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

PETITION

Fuel Taxation

MRS WATKINS (Joondalup) [2.20 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled -

We, the undersigned, request that:

(1) That the State Government takes early and definite steps to reduce the onerous
burden of State duties/taxes levied on the purchase of fuel - which imposts
severely restrict the use of leisure vehicles in what for many of us are our
retirement years.

(2) Such duties/taxes and other imposts that must be levied on the production and
sale of fuel be as closely as possible applied to the expansion, maintenance
and repair of Western Australia's road system.

(3) The imposition of State duties/taxes not be used as a taxing vehicle for
Consolidated revenue.

Your Petitioners thereby humbly pray that you will give this mailer earnest
consideration and your Petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 94 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 16.]

PETITION
Conservation - Shark Bay

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) (2.21 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned respectfully showeth:

THAT the people of Shark Bay and other citizens are deeply concerned that
consideration is being given to World Heritage listing for Shark Bay, and

(a) believe the special features of the region can be best protected through
finalisation of the Shark Bay Plan in consultation with local people,

(b) do not want transfer of control of the areas to the Commonwealth or overseas
influences,

(c) calls on the State Government and Parliament to cease consideration of World
Heritage listing.

(d) calls on the State Government to oppose and fight against any World Heritage
listing.

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

The petition bears 36 signaturs 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 17.]
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PETITION
Pornography - Sex Shops

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) (2.22 pm]: I have a petition addressed to the honourable Speaker
and members of the Legislative Assembly which, paraphrased, concerns opposition to -sex
shops. Ir is couched in the same trms as other petitions tabled earlier this session and seeks
to enable local authorities to prohibit the establishment and operation of sex shops within
their boundaries.

The petition bears 12 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 18.]

PETITION
Education - Winthrop

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [2.24 pm]: I have a petition
couched in the following terms. -

To: The honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled -

We, the undersigned, strongly request that the Western Australian Government and
the Education Department of Western Australia, erect a pre-primnary and primary
school on the reserved school site in Jackson Avenue, Winthrop.

This request is of an urgent nature as not only are the surrounding schools
overcrowded, there are two schools at present which are not admitting any more
children.

We, as parents, are especially worried about the dangers of young school children
having to cross Leach Highway, North Lake Road and Murdoch Dr 'e to attend
schools daily. Furthermore, it will prove more dangerous during the wet weather.
Your -petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this wr..tter earnest'
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 277 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing 'rders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 19.]
HANSARD

Publication

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): In order to overcome difficulties in the correction of text in
the Hansard office it has been decided that the weekly Hansard will be published one week
later than usual. To minimise inconvenience to members, fully corrected text will be
available three days after the debate, upon request to the Hansard office.

It has become necessary also to alter the time available to members for the correction of
speeches. Members wishing to make corrections must now return their speeches to the
Hansard office by 4.00 pm on the following day. A fax machine has been installed in the
Hansard office to assist members to meet this deadline. These arrangements will be reviewed
at the end of this session.

MOTION

Press Freedom - Standing Orders Suspension
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) (2.30 pm]: I move, without notice>

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable me to
move the following motion:
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That this House -

(1) recognises the responsibility of the police to investigate the source of
unauthorised disclosure of confidential information from public sector
sources;

(2) condemns without qualification last week's police raid on the offices on the
Daily News;

(3) reaffirms its commitment to the principle of the freedom of the Press, and

(4) instructs the Commissioner of Police that there shall be no attempt in the
futue by the police to intimidate the Press or inhibit its freedom.

I understand from previous discussions with the Government and the Opposition that there is
universal support for this motion to suspend Standing Orders. The purpose of this motion is
to put before the House two urgent, fundamental, and related issues, which are the freedom of
the Press and this Parliament's responsibility to uphold that freedom; and, secondly, the
accountability of the Western Australian Police Force.

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) (2.33 pm]: I have indicated to the Leader
of the National Party that the Government is prepared to accommodate this request for the
suspension of Standing Orders. However, we do so on the basis that the Liberal Party
Opposition sought last Wednesday to suspend Standing Orders, and that was agreed to by the
Government; and the Government sought on Thursday to suspend Standing Orders, and that
was agreed to by the National Pasty but not - hypocritically - by the Liberal Opposition. I am
anxious to hear the Opposition's view about this request to suspend Standing Orders.

I made the point in one of the speeches I gave to accept a suspension of Standing Orders that
I was not proposing to make a habit of so doing, but it is starting to become a little habit
form-ing to have such a request for three days in a row, and this is the last time the
Government is prepared to accept a suspension of Standing Orders.

Mr Macinnon: This is only the second urgency motion we have moved.

Mr PEARCE: It is the third urgency motion: The Opposition moved a motion on
Wednesday; the Government moved a motion on Thursday; and the National Party seeks
today to move a motion.

Mr Clarko: We cannot be held responsible for what the Government agreed to.

Mr PEARCE: I am saying that one urgency motion for each side is enough, and the
Government is not prepared to accept further requests for the suspension of Standing Orders
until the Address-in-Reply has been dealt with. I make the point to the Leader of the
National Party, in accommodating his motion, that the proposition he wants to deal with
before the House easily could have been put as an amendment to the Address-in-Reply.

Mr Cowan: We do not believe in them.

hvr PEARCE: I know that, but what the National Party then does is something which in a
sense is worse: It seeks to put aside the Address-in-Reply in order to discuss this matter.

Mr Cowan: What has the Address-in-Reply debate to do with this specific issue?

Mr PEARCE: The Address-in-Reply debate is a way in which all members equally can have
an opportunity to put any proposition before this House. The member knows that by
agreement we have organised for the National Party to give its speech on the Address-in-
Reply, which will be the first speech on Thursday, and the member could have dealt with this
matter by way of an amendment to the Address-in-Reply or in his own speech. All members
of the House have a right to priority in terms of making their statements during the Address-
in-Reply debate. This is the third day in a row in which we have agreed to put aside the
Address-in-Reply debate in order to accommodate -

Mr MacKinnon: We did not put aside the Address-in-Reply debate on Wednesday; all we
did was move an amendment. We did not move an urgency motion.

Mr Can: Yes; you did. Mr Hassell moved a motion dealing with the member for
Scarborough.

Mr MacKinnon: That was a motion dealing with a matter of privilege, not an urgency
motion.
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Mr PEARCE: We treated it as an urgency motion.

Mr MacKinnon: We had to raise the matter that day.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: The point of view I am putting to the House for the informnat ion of members is
that the Government has been very accommodating in allowing members to deal at some
length with these matters outside the amnbit of the Address- in-Reply. There will not be that
accomnmodation after ths occasion.

Mr Hassell; What if another major scandal blows up?

Mr PEARCE: There has not yet been a major scandal which has blown up that cannot be
dealt with under the miles of the House. I draw to the attention of the alternative Leader of
the Opposition that the proposition he is putting, which is that urgency motions are needed to
deal with all these scandals, is contrary to his own real leader's point of view, which is that
the Liberal Party has not sought to suspend Standing Orders to accommodate these types of
debate. The Government is prepared to accept this suspension of Standing Orders, but in
order to not get ourselves into a state of total "drug dependency" on this habit of suspending
Standing Orders we will not do it again.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [2.36 pm]: The Opposition
supports the motion moved by the Leader of the National Party. I wish to make the facts
clear: Last Wednesday we debated a matter of privilege, and as members know the Standing
Orders say a matter of privilege must be moved at the first available opportunity,

Mr Pearce: The motion you moved was to suspend Standing Orders.

Mr MacKINNON: We did so on Tuesday in the appropriate form, and the Government then
decided to proceed on Wednesday. Members will recall that last Thursday we in fact
opposed the move to suspend Standing Orders because we did not believe at that time that the
motion moved by the Govenment was a matter of urgency. As I said, we were pleased that
the Government brought on the debate - and in fact we enjoyed it - but it was not a matter of
urgency. This matter has been brought forward by the Leader of the National Party, and it
clearly is a matter of urgency. Today is the first time we have met since Friday, when the
actions complained about in the motion occurred, and it is an unprecedented matter which
should be debated as a matter of urgency. I would view with alarm the statement of the
Leader of the House that the Government will not countenance further matters of urgency -

Mr Pearce: Before the Address-in-Reply is finished with.

Mr MacKJNNON: Whether that be so or not, it is action which is typical of the Government:
A threatening, bullying and intimidatory tactic, saying, "We want you to finish the Address-
in-Reply otherwise you will not be able to move any urgency motions." We on this side of
the House will pursue matters of urgency as we think appropriate. Itris our view that in this
instance it is appropriate to pursue this matter via an urgency motion, and we therefore
support the motion.

Question put and passed with an absolute majority.

MOTION
Press Freedom

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.39 pmnj: I move -

That this House -

(1) recognises the responsibility of the police to investigate the source of
unauthorised disclosure of confidential information from public sector
sources;

(2) condemns without qualification last week's police raid on the offices on the
Daily News;

(3) reafirms its commuitmnent to the principle of the freedom of the Nress, and

(4) instructs the Commissioner of Police that there shall be no attempt in the
future by the police to intimidate the Press or inhibit its freedom.
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As I said when dealing with the motion to suspend Standing Orders, this motion deals with
two very urgent issues. The first is the freedom of the Press and the responsibility of this
House to uphold that privilege and right. 1 do not think any person in a democratic society
would argue about that point, and I am sure members on both sides of the House would
uphold the right of the Press to absolute freedom.

The- second point relates to the accountability of the Police Farce. Most members of the
House, particularly those now on this side of the House, and particularly members of the
Government when they were in Opposition, would by now be very tired of the standard
answer given whenever a question is asked of the incumbent Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, which is invariably. "That is an operational matter and I cannot direct
the Commissioner of Police." Therefore, an answer is not given to the question that has been
asked.

In this case, if the Minister, or any Minister, has given an instruction to the Commissioner of
Police that there should have been an investigation or a raid on the Daily News, quite clearly
he has violated the position which has been held by every Minister for Police for a long
period. The question then becomes one of to whom is the Commissioner of Police
responsible? To whom is he accountable for actions such as the raid on the Daily News?
Clearly, if the Parliament drafts and approves legislation which establishes the Police Force
and allows for the appointment of a Commissioner of Police, it could be argued that the
commissioner is responsible to the Parliament. If he is not, to whom is he responsible?

There is no question that the police have a responsibility to investigate the source of the
unauthorised disclosure of confidential inforrnat ion from the office of the Commissioner for
Corporate Affairs. One would assume the leak came from that office. The police definitely
have a responsibility to become involved in that sort of thing; no one argues about that. But
it can be argued, and quite successfully, that it was a very heavy-handed approach to call
upon a journalist with the Daily News, Martin Saxon, and quite publicly attempt to intimidate
that person. By so doing, some doubts have been cast on the absolute freedom of the Press in
this-State. It is a matter of great concern to everyone in this Parliament that the Press should
in any way be inhibited by police action.

Mr MacKinnon: I don't think the Government is too concemned; not too many Government
members are listening to the debate.
Mir COWAN: I am sure they will take part in the debate and respond, particularly the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.
It is a matter for concern that the report which was given to the Attorney General by the
former Commjssioner for Corporate Affairs has found its way not just to journalists but to
quite a number of members of the public. The purpose of this motion is not really to deal
with the principle or otherwise of what was said in the Press; the accuracy or otherwise of
what was stated in that leaked interim report, if I can call it that, of the former Commissioner
for Corporate Affairs. Our purpose is merely to look at some of the implications of the police
very publicly conducting a raid on a newspaper for the purpose of crying to ascertain from
where a journalist received information which was the subject of a report in a previous
publication of that newspaper. There is no question that such a raid should be condemned by
this Parliament.

The most contentious matter in this motion relates to paragraph 4, in which the National Party
requests the Parliament to instruct the Commissioner of Police to ensure that there shall be no
attempt, by him in the future to intimidate the Press or inhibit its freedom.

MnBertram: Absolutely in law or absolutely in any event.

Mr& COWAN: What is the difference between absolutely in law and absolutely in any event?

Dr Gallop: There is a distinction between freedom and licence.

Mr COWAN: I am sure the member for Victoria Park will give us a long dissertation on the
differences between the word 'freedom" and the word 'licence".

Dr Gallop: You know the difference.

Mr COWAN: We do not have to issue a licence to a journalist. A journalist does not have to
be licensed. A journalist should have the absolute freedom to write a story, and subject to
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editorial control it goes to Press. I would hate to think that the member for Victoria Park is
suggesting that this Parliament needs to license journalists.

Mr Can: That is not what he said; he is talking about having a licence to write anything.

Mr COWAN: The member used the ward "licence". He may perhaps describe it better when
he gets to his feet, but the impression I had was that he was saying there was a difference
between freedom and licence, and I understood he was implying that we were going to
license joumnalisrs in Western Australia. That is the very thing to which this motion is
opposed.

Mr Car: You are not serious!

Several members interjected.

Mrs Beggs: Go back to the farm!

Mr COWAN: My great ambition is to retire from this place voluntarily as an active fanner,
but we will deal with that later.

I am conscious of the fact that this motion has been brought forward before the Address-in-
Reply debate has been concluded, and that that is nor a usual practice of this House. I would
like as many members as possible to contribute to this debate. I say again that there is a great
degree of fundamental importance to both of these issues - the freedom of the Press and the
accountability of the Police Force. Both issues need to be debated fully, and the House must
make a decision which quite clearly upholds the first and demands the second - some
accountability of the Police Force.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) 12.51 pm]: As the
Minister responsible for the Police Force, and therefore as the Minister answerable to this
House in that regard. I think there is a great responsibility on my part to answer the motion
that has been moved by the Leader of the National Party today. I suppose it is quite right that
the motion should be divided into four separate parts. The first part, the responsibility of the
police to investigate and so on, quite frankly can be classed as a motherhood statement. The
second is one that can be classed as being expected, in the circumstances of the last week or
so- The third is also a motherhood statement but certainly, as the Leader of the National
Party indicated, it is one that undoubtedly is supported by members on both sides of this
House and certainly by me;. and the last part, as the Leader of the National Party quite rightly
pointed out, is one to which members may take objection. Certainly it is one to which I take
objection.

[ have received advice from the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, to whom I spoke after
becoming aware that this matter was to come before Parliament today. I asked him for some
comments in relation to the matters that took place. I will take the opportunity of reading part
of the reply from the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs. He said -

The leaking of a confidential Corporate Affairs report to the Hion. Attorney General is
a serious criminal offence. There are several relevant enactments.

It is important that I mention those enactments so far as this matter is concerned. The letter
continues -

Section 15 of the National Companies and Securities Commission Act 1981 prohibits
an officer from divulging or conmmunicating information obtained in the course of his
duties except for the purpose of carrying out those duties. The penalty for breaching
this provision is a maximum penalty of $5,000.00 or one year's imprisonment or both.
The release of official documents of a confidential nature is also an offence under
Section 81 of the Criminal Code. That Section provides a maximum penalty of three
years imprisonment with hard labour in circumstances where a breach of the
provision has occurred.

In addition, the release of official documents for any purpose other than an official
purpose is an offence under Regulation 8 of the Public Service Regulations. An
offence attracts disciplinary action, and possibly, dismissal.

Mr Stephens: Who gave you that?
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Mr TAYLOR: It was given to me by the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs when I asked
him about his concerns in terms of the criminal natuire of the matter currently being
investigated by the Police Department. There are three different aspects there. The first, of
course, is the very serious aspect of the National Companies and Securities Commnission; the
second is the Criminal Code itself; and the third relates to the regulations of the Public
Service Act. A breach of any one of those could mean a police investigation.

It was only a few years ago that a former member of this House said when talking about these
sogis, of documents which may be classed as stolen documents, "I1 will not be party to
speaking about stolen documents. This member is getting a reputation for claiming to have
information from inside sources and it is reprehensible for him to be dealing in these things."
That statement was made back in 1977 by none other than the former Premier of Western
Australia, Sir Charles Court, when he was concerned about leaks - not from Corporate
Affairs or from the Police Department itself, not of those matters of high security, but in fact
the leaking of documents from the State Housing Commission.

Mr rCash: Who was he speaking to at the time?

Mr TAYLOR: He was at that time speaking to the then member for B alga.

Mr Macinnon: Did the police raid the Press then?

Mr TAYLOR: The police raided the office of that member of Parliament on that occasion, at
the request of the then Minister for Housing and the then Premier of Western Australia.
There is no doubt that the leaking of information from the office of the Corporate Affairs
Department can be a very serious mnatter. The officers in the Corporate Affairs Department
are dealing with very serious and highly confidential documents - the sort of documents
wbiich, if leaked or stolen and made available to sources that should not have those
documents, could cause very serious damage indeed to companies that are part of our
community. They could also be used in the sense of those people having unauthorised access
to those documents being able to use documents that go through the Corporate Affairs
Department to make money for themselves or lose money on the part of companies for which
they may have a dislike.

It'is a serious matter and there is no doubt that the Commuissioner for Corporate Affairs
regarded 'it with the seriousness that was appropriate. He chose to go to the Police
Department because he believed that, so far as the Corporate Affairs Department was
coincerned, this matter was one that started at his office and went down through the entire
ranks in- the Corporate Affairs body in this State. lie thought it was appropriate that the
investigation be done in a completely impartial way, and be done by the Police Force itself.
So far as the Commissioner of Police is concerned, I have done a little checking already
today and I believe that the latter part of the motion moved by the Leader of the National
Party is unparalleled in the history of this Parliament and I doubt whether it has been
paralleled anywhere else in a democracy of the kind we have in this State and this nation.
For the National Party to suggest that we take out of the hands of the Commidssioner of Police
the running of the Police Force and that we as a Parliament instruct the Commnissioner of
Police not to pursue certain courses of action is, I bel ieve, absolutely beyond belief.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Mr Cowan: What about the Press?

Mr TAYLOR: If the Leader of the National Party starts there, where will he end? Let us
take a situation where the police may be pursuing an inquiry into my brother, or his sister, if
he has a sister, or his mother, if his mother is still alive - into any one of us who has a
relationship with friends or others involved in this community. If the police were
undertaking one of those investigations, or even in relation to this investigation, it may very
well be that a stxbmber of the National Party, or a member of the Opposition, or a member of
this Government has a friend or relation working in the Corporate Affairs Department who
could. in fact be, subject to this inquiry by the police. If that is the case, what we would be
seen~ to be doing is using our position in this Parliament to protect somebody who may be
near- and dearto.us. That is an unbelievable situation.

Lord Denning dealt with this matter some time ago in a case in the United Kingdom, and this
is What, he had to say in relation to the office and the duty of the Commissioner of Police -
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* . [ Ihold it to be the duty of the Commissioner of Police. to enforce the law of the
land.

And so should we all. He continued -

H-e must take steps so to post his men that crimes may be detected and that honest
citizens may go about their affairs in peace. He must decide whether or not suspected
persons are to be prosecuted; and if need be, bring the prosecution or see that it is
brought. But in all these things, he is not the servant of anyone, save of the law itself.
No Minister of the Crown can tell hinm that he must, or must not, keep watch over thi4
place or that; or that he must, or must not, prosecute this man or that. Nor can any
other authority teli him to do so - for the responsibility of law enforcement and ho'w*
this shall be done lies exclusively upon him. lHe is answerable to the law, and the law
alone.

That was the question raised by the Leader of the National Parry in respect of who is
responsible. The fact is that the Commissioner of Police is responsible, as Lord Denning
said, to the law and the law alone. The Commissioner of Police is appointed by the Governor
under section 5 of the Police Act, which reads -

The Governor -

Not the Governor-in-Executive-Council, but the Governor -

-may from time to time appoint a fit and proper person to be Commissioner of Police.
.and every Commissioner of Police shall be charged and vested with the general

control and management of the Police Force...
As far as the Parliament itself is concerned, to go down the track of this sort of motion, and-
therefore to seek not to guide the Commissioner of Police or give him any advice, but fi6
actually instruct himt not to pursue this particular matter -

Mr Stephens: It does not say that; read it.

