 4 December 1980 the Premier of the day when asked what amount would
be borrowed for the Dampier to Perth gas pipeline gave a figure of $553.3 million, quoted in
June 1980 values. But things change. Do members know what figure the State Energy
Commission gave me when I cook office as Minister in early 1983? It was $1 billion for that
pipeline project, not $553 million. Over tine things change in negotiations. I am not saying
that the Premier misled die House, but in the commercial world, the real world, things
change.
Mr Kierath: It was not a pie in the sky project.
Mr PETER DOWDING: It was pie in the sky in 1980. It was a helluva worry in early 1983
because half the pipeline was in the ground, the other half was on cop, and no money was
available to pay for the completion. Also, the Koreans were swarming all over the place
because they had been given this wonderful contract and were asking how the pipe should be
laid.
Mr Court: What an insult to the Koreans; are you saying that they could not lay the pipe?
Mr PETER DOWDING: They had not laid a major pipeline previously when they came to
Western Australia. Secretary General Chun, the good mate of the Liberal Party, was a very
nice man who obviously had detailed discussions with members of the Opposition. His plan
was to populate Camballin and get the place moving. It was a good Liberal Party philosophy.
I said that was fantastic but asked how he planned to do it since he had obviously discussed
the matter with the Liberal Party. He thought that a couple of shipioads of laboutrers could
get die Cambailin project working. Where is Secretary General Chun, that good mate of the
Liberal Party now? Have members opposite followed his fortunes lately? He is in the can.
Mr Court: Yes, and who will follow him?
Mlr PETER DOWDING: Who does the Deputy Leader of the Opposition think will follow
him?
Mr Court: There will be afew.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I will not go through the dary repetitive commercial history, I will
introduce some tasty facts into this wonderful saga. I say again that I do not raise these issues
to pillory the failed Liberal Party, which has lost every election since 1983, and which cannot
win an election even when all the odds are in its favour.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Today is a special day. I am wearing a flower in my buttonhole and
I carne to work thinking I would be nice to everybody no matter what. However, it is
becoming increasingly difficult.
Mr PETER DOWDINCG: I raise tse issues not to dredge up the past, because we have
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more umportant things to do. The Government, like the rest of the community in Western
Australia, wants to get on with the business of this State. The Government has delivered the
best Budget probably for many years. It has delivered a Budget which fulfils the
commitments made prior to the election. It is such a good Budget that the Leader of the
Opposition in reply, having had five days to prepare that reply, read Peter Beckwith's Press
release. That is his major speech in the Budges debate for the people of Western Australia.
The Government is willing to get on with the business of this State. It has delivered to the
people of Western Australia the future it described in the pme-election period. It dredges up
the past not because it is interested in allocating blame, but because it wants to demonstrate
that die Opposition's comments about political propriety are false. The Government wants to
make it clear that the people of Western Australia have not been treated by this Government
any differently from the way they were treated by previous Governments in relation to the
only significant project of this size in the history of this State - the North West Shelf project.
This is what I want to read.
Mr Trenorden: Does that make it right?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Do not embarrass them. That is a bit cruel. I thought there was a
bit of honour among members over there.
Mr Trenorden: Does it make it right?
Mr PETER DOWDING: I knew things were a bit tough between members opposite.
Several members interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I am not saying that; the member opposite said it. I will not go so
far as to criticise the Opposition like that.
An Opposition member interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: No; Brian Burke said to me, "You have to be statesmanlike". He
said, 'The problem with you, Dowding, is that you enjoy this sort of stoush. " I want to read
from this document -

Although it could be argued that Mr Mensaros was making a reasonable business
decision in 1978 (in the light of then prevailing market forecasts), the same could not
be said of Mir Jones' decision in 1980 -

That is why members opposite hate him so much; he is the turncoat, is he not?
Mr Trenorden: He is no problem to the National Party.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I continue -

- to translate the earlier understanding into contractual commitments in the
Agreements. It was clearly apparent by 1980 that the gas market was declining. The
SEC counselled the Government against entering into contractual arrangements with
the JVPs for this gas without a back to back contract with Alcoa. Despite this advice
the then Government pressed on and forced the signing in September 1980 three
weeks before the Federal Liberal-NCP Government (in which the Rt. Hon. Doug
Anthony was Mr Jones' counterpart both as NCP leader and Minister for Resources
and Energy), went to an election on the basis of a resource boom.
Whether Mr Jones' actions were motivated by political guile or business ineptitude -

Mr Macinnon interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Members opposite have had this document for three years; they
could have refuted it, but have never done so. I am wrong; it is four years. Have members
opposite ever refuted this? I continue -

- the irrefutable fact is that they were contrary to the State's interests. The contracts
with their unsecured commitments by the SEC placed Alcoa in an ideal position to
negotiate its contract with the SEC - it became a buyer's market in which the SEC
was an unencumbered vendor.

Mr Court; Boring!
Mr PETER DOWDING. We will go on; members opposite have not yet had enough.
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Mr Court: Is this your best performance?
Mr PETER DOWDING: I reckon it is all right. What do Government members think?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Either I have lost faith, or members have last faith in me. I make
one final request, that if members do not care about my hearing what is going on, they could
at least think about the Hansard reporter, who has to write it down. I am sure members can
imagine how difficult it has been.
Br PETER DOWDING: To move to another point on this issue, in August 1982, just before
the 1983 election, side deals were signed, and letters were signed which substantially altered
the risk of the SEC and the community; and we read about that documentation that-

It is significant that no public statements were made by the then Government about
this variation to the Agreements, or the extent to which it was consistent with their
advice. It must have been as an act of desperation that the then Government gambled
the future of the State's finances and the well-being of the Collie coal field, in, a
desperate bet on major industrial projects contrary to advice that they were not
economically viable under the contractual obligations in which they had entrapped the
State.

No public statements were then made. That is the way in which this Opposition - which has
berated us for not revealing to the public the details of this project - established its morality in
this State. The fact of the matter is that while this Government is setting new standards of
accountability, and while the Commission on Accountability is setting standards that are
being adhered to, and while dhe White Paper sets new standards for negotiating resource
projects, the people sitting opposite established standards with which our conduct prior to the
election was entirely consistent.
Mr Fred Tubby interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member has never challenged it; I do not think he has even
read it. This motion should fail because it is not a statement of political reality, nor is it about
the way in which Governments in Western Australia have traditionally conducted business;
the real issue here is that the Opposition wants to talk about nothing; it wants to discuss
nothing; it wants simply to get on with digging through papers, in the hope that one day it
will be able to convince people that it is better than we are.
The Leader of the Opposition raised a series of issues: Let us table legal advice; let us have
all the documents out in the public arena. We have tabled in this House the documents which
constitute the agreements, and, even more, we have tabled the documents which constitute
the ultimate result of the many weeks of negotiations. If the Opposition believes there are
relevant documents which ought to be tabled, which do not impinge on the State's position
vis a vis the litigation - and I am pleased that Bond Corporation has at last conceded what we
have been saying for weeks, and it has done what it said it was going to do; it has issued a
writ, and I make it clear to the House that we have firm advice that our position is proper and
safe - I would be happy to look at that request, as long as those documents will not adversely
affect our position in that litigation, or any of the other matters that are on foot.
It is not for the Leader of the Opposition to now start carping his way through all sorts of
statements, hinting at all sorts of things. The fundamental framework which represents the
agreements entered into was finally concluded after all that process of negotiation, as set out
in that documentation. That is more than members opposite ever tabled or pennitted to be
tabled in respect of the North West Shelf project. That is not to say there was not clamnour
from the public for the provision of more information and documents. In fact, almost the
entire period between 1980 and 1982 was taken up with demands from the Press and the
Opposition for more information about die North West Shelf. So members opposite should
not pretend that there was not a public clamour. The public wanted to know what was the
exposure of the community, and members opposite kept it so secret that even we could not
reveal the full picture. That is a disgraceful and absolutely outrageous position for members
opposite to come from in seeking now to attack us. It is utterly sanctimonious.
As for the issue of verbal gymnastics on which the Opposition has laid a considerable amount
of emphasis, we told the community that we were putting together a project which
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would not adversely affect the community. The reason for that, as I have said repeatedly,
was not because there was not risk, not because there was not exposure, but that we were not
going to have a project unless it was shown to be viable. What we were contemplating and
the advice we received were utterly consistent with that position. We are not using verbal
gymnastics; we told the community that we did not wish to discuss these matters. Accepting
the precedent set by the Opposition we did not think it appropriate to disclose these matters.
Mr Court: You told us untruths. You said there was no guarantee and that was a total
untruth
Mr PETER DOWDING: We did not.
Mr Court: A total untruth.
Mr PETER DOWDIG: We have been through all that. The Opposition has the documents.
We made it clear at the time - and of course members opposite were Uyig to force us into a
position of using words - and we maintained consistently, that the commercial necessities
were that we did not discuss it until we had the bank's Funding for the project locked away.
As Sir Charles Court said, "It is a real worry when the Opposition is making noises in trying
to keep these sorts of projects on track and bankable. It is very difficult." Not only is the
Opposition content to say these most outrageous things about me and about other people; I
mean truly outrageous things that go well beyond the proper levels of debate in this House -

Mr Hassell: Things that are truly justified.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for Contesloe is such a zealot that he even frightens his
own party. Does he remember when he was sacked? What was the trigger for his sacking?
Where did the man who stabbed him in the back go? Does the member for Cottesloe
remember where the now Leader of the Opposition went and where he refused to go? He
went to the office of Laurie ConneUl and the member for Contesloe refused to go. By gee,
what a sanctimonious bunch. What justification is there for attacking those people who
participated in advising the Government? What justification is there for attacking Mr Wiese?
Mr Hassell: Who has attacked Mr Wiese?
Mr PETER DOWDING: Opposition members have. The member for Cottesloe has not; he
rang him up and apologised for -T hat was going to happen.
Mr Grill: Caught out, Bill!
Mr PETER DOWDING: Not content with attacking him, the Opposition is now attacking Mr
Turnbull, and on what basis?
A Government member He told them what they didn't want to hear.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Tell me. Please go back so I can answer.
Mr Macinnon: For betraying commercial confidentiality.
Mr PETER DOWDING: That is not true at all. I challenge the Leader of the Opposition to
use those words outside this House. He is the one who believes that parliamentary standards
requite a willingness to say things inside the House and outside. He will never say that
outside this House.
Mr Macinnon: I will make my statement outside the House when you do.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I will show you mine if you will show me yours! The Leader of
the Opposition is gutless because he knows that he could never sustain that. [ have no idea
why he should say that in this place. We did not scuttle the Bill that camne into this House.
We worked tirelessly to get it accepted by this House and passed through the upper House.
Mr Court: You put the whole project together.
Wr PETER DOWDING: Nothing that we did or said was directed at anything but getting the

Bill through the House in accordance with the undertaking I gave the community of Western
Australia -

Mr Macinnon: 'There will be no guarantees.
Mr PETER DOWDING: - after I released the Bunt report on accountability, so let us have
none of the lies and nonsense from people around this community.
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Withdrawal of Remnark
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, you have already ruled today on the use of the word "lie"
and I ask the Premier to withdraw.
Mr Pearce: That is if it is directed at members of Parliarhent. The Premier said "members of
the community".
The SPEAKER: I ruled earlier thaz the word, in my view, is unparliamentary and it does not
make it any better to give careful consideration to how one might weave some words around
it so that it sort of cocoons it and makes it sound just that little bit better. I said I was not
going to demand a withdrawal from the member for Cottesloe, who was die person who used
the word, but I did ask that members use caution during their speeches and endeavour not to
use the word. I ask for that again. I did not get a withdrawal from the member for Contesloc.
Mr Hassell- I did not use it again either.
The SPEAKER: No, quite so, and [ did not demand it. Therefore, I am not going to do any
more this time. I will treat it exactly the same and I would be most pleased if members would
try their best not to use it.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr PETER DOWDING: Members opposite, frankly, are misleading die cornnunity about
the issue of the defeat of that Bill. They are tying to translate their own guilt, their own
worry, their own angst onto the shoulders of somebody else. They are the Robert Brophos of
politics; they dig in the ground; they bring out the bones and after the publicity and all the
expense of an examination they turn out to be a fake. I do not treat what the Opposition is
doing to this State lightly. I think they are letting the people down. [ think when the people
defeated them at the election they nevertheless hoped they would be a suitable Opposition.
They fail the people of Western Australia.
MR COURfT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [8.29 pmJ: Mr Speaker, I think
it is time to get back to a few facts in this House. The reason a Bill was introduced into this
Parliament was because the members opposite had committed this State to hundreds of
millions of dollars, totally misleading all the taxpayers. By 27 January this year, they had
committed the taxpayers to a deal which is going to cost us hundreds of millions of dollars
and probably some very lengthy legal disputes.
The Bill came in as an afterthought and while the Premier and the Deputy Premier are in the
House perhaps we had better start saying a few things about this particular project. Last night
we asked the question: Where did the interim finance for this project come from?
Mr Peter Dowding: You were not serious about the question because, if you had been you
would have put it on notice.
Mr COURT: Does not the Premier think it was a pretty important question?
Mr Peter Dowding: Why didn't you put it on notice? You still haven't put it on notice- Why
don't you put it on notice instead of gobbling on about it.
Mr COURT: That question went on notice two minutes after that question was asked-
Mr Peter Dowding: Why didn't you put it on notice last week?
Mr COURT: Why does the Preier not want to tell us where the interim finance came from?
The Government did not want to tell us about the interim finance package at all. In
November they finally said, "Yes, there is going to be some interim finance" and a couple of
days later it came out that there was $20 million. While the election campaign was taking
place these people committed us to an interim finance package of $ 100 million, without
telling anyone. Do members know why the Government did not want to say where the
money came from? The Government did not want to tell us because it got the money from
the South Australian Government.
Mr Parker: That is not true.
Mr COURT: The Government got it from the South Australian Finance Authority.
Mr Parker: That is not true.
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Mr COURT: Where did the Government get it from then?
Mr Parker: If you have a question on the Notice Paper, you will get the answer.
Mr COURT: The Minister just said that was not true. The Minister said that he knows it is
not true. Does the Minister stand by that?
Mr Parker: I want to be precise in the answers I give you.
Mr Macinnon: How can we be sume that your answers are accurate?
Mr COURT: Is the Minister saying that the Government did not borrow finance for this
project from the South Australian Finance Authority?
Mr Parker If you put a question on the Notice Paper - a question which is so unimportant to
you that you have not even done that - we will give you an answer at the appropriate time.
Mr COURT: I do not know whether it is proper, Mr Speaker, but may I ask the Clerk
whether that question went on notice?
The SPEAKER: I do not think it is proper. What!I think is proper is that if the member says
he put it on notice, as far as I am concerned it is on notice, and the member did put it on
notice.
Mr COURT: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
Mr Parker: On that basis I will answer it as soon as it comes up.
Mr COURT: Why can the Minister not answer it now?
Mr Parker: I do not have the information or the detail now.
Mr COURT: If the Minister does not have the information, why has he answered it? How
come the Minister has answered it?
Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: It is one of the important issues in this project. Tonight the Premier tried to
convince the House that he is accountable and that everything is above board. This has been
the most scandalous deal one could ever come across. It has been a confidence trick from
day one. I have said that outside this House on numerous occasions. No one has ever
challenged me outside this place because they know that to be true. They know the
Government went into this project because it had a major embarrassment on its hands in
respect of the Rothwells' $150 million guarantee. How can members of the Government lie
straight - I man that in the sense of lying down - when they give us such devious statements
as that in respect of that $150 million guarantee?
The day after that guarantee was signed - and it is important we go back to the original
Rothwells' guarantee because that started this debacle which is now taking up so much time
of the Government and of the State - the Treasurer made it very clear that Mr and Mrs
Connell had all their assets on the line in respect of that project. Does the Treasurer accept
that?
Mr Parker: I will deal with that, don't you worry. You have made a bit of an idiot of
yourself over that issue. [ will deal with it shortly.
Mr COURT: The day after the Treasurer signed this guarantee, which says it is a condition
of this indemnity that before the bank may make any claim hereunder, it must proceed to the
fullest extent of its rights against the company but not any director or officer of the company.
In other words, the Treasurer signed a guarantee -

Mr Parker: I did not sign a guarantee at all.
Mr COURT: Well, the former Treasurer did, but the present Treasurer has taken up the
running in the Parliament; he explained the guarantee and gave the commitments that those
people's assets were on the line.
Mr Parker: And they were.
Mr COURT: What does the Treasurer mean by that?
Mr Parker: I will deal with that later.

SMr COURT: It is no secret around town that Mr Connell put money into the Rothwells
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rescue and that that money was withdrawn within weeks. In the Budget this year some
$20 million is being paid out in relation to that guarantee. What action has the Government
taken to stand by its commitments that there is security for that loan? The Treasurer actually
had a guarantee which meant that action did not have to be taken against those two people.
Mr Parker. That is not right.
Mr COURT: Is the Treasurer saying that he had personal guarantees from Mr and Mrs
Connell -

Mr Parker: I will deal with it later.
Mr COURT: No, the Treasurer can tell me now.
Mr Parker: I will tell you when I want to do so.
Mr COURT: The Treasurer knows he did not have any guarantees. It is all pie in the sky.
Mr Parker: You will know by the end of the year.
Mr COURT: Does the Treasurer think the taxpayers will sit back and Sllow these hundreds
of millions of dollars to be thrown away while he will not tell the truth in relation to these
matters?
Mr Parker: I think they might wait for half an hour.
Mr COURT: I think it is absolutely shameful. The Prem-ier said in relation to the
petrochemical project that finance for the project was self supporting and would not impact
on taxpayers or Government revenue. However in the Budget brought down last week, what
do we have? We have allowances being made for money lost in this project. I wish to
briefly refer to the Premier's speech. What a performance! He held up the North West Shelf
gas project and compared it with the petrochemical project. I am glad the Opposition is
associated with the North West Shelf gas project and not with this scandalous project which
is costing us hundreds of millions of dollars, wit plenty more money still to be lost.
Mr Graham: Is that the sam one you promised in Karratha and Port Hedland on the same
day?
Mr COURT: The funny thing about what the Opposition promised to deliver when in
Government is that it actually did deliver.
Mr Graham: You are not in Government. That is the difference.
Mr COURT: In a couple of weeks' time the Premier and the Deputy Prem-ier will be standing
at the opening of that magnifficent project, having their photographs taken, saying, 'This is a
great project."
Mr Parker: It is.
Mr COURT: I thank the Treasurer. It was not done with the deception which has taken place
under this Government. We were down at the State Energy Commission today for a briefing.
The thing which came through most loudly and clearly was that if there was not a pipeline
carrying gas to the south west this State would be in very serious financial difficulty.
Mr Parker: It is not the pipeline which is the problem.
Mr COURT: What is the problem?
Mr Parker: There are two problems - one was the cost of the pipeline which was directly
related to deals done with the Koreans, and the second was the contracted volume taken in
early years.
Mr COURT: Tonight is the night to have a go at the Koreans. The Premier talked about a
gutless performance in this House. No-one can tell me that the Premier's performance in this
House on Tuesday last week, when he used the privileges of this House to try to destroy a
corporation - if ever I have seen the privileges of this House misused, it was last week - was
not gutless. Tonight the Government wants to have a go at the Koreans. The Treasurer
wants -to put Mr Bond in the same camp as Mr Oskar. That is an insult.
Mr Parker: I did not say tha; that is nonsense.
Mr COURT: That is exactly what the Treasurer said, and the Treasurer should back off
saying it.

1934 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 6 September 1989] 13

Mr Parker: I said nothing of the sort.

Mr COURT: The Treasurer said it in the heat of the moment; he put Bond in the same class
as a man who has been charged with criminal activities.

Mr Parker: I did not.

Mr COURT: Is it not interesting how the Treasurer is trying to get out of that now?

Mrf Parker: You are misleading the House. That is simply untrue.

Mr COURT: These documents were tabled because the Government knew that sooner or
later they would come out ini court; as I understand it most of tern are already evidence in
court.

Mr Parker: Because we lodged them.