Mr TAYLOR: It reads that this House "instructs" the Commnissioner of Police. We should
not mess around. If we want to 'instruct" the Commissioner of Police, we will need to change
the Police Act. If one brings in a Bill to change the Police Act and the law - I understand it
will change the common law as well - in relation to the accountability of the Commissioner
of Police in this State, I suggest that no-one in either the Liberal Opposition or the National
Party Opposition would have the courage, if that is the right word, or the audacity, to bring to
this place a Bill that would lead to this Parliament or to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services instructing the Commissioner of Police in his duties.

In fact neither the Minister for Police and Emergency Services nor the Parliament should'be
doing that. I have no concern from the point of view of the matter raised by the National
Parry, in terms of recognising the responsibility of the police, as outlined-in point 1. I have
no concern about reaffirming our commuitment to the principle of freedom of the Press.'- Of
course the Press of this State and the nation should be free. I would go so far as to say thaf'no
other nation - with the exception of the United States of America - has a freer Press than
Australia.

Mr Hassell: A Government-owned Press, subject to police raids, and he says it is "free".

Mr TAYLOR: It is a free Press and I will stand up here and say so time and time again. Th&
fact is that the shadow 'Minister for Individual Liberties", as he calls himself - which is the
greatest misnomer of all time, recognised throughout the length and breadth of this State as
the greatest misnomer - who, as the Minister for Police and Prisons, was direcdly responsible-
for section 54B and for bringig to this House confidential medical records of the former:
Minister for Health, Barry Hodge, is now suggesting that the Government does not support a
free Press. Of course the Government supports a free Press. The Government gives the Press
all the support it needs.J :
As far as the Daily News raid is concerned, Mr Saxon, rather than being a person who should
be seen by the community or the Press as the target of this particular matter, is in miany ways'
the meat in the sandwich. The target of the police investigation is the person who stole those'
documents and made them available. That is the proper target of the investigation. In this
case Mr Saxon happens to be on the receiving end in terms of that investigation into tracking
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down the proper target. I thini the police should go about tracking down that target far the
very reasons I outlined today, trough having asked the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs
about where he and his department stood on this particular issue.

There is no doubt whatsoever that a serious offence may have been committed. This serious
offence covens three areas: The national securities area, in relation to the Criminal Code, and
certainly a breach of the Public Service regulations. Those matters should concern this
Parliament - the fact that those documents were stolen.

Mr Lewis interjected.

Mr TAYLOR: I have heard the member for East Melville stand up here and carry on about
matters which concerned him in relation to the Teachers Credit Union, and whether
information was made available to this Government or others as to who held accounts in that
union and who had withdrawn money from it. The Opposition moved motions in this House
and spoke to them in relation to those confidential matters. Of course they are confidential
matters, but this is also a very confidential matter and quite rightly the Commidssioner for
Corporate Affairs expressed great concern, not only to the Attorney General but also to the
Commissioner of Police. As a result of that, the investigations took place.

As far as the raid, as it is called, on the Daily News is concerned [ had - quite rightly - no
knowledge of that.

Mr Lewis: You should have.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for East Melville suggests that the officers responsible for that
investigation

Mr Macinnon: The Attorney General knew all about it.

Mr Peter Dowding: He did nor.

Mr TAYLOR: The officers responsible for that investigation, and/or the Commissioner of
Police -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have called for order, and I thought I did so with reason.
as I do when I sit in this Chair. If!I have to continue to call order from the same people each
time, I will warn those people and name them.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for East Melville suggests that the officers involved in this
investigation, anid/or the Commissioner of Police should have contacted me - and it would
have been in Kalgoorlie on that particular day - to tell me that this raid was about to take
place, and that they should have therefore sought my views as to whether it should take place.
As Minister for Police and Emergency Services, I would never want that to happen because if
we believe strongly in the freedom of the Press and of speech, we should also believe
strongly in what Lord Denning had to say. That is, that the police and the Commissioner of
Police are responsible to the law and the law alone. The member for East Melville would not
like it if. in the nuts and bolts case of his BMW, the police had come to me and said, "This
strange fellow, who is the member for East Melville, who cannot maintain his motor vehicle,
has put in a complaint about someone interfering with that motor vehicle. He is suggesting
that we should investigate that. What do you think?' I know what I thought, but I certainly
would not want the police to come to suggest to me that I should be giving them permission
to interview the member in order to take the matter a step further. Would the member for
East Melville suggest and agree that the police should have spoken to me before they
investigated that matter?

Mr Lewis: What about "Captain Clean" who went to The West Austra lian to intimidate a
reporter?
Mr TAYLOR: Does the member suggest that the police should have come to me first?

Mr Lewis: No.

Mr TAYLOR: No, of course the member does not suggest that, because the member knows
that would not be the right and proper thing to do, nor is point 4 of the motion moved by the
Leader of the National Party the right and proper thing to do. In fact the Government will
oppose -

Mr Lewis interjected.
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Mr TAYLOR: We will oppose ever -

Mr Peter Dowding: Did you hear what he said?

Mr TAYLOR: No, I did not.
Mr Peter Dowding: It is worth gerting it on the record. HeI said, "You've been manipulating
the police since you camne to Government."

Mr TAYLOR: Let us get it clear: The member for East Melville has alleged - and I hope he
is able to prove it - chat this Government has been manipulating the police since it camne to
Government. In what sense have we been manipulating the police?

Mr Lewis: I know of two incidents.

Mr Peter Dowding: How do you justify that statement?

Mr TAYLOR: He cannot justify it.

Mr Lewis: You know it is true.
Mr TAYLOR: If anything, as the Leader of the National Party said, the Opposition's
complaint time and time again has been that Ministers for Police and Emergency Services
have stood in this place, and outside it. and said - for example, in respect of police numbers -
that the Opposition is prepared to direct the Commissioner of Police on where policemen will
go, claiming that the Government is hiding behind the fact that this is an operational
responsibility.

It was stated that we have hidden behind the notion that this is an operational responsibility.
The Opposition cannot have it both ways. Has the Government manipulated the police or, as
the Leader of the National Party indicated, hidden behind the unwritten rule that certain
matters are operational mailers?

Amendment to Motion

The Governiment agrees with some parts of the motion moved by the Leader of the National
Parry. Therefore, I move -I

To delete all words after the word "House" in line 1, with a view to substituting the
following -

reaffirms its commnitment to the principle of freedom of the Press whilst also
recognising the lawful right and responsibility of our police and in particular
the Commuissioner of Police to, without fear or favour and without political
interference, investigate matters chat are drawn to their attention.

That amendment sums up how this House should approach this matter.-

Mr Hassell: You think the raid was all right?

Mr TAYLOR: The police did what they thought appropriate. I am not in a position to direct
the police in this matter. Going back a few years, when the member for Cottesloe was
Minister for Police, I recall thc infamous raid on the Kalgoorlie bush two-up game. The
member for Cortesloe made it very clear - despite the fact that the then Opposition blamed
him, successfu'lly - that he did not direct the police to make that raid. Of course he did not.
He made it clear at that time that he did not want to be in a position to direct police in that
sort of matter. Nor should he be in that position. Nor should I be in a position to say I
approved or disapproved of the raid on the Daily News. The journalist concerned is
undoubtedly in an unfortunate position because the target of the police investigations must be
the person who in fact stole and made the documents available to whatever party he chose. ,
Mr Hassell: Why does the Minister not tell the House about the raid, and about the Attorney
General's role?

Mr TAYLOR: In his position as shadow "Minister for Individual Liberties", the member for
Cortesloe should be absolutely and utterly opposed to any suggestion that this Parliament
would be instructing the Commissioner of Police in this sort of matter. I hope the member is
opposed to that. Is the member opposed to that?

Mr Hassell: Why does the Minister not tell us about the raid?

Mir TAYLOR: The member is not prepared to answer my question because no doubt he
agrees.
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Mr Hassell: Tell us about the raid.
Mr TAYLOR: If that is the case - from a shadow Minister who suggests he might be
representing individual liberty and freedom - this should be of great concern to every citizen
in this State.

Mr Hassell: Why don't you tell us if you thought the raid was okay? Are you concerned
about the raid? Why don't you tell us?

Mr TAYLOR: We should all be able to agree to the amended motion. The member for
Cottesloc in his new found position of looking after individual liberties would not want to see
me or anyone else on this side instructing police in these matters. I am sure the member for
Cottesloe agrees with a number of matters contained in the motion but he would certainly not
want me to go down that path. As Minister for Police and Emergency Services I would not
wish to go down that path.

Mr CARR: I second the amendment.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [3.15 pm]: The Opposition does
not support the amendment moved by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
because it does not address the key issue which this motion outlines today. The key issue is
freedom of the Press in this State and the actions of the Attorney General who instigated that
raid.

Mr Pearce: Untrue!

Mr MacKINNON: It was nobody else but the Attorney General.
Mr Taylor: The Leader of the Opposition insults the Commissioner of Police.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services can say all he likes
about insults. Where has the Government denied this report? In The West Australian of 21
May. Robert Wainwright states -

The raid was prompted by a complaint laid by Corporate Affairs Commissioner
Graham McDonald on the orders of the Attorney General. Mr Berinson.

Does the Premier, or any of his Ministers deny that report?

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you saying that the Attorney General ordered the raid?
Mr MacKINNON: I am saying, Mr Premider, that the Attorney General in effect ordered the
raid. That is what occurred.

Mr Peter Dowding: Is that what that article means?

Mr MacKINNON: That is what the article says. I also indicate - given the opportunity to
defeat this amendment - what the Liberal Party would have done with the motion moved by
the Leader of the National Party. I foreshadow an amendment to paragraph (2) so that the
paragraph would read -

Condemns without qualification last week's police raid on the office of the Daily
News and journalist Martin Saxon resulting from action instigated by the Attomey
General.

I challenge the Premier or any Minister to say that there would have been a raid had the
Attorney General not acted. Is that what they say?

Mr Peter Dowding: Absolutely.

Mr MacKINNON: The Commissioner of Police and his officers would have raided the Daily
News had the Attorney General taken no action! Mir Deputy Speaker, that is absolute rot and
everyone in Western Australia knows it.

The Opposition does not support paragraph (4). We share the Government's view that we
should not be instructing the Commissioner of Police; while we understand the viewpoint
expressed by the National Party, our concern is that even if the motion were reworded -
which is what we will attempt to do - if the word "instruct" remains, a precedent is being set
for future Governments to pass motions in this Parliament instructing the Commissioner of
Police to do whatever the Government wishes. The Opposition does not wish to be party to
that part of the motion.
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The essential and central part of the motion is paragraph (2) which the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services conveniently and completely ignored in his contribution to this debate.
The Minister talked about breaking the law. We believe anyone who breaks the law should
be pursued; but should the police, as a result of the Artomney General's actions, be raiding the
offices of a daily newspaper in an intimidatory action unprecedented in this State? The
answer clearly is that it should not. The fault is not of the police because they were only
acting on complaints laid. The fault lies at the feet of the Government of the day. As the
Daily News correctly said in its editorial last night, the Government is a government "in a
state of panic" because of the large number of issues crumbling around its ears: From the
issue of the State Government Insurance Commrission, to the Teachers Credit Societ, to the
State Superannuation Board to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs - and what facts will
emerge from the sae of his station remain to be seen - to the issue of corporate affairs,
There is no evidence whatsoever to support the actions taken by the Attorney General or the
police in trying to find out the details of that report. The report was published in the Daily
News on the Friday, and it was widely commented on over the weekend. I obtained a copy
on the Tuesday and, at the first available opportunity, it was tabled in Parliament. What has
been the consequence? The Government has not answered one question about that report.
and the many important points raised in it. As well as the presentation of the report by the
Ombudsman to the Parliament today, there is the serious question of what is happening in the
office of the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs in this State. Why did the commissioner do
a U-turn? The report was tabled by the Opposition in the Legislative Council. There was
then the raid by the police and we now see my colleagues in the other place, Hon Gordon
Masters and Hon Neil Oliver, and even me, subjected to investigations by police officers
acting on the instructions of the Government. What other documents could be leaked from
the office of the Corporate Affairs Department which could seriously embarrass the
Government on this issue? Time will tell.

As has been said by members on this side earlier in this debate, this is not the first time that
this Government has acted in this way. Captain Clean, after all, did it himself. Hie made
complaints which resulted in police officers investigating a journalist at the The West
Austrian newspaper in November of last year.

Mr Court: It was published in an Eastern States newspaper.

Mr MacKIINNON: Exactly. Turning to the inquiry itself, the first report was made by
Commissioner Smith in October 1987. There was a half-page explanation stating that his
inquiries had been undertaken and, on the basis of that, no decision could be pursued. The
final sentence stated that the secrecy provision of the code prevented him from giving a
detailed outline of the matter. No doubt the Premier and other Ministers will say that is still
the case and they cannot disclose the information. The words ringing in my ear are
"1commercially confidential", yet that is not the case. I draw attention to section 306 of the
Companies Code. The commissioner has the power, if he wants to, to release whatever
appropriate information he wishes.

Mr H-assell: The commissioner refused to release what the Premier told him to release.

Mr MacKINON: I do not think the Premier knows what he wants to do. He claims, on the
one hand, some parts of the report should be released, but, on the other hand, it cannot be
released because it is commercially confidential.

Mr Hassell: It may be politically embarrassing.
Mr MacKINNON: That could be the case. There is no reason why that information should
not be released. The Commissioner for Corporate Affairs has not released sufficient
information to Parliament and the public of Western Australia. Why did the commissioner
make a U-turn? Why did he say, in the first sentence of his report of June 1987, that the
department had fmnalised its inquiry? He did not say it was an interim report, but that the
department had finalised the inquiry. What led Commidssioner Smith between then and
September to change his mind? He went on in that report to say -

Counsel was asked to consider whether a prosecution should proceed and to consider
whether there are reasonable prospects that a jury would be satisfied on the whole
case that a person was guilty.

60921-
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An essential question is, was counsel consulted by the commissioner prior to his U-turn and,
if so, what advice did he receive? The Premier knows, as well as I do, that advice was
received twice from counsel; twice counsel indicated support for the commissioner's view,
and twice the commissioner indicated that charges should be laid. If that is not the case - the
Premier sits and shakes his head like one of those things at the show where people put balls in
their mouths - what is the truth? One gets more sense from those things at the show.

Mr Hassell: You sometimes win a prize with them.

Mr MacKINNON: The prize is sometimes a kewpie doll, not the fourth choice for the
Premnier of Western Australia. Choice No 4 they got, and I bet they wish they got No 1, 2 or
3. The report goes on to say -

There is also evidence to show that Wright of Rider Hunt was pressured into agreeing
to the inclusion of his statement.

That is a very damning statement. Who applied the pressure, and why? What led the
commissioner to change his mind? These are important questions to which we are entitled to
know the answers. The Minister for Police does not care; all he is worried about is his own
skin and back. The Premnier does not care; all he is worried about is whether he is going to
rate in the next popularity poll. The public of Western Australia want to know the answers to
those questions. The final pant of that report states -

.. Counsel has advised that he is of the firm opinion -

Not a wishy-washy maybe, which allows room for doubts -

-that the matter should be prosecuted by way of indictment with respect to the alleged
untrue statements in both the prospectus and rights issue.

What led the commissioner to do a U-turn from that unequivocal and categorical statement?
Have we received one explanation from the members opposite? Has the Attorney General
given one explanation to Parliament about that U-turn? Has the Premier given any
explanation, other than saying on 6PR, 1I think we should give something out; I suppose
there is something there.'? Nothing has been forthcoming. I agree with yesterday's Daily
News, which stated -

We are sure Mr Dempster and the others named in the Smith report would welcome -
if not demand - the publication of any subsequent evidence whtich showed there had
been no alleged breach of section 108 of the WA Companies Code.

After all, it is Dempster and the people at Burswood who are currently receiving expressions
of concern and allegations about them because of the failure of this Government to give an
explanation. Those people, the public, and Parliament are entitled to explanations. The
Government has a clear responsibility to indicate to Parliament what legal advice the
commissioner received, and from whom, which caused him to make a U-tum. I was advised
last week that counsel in this State were being asked, just days prior to Mr Smith announcing
his U-turn, whether they would take the case. Does the Premier deny that?

Mr Peter Dowding: I have no idea.

Mr MacKINNON: It is a fact.
Mr Peter Dowding: By whom?

Mr MacKIN4NON: Would not the Premnier love to know?

Mr Peter Dowding: Was it requested by you?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr MacKINNON: The Government would love to know so that it could attack and pillory
that indiividual.

If that was the case days before, why did Mr Smith reverse that decision a few days later? It
was an amazing and astounding turn of events and we are entitled to an explanation. What
was commercially confidential about the information? The report of the Commissioner for
Corporate Affairs leaked to the media is now available to the public. Who is being damaged
commercially by that? I cannot see anything in it that is commercially confidential. The only
people being hurt are the Burswood people. not so much because of the report, but
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because of the Goverrnent's failure to explain the LI-turn. The Government is trying
desperately to protect itself.

The Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations, an officer answerable to
this Parliament, has scathingly attacked the Governament for its actions. He sought
permission from the commissioner to investigate this matter but was refused that permission
unless he agreed to certain conditions. At the conclusion of his report he said -

While I appreciate the offer made by the present Commissioner, the conditions of the
offer are quite unacceptable.

If that is not a scathing attack, I do not know what is.

Mr Peter Dowding: He said that he did not have jurisdiction in this matter.

Mr MacKIINNON: He did not say that at all. He said that there is doubt over the jurisdiction.
The present commissioner, in whom I do not have any faith - I will say that outside this place
as well as in it - said he would not allow the inquiry. The Commonwealth corruissioner said
that he did not believe he had jurisdiction either, so they are in no-man's-land.

The Government is attempting to hide behind a legal interpretation and beind an officer
appointed by this Parliament to report to it ont issues referred to him. The report by the
Ombudsman is a scathing attack by that officer who is also answerable to this House. He has
made a recommendation to the Attorney General that his jurisdiction be cleared up
immediately.

Mr Peter Dowding: He did not. He suggests it goes to the ministerial council.

Mr MacKINNON: To clear it up.

Mr Peter Dowding: Not immediately. He said -

t n such cases with the Ministerial Council for Companies and Securities with a
view to clarifying the position.

Don't misread it.

Mr MacKINNON: He certainly does not want it clarified next year. This is an issue of
today.
Mr Wilson: Read what you like into it.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister can squirm all he likes. I challenge the Premier, the
Attorney, arnd the Ministers to explain the extract on page 3 of the minute of the second
report. The minute states -

I have discussed this matter with Mr Mike O'Connor the acting Commissioner for
Corporate Affairs in Western Australia who informs me that the issues raised by Mr
Samuel were considered by the State Ombudsman who has advised that he is satisfied
with the inquiries that were made by the Corporate Affairs Department in Western
Ausraia ...

I ask the Premier to explain that. Is he suggesting that that Comm-onwealth officer is lying.
That is a minute and he said that that is the case. The member for Welshpool can shake his
head as much as he likes; he should read the report.

The Ombudsman did not conduct an inquiry because he was not prepared to do so under the
conditions laid down by the commnissioner. What is going on in the office of the
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs in giving information to the national office which then
came back to the Ombudsman?

Mr Hassell: It is an attempt at a cover up.

Mr MacKINNON: It certainly is.

Are we not fortunate that we have an officer such as the Parliamentary Commissioner for
Administrative Investigations who is independent and able to draw these matters to our
attention? I want the Attorney or the Government to explain his report to us. Why was that
statement made? The Ombudsman indicated that there is confusion. I doubt that.
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What we have seen in this affair, from the release of the report by journalist Martin Saxon, to
the release of the commissioner's report, to the Daily News raid, to the actions by the Leader
of the House today in his saying that there will be no more urgency debates until after the
Address-in-Reply is debated to save the Government embarrassment, is Big Brother
Government. The Government does not want to be accountable or to answer the questions
put to it. It has resorted to issuing threats and the unprecedented action of raiding
newspapers. Aims of Government. such as the Western Australian Development
Corporation, are now issuing writs against members of this House in an attempt to silence
them and they will not be silenced. The Government has attacked a member of this House
who has the respect of all members of Parliament.
Mr Peter Dowding: Which member is that?