Mr COURT: It has made it possible for us to start getting at some of the facts in relation to
this project. The Treasurer mentioned he was not aware of the SEC contract signed in
January just before the election.

Mr Parker: Not the SEC contract; the SEC letter signed by the Premier.

Mr COURT: Well, the letter signed by the Premier. In Hansard last week the Treasurer is
recorded as saying he was not aware of that letter. I ind it very hard to understand how the
Minister responsible for the SEC did not know what was taking place in relation to the urgent
dealings occurring in the days before die election. Is the Minister telling me that the Premier
gave chose letters without getting his approval?

Mr Parker: I will deal with it.

Mr COURT: It is imnportant that people understand the principle of the Westminster system
in that when elections are called - in our case we had a four week election campaign - the
Government does not make financial commitments without informing the public, If there are
financial commnitments that have to be made in the normal running of the State, the public are
told about them.

Mr Mensaros: The Government invites the Opposition to the negotiations in that system.

Mr COURT: That is correct. The Government invites the Opposition to discussions and no
major appointments or financial commuitments are made.

Mr Parker: Did you do that?

Mr COURT: The Government does not make those big deals in four weeks of an election
campaign. The Government does not commit the State to hundreds of millions of dollars.

Mr Parker: Did you follow that convention when in Government?

Mr COURT: I have not been in Government.

Mr Parker: What about your colleagues, did they follow your convention? Let me tell you
about the Alcoa contract which was massive and did not fit into your convention. Your
Government arranged for the Alcoa deal to be signed by Mr Jones, not even in the four week
period, but after the Government had been defeated.

Mr COURT: Did the Deputy Premider know about it?

Mr Parker: No. Not until we were swor nm.

Mir COURT: Did the Deputy Premier know about it before the election?

Mr Parker My recollection of it is a bit dodgy as it was seven years ago. I think it was
signed in the period between the issuing of the writs, and the actual change of Government.

Mr COURT: The Deputy Premier should get his facts right!

Mr Parker: In any event it was in the period to which you are referring.

Mr COURT: The Deputy Premier was party to hundreds of millions of dollars of our money
being signed up, yet he said he did not know anything about it.

Mr Parker This was a hundred million dollar contract as well; that is with the Alcoa
contract.
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Mr COURT: The Deputy Premier did not know anything about the cheque and he got caught
out. He said rimt there was no guarantee in place and then he tried to weasel out of it by
saying the Premier did not tell him about that one, yet the Deputy Premier was the Minister
responsible for the SEC.
Mr Parker It did not get communicated from the SEC. That is one of the reasons why it did
not come to my mzention; it was simply filed away.
Mr COURT: It gives an assurance that a supply agreement with the SEC was in place. Does
the Deputy Premier not think that thai is rather imnpontant?
Mr Parker: The SEC supply agreement was tabled. We have tabled the schedule associated
with it in another place.
Mir COURT: Was the Deputy Premier party to the negotiations for the supply agreement?
Mr Parker No, it was done by the commercial officers of the SEC. It was reported to me
from time to rime but the final document was agreed to -

Mr Maclinnon: By whom?
Mr Parker It was agreed to by the board of the SEC. The SEC supply agreement was in
place, which I have said repeatedly in relation to price escalations, and is virtually identical to
the agreements signed in the days when Dempster and company were running the project.
The final document was adopted by the State Energy Commission Board, and that was it.
Mr COURT: I presume that it was a big deal getting the SEC WA contract in place. While
negotiations were raking place, did the SEC do everything off its own bar, or were there any
directions?
Mr Parker: No directions were given ina relation to the final SEC supply agreement which
was signed.
Mr COURT: Did you direct any previous agreements?
Mr Parker Because of a lack of a quorum at the time of settlement of the PICL project
which was abandoned, the chairman of the commission invited me for direction. That
document was superseded and is no longer relevant.
Mr COURT: I amn a little confused. The member is saying that he directed the SEC to sign
an agreement with the petrochemical project.
Mr Parker: There was a supply agreement in place, negotiated by the SEC and not by me,
with which there was a problem with settlement dares and availability of board members
meant that there needed to be a legal mechanism to give force to it. I provided that at the
request of the SEC. That document does not presently survive and is not in place. The
document that survived had nothing to do with me and was not directed to me in relation to
its contents because of the issue I raised with you.
Mr COURT: I find what the member is saying to be remarkable in that he directed the SEC
to enter into a supply agreement for the petrochemical project.
Mr Parker: I have told you the circumstances.
Mr COURT; I do not care what the circumstances are, the Minister gave the direction. It
seems that he is saying that he wanted the SEC to enter that supply arrangement, but this is
not the final one that came through. That was another one. Did the Minister think that it was
right that he directed the SEC to go into a deal?
Mr Parker. That agreement survived for a few weeks and was never operative. The
agreement which is in place was an agreement entirely negotiated by SEC WA officers and is
entirely consistent with the heads of agreement which had been negotiated by SECWA
officers during the time Dempster ran the project.
Mr COURT: Well this has certainly enlightened me because we now know that there was
ministerial involvement in getting those agreements. If the first supply agreement was signed
under the direction of the Deputy Premier, that is a very important fact.
The other thing I am very interested in as we go through the different documents is the role of
the Deputy Premier, because just before the election the Premier forgot to tell him about this
letter which had been signed for the Treasury, so when did the Premider take over the
negotiations for the project?
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Mr Parker: What are you talking about?
Mr COURT: After the election all we heard on the petrochemical project was the Premnier,
yet before the election the Deputy Premier was handling the matter. When did the Premier's
responsibility start? Was there a formal takeover?

Mr Parker: I do not believe you have put the question properly.

Mr COURT: The Deputy Premier has not been involved since die election.

Mr Patter: That is not true.

Mr Macl~innon: You said so the other night on 'The 7.30 Report".

Mr Parker: That is not true. I said that I have not been involved in the recent negotiations
with the Bond Corporation.

Mr Macinnon: When did you stop?

Mr Parker: The Premier wanted to deal with those matters.

Mr Maclinnon: When did you stop?

Mr Parker: I have not ever stopped. The Premier has been involved in the recent
negotiations with the Bond Corporation. That does not mean that I have not continued my
involvement with the project.

Mr COURT: Going through the Press cuttings of public statements up until the election, it
seenms that the Deputy Premier was the Minister speaking on the project.

The SPEAKER: Order! Can I intrcede? I have been patient, but if we continue with this
sort of debating practice, we will not make the soft of progress we ought to be making. I do
not mind some questions being asked by either side of the House, but that does not mean that
debate should be interspersed by questions in an interrogating fashion. This is not a court
house.

Mr COURT: Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.

We are debating the extensive documentation that is available on this project. it is
interesting, when one examines the documents, to see the involvement of the different
Ministers. In July 1988 the name of the Minister for Economic Development and Trade
appeared on the documents. We all know about the active involvement of the Deputy
Premier until after the election and, in recent months, the Premier has been involved.

Section (6) of one of the documents, a deed of undertaking, refers to the financial capability
of WA Government Holdings Ltd and stares that the Treasurer of the State of Western
Australia, for and on behalf of the said State, or his nominee, shall advance a sum of not less
than $100 million to WAGH for the purpose of enabling WAGH to fulfil its obligations
under this deed and under the cash deficiency deed. I ask the Deputy Premier whether the
Government fulfilled that commitment? Did the Government put $100 million into WAGH?

Mr Parker: What section are you referring to?
Mr COURT: I am referring to section (6) which is headed, "Financial Capability of WAGH",
and in which it states that $100 million will be paid to WAGH to fulfil its obligations under
this deed and under the cash deficiency deed. I am interested to know whether that occurred?
Mr Parker: No it did not.

Mr COURT: Is it separate from the interim finance?

Mr Parker: This was never operative because it was based on a viable project as the Premier
has said repeatedly.
Mr COURT: It was viable when this document was signed.

Mr Parker: It was thought to be.

Mr COURT: The Government said at election time that it was a beaut little project and there.
were no worries.

Mr Parker: We still do say that there can be a beaut little project.
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Mr COURT: Still no worries?
I do not want to delay the House, but it appears to me that the Government was committed to
an interim finance package and it bad to bolster WAGH so it was in a position to meet its
commitments to the project. I could go on and on - hundreds of millions of dollars have been
thrown around with gay abandon.
Only today die Premier was still trying to justify the Government's actions of deception and
deceit and to cover up the disgrace that has been put on the State.
I advise members of a news item on the ABC this afternoon. It said -

Senator Walsh told the Senate today that if the Western Australian Government
decided to make an approach to the Federal Government for special financial aid, his
response would be sympathetic.
Senator Walsh was replying to a question from a South Australian Senator, Tony
Messner, who claimed the Western Australian Government's bungled business
dealings could result in a loss of $750 million. He obviously has not heard the news
about the damages claim that could take that total over the $1 billion mark.
Senator Walsh said on the evidence available to him the State Government's decision
to invest in the Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd was not a good one.

Mr Maclinnon: Who said that?
Mr COURT: Senator Walsh is a Western Australian Senator. We all know that the
Government's Federal colleagues are trying to distance themselves from this Government.
What I find interesting is that the Government had to borrow interim finance for this project;
it had to borrow it from somewhere. It says it did not come from the South Australian
Finance Authority.
If the Government borrowed the money what will the Loan Council think when it looks at the
submissions for the coming year? It will ask why this Government deserves die requested
money because it has been borrowing money that it has not known about. Did the Loan
Council know that the Government borrowed money for interim finance?
Mr Parker: Yes, but it is outside the Loan Council's purview.
Mr COURT: It will follow very closely the borrowings of this Government. I bet it will
have a good look at the petrochemical project and the amount of $175 million which was
borrowed from the State Government Insurance Commission. How will it get its money
back?
Mr Parker: From Government backed debentures.
Mr COURT: Where does the Government get its money from? It gets it from the taxpayers.
An amount of $175 million plus the interest that has been paid to date has gone down the
gurgler. Did the Government say anything in its recent Budget about writing off
$175 million?
Mr Parker: We are not proposing to do that.
Mr COURT: Is the project still going ahead?
Mr Pearce: It has been explained over and over again in this Parliament.
Mr COURT: The Government can keep putting off paying bad debts year after year. but
sooner or later the Government will have to come to account.
We now find that the Leader of the House is very knowledgeable on this project. He was one
of the Cabinet Ministers who agreed to this decision. I would love to know what instructions
were given to the Ministers when they were asked to make a decision about this project.
The fact of the matter is that the Government has not told the full story about this project in
its Budget and the Leader of the House says, "We will recover this and that loss." Today we
heard about the legal action which has been taken and the Leader of the House asks, 'Do you
think he will get any money?"
Mr Pearce: Well he won't.
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Mr COURT: How do you know?

Mr Pearce: We have sought legal advice on the matter.

Mr COURT: It is unbelievable. A corporation has a contractual commitment, but the Leader
of the House says it is not worth two bob and the corporation has not got a chance of getting
back its money. This will be the beginning of another saga in this project. There will be
another couple of years of legal proceedings and the taxpayers will have to pay up.
I fuly support the motion before the House. The Premier's deception and deceit and the
disgrace he has put upon this State is something none of us can be proud of.

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [8.58 pm]: This motion is about the honesty and integrity of the
Premier and his Treasurer and their fitness to hold office. It revolves around the credibility of
the Premier and the Treasurer.

Only the other day on radio and television the Premier admitted, when he was asked whether
he or Mr Beckwith from Bond Corporation was telling untruths, that one of them, to use his
words -

The SPEAKER: Order! I would prefer the member did not use his words.

Mr LEWIS: I am quoting his words.

The SPEAKER: I would prefer the member did not.

Mr LEWIS: He stated one of them was being grossly untruthful or mendacious.

Statements made under the privilege of this Parliament that Bond Corporation had conspired
with senior members of the Liberal Party to block Supply and bring down this Government
were absolutely dishonest and untruthful.

Mr Pearce: Why did Sir Charles Court lie about the meeting he had with Mr Bond? I am
sorry, Mr Speaker, I was carried away with outrage about the characteristics of the former
Premier. I apologise profusely to the House and withdraw that implication. Can Mr Lewis
tell me why Sir Charles Court was so devious about why he was at that meeting?

Mr LEWIS: The facts which have come to light and which were stated by Mr Beckwith in a
public forum have demonstrated to me the deceit and dishonesty of the Premier in proffering
to this Parliament under the cloak of privilege the assertion that such a thing happened. That
is the first dishonest act of a litany of dishonesty which I will outline to the House during the
course of this debate.

The dishonesty of the Premier and the Treasurer over the past six to nine months has shaken
the traditions of the Labor movement to the very core. Labor once stood for principle,
integrity and honesty. However, there is a situation in this House this evening because of the
validity of a Press report as to disquiet and moves to remove the Treasurer and Premier from
their positions in Government. There was a CO's parade and members opposite all marched
in and listened to a quite pathetic speech which in no way, nor at any time, defended the
imputation that dhe Treasurer or the Premier had been dishonest and deceitful; but members
opposite all sat there and clapped on command to bolster the ego, the megalomania of a
schizophrenic who does not and can not understand the word "truth".

Withdrawal of Remark
Mir PEARCE: I am sure, Mr Speaker, that you understand the point of order that I am about
to make.

The SPEAKER: I do not know that the Leader of the House needs to take that point of order.
One needs to rise immediately on points of order, but I am casting about in my mind in
relation to the word "schizophrenic" and how it might apply in a parliamentary manner. I am
not convinced that that word is very parliamentary. I think the member should not use it
again. He might even care to say, "I withdraw."

Mr LEWIS: Mr Speaker, because we have been on amicable terms -

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr LEWIS: I will withdraw.
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Debate Resumed
Wr LEWIS: Perhaps I can refer to the Premier's behaviour as going from one extreme to die

other in a very short time. If the word I used hits the target and upsets people opposite, so be
it because it is the truth.

Mr Pearce: You are just a buffoon. Buffoons should not be able to degrade the performance
of this Parliament, not even a buffoon like you.

Point of Order
Nir KIERATH: Is that word parliamentary, Mvr Speaker?

The SPEAKER: I am not sure whether the member for Riverton is taking a point of order or
asking me for a point of view. I can give the member a point of view. There is a really fine
line here, because over many years of this Parliament there have been a number of different
Speakers, some of whom considered the word buffoon to be totally unparliamentary and
others who thought it more than appropriate, so I have a little difficulty in answering the
member's question. I think it is probably not unparliamentary. It would depend on the
context of the debate.

Nr KIERATH:. Do you think it is an allowable term?
The SPEAKER: If the member wishes to have a little chat with me I will get someone else to
take the Chair and we will go out the back and have it. It may or may not be.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: The dishonesty included this Premier by imputation charging a citizen of this
State with perjuring himself in a court of law of this land. Mr Musca went into a court and
gave evidence on oath. That evidence was somewhat damaging and extremely derogatory
about the standard of behaviour and the integrity, honesty and honour of the Premier of this
State. The Premier said that it was a fabrication, an imputation that the man giving evidence
on oath had perjured himself in a court of law. Let me remind the Parliament that perjury is a
criminal offence punishable by imprisonment, yet that is the charge the Premier has levelled
at a citizen of this State.
Mr Pearce: A citizen of this State made claims against this Premier which the Premier said
were untrue; that is the fact of the matter.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House again was not listening. That was the second gross
example of deceit and dishonour. The third example was when this Government colluded
with Bond Corporation to take over, or take control of, Bell Corporation illegally and against
the company laws of this land so as to get its hands on the cash resources of the Bell Group to
use those funds to service or pay out Laurie Connell so that he could discharge his debt to the
Government and therefore discharge the $150 million guarantee to the National Australia
Bank.
This Premier and this Treasurer said in the public domain that this deal was for the benefit of
the State. Mr Beckwith, without the privilege of Parliament, has said that the whole deal was
founded on re-electing this Government and discharging a debt. The Premier boasted about a
future we could believe in and what a great project this would be for the State. He claimed
that no guarantee had been given as to the State's financial responsibility to the petrochemical
project. That was the third grossly dishonest and untruthful statement made by the Premier
and his cohort, the Treasurer, today.
He has not denied one of those.

Ms Pearce: We deny one, we deny two, and we deny three.

Mr Parter: We have denied them repeatedly.

Mr Pearce: We deny them again, for your benefit.
Nr LEWIS: The Premider's fourth great public untruth was when he boasted that he made the
tough decision. He took the State out of the Rothweils deal. He made the decision not to put
any more money in. That was the tough decision he made and told the public of Western
Australia about. The facts are that the Bond Corporation made the decision, as the Beckwith
statement and the Musca evidence clearly demonstrate. The Bond Corporation said it had
had enough and it was not going to supply any more money. The Musca evidence under oath
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three or four days before the Rothwells collapse was that this Government had drawn up,
through its solicitors, undertakings to service another $150 million in support of Rothwells.
That is die truth of it. Guess what happened? Bond Corporation accepted that deal. It went
to the solicitors and back came the note, "We have changed our minds." The Government
then renegotiated with Bond Corporation and Bond Corporation had certain terms and
conditions as to the continuance -

Mr Grill: Who has briefed you on all this?
Mr LEWIS: I am pretty right, am I not?
Mr Grill: I think you are wrong, but I am rather intrigued who briefed you on all this.
MY LEWIS: Bond Corporation said it had had enough. The Premier, with those great
untruths, said, "I made the tough decision. I am not a wimp. I took the Government out of
the Rothwells deal because we could not go on any longer". The facts are that Rothwells had
been insolvent for three weeks and this Government and its Ministers were organising to
transfer funds from the R & I Bank to Rothweils, from the SGIC to Spedleys. and from
Spedleys to Rodiwells. That is what this Minister did and was a party to. These funds were
shifted overnight into Rothwells so that it could balance its books. This is the gross untruth
of the Premier who said he made this tough decision. That is the fourth great dishonesty.
Mr Pearce: You will loosen those bolts again!
Mr LEWIS: I thought the Leader of the House had finished with that one by now; it is
getting pretty boring. The fifth great dishonest act of this Premier was when he said publicly
on television that he did not bnow what warehousing meant.
Mr Parker: He did not say that at all. When do you say he said that?
Mr LEWIS: To Geraldine Mellet on "The 7.30 Report". What sort of commercial lawyer
would he be?
Mr Parker: He did not say that.
Mr Macinnon: Yes, he did.
Mr LEWIS: The interesting thing is that in evidence, Leon Musca, under oath in a court of
law -
Mr Pearce: It does not make it true.
Mr LEWIS: - said the Premier proposed to warehouse Western Collieries through another
company for Government purposes.
Mr Pearce: The Premier has denied that.
Mr LEWIS: He said Musca's evidence was perjured? Did he say that?
Mr Pearce: Musca made allegations and the Premier said those allegations were not true.
Mr Parker. Is there something wrong with the Premier denying allegations made against
him?
Mr LEWIS: That was the fifth great dishonesty.
Mr Pearce: f1 say you are a moron with an IQ of less than 10, does that mean that when you
deny it you are accusing me of perjury?
Mr LEWIS: He was suggesting that he did not know what warehousing meant when he was
actually proposing to warehouse on behalf of this State! Thtis was grossly illegal. The
Premier of this State was proposing that that should happen. What a dishonourable,
despicable thing!
The sixth great lie - Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Ripper), I apologise; I beg your pardon - the
sixth great untruth or mendacious statement was when he came into this Parliament and in the
public domain he and his Treasurer have repeatedly, time after time, denied any guarantees
were in place in respect of die petrochemical project.
M~r Pearce: Is this an action replay of last year in Parliament?
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House really does not like it. He is squirming.
Mr Pearce: It is dull and boring.
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Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House will keep hearing it, so he had better get used to it.
Mr Pearce: We are responsible for the destiny of the State and we have better things to do
than sit here and listen to this.
Mr Parker There is a Standing Order concerning tedious repetition.
Mir LEWIS: I am drawing die attention of Parliament to a very despicable and dishonest act
whereby this Government filed proceedings for the winding up of PRL.
Mr Pearce: Are you opposed to that action?
Mr LEWIS: The equity partner, the people the Government asked to come into die deal, said
to the Government. 'We are going to tell the public the truth." This is the deceit, the
dishonesty and dishonour that the Premier has carried out. He said, "Let us reopen
negotiations," and sent Mr Turnbull, his lackey, to renegotiate for a week. Mir Turnbull was
renegotiating until one o'clock last Tuesday. when the Premier came into this Parliament and
told those great untruths for the sake of getting the heat off it. That was the seventh
despicable act of dishonour and dishonesty.
Mir Pearce: On what basis can you possibly make those claims or judgments? You are a
person of absolutely no integrity to be able to make that kind of claim in Parliament. You
have no evidence for anything you are saying - nothing at all. What evidence do you have to
support those claims?
Mr LEWIS: The eighth dishonest act was when the Premier made his famous statement that
the reason they could not proceed with the petrochemical project was because of the
commercial circumstances of one of the equity partners, the Bond Corporation. That is an
absolute untruth because if any members on the Government benches know anything about
the project, they would know that the Bond Corporation had paid its $223 million up front for
its equity and had no other financial commitment to the deal.
MW Parker: That is not true.
Mr LEWIS: They had no other financial commitment to the deal. They were in it on the
basis of their initial equity capital. The Premier came into Parliament and in his disparaging
way tried to bring down one of the biggest corporations in this country. He endeavoured to
make a run on its shares. That is what the Premier was trying to do, and dishonestly stated
that the bankers would not finance the deal because they believed the other equity partner
was commercially not sound.