Mr MacKINNON: The member for Floreat.
Mr Peter Dowding: He should be more accurate in what he says.

Mr MacKINJNON: Even the Premier would not disagree with those comments about the
member for Floreat.
It is quite clear from the debate already that the Government does not want to address the key
issues in this matter. That is why this raid was ordered following actions by the Attorney
General. It would not have happened at all if it was not for those actions.
What are the facts? Why have these astounding revelations been made by the Ombudsman?
Why has false information been made available to a Federal officer? Why has the
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs taken a U-mum? Why has the Government refused to
provide an explanation?
The Opposition will not support the amendment moved by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. It reduces the intent of the original motion. If I am given the
opportunity I will move the words relating to paragraph (2) of that motion and to delete
paragraph (4).
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.38 pm]: The National Party rejects the amendment, which
will not surprise the Government. We should retumn to the point that the Leader of the
National Party sought to make in his motion. TIhe two issues to be debated are freedom of the
Press and the accountability of the police. For that reason, the motion did not refer to any
matters referred to by the Leader of the Opposition in his speech. The freedom of the Press is
absolutely paramount even though we may not always agree with what it says or does. We
must stnive to ensure that it retains freedom from harassment and intimidatuin.
Even though I am not suggesting that this Government is attempting to take the same sort of
actions that Hidler took against the Press, it is noteworthy that, in 1933, one of Hitler's first
actions when he came to power was to remove the guarantee of the freedom of the Press. We
should not take things for granted. We should always respect that freedom. In an attempt to
take cognisance of what the media thinks about these situations. I refer to a report of a speech
made in 1984 by Dan O'Sullivan, the then Editor in Chief of The West Australian.

The title of the address was 'The Media and the Crime Fight" and it comprised a couple of
pages. but I will quote only a small part of it. Mr O'Sullivan said -

The conduct of the media should always be under examination, but I'm less than
impressed by those critics who are essentially defending the bad features of a legal
system and a legal attitude that have failed our community in some ways and would
interfere with the community's right even to know about the failure.
The clash between legal authorities and governmental officials on the one hand and
the journalists on the other has been a major element of Australia's history, and the
clash has generally been resolved in favour of legal authority because of its power to
limit the function of the journalist and to punish him in the interests, supposedly, of
the community, no matter how plainly he is serving the community's interests.

Further on he said -

..I find people are anxious to protect their right to be informed.
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Members will find that people in the street are concerned and desire to be informed. Further
on hesaid -

The laws in Australia as they most affect the Press are really about the suppression of
facts and truths.

My final quote from the article states -

It is the media's role to find out and to publish. The right to publish is no more thaun
the public's right to information.

The National Party strongly argues that it was intimidatory. in the extreme, for the police to
take the action that was taken recently in respect of Martin Saxon. Any journalist worth his
salt would not divulge the source of his information. There are cases on record where
journalists have actually gone to gaol. for contempt of court rather than divulge the source of
their information.

Mr Peter Dowding: Some have been gaoled by the Parliament.

Mr STEPHENS: Perhaps so, but they have defended their right. I will also defend their
right

It follows that the police action could only be taken as intimidatory. It was possibly serving a
warning to other people who want to make facts known to the public that they should not go
near the Press because that will be the first line of attack the police will. take. The action
taken the other day was unquestionably an attack on the freedom of the Press. I do not
always agree with the Press, but I will always defend its right to investigate and inform the
public. Members in this Parliament should give more attention to the laws concerning libel
and defamation with a view to making it easier for the media to carry out investigatory
journalism. Let us develop a system which is similar to that which operates in the United
States where journalists can probe and find out the facts without fear of suits for defamation.
It has been said many times, and it is nothing new to members in this House, that had
Watergate occurred in Australia it would never have been brought to the attention of the
public by the Press in the way in which it was in the United States.

I come back to the motion; that is, the defence of the freedom of the Press. That is what this
motion seeks to reinforce. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services appeared to
overlook that aspect of the motion. The motion also refers to the accountability of the police.
I am convinced that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services realised he was on shaky
ground in relation to this mailer because, in spite of my interjections when he was speaking,
he frequently tried to misinterpret the words in the fourth paragraph of the motion. He
frequently referred to. 'instructing the police not to investigate". That is not the point. The
paint is that this House instructs the Commissioner of Police that there shall be no attempt in
the future by the police to intimidate the Press or inhibit its freedom. That is different from
telling the police not to investigate a certain matter.

The National Party acknowledges that the leaking of the document concerned was a serious
matter, hut it believes that it is the right of the Press to divulge this sort of information in
what it considers is in the interest of the public and also to have the right to refuse to indicate
the source of its information. The National Party accepts that the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services should not direct the police, but it also believes -

Dr Alexander: How can you have the fourth part of that motion?

Mr STEPH4ENS: Because we are talking about this Parliament and that is the point I ant
coming to. There is a difference as far as we are concerned between the Minister directing
the police and the Parliament of the land directing the police. The Parliament of the land is
given the responsibility of protecting people's rights. If the Parliamnent believes that the
Commnissioner of Police is doing something wrong, the Parliament should have the right to
direct him and, in so doing, this Parliament is fulfiling its role of protecting the rights of the
public, If we do not accept that situation we have a position where we create a Police Force
and allow it to run. itself without its being responsible in any shape or form to the Parliament.
To my way of thinking it is tantamount to saying that we create a Police Force and allow
Western Australia to become a police State because the police would not be accountable to
anyone. That is the attitude the Minister took.

Mr Peter Dowding: He said that it is accountable to the law.
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Mr STEPHENS: Let us say that the Commissioner of Police does not interpret the law in the
same way as the public do - he is free to go the way he likes. A hypothetical example could
be that the Commi ssioner of Police is trying to comply with the law, but he intimidates
people by his course of action. The Government is saying that he is free to do that.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is what your party achieved in Queensland and that is the reason it
has so many problems.

Mr STEPHENS: It was the National Parry in Queensland that initiated the inquiry.

Mr Peter Dowding: What is it showing?

Mr STEPHENS: It is achieving a lot. Could the Premier give me a guarantee that similar
things are not occurring in Western Australia today?

Mr Peter Dowding: That is what we are arguing-

Mr STEPHENS: Let us have an inquiry. I challenge the Government to do that.
Mr Peter Dowding: I am saying that these things should not happen and you are saying that
they should.
Mr STEPHENS: There is a difference between Cabinet as opposed to the Parliament. That
is not the case in the mind of the Premier because recently the Leader of the House rejected
one of the National Party's Bills by saying that Cabinet decisions cannot be interfered with
by Parliament. What a ludicrous statement for him to make when we live in a democracy.
He rejected a Bill that would have made Cabinet accountable to the Parliament and the
Government was not going to have that. It did not want its decisions vetted by the Parliament
in a so-called democracy! If that is the Government's attitude, it is no wonder it is opposing
the fourth paragraph of this excellent motion introduced by the National Party.

I have made the point quite clear that the National Party is out to defend the freedom of the
Press. It is also out to establish that the police are made accountable to someone and that
someone must be the Parliament of this land. To have the police accountable to no-one
would virtually mean that we would degenerate into a police State.

Mr Thomas: The difference between Parliament being held responsible for the police is that
Parliament cannot run the Police Force. Your motion would have this House direct the
Commissioner of Police as to what the police will do.

Mr STEPHENS: We are not telling him what to do. We are teling him that there is to be no
intimidation of the Press and no efforts to inhibit its freedom. That is clear and precise. He is
clear to carry out invest-igationis so long as he does not intimidate the Press or interfere with
Press freedom.
Mr Thomas: What's the first word in paragraph four?

Mr STEPHENS: The word is" "instructs".

Mr Thomas: Right; you're telling himn what to do.

My STEPHENS: We are not telling him what to do per se. We are telling him one thing that
he cannot do. That is a different thing altogether. He is free to do everything else as long as
he does not intimidate the Press or inhibit its freedom.

Mr Peter Dowding interjected.

Mr STEPHENS: The Premier can play around with words if he likes. Lawyers have a habit
of playing with words. We are talking about justice. Lawyers talk about the law and, quite
clearly, there is a big distinction between the two. The Minister for Police and Emergency
Services quoted Lord Denning. An article in The West Australian also quotes Lord Denning
as fol-lows -

I remember when, some years ago, the British reformist judge Lord Denning
addressed a legal convention in Sydney and told the assembled Australian legal
luminaries that when justice and the law were in collision then justice must prevail.
To his surprise, they thought that was a pretty dreadful thing to say to them - that
wasn't their view of the judicial role at all.

That is the type of attitude that the Premier with his legal background is adopting.
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We vigorously oppose the amendment and suggest that justice would be better served if the
House supported the motion so ably moved by the Leader of the National Party.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [3.51 pm]: If the contribution made by the
tough new Leader of the Opposition is the best he can do, it does not bode well for the
Liberal Party.

Dr Gallop: He did raise his voice.

Mr PETER DOWDING: He raised his voice, but given his silence over the past week and
the efforts by the member for Cottesloe to try to cake a high profile in this debate, I
understand his nervousness. His contribution has not shown the sort of responsibility that is
demanded of somebody who holds himself out as the altemnative Premier. It is not enough to
behave like a backbench member of the Opposition. It is not enough to sit in the background
carping and crying out platitudes and ignoring the central issue. The central issue is whether
this country wants a Police Force which is at the beck and call of politicians or whether it
wants a Police Force which has operational independence. There is no halfway house. It is
not possible to create a situation in which the police must inquire of a Minister whether they
may be permitted to take action before taking that action. It is not enough to suggest that the
police should inquire of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the Premier or the
Attorney General whether that action is appropriate. It is for the Government to bring to the
Parliament amendments to the laws.

It is worth reminding Opposition members who are so strident in their calls for civil liberties
that they and their party introduced into Western Australia a most disgraceful attack on
democracy embodied in section 54B of the Police Act. If the Leader of the Opposition wants
to know something about civil liberties, I invite him to read the very excellent speech in the
Address-in-Reply debate in the other place on Tuesday, 5 August 1980. 1 refer to an
excellent maiden speech by a very eloquent speaker, to wit myself. In that speech I made it
absolutely clear, even to members of the Opposition who were then in Government, that it
had embarked upon a dangerous course. The Leader of the Opposition, who sits on the front
bench, was in the Government which was a party to that legislation.

The second mailer which highlights the Leader of the Opposition's lack of grasp of the
sensitivities of this issue is his personal attack on the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs and
the previous Commissioner for Corporate Affairs. It is the same personal attack that we have
heard from the member for Cottesloe who on the last occasion on which we sat went so far as
to attack the National Companies and Securities Commission. He said in the House that he
had been dissatisfied with the extent of its inquiries and he had actually telephoned
Melbourne to give the commission some directions. That is an appalling view of a
commission that has been given the integrity of independence.

The Leader of the Opposition has suggested that the decisions of the Commuissioner for
Corporate Affairs have been influenced by the Government. That is the bottom line of what
the Leader of the Opposition is saying and it is a disgraceful allegation to make. It is made
without any fact presented in argument for it. I remind members of the history of the matter.

Mr Cash: I see you've cleaned out the Press Gallery. You must be firing well.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The seat of the member for Mt Lawley will be vacant at the end of
this year because he is not even game to let the electors decide whether he is a tasteful
character. So I do not think that his credibility on the issue of testing the public view is that
good.
Mr Cash: I have more chance of being elected than you have.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Perhaps the member for Mt Lawley could let us get on with the
debate instead of dribbling on.

The issue here is whether the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs acted or did not act. As he
has disclosed to the House, he chose not to act, as he had the discretion to do. It is not for the
Attorney General to decide whether he should act.

Mr Hassell: Who influenced him?

Mr PETER DOWDING: For the member for Coutesloe to ask who influenced the
commissioner is to attack directly the integrity of the commissioner because, to date, no-one
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has suggested that the commissioner was influenced. To say that he was influenced is to
attack his integrity. That has not been suggested and no facts have been given to support it.
The Opposition received today a paper from the Ombudsman in which he acknowledges that
there is considerable legal doubt about his jurisdiction to inquire into these matters.
Mr Court: The NCSC was told that the Ombudsman was "satisfied" with inquires.
Mr PETER DOWDING: That is an old issue. That was in the newspaper a long time ago. I
can tell the member when that mailer was raised. It was in the paper on 2 February.
Mr Court: it doesn't matter how old it is.

Mr PETER DOWDING: That is not a new issue. The member should not carry on as though
it is some kind of modem day event.
The key issue in this situation is: Is the Liberal Party alleging that the Commissioner for
Corporate Affairs was influenced and is it attacking his integrity? From the interjection of
the member for Cortesloc it is clear that that is what the Liberal Party is attacking. Every
officer of the Public Service who is charged with responsibility must now regard himself as
being fair game for an attack on his credibility if he does not do what the Opposition wants.
That is what the Opposition is suggesting. If a judge or a Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs or some other officer wants to take action or wants to refrain from taking action, he
can expect an attack on his credibility if that is not what the Opposition wants. What a sorry
state that brings Western Australia to in terms of our having an Opposition with integrity!
I return to the complaint about the stolen document. An article in the The Australian
yesterday reminded me about the party without a memory. It was an article by Paul Kelly
which talked about the way in which the Liberal Party at a Federal level very conveniently
has thrown out the window its credibility and all its honour and has taken an utterly base
political position in relation to the proposed referenda. It is exactly the same case in Western
Australia - the parry without a memory. Members of the Opposition and the Leader of the
Opposition in particular should recall that their Governmnent, faced with the leak of an
inconsequential and marginally politically embarrassing paper from the State Housing
Commission not only instructed the police to make inquiries in the State Housing
Commission and had the entire staff of a division fingerprinted, but also the police went to an
office of a member of Parliament and demanded his files. As a result a low grade public
servant was charged, prosecuted, convicted and sacked for putting out a document which had
no legal implications or implications of the sort dealt with by the Corporate Affairs
Department, but which was a marginal political embarrassment to the Liberal Party. That
was done by the Liberal Party - the Governent in which the member for Cortesloe and
subsequently, for a short time, the Leader of the Opposition, were involved. Short memories
are quite clearly the order of the day on the part of the Opposition.
What is the truth about the complaint to the police? The Attorney General has said that when
he was informed about the leak he was aware of the seriousness of it because the Corporate
Affairs investigation section regularly deals with issues that, if leaked, would be the making
or breaking of corporations' activities; it has a responsibility as the State arm of the National
Companies and Securities Commuission. It is an enormously important organisation dealing
with very significant documents. The Attorney General said no more than the following to
the Commuissioner for Corporate Affairs, and I refer to the letter from the commissioner in
which he wrote that when the Attorney General requested that he conduct an investigation
into the leakage of these documents he spoke to the Commissioner of Police and requested he
assign a senior police officer to conduct an independent investigation into the source of those
leaks.
The Opposition has not one whit of evidence - and it is untrue to suggest - that the Attorney
General took the mailer any further. Not one whit of evidence has been produced to suggest
that the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs requested any particular direction for that police
inquiry to follow.

Mr Lightfoot: You cannot tell me that he will not interfere in any way.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The member for Murchison-Eyre is known by his colleagues as a
person to whom they cannot tell a confidence, for fear he will write letters around the place.
He does not have any credibility for that either.

288



[Tuesday, 24 May 1988129

I say unequivocally that the Attorney General has made no further requests of the police. He
made no request other than for the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs to make inquiries as
to the source of this leak from a section of the Corporate Affairs office which has enormous
security problems internally because of the nature of the matters with which it deals on a
daily basis, and because of its credibility as an agency for the NCSC.
Interestingly, Cabinet members visited a factory on Sunday, the managing director of which
said that in the course of setting up his multimillion dollar business in Western Australia one
of the most frightening aspects was dealing with Federal and State Governments, because a
single leak of confidential information would have been the end of the project. The situation
was as important and serious as that.
Where is the evidence from the Opposition that the Attorney General has influenced the
police in the commission of their activities? There is none; but the Opposition reflects not
only on the Attorney General - I suppose politicians are regarded as fair game - but also
directly on the Police Force. The suggestion that the Government would have directed the
Police Force to conduct any inquiry in a particular way reflects on the Commissioner of
Police and the investigating officers. I say unequivocally that not one member of the
Government likes the situation in which the Press is in any way under threat. However, the
police have obviously taken the view that in pursuit of an issue as important as this issue, that
is, about the honesty and integrity of people within the investigating section of the Corporate
Mffairs office, they must ask everybody for their cooperation. That does not give the Press or
anyone else the freedom to say that they will protect someone or be above the law.
Obviously they must participate with the police in ensuring that what is commercially
potentially at risk is, in fact, not put further at risk.
I have one further point to make about this whole inquiry: In 1985, as has been shown in an
advertisement - which is apparently unchallenged - in today's Press, a man with a serious
criminal record took an action without foundation against the Burswood Property Trust
seeking $300 000 for a claim that he could not even substantiate beyond frst base. He then
joined with other people who have improperly, and it has been shown wrongly, sought
money from this group in return for not using the name which had already been given to the
Burswood Property Trust and casino. He joined with others in seeking to trade in a name to
which they had no entitlement. He then claimed to be an aggrieved property unit holder of
this trust, although there is no evidence that he is a holder of these units. He has pursued this
matter as though he were a wronged investor for three years. To what end? Does he want
someone to buy him off on the side? Does he want someone to buy his silence? He has been
to every authority and every agency trying to turn up some illegality or impropriety.
Mr Hassell interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Alexander): Order! The member for Cortesloe's interjections
are impossible to follow and he is harassing the speaker. I caution the member to proceed
with interjections in an orderly manner, if he must use them.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The important issue is not only to determine what the inquiries are
about, but also to establish why after three years a person with an apparent preoccupation
with this company, who apparently tried to take some action against another casino in Hobart,
and who has been to every enforcement agency he could, has reached the stage at which the
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs has decided that there is no ground for taking action.
How can it be said that the Opposition - one of whose members invited this man to the
opening of Parliament - genuinely has some credibility in pursuing this issue?
The National Party in a sont of rustic way has raised the issue of freedom of the Press; I think
that every member in this House genuinely has some cause for concern about the issue of
freedom of the Press, but it is truly irresponsible of the Liberal Party to take up the cudgels
for somebody who has so long established that he has no credibility in this issue, and for the
National Party to suggest that the police are at the beck and call of the Government of' the day
or that they should be at the beck and call of this House. It is critically important that it be
understood that when the police are making inquiries their conduct is a matter for them and
the limits of that conduct are constrained by the judiciary and the laws of the land. It may be
that the member wants a law of the land that says one section of the community is immune
from inquiry.
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Mr Cowan: Nobody said that.
Mr PETER DOWDING: If the member is suggesting that, the law will have to be amended.
Until that is done, the police must not be shackled in the exercise of their duty.

MR MENSAROS (Rloreat) [4.10 pm): The Premier very much confused the issue before
the Chair: The real issue, even if we do not analyse the wording of the original motion and
the amendment moved by the Minister, is the right of the community to information, freedom
of the media to supply that information, and freedom of the individual - and the media for
that matter - to apply criticisms based on that information because of an action, or lack of
action, of the Government, or whoever.

The motion moved by the Leader of the National Parry seeks to ascertain that we have these
rights and liberties, but the Minister's motion, which is before the Chair presently, seeks to
delete all the words of the motion moved by the Leader of the National Parry and, really, to
deny those freedoms, to deny those rights and to deny the basic right to criticism - that is
what it amounts to.

We want to criticise this action, this police raid, and yet the Minister has moved that all the
words inviting that criticism and condemning that raid be deleted so that there should be
further means of extending intimidation against individuals, and even against members of
Parliament.