Withdrawal of Remtark
Mrt PETER DOWDING: The member for Applecross has suggested that 1, as the Premier of
this State, took steps designed to affect the shares of a commercial institution. I utterly reject
that proposition and I regard it as an allegation of grave impropriety. I ask for that statement
to be withdrawn by the member.
Mr Hassell: There is nothing unparliamentary in that.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member just said that I had taken -

Mir Lewis: I have got you upset, haven't I?
Mr PETER DOWDING: No, the member has not got me upset. The member made an
allegation of such impropriety that I think it ought to be withdrawn. The member alleged that
I took certain actions in order to reduce die share price of a corporation - that is. indeed, to
destroy it. Those were the words which he in effect used. That is an outrageous assertion
against a person in my position. It is utterly untrue and it is such a grave accusation that it is
unparbiamentary and I ask that it be withdrawn.
The SPEAKER: Order! I apologise to members for not immediately rising on that point.
Had I understood or heard what was being said, I certainly would have taken action without it
being requested. I am a little concerned that members should take advantage of this
particular motion - and there are two or three members who have - to make those sorts of
assertions, and I am going to ask for a withdrawal. However, I am also going to ask members
in future to be particularly careful about those sorts of assertions being made about other
members.
We have a very hard fought for privilege in this place to be able to say those things which
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need to be said, but that privilege must never be abused in the way that it sometimes has,
particularly in this debate today. There are places for those sorts of allegations, even in our
parliamentary system here today. This is not one of them. [ ask for a withdrawal.
Mr LEWIS: Mr Speaker, I believe in my heart what I said and I amn not prepared to
withdraw.
The SPEAKER: I ask again that the member withdraw the words I have asked him to
withdraw.
Mr LEWIS: I repeat: I believe whatlIsaid is true. There was a non the share price after
their Cabinet meeting.
Mr Peter Dowding: You said I caused it. Withdraw that.
Mr LEWIS: I am not prepared to withdraw because what I believe is within the context of
the motion before Parliament.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! This is die last time that I have to ask that it be withdrawn. I ask
again that it be withdrawn, and on fluther denial I will take action.
Mr LEWIS: No, Sir, I am not prepared to withdraw.
The SPEAKER: I name the member for Applecross.

Suspension of Member
Mr PEARCE: I move -

That the member for Applecross be suspended from the service of the House.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (28)
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham mr Leahy mrTaylor
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Catania MrsHenderson Mr Parkar MiTroy
Mr Cunninghmn Mr Gordon Hilt Mr Pearce MRS Watkins
Mr Donovan Mr House Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr~eterDowding Mr Kobelke Mr Rpper Mr Wilsoni
Dr Gallop Dr Lawrence Mr PRI Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)

Noes (19)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Hassell Mr Meaing Mr Ttnden
Mr Bradshaw Mr Kierath Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
Mr court Mr Lewis Mr Nicholls Dr Tumnbull
Mrs Edwardes Mr Macjean Mr Omodel Mr Dlilke aeller)
Mr Grayden MrMcNee Mr Strickland

pairs

Ayes Noes

MrID.L. Smith MrThompsoa
MrCaF Mrt want
Dr Alexander Mr Shave

Question thus passed.
The SPEAKER: I advise that the suspension will take the form of the balance of today's
sitting and the whole of tomorrow's sitting. I ask the memnber for Applecross to withdraw.
[The member for Applecross left the Chamber.]

Debate Resumed
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [9.30 pin]: This motion has
brought some very enlightening facts before the Parliament. I refer to where the Premier
started his comments on this matter. The Premier was defending the comments made in
respect of his honour in relation to possible court cases. Theme is only one matter in this
House that I am await of at the moment that is liable to end up in court. What we have'heard



today is likely to lead to court action by Bond Corporation and we know that court action is
likely in relation to Mr Connell, Mr Musca and Mr Beckwith. All of those matters will
ensure that the Premier, as the central figure. as my colleague the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has said over and over again inside this House and out, will spend more time mn
the next 12 months in court than in the Parliament.
Mr Parker: Time will tell.
Mr MacKINNON: Time will tell what the outcome of the action will be.
The second fact to emerge through this debate is the enormous damage that has been done to
this State by the Premier's comments on Petrochemical Industries Ltd. He has indicated in
answers and comments made in the last two days that he will not stand by the debts of the
petrochemical company. He will stand back and welch on the debts of a company of which
this Government is almost a major shareholder. That is what the Premnier has said. That is an
unprecedented situation in Western Australia. Never before has a Government or a majority
owned cotporation welched on a deal. Imagine the damage that is doing and winl do to our
reputation. Imagine the damage that will do to our reputation when the Govermnent
endeavours to get into bed in a business sense with companies overseas.
A third fact to emerge is the very important role played through all of these affairs by the
Minister for Tourism. We knew from the very outset - and the Minister's admissions today
confirmed it - that he was involved in the original rescue in October 1987. He played a big
part in shoring up Rothwells by telephoning local authorities and asking them to deposit
funds into Rothwells, and he admitted that today without apology. I say that is an
unprecedented action for a Minister of the Crown to admit that he has been soliciting actively
for people to put deposits in a particular organisation. What did the Minister do to make sure
that Rothwells, was a sate place for people to put their money? In June of 1988 that Minister
signed a letter, probably more than one, enticing Bond Corporation to put $100 million into
Rothwells. Why did he do that? Why did Bond suddenly put $100 million into Rothwells?
As I said earlier today, it should have put money into Bell by buying Bell shares. The only
reason was that that Minister sent the letter.
The document that has been tabled is the State Energy Commission of Western Australia
agreement of July 1988. The deal was done with the initial PICL payment of the first
$175 million price, and that was before First Boston was commissioned to investigate - not
after. Who was the man who commuissioned that deal? It was the Minister for Tourism. In
October 1988 it was the same man who instructed the SEC to pay those funds and sought the
R & I Bank to place funds in Rothwells. What was that about, Mr Grill - Hon Mr Grill, the
then Minister for Agriculture and Rothwells? Why was the Minister so inexorably involved?
I say that the current Deputy Premier knew more about it than the Minister for Tourism and
made sure that he was not involved at all in those deals and placed distance between himself
and Mr Grill. He did so making sure that if there were some fallout, the debate would
centre - as it has over the last day or so - around Mr Grill and not around himself.
Another fact to emerge today is the latest devastating announcement from Bond Corporation
which the Government seemed to laugh off. This is probably the most serious action this
State has seen in terms of litigation in its history.
Mr Court The Leader of the House said that there is no problem.
Mr MacKINNON: Yes, the Leader of the House laughed it off as does the Government, but
these members do not understand. Through its actions the Goverment has damaged
irreparably the reputation of Western Australia. Members opposite are claiming that they
will go out and do a great deal to get the petrochemical plant constructed in Western
Australia. What are petrochemical investors and majors going to think? They will think,
"Hang on a minute, the current Government had a deal negotiated but as soon as it got past
the election it welched on the deal and ended up in court." Whichever way the court case
goes, the people of Western Australia and the State's reputation stays damaged because
people know they have to deal with a Government whose word they cannot trust - even when
the word is written in an agreement. The Premier and his deputy have written letters and
some of them were even handwritten by the Deputy Premier. People know that these men
now cannot be trusted. Imagine the damage that will be done to our State and its reputation.
It will be irreparable.
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What about dhe cost? This Government is looking down the barrel of $225 million and the
Leader of the House, the Premier and the Deputy Premier laugh it off. They say they have an
opinion that will prove itself. The same thing was said about the guarantee. They had two
important opinions from the Solicitor General and the Crown Law Department which both
said that the guarantee was necessary. Why did we need to have a petrochemical authority
Bill in here? It was because the baniks had opinions that carried more weight and because the
banks were not prepared to act without the support and advice of their lawyers. Bond
Corporation probably also has the best legal advice in the country and they believe fervently
that the $225 million is secure.

They will fight to the death to defend that action. A huge risk is involved. What will happen
if the Government loses $225 million? It will have to be found from somewhere. This
Government is prepared to play with money as though it were monopoly money. I inform the
Government it is not monopoly money; it is the taxpayers' money. In fact, if that
$225 million is lost Peter Dowding will become the first Premier of Western Australia to
preside over a billion dollar loss of taxpayers' funds to business dealings. He will be known
as the "Billion Dollar Premier".

It is laughable that the Premier and his deputy can say that the $175 million with the State
Government Insurance Commission is not at risk. The Government faces a huge litigation -
the biggest in our State's history. It is unprecedented. The Government will then go to a
major petrochemical investor and say, "We want you to invest in our project, but we will
charge you $175 million. For the privilege of coming to Westemn Australia, please sign a
cheque for $175 million before you walk in the door." As Mr Merszei said, Queensland is
knocking at the same door and it will not put a $175 million price tag on it - it will probably
offer incentives.

Today's announcement was devastating to the State's reputation and to the taxpayers of this
State who are already suffering.

I turn now to the public disclosure question that the Premier raised in relation to Bunbury
Foods. What a joke that was! I ask members whether it was a secret that the ten
Government extended the guarantee to Bunbury Foods? The answer is clearly no, it was not
a secret. It was public knowledge. The Premier confirmed that with the questions, from
which he quoted, which were asked in this Parliament about that guarantee.

Mr Court: I think the plant is running today.

Mr MacKINNON: I will come to that.

The information regarding security was made public and the Premier confirmed that from the
information he quoted. The registered mortgages with the R & I Bank was not kept a secret
at that time. However, information regarding the quantity of oil was confidential because
rival competitors wanted to do the same thing elsewhere and at the same time. It would have
been foolish to have released confidential information about a company the Government was
guaranteeing. The statistics were commercially confidential because the Statistics Act
precluded their being released. The comments of the Premier were crazy. At the time the
public knew what was happening. It was not a secret and we actually said there was a
guarantee. At die end of the day we ended up with a plant and it is still working today.

Of course, something the Premier did not refer to was who began the action against Dr Oskar.
In fact, I commenced that action as the then responsible Minister. So much for the comments
and fatuous arguments of the Premier in trying to grandstand and prance in front of his
colleagues to shore up his failing position. His argument crumbles like a house of cards.

Mr Bradshaw: Bunbury Foods created employment in the Bunbury region.

Mr MacKINNON: It did.

Tonight the Deputy Premier made somec disparaging comments about the North West Shelf
gas project. With every second breath he said it was a disgraceful project, but when the LNO
plant is officially opened they will say, 'Look what we did". There would not be an LNG
plant today if it had not been for the pipeline established from the first platform and the
processing plant.

Several members interjected.
A71021-11
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Mr MacK.INNON: It appears that this pipeline is so bad that this Government has to expand
die project! It is not big enough! '[hey are the facts.
The Prenmicer referred to risks, but my colleague, the member for Plorat, will tell this House
that the North West Shelf gas project was undertaken in a proper manner and a full report
was presented to the Parliament for all 10 see. Unlike the petrochemical project, which is a
figment of someone's imagination, the North West Shelf gas project is working and is of
benefit to the State of Western Australia.
Mr Court: We would be lost without it.
Mr MacKJN4NON: Yes, we would be lost without it. The State would be in a crisis situation
with respect to its energy needs. However, what do members apposite do? They continue to
criticise, whinge and knock this project. in a couple of weeks' time they will be the first to
stand and take the credit for the project when the real credit falls in the lap of a previous
Premier and Ministers, like the member for Floreat, who worked tirelessly to get that project
operating. They deserve to be commended by every Western Australian who is able to turn
die light on at a relatively low price
I turn now to another couple of astounding revelations. Like my deputy I also find it difficult
to understand that the Deputy Premider did not know about a letter forwarded to the State
Energy Commission, dated 23 January 1989, referring to a supply agreement for the
petrochemical project. He did not even know about it, yet he is the Minister responsible. His
Premier would not even inform him of the letter. It is little wonder that the conflict between
those two members is now obvious, particularly in relation to negotiations with the Bond
people. The Deputy Premier was moved aside by the Premier. Perhaps the Premier did not
believe the Deputy Premier was tough enough. Perhaps the Deputy Premier did not want to
put Bond's head in the noose.
Ms Court: [ think he has been pushed aside.
Mr MacKINNON: Yes, I think he has. The Premier probably said to the Deputy Premider,
"You will not push them over, I will, because my future depends on it." The Premier knew
that if he had not taken that action he would not be Premier today. That is why the Deputy
Premier sits in this House like a stu~ned mullet.
Ms. Hassell: He has not replied to the debate when he said he would.
Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. His word is as good as it has ever been - worthless.
It is a remarkable revelation that a copy of one of the most important documents the State
Energy Commission would have received in the last 12 months was not forwarded to the
responsible Mintister for his attention. The Premier did not trust him. It is not as though it sat
in the Treasury's tile - it was forwarded to the SEC. It appears the commission did not seem
to trust him either. When did the Deputy Premier first find out about the letter?
Msr Parker: A few weeks ago and, in fact, I am not sure it did go to the SEC.
Ms MacKINNON: That is real miust.
Members would have read in tonight's paper that the Premier is now blamning the former
Premier for this problem. He is blaming the former Premier and upsetting those people who
support Brian Burke.
Mr Kierath: Bring himn back from Ireland.
Ms MacKINNON: He could not be any worse than the present incumbent. I used to think
that the former Premier was pretty bad, but he could not possibly be as bad as this fellow,
although they are probably birds of a frather.
Mr Kierath: He didn't know anything about warehousing.
Ms MacKINNON: The current bloke does not, I bet! The Premier then referred to the
documentation and said words to the effect that, "We arc not going to table documents that
are part of litigation that we cannot disclose because of that litigation." I remind members
that we are asking for documents and, in particular, the advice on the guarantees that this
Government provided to that litigant, Bond Corporation, so the other party already has the
guarantees. Why cannot we see the same document? The excuse, like all the other
comments made by the Premier, is dishonest and deceitful. As we said about the Deputy
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Premier, his word is the same as it has always been, absolutely worthless, a man who stood in
this Parliament and said, "There is no guarantee of any type to anybody, name." He knew it
was in place.
Mr Parker: You are misleading the House.
Mr MacKINNON: What die Treasurer said is recorded in Hansard for all to see.
Mr& Parker: Not as represented by die Leader of the Opposition.
Mr MacKINNON: That is what the Deputy Premier said, and he knows it. This Government
and this Premier have been continuing a course of wilful and unethical nondisclosure,
indiscretion and dishonesty and deserve this motion to be carried against them.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (20)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Orayden Mr McNee Mrt Stuickland
Mr Bradshaw Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Trenorden
Mr cowlt Mr House Mr MinsoD Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Kierath Mr Nicholls Dr Tumnbull
Mrs Edwardes Mr Macinnon Mr Omodel Mr Bluilde (Teller)

Noes (26)

Mrs Beggs Mr Grill Mr Patker Mr Tray
Mr Bridge Mts Henderson Mr Pearce His Watkins
Mr Catania Mr Gordon Hill Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Cunningham Mr Kohelke Mr Ripper NU Wilson
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr P1. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Leahy Mr Taylor
Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas

Pair.

Ayes Noes
Mr Thompson Mr D.L. Smith
Mr watt Mr Car
Mr Shave Dr Alexander

Question thus negatived.

MOTION - AIRLINE PILOTS' STRIKE
Charter Aircraft Support - Federal Action Support

MR KIERATH (Riverton) [9.55 pml: I move -

That the Parliamient of Western Australia supports the Stare Labor Government's
move to charter an aircraft to begin a regular service to transport both passengers and
freight to major north west centres of Western Australia, for the period of the pilots'
strike, and furthermore that this Parliament supports the Federal Labor Goverrnent's
action during the pilots' strike by -

(1) acknowledging that air services are considered to be an essential and important
service in Australia's economy (and Western Australia in particular);

(2) allowing alternative airline services to be provided by charter, contract, or
other means;

(3) cancelling the pilots' awards and replacing them wit individual agreements;
and

(4) allowing the use of Royal Australian Air Force equipment and personnel to
allow urgent services to be maintained for those people suffering severe
hardship,

and furthermore this House urges all parties concerned to make every effort to
negotiate a solution to this crippling strike, and demand that these parties put
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Australia's (and Western Australia's) interests first and above their own selfish
interests.

I will commence my remarks by reading some comments which appeared in The West
Australian on Tuesday 5 September which were attributed to the Premier of this State, as
follows -

The WA Government hopes to announce arrangements today for a chartered
Boeing 737 aircraft to begin a regular service to major North-West centres to
offset the pilots' strike.

Later in die interview he is reported as saying the following -

In the short term you have caused -

He was referring, of course, to the pilots -
- imnmeasurable harm to the community of WA and to the tourism industry. It
will take some years for us to recover from that.

On that same day we moved a motion in this House to congratulate the Government on its
action. I think it was very good of the Opposition to be so quick in congratulating the
Government.
Earlier during this session the Minister for Tourism said that he looked forward to bipartisan
support. This is our effort to give bipartisan support as we support the Governmnent's action
and want placed on the record the fact that we do so. However, in offering that support, that
action raises some interesting issues. There are obviously certain actions that are justified,
given the right circumstances.
In a counny as large as Australia, air services could be likened to the arteries in our bodies;
when they are bringing the supply of blood they are bringing the essential ingredients for the
health of our economy; however, when those major arteries are blocked the body has a great
deal of trouble in functioning. That is precisely what is happening to this country of ours
with this pilots' strike. Obviously certain actions bring certain consequences. Some might
even say that during the strike Australia is slowly haemnorrhaging to death. Action is needed
now. Although I might not agree that this action of the State Government goes the whole
way towards solving the problem, at least'it is an attempt, and we wil be the first to
conigratulate it.
Another interesting question is the provision of alternative services in the event of a strike. It
is acknowledged that some people have severe and critical needs, and sometimes these needs
override the rights of the workers who are currently on strike. That is an important
acknowledgment, and I commend the State Government for it.
A third interesting point is that in this pilots' dispute awards have been cancelled. While the
Federal Government has been prepared to cancel the awards, individual employment
contracts have been offered. I have not heard a murmur of opposition from the Goverment
over the use of voluntary employment contracts; in fact they seem to be supported by the
Federal Labor Government. The silence on the other side is almost deafening.
Mr Court: Quite right.
Mr KIERATH: Another interesting issue is the use of RAAF planes, equipment and
personnel. For what are those facilities being used? They are providing a service while a
group of workers in this country is on strike. We have to go back to the late 1940s to find the
last use of armed forces in the case of a strike. The motion also asks all parties to put
Western Australia and Australia first. The chartering of the aircraft is cormmendable, but last
week in this Parliament, and publicly a week before that, I outlined a solution to the pilots'
strike.
Several members in terjected.
Mr KIIERATH: I see the member for Peel has decided that he has had enough and he is
walking out. That underlines his credibility when it comes to industrial relations.
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: I outlined a solution in this House, and I have been ridiculed by members
opposite for it. To refresh members' memories I shall outline the basis of my suggestion. I
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said there was a solution under the special case guidelines, and it meant that, firstly, there had
to be a public interest; secondly, it needed to be at minimal cost; and thirdly, there was to be
no flow on.