When the Premier entered the debate he did what he usually does; he ignored the subject
before the Chair and switched from it very quickly to another field which was entirely
unrelated. He then started to criticise people or criticise other matters which had never been
the subject of the motion before the Chair, or of the whole issue before the Chair.
The unprecedented, dictatorial action of raiding a daily newspaper lowers Western Australian
standards to the ranks and levels of the most sinister dictatorships. The Government might
argue that the action was legal, which is what the Minister did. The Government might even
argue that there was no interference by the Minister. This amounts to the Government
condoning this police raid as a normal happening in the State of Western Australia.

Mr Parker: Is the member saying we should have condemned the police?
Mr MENSAROS: I am condemning the action, and F will came to the Deputy Premier in a
moment. Tell me in what other free, democratic, western country this happens. Does it
happen in the United Kingdom? When did it last happen in the United States of America?
When did it happen in Western Europe, where there is freedom? What does the Deputy
Premnier do when people come to him - a person who s aid w ith pride the othe r day that he willI
get $2 billion in investments for Western Australia - thinking that this is a free and secure
country and that they will not be intimidated here, and that members of Parliament or
members of the Press will not be intimidated here?
What will the Deputy Premier tell these potential investors? Will he say to them, 'Yes, we
had a legal police raid. It was right. I defended it in the Parliament against the Opposition.
It was legal! It was right! That is the way we go about things in Western Australia"? Does
the Deputy Premier think that he will get investment here if he argues like that?

This is the Government which most hypocntically agreed with this police raid on the media.
It agreed with it at the same time as it was associating itself with, and advocating, the B ill of
Rights, which was entirely superfluous because these matters appear in the common law in a
much better way and are not subjecte 'd to adverse judicial interpretation.

This is the Governmient which associates itself with so-called freedom of religion, property
and trial. by jury via the referendums which are, again, absolutely superfluous, and which take
away the rights of individual citizens and the rights of their first representation in State
Parliament and hands it over to a central Government in Canberra. This is the Government
which advocates those things while at the same time condoning the action of raiding a
newspaper. It condones that action because it has moved to delete all the words that
criticised that action by seeking to have all those words deleted, words which would have
ensured that the Parliament not only condemned that action but would ensure that such an
action does not happen again in the future. This Government does not want that - it wants to
delete these words from the motion, and that is what we are arguing about.
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Mr Marlborough: The member has never been backward in laying charges against the media.
When he was Minister for the Water Authority he laid charges personally against John Collis
of Channel 7.
Mr MENSAROS: I did not.

Mr Marlborough: The member charged John Collis with trespassing on Government
property, and with interfering with Government property on the basis that he flew into the
North Dandalup Dam area to look at baiting procedures in 1978. The member, as Minister,
had him charged and prosecuted.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Alexander): Order!
Mr MENSAROS: Would the member like to go on?

Mr Marlborough: No, I have made my point.

Mr MENSAROS: I am glad that the member raised this point, because it allows me to reply
to a mailer that is unrelated to the matter before the Chair, and I will respond.
Mr Marlborough: The member is talking about freedom and democracy.
Mr MENSAROS: The member has had his say.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MENSAROS: I do not know whether I asked for prosecution of that man, but I did talk
to the management of Channel 7 because he was found to be doing something and selling his
actions to the public as the truth - he moved a dead animal from one place to another, and the
channel acknowledged that. The man was photographing that dead animal so that he could
say to the public that the Water Authority did not care about the cleanliness of the catchment
area. It was fraud.
Mr Marlborough: That is a total untruth.
Mr MENSAROS: That is a fact.
Mr Marlborough: That is not a fact, at all.
Mr MENSAROS: That was the fact, and I remember that very well.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MENSAROS: Returning to the matter before the Chair, the motion seeks to delete the
possibility of condemning this police raid, and to delete the words which would have ensured
that this House may have decided that such things should not happen again because they are
so detrimental to the whole reputation of Western Australia.
The Premier did not know at first what to say or do about this matter, because if one reads his
record of interview which appeared in the Sunday Times of 22 May it becomes quite obvious
that he was of two minds as to whether he should condone or conden that police raid. He
went one way saying that perhaps he would not have done it, that perhaps it was not quite
right, and he then went back and said, oh yes, as a politician, as a social democrat, he did not
likce it, but as Premier he mnight not have to comment about it.
Mr Parker: He said that, as Premier, he should not interfere in the legitimate exercise of
police functions. That is a different thing.
Mr MENSAROS: He said that he did not know whether or not to support his Minister and
public servants; that is what he said.
The original problem camne out from that public servant, whose reputation the Premier wanted
to defend. Members might remember that during the last session of Parliament we on this
side moved a motion which sought to achieve that a man who was politically tainted would
not be appointed to such a high position. No one on the Labor side of the House could deny
that Mr McDonald is such a politically tainted man, and even to the point of jobs for the
boys.
Mr Pearce: That is absolute nonsense.
Mr MENSAROS: Does the Minister deny that Mr McDonald is a supporter of the Labor
Party and it was not a job for the boys? That is very interesting because Mr Marlborough
brought up matters which occurred during our time in Government, but the most
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'.scandalous" thing which occurred during that rime was that the chairman of what was
formerly known as the Water Board went on a study tour to London, which had great results.
He was a businessman; his salary was about $2 000; he did not have a car or chauffeur; he
was dedicated to his job; and that trip might have cost the Water Board only $4 000.
However, journalists were waiting for him on The Strand in London to catch him entering
Western Australia House. That was all that happened during our time in Government which
was said to be "scandalous".
We may ask how often has the Deputy Premier's predecessor gone overseas during the three
months since he retired from office, and how often has his trip been paid for by the
Government?

Mr Parker: I am not sure.

Mr MENSAROS: It is interesting that we know the answer but the Deputy Premier does not.
He must be badly informed.

I want to illustrate that these are things which the Government does not want to bring into the
open but wants to keep secret, and that is why it has moved the motion to delete the words
which would ensure that this House has the right to freedom of speech and to criticise. We
may ask if this police raid is legal and right, why has every party but the Labor Party
condemned it? The editors of not only the Daily News but all the opposition newspapers
condemned the police raid. The Australian Journalists Association condemned the police
raid. We may ask whether only the Labor Party is right in saying the police raid was a
commendable thing? Did it do a lot of good for Western Australia's reputation? Will it bring
investment into this State because people will say we are always on the level?
I wonder how the Deputy Premier would explain to people who bring it up with him
comparing it with a news item on one of this morning's radio programs that a coloured
member of Parliament in South Africa was murdered because he wanted to get some
information about corruption. Are we not approaching that stage? What about the National
Party member of Parliament, Mr Mc~auran, who said consistently that Western Australia is
the most corrupt State in Australia?

Mr Parker interjected.
Withdrawal of Remark

Mr LEWIS: The Deputy Premier accused me, the member for East MelvilWe, of lying to this
Parliament at some other time, and I ask, Mr Speaker, that you request him to withdraw that
comament.

Mr Hassell: I clearly heard the Deputy Premnier make that statement.
The SPEAKER: I must admit I was having difficulty hearing the member for Floreat during
all the interjections. I was concentrating closely on what he was saying and did not hear the
words used which are complained of. I wonder if the member for East Melville could
indicate what they were.

Mr LEWIS: I do not think the Speaker should interrogate me. The words were very clear
and distinct and I can assure him that they were heard by members on this side of the House.
The Deputy Premier accused me of lying to this Parliament.
The SPEAKER: If the Deputy Premier is guilty of making that statement he has infringed
Standing Orders and would need to withdraw his statement, although not having heard the
statement the responsibility for withdrawal or otherwise rests with the Deputy Premier.
Mr PARKER: I did make the statement, and I withdraw it if it is an infringement of Standing
Orders.

Debate Resumed
Mr MIENSAROS: I want to continue to develop the question of what we want to press with
our motion. How would the people involved be feeling, as has been expressed in various
newspaper articles, because they do not have the right to freedom of information yet are
accused without being able to defend themselves? One of the newspaper articles reminded us
that there were in the past plenty of similar cases, and pointed particularly to an occasion
when members of this Government - ironically - including Mr Berinson, took no action to
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investigate the leaking of confidential Treasury reports and ministerial documents on the
Burswood Casino project in 1985. The answer to the question of why no action was taken is
clear: The Government did not want to come clean or tell us anything about what was behind
its actions or inactions because there must be plenty of skeletons in its cupboard and it
wanted to remain secretive and not hear any criticism.

The principle of freedom of the Press emanated from the English Bill of Rights in 1688, and
the principle of parliamentary privilege after the beheading of James 1. All such freedomns are
connected and reinforced in common law. We find that these freedoms are being
systematically attacked by this Government. Is it a coincidence that Government
instrumentalities slam writs against members of Parliament such as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and, me? Such action is totally unprecedented. We must remember that the
former Premier, as spokesman for water resources, used slanderous expressions when he said
the performance of the then Water Board was appalling. However, we did not think of
suggesting - and I know this very well because I was then in charge of the Water Board - that
he be sued as a member of Parliament because he went overboard in criticising and accusing
the board of all sonts of things.
I have never lived in Soviet Russia but I have lived in countries which were occupied by
Soviet Russia, and that is the type of behaviour which occurs there. In those countries one
has to go secretly to a place nobody knows about to try to get information - not because that
information is false but because the information is something that the Soviet Government
does not like. One inevitably has the same feeling when this Govemnment condones the type
of action we are talking about, which will give us the worst reputation in the world.

Mr Thomas: Do not politicians direct the police in the Soviet Union?

Mr MENSAROS: This deteriorating state of events comes partly from the fact that the
Government did not leave the Public Service as an independent body with integrity but filled
it up with political supporters. We are now seeing the results of that action when we have
someone at the head of the Department of Corporate Affairs who is acting in an entirely
political way and ignoring all the warnings from officers Lie the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative Investigations.-
I wanted to mention these things; it is very difficult not to mention them. It is equally
difficult to live in circumstances where these things develop. Needless to say we are very
much opposed to the amendment, and we would like to see the Parliament come to a decision
worthy of it and of its past. It should condemn such actions and remind those we represent
that we want to uphold freedom.

MR THOMAS (Welshpool) [4.32 pm]: The motion moved by the National Party today and
the amendments foreshadowed by the Liberal Party are a cynical attempt to ingratiate those
parties with the Press. They are so eager and desperate to get into power that in order to
ingratiate themselves with the media they are prepared to sacrifice some very important
principles. Some very important principles are at stake in this debate. One is the fact that the
police are not subject to directions of politicians in terms of their operational matters. That
policy has always enjoyed bipartisan support in this Parliament.
The Australian Labor Party when in Opposition over many years had occasion to be
dissatisfied with the actions of one Commissioner of Police, Mir Leitch, and we very often
complained about it. When we did, the then Premier, Sir Charles Court, used to respond by
saying, "Do not complain to me, it is none of my business. I do not direct the police in how to
conduct their affairs or do their business." In the case of Mr Leitch, of course, they did not
need to because he was self-motivated in that direction.

That Government's policy at that time was that the police would not be directed in terms of
operational matters. It was an important principle which the then Government held and
expounded, and when the Labor Party came to power in 1983 -

Mr Cowan: Do you think it is wrong for the police to be able to intimidate the Press?

Mr THOMAS: What the National Party is seeking to do in paragraph 4 of the motion is to
direct the police.

Mr Cowan: In what way?
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Mr THOMAS: I shall come to that in due course. The National Party uses the ward
"instruct", and it is telling the police how to conduct their affairs. It is putting a certain
construction on a certain action, and by so doing it is saying, effectively, "Do not raid if you
are looking for stolen goods or investigating a theft."

Mr Cowan: That is not what I said.
Mr THOMAS: That is the practical effect of the motion. This motion is even more absurd
because it does not seek a direction by the responsible Minister, it seeks a direction by one
House of the Parliament to the Commissioner of Police. What would happen if the other
House had a different view of a particular question? It is absurd and outrageous that Houses
of Parliament, as we are here today, should purport to direct the Commissioner of Police on
operational matters.

The wisdom of the policy of leaving questions of police operations to the autonomy of the
Commissioner of Police is demonstrated if we look around Australia today. It is ironical that
this motion is put forward today by the National Party, because if we look around Australia
today, only one National Party Government in Australia is actually responsible for the
operation of the Police Force, and look at what a mess they are in! The one National Party
Government in Australia for years and years went on with all sorts of sanctimonious claptrap
about the law, the family and those sorts of matters, but it ends up that under the National
Party Government the police run the brothels.

Mr Cowan: Are you going to quote New South Wales as well?
Mr THOMAS: No, I am talking about what is actually coming out in evidence and would
seem to have been proved about how the National Party goes about directing the Police
Force. The evidence which has come out is that there is political interference in the Police
Force.

Mr Cowan: There are five Police Forces in Australia at the moment which have cases proved
against police officers. How about getting your statements into perspective?

Mr THOMAS: None of them comes anywhere near the Queensland Police Force, where the
police are actually running the knocker shops.

Mr Cowan: That is what they are doing here.

Mr THOMAS: Are you saying the police here are running the brothels?

Mr Cowan: Yes.

Mr THOMAS: That is a fairly serious allegation. If the member is able to substantiate that
allegation -

Mr Cowan: You had better ask the Minister. It is known as control and containment.

Mr THOMAS: There is a difference between control and containment and actually taking a
portion of the profits and going one step further - paying it into the coffers of the National
Party.

Mr Cowan: What nonsense!

Mr THOMIAS: That is the evidence which has come out from the Fitzgerald inquiry. The
simple fact of the matter is that this is the sort of thing -

Mr Grill: Perhaps you should change the name of your party.

Mr Cowan: We will stick with the National Party.

Mr THOMAS: We have there a very good example of the sorry state of affairs which can
come about when there is political interference in how police forces are conducted.

Mr Clarko: Has it been established that this is true?

Mr THOMAS: We will leave it till the findings are out, but there has been some pretty
conclusive evidence, including that of the Deputy Commnissioner of the Queensland Police
Force. One would assume that what he was saying was correct, because apart from anything
else he was incriminating himself.

I turn from that one extreme and horrible example in Australia today, probably the worst
there has ever been in Australia, to a more trivial example. As members of Parliament
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people come to us to complain about some of the actions of the Police Force. They do not
like the way in which they have been created by the police in some respects. How would it be
if members of Parliament were able to get on to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and say, "I do not like the way the police are doing this"? We would then have the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services direct the Conmmissioner of Police to conduct his
affairs in a different way, and not prosecute the particular matter for speeding or whatever it
may be. That is the sont of trivia which constantly occurs.

Mr Cowan: You must have a literacy problem; you cannot even read and understand.
Mr THOMAS: I can read and understand very welil. This motion seeks to place a certain
construction upon a decision made by the Comnmissioner of Police in investigating a reported
theft. Let us have a look at it. The Premnier spoke earlier in the debate and pointed out the
fact that documents contained in the Corporate Affairs Office are very sensitive and very
important. In fact in many cases millons of dollars. are at stake if the confidentiality of those
documents is not protected.

If it appears that there has been a breach of security in the Corporate Affairs Office, that is a
matter of grave concern. If it appears that a document has been stolen from the Corporate
Affairs Office, it is appropriate that it should be reported to the police, and once that report
has been made it is appropriate for the police to exercise their professional discretion about
how to conduct that inquiry and see if they can find the source of that theft, and whether there
is any continuing security problem in the Corporate Affairs Office. That would be a matter
of grave concern to everybody. This is a proper activity of the police, and it is proper for the
police to exercise their professional discretion as to how to go about investigating such a
matter.

This motion says that once the police make a decision to search the premises of a person
known to be in possession of a copy of a document, because that person is a journalist, that is
intimidating and against the freedom of the Press. That, of course, is an absurd proposition,
because the journalist who takes into his possession and publishes a document which is
obviously very sensitive knows exactly what he is doing.

I understand the position which the journalist takes in regard to his professional ethics and
professional integrity, but journalists must be aware of this. If they live by the sword they die
by the sword, If they publish sensitive and confidential documents, they must expect the
police to come around and ask them, "Where did you get it?" The police will seek to find
out where they got hold of the document and presumably plug the leak, if there is one.
[ see nothing wrong with a journalist seeking to protect his professional integrity. 1 do not
think anyone can say that the actions of the police in seeking to track down the source of the
leak are doing anything other than quite properly protecting the security of Government
offices which need to be secure if we are to conduct corporate affairs and such matters in the
way in which they must be conducted, and that is where confidentiality must be protected.
As was indicated earlier in this debate, the correctness of that principle is revealed by the fact
that when, under the former Government, a very much less sensitive document - a document
which was posted on the notice board of a Government office for anyone to see - was leaked,
a civil servant was subjected to police attention and prosecution under the regime of that
former Governmnent. It is entirely appropriate for matters of such documents to be reported to
the police, for the police to exercise their pmofessional discretion and, if they feel it is
necessary in order to investigate an apparent crime, for the police to attend on the premises of
the person who is known to have a copy of that document to see whether they can track it
down.
That in no sense constitutes the sort of inr~ingement of the freedom of the Press which is
suggested by the motion and by the amendment foreshadowed by the Liberal Party. The
experience we have had in other States of Australia suggests it is a very dangerous principle
to allow the police to be directed by politicians. It would be quite wrong for the police to be
able to be directed in terms of operational matters even by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. Often we have had propositions put forward in this House where the
Opposition seeks to make political gain by suggesting that certain actions ought to be taken in
relation to the operations of the Police Force. It would be quite wrong for the actions of the
Police Force - that is, the way in which the Comm-issioner of Police runs the Police Force - to
be detennined by any criteria other than the upholding of the law and the best use of the
resources available to the Commissioner of Police.
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If we were to have ministerial direction, there is the possibility that it would be done on
political criteria rather than on the criterion of doing the best job with the resources available.
Even if that were not the case, which it would not be while this Government is in power -
because our Government would always do the right thing - it is always important for the
confidence of the community -

Mr Hassell: Was the O'Connor case the right thing to do?

Mr THOMAS: As the former Minister for Police and Prisons, the member for Cottesloe -

Mr HasseU: The police prosecuted O'Connor.

Mr MacKinnon: The Attorney Ceneral let him off.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr THOMAS: In fact that case proves the point!I am trying to make.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Although I realise that not all members are present I hope that those
who are here will talk to those who are not sometime today and try to obtain from them, as 1
am trying to obtain from you, some cooperation in the matter of debates in this place. I
personally take strong exception to members' attitude that this is a place where someone on
their feet can be harangued to the point where nobody else can hear him. You all know, I am
quite sure, that Standing Orders say interjections are disorderly. If I were to rule this place as
per Standing Orders, it would be an even more boring place for us all than it is; quite apart
from that we would not make progress. I want to hear interjections, but I want them to be
orderly. In that respect interjections should endeavour to elicit something from the speaker,
and if the speaker does not want to he dissuaded from his argument in any way, the
interjections must cease. However, interjections should not be constant and there should not
be three or four at a time. I would appreciate it if members would try to bear that in mind and
try to make progress in that manner.

Mr THOMAS: I would have thought that the member for Cottesloe, as the Minister for
Police and Prisons in the previous Government, would recognise the importance of the
community having confidence in the Police Force and believing that the police, in
discharging their duties, are not subject to political criteria and direction. If the sort of
motion put forward by the National Party today and the amendment foreshadowed by the
Liberal Party were to be carried and put into effect, the community would not enjoy that
confidence. The experience Australia has had of the National Party running a Police Force -
and we have only one, thank goodness, in Queensland - indicates that police forces are best
run by commissioners of police without interference from politicians.
MR CASH (Mt Lawley) [4.45 pm]: I oppose the amendment moved by the Government. In
saying that I want to place on the record that I have never heard such a lot of pious humbug
from the current Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the member for Welshpool and
the Premier as I have heard this afternoon. All three tried to make out that the Government
was the protector and supporter of the Western Australian Police Force.

Mr Grill: As it is.

Mr CASH: The facts as they are known to the members of the public and the Police Force of
Western Australia do not substantiate the Government's claim.
Mr Grill: Absolute nonsense!