What do we see? I shall quote Hansard to get it exact, because since then the Minister for
Labour has attempted to misrepresent some of the things I said. I quote -

Provisions exist under the existing national and State wage fixing guidelines to
resolve the dispute. For the benefit of members on the other side, there is such a thing
as a special case...
The first criterion of a special case is that it should be in the public interest...

The second cniterion.. . is that a special case must result in minimal cost.

This is the important bit, because this is where I was misrepresented. I went on to say -

Several members interjected.

Mr KIERATH: I shall quote it word for word so that members get it right, If they stopped
interjecting and listened they might understand the issues. For the benefit of the member for
Peel, who seems to have a great deal of difficulty in understanding industrial relations, I shall
repeat it. I hope the Minister for Labour is listening.

Mr Troy: I am.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!

Several members interjected.

Mr Court: You are ignoring the Acting Speaker's call.

Mr KIERATH: If members will give me a chance to get it out, these are the important
words -

If members accept that then what is their claim really? If it were granted in fifl - and
I am not suggesting it should be -

That is what I said, but some of the wild imaginations of members opposite got carried away
and they put other interpretations on it. To continue --

- it would account for 0.3 per cent of air fares.

I was offering a scenario, but all of a sudden it has become gospel on the other side and it has
become the in sport to get stuck into the member for Riverton. I went on to say -

The third criterion of a special case is that there should be no flow on.

This is critical -

If negotiations centred around the wage fixing principles, which is for award
restructuring and productivity increases, a precedent could be avoided.

That is what I said, and I hope members opposite now have it clear and can understand
exactly what I was talking about.

I opened up the Daily News on Wednesday, 6 September, and on page 2, for die benefit of the
member for K~algoorlie, who has great ambitions to be the Leader -

Several members interjected.

Mr KIERATH: I heard a week ago that he had two weeks. Perhaps he has only a week to
run.
On page 2, the headline reads, "Airline hopes soar as pilots sign contracts." I shall read a
little of the article to members -

"The information we have been given is that the contracts, which are between the
company and pilots only, are for a package for their original wages plus six per cent
for 55 hours per month at the stick", he said.

"On top of that there is an additional $60 per hour for evety additional hour
worked...
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"If you rake out a pocket calculator and say dhe average is 68 hours a month, it works
out at a 28.6 per cent increase on their present salaries.

The article continues -
Sir Peter Abeles said on ABC radio's AM program today that the base wage of pilots
had been increased only six per cent in exchange for significant productivity trade-
offs.

I thought that is what I suggested earlier. It was based on award restructuring and
productivity increases. So now we have Sir Peter Abeles saying that his solution is in line
with the solution put forward by the Opposition merely two weeks ago.
That is only one side. We have heard the employer's side, but what about the workers? I
want to quote from The West Australian.
Several members interjected.
Mr KJERATH: Would members like to hear what the article says?
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! For some reason the member for Riverton does provoke
interjections- I am not sure what the reason is -
Mr KIERATH: I think it is jealousy.
The ACTING SPEAKER: If the member was quiet while I was speaking it would help
proceedings. The first point I want to make is that you should address the Chair rather than
dhe other side of the Chamber when you are speaking and that might provoke fewer
interjections. In respect of the interjections, when there are one or two during the speech it
makes for good parliamentary proceedings, but when there are 10 or 12 coming from every
section of the House they are inaudible and not really parliamentary. The member for
Riverton has the call.
Ms KJERATH: I was addressing the Chair but the interjections from the Government side
became so numerous [ had to turn around to address Government members. I will try not to
do so again.
I will read a quote from the Australian Federation of Air Pilots, from one Captain Brian
McCarthy, who said last night that the "body would be willing to negotiate" - willing to
negotiate! - "Productivity offsets - including increased flying hours - in return for a pay rise."
Did members opposite hear that? That is completely in line with what the Opposition has
been saying in respect of this dispute for almost two weeks. That is how advanced the
Opposition is; we have a policy, we make a statement and we put up constr-uctive suggestions
for solutions. We do not just knock as members on the other side do; we actually try to come
up with positive policies. That is what we did on this occasion and we were ridiculed by
some members opposite; but guess what is happening now - it is all falling into place.
There was a third part to my solution - for which I was also ridiculed - which was the
suggestion that a special negotiator be appointed. It was rather intriguing, because!I said that
there were eminently qualified people available. The person I actually had in mind is a
Professor of Industrial Relations at the University of Westemn Australia - Professor Nich
Blain, who has written a book about the airline industry. I did not name Professor Blain
publicly at that time, although I had him in mind. I said that if somebody were not available,
I would offer my services. For that sincere attempt I was ridiculed. Some members
opposite - such as the member for Kenwick and the member for Peel - used to work for one
of the most powerful unions in this State, the Misceaneous Workers Union. That union
used to make up its own facts and figures, and told all sorts of untruths. I was going to say
"lies" but I mean untruths. They try to claim these stories, and they find out that when people
actually sit down with their work forces and negotiate meaningful settlements they do not
have these problems. That union had a real problem because it could not convince any more
than two people in my company to belong to it. Not only that, as I went to listen to the
7.00 pmn news - and a lot of members were there -

Mr& Marlborough: You would have heard Sir Peter Abeles talking about stick time.
Mr KIERATH: I think dhe member's problem is he has too much stick time sometimes. One
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of the things mentioned on that news report was that a special negotiator had been working
behind the scenes. Do members opposite know who he was?
Mr Marlborough: It was you.
Mr KIERATH: No. I offered my services -

Several members interjected.
T7he ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ripper): Order? Strange as it might seem I am having some
trouble hearing the member for Riverton from here. I suggest that the member address his
remarks to the Chair and that interjections be diminished somewhat.
Mr KIERATH: It seems than the Government has a problem when the Opposition gives it
some constructive suggestions. The Government is always knocking the Opposition, saying
it does not come up with anything positive. In this motion we have turned around and
congratulated the Government on its course of action. Last week we suggested a solution to
the pilots' strike and now unfolding before the Government's very eyes is the solution to the
strike the Opposition outlined. Where were the policies and suggestions from that side of the
House? There was nothing. In fact the greatest contribution from the Minister for Labour
was to say, "We have to grin and bear it." What a joke. The Minister is always going on
about the Opposition's wages policy. His industrial relations policy is to grin and bear it. It
was that sort of desperation which led me to offer my services, because the Government is
totally devoid of any talent. In fact, among the union membership there is a joke that when
they want to get rid of any organiser who is deadwood, they promnote that organiser to
Parliament. That is how they get rid of them in order to create jobs for the up-and-coming
young ones. If that is a reflection on members opposite, I am sorry about that. As I said,
compare our results and our suggestions to those of the Government. In the case of a strike it
is important to understand the mechanisms and forces at play. There are two. sides which
often have two points of view.
Mr Taylor: That is very perceptive.
Mr KIERATH: They reach a situation where there is a show of force between two parties -
and the Minister for Police and Emergency Services should listen because he might learn
something - and ultimately there is a great deal of pain and suffering. One side will
eventually weaken and cave in; that is the survival of the strongest. Quite often during that
process extreme financial hardship is experienced, whether it be by the workers or by the
company. Either way the parties suffer severe financial hardship. When that pain and
suffering becomes bad enough, one side caves in and people might say there is a softening of
attitudes; hopefully that softening of attitudes will lead to a resolution of the dispute. My
suggestion is that we should try to get a negotiator in earlier in the piece, before the attitudes
harden and before pain and suffering occurs. That is the tragedy of the heckling from that
side of the House. If our suggestions had been taken seriously and acted upon, a lot of pain,
suffering and hardship might have been avoided. We are not talking about political
grandstanding. In fact I suggested that somebody could be appointed as a special negotiator.
If I had really been tryig to claim all the credit and glory, I would have demanded than I be
appointed as that special negotiator. However, I did not because the Opposition's only
intention has been the resolution of this dispute.
Mr Marlborough: Are you sending a copy of this speech off to your electorate?
Mr KIERATH: Yes. I am thinking of sending a copy of it to the member's electorate;
people down there have been waiting for years for the member's maiden speech. The people
in the member's electorate voted me in on the council; maybe that shows -

Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: Maybe it does not.
Mr Troy: Did you change your address?
Mr KIERATH: Like many members on the Minister's side of the House I maintain two
addresses - a country residence and a city residence.
The Opposition urged a negotiated settlement and it still does, because we feel it is ina the best
interests of all Australians and Western Australians for a negotiated settlement to take place.
Many people in this country are suffering. There are families and people whose
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finances are haemorrhaging as a result of this strike, while the attitude of members opposite is
to ridicule the constructive and positive suggestions the Opposition put up, without comning
up with any of their own. [ think that is sad. The Opposition offered a solution - we still do -
and we offered bipartisan support for that. We have even congratulated the Government for
taking this action and we still do. I urge other members of this House to support the motion.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [10.20 pm]: The National Party supports the motion. It is sad
that we have to argue about airline strikes and disputes and the great deal of money that has
been lost in the weeks that the strike has been on.
I would like to put the likely scenario of why this strike has occurred. The Prime Minister is
desperately trying to come from behind to win an election. He is trying to do anything which
will make him a hero. The first thing for him to do was to promote the action taken by the
pilots. Having done that, he approached his friend, Sir Peter Abeles, and did a deal with him
to extend the two airline policy to allow the airlines to recoup the losses that have been
incurred through this strike -. and they are rather substantial. I could be proved wrong by
history, but I think I am correct when I say that there will be an announcement in the future
of an extension beyond 1991 of the two airline policy so that the airlines can make up the
losses that they have incurred. The net result of that will be that the Prime Minister will
declare himrself a hero as he usually does. I read today where he said that he got his pilot's
licence in seven hours. There is also a fair chance that the agreement being signed by the
pilots will, in the end, give them a 30 per cent increase.
Whichever way it goes, the people of Western Australia will be the big losers and we should
thank our Prime Minister for those losses.
MR TROY (Swan Hills - Minister for Labour) [10.22 pm]: I welcome the support of
Opposition parties for this issue. It is refreshing to see this bipartisan support being offered
despite the difficulty we had in trying to detennine whether the member for Riverton
supports or opposes the motion. I propose moving an amendment to the motion. I assure
members opposite that it does not change the significance of it.

It is wonderful to see the Opposition parties support these matters that were raised by the
Government last week. Beyond that we are particularly pleased that the Opposition has
supported the actions of the Federal Labor Government during this dispute. Those actions
have, at all timnes, supported the established industrial relations process. I think that point
may have been overlooked by some people on the Opposition benches.
It is a pity that the Federal Opposition parties have not adopted a similar conciliatory stand
towards the Federal Government's actions in this dispute. That has been highlighted by an
article in this morning's The West Australian which indicates that the Federal Opposition is
not sure of the position it should take. It seems to be a week or two behind the local Liberal
Party in that regard. That article states -

The Senate Opposition deputy whip, Senator Sue Knowles, clashed with the Deputy
Opposition Leader and industrial relations spokesman, Senator Fred Chancy, when
she said she was receiving a lot of questions about the Opposition's stance on the
dispute and asked if there was an uncomplicated way of explaining it.
According to sources, Senator Chaney tersely told Senator Knowles "not to be silly".
"Sue, you know we are handling this,'" he reportedly said.
She accused Senator Chaney of "having a go at me"-
Senator Knowles is understood to have said the Opposition was "missing the boat" in
the dispute and asked why the Opposition could not keep its message simple.
A more conciliatory Senator Chancy replied that it was "not as simple as that".

I think that indicates the complexity of the dispute. One obvious conclusion that emerges
from the local Opposition, in particular from their shadow spokesperson's change of position,
is that it has done a complete somersault on this issue and on wage fixation generally. Thie
Opposition has suddenly realised that its contrasting statements of recent times underlined to
the public its lack of understanding on this issue, an issue which is of major economic
significance to this State and this country.
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It is very clear that, belatedly, the Opposition realises its gymastics will not go on unheeded
by that sector of the economy which is dependent on air transport services within and to and
from this State. Its earlier clumsy action in supporting a wages outbreak with pilots, teachers
and power workers for what can be described only as political opportunism has not gone
unnoticed by the business sector which it purportedly represents. It must be of great concern
to those people and organisations who argued that the economy could not afford a
six per cent increase to see the Opposition parties Live comfort to union claims which are
many times in excess of that. That underlines die hypocrisy of dhe whole exercise.
While it is niot limited to the shadow' spokesperson on industrial relations, his statements
clearly portray the confusion that exists on the opposite side of the House. I remind the
House that an article in The West Australian on 12 April stated -

The State Opposition wants trade unions excluded from general wage rises as a
penalty for taking industrial action in protest at industrial Relations Commission
decisions.
The Opposition spokesman on industrial relations, Mr Graham Kierath, said yesterday
that tough new industrial laws should be implemented to give the commission legal
teeth to stop unions from defying commission orders.
Mr Kierath, who recently replaced Ian Thompson as Liberal Party industria
spokesman, accused the State Government of caving in to industrial blackmail and
warned it could lead to a wages explosion.

I know the member for Avon shares my concern about that because he is on record as having
said so. That was a very interesting Press statement. I do not class myself as a pessimnist.
However, if history is any sort of indicator, I anticipate that the next rime a union takes strike
action, the member for Riverton will again display the son of gynastics he has displayed
tonight and will criticise the Government for not acting quickly enough to solve the dispute.
Members will recall his definition of "special case" which relates to three areas: Public
interest; minimal cost; and no flow on. He went on to suggest that because the pilots' salary
claim accounted for less than one per cent of air fares, the claims should be paid in full. One
may ask what happened to the second and third points of the criteria. How can an increase in
the order of 30 per cent be ignored.
Where did the third criterion on flow-on go? There would be no flow-on. If the proposal on
wage fixing systems put forward by the member for Rivernon were followed, the
ramifications would put this economny in jeopardy. It must be obvious to all members present
how ridiculous they were. Clearly, it satisfies neither of the two criteria he specified. I am
not sure that he has yet realised what he was saying to this House. I will not restate my call
for the formier shadow spokesperson, the member for Darling Range, to be brought into this
area, but I need to offer the following additional comments to members on both sides so that
they are fully appraised of the actions which the motion commends the House to support.
I pick up my interpretation of the comments made by the member for Riverton tonight. He is
offering the following scenario: With regard to the pilots' dispute at every pay issue in future
a jungle free-for-all situation will apply and economic goals will be thrown out the window.
This Governmnent offers the economic benefits of wage restraint. The alternative offered by
the State and Federal Liberal Parties introduces an element of greed, with the community
being held to ransom. The Liberal Party will reward those holding the biggest gun at the
head and ignore the wider community which will be at risk.
It needs to be recognised that the Federal Government has wholeheartedly supported the
airline companies in the actions the companies have taken through the appropriate industrial
tribunals to resolve the pilots' dispute. We must compliment the Federal Labor Government
on taking that action. In acknowledging that air services are an urgent and important service,
it is also appropriate to acknowledge the unenviable position in which the Industrial Relations
Commission has been placed. There is no question that the commission is in place for the
express purpose of resolving industrial disputes of this magntude, the current dispute having
already resulted in considerable damage to our economy and international reputation. This
makes its task even more difficult. The commnission should be congratulated on the way it
has handled the dispute to date. It has not panicked in this very difficult situation and neither
have the Federal arid State Governments. The Australian Industrial Relations
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Commission has been operating in an environment which has not been fr-ee of political
rhetoric and innuendo. I fully support its continued involvemnent in bringing die dispute to an
end.

Amendment to Motion
Mr TROY: I move that dhe motion be amended as follows -

To delete the words -
and furthermore this House urges all parties concerned to make every effort to
negotiate a solution to this crippling strike, and demand that these parties put
Australia's (and Western Australia's) interests first and above their own selfish
interests.

wit a view to inserting instead -
and furthermore this House condemns those who have criticised the airlines and
die Federal Government for insisting that the solution negotiated be within the
wage fixation principles recently brought down by the Australian Industrial
Relations Commnission and therefore -

This House calls upon the pilots to negotiate within the wage fixation, priciples
and to put Australian (and Western Australians) interests first and above their
own selfish interests.

This amendment accommodates my remarks. It also rectifies what must have been an error
on die part of the member for Riverton who has asked the House to demand all parties to put
aside terown selfish interests. It is appropriate to draw to the attention of die House that I
am not aware of any party to this dispute which has pursued its oftvselfish interests, other
than the pilots, and my amendment is framed accordingly.
Mr Trenorden: What about the Prime Minister?
Mr TROY: Is die member for Avon critical of the Prime Miniister for standing firm in this
dispute?
Mr Trenorden: Yes I am.
Mr TROY: I hope that Opposition members do not. somqrsault again. lam sure they will see
that my amendment more accurately reflects the views of this House than does the motion. I
commend die amendment to the House.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [10.35 pm]: I second die amendment moved by the Minister for
Labour. In view of the comments I made the other day, I will bring the House up to date with
my current position: I am still marooned and cut off.
Mr Kierath: You need our solution desperately.
Mr GRAHAM: I will come to t hat solution in a moment. The "motion moved, with which
members opposite seem to be having difficulties even though they seconded it, calls on this
Parliament to support the State and Federal Governments for taking the actions they have.
The member for Avon should not have seconded the motion if he was not in favour of it..
Mr Trenorden: I did not second it.
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Avon spoke in favour of the motion. The motion and the
amendment require the Parliament to do certain things. I put on record in this place the other
day some of the problems confronting the people of the north west with regard to thi pilots'
dispute. I stand by those comments and advise that the only change is that the situation has
got worse. Yesterday I had some pests in the House, one of whom was a young lad
undergoing medical treatment. Because he was not an urgent case he had to travel to Perth
by bus for two days event though as a result of his medical condition he cannot sit in school
all day. That is the kind of effect this dispute is having on people.
Betbre comments are made from members of the Opposition about my being a union official
and changing my spots, 'I advise that I am in a dilemnma because although. I was a Union
official, my dad was a pilot. I do not have great difficulty with that because industrial
relations are a subtle game, in which the play is constantly changing and moving. "that has
escaped members opposite.
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Mr Kierath: You should explain that to your Minister.

Mr GRAHAM: The member for Riverton is the person jumping up and down and who has
put forward this proposal. Members opposite have claimed that the Liberal Party is fixing the
dispute, but tomorrow's issue of The West Australian under the headline "Hopes dashed for
settlement" states chat hopes for a settlement of Australia's crippling pilots' dispute took a
nosedive last night amid an exchange of bitter accusations between the domestic airlines and
the pilots. That is the Opposition's solution and it indicates that it does not know about
industrial relations. The Liberal Party has missed the point completely. It talks about private,
individual agreements as though it has just discovered them. I will tell the Opposition about
the difference between the two parties, and agreements and what they mean. Opposition
members do not understand the award system.

Mr Kierath: I do understand it.

Mr GRAHAM: That system is supported by the Labor Party. The Opposition does not
understand it and that is one of the fundamental differences between us. The wage thxing
system which that awards principle throws out is fundamental to Australia. Opposition
members have done more cartwheels than anyone. I listened to John Hyde on ABC radio
today and he said that die Federal Leader of the Opposition does not understand the policy.
So how ani I supposed to understand it? It changes every time. Members opposite do not
know their policies.
Mr Bradshaw: You are twisting what was said.

Mr GRAHAM: I am not twisting what anyone said. John Hyde said that Andrew Peacock,
the Federal Leader of the Liberal Party, did not understand the policy. I have some sympathy
with Andrew Peacock because I do not understand it either, and I do not know that anyone
else does, but we can live with that.