Mr CASH: I will deal with the Minister for Fisheries in a moment. Obviously the Minister
for Fisheries, who wanted to jump in with an interjection so quickly, has not read the report
of the Western Australian Police Union, which condemns the Labor Party in Western
Australia and the former Minister for Police and Emergency Services for his ministerial
interference.

Mr Grill: They can say what they like.

Mr CASH: They suggested that interference was one of the reasons for the morale of the
Western Australian Police Force being at rock bottom.
Mr Parker: Are you afraid of this House? Are you afr-aid of the constituency? Is that why
you are scuttling to the other place? Don't you want to face any constituents?
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Mr CASH: In case you missed that pathetic interjection, Mr Speaker, the Deputy Premier
asked me why I am going to the other place. So that I can answer our simple little friend in
the simplest terms I can use, the answer is: Like the Labor Parry we have preselectiont and I
happen to have been preselected as the No I person on my party's ticket for the North
Metropolitan region.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CASH: [ suggest that probably is the reason, I intend to be a member of the other place
after the next election. Also I might say that I intend to be a member of the Government
because at that stage my simple little friend over there will be sitting on this side, but not in
the deputy leader's position. I guess by that stage he will be sitting right up the back because
it will be all over for him.

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr CASH: I can put up with these pathetic little comments. Thie Deputy Premier was away
for three days last week and he wants to make up for all the time he spent out of the
Parliament.

Mr Speaker, after the hysterical outburst of the new Deputy Premier, I should say that he
obviously has not read the report of the Western Australian Police Union, which condemns
the Labor Party's members and the former Minister for Police and Emergency Services for
the ministerial interference to which the union believes it had been subjected for some time.
That is why the Western Australian Police Union, supported by me and by many members of
the public, believes that morale in the Police Force is at rock bottom.

Tonight's discussion is about the fundamental issue of freedom of the Press. It suited
members of the Government to skirt that issue and not to talk about it because if they were to
talk about it. they would have found themselves hoist with their own petard. How often do
we come to this House and listen to the Government delivering pious lectures on the need for
maintaining the dignity of the House, the privileges conferred on members of Parliament
through the Parliamentary Privileges Act, and the right of the Press to report and publish the
information it receives? This Governument, as we have seen before, says one thing and does
another. Only last Friday, in Perth, on the instructions of the Attorney General, the Police
Force in Western Australia raided the offices of the Daily News.

Mr Parker: That is simply untrue.

Mr Wilson: Untrue!

Mr CASH: Tf the Deputy Premier claims that the police were not acting on the instructions of
the Attorney General perhaps he will take the opportunity in a moment to make his point in
this House. Obviously the Deputy Prem-ier and the Minister for Fisheries were told to come
on strong and make up for the fact that they were not in the House last week at a rime when
the Premnier was battling to hold his own. They can make as many interjections as they like -

Mr Parker: [ will.

Mr CASH: - but they cannot turn back the clock.

Mr Parker: I am trying to make you tell the truth.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CASH: I do not know whether to apologise to the members of this House for the hysteria
of the Deputy Premier. I do not believe I have caused it. Perhaps it was something that he
had for lunch. If he will wait a few moments, I wWl go through the points I intend to make -

Mr Parker: You should not make your points. You should tell the truth.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CASH: I do not want to have to apologise for the Deputy Premier, but I will, if it suits
this House.

The SPEAKER: One moment. I am endeavouring to give you some protection, but every
time I do so, when you start speaking again, you are - might I say diplomatically - a trifle
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provocative, and your comments elicit another inteijection. I would prefer to hear you, and
nobody else. Please get on wit what you have to say.
Mr CASH: I would like to quote a section from Haisbury's The Laws of England about the
freedom of the Press. The members opposite should listen and absorb the words -

The freedom of the Press is protected by public opinion rather than by any express
provisions of the law.

That book goes on to say that opinion is determined by the public in respect of matters
published by the Press. There is no question that public opinion is against this Government
for its raids on the offices of the Daily News last week. The public know that the Attorney
General instructed the police to raid those offices. The object of the exercise was to
extinguish the right of the Nress to publish and dissemidnate information. The question that
should be asked is, why would the Government want to take that action? In recent years we
have seen in this city the situation suggested by the member for Floreat, where the
Government has taken upon itself, with these various raids and its general direction of the
Police Force, a role similar to the ones in South America where dictatorships operate.
Mr Carr interjected.
Mr CASH: I heard the Minister for Local Government, a formier Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, interjecting and saying, "Not so, not so." He was the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services four Ministers ago. They go through Ministers for Police on
the Government benches quicker than a dose of Eno's salts.
Mr Parker: Like you trying for preselection, is it?

Mr CASH: Not so. The Government seems to have one rule for those whom it wants to
protect, and another for those whom it wants to get. I ask Government members to cast their
minds back about 18 months to the case of J.J. O'Connor, a prominent trade union official in
Perth, who was charged by police officers on a number of offences. He was due to go to
court in Perth to be tried, and the Attorney General decided that it would not be in the
interests of the Governent for that case to proceed - that is, the publication of information
which might have been given in evidence could have harmed the Government. The
Government stepped in and prevented the case from proceeding. The Attorney General
entered a nolle prosequi in respect of that case and it could no longer be heard.
That is a clear indication that the Government was prepared to allow the publication of only
that information which suited itself. I wonder whether the raid on the offices of the Daily
News last Friday was to silence that paper, and prevent its publishing information which the
Government believed could be damaging to it. That is a question which the public will
continue to ask, and the Government has a duty to answer. It is not unreasonable for
members of this Parliament, and members of the public in this city, to believe that the
Government was silencing the Daily News in an effort to prevent certain facts from
surfacing.
It is also fair to say that the raid was designed to intimidate other journalists in Western
Australia who may have been privy to the same information and who may have been
contemplating publishing that material. The intimidation of the Press by a Government will
not be accepted by the community of Western Australia. One has only to listen to what
members of the public in Western Australia have to say about the Government to realise that
they are not prepared to accept the standards under which it currently operates.
In talking about silencing the Press, I draw to the attention of members of the Government
the fact that late last year the then Premier was alleged to have instructed two police officers
to attend the offices of The West Australian in Perth, to ensure that a certain journalist, who
the then Premier believed had information which may not have assisted the Premier, was
silenced. The Government of this State by its actions is destroying not only the freedom of
the Press but also the rights of the community to receive information. The Deputy Premier
will have the opportunity in a minute to defend the Government's actions in raiding the
offices of the Daily News.
The SPEAKER: Order! There is far too much background conversation.
Mr Parker: The Government did not raid the Daily News. I wish you would get that through
your head. The police made the decision -
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Mr CASH; If we are going to going to get pedantic, it was the police who raided the offices,
and it is well accepted by many members of the public that they were acting on the
instructions of the Attorney General.

Mr Parker: It is not.

Mr CASH: If the Deputy Premier wishes to dispute that all he has to do is go into his
electorate - or the Minister for Police and Emergency Services can go to his electorate in
Kalgoorlie - and ask the people how they feel about it. The public will tell him.

Mr Parker: Bring up some evidence.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr CASH: The public will tell the Deputy Premier. If only he would stop irnterjecting for a
moment and listen to what I am saying he will learn that the public understand the situation.

Mr Parker: You are not prepared to face the public at a general election. You have moved to
the upper House.

The SPEAKER: Order! I know that the two members who are currently exchanging words
in the Chamber know only too well what I arm about to say, but I will say it anyway to remind
them and other members. It is my obligation and the obligation of every member in this
place to allow a member to rise and say what he or she likes. It is my obligation to allow
members to do that whether I, or any other member in this place, agree or disagree. Having
allowed a member to do that, every other member in this place has an opportunity to stand
and rebut the previous speaker's statements and say anything he or she likes. From rime to
time members on both sides of the House say things that other members in this place do not
like, but that does not give them the right to stop members from saying it.

Mr CASH: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Perhaps I should reiterate my earlier statement that I
believe that not only the freedom of the Press in Western Australia is under attack by the
Labor Party, but also the dignity of this place is under attack. All the privileges which are
conferred upon members of this House are also under attack, and I say that because of the
writs which have been issued against certain members dn this side of the House. Clearly, the
Government wants to intimridate certain members of the Opposition. I advise the
Government that is all right as long as it understands that the Opposition obviously retains the
right to issue writs against Government members if the Opposition believes that to be
necessary. They would not be writs to stop Government members talking, but certainly they
would be in defence of any defamatory statements they have made. The problem with the
writs that have been lodged to date against members of the Opposition is that they do not try
to make a case for defamatory statements; they really attempt to stop members making their
point in this House.

Again, I come back to my original statement that the statements of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, the member for Welshpool. and the Premier are nothing more than pious
humbug. This Labor Government does not have a good record of supporting the Western
Australia Police Force. It would be wrong of any member to come into this House and claim
that this Government has not directed the Police Force.

I ask members to read, for their information, the recent report of the Western Australian
Police Union of Workers which contains the following statements, "The Minister for Police is
too involved in the administration of the department," "There is too much political
interference in the Police Department," and "I am concerned about the Minister's level of
involvement in the operations of the department"

So much for the replies of the former Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the
member for Helena, to questions that the Opposition asked so many times in this House. The
Police Union believed that he was influencing and directing the Police Force and that was the
reason for the lack of morale in the force. Let the former Minister for Police and Emergency
Services get up in this House and defend his position. He cannot do that because his position
is indefensible. It is absolutely pious humbug from members of the Government who have
failed to support not only their Police Force but also the freedom of the Press in this State.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [5.05 pm]: If we stand back from this debate for a moment to try
to get outside it to a position of some objectivity we might ask ourselves the question, "Why
are we debating this issue today?" The answer is that there are three -
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Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Let the member for Cottesloe at least develop his argument. The
minute hand of the clock has flat yet moved off five.

Mr HASSELL: There are three reasons why we are debating this issue today. The first is the
surface reason - the one that springs most readily into public prominence; that is, a raid by
police on the office of a newspaper and a raid by police on a journalist's home relating to
information held by those people, and material published by the newspaper or which may be
published by it. That is the very obvious up front issue and it is one which the Government
would like to debate for ever because it fails to deal with the more substantive issues which
flow from it and which are behind it.

The second reason we are debating this issue today is that a newspaper, having considered the
matter wit a great deal of care and responsibility, and having taken legal advice, has
published material which questions an issue which goes to the heart of our democratic
system; that is, political interference in the prosecution process.

There is no escaping the fact that what is fundamentally at stake is whether people are
prosecuted according to a political decision and not according to the law of the land as
administered and interpreted by independent Crown Law Department officers and
independent police. That is the fundamental issue of substance that was raised by the Daily
News and which has caused the Government to act in a way which led to a raid on a
newspaper and a journalist.

I come now to the third reason: I do not know from where the document came, who leaked
it, or how it was obtained. I saw the document only this afternoon when I obtained a copy
from the Legislative Council. I do not know any of the background, but I do know that
someone in Government was horrified by what was going on and, as a result, leaked the
document. That person or those people, whoever they were, risked prosecution, a substantial
fine, and the possible loss of their jobs by releasing a document that indicts the Government,
and indeed, indicts the prosecution process. There is no escaping that fundamental point.

Let us look at the progression of facts as they took place. The report directed to the Attorney
General from the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, dated 24 June 1987 stated -

The Department has now finalised its enquiry into certain aspects pertaining to the
issue to the public of 100 million units valued at .50c and a subsequent renounceable
rights issue of approximately 73 million units valued at .49c. These enquiries centred
around estimated construction costs set out in the prospectus and reasons for the cost
overruns set out in a statement offering rights and issued to unit holders and alleged
false statement arising therefrom.

It has been suggested in numerous speeches that this is not a final document. It is clear to
anyone who simply glances at this document that it is a final document; the former
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, Mr Alan Smith, had taken the advice of counsel -
someone independent - and the following statement was made on page 6 of the report -

Counsel was asked to consider whether a prosecution should proceed and to consider
whether there are reasonable prospects that a jury would be satisfied on the whole
case that a person was guilty.

Counsel advised that there is reasonable likelihood that a jury would convict.

It is not a sketchy report; it is a detailed report. It refers to detailed examinations and states
on page t I -

There is also evidence to show that Wright of Rider Hunt was pressured into agreeing
to the inclusion of his statement.

It is stated on page 13 -

As stated earlier, Counsel has advised that there is a reasonable likelihood that a jury
would convict Au, Lim, Dempster and Wright of an offence against S.108
notwithstanding that there is no direct testimony that the statement is false and that the
case is entirely circumstantial. The penalty under that section is $20,000 or
imprisonment for 5 years or both.
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Counsel has also advised that a prosecution ought to be commenced. I am advised it
is a fraud type offence which if commuitted has been committed as a fraud on the
investing public. It has resulted in a dilution of unit values because of understatement
of costs and has caused the need to recoup those costs by further borrowings and a
rights issue.

The report continues in detail and concludes on page 18 -

All submissions made by the defendants have been considered by Counsel and his
advice is that his original opinion still stands.
Counsel has advised that he is of the firm opinion that the matter should be prosecuted
by way* of indictment with respect to the alleged untrue statements in both the
prospectus and rights issue.

Those extracts are from the final report given to the Attorney General on 24 June. The report
contained a recommendation in the clearest terms to prosecute. Months went by; a lot of
questions were asked, often by the Daily News. The newspaper asked when an answer would
be received and when the matter would be decided. Various reports were made that a
decision would be made the following week, the week after, or some time in the future.
Finally on 30 October 1987 a Press release was issued as a last act by the then Commuissioner
for Corporate Affairs, Mr Alan Smith. He issued a statement through the Attorney General's
Press secretary. It was not his own statement but a statement made through a political officer
of Governiment.
What happened between 24 June and 30 October? What meetings were held and who was
involved? Why has the Premfier not explained those meetings? There is no doubt that
meetings were held between Mr Smith, the former Premider or his nominee, and the Attorney
General. It is also a fact that this mailer went to the Crown Law Department and on at least
two occasions Crown Law confimed the view that prosecution should take place.
Apparently the Solicitor General came into the act and he confirmed that a prosecution
should take place. However, there was no prosecution, there was a political Press statement.
The Opposition has revealed in the Parliament today that the present Commissioner for
Corporate Affairs deliberately sought to ensure that an Ombudsman inquiry into this issue did
not take place; the commissioner sought to knock out the Ombudsman on a technicality.
Who asked him to do that? Who asked Mr McDonald to tell the Ombudsman that he had no
jurisdiction in this matter? Did he discuss it with the Attorney General? Why was the
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs anxious that there be no overview by the Ombudsman of
that decision not to prosecute? Why has the Government not released the documents and
tabled in Parliament the evidence that some genuine later opinion recommended that the
prosecution not take place? The truth is that the 'genuine" later opinion does not exist; it is a
political exercise of the most sinister and dangerous kind. The Premier's only answer on the
issue of substance was to attack the man who has been following this mailer for months, Mr
John Samuel. Although the Premier took part in this debate and is the chief of the
Government, he failed to explain this remarkable course of events: That on 24 June a senior
officer of Government recommended, after exhaustive investigations over months and after
consultation with independent counsel, that a prosecution should take place, yet three or four
months later a completely different decision was made.
The situation is even worse when it is known - I challenge the Government to deny this - that
a few days before the announcement was made by Mr Alan Smith on 30 October 1987, just
before he left the job to become the State's Auditor General, the Crown Law Department was
actively involved in briefing counsel to lake the prosecution. Is the Government seriously
saying that no political decision was made to stop this prosecution? Is the Government
saying that it has not interfered in the prosecution process and then tried a monumental
cover-up when found out by a newspaper which had the courage to publish what the
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs had given to the Attorney General of this State? The
Attorney General is the first law officer of the Crown; he has to sit in Cabinet and sometimes
has to resign because he cannot take the direction of Cabinet over legal matters. Once again
the Attorney General has prostituted his office absolutely and unequivocally, and he has
absolutely no option but to resign.
The SPEAKER: Order! Standing Orders are quite clear on this matter and, although it is not
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my intention to rule strictly with regard to dhe Standing Orders because otherwise we shall
have some difficulty proceeding wit the debate, if the member is to use language of that
nature!I feel it should be directed at a member of this House. In view of the Standing Orders,
it is not appropriate to use language of' that nature in respect of a member of another House.

Mr HASSELL: I understand your ruling, Mr Speaker, and the Standing Orders. We are
dealing wit a very serious matter, and on the face of the material before this Parliament there
are certain people who owe an explanation. That explanation should have been given by the
Premier this afternoon. The Premier took the opportunity to speak but did not offer an
explanation. We can assume only that the facts as outlined are not seriously in contention,
and if that be the case a number of people must wit integrity and honesty consider their
positions.

We are talking about not only the Attorney General; we must also ask with bluntniess what is
the explanation of the former Commtissioner for Corporate Affairs? It was reported today in
the Daily News that the former Commissioner for Corporate Affairs was not saying anything
because he is now the Auditor General. However, as such he is an independent officer of
Parliament - he is not a servant of the Government - and he owes an explanation to the public
and should speak. In the absence of speaking, he has no option but to resign, because the
facts before the House show clearly that a decision was reversed by the former Commrissioner
for Corporate Affairs as his last action in that office. If there is substantiation of that reversal,
why did not the Premier produce it this afternoon? The answer is that there is no
substantiation. In those circumstances, the former Commissioner for Corporate Affairs has
two clear choices: Explain fully, openly and honestly what he did; or resign.
I say also that not only have the Government and the former and present Commissioners for
Corporate Affairs failed to explain themselves; the Solicitor General has not offered an
explanation either. The Solicitor General is appointed by Parliament and has the same status
and independence as a judge. He is appointed with that status so that he can never be seen to
be an insrumentality of Government. He is answerable to the Parliament, not to the
Government. It has been said that the Solicitor General, on at least one occasion, gave advice
to the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs that the prosecutions ought to proceed, and if that
is so he has a duty to give an explanation. If' he gave other advice, he should say so. We
have not heard from him.

Why do these people think they are given this special status by Parliament if it is not because
they have a special responsibility to the public interest which demands that on occasions they
make hard decisions which embarrass the Government of the day and which even embarrass
the Attorney General of the day, with whom they must work closely? They are appointed
under a special Act of Parliament. They are paid under a special section of the Budget. They
are given special status and a salary commensurate with their responsibilities. When are we
going to hear an explanation from the Government or from any of these people which
satisfies the central and substantive issue, which is why a prosecution, recommended after a
final report, after consultation with counsel, and presented to the Attorney General as a report
making that recommendation, has not been carried forward as a prosecution? Why has that
prosecution been stopped? Would any member of the Government like to answer that
question?

Mr Grill: Why do you not paint the rest of the picture?

Mr HASSELL: The Premier when he spoke failed to answer the question. The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services when he spoke failed to answer the question. The
Government in the Legislative Council, through the Attorney General, failed to answer the
question when so requested. This issue will not go away until that question is answered.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas - Minister for Agriculture) (5.25 pm]: Members on this
side of the House totally and unequivocally support freedom of the Press, and we will fight
for that ideal. However, we will not support a motion which directly and by implication
at-tacks the police and three exalted members of the Public Service in the way they are
attacked in this motion and in the way they have just been attacked in a very malicious
fashion by the member for Cottesloe.

Mr Stephens: What motion are you talking about, because it seems to be different from the
motion moved earlier this afternoon by the Leader of the National Party?
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Mr GRILL: The debate has ranged far and wide, and as I said a moment ago by way of
interjection the National Party is embarrassed by the allegations that have been madec by its
confreres on the other side of the 1-ouse today because its confreres, members of the Liberal
Parry, have gone far beyond anything that the National Party thought was going to come out
of this motion. What has come out of this motion is a particularly malicious attack by the
member for Coutesloe and others, both directly and by implication, on, first, the
Commissioner of Police and, secondly, on a longstanding public servant, the former
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, and now an attack on a third public servant, the present
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs. That is what this very grubby debate has come down
to, and I do not even mention the attack which has been made by implication on the Solicitor
General and on the Attorney General. The Solicitor General and the Commissioner for
Corporate Affairs were appointed by the previous Government.