I will tell members opposite something about private agreements: Members opposite did not
invent them; they have been around for a while. The pilots did not invent wanting to talk
with their employers outside the system; it has been around for a while. A group called the
H.R. Nicholl Society at Robe River has been advocating talking outside the system because
they thought they could win; the pilots tried it on because they thought they could win. I
happen to have here a private agreement, which will dispel the idealistic view that with a
private agreement, people can just sit down comfortably with their employers, have a bit of a
chat, knock around a few ideas about pay and conditions, and everybody is happy, and away
they go. It does not work that way.

An Opposition member interjected.

Mr GRAHAM: The member is dead right; the company is Robe River Iron Associates,
which is a living example of what members opposite are advocating. I will mun past members
some of the good things which come out of the private contract system. The Robe River Iron
Associates contract of employment says -

The company may, at its sole discretion and without having to provide any reasons
therefor, terminate that employee's contract of employment ...

There is no give or take; there is no opportunity to go to the commission or an umpire; if the
boss makes a decision, the person is gone; and there is not even a requirement for the
employer to produce a reason. This is what members opposite are advocating. I give another
example -

Employees of the Company may be required to work a reasonable amount of overtime
at such times and in such a mariner as the Company shall in its sole discretion
determine ...

This means that if an employee is getting married tomorrow, it will be a bit of bad luck if he
is supposed to be working; he will have to go to work. Such an employee cannot go to any
umpire to get a decision, because it is the employee's contract of employment, which has
been negotiated outside the system. I give another example -

The employee acknowledges that the Company through its officers or employees may
inspect an employee's person, bag or locker at any time...

This is a term in a private contract which was put in place by an employer, acting outside the
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system. The police do not even have the power to do that to a person, yet that is what
members opposite are advocating. I say again to members opposite that they do not
understand the difference between operating inside the system and operating outside the
system.
The Labor Party stands for and believes in the centralised wage fixing system, the protection
of the award system, and people's ability to negotiate collectively on their pay and working
conditions. The pilots have, however, chosen to go outside the system. They have chosen to
negotiate outside the Australian Council of Trade Unions and the centralised wage fixing
system, and they have had their awards cancelled. They were seeking today to go back to
their employers and say, "We are sorry. We want to go back to work." But that is not
possible; they have to go back inside the system.
Theme needs to be a settlement of the dispute in the very near future for the good of us all, and
particularly for the good of the people in the north west of this State, many of whom I
represent. I would like to congratulate the Minister for Transport and the Minister for
Tourism and their departments, for the efforts they have made to try to get aircraft to operate
in the north west of Western Australia.
Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr GRAHAM: The motion condemns those people who have criticised the airlines and the
Federal Government for insisting the solution be negotiated within the principles brought
down by the commission. That is where we come from, and that is what we believe in. It is
on that basis chat I believe the amendment is worthy of the support of the House.
MR COURT (Nedlands. - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.46 pm]: I want to
comment briefly on the motion and the amendment. I believe a precedent will be set heme
because we will have members opposite voting for a motion which supports the strike
breaking tactic of chartering Boeing 737 aircraft, and the bringing in of pilots from overseas
and from the defence forces. 1 think the next Trades and Labor Council meeting will be an
interesting one; it will ask why the Labor Party has gone along with those options to try to
break this strike.
Mr Trenorden: Strike breakers!
Mr COURT: Perhaps they have set a precedent.
Mr Trenorden: Jackboots; Nazis!
Mr COURT: Yes. They will go back to the Pilbara and say to the men, "Did you chaps
really support this motion?t' The strike has been a disaster, and it highlights the fact that the
Labor Party's industrial relations policy has some major problems. We are paying the price
for having had a too cosy arrangement with the two airline system. It is not until we get more
competition into the system that we will be able to stop the sorts of problems -

Mr Taylor The only thing you have to be careful about there is that it is also very necessary
to maintain safety standards, and I do not believe they have been able to do that in the United
States; deregulation has cost them dearly.
Mlr COURT: The Minister has been listening to my brother's justifying the two airline
system. I do not say that we should lower the standards, but we can bring in more
competition to the airline system in this country. The best way to stop a recurrence of this
type in the future is to break up the vested interests. It is obvious that Mr Hawke has a
special relationship with the airline employer groups; the pilots, on the other hand, know that
they can easily hold to ransom these two airlines. An important precedent has been set by
members opposite in supporting the strike breaking tactics, and if in the future other people
use those tactics, it will be interesting to see what the Labor Party's reaction will be.
Amendmnent put and passed.

Motion - as Amended
MR KIERATII (R~iverton) [10.50 pm]: Mr Speaker -

Mr& Pearce: You have made your speech.
Mr KIERATH: No, I have the right of reply.
Mr Pearce: There is nothing to reply to.
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Mr KIERATH: The amendment has been voted on, and we are now on the motion as
amended. I waited to see if there were any other speakers; there were not, and 1 have the
right of reply.
Mr Pearce: The deal is that we are through by 11.00 pm.

Mr KIJERATH: I will not take long. Some points were raised in this debate that I think we
should put to rest. One of the comments made was an attempt to highlight some
disagreement between this proposal and something that might have been said federally. It
just so happens that some of us also read that article in the newspaper this morning, and we
received a statement today from our Federal colleagues. I believe it was made this afternoon
in the Federal Parliament by Andrew Peacock. I want to go to one section of his comments.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr KEERATH: If members would like me to, 1 could read out the whole lot.

Mr Pearce: Yes, please.

Mr IERATH: Are members quite happy for me to go over time?

Mr Pearce: You can go to 11.01 pm.

Mr KIERATH: I will read point four, which is the appropriate one.

Mr Marlborough interjected.

Mr KIERATH: The member should just listen and he might learn something. Instead of
making up his mind before he has the facts he should listen and he might understand. I refer
now to our Federal coalition policy; the Liberal and National Parties together. They are a bit
luckier than we are, they have a coalition. That is my personal opinion. The fourth point of
the statement indicates that, under the Federal coalition policy, people would remain in a
centralised system with effective enforcement provisions or through negotiating binding
voluntary agreements, either with individuals or union based. That completely negates the
points the Minister was trying to prove about some division at the Federal level. It certainly
does coincide with the proposals that I put before this Parliament last week.

Andrew Peacock's speech goes on to mention some comments from a Press release I made
earlier in the year. I must say I was amazed to find him such an avid reader of my Press
releases. If he is such a keen reader I will send them direct next time. I did not send anything
to him; I sent it only to the media agencies, so the Federal Labor Party must have their spies
who give them these Press releases.
Mr Troy: I do not burn half of my paper like you do.

Mr Pearce: Yes, the member for Bryant and May!

Mr KI0ERATH: Yes, they tried to bum down my caravan three times, and failed. Did
members not know? On the campaign trail they were so worried about my getting here that
they tried to burn down my caravan. One never knows what some people will stoop to,
really! If they had put up a decent candidate we might have had a fair contest. Instead, they
tried to bum down my caravan and yes, last time the "Miscos" came twice, and after there
was a break in and an artempted fire - but I will save those details for another night.

Mr Marlborough: They are still hiding matches from you.

Mr KIERATH: The Minister for Labour mentioned some comments of mine about going
outside the system, but he takes only part of those comments instead of taking them in
context. I was talking then about the Miscellaneous Workers Union, which had completely
gone outside the wage fixing guidelines and had gone on strike. And can members guess
what the Government and the Minister for Labour did then? They bent the rules to
accommodate them and allowed them back in, and that was the comment in my Press release:
If people go outside the system the rewards of that system should be withdrawn from them.
The Minister for Labour also made some other assertions about me.

Mrt Troy: You must explain that.

Mr KIERATH: I will be happy to do so afterwards; I am currently under some time
constraints.

Mr Troy: Are you referring to me when you talk of bending the rules? I must follow tat up.
I am unaware of it. I think you are confused again.

1957



Mr KIIERATH: [ see that the member for Pilbara has gone now. That is typical! These
members get up to make a positive contribution and then cannot stay long enough to hear the
reply. I only hope he can read, and he may be able to read it tomorrow in the uncorrected
edition of Mansard.
I want to read from the Federal coalition policy - that is, it has the logos of the Liberal Party
and the National Party on it so it is a coalition policy. On page 4 it talks about voluntary
agreements. The member for Pilbara made a lot of completely false and misleading
misrepresentations about our policy. I do not mind if he has the facts, but he makes up his
own story and attributes it to us.
Mr Marlborough: What is your policy? You do not have one.
Mr KtERATH: The member for Peel should just listen and I will read it to him.
Mr Marlborough: It has not altered since 1986.
Mr KIERATH: Page 4 talks about voluntary employment agreemnents, and reads in part-

2.4 To encourage their use, we will publish guidelines on their drafting and
contents and will publish model forms of agreement ...

To simple old me, that means that there are some minimum conditions and guidelines - a
safety net, to put it in simple terms so that some members opposite can understand and get a
mental picture of it. There were safety net provisions and we wanted to make sure of that.
But it was not completely unfettered to favour one side or the other. The policy documnent
continues -

2.7 Employees may appoint an agent, -

The following three words are the most blasphemous in the document, which continues -

- including a union, to negotiate on their behalf ...
We are not asking for people to be picked off one by one. Ah, there is the member for
Pilbara! I am glad he is here now. This provision means tt'if people feel unable to stand
on their own two feet, they are more than welcome to have a union negotiate on their behalf.
So members opposite do not have to worry - there will be some jobs for them when they are
finished here. The policy document continues -

2.8 An agreement must provide for at least the relevant minimum award rate of
pay for ordinary weekly hours of work for the particular classification of the
employee. ...

The member tried to make a claim that we *buld abandon and destroy awards. What a load
of rubbish! It is a total misrepresentation. The policy document continues -

2.9 Voluntary agreements may then determine other rewards and payments,
conditions of employment and changes to work practices that are agreed upon.

That says "agreed upon", not "forced upon". Read in conjunction with our previous policy
clause which provided for some model forms of agreement, that means there will be some
guidelines. The policy document continues -

2.10 Agreements made under this proposal will be in writing, signed, dated and
witnessed.

2.12 An agreement may contain its own dispute settling procedures for dealing with
disputes ...

But members opposite fear those contracts and want to totally distort and misrepresent the
position of voluntary employment agreements by selling fear amongst their members, and I
think that is disgraceful.
Mr Ripper: And would you still keep awards?
Wr KIERATH: Yes, the policy is a mixture of both. It allows some flexibility but does not

throw the baby out wit the bath water. Members should listen and they will understand. It
has been a very educational process for them tonight. The policy document continues -

2.13 To assist in this regard, we will make regulations under the Act setting out
private dispute settling procedures...

1958 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 6 September 1989] 15

That is, regulations under the Industrial Relations Act, to set out private dispute settling
procedures which may be used by dhe pantics. Item 2.13 continues -

Parties may have access to the services of members of the Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission .. . as part of their dispute settling procedures.

That is part of our policy and members opposite should remember next time they attack our
policies. We have very good and thorough policies and we have covered almost every area.
A Government member Is thai why you lost the election?
Mr KIERATFI: I do not think we lost the election. ThIe election was lost due to the
gerrymander of the boundaries. The Government was elected with a minority of votes; it
received 47.5 per cent of the votes, we received 52.5 per cent of the votes.
Mr Pearce: That is not true.
Mr KJERATH: If the Leader of die House's members bait me -
Mr Pearce: You are telling fibs to the House.
Mr KIERATH:. I am not. I refer members now to an article in The West Australian on 7
September 1989 under die heading "Hamersley Dispute" which reads as follows -

A mass meeting of metalworkers in Dampier today is expected to discuss industrial
action against Hamersicy Iron over the use of apprentices during strikes.
Australian Workers' Union spokesman John Mossenton said the dispute could spread
through Hamrersley Iron's Pilbara operations unless the matter was resolved
immediately.

Why were Government members attacking us previously about putting up suggestions to
resolve disputes? The Government's logic is beyond me on that level.
In closing, I just want to dispute some of the comments made that we would take voluntary
employment agreements outside the system. I dispute the comments attributed to the
Minister, and I point out that the Opposition was talking about tough new action but we were
talking about carrying that out within the Industrial Relations Commission. If people go
outside of that system they should be penalised. I wanted to explain for the benefit of the
member for Pilbara exactly what is contained in our industrial relations policy in relation to
contract agreements. I strongly urge all members of this House to support the motion.
Question (motion as amended) put and passed.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE - SECURITY BREACH
Premier's Office - Computer System Tampering Complaint

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): I remind members that earlier this evening I indicated a
matter of concern with respect to a posbe rah of security of Parliament House. I have
subsequently received a letter from amnemb of staff of the Department of The Premier. I
will read that letter to the House -

I refer to the advice provided to you today regarding a possible breach of security in
the Premier's Parliamentary office. As a result of the publicity which followed your
statement to the House I have been approached by an individual who has indicated
that they were probably the person involved. That person was not authorised to seek
entry to the computer system but has assured me that the incident was totally
innocent. In the circumstances that explanation has been accepted and no further
action is requested.

As I have said, that letter has been sent to me by a member of the Premier's staff
This matter has highlighted one of my concerns about this building; that is, there is a lack of
adequate security in this House. I bring to members' attention - both on the Government side
and the Opposition side - that there is at this time an investigation into how security in
Parliament House might be tightened. I hope when the investigation is complete we will
have the support of all members in this place to put the recommendations into place.

House adjourned at) 1.04 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ROMAkNIA - WESTERN AUSTRALIA
Imports and Exports

529. Mr COURT to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:
What is the extent of imports and exports from Western Australia in relation to
Romania?

Mr GRILL replied:
Infonnation published by the Australian Bureau of Statistics is as follows -

Imports from Exports to
Romania Romania

Year ended
30OJune 1988 1859340 5082422

12 months ending.
June 1989 27 733 753

11 months ending
May 1989 2613047

YOUTH SAILING FOUNDATION - "EVENING STAR VESSEL
Goverment Funding

533. Mr COURT to the Minister representing the Minister for Youth:
(1) For the financial year to 30 June 99, what moneys were paid to the Youth

Sailing Foundation for the operation of the vessel Evening Star?
(2) What funds were recouped from students using this vessel?
(3) Does the Government give any direct funding to the Youth Sailing

Foundation?
(4) If yes, what funding has been provided over the past three years?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Nil.
(2) Revenue for fees, $69 731.50, for the 1988-89 financial year for board.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.

UNDERWATER WORLD - SINGAPORE
Construction - Government Involvement

541. Mr COURT to the Premier
(1) What involvement does the Government have in the construction of an

"Underwater World" in Singapore?
(2) At what stage is that development?
(3) When will it be completed?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) The Government is not directly involved in the construction of an

"Underwater World" in Singapore. The Western Australian Development
Corporation, through its investment in Underwater World International Pty
Ltd, has an interest in the construction of an 'Underwater World"
development on Sentosa Island in Singapore.

(2) The project is about 20 per cent complete.
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(3) Completion is due for the end of May 1990.
HEALTH - MAMMOGRAMS
Feel Region - Women Statistics

575. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister for Health;
(1) How many women in the Peel region are currently seeking mammograms?
(2) How many women seeking mamnmograms are -

(a) 39 years of age or under;
(b,) 40 to 55; and
(c) over 55?

(3) What facilities are currently available for women to seek mamnmograms in the
Peel region?

(4) What is the capital cost of equipment to carry out mammograms?
(5) Is it the Government's, attitude that women should firs: gain a referral from a

doctor before being able to have a mammogram?
(6) What are the current statistics showing the number of Western Australian

women who died from breast cancer in the following years -

(a) 1982;
(b) 1983;
(c) 1984;
(d) 1985;
(e) 1986;
(f) 1987;
(g) 1988; and
(h) to date in 1989
compared with the national statistics?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) We have no statistics on the number of women in the Peel region who are

currently seeking mammograms. Mamnmograms are done at some private and
public hospitals, the Government's pilot screening unit at Canningwon, and in
the rooms of a number of radiologists. There is no information system that
brings these various sources of data on mammography together.

(2) See above.
(3) There are no facilities for diagnostic or screening mammography located in

the Peel region. However, a mobile screening unit will be commissioned in
the south west in October 1989. This unit will visit the Peel area. Women in
the Peel area can also have mammograms done at the St John of God Hospital
in Bwtbury or at the various mammography units in Perth.

(4) The capital cost of equipment to carry out screening mammography is
approximately $150 000. However, capital cost is not the major limiting
factor relating to the introduction of screening mammography services. The
major factor limiting the possible expansion of screening mammography
services is the very limited availability of specialised diagnostic expertise and
the enormous logistic problems encountered in setting up a reliable diagnostic
and follow-up service. Overseas studies have shown that hastily set up
services that do not take into account all of these complex technical factors
end up unable to save lives but are still very costly to the public.

(5) The Government aims to provide rcreening mammography services that can
be directly accessed by women in dhe target age range. While we anticipate
that many women will be referred to these services by their general
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practitioners, we do not consider such referral essential. On the other hand, it
is important to note that direct access is intended for well women wick no
breast symptoms. Women with breast symptoms such as the presence of a
lump should go directly to their general practitioners for management of their
conditions.

(6) Detailed statistics on death from cancer in Western Australia are available
only up to 1987. Between 1982 and the end of 1986, the annual death rate
from breast cancer in Western Australia ranged from 21 to 21.8 deaths per
100 000 women. National statistics are not available for all of these years but
the average mortality race from breast cancer for all States and Territories in
1982 was 20.2 per 100 000 women. It is escimaced that the total number of
deaths from breast cancer per year in Western Australia is currently 180.

AIDS - HUMAN I0dMUNO-DEFICIENCY VIRUS
National Strategy - State Consultations

576. Mr HASS ELI to the Minister for Health:
(1) What consultations have been held to provide input by the Western Australian

Government to the national HlfV and acquired immune deficiency syndrome
strategy?

(2) When did the consultations take place?
(3) What officers were involved in the consultations?
(4) Do the conclusions reached from those consultations agree with the Western

Australian Government policy on AIDS?
(5) Will the Minister now table the documents which were presented to the panel

developing the White Paper?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Western Australian Government input into the national HIV/AIDS strategy

was chiefly through the meetings of the intergovernmental committee on
AIDS. This was the for-um selected by the Conmmonwealth Department of
Community Services and Health for consultation with the States and
Territories.

(2) Meetings of the intergovernmental cominne on AIDS to consider drafts of
the National Strategy Paper were held on 10 February 1988. 18 April 1988, 29
July 1988, 5 September 1988, 25 November 1988, 7 February 1989, and 20
July 1989. In addition, the Health Department was represented at meetings of
the national AIDS education committee to discuss matters relating to the
national AIDS strategy on 20 January 1989, 3 April 1989, and 26 June 1989.
Finally, Commonwealth representatives visited Western Australia on a
number of occasions to hold discussions with senior members of the Health
Department.

(3) Mr Michael Daube, Assistant Commissioner of Public Health; Dr Charles
Watson, Director of Disease Control, and Ms Paula Watt, Manager AIDS
Bureau.

(4) The major components of the national AIDS/I{V strategy are in accord with
the Western Australian Government policy on AIDS. In two specific areas the
recommendations of dhe national AIDS/HilY strategy paper are at variance
with the current position in Western Australia. These are -
(a) The national strategy paper recommends that legislation relating to

homosexuality and prostitution be altered in such a way as to facilitate
AIDS control. The national strategy paper recommends that
legislation in these and related areas be examined at a State and
national level with a view to developing new legislation that would be
an advantage to AIDS control.

(b) The national AIDS strategy paper makes recommendations in relation
to the testing of all prisoners on exit from prison and on the
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distribution of condoms and needle sterilising agents in prisons. While
the possible introduction of these strategies has been discussed on a
regular basis between officers of the Department of Corrective
Services and the Health Department, up until now it has not been
considered appropriate to introduce these changes into Western
Australia.
In relation to testing of prisoners, the present policy of testing all
prisoners that are considered to be at any significant risk of HIlV
infection at the time of entry into prison has not resulted in a single
HIV positive case being detected over the past 18 months. It is
therefore considered that the testing of all prisoners on exit from
prisons in Western Australia is not warranted at the present time.-

(5) Most of the Western Australian Government input into the White
Paper was through the correction of earlier drafts of the document that
were circulated from late 1987 onwards. The annotated drafts were
carried back to meetings of the intergovernmental committee on AIDS
and discussed with representatives of the Commonwealth and other
States and Territories. I will table the papers on the Western
Australian AIDS strategy that were considered at these meetings.