Mr Court; The former Commissioner for Corporate Affairs said today in a statement that he
was requested to assign a senior police officer to conduct the investigation. Are you saying
the police were not directed?

Mr GRILL: The police were nor directed; when will members opposite get that through their
fat heads?

The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition may not have been in the
Chamber when I asked earlier for some cooperation, but I say now, when nearly all members
are in the Chamber, that I will no longer tolerate members from either side shouting in such a
manner as to stop the person on his feet being heard. If members want to interject they
should do so in as orderly a manner as possible, otherwise it is my intention to start taking
action against them. My initial action will be to ask them to cease interjecting altogether, and
later I will take some action which may not be liked by anybody in here.

[Resolved, that leave be granted for the member to continue his speech at a later stage of the
sitting.]

Debate thus adjourned.

[Questions taken.)

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 pm

TREASURER'S ADVANCE AUTHORIZATION BILL

Message: Appropriations
Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the purposes
of the Bill-

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION

Council Personnel
Message from the Council received and read notifyuing the personnel of sessional comnmittees
appointed by that House.

MOTION

Press Freedom
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.

MR GRILL (Esperance-Dundas - Minister for Agriculture) [7.16 pm]: Prior to question
time and the dinner suspension I was endeavouring to make three points. Firstly, this
Government strongly supports freedom of the Press in every way and would not see it
circumscribed in any sense at all. We defend the freedom of the Press. Secondly, I strongly
believe this motion is simply inviting political interference in the Police Force, and for that
reason it should be opposed. Thirdly, in the course of the debate which has taken place this
afternoon the Liberal Opposition has intemperately and, in an unfounded way, cast aspersions
on three senior public servants, which I do not believe it can support in any way, and which I
do nor think this House can support.

The member for Contesloc has directly attacked the veracity and standing of a long-serving

303



public servant, Commissioner Smit He has been in the Public Service of this Stare for
many years with an unsullied reputation and yet, with completely unfounded and intemperate
allegations, the member for Conesice has fthown that man's reputation into question, not just
by innuendo but directly, without provocation and, probably more importantly, without that
man, who had complete discretion in respect of the matters that he decided, having a chance
to defend himself. That is the situation in respect of Commissioner Smith and the same
applies to Commissioner MacDonald. The reputation and standing of the Police Force and
the corruissioner were thrown into severe doubt, not just by the member for Cortesloe, but
by a number of members of the Opposition.

Members on the Opposition benches might want to score a few political points, and no-one
minds that, but when they attack people of unsullied reputation, and longstanding service
within the Public Service, they have gone too far and should be condemned by this House.
We have a Police Force in this State of which we can be proud.

Mr Lightfoot: You could crawl under a snake with an umbrella up!

WithdrawalI of Remark

Mr GRILL: I would ask the member for Murchison-Eyre to withdraw that remark.

Mr Lightfoot: You have said a lot worse than that.

Mr GRILL: He cannot control himself.

The SPEAKER: I1am in some difficulty because my attention was distracted for a moment.
However, members know that under Standing Orders there is a requirement that if a member
other than the person on his feet takes exception to something that has been said, he can take
a point of order and ask for it to be withdrawn. I am not sure what the remark was, or
whether it was parliamentary or not, because [ did not hear it. Irrespective of that, there is
still this requirement to have it withdrawn. I ask the member to withdraw it.

Mr LIGHTFOQT: Far worse remarks have been made in this House which have not drawn
your attention, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER: I would very much appreciate it if the member for Murchison-Eyre would
withdraw the remark.
Mr LIGHTFQOT: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed

Mr GRILL: Before that interjection I was making a point that I hoped arid expected everyone
in this Chamber would support; that is, Western Australia has a Police Force of which we can
all be very proud, and a Commissioner of Police of whom we can all be very proud. Yet
today the Opposition in one form or another has attacked that individual without his having a
right to defend himself. This motion is very dangerous because it invites Parliament - quite
improperly in my view and in the consideration of the Government - to interfere in the
processes of the Police Force, in the way in which the Commissioner of Police will run and
operate that Police Force, and in the way in which inquiries will be conducted. It cannot be
thought of in any different sense from that. For that reason we on this side of the House
strongly support the amendment to the motion whereby the offending sections of the original
motion moved by the Leader of the National Party are removed.

The police in this State have demonstrated in the past an ability to operate with impartiality
and discretion. As far as I am aware they have shown an ability to operate without political
interference. We have longstanding institutions in this State which need to be protected. On
this occasion the Opposition has, by way of the motion before the House and some of the
quite nefarious remarks made during the debate, attacked those institutions. The attacks have
not been on the Government but on the institution of the Corporate Affairs Department and
they have struck at the heart of the Police Force in this State.

Mr Macinnon: The attacks have been on the Govemnment, the Attorney General, and the
Premier.

Mr GRILL: The member sitting next to the Leader of the Opposition seems to rake great
delight in putting around figures and indications that there may be a loss of morale in the
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Police Force in this State. If there is a reduction in morale in the Police Force - [ do not
concede that that is the case - it has very much to do with the member for Mt Lawley who
takes great delight on every occasion in denigrating the police, their operations, and their
commnissioner. More than one attack has been made on the commissioner by the Opposition
over the last year or two.

Mr Macinnon: I wonder why the inquiry into the morale in the Police Force mentioned
only Government and political interference, but did not mention the Opposition.

Mr GRILL: By and large I am suggesting that the member for Mt Lawley was one of the
authors and inciters of that situation. By attacking the Commissioner of Police, the Attorney
General, and the Commuissioner for Corporate Affairs in the fashion it has, the Opposition
tonight has acted in a completely intemperate manner, and has drawn noting but a distaste
upon itself.

Mr Blaikie: You are the bloke involved in the Midland abattoirs affair; you know all about
intemperance.

Mr GRILL: That particular matter died away in such a fashion that I do not think the
Opposition was very pleased with itself in the final analysis.

It is very clear from the past actions of the Liberal Party when in Government that it has
initiated police inquiries in much less serious situations than the one with which we are
dealing tonight. I need to refer no further back tha 25 October 1977 and an article in The
West Australian which stated -

A CEB investigation into leaked State Housing Commission documents was requested
by the SHC's general manager, Mr K.M. McKenna.

The article further stated -

The Minister for Housing, Mr O'Connor said he had asked Mr McKenna to inquire
into the leaks.

A further article on 23 September 1977 under the heading "Premier probes two memo leaks"
stated -

The Premier, Sir Charles Court, yesterday initiated an investigation into how a Labor
ML-A obtained copies of two memos between a departmental head and a Cabinet
Minister.

The matter under investigation in the situation to which I have referred was far less serious
than the stealing of highly confidential documentation from the Corporate Affairs office, yet
the Government of the day through the Premier, the relevant Ministers, and the departmental
heads launched investigations through the police.
That is an action that the Opposition members wish now to criticise. I say that if it is good
for the goose it is good for the gander. In this case, the investigation was quite properly
launched by the Comm-issioner for Corporate Affairs. I will now quote from a document
which was tabled in the other House this afternoon, which is dated with today's date and
which is signed by the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs, Commissioner MacDonald, as
follows -

The authority to conduct an investigation and to decide whether or not to institute a
prosecution rests solely with the Commissioner for Corporate Affairs acting as a
delegate of the National Companies and Securities Commission.

That is clear enough, I would have thought. On page 2 of that document he states -

At no time did the Attorney General, or any other member of the Goverrnent,
interfere in the process pursuant to which the former Commissioner reached his
decision not to prosecute, and nor could they given the absence of legislative
authority to do so.

Further on the Commissioner states -

Consequently, when the Attorney General requested that I conduct an investigation
.into the leakage of these documents I spoke to the Commissioner of Police and
requested that he assign a senior officer to conduct an independent investigation into
the source of those leaks. At that time I determined that I should not participate in the
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investigation either by directing it or in any other way because, like other members of
the office, I also was under suspicion with respect to the unlawful disclosure of the
materials concerned.

Those statements are clear, concise, and without doubt, and clearly show that in no way did
the Attorney General interfere in the prosecution of the investigation.
In no way was the Attorney General involved in the actual direction of police officers in
respect to that investigation. There is no evidence - and the Opposition has not been able to
adduce evidence in any form or fashion - of any nature that would indicate that the Attorney
General interfered in any way with the police investigation. In saying that he did - and I must
return to my original point - the Opposition not only endeavoured to indict the Attorney
General but also to directly indict the Commissioner of Police. They also directly indict the
investigating officers in this case and the rest of the Police Force.

As I said before, we have a Police Force of which we can be proud and which has a fine
reputation which, by and large, has been untouched and unsullied over the years. There are
institutions in this State which have been untouched and unsullied over the years, also. There
are people, including politicians and journalists in the Eastern States, who are very jealous of
our institutions and of the reputation of our Police Force. They do not have unsullied
institutions that are untouched by scandal in the same way as our institutions.

It does not behove the Opposition here, either directly or by way of snide innuendo and
unfounded and cowardly attacks, to get into and sully the reputations of those institutions of
which we should be so proud. However, that is exactly what the Opposition has done here
this afternoon and tonight and is exactly what, by innuendo, the motion moved by the Leader
of the National Parry does. For those reasons, we strongly oppose the motion and support the
amendment.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (7.35 pm]: We have today been
debating a number of important issues - freedom of the Press and freedom of members of
Parliament to go about their business without being intimidated - and we have been debating
a major cover-up which has taken place in relation to the mailer which resulted in the raid on
the Daily News last week.

In summing up what has taken place today, I say that surely members apposite are beginning
to realise that there is much concern in the community about the fact that many of these
questions are not being answered. The big issue in the community today is the whole
question of accountability of Govemnment, and we have been trying for five years in this
House to raise many issues and many areas of concern to us.
In the past year the sorts of issues that we have had to raise have been coming to a head
because there is just so much happening. This casino business is merely one thing. Overall,
what concerns the Opposition and members of the public is that there is too much
intimidation. People who are trying to make this Government accountable are coming up
against the sorts of activities that we witnessed last Friday in relation to the raid on the Daily
News.

Some years ago, when we expressed concern about some union activities, we were told to
produce the evidence, so we gave that evidence in relation to the John O'Connor case and
eventually charges were laid and the whole matter took its natural coarse through our system
of justice. What happened? The Attorney General had the charges withdrawn. A situation
now exists where the Corporate Affairs Department has finalised its inquiry, as it says in its
report, and has recommended a certain course of action. Of course, they have not gone ahead
with that.

In this document, which the previous speaker mentioned and which was tabled in the House,
it says that Ms Sm-ith, the former commissioner, reported to the Minister several times during
the course of an extended investigation. He ultimately reported on 29 October 1987 to the
Attorney General. His conclusion? That there was insufficient evidence to support a
successful prosecution.

What members opposite do not seem to realise is that the public has a copy of that report
which recomnmended in detail what action should be taken. That is what concerns are held
about - what rook place to make the people involved change their minds in relation to that
particular course of action. There are many unanswered questions. It does not matter for
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how long the Government wishes to debate this matter in this House because sooner or later it
will have to come up with the details.
In relation to the matter of intimidation we have been talking about the media, but it is also of
concern that Goverrnent operations, corporations and departments - in this case the WADC -
issue writs against members of Parliament who criticise their actions.
Mr Hodge: For defaming them. It is not unlawful to criticise, but it is to defame.
Mr COURT: I am not talking about individuals but about a Government department. Surely
it is our job as an Opposition to ensure that Government departments are doing their job.
Mr Hodge: Not to defame therm.
Mr COURT: I am not saying defame them.
Mr H-odge: That is what the writs are about.
Mr COURT: It is unusual for a Government department to take that course of action. I got
hot under the collar when the Premier stood in this House tonight and said - and I am not sure
exactly what language he used - that I was having a go at the directors of WADC, as I have
never had a go at the directors. I have criticised the WADC, and will continue to do so, iffI
think that that is a correct action. I can tell the Government that members on this side will
not be intimidated by the tactics that are taking place in an attempt to stop us delving into
some of the activities of this Government. We will continue while in Opposition to make
sure that the Government is held accountable for its actions.
Mr Hodge: Stop defaming people and you won't have any trouble.
Mr COURT: Are you saying that I have defamed somebody?
Mr Hodge: That is what the writs are about.

Mr COURT: Is the Minister saying that? Is he saying that I have defamed the WADC?
Mr H-odge: You cannot cop a writ for criticising.
Mr COURT: I can cop a writ, but I think the way the Government runs a Government
corporation and has a go at members of Parliament is very unusual. The point!I want to make
is this: The Government used to have quite a bit of influence over the media, but it seems
now to be concerned that it cannot get its own way properly. The Government puts a lot of
pressure on different parts of the media to try to get its story across. Fortunately the media is
now waking up to the fact that perhaps there is a lot to be uncovered in regard to what is
taking place in the State. The Government can continue to try to cover up and intimidate
members of Parliament, but the Opposition will continue to make sure that this Government
is accountable for its actions.
It is very interesting that the previous speaker was trying to say that we rather than the Police
Force were responsible for the raid. We should put on the record what this report says: It
says first that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is too involved in the
administration of the department; there is too much political interference in the Police
Department, and there is concern about the Minister's level of involvement in the operation
of the department. Those sorts of criticisms have been coming from within the Police Force
itself.
I conclude my remarks by saying that the raid on the Daily News which took place last Friday
was of great concern. When I heard about that raid I began to wonder, after the intimidation
to which I have been subjected whenever I tried to raise some mailers affecting the
Government, whether the police would come in and raid my office, and go through my files
to see what I had in my office. This is the closest I have come to living in a police State
environment. If the Government is going to do that when a journalist runs a story it does rnot
happen to like, I shudder to think what will be the next step.
Mr Thomas: What about the one your father ran?
Mr COURT: Which one?
Mr Thomas: The document concerning the health committee.
Mr COURT: What happened with that case? Was the person tried?

307



308 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr Thomas: I believe so.

Mr COURT: What happened?
Mr Hodge: He lost his job.

Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: These things are happening because the Opposition is uncovering and attacking
a number of issues which seem to be unpleasant to the Government, and the Government has
a major problem in that it has not been accountable. However, the Government could solve a
lot of its problems by simpiy answering the questions. The Government should face up to the
problems instead of trying to cover up and not answer the questions.
We were discussing in this House last week the question of political donations. We asked
simple questions; we still do not have the answers. The Premier is pretending that he cannot
recall what happened when he was the treasurer of the party two years ago. He is trying to
say that he knew only about the global financial position of the Labor Party when, as
treasurer, he had the responsibility of looking after all the finances of that political party. The
days of covering up and of no accountability are over, and the sooner this Government starts
answering questions the better.

Amendment (words to be deleted) put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)
Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Parker Mr Thomas
Mrs Beggs Mn Henderson Mr Pearce Mr Troy
Mr Bertzrrm Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins
Mr Bridge Mr Hodge Mr D.L. Smith Dr Watson
Mr Canr Mr Tom Jones Mr P.J. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Marlborough Mr Taylor Mrs Buchanan (Teller)

Noes (19)
Mr Blaikie Mr Crane Mr Lightfoot Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Grayden Mr Macinnon Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Watt
Mr Court Mrt House Mr Schell Mr Maslen (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Stephens

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Donovan Mr Willamns
Mr Evans Mr Clarko
Mr Read Mr Trenorden
Mr Grill Mr Wiese
Dr Lawrence Mr G.eig
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Thompson

Amendment thus passed.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [7.47 pm]: I
move -

To substitute the following for the words deleted -

Reaffirms its commitment to the principle of the freedom of the Press whilst
also recognisinig the lawful right and responsibility of our police and in
particular, the Commnissioner of Police to, without fear or favour and without
political interference, investigate matters that are drawn to their attention.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [7.48 pm]: I make some very brief
comment about the debate which has taken place. It disappoints me to some extent that
debate has moved away from the principles which we were trying to have this House assert.
One was that we have absolute freedom of the Press, and the other was to get some
accountability for the actions of the police in this one instance.
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Mr Pearce: If you could instruct the Commissioner of Police I would not like to have been
Dick Old.
Mr COWAN: I do not think I would have liked to be, either.
The point I make is that we were referring to one specific incident and certainly, I guess, to
the general principle as it is applied - that is, the actions of the police in any way, shape or
form, not just curbing the activities of the Press but also giving a perception that they are
attempting to intimidate or curb by way of intimidation the freedom of the Press. That, to us,
is a very important principle. It disappoints me that most of the speakers who have taken part
in the debate have chosen to ignore those two principles and have not really addressed
themselves to the substance of the motion, which was, first, the police raid on the Daily News
after the report which dealt with Burswood Island Management Ltd. I am aware that there is
a move in the other place to deal with the substance of that and I would prefer it to have been
dealt with there.
Mr Hassell: Are you going to go on with that?
Mr COWAN: Absolutely. Are the member's colleagues going to support us?
Mr Hassell: I am sure of that.
Mr COWAN: Can the member give us a guarantee that all of them will, in which case we
will have a Select Conumittee fonmed in the other place?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: This motion deals with a principle, whtich is a reassertion that this Parliament
believes there should be a free Press in Western Australia. It recognises the responsibility of
the Police Force and certain other things, but quite clearly it does not go anywhere near as far
as the National Party would like it to go. In this particular case I indicate to the Government
that the National Party does not regard one out of two as being a pass. We will certainly
oppose the insertion of these words.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch - Leader of the Opposition) [7.53 pmj: The Liberal
Opposition will oppose the insertion of these words because, as is the intention of the
Government, they make a complete mockery of the original motion.
It has been clear throughout this debate that the Government does not want to address the
central issue, which is the instigation of this investigation by the Attorney General; without
his involvement, the raid on the Daily News would not have taken place, and there would
have been no continuation of the inquiries along the course they have taken. I repeat, I do not
for one moment blame the police. They were merely acting on a complaint from the
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs who was ordered to do so by the Attorney General.
Secondly, we continue, despite today's rhetoric, not to have one fundamental question about
the report released by Martin Saxon answered in this Parliament. A paper was tabled in the
Legislative Council today but although we have had hours of debate in this place, we have
had no answers.
I cannot ever recall the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations
lodging on the one day two reports trying to clarify a position and making some quite
astounding revelations. However the Governiment's reaction to that has been to make no
comment at all. There has been no answer from the Government. The Deputy Premier has
continued to sit and mumble but he has not taken the opportunity to get up and support the
amendment moved by the Minister. Perhaps the rumours of the deepening rift between the
Premier and the Deputy Premier hold some substance. All we have been given today is a
motherhood statement from the Government which has been a clear indication that it knows it
has done wrong. That is why the motion is there. They are still in difficulties over this whole
issue and we have progressed no further in a week and a half of sitting. As my colleague the
member for Cottesloe said, there is absolutely no question that, regardless of what goes on
here today, with the tyranny of numnbers the Government will pass the motion. However the
issue will not go away until such time as the Government starts to answer some fundamental
questions, which the Parliament and the public of Western Australia are entitled to have.
We in the Liberal Party will do as the National Party is doing: We will oppose the insertion
of the words proposed by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. They make a
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mockery of the original motion. Assuming that the House rejects the amendment, we will
support the original motion.

Amendment (words to be substituted) put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)
Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Parkcer Mr Thomas
Mrs Beggs Mrs Henderson Mr Pearce Mr Troy
Mr Bertram Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins
Mr Bridge Mr Hodge Mr D.L. Smith Dr Watson
Mr Canr Mr Tom Jones Mr P.J. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Marlborough Mr Taylor* Mrs Buchanan (Teller)

Noes ( 19)
Mr Blaikcie Mr Crane Mr Lightfoot, Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Grayden Mrt Macinnon Mr Reg Tubby
Mr Cash Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Watt
Mr Cout Mr House Mr Schell Mr Maslen f(Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Stephens

Pairs

Ayes Noes
Wr Donovan Mr Williams

- Mr Evans Mr Clarko
Mr Read Mr Trenonlen
Mr Grill Mr Wiese
DT Lawrence Mr Greig
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Thompson

Amendment thus passed.

Mto, as Amended
Question put and passed.

BILLS (2) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING

1. Director of Public Prosecutions Bill.

2. Government Financial Assistance To Business (Parliamentary Scrutiny) Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Mensaros, and read a first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - FOURTH DAY

Motion

Debate resumed from 19 May.

MR CRANE (Moore) (8.01 pm]: First, I congratulate the new members on their election to
this place. It is unusual at this time, to have three new members. I remember when I was
elected to this place in 1974. Not many other members who were elected at chat time are still
here. Hon John Tonkin, who was the Leader of the Opposition at that time, in congratulating
us said that many of us would be birds of passage. There was only one bird among us and I
am still here! Many of the others were birds of passage and are here no longer. I am not
suggesting that the same is appropriate in ths instance.

I hope the new members enjoy themselves in this House as much as I have in the time it has
been my privilege to be here. A contribution can be mnade and I trust they will make it.

Parliament became a disappointment to me, particularly after my first three years. It changed
dramnaticaLly. When I first camne to this place, we were a much more friendly bunch. At the
end of our hostile debates we would go to the bar and have a few drinks together. After that
initial three years, I found that the Labor Party drank at one end of the bar, the Liberal Party
at the other, and, because most Country Party members had gone home because they were
good boys, particularly on Thursday nights, I was left standing on my own in the middle like
a stuffed goose. On one occasion I reminded the other members that I had had a bath that
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morning. The message must have got through because we then had a few drinks together.
Many members, including the member for Collie, joined in regularly with others and we had
a lot of fun. I hope the new members will have fun, but it is not all beer and skitles. They
will have an opportunity to make a worthwhile contribution and not go on as we have gone
on today and resolve nothing.
I believe that it is an indictment of members that they do not understand that, when they were
elected to this place, they made a contract with the people who elected them. That contract
should ensure that they will serve their full term in Parliament. Unfortunately it is becoming
a habit for members to decide to pull the pin and break the contract after being here for only a
short while. That proves to be extremely costly to the State and is unfair to their electors. It
is not honourable to make a contract and then renege on it unless, because of ill-health or for
some other personal reason, it becomes imperative for them to do so. I believe that it is
essential that members serve their full terms in this place. Only then can they be considered
to be honourable. If we leave Parliament before we serve out those terms we should pay for
the costs of the by-election out of our superannuation funds. That is not an unreasonable
request. We cannot expect the taxpayers to foot the bill for by-elections for which they are
not responsible. I hope that that can be enshrined in the laws of this land. By-elections are
becoming far too prevalent and far too convenient. A few years ago, a former member for
Victoria Park made it quite clear, upon his election, that he did not intend to serve his full
term.
I repeat that all members who retire prematurely, other than those members who retire for
compassionate or bad health reasons, should pay for the by-election from their
superannuation funds and that that provision should be enshrined in legislation.
Another matter that is close to my heart is the fact that many members have succumbed to the
temptation of accepting positions of justices of the peace while still. being members of
Parliament. I do not believe that members of Parliament should make the laws of the land
and then be responsible for administering them. Some years ago it was very convenient to be
able to put people's names on the rolls and one needed to be a justice of the peace to do so.
Members were appointed justices of the peace for that reason. I agree that it is necessary to
be a justice of the peace to witness signatures on documents and to sign warrants. However, I
believe it is a simple matter to make us honourable in some other way, and, because we are
members of Parliament, to permit us to witness signatures on certain documents. Perhaps
they should be able to do everything that a justice of the peace can do except sit on the bench
and sign warrants. I have been under a lot of pressure for a long time to nominate as a justice
of the peace. I will not because I do not believe that I am entitled to that privilege without
being subjected to the strict scrutiny that members of the public are required to undergo to be
accepted as justices of the peace.
It would be hypocritical of me because of my position to accept that position without
subjecting myself to the same scmutiny to which all other members of the community must
subject themselves. I know that some people will not agree with me, but I make the point
very strongly. I know that many justices of the peace agree with me entirely. They believe it
is an insult to them that it has been allowed to happen in the past. I amn not suggesting that
any member of Parliament here today or in the Parliament would not pass such a scrutiny, but
it could well be that at some stage there may be some who would not pass it. They would be
taking advantage of the situation because they were members of Parliament. I make that
point very strongly. It is one of the last points that I will make in this place because I do not
expect to be here very much longer. My period of employment will depend entirely on the
Premier. I am in his hands.
I am very concerned about what happened this afternoon. The debate this afternoon occurred
because of the attitude of the Government with respect to certain documents which were
revealed to the Press. The Government has endeavoured to suppress freedom of the Press.
As has been pointed out in this place today, this is a very precious freedom. It is enshrined in
the Bill of Rights of 1688 for a very good reason. Enshrined in that same Bill is the freedom
of parliamentarians to speak in this place on any matter without fear of reprisal.
Unfortunately, it seems that when parliamentarians speak out in this place members of the
Press very quickly ask them to follow up with comments outside and the writs fly around as
if they were going out of fashion.
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I do not believe that members of the Press fully appreciate the imiportance of freedom of
speech in this place. ,Many of them did not know that freedom of the Press was also
enshrined in that same eil of Rights of 1688. Only in the last week or so have they begun to
realise that they have been under the same pressure themselves that they have been tempted
to condemn us for, taking advantage of a privilege which was afforded for very good reasons.
They now find themselves in exactly the same boat as we are and I hope that there can be a
better understanding between the Press and parliamentarians for the reasons I have outlined.

This year it will possibly be my responsibility to use the freedom of speech in this place to
bring to the House a matter which has caused many of my constituents and many of the
general public same concern for a long time. I will not bring the matter forward tonight, but
when I use that privilege in this place it may be necessary to identif certain people through
their companies, without necessarily naming them, who have taken advantage of our
company laws, particularly those involved with $2 shelf companies who have taken unfair
advantage of some members of the unsuspecting public. When I raise this matter I will have
to use the freedom of the Parliament, or the freedom of speech which is very precious.
However, I will not do it for myself- It was not given to parliamentarians for themselves. It
was given to parliamentarians to represent fairly the people who elected them. That is tha-
point that some people in this place appear to have overlooked. Lately members have tended
to condemn certain people for certain reasons. In some instances those reasons have not been
entirely honourable.

Law and order is probably the most pressing concern of most people in the electorate at this
tirme. It has been on our lips for many years. Some of us have mentioned it, but it seems to
have been disregarded by Governments and Oppositions. At last the penny is beginning to
drop and people are beginning to realise that it is a real issue in the electorate. There has
been a breakdown in respect for the law. The police often feel frustrated. They feel as
though they are fighting a lone battle.

The judiciary has let society down. In most instances the laws we have today are the same
laws we had a few years ago but suddenly we find that those laws are not adequate any more.
The laws have not been changed; the attitude of the public or the judiciary to those laws has
changed. The police are doing the same job as well as they are able and I am not criticising
them at all. I commend them and feel sorry for them because time and again they apprehend
criminals who in many instances go to gaol for a short while before being turned loose on an
unsuspecting public to commit crimes again, The police are asked a second and a third time
to risk their lives to apprehend them. That is unfair to the police.

What has brought about this breakdown in respect for the law? We see it every day or every
evening ont television, particularly at the weekends. For example, footballers on the field are
often seen to attack other players and appear to be able to get away with it. T1heir behaviour
is accepted. That is the fault not of the judiciary or the police, but of the football tribunals. It
is rime that each and every one of us accepted our responsibility. The football tribunals need
to put their act into gear and suspend these people if necessary for 12 months and in serious
cases for life. We do not need that sort of behaviour in our society because it encourages
others in the community to act likewise.

Recently there has been a spate of break and enter offences in my electorate. There has also
been a spate of car thefts. I call them car thefts; the law calls them unlawful possession of
motor vehicles, If someone takes my wallet, he has not unlawfully possessed it; he has stolen
it. At present my wallet has no money in it. It is sitting in my drawer here. I put it there
because it is full of little cards that people keep giving me arid it is uncomfortable to sit on. It
has nothing in it. yet if it were taken it would be stolen. My car, which sits just outside the
south entrance, is worth about $50 000 yet it would not be stolen; it would be unlawfully
possessed. Wh-ich would you prefer to have, Mr Speaker, my wallet or my car? You know
very well what I am saying. My wallet is not worth two bob, but my car is. Yet one is stolen
and the other is unlawfully possessed. The punishment is meted out according to the wording
of those two crimes. It is time we woke up to ourselves and put a stop to this nonsense.

A meeting is to be held on 7 June at Wannamnal in my electorate because people have had
enough. At that meeting they will be telling the powers that be and the Government in some
way or another that they have had enough. It is a sad state of affairs when the law, which we
all respect, does not protect us any more.
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Only last week a motor vehicle belongig to one of my constituents was unlawfully
possessed and written off. He followed the person who unlawfully possessed his vehicle -
and I cannot call that person a thief because he never stole it - until the car overturned, and
chased the person into the bush, but could not find him. The young fellow involved was
pretty badly knocked about. I am not supposed to tell members about this because it has nor
yet gone to court and so is sub judice. In any case, the person is too young to be charged in
court, but not too young to unlawfully possess that motor car and write it off. It was worth
about $5 000 and the owner is left without his vehicle.

I had better not say which court this came out of, but there was another instance in my
electorate of a juvenile being questioned as to why he had stolen some money. IHe said, "I
might as well take it because nothing ever happens to us." That is the sort of contempt that
some people now have for the law, so the law is inadequate and not dealing with these
people, or controlling them to stop them offending against society.

I hope that many hundreds of people attend the meeting to be held in Waninamal, and that
among those people there are members of Parliament. I invite members from both sides,
even if the House is sitting, to attend that meeting on 7 June to hear what people have to say.
We would not be missed here because we do not make much of a contribution in this place.
Whatever is decided at the end of a night was decided at the beginning of the day, anyway, so
what difference would it make if we were not here? I think that we should be there so that we
cart get the message directly. I hope many members have the courage to rake up my
invitation and I am sure that members on both sides could arrange sufficient pairs to do this,
if we want to do things properly.

Members should take up my offer and attend and hear for themselves the fact that the law is
not looking after people it is designed to protect. [ have for many years supported the death
penalty in serious cases such as premeditated murder, pack rape, and those sorts of offences.
I still do support it, and make no apology for that. It is well known where I stand in relation
to this matter. It might have been a surprise to a few people to see the public's reaction over
the past few weeks or so since the Leader of the Opposition said he supported the death
penalty for people committing these sorts of crimes. It might have been a surprise to all
members to hear the reaction of people out there, the honest, dinky di people who have had
enough - the people to whom we owe some responsibility.
I think we should dwelt on this matter a little bit. It may be abhorrent to take someone's life,
and we know it is. However, at the same time, society has gone too far the other way and
there is now no way for people to protect themselves. I cannot tell members where it
occurred, but they will hear about another case soon enough which involved a person who
took the law into his own hands when his daughter was under threat and who is now being
sued for protecting her. How far have we slipped when respectable members of society
cannot even protect their own families?

I believe that law and order has slipped a long way and that society is demanding that we do
something about that. 1 know that this is a fairly strong message and that many members do
not agree with me about the death penalty. However, they must face the reality that we are
moving further and further down the wrong track and that we owe our fellow men and
women, and our families, the protection to which they are entitled. As elected members of
Parliament we must forget for a little while what might be the idealism of the situation and
face the reality of what exists today.

I will now mention a couple of problems concerning my electorate. One relates to the police,
the administration of the Police Force and a police station at Yanchep-Two Rocks. I have
raised this matter many times in the Parliament over many years. On those occasions I have
asked for a police station to be established there. ibis request goes back to the rime when we
were in Government and when a Minister from my party denied us that police station.
However, it is still needed and I hope that this Government will supply that station.

We have experienced a great breakdown in law and order in the Yanchep-Two Rocks area
and it is an established fact that a police presence and a police station act as a deterrent to
certain types of activities. We need that station and although we failed to give it to the
Yanchep-Two Rocks people when in Government, this Government also has fadled to do so.
It is time something was done about it, so I leave it on the Government's plate.
60921-4
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That area will not be part of the electorate of Moore but will become part of the new
electorate of Wanneroo prior to the next election. No doubt the Government will try to win
that new seat, so it may be that for political reasons it might supply that police station in the
next couple of months because that is the sort of thing that Governments seem to do. If it
does, I say, "God bless you and good luck to the people of Yanchep-Two Rocks."

Mr Wilson: Your Government did not see fit to do that.

Mr CRANEF: No, and I have been critical of it because of that. IHas the Minister ever known
me to not be critical of my people when they have let me down?
Mr Wilson: No.

Mr CRANE: I have hit members on this side of the House as often as I have hit members on
the other side of the House.
Mr Watt: Also, the comimuntity there has grown in the past five years.

Mr CRANE: It has not grown that much. If I were to agree with the member for Albany, I
would be playing politics and I will not prostitute myself in this place on those sorts of
politics. The comnmunity has not grown that much. We should have installed that police
station when in Government, but did not do so. so I am giving the present Government an
opportunity to do so.
Another problem in my electorate relates to the Mindarie rubbish tip, which I brought to the
attention of this House probably as long as nine or ten years ago - it was a long time ago. I
believe that we are returning to the horse and buggy days in relation to the disposal of
rubbish. We know that three local authorities have combined to build a rubbish tip between
Quinns Rock and Bums Beach. However, the people do not want it there and have asked the
representatives of the City of Wanneroo time and time again not to build it there. However, it
is just as determined to go ahead with that antiquated system of rubbish disposal as this
Government is determined to disregard the problem. Therefore, I say to the House again that
I believe it is time that we, as a Parliament, recognised the need for adequate rubbish disposal
or recycling of rubbish for the metropolitan area - one that could cater for the whole of the
metropolitan area, just as other large cities of the world do. We are way behind the times - or
perhaps we as a Parliament or a Government are not behind the times so much as I am ahead
of the times. I read in the Daily News today that somebody is catching the headlines by
suggesting that the water problem in Australia could be solved with the icebergs of the
Antarctic. Those members who have been here long enough would remember that I raised
this in Parliament about 10 years ago, so maybe we are not behind the times; maybe I am
ahead of them.

Mr Bridge: But we fixed Bindi Bindi.

Mr CRANE: Yes, we fixed Bindi Bindi. I thank the Minister. He is interjecting from out of
his seat but I will forgive him on this occasion.

Those are the viewpoints I wanted to make tonight.

Ms Bertram: Will this be your last speech?

Mr CRANE: No, members have not heard the last of me, not by a long way. But I believe
law and order and the responsibility to ouir fellow neighbour is of paramount importance in
this State. It is not for one party or the other to resolve but it is really so important that we as
a Parliament should decide to resolve it between us. It transcends party politics. It is
something that is needed and I believe we will be letting down society if we do not take the
bull by the horns in this instance and, as a committee of this Parliament, decide to fix it once
and for all. Too many cars are being unlawfully possessed, too many breaking and ente rings
are occurring, and too much disregard for die law is being demonstrated. There is too much
of it in football and on the television, and I believe society must do an about face if it is not to
go down the hill so far that it will be almost impossible to recover.

DR WATSON (Canning) [8.32 pm]: I would also lie to take the opportunity to welcome
the members for B alga, Ascot, and Dale.
In this House the Government and the Opposition often raise in debate and trough
legislation such issues as industrial relations, employment figures and employment practices,
anid the status of women. We raise issues related to the status of women in the public sphere
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such as equal opportunity and antidiscrimination legislation. To some extent Cove trunents
can have some input into those issues that affect our public life; but tonight I want to touch on
an aspect of the private sphere of women's life and work.

The division of the public from the private and the political from the domestic renders much
of our work - women's work - invisible, and those divisions are seen as natural. For most
women the private and the public mix. I want to address some of those issues arid consider
whether Government can affect the private sphere and, if so, how it can affect it.

Later this year a national survey of women's work in the home will be carried out and this
will highlight the valuable and usually unrecognised contribution that women make in our
homes. That survey will show how men and women share responsibility and how they each
contribute to the care of children and the care of sick and aged relatives. The survey will
focus on how women might spend 24 or 48 hours in one period of time. In the consultations
to set the national agenda for women - "A Say, A Choice, A Fair Go" was the title of that
report - 42 per cent of respondents rated women at home as one of three issues of the highest
priority to women, the others being education and child care for women doing paid work.
But throughout those consultations there were significant expressions of dissatisfaction with
the status and image of women who work full time in the home. The comments were often
on the unrecognised value of the contributions that are made there. Very often women
suffered from low self esteem, they complained about their isolation, and they also discussed
and described the tremendous stresses that their role as carers. for aged or invalid relatives
causes them.

The Victorians did a survey in 1985 and one women said there -

I found being a woman at home the complete opposite of what I expected having been
in the workforce for 10 years. . . bringing up children is a demanding, selIf-sacrificing
job for lousy pay . - . but (I) feel too many people are too quick to judge women at
home. Our lot is not as easy as it may appear. I have never experienced such
emotional and physical exhaustion, or such little recognition for what I do on a daily
basis.

Those women mn the Victorian survey and the women who contributed to the Federal
Government consultations commented very often that in the 1986 census women who work
at home were not asked for any details of their contribution to society. That contribution is
often denigrated by those women or by others as, "Occupation - I amn just a housewife" or "I
am only a housewife." A housewife may be married or not. She may or may not do paid
work. In a United Kingdom survey nine out of 10 women who had no paid work were
housewives, and seven out of 10 women who had paid work were housewives. "Housewife"
is a feminine role associated with family and marriage and housework is women's major
occupational role. The critical division between the lifestyles of men and women is in those
facts, and the critical definiition of who is and who is not a housewife is framed in tenns of
responsibility.

Responsibility for running a house is one which is shared by the majority of adult women.
One way of approaching the issue of housework in order to understand it is to see it as any
other kind of work except, of course, it is not paid. If we analyse housework as work, we can
say that work has five properties. It requires the expenditure of energy; it permits the
contribution to the production of goods or services; it defines patterns of social interaction; it
provides social status for the worker; and, in aUl cases except this one, it brings in money.
But the dominant value system of our kind of society gives some kind of prestige to
masculine rather than to feminine roles and occupations. This is also reflected in the
classification of our paid work force when we know that the Australian work force surpasses
all those other OECD countries' work forces in the way in which gender segregates
occupation. So women today might see themselves as having two mutually exclusive
choices - one in paid employment and one in staying at home. The reality is that many
women mix those two. But at a time when unions are moving towards a 38-hour week,
women are still working, on average, 80 hours a week doing housework and they are not
encouraged to consider that as work.

Mr Cowan interjected.

Dr WATSON: I am expecting those sorts of comments.
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When women were asked about the contribution that men can and do make to housework,
one in four women in a British study commented that they were more of a hindrance than a
help. Women are not free to sell their labour in the open work force in the way that men are,
because housework comes first. They often accept employment which is tailored to fit in
with their housework, and that is one reason why so many women work part time. It is also
the reason for the low pay in traditional women's blue collar occupations in catering,
cleaning and sewing. Women's bargaining power in the open work force is undercut by the
assumption that the work they do is an extension of their housework, comes naturally and,
therefore, is not skilled.

Another survey that the Federal Government undertook last year among rural women, called
"Life Has Never Been Easy", showed that nine out of 10 women living on farms worked on
the farm as well as in the home, and many had off-farm paid jobs, but they all saw their role
as wife and mother as pivotal. Besides rural and isolated women we have to consider the lot
of women from non-English speaking backgrounds and women of Aboriginal descent where
their sex roles are often even more imbued in traditional roles than are those of second
generation Australian women.
In the early 1970s a British sociologist called Anne Oaley did a study to conceptualise
housework as work rather than looking at it as a femninine role in marriage. She found that
women did long working weeks of between 48 and 105 hours. She also found that women
set themselves standards and routines which they adhere to, and through which some rewards
are obtained. Social interaction is reduced, particularly when women have young children,
and this can lead to loneliness. This House will bnow that the addiction of some women to
minor tranquillisers and some other drugs is often due to self-medication to relieve the pain
of that loneliness. The monotony, fragmentation and boring, repetitious nature of housework
can be compared with that of the assembly line worker, and the occupationally induced
diseases related to stress of houseworkers and assembly line workers are similar.