[See paper No 394.]
H{OSPITALS - PUBLIC

Acute Beds - Metropolitan Area
578. Mr HASSELL Eo the Minister for Health:

(1) What is the total number of acute public hospital beds in the metropolitan
area?

(2) When did that number last increase?
(3) Is the Minister advised that there is a shortage of acute hospital beds?
(4) Is it planned -

(a) to increase the number of acute public hospital beds;
(b) if so, when; and
(c) at what location?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) 3 529.
(2) 1983-84.
(3) No.
(4) The Government has already announced proposals to increase bed numbers at

Wanneroo Hospital (120), Swan District Hospital (84), and Annadale
Kelinscott Hospital (99) by the year 2001. Funds have been allocated in the
1989-90 Budget to commence this develbpment program. Plans for additional
beds at other metropolitan hospitals to meet the needs for the next 10 years are
also being considered and are expected to be firialised in the near fixture.

HEALTH WORKERS - AIDS
Human Imnruno-Deftci ency Virus - Statistics

579. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:
(1) How many health workers in Australia are lIVY positive or infected with

acquired immune deficiency syndrome?
(2) How many health workers in Western Australia are lIY positive or infected

* with AIDS?
(3) In relation to those in Western Australia, what are the categories of occupation

of those infected health v; rkers?

L 963



Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No health care workers in Australia have developed AIDS or have become

infected with HWV on account of exposure to the virus in the course of their
work. We do not have statistics on the number of health care workers in
Australia who have been infected with HIV from non-occupational sources.

(2)-(3)
See above.

REGIONAL PARKS - BEELIAR
Bantsia Woodland - Establishment

600. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Is die Government committed to establishing -

(a) the Beeliar Regional Park;
(b) the Banksia. Woodland Regional Park?

(2) What progress has been reached with each?
(3) When is it intended that each will be completed?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) (a) Yes; and

(b) a proposal to establish such a park is wider consideration.
(2) The Government announced its intention to establish the Beeliar Regional

Park on 14 July 1986. The Beeliar Regional Park consultative committee has
assisted the preparation for a plauning study of the park. The study is in its
final stages of preparation by the State Planning Commission and will be
released for public comm-ent. An interdepartmental working group may be
established to consider the Banksia woodlands proposal.

(3) The Beeliar Regional Park will be established upon the approval by Cabinet of
the above final planning study, expected in 1990.. The likely timetable for
completion of consideration of the Banksia woodland proposal is not known at
this stage.

REGIONAL PARKS - ESTABLISHMENT
Government Policy

601. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Does the Government still have a policy of establishing regional parks?
(2) How many regional parks have been established and what are the details?
(3) What is the definition of, or official criteria for the establishment of a regional

park?
(4) What arrangements exist, or are to be established for the management of

regional parks?.
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Governmaent has announced its intention to create regional parks fbr

Herdsman Lake, the Canning River wetlands, the Bechiar wetlands, Whiteman
Park and the Leschenault-Kernerton area. Planning for their establishment is
currently raking place.

() The criterion for regional parks is that they are areas of open space of regional
significance. The parks will be managed for conservation, public recreation,
landscape values or a combination of these values.

(4) The Government is considering the best options to provide the resources
necessary for the management of the regional parks.
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FIRE BRIGADE - FUNDING
Working Ponty - Members

612. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Who are die members of the working party appointed by the Government to

examine tire brigade funding?
(2) When was the working party appointed?
(3) Has die report yet been completed?
(4) If so, when is it likely that it will be released publicly?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The most recent review of fire brigade funding was caried out by a working

party, established by Cabinet, comprising -

Mr A. Tonkin,
Chairman

Ms S. Booth
Mr N. Brown
Mr P. Cwnminghamn
Mr C. Evans

Mr B. Jones
Mr D. Leggo
Mr B. Martin

Mr M. Rose

Mr R. Trigg
Mr L. Thickbroomn
Mr B. Ginbey

Mr J. Little

Mr R. McNally

- Appointed by the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services

- Public Service Commission
- Treasury Department
- Police Department
- Fire Brigade Employees

Industrial Union
- WA Fire Brigades Board member
- Local Government Association
- Ministry of the Premier and

Cabinet
- Water Authority of Western

Australia
- Insurance Council of Australia
- Police Department
- Office of the Minister for

Police and Emergency Services
- WA Fire Brigades Board

Management
- WA Volunteer Fire Brigades

Association
(2)
(3)
(4)

The working party was established by Cabinet on 26 October 1988.
Yes.
The report will not be released publicly; however, a Cabinet submission which
seeks minor amendments to the fire brigade's funding system is in the process
of being prepared.

DUGONGS - WESTERN AUSTRAUIAN WATERS
Survey

631. Mr ORAYDEN to die Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Has any survey been made of dugong numbers in Western Australian waters?
(2) If so, with what result?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Various surveys of dugong, Dugong dugong, have been undertaken which

have provided an indication of the presence and relative abundance of these
marine mamnmals. The only survey specifically designed to estimate die size
of the dugong population was carried out in July 1989 for Shark Bay,
Exnmouth Gulf and part of Ningaloo, Marine Park.

(2) Data from the population size survey are currently being analysed and die
result is not yet available.

1965



HEALTH - MAMMOGRAPHY UNiT
North West - Establishment Cost

632. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:
(1) What is the estimated cost of setting up a mobile mammography unit in the

north west?
(2) What is the cast per annum of die patients assisted travel scheme for those

women requiring mammograms?
(3) Would the cost of setting up a mobile mammography unit in the north west

outweigh the cost of the PAT scheme in the long term?
(4) Why are pap smears available to any age group at any time while

mammograms are available only to those who are believed to be in the high
risk factor?

(5) Who determines this high risk factor?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The estimated cost of setting up a mobile mammography unit in the north west

is as follows -

Mobile mammography van, fully
equipped - $500000

Annual operating costs
(approximately) - $100 000

The setting up of a mobile unit for screening mammography in the north west
is dependent not only on cost. T'he major limiting factor at present is the
unavailability of a sufficient number of radiologists especially trained to carry
out screening mammography. In addition, a number of logistic problems
arising from the setting up of a mobile screening unit have to be solved. The
first pilot mobile screening mammography system will commence operation in
the south west in October.

(2) The patient assisted travel scheme cannot be used to assist the travel of women
seeking screening mammography. This scheme is available only to women
who are referred for diagnostic mammography. A detailed breakdown of the
reasons for travel under the patient assisted travel scheme is not available at
present, but the individual cost of support for women travelling from the north
west to the metropolitan area for diagnostic mammography would be about
$1 000.

(3) Since the PAT scheme can only be used for diagnostic mammography, the
current cost of operation of that scheme would not be nearly as expensive as
that of setting up a mobile mammography unit in the north west.

(4) Pap smears are recommended for all women from about three years after a
woman begins sexual activity. They can be discontinued at about 70 years of
age if preceding smears have been normal. A rebate is available through
Medicare for all Pap smears. Screening mammograms are not recommended
for all women under 40 years of age and there is considerable debate as to
their value to women between 40 and 50 years of age. Screening
mammography may be of value to women under 40 years of age who have a
history of breast cancer mn their mother or a sister or who have a personal
history of breast cancer. Beyond 70 years of age, the cost-to-benefit ratio of
mammography is unfavourable. A Medicare rebate is payable only for
screening mamnmography in women who have a history of breast cancer in
their mother or a sister or who have a personal history of breast cancer. It is a
policy of the Health Insurance Commission that Medicare benefits are not
generally payable for screening procedures. Pap smears are an exception to
this policy.

(5) General policy on ris factors justifying screening for cancer is formulated by
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various bodies including the Australian Cancer Society, the National Health
and Medical Research Council and, in WA, commiuttees of the Cancer
Foundation of WA and the Advisory Board to the Women's Cancer
Prevention Unit. Decisions regarding risk factors that may justify the payment
of Medicare benefits for screening procedures are made by the Health
Insurance Commission.

HEALTH - NURSING
Scholarships - Review

634. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Have nursing scholarships been reviewed?

(2) If so, is the Minister considering reintroducing the Helen Bailey scholarship?

(3) If so, when will the next scholarship be awarded?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Nursing scholarships are still being reviewed. The review will be completed
by 30 September 1989.

(2)-(4)
Not applicable.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING - EMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS
Perth Building Site - Trade Union Membership Sign

652. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Labour:

(1) Further to his response to my earlier question 476 of 1989, is the Minister
aware that there is a sign on the perimeter fence around the building site on the
corner of St George's Terrace and Milligan Street, Perth that indicates clearly
that membership of a trade union is a condition of employment on that
building site?

(2) What 'action will the Minister's department be taking under part VI A of the
Industrial Relations Act?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) No, but!I accept the member's word that there is such a sign.

(2) The existence of a sign is not adequate evidence of any offence. If the
member is aware of any fluther evidence and makes that available to me I will
respond as I would to any such advice.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS - ABORIGINAL CULTURAL MATERIAL COMMITTEE
Members

655. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Who are the members of the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee?

(2) What are the dates of their initial appointment and when do their terms expire?

(3) Are there any vacancies on the committee and, if so, when is it lilvely that
those vacancies will be filled?

(4) Who determines the membership of the commuittee?

(5) Under what legislative authority has the committee been appointed?.

(6) Does the commnittee prepare and release an annual report?

(7) If not, why not?

1967



Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Prof Sandra Bowdier
Centre for Prehistory, University of Western Australia,
Nedlands WA 6009: Date of initial appointment 29/7183;
current term expires 31/12/89.

Mrt Ken Colbung
Nyoongah Community Cultural Complex.
Sydney Road, Gnangara WA 6050: Date of initial appointment 13/10f72;
current term expires 3 1/12/89.

Mr Jim Sutherland
McDonald & Sutherland, Westminster House,
10 Pier Street, Perth WA 6000: Date of initial appointment 17/2/86; current
term expires 31/12/89.

Prof Robert Tonkinson
Department of Anthropology, University of Western Australia, Nedlands WA
6009: Date of initial appointment 1/1/86; current term expires 3 1/12Z/89.

Ex officio:

Mr J.L. Bannister (Chairman)
Director WA Museum, Francis Street, Perth WA 6000.
Mir Chris Grant
Director Mapping & Surveys & Surveyor General,
Department of Land Administration, Cathedral Avenue, Perth WA 6000.

Mr John Lynch
Acting Commissioner, Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority, Ist Floor
Construction House. 35 Havelock Street, West Perth WA 6003.

(3) There are no vacancies on the committee.
(4) The Minister responsible for the Aboriginal Heritage Act, currently the

Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

(3) Aboriginal Heritage Act.
(6) An annual report is prepared by the Trustees of the Western Australian

Museum, who are responsible for the administration of the legislation. The
committee is an advisory body to the trustees.

(7) Not applicable.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS - ABORIGINAL HERITAGE ACT
Amendment Proposals

656. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Is the Governent planning to amend the Aboriginal Heritage Act during the
current session of Parliament?

(2) Ifso, what is the general nature of the amendments proposed?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The Government has undertaken to examine various options which would
formally require Government instrumentalities to follow the requirements of
the Aboriginal Heritage Act. Other areas in which the Act will be amended
include extending to honorary wardens the powers of site examination and
entry currently available to the WA Museum staff, and increasing the time
limit for prosecutions for offences under the Act to two years.
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EDUCATION - FREMANTLE COLLEGE OF TECHNICAL AND FURTHER
EDUCATION

Plumbing Pre -apprenticeship Course - Closure
660. Mr MacKINJNON to the Minister for Employment and Training:

(1) Has a decision been made to discontinue the plumbing pre-apprenticeship
course at the Fremantle College of Technical and Further Education?

(2) If so, when will that course be discontinued?

(3) What is the reason for this decision?

(4) What other courses are to be discontinued at this college?
(5) With the discontinuation of this course at Fremiantle, where will young people

living south of the river be able to undertake such training?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) As at the beginning of 1990 academic year.

(3) Balancing the pie-apprentice program with the apprentice training program
based on labour market requirements.

(4) The automechanical pre-apprenticeship.
(5) Balga and Midland.

AUTISM - PETrER ALEXANDER AND ASSOCIATES Mr LTD
'The Future Provision of Senvices for Persons with Autism in

Western Australia" - Recommendations
666. Mr MacIUNNON to the Minister for Health:

Would the Minister please detail the action taken on each of the 14
recommendations contained in the report entitled "The Future Provision of
Services for Persons with Autism in Western Australia" as prepared by Peter
Alexander and Associates Pry Ltd?

Mr WILSON replied:
The Alexander report entitled "The Future Provision of Services for Persons
with Autism in Western Australia" has already been acted upon. As a first
step, the consultative committee - recommendation I I - is being established.
A copy of the membership list is attached. Nominations have been sought
from all involved parties. An announcement about the chairperson of the
commnittee will be made shortly.

Action on the specific recommendations of the report are as follows -

Recommendations 1, 3,4,5, 6, 8,9 and 13 -

These have been referred to the committee for advice on
implementation with particular urgency on the issues of the WE
Robinson Unit and the establishment of the diagnostic team.

Recommendation 2 -

This recommendation is accepted within the spirit of the report that
proper coordination should exist and that duplication which wastes
resources does not occur.

Recommendations 7 and 10 -
The association has been invited to submit a proposal to the
Commissioner of Health for consideration.

Recommendation 12 -

This has been built into the terms of reference for the committee.
Recommendation 14 -
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Following representations from the Association for Autistic Children
in WA (Inc), a decision has been made that both funding and services
for people with autism will remain with the Health Department.
Consultative Commidttee on Services to People wit Autism and their
Families - membership -

(1) Independent chairperson.
(2) Parent representatives from -

(a) Mildred Creak Centre;
(b) Association for Autistic Children in WA (Inc); and
(c) Authority for Intellectually Handicapped Persons.

(3) Professional/management representatives from -
(a) Mildred Creak Centre;
(b) Association for Autistic Children in WA (Inc);
(c) Authority for Intellectually Handicapped Persons;
(d) Health Department; and
(e) Ministry of Education.

MOSQUITOES - ROSS RIVER VIRUS
Contr-ol - Money Allocation

608. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Health:
(1) What action is to be taken with the money allocated in the Budget for curbing

the spread of Ross River virus?
(2) Where is the money to be spent?
(3) What research is currently being undertaken in Australia into Ross River

virus?

Mlr WILSON. replied:

The action being taken with money allocated for RRV is as follows -
Helicopter larviciding of Peel-Leschenault inlets - estimated cost
dependent upon intensity of mosquito breeding this summer;
earthworks to improve drainage on breeding areas as identified in the
interim strategy;
research at the University of Western Australia; and
public information on prevention, etc.

Other initiatives include -

mosquito control course for local authority and other relevant
personnel; and
experiments on distance travelled by RRV-vector mosquitoes from
breeding areas.

(3) It is difficult to identify all of the research throughout Australia, nor is other
Australian research necessarily relevant due to substantial climatic differences.
The Health Department has done reviews on Mandurah and Bunbury
mosquitoes and is currently funding Prof J. McKenzie at UWA to perform a
study on 'Surveillance and Research into the Ecology of Ross River Virus in
the South West of Western Australia".
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REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT - ALBANY FORESHORE REDEVELOPMENT
PR OJECa

Budget Allocation
672. Mr WATT to the Minister for Regional Development:

Can the Minister provide details of funds appropriated for work on the Albany
foreshore redevelopment project in the current State Budget, including -

(a) works to be undertaken;

(b) projected completion dates; and
(c) estimates of cost?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(a) Two works projects relating to redevelopment of the Albany foreshore are
proposed for the 1989-90 financial year. These are -

(i) Further work on the relocation of Westrail facilities, including the Mt
Melville freight area and Bolt Terrace overpass, and design work for
the upgrading of the CBH receival area; and

(ii) works relating to a submission from the Great Southemn Development
Authority and the Town of Albany for the upgrading and restoration of
Stirling Terrace. Details of these works will be announced by the
Premier on 15 September;

(b) (i) the projected completion date for the entire relocation project is June
1991; and

(ii) see answer to part (a); and

(c) (i) $5.4 million is to be provided over the next two years. including
$1.37 million in 1989-90; and

(ii) see answer to part (a)-

HOUSING - HOMESWEST
South West Towns

673. Mr OMODEI to the Minister for Housing:

(1) For the towns of Augusta, Bridgetown, Manjimup. Margaret River, Nannup.
Northcliffe, Pemberton and Walpole will the Minister advise -

(a) existing rental housing stock for each town;

(b) number of applicants for Homeswest housing, 1989-90;

(c) annual turnover of applicants; and
(d) projected new houses to be provided by Homeswest 1989-90?

(2) (a) How many aged accommodation units are planned for each town in
1989-90; and

(b) how will the units be described?
(3) Are there any proposals for joint venture housing projects between

Homeswest and private enterprise in any of the towns listed?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1 (a) Homeswest existing rental stock as at 13 July 1989 -

Augusta Nil
Bridgetown 29
Manjimup 167
Margaret River 34
Nannup 9
Northcliffe 2
Pemberton 15
Walpole 4
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(b) number of applicants for Homneswesc housing as at 31 August 1989 -

Augusta I11
Bridgetown 16
Manjimup 51
Margaret River 58
Nannup 15
Northcliffe -7
Pemberton 4
Walpole Nil

(c) Applicant turnover not readily available; will advise member in
writing.

(d) Nil.

Yes.
Augusta, six units with the Leeuwin Frail Aged.
Manjimup. six units with Dunreath Cottage Hornet.

Detailed description of the units is not yet available.
STATE ENERGY COMMISSION - POWER POLES

South West - Shortage
674. Mr OMODE! to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Is the Minister aware of thie shortage of Stare Energy Commission of Western
Australia power poles in the south west?

(2) (a) If yes, what action is being taken to alleviate this problem; and
(b) if no. will the'Minister give an undertaking to address this issue as a

matter of urgency?
(3) What action does the Minister intend to take to speed up SECWA connections

to the backlog of applicants for SEC WA power?
(4) (a) Is the Minister aware of a shortage of underground cable; and

(b) if yes, what action is being taken to rectify the problem?
Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Arrangements have been made with the Department of Conservation

and Land Management to supply karri poles, and with Koppers for the
preservative treatment of karri poles. In the past, SECWA has made
limited use of kanri poles. Arrangements have been made for the
purchase and delivery of wood poles from Scandinavia; and

(b) see above.
(3) The supply of wood poles is expected to improve by the end of the year.

which will in turn enable SECWA to reduce the backlog of connections.
(4) (a) Yes; and

(b) SECWA is discussing the shortage with tbree major Australian
suppliers of underground cables and the matter is expected to be
resolved shortly.

MINISTER FOR BUDGET MANAGEMIENT - ACTING MINSTER FOR BUDGET
MANAGEMENT

25 May 1985 - I July 1985
675. Mrt LEWIS to the Premier:

(1) Which person was the Minister or Acting Minister for Budget Management on
25 May 1985?
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(2) Which person was the Minister or Acting Minister for Budget Management on
1 July 1985?

Mr PET7ER DOWDING replied:

(1) Hon B.T. Burke, MLA, Acting Minister for Budget Management.
(2) Hon IM Berinson, MILC, Minister for Budget Management.

HEALTH - ALBANY REGIONAL HOSPITAL
Stage 3 Completion - Premier's Funding Commitment

676. Mr WATT to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is the Minister aware that, during a visit to Albany in January this year just
prior to the State election, the Premier visited the Albany Regional Hospital
and agreed that completion of stage 3 of the hospital was a priority and made a
commitment that funds would be made available for its completion?,

(2) As no Budget allocation has been made for this financial year, can the
Minister explain -

(a) why funds are not comm-itted; and

(b) when stage 3 will be completed as promised on several separate
occasions?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Stage 3 has been included in the draft three year Capital Works

Program and is not scheduled for funding support in 1989-90; and

(b) the funding for stage 3 will be considered in the 1990-91 Budget
process.

PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT - GOVERNMENT WITHDRAWAL
Budget Provision

677. Mr HASSELL to the Treasurer.

In view of the fact that the Government has withdrawn from the petrochemical
project as it was previously structured with Bond Corporation and has
announced that it will not go on wit that project -

(a) why has the Treasurer made a provision of an amount exceeding
$62 million in the Budget for the petrochemical project;

(b) what portion of that money has already been expended; and

(c) what are the continuing obligations that the Government accepts in
relation to that project for which the Treasurer feels he must make
provision?

Mr PARKER replied:

(a) To enable Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd to meet the
following payment obligations -

$M

Interest payable on $175 million
debentures held by the State Government
Insurance Commission 24.325
Consultancy fees 4.725
Operating costs 0.250
Pay interest due on commercial bills
and reduce reliance on external
funding 331000

62.30
(b) $3 960 362.79 in relation to interest paid by WAGH on commercial bills.
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(c) The Treasurer's guarantees of WAGH's payment obligations in relation to -
(i) $175 million debentures issued to raise funds to acquire the

Government's incerest in the petrochemical project;, and
(ii) $55 million bill acceptance facility drawn down to fund Petrochemical

Industries Ltd project interim finance.
IHOUSING - HOMESWEST

Rivervale - Redevelopment Areas
678. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:

(1) Have specific areas in the Rivervale area owned by Homeswest been
identified for redevelopment?

(2) If yes, what are the streets that enclose or bound the main areas to be
redeveloped?

(3) What are the expected dates for commencement for redevelopment in the
areas identified?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Orrong Road, Roberts Road, St Kilda Road, and Chamberlain Road.
(3) Redevelopment of this stock began in the financial year 1987-88. Future

programs will depend on tenants wishing to participate, annual budgets, and
zoning.
EDUCATION - PEMBERTON DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOL

Replacement Proposal - Timetable
680. Mr OMODET to the Minister for Education:

(1) Will the Minister advise the timetable of events for the proposed replacement
of the Pemberton District High School?

(2) Wiul the school provide for preprimary to -

(a) year 10; and
(b) if not, why not?

(3) (a) Has the ministry carried out a demographic study of the district: and
(b) if not, why not?

(4) (a) Will the new school be built on the new site; and
(b) if not, why not?

(5) (a) Can the Minister guarantee that provision will be made for secondary
education at Pemberton; and

(b) if not, why not?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Funding has been provided in the 1989-90 Budget to allow the planning to be

carried out for a new school to be built in the 1990-91 financial year al
Pemberton.

(2) (a) Pemberton will continue to provide education for preprimary to yewj
10 students during 1990. Discussions will be held with parents to
ascertain their preference between continuation of the present patten
and transporting secondary children to Manjiniup; and

(b) the small number of children,- six in year 10 in 1989 - makes ih
impossible to provide the range of courses which are available at g
larger higher school such as Manjimup.

(3) (a)-(b)
A full-scale demographic survey was not carried out but officers
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visited the town to investigate factors which might influence future
enrolments. As is the usual pattern, there will be continued monitoring
of the enrolment of the school.

(4) Yes.

(5) See (l).
SUPERANNUATION - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION

BOARD
Investment Operations - Guidelines Tabling

684. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:
(1) Will the Treasurer table the safeguards and guidelines now imposed upon the

investment operations of the Government Employees Superannuation Board?

(2) If not, why not?

(3) How do these guidelines differ from those previously in place?

(4) When did the guidelines come into force?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) These guidelines, which were developed in conjunction with the Government
Employees Superannuation Board, are intended to provide a prudential and
commercially viable framework for the investment of the board's funds. They
give detailed substance to the board's responsibilities under the Act and
formalise arrangements being made by the board to ensure the prudential
management of its funds. They are another example of the Government's
determination to make all of its agencies fully accountable for their operations.

(4) 10 July 1989.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS - ABORIGINAL HOUSING BOARD
Spot Purchase Program - Limitations

686. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Housing:

What limits, if any, apply to the Aboriginal Housing Board's spot purchase
program?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

The Aboriginal Housing Board's ceiling price for spot purchase of dweilings
is the same as Homeswest's, which is linked to 80 per cent of the median
house price as determined from time to time. There is provision to vary the
limit at the executive level where there is a strategic purchase opportunity. In

all instances an independent valuation is obtained prior to purchase.

STATE FINANCE - BORROWINGS
Higher Rate of Interest - Newspaper Article

687. Mr MacKRINNON to the Treasurer:

(1) Is the Treasurer aware of an article on page 68 of the Sunday Times of 26
March 1989 which stated that the Western Australian Government is paying a
higher rate of interest on its borrowings than any other State Government and
that the reason for this was "the State Government's involvement with
Roxhweils and WA Inc and the outlook of the State's economy because of
these two factors"?

(2) Can the Treasurer confirm that his Government is paying a higher rate of
interest on its borrowings than any other State?

(3) Will the Treasurer provide the Parliament with the latest estimate of
borrowings this financial year which will be affected by this higher rate, and
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the estimate of the extra cost that this will impose on Western Australian
taxpayers, as it is they who are bearing the cost of this Government's
mistakes?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) Yes.

(2)-(3)
The borrowing costs of States vary, mainly in line with the volume and
maturity of the one-name paper issued. New South Wales borrows at the
finest rates and Western Australia is currently borrowing at slightly higher
rates than some of the other States. However, the claim that the Western
Australian Government is paying a higher rate of interest on its borrowings
than any other State is not correct.

It will also be of interest that Moodys recently assigned a AAA rating to the
State's domestic debt. In addition, since October 1988, when all of the State's
borrowings were consolidated uinder the Western Australian Treasury
Corporation, the State's borrowing costs have been reduced by 20 basis
points, or 0.20 per cent, when compared with the other States. This represents
a saving of at least $4 million a year.

MOTOR VEHICLES - GOVERNMENT
6QJ 806 - Mines Department Ownership

689. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Mines:

(1) Is vehicle registration number 6QJ 806 a Mines Department vehicle?

(2) If so, by whom is the vehicle used within the department?

(3) For what purpose is this vehicle used?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The vehicle is allocated to the pea1 of the Coal Mines Inspectorate and, while
normally based in Collie, has also been used in the vehicle pool in Perth.

(3) The vehicle is used by inspectorate staff for travel on mines inspection duties,
including calls after hours. Inspectors are on call continuously.

STRATA TITLES COMMISSIONER - NANKIVELL, MR
Report - Government Decisions

690. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Has the Government yet made any decision as a consequence of the report
provided to it by the Strata Titles Commissioner, Mir Nankivell, on 12 October
1987?

(2) If so, what were these decisions, and when were they made?

Mr DL. SM[ITH replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) A report is currently being printed which will be released for public comment
next week.

HEALTH - NON-TEACHING HOSPITALS
Hydrotherapy Facility Construction - Budget Allocation

692. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Health:

(1) Does the Budget this year include any allocations for the construction of
hydrotherapy facilities at non-teaching hospitals in Western Australia?

(2) If so, what is the allocation and for which hospitals?

(3) If no allocation has been made, why not?
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Mr WILSON replied:

(1) NO.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) There are no present plans to construct hydrotherapy facilities at non-teaching

hospitals in 1989-90. The benefits to be obtained from these facilities in non-
teaching hospitals are not considered sufficient to justify the substantial capital
recurrent costs.

PETROCHEMICAL INDUSTRIES LTD - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
CONMSSION

Loan Agreement - PICL Liability
694. Mr MacKINNON to the Treasurer:

(1) On what date did the State Government Insurance Commission loan the sum
of $5 108 842 to Petrochemical Industries Ltd, detailed as a PICL liability in
the contract for die sale of shares in Petrochemical Industries Ltd?

(2) Has this sum been repaid or is it still outstanding?

(3) What were the conditions of die loan in regard to interest rates, repayment
period, security, subordination, etc?

(4) Who in the SGIC signed the loan agreement on behalf of the SOIC?
(5) Who in the SCIC authorised the payment?

(6) Was the Treasurer's approval sought or given for the loan?
(7) Were there any instructions or directives from the State Government made in

relation to the loan and, if so, what and by whom?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The SOIC deposited with Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd the sum of
$5 million on 17 August 1988.

(2) Yes, it has been repaid.

(3) It was a short term deposit at a commercial rate of interest.

(4)-(5)
The SGIC has a set procedure relating to commercial transactions. These
were followed and are subject to the current audit being undertaken by the
Auditor General.

(6) The Treasurer's approval is not required for commercial transactions
undertaken by the SGIC, except for the SGIC's borrowings.

(7) No. A request was made for short term funding. As the funds were repaid,
this seems perfectly reasonable. The Government was informed of the deposit
and its commercial terms.

PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT - GOVERNMENT DEPRECIATION AND
AMORTISATION RIGHTS

Bond Corporatfion - Transfer Agreement

695. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier.
(1) Is the Premier aware of The Australian Financial Review article dated 1

August 1989 which claimed that, "The Government is believed to have
assigned its depreciation and amortisation rights in the project -the
petrochemical project - to Bond and helped provide Bond with a tax-effective
investment in the project"?

(2) Did the Government enter into any such agreement with Bond Corporation or
any company associated with Bond Corporation, or Mr Bond?

(3) If so, when was that agreement entered into?
(4) What are the general details and nature of that agreement?

A71021-12
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 1 am informed that the Income Tax Assessment Act provides depreciation
benefits for the owner of a depreciable asset. In this instance, Petrochemical
Industries Ltd, as owner, is the only beneficiary of the tax depreciation
available on the petrochemical plant.

(3)-(4)
Not applicable.

DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS - INDEPENDENT AUTHORITY
New Legislation

696. Mr HASSELL to dhe Minister representing the Attorney General:

When will the Attorney General introduce legislation to establish an
independent directorate of public prosecutions?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

It is proposed to introduce a Bill in the current sitting of Parliament.

HEALTH - REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY
New Legislation

697. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) When will the Government introduce legislation on reproductive technology?
(2) Will the legislation be based on the report of the interim working party?

(3) Can the Minister give an assurance that adequate time will be given to permit
.community consideration of the proposed legislation?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Legislation is being prepared in anticipation of its introduction in this session
of Parliament.

(2) The legislation will be based on the recommendations of die report of the
Select Committee, chaired by Dr Judyth Watson, MLA. to inquire into the
Reproductive Technology Working Party's report.

(3) Over the last five years there have been three separate committees inquiring
into reproductive technology -

(a) The Invitro Fertilisation Ethics Committee of Western Australia (1983-
1987);

(b) the Reproductive Technology Working Party (August 1988); and

(c) the parliamentary Select Committee appointed to inquire into the
Reproductive Technology Working Party's Report (November-
December 1988).

The NPF ethics committee and the parliamentary Select Committee allowed
considerable opportunity for community comment. In particular, the
parliamentary Select Committee in December last year received submissions
from 42 interested groups and individuals. Nevertheless, adequate time will

* be given to allow community considerations of the proposed legislation.

HEALTH - HOSPITAL DISPUTE
* Structural Efficiency Improvements - Implementation

699. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) What action has been taken to implement the structural efficiency
improvements which were the cause of the dispute between hospital workers
and the Government in April this year?

(2) Have all the required conditions been complied with?
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Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Award restructuring to reduce the number of classifications for hospital

workers from 39 to 13 was implemented with effect from 1 July 1989. This
has allowed greater flexibility in use of staff.
Other initiatives agreed on in the memorandum of agreement between the
panies were for -
(i) the introduction of a dispute settling procedure;
(ii) the introduction of training programs; and
(iii) the establishment of career paths for employees,
all of which will be achieved within time lines set out in the memorandum of
agreement.
The dispute settling procedure is scheduled to be developed and introduced by
October 1989.
In regard to training programs, on an interim basis until 1 January 1990 it is
accepted that the current training provided will be used. Consultation between
the Federated Miscellaneous Workers Union and employers will determine the
appropriateness of the current traiining. and the development of new training
programs where necessary.
Career paths will be examined in subsequent stages of the memorandum,
along with a number of other issues to be addressed as part of the ongoing
process of award restructuring.

(2) At this stage, all required conditions of the memorandum of agreement have
been complied with.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES -PUBLIC SERVANTS
Army Reserve Members - Special Arrangements

703. Mr H4ASSELL to the Premier:
(1) What special arrangements apply to public servants who are members of the

Army Reserve?
(2) What additional pay and leave do public servants receive for Army Reserve

service?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(I) Special arrangements for public servants who are members of the Army

Reserve are listed in Public Service administrative instruction 608.
(2) Officers who are voluntary members of the Defence Force Reserves or the

Cadet Force receive no additional pay from the State Government.
In respect of special leave provisions, administrative instruction 608 states
that, subject to departmental convenience, leave of absence may be granted by
the chief executive officer to an officer who is a volunteer member of the
Defence Force Reserves or the Cadet Force for the purpose of attending a
training camp, school, class or course of instruction subject to certain
conditions.
These conditions include leave for a period of 75 hours, and in certain
circumstances 105 hours, to attend a camp for annual continuous obligatory
training. A maximum of 16 calendar days in addition to this for attendance at
one special school, class or course of instruction, during which period the
officer is paid the difference between his/her normal remuneration from the
Public Service and that which he/she receives from the Department of
Defence, with leave without pay being granted in the instance that the officer's
payments from the Department of Defence exceeds his/her normal
remuneration.
Should the member require a copy of administrative instruction 608 for his
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information, one will be forwarded by the Public Service Commissioner upon
his request.

MNING UNIONS ASSOCIATION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA. - JUSTICES OF
THE PEACE

Robe River Iron Associates Employee Fine - Sacking Call
705. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Did the Attorney General receive representation from the Mining Unions
Association of Western Australia calling upon the Minister to sack two
justices of the peace who fined a worker employed by Robe River Iron
Associates for an assault'?

(2) Did the Attorney General observe the media release by the Mining Unions
Association of WA concerning the same matter, that release being dated 30
May 1989?

(3) Did the Attorney General respond either to a representation or the media
release?

(4) If so, in what way did the Attorney General respond, and what action was
taken?

(5) Did the Attorney General discuss the matter, the particular case, or the call to
sack the justices with any person representing the union or other interests?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) Yes, by way of a letter to the Mining Unions Association.
(4) The matter was investigated and the association was advised that the

defendant in the matter elected to be dealt with summarily and pleaded guilty
before the two justices. Had an objection been raised, the proceedings could
have been adjourned to be dealt with by a magistrate.

(5) No.
ARCHER, MR STEPHEN - CONNELL, MR LAURIE

Legal Representation - Petrochemical Industries Lid
707. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Attorney General aware that lawyer Mr Stephen Archer represents Mr
Laurie Connell currently in both crimninal and civil proceedings involving
Mr Connell?

(2) Is is correct that Mr Archer also represents Western Australian Government
Holdings Ltd in its proceedings over the future of Petrochemical Industries
Ltd and associated companies?

(3) Bearing in mind that Petrochemical Industries Ltd was acquired by the
Government from Mr Connell in controversial circumstances, and without
questioning the undoubted reputation of Mr Archer, is the Attorney General
concerned at the possibility of a perception arising of conflict of interest?

Mr D.L. SMITH relied:
(1) See answer to question 547.
(2)-(3)

These questions should be directed to the Treasurer, who is responsible for
WA Government Holdings Ltd.

GOVERNOR -BURKE, HON BRIAN
McKenzie, Mr Bill -- Government Consideration

710. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:
Is the Premier or die Government considering for recommendation as
Governor to Her Majesty the Queen either -

1980



[Wednesday, 6 September 1989] 98

(a) Hon Brian Burke; or
(b) Mr Bill McKenzie?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
It would be improper to discuss publicly whether an individual was being
considered for such a position.

HEALTH - MURRAY DISTRICT HOSPITAL
Domestic Employees - Duties Refusal

715. Mr BRADSI-AW to the Minister for Health:
(1) Are the domestic staff at die Murray District Hospital not carrying out their

duties and are volunteers serving meals and carrying out other duties of the
domestic staff?

(2) Are the domestic staff being paid even though they are not carrying out their
duties?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No. There was some industrial disputation which has now been resolved.
(2) Not applicable.

SCM CHEMICALS LTD - AUSTRALIND
Hanvey Shire Council - Deputy Premier's Discussions

716. Mr BRADSHAW to the Deputy Premier
(1) Has the Harvey Shire Council been privy to the discussions the Deputy

Premier is having with SCM Chemicals, Australind which may impact on the
Harvey Shire?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) Will the Deputy Premier include the Harvey Shire in any further discussions?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The Minister for South-West has publicly expressed his desire to seek the

closure of SCM Chemicals Ausuralind's operation at Australind and the
relocation of all industrial activity to the more appropriate location at
Keruerton Park. To achieve this goal, the Department of Resources
Development and the South West Development Authority have been requested
to commence preliminary discussions with SCM Chemicals Australind to
explore the possibility of such a move. The Harvey Shire Council President,
Deputy President, and Clerk have been informed of the Minister's intention.
Council will be fuly consulted on any proposals which arise out of the
preliminary discussions.

(2)-(3)
Answered by (I).

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FINANCE - GOVERNMENT AGENCIES
Revenue Esrimates - State Funding Cuts Comparison

717. Mr BRADSH-AW to die Treasurer
(1) What is the estimated revenue from Federal Government agencies - Telecom,

etc - for this financial year, in the form of land tax, payroll tax, etc?
(2) How does this compare with the cuts made by the Federal Government

funding to Western Australia?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) $26 million for the addtional Commonwealth agencies now required under

Commonwealth legislation to meet State taxes.
(2) Commonwealth general revenue and hospital funding grants to the State were

reduced by around $100 millon at the May 1989 Premiers' Conference.
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However, while we receive the benefit of Commonwealth agencies paying
Stare taxes, the Commonwealth has generally offset these additional revenue
flows by reducing our general purpose funding by an amount equal to
90 per cent of this additional revenue. These offsets are in effect on top of the
other Commonwealth funding reductions.

HEALTH - HEALTH GROUPS' REGISTRATION
Ominibus Legislation

718. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Minister propose to introduce omnibus legislation to register

professions such as social workers, speech therapists, and natural therapists?
(2) If so, who is included in such legislation?
(3) When does the Minister intend to introduce such legislation?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) A committee was appointed to examine submissions made to the department

in response to a departmental discussion paper Review of the Status of
Unregistered Health Occupation Groups. The committee reviewing the status
of unregistered health occupation groups is finalising its report to me.

(2) It has not been determined which additional health groups will be registered.
(3) The introduction of any legislation will depend on the commnittee's findings

and, in any event, will not be introduced at the earliest until 1990. This will
also be dependent on the Government's legislative agenda.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - PUBLIC DUTIES
Financial Interess - Improper Behaviour

721. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
Would the Minister please list those cases in the past where the financial
interests of individual members of Parliament conflicted with their public
duties, resulting in what was conceived by the public or media as improper
behaviour of the member in pursuing his or her public duties, whether such
behaviour offended against the law or not?

Mr D.L. SMIfTH replied:
The Attorney General does nor have access to such derail.

SPORT AND RECREATION - COMMUNITY SPORTING AND RECREATIONAL
FACILITIES FUND

Countr Sporting Groups - Funding Allocations
723. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister representing the Minister for Sport and

Recreation:
(1) Which sporting groups in the country have been given an undertaking or an

indication that they will receive funding through the Community Sporting and
Recreational Facilities Fund?

(2) Are all these going to be honoured in the current financial year?
(3) Hlow much of this year's allocation of $ 1.9 million is not yet committed?
(4) Why is this year's allocation so much less than last year's?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

The Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund was reviewed by the
Government as part of the Budget determination process for 1989-90. During
the course of the review, numerous issues came to light where it was felt that
the operation of the fund could be improved. These issues are still being
discussed and investigated. In dhe interim, no new applications will be called,
and the allocation of $1 939 000, plus carryover funds of $743 000, will be
fully commitrted to projects which have been approved previously. Thkese
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previous approvals include three sporting groups in the country which have
been given commitments that they will be funded in dhe 1989-90 allocation.
These groups are the Wyalkatchem Golf Club, the Toodyay Tennis Club, and
the Albany Sea Rescue Group. The normal procedure for receiving these
funds is for the group to submit claims for reimbursement to the Ministry of
Sport and Recreation during the course of the project. On that basis, the actual
honouring of the commnitments depends largely on when the group carries out
the work. However, it is expected that these claims will be met in full during
the current financial year.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CONMSSION - SOLVENCY
Insurance Act 1973 - Auditor General's Role

724. Mr TRENORDEN to the Treasurer:
(1) Is the State Government Insurance Commission technically solvent under die

provisions of die Insurance Act 1973?
(2) What role, if any, does the Auditor General have in assessing the monitoring

of the SGIC's valuation of its own assets?
(3) Are the solvency ratio reporting requirements for the SOIC the same as those

that apply to private sector insurers?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) Who checks the SGIC's balance of assets over liabilities?
(6) What is the current solvency ratio of the SGIC?
(7) Has the State Government given the SGIC any guarantee to underwrite the

minimum legal solvency ratio of 20 per cent?
(8) If no, on what basis and at what interest rate?
(9) If yes to (7) has the State Government advanced moneys under such a

guarantee?
(10) If so, how much?
Mrt PARKER replied:
(1) The State Government Insurance Commission is not required to comply with

the Commonwealth Insurance Act 1973. However, under section 33 of the
State Government Insurance Commission Act, the State Government
Insurance Corporation, trading as SGIO, is required to comply with all
requirements imposed on insurers under the Insurance Act 1973. While the
commission is not required to comply, it undertakes its business with due
regard to prudent commercial practices.

(2) The Auditor General undertakes die audit of SGIC financial statements as
required under the Financial Administration and Audit Act 1985.

(3)-(10)
See (1).

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COM[MISSION - "THE WEST
AUSTRALIAN"

No Sale - Treasurer's Directive
725. M COWAN to the Treasurer:

Has the Treasurer issued a directive to the State Oovernment Insurance
Commission not to sell its share in The West Australian newspaper?

Mr PARKER replied:
The SGIC does not hold shares directly in The West Australian newspaper. It
holds 19.9 per cent of shares in Bell Group Ltd, which has The West
Australian as one of its assets. No directive not to sell has been issued by me
to the SGIC.
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REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT - MARGARET RIVER RURAL INITIATIVES AND
DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION
Government Funding - Guarantee

734. Mr OMODET to the Minister for Regional Development:
(1) (a) Will the Minister guarantee funding for the Margaret River Rural

Initiatives and Development Association for the 1989-90 year?
(b) If not, why not?

(2) (a) If yes to (1), why has the association been forced to work on a day-to-
day funding basis for the past six months;

(b) does the Minister consider this funding arrangement to be adequate;
anid

(c) why were the Deparment of Regional Development and the South
West Development Authority unable to guarantee ongoing funding?

(3) Will the Minister comment on statements made by a regional development
officer recently that "funding in the ensuing calendar year was highly unlikely
because of current constraints from die Treasury Department"?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) (a) Yes; and

(b) not applicable.
(2) (a) The association has not been forced to work on a day-to-day fuinding

basis for the past six months. The association is funded through the
community economic development program. Responsibility for this
program was transferred hrorn the Department of Employment and
Training to the Department of Regional Development and the North
West on 3 July 1989. On 13 July 1989 1 met with members of the
association to review their funding arrangements and agreed to provide
supplementary funding. On 23 August 1989 I advised the association
that $40 000 would be provided by the Department of Regional
Development and the North West for the calendar year 1990. This
advance commitment was given so that the association had guaranteed
funding for the next 15 months;

(b) yes; and
(c) funding is subject to an annual performance review to ensure public

funds are effectively utilised.
(3) The quote from the Busseleon-Margarer River Times of 31 August 1989 is

incomplete. The officer is quoted as saying that "100% fuinding in the ensuing
calendar year was highly unlikely." The philosophy of this program is that the
Government needs to work in partnership with local government and the
community to foster innovation and enterprise in rural areas. This involves an
element of financial or "in kind" contribution from local government and
commumty resources.

WESTERN CONTINENTAL CORPORATION - FINANCIERS' LOAN
Fremnanele Gas & Coke Co Led Takeover - Deputy Premier's Letter of Comfort

737. Mr MacKJNNON tothe Deputy Premier.
(1) Did the Deputy Premier - then Minister for Resources and Energy - send or

cause to be sent a letter of comfort to the financiers of Western Continental
Corporation in support of the loan they had made to that corporation for the
purpose of taking over Fremantle Gas and Coke Co Lid?

(2) If yes, would the Deputy Premier table such letter?
(3) If not. why not?
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Nr PARKER replied:
I am unclear as to what the Leader of the Opposition is referring to. If he
cares to provide clarification or further details [ will investigate the matter.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PETROCHEICAL INDUSTRIES LTD -DEBTS
Government Liability

120. Mr MacKINNON to die Premier:
(I) Does the Government believe it has any liability for the debts of

Petrochemical Industries Lid, including outstanding staff salaries?
(2) If so, on what basis?
(3) If not, on whose advice has the Government acted in refusing to accept

liability?
(4) Will the Premier table that advice?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

It is not appropriate in contentious and litigious environments for the
Opposition to make demands for the Government to table advice that it has
received. The Opposition is perfectly entitled to ask what advice the
Government has received and it is perfectly entitled to have that advice made
available to it in normal circumstances. However, where there is litigation
involving the Government or arny of its instrumentalities, I do not believe that
that advice should be tabled.
I have received a complaint also from some of those from within Government
circles who supply the Government with advice - not from the private sector -
about the practice of tabling that advice. As I said earlier, it is always possible
to get lawyers to disagree with one another. The integrity of the system
requires that the practitioners who advise the Government do so freely and the
Government then makes a decision about whether it will act on that advice.
It is not appropriate for legal advice to be tabled unless, firstly, the tabling of it
is not a matter that will potentially interfere with or influence litigation; and
secondly, unless it is regarded as consistent with the process of Government as
endorsed by the officers giving that advice.
1 make it clear that the Opposition, when in Government, never complied with
these requests for the tabling of advice. This Government has been free with it
up to date. However, I have now had this matter drawn to my attention and, in
the circumstances, we will be looking at that advice.
The Leader of the Opposition must understand that, where there is litigation or
potential litigation about the liability of the Government, it is impractical for
the Government to table the advice. We were told that the Opposition would
be on the side of the people with whom there might be litigation. The request
for the advice suggests to me that the Opposition sees that as its role. I make
it clear that any request for legal advice received by the Goverrnent will be
scrutinised very carefully.
We have made it clear and public that an application is before the Supreme
Court for the winding up of Petrochemical industries Ltd. Members oppositt
have the papers relating to than court case. The action was taken with the
knowledge of the Government by officers working on behalf of the
Government and fully disclosed to the public with the tabling of that massive
document. Nothing we do or say as either a Government or as an Opposition
should be designed to interfere with that action.
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We made clear publicly the specifics of the obligations of WA Government
Holdings Ltd to provide interim finance. We made it clear that in our view,
and on advice, that that obligation had come to an end, and the consequence of
the ending of that obligation is that at least some of the directors of
Petrochemical Industries Ltd have certain obligations which they have sought

to discharge by the application before the court.
Mr Macinnon: Are you going to pay the debts?.
The SPEAKER: Order! I wanted to fit as many questions and answers into this

session as possible. That will not be possible if members interject in that way.
I hope we can get through the session without too many interjections at the
expense of questions and answers.

WAGES - OPPOSITION WAGES POLICY
Inconsistent Statements

121. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Labour:
Is the Minister concerned about the inconsistency in Press comments relating
to wages policy attributable to members of the Opposition parties?

Mr TROY replied:
Yes, I am concerned, and who would not be? I think the absence of a coherent
Opposition wages policy has enticed some of the Opposition members to
make wild and inconsistent statements for the purposes of political
opportunism.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is very damaging, too.
Mr TROY: There is no question of that.

* Unfortunately, it adds to the pressures on the wage fixation system. I detailed
an instance in this House last Thursday when I referred to the member for
Rivertuon's giving comfort to the outrageous pay demands of pilots without
giving any thought to the consequences of his actions or the pressures that his
support would bring to bear on the wage fixing system.
T'he Opposition's long but single purpose tradition of supporting business at
dhe expense of ordinary wage and salary earners appears to have disappeared
in the interests of scoring cheap political points. It goes wider than a single
Opposition party. The member for Collie is referred to in a ftont page article
headed, 'Strikers deserve a wage break - says MLA". The article states -

The State Energy Commission of WA may have to offer its
supervisors pay rises outside the National wage guidelines, according
to Collie MLA Dr [Hilda Tunibull ...
"To retain them, it may have to consider paying mare than the
guidelines," DrTurnbull. said.

Do the Opposition panties believe there should be no limit on wage increases
or that we should abandon the centralised system? One can only speculate as
to the motives of the member for Collie with regard to her opinions on
deternining wage increases outside the national guidelines as they contrast
sharply with those of her Federal colleagues, who roundly criticise any wage
increases as they consider they are inflationary and would lead to a worsening
of the economy. That was supported by the National Farmers Federation in its
submission to the national wage bench. It is clearly indicated in the following
quote from the findings and the detenmination of that bench -

The National Farmers' Federation (tiFF) submitted that the economic
evidence provided no justification for awarding wage increases during
the year 1989/90.

it is no wonder the electorate is confused by the Opposition's wages policy.
Three weeks later on 22 August an article appeared in The West Australian -
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Point of Order
Mr COURT: We appear to be listening to another statement during question rime,

which is against the ruling which you, Mr Speaker, just made.
The SPEAKER: We all know thai this is a question and answer session, and not an

opportunity for statements. However, it appeared to me that the Minister may
well have been drawing his answer to a close.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr TROY: The article in The West Australian quotes the member for Avon as saying

that -
Families are not going to be able to stand the round of price increas
that would inevitably foliow the granting of excessive pay increases
that a few unions are chasing.

That clearly underlines the contribution, negative as it is, than the Opposition
parties have made to this matter. It underscores a very significant weakness in
the Opposition. The nation is looking for a wages policy from the Liberal
Party; the people have been waiting for that policy for almost five years, but
present indications are that they will wait another five years.

ROTH WELLS LTD- RESCUE
Minister for Economic Development and Trade - Involvement

122. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:
In view of the fact that he, as the former Minister for Agriculture, South-West,
Fisheries, and Minister assisting the Minister for Economic Development and
Trade, had no formal ministerial responsibility in connection with the many
negotiations and involvement in securing financial support for Rothwelis prior
to its collapse, will he explain to the House the reasons for his very close
involvement in the several rescue attempts of Rothwells?

Mr GRILL replied:
It is very tempting to help the member in respect of his fishing trip, but the
facts are simply that from rime to time my advice is called on as a member of
Cabinet and from time to time I acted for the then Minister for Economic
Development and Trade when he was away.

STATE FINANCE- NEW INVESTMENTS
123. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

How is Western Australia faring in new investments, given the current
difficult economic conditions?

Mr GRILL replied:
I would like to say, which might come as some surprise to members opposite,
that new fixed capital investment by private enterprise at current prices
seasonally adjusted in Western Australia is running at record levels. The total
annual investment has more than doubled since 1984 to reach $3 817 million
in 1988. In the March quarter of 1989 investment topped $1 billion for the
first time; in fact, it was $1 041.7 million, and that is traditionally a fairly slack
quarter. This puts Western Australia on track to pass the $4 billion investment
level for the first timew. On a per capita basis Western Australia has higher
investment levels than any other Australian State. In 1987-88, the latest
financial year for which figures are available for private investment, the figure
for Western Australia at $3 909 million was higher than Queensland at
$3 394 million and Tasmania at $463 million combined. It was more thant
double the South Australian figure of $1 749 million. In the first. three
quarters of the 1988-89 financial year these trends have been maintained. In
the first three quarters of the 1988-89 financial year Western Australia, with
less than 10 per cent of the Australian population, accounted for 14.5 per cent
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of the total new private capital expenditure in Australia. In that most
important component of equipment, plant and machinery - vital in
manufacturing and value added processing - Western Australia accounted for
15.1 per cent of the Australian total new private capital investment.
The non residential construction turnover for 1988-89 shows an 8.2 per cent
rise for Western Australia compared with a 1.6 per cent fail nationally
according to the Australian Federation of Construction Contractors and the
Australian Bureau of Statistics' forecasts. Engineering construction turnover
in Western Australia has avenaged 14.1 per cent growth in real terns in the
past three years, in contrast to the national engineering construction turnover
which has shown no real growth over the same period. The forecast turnover
figure for 1988-89 is 14.1 per cent growth at the State level, which is above
the expected national growth rate. The rate of growth of engineering
construction turnover is expected to remain positive and above the national
average for fth next three years.
[ am very pleased to be able to say that contrary to a whole range of remarks,
some made within this Chamber fairly recently and a number made outside the
Chamber by members of the Opposition, the investment picture in Western
Australia is a very healthy one. Indeed, it is well above the national average,
which is running at probably its highest level in history. There is anecdotal
evidence that small and medium sized companies in Western Australia have
found it hard to obtain venture capital and development capital in Western
Australia and on the east coast. There is some validity in that anecdotal
evidence; it is true of such companies around Australia and has been true since
October 1987. The State Government, together with the Stock Exchange of
Perth conducted a seminar in the last few weeks on capital venture, in an effort
to address that problem. It drew some of the best exponents in this rea from
around the world and as a result the Government is considering three
proposals for the setting up of venture capital funds in Western Australia to
address this problem.
Members opposite in the Liberal Party have systematically bad mouthed
Western Australia all around Australia. They have acted in concert with
inimical elements of the Eastern States Press to drag down this State, and
thereby to drag down the citizens of this State. They deserve to be condemned
for that; they are right over the odds.

ROTHWELLS LTD- RESCUE
Local Government Deposits - Minister for Economic Development and Trade's Advice

124. Mr COURT to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:
(1) How many local authorities did the Minister or his office telephone during the

past two years, seeking that they deposit their hinds in Rothwells Ltd?
(2) Did this include the local authorities of Swan, Mundaring, Kalamunda and

Canning?
(3) Did the Minister telephone the City of Canning personally, asking it to deposit

funds in Rothwells Ltd?
Mrt GRILL replied:

It has been no secret on my part that at the time of the initial rescue attempt of
Rothwclls by the Government, 1, or officers within my office, did urge a
number - I think it was three - of local authorities to maintain their funds
within Rothwells.

Mr Pearce: That was in 1987, was it not?
Mr GRILL: Yes, in October 1987, on the basis that it was a rather strange situation

where the State Government would come to the rescue of this public company,
and at the same time other local authorities, or other elements of Government,
would simply withdraw their funds. Those facts have always

1988 [ASSEMEBLY)



[Wednesday, 6 September 1989J 98

been well known. I have never kept them a secret, and I do not apologise for
them. I believe they were responsible actions for the time, and I do not resile
from that situation.

ROT[NBST ISLAND- ABORIGINAL PRISONERS
Uncovered Remains Allegations - Police Inquiry

125. Mr READ to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

What has been the result of Police Department investigations into the
allegation that the remains of Aboriginal prisoners have been uncovered
during recent work at Rottnest Island?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

This has been a matter of concern to many members of this House and to
members of the community generally, and I am pleased to say that the police
officers responsible are thoroughly investigating the allegation of the
uncovering of human remains on Rottnest. The specific material that was
presented to them with the allegations has been examined by forensic experts;
and all of the material is non-human, with some of it having been positively
identified as quokka and sheep bones. The investigation which is continuing
has been extensive and, I am told by the police officers, very time consumning.
The unfortunate thing in this event was that the complaint was not
accompanied by any supporting information; the bones were, as far as one can
tell, simply handed in as evidence in themselves. These types of serious
allegations should not be made without full supporting information, and they
should not be made to the Press before they are made to the proper authorities.
Unfounded reports of this kind do nothing to assist those of us who are
interested in this matter, in the proper protection of the Aboriginal heritage, or
the interests of the Aboriginal community.

I would like to inform members also that following my request, the Rottniest
Island Authority and Dallhold Investments Pty Ltd have a qualified
archeologist working on the island, monitoring all ground disturbing work that
is taking place. Dalihold Investments Pry Ltd, as lessees, have lodged an
application under section 18 of the Western Australian Aboriginal Heritage
Act for permission to work in the old gaol site. Consideration of that matter is
taking place at the moment, and I will be advised by the Trustees of the WA
Museum on that matter. In addition. I have recently appointed Mr Ken
Winder to consult with Aboriginal people throughout the State - not with some
who claim to be the sole spokespeople in this matter - particularly in the
Pilbara and Kimberley, who are affected by the tragic history of Rottnest
Island. I ask members to do everything within their power to ensure that any
allegations of any kind are properly dealt with, and that the media are not used
as the first stop in matters which are as serious as this.

BARTHOLOMABUS, MR NEIL- MINING UNIONS
Mine Safety - Departmental Responsibility Transfer Support

126. Dr TURNBULL to the Minister for Labour:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Commissioner for Occupational Health, Safety
and Welfare, Mr Neil Bantholomaeus, has been actively lobbying mining
unions for their support for the proposal to transfer the responsibility for mine
safety to his own department?

(2) Was Mr Bartholomaeus acting in his official capacity?

(3) Is it consistent with the Government's policy for the Commissioner for
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare to be lobbying mining unions to
support the expansion of his own bureaucracy?

(4) If no, what action will the Minister be taking against Mr Bartholomaeus?
(5) Will Mr Bartholomaeus remain as Commissioner for Occupational. Health,

Safety and Welfare during his temporary appointment as Acting Direcor-
General of the Ministry of Cabinet and Public Sector Management?
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Mr TFROY replied:
(04-5)

I think there has been some confusion about the activities. Many people
would be very conscious of the concerns in the mining area with regard to
occupational health. and it is the subject of much debate in the media. At this
stage, my officers and the officers of various departments, are liaising very
closely with my colleague, the Minister for Mines, Jeff Carr, and his officers -
and wish the mining industry and the unions, I might say - in moving towards
consideration of a policy which will address the extremely high level of
fatalities in the mining industry. I am sure the member for Collie would
welcome that son of approach.
My understanding is that the discussions which Mr Bartholomneus and the
Deparment of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare have pursued in this
area have been conducted in an effort to bring about the settlement of some
differences of opinion in that area; certainly, rio pressure has been exerted. As
far as I ant aware, the contact has been in the official capacity, and under that
umbrella, and I do not believe it has been inconsistent with Government
policy; but if the member can give. me further details of the allegations she has
made, I will be happy to look further at them. It is not my understanding that
the actions have been outside what one would expect in these circumstances.

ORCHIDS- DIURIS. PURDIEI
Canning Vale Urban Development - Threat

127. Mr DONOVAN to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Is the only population of the orchid Diuris purdici under threat by a proposed

urban development at Canning Vale?
(2) If so, what measures are being taken to ensure its survival?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

I thank the member for the question; I know we both have an interest in the
futuie of this orchid.
(1) T'he orchid Diuris purdiei is found in several locations and is most

certainly not under threat in Western Australia. There are two
populations in the Canning Vale area which represent the majority of
plants, but the orchid is found in five other places, ranging from
Gosnells, Armadale, Serpentine-Jarrahdale, to Murray. This dispersion
of plants, which occurs on both private and reserved land, is an
important factor in the survival of the orchid. it indicates its habitat
range, and the ecological conditions which are required to ensure its
survival. It prefers sandy clay soils which have winter wet conditions.

(2) The developers of the Canning Vale site have entered into an
agreement to fund research over the next tree years into the ecology
of the plant. This research specifically addresses translocation,
propagation and the reproductive biology of the plant, and is being
undertaken by the Department of Conservation and Land Management
and the Kings Park Board. There has been a point of view put forward
that creating a reserve at Canning Vale would be the most effective
way of protecting the plant. However, with the encroachment of urban
development, and increasing problems in the area, such as weed
invasion, ad hoc access, and fire, there is no guarantee that these plants
would survive in such a reserve. Reservation would really provide
only a stop gap measure of protecting this population of the orchid.
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