There are six main tasks in housework; cleaning, cooking, shopping, washing up, washing
and ironing, as well as child care, financial management and counselling. Women arange
these tasks in a league table of likes and dislikes. Most women loathe ironing but do not
mind cooking. Those tasks which have a social aspect are generally preferred to those which
do not; cooking and shopping are generally preferred to ironing and cleaning.

There have been recent attempts to cost housework in three or four ways. From an economic
point of view, the market costs of cooking, cleaning or nursing can be estimated. The
replacement cost of a houseworker has been determined by some insurance companies
recently. If a housewife becomes ill or dies the cost of providing a housekeeper can be
determined. Those costs relate to the size and age of the family, the size of the house, the
lifestyle of the family, the provision of a day and a half off a week, four weeks' leave and
workers' compensation.

A way in which the woman herself can look at it is to identify the opportunity cost value.
She could determine how much she would earn in paid work, and how much it would cost
her in child care, after school care and transport, to keep that job. In fact, very often it is
other housewives or houseworkers who will do additional housework on top of their own. Of
course, there are things like love, understanding and care which cannot be calculated. This
has tremendous implications for social policy. T[here are widespread myths that important
jobs are always highly paid, and unpaid jobs are not important.

Costings which have been done recently demonstrate that on the basis of paying $8 an hour
for child care, $8.70 for cooking, $8.93 for driving, $8.50 for dishwashing, $8.70 for ironing
and washing, and working out how many hours a week are involved, the cost of a
replacement would be $1 693 a week. This is not a new concept, although it is relatively new
to Australia. In the United States in L980 it was calculated that if every houseworker was
paid for the work she did a year, it would amount to six times the mcilitary budget and half the
Gross National Product. In 1987 the World Bank and the International Labour Office looked
at the paid work done by men and women in West Germany. It was found that together they
contributed 55 000 million hours a year, earning West Germnany $335 billion. Work done by
women inside the home amounted to 53 000 hours, but earned no money at all.

It is interesting to look at the way in which housework has evolved. By 1901 half of all paid
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work for women was in domestic service. Dianne Bell, an anthropologist at the Australian
National University, recently published a book called "Generations" as a Bicentennial project
for women. She interviewed old women who managed households earlier this century,
relying on their memories, and she also interviewed their daughters and granddaughters. This
means that a srudy has been made of the period in which the shape of Australian households
has been changed in terms of house design, famnily size, technological innovation and social
structure.

Game and Pringle, two sociologists, have also looked at Australian households as the subject
of dramatic technological change from 1945 onwards. All those researchers found is that
while there has been dramatic technological change in households, it has not reduced
housework or provided any more rime for houseworkers. The technological changes have
contradictory effects in that they reduce heavy work but not the work frequencies. Taking
laundry as an example, Monday was always the washing day. It was so culturally imbued
that local councils often forbade burning off on Mondays. While the task of laundry has
lightened, the timne spent doing it has been increased by about one hoar a week. Further,
because laundry is nor now done by hand but by machine, using electricity, men do not assist
in this job by chopping wood. Simnilarly, when women buy or are bought a dishwasher men
no longer do any washing up - except for some, I know.

Shopping times have increased and new tasks have been created in housework. Women
everywhere, certainly in Australia and the UK, are doing more housework today than ever
before. Today's mother gets practically no help from the rest of the household. Few other
members of the household take responsibility for the tasks. They may help, or share, but they
certainly do not see the tasks as being their responsibility.

There are also some myths about housework; that housewives have lots of free time. We
know in fact that men have about 10 hours on average more free time than women. At
weekends when men and children relax, women average six hours' work a day. It is hard to
disentangle housework from the giving of love and nurturing. Advertisers, especially on
television, contribute to that, where even laundry becomes an expression of love and cocking
and cleaning tasks encourage family loyalty.

Overall, few women when asked fail to mention difficulties which they experience as
houseworkers. In the Victorian survey I mentioned earlier, carried out in 1985, an open
ended question about the major source of conflict was asked. Fifty five per cent of women
said that a lack of leisure time was a big problem, as was the erosion of self-confidence.
They nearly all commented on the fact that housework is thankless, repetitive, and taken for
granted. Sixty four per cent said their major source of conflict was economic dependence
and a lack of personal money. This isolates them and restricts their choices.

I turn now to the most private part of women's lives and family life; that is, the way in which
money is used and distributed within households. A woman called Meredith Edwards, an
economist, did a micro economic study to determine how income is distributed within
households and how expenditure is divided. One cannot really overstate how difficult it is to
ask questions about this very sensitive topic. People find it much easier to talk about a sexual
relationship than they do about the way in which money is distributed in a household. We
want to know how housekeeping budgets increase in line with an increase in take home pay.
When prices go up and incomes go down - such as when people suffer work-related injury,
become unemployed, or during the rural crisis for instance - we want to know what happens
to the personal spending money of men and women, arnd what happens to the size of the
housekeeping budget. We want to know to what extent husbands and wives in paid work
manage their income and whether they keep their income secret. Do wives who do not earn
money regard his income as his or their income? How bothered are they by not having their
own income? How do husbands and wives feel about the expenditure of their partner and
what is the relationship between the adjustments to household incomes and budgets and the
personal incomes of husbands and wives?

Edwards found, and I replicated this work in my own research, five ways in which household
moneys are distributed. One can draw an axis where money is controlled generally by men
and managed by women but the person who controls the money determnines who benefits
from that money and whether there are any inequities. The controller can be the husband or
the wife or both controlling but nearly every husband controls money or has a say in that
control; although women who earn money are more likely to be involved in those decisions.
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The one who manages the money carries out the decisions by making payments and carries
out those decisions on the way in which the income is distributed. The husband can give his
take home pay to his wife without his personal spending money taken out or he can take his
money out before he hands it over. He can give her personal spending money, and he can
give her personal spending money plus housekeeping money. In those situations, if she
needs any more money she has to ask for it. I think everyone would agree that we so often
see women in our electorate offices in that position. Sometimes both have access to all the
money and take advantage of that, which is more likely when both are earning. Sometimes
too, when they are both earning there is independent management of finance but no-one can
ever assume that men and women share that income, and share equally in its benefits. We
know also from our electorate work that many women today have no idea what income
comes into the household or how much her husband earns.

Mr Blaikie: Conversely, sometimes the kitty has been knocked off and the woman shoots
through. The situation is not always one sided.

Dr WATSON: Pretty well, it is, for most women.

In Edwards' survey, the wife's lack of knowledge about the husband's income stood out.
Only four of the 50 women knew exactly what the husband earned.

I have chosen today to speak about the private sphere - distinguishing the public from the
private and distinguishing between men and women's Lives as underlined by the
responsibility for housework. Our Government has been committed to programs which value
the contribution made by houseworkers. We have programs that try to determine a measure
of social justice in all our administrative and legislative efforts where people have access to
and equity of services and programs, which they should.

In 1987, the Women's Advisory Council in Western Australia made women at home a
priority. Members would be aware that the program "Women are a National Asset" was
mounted and the booklet From Work to Employment is being launched later this month. The
booklet is published on behalf of the Women's Advisory Council and sets guidelines for
women moving into the paid work force to instil confidence, giving hints on how to organise
the double day - because women in paid work still do housework; to get both employers and
women to recognise the capacity of women and the contribution they can make.

Federal programs to give women a say, a choice and a fair go. have detennined, among other
objectives for the next five years to ensure that the needs and concerns of women working
full time in the home are given due recognition in the formulation of Government policies
and programs, to encourage constructive portrayal in the media - especially in advertising - of
women working full time in the home; and through the health policy, to develop ways in
which the health problems of women who suffer from isolation and loneliness might be
addressed.
Some specific objectives for the year 2000 include the assurance that Government programs
and services address the needs of women working full time in the home and an
acknowledgment, in all Government programs and services, of the principle that both parents
have the same rights and duties with regard to paid work, as work in the home, and the care
of children and other relatives.
I am proud to be a member of a Government that organised these programs. I am also proud
to be in a position in which I can work with women to help them take advantage of the access
that is available to them. As I have said before, very often housework is undervalued and
unrecognised. For the first time we have Governments, both State and Federal, which are
prepared to recognise this, not just in rhetoric but in programs and actions.

MR LIGHTFOOT (Murchison-Eyre) [9.01 pm]: In my contribution to the Address-in-
Reply debate I will follow the member for Moore and talk substantially on the lack of law
and order. I would like to redress the statements made in this House last week with respect to
what has become known as the Brush-Martin affair. I have said on many occasions that I do
not believe that either of those parties should be retried in this place or any other place for the
offences for which they were charged and found not guilty. However, I think it was
expected, because of the personal attacks on me, that I would have a word or two to say about
this subject. I will commence by dealing very briefly with the lead up to that situation which
resulted in the trial of Mr Brush and Mr Martin and to at least balance the motion that was
turned into a censure motion last week.
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The police I informed on the affair were at that rime an acting inspector and a detective
sergeant who were both senior members of the Fraud Squad. They found, after they had
interviewed not only me, but also others, that there appeared to be a case to answer.

Mr Pearce: It turned out to be wrong.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: It did not turn out to be wrong. I am trying to illustrate that there was a
case to be answered.

Mr Pearce: These blokes were innocent. Forget it.

Mr LIGHTFOQT: It cannot be forgotten because I want the right to reply to some of the
accusations made last week that I pursued -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Alexander): Order! I listened carefully to the opening part of
the member for Murchison-Eyre's speech and I draw his attention to the Standing Order
which prevents any reference to another debate held in the same session. I think the member
may be in danger of transgress ing that Standing Order. I ask the member to be aware of that
Standing Order and not to go over ground which was covered in a debate last week.

Mr LIGHTFQOT: Mr Acting Speaker, I thank you for drawing my attention to that Standing
Order. Would you accept a brief resume- in respect of those two gentlemen leading up to the
trial?
The ACTING SPEAKER: I advise the member that Standing Order 125 states that no
member shall allude to any debate of the same session upon a question or BUi not being then
under discussion except by the indulgence of the House for personal explanations.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Acting Speaker, I will try to confine my remarks so that I do not
contravene that Standing Order.
It was not I who found that there was a case to answer; two senior members of the Fraud
Squad found that there was a case to answer. It was not I who directed the magistrate to find
there was a case to answer; he did that of his own account and it was nor I who insructed the
Crown Prosecutor to prosecute because there was a case to answer. If the same
circumstances arose again I would pursue it with as much vigour as I could muster because I
believe in law and order. That is the reason I am in Parliament. I will make sure that the
taxpayers of this State get their money's worth from me. [ will pass over that subject because
I do not want to contravene the Standing Order. It is probably just as well that I do that.

I will continue with the law and order aspect of my speech and draw the attention of the
House to the relatively new Minister for Police and Emergency Services, Mr Taylor. HeI has
probably ended his career in respect of ever being leader of his party. The police portfolio
has, in the life of the Burke-Dowding Governments, been almost a graveyard for Ministers.
It is the Karrakatta of politics. Remember what happened to the member for Geraldton? I do
not want to dwell on that because at this stage I get on with him quite well. He almost missed
being elected.
Mr Pearce: We reckon we wijlknock off the Tubby family in one go.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Leader of the House's career was hanging in shreds after his abysmal
performance in his former portfolio of education. It took a raw recruit from the Geraldton
area to show how it should be handled.
The member for Gcraldton won his seat at the last election by a bee's whisker and he
conceded that at one stage he had been beaten.

The former member for Morley-Swan was also a Minister for Police and Emergency Services
and he met his Karrakatta. HeI is not with us any more. We should look at the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services who preceded the member for Kalgoorlie. Some
people called the previous Minister for Police and Emergency Services Mr Who-Hill. It was
an abysmnal performance in that portfolio.

It seems that the Labor Parry, when in Government, appoints Ministers to the police portfolio
who have no affinity with the Police Force. The latest Minister, the member for Kalgoorlie,
has as much affinity with the Police Force as Galanrwuy Yunupingu has with the Ku Klux
Klan. Is it any wonder if members look at this hypothesis that Mr Taylor did at one stage
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offer a threat to the leadership of the Deputy Premier, the member for Fremantle? The
member for Fremantle used his numbers in the looney left to appoint Mr Dowding who has
not got a snowman's chance in hell-

The ACTIENG SPEAKER: Order! On three occasions the member has referred to members
on the other side of the House by name and that is prevented under Standing Orders. I ask
him to refer to their electorate or Ministry when referring to members.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Premier, the member for Maylands, will meet his Kanrakatta in
February or March next year and that will allow the member for Fremantle to make his bid
for leadership without the interference of the member for Kalgoorlie. That is not the real
reason. The member for Kalgoorlie probably cooked his goose when he advocated what is,
in the goldfields, irreverently called the "Taylor tax'.
The proposed Taylor ta is a voluntary levy on gold producers in the Kalgoorlie area. It
would create chaos in the goldfields in that it would stop development, and act as a great
inhibitor of employment and, above all, it was an invitation to the Federal Treasurer to
resuirrect that annual bogey of a gold tax. When the local member, who represents an area
which has substantially the greatest gold producers in the State, introduced the idea of a
voluntary levy, it was the signal for the Federal Treasurer to think that it was about time for a
gold tax. If a gold tax is introduced in the next Budget or in two years' time by the Federal
Government, it can quite clearly be sheeted home to the member for Kalgoorlie. It was a
traitorous move on his pant to seek to impose a tax or levy - whatever one calls it, it is still a
tax - on a booming industry in Australia which is helping to balance our trade.
I will get back to the harbinger of the subject I propose to speak on: Law and order. The
member for Kalgoorlie and I have corresponded with regard to a former gambling casino in
Kalgoorlie. Before dealing with that aspect of law and order, which concerns me very much,
I remind the House that this member is not just the member for Kalgoorlie or a State member
of Parliament, he is also the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and he made an
affirmation to uphold law and order in this State. He is at the political apex of law and order
in this State, yet on several occasions the Minister has been seen outside brothels in
Kalgoorlie.

Mr Taylor: What?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Does the Minister deny that he has been outside brothels in Kalgoorlie?

Mr Taylor: Yes.

Mr Can: I would be more worried if he had been inside.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: If the Mfinister had been inside the brothels, he probably would have had
his money refunded; that is probably why he has not been inside.
Mr Taylor: I do admit that occasionally when driving to work I turn right into Hay Street, so
I do drive past brothels in Kalgoorlie.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Minister has admitted that he has been outside the brothels in
Kalgoorlie; originally he laughed when I said that he had been seen outside tern but he now
admits it. My point is quite clear: This man is the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and he has admitted driving past brothels in Kalgoorlie. The Minister for Local
Government said that he would be more worried if the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services had been inside the brothels. He may have been inside and perhaps he would like to
tell the House whether he has.

Mr Taylor: No, I have not been inside. Unlike you, I probably don't find the need for it.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has admitted that he
tolerates brothels in this State. I am not saying whether I agree or disagree with brothels, but
I am not the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and I am not the member for the
area in which they are situated; there is a big difference between me as member for
Murchison-Eyre and the member for Kalgoorlie as Minister. The member for Kalgoorlie
cannot laugh that off, and it comes back to the question of law and order.

I briefly referred earlier to the gambling casino in Kalgoorlie. On the evidence I have
received, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services on his own admission not only
tolerates brothels in Kalgoorlie - and heaven knows what goes with that -
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Alexander): Order! The member for Murchison-Eyre's
remarks are in contravention of Standing Order No 132 which reads as follows -

ALl imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on Members, shall
be considered highly disorderly.

On the member's own admission be is drawing a very long bow and I ask hinm to desist from
that particular line of argument.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I do not know whether you, Mr Acting Speaker, are saying that I should
not talk about brothels in Kalgoorlie and the implications of the Minister's knowing that they
exist and adm-itting that he had been outside those brothels. I must hold the record in the
short time I have been speaking for transgressing Standing Orders, and with a new Acting
Speaker.

I now wish to discuss the well-known gambling casino which has operated for almost two
years, if not longer, on the corner of Maritana and Collins Streets in Kalgoorlie. I will quote
from a letter, of which I believe the Minister has a copy. The author, who shall remain
nameless, states in part -

Further more on Mines Pay days if the miners have any money left when they stop the
game they go and get a belly full of beer then go on to a gambling place on the corner
of Maritana and Collins Street playing B accara, two up, Manila or Russian Parker and
other card games, and they don't take ten per cent of the spinners winning they crush
the commission straight away on the first result and finish up with 40 percent if the
spinner does a big hand - it's a rip off -

It furher states -

Now in the last 2 years another gambling place has been operating at the corner of
Marirana and Collins Street playing Baccara, Manila, Russian Parker and two up at
times if there is a big enough crowd.

The letter states further on -

I..many complaints have been lodged about this gambling by miners wives to the
Police and certain Politicians. They told thern they would look into this matter but
nothing has ever been done about it.

It states also -

A copy of this complaint will be sent to the Minister of Gambling and Racing Mrs
Beggs and to the Minister of Police Mr Hill and Commissioner of Police Mr Bull -

The last pant of the letter reads as follows -

... the day game out the bush is enough let alone a night game as weLl, this game on
pay days should be stopped immediately and give these families a fair go!

Mr Cash: That is a quite reasonable.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: It is quite reasonable if the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
tolerates ilegal gambling in a very prominent street in Kalgoorlie, a street I am sure the
Minister has driven along on many occasions. In fact, I put several questions to the Minister
who initially refused to answer them. In a letter dated 20 March, which I received on
22 March, the Minister made the following statement which I found particularly disturbing -

I do not intend to answer any of your questions. In my view they are thoroughly
politically motivated. [ have referred your letter to the Commissioner of Police.

Mr Taylor: Read out the rest of the letter; do not just read it selectively.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I certainly would not do that. The Minister has just accused me of
making public a private and confidential letter, which is something I do not acknowledge. In
fact, I deny it because if members will remember, the letter I quoted from was written by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services on 20 March and was received by my office on
22 March.
On 21 March, after I had written to the Minister, a journalist from Kalgoorlie sent me a fax in
the following terms -
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Re: Illegal casino in Maritana St. Kalgoorlie.
As the contents of your fax to Mr Ian Taylor on the abovemnentioned issue have been
made public, by Mr P.P. Smith, it would be appreciated if you could forward copies
of both the fax and your correspondence to Mr Smith available to myself.

So what the Minister did was go public and accuse me of making statements to the Press on
private and confidential letters that I had addressed to him.
I would like to move on to another letter and have it recorded in Mansard. The letter is from
Mr Peter P Smith of Kalgoorlie, and he addressed the letter to me. The letter is not marked
private and confidential and I am sure Mr Smith would not mind my placing it on the record
tonight. The letter says -

Dear Sir, I am writing to you to see if you can assist me in getting the 2 up game
which is run 3 nights a week at the corner of Collins and Maritana St Kalgoorlie.

It is killing the Bush game, also we are getting a lot of Perth Gamblers from Perth. I
was talking to one of them and asked him if he was not frightened of being caught, he
was advised that there was no danger from the Police!

A friend of mine lost $30 000 on one night last week, he also lost his wife!
I have contacted Ian Taylor Re this matter and he says he will take no action in this
matter.

[ told him that I would give him 2 weeks and then I would get in touch with Mr B
Bull.
I would be pleased if you could help me and a lot of other people in this matter.

The letter is signed by Peter P Smith and is dated 16 March 1988. 1 think members will agree
that I have offered ample evidence tonight of the existence of an illegal gambling
establishment in the heart of the electorate of Kalgoorlie, and under the nose of the Minister.
What we are talking about is law and order, yet we have in this House tonight the Minister
acknowledging the fact that there are brothels in Kalgoorlie, and that he has driven past them
on several occasions - not acknowledging whether he has been in them, but advising us that
he knows of their existence. Secondly, I have offered ample evidence of the existence of an
illegal gambling casino, and at least some substance to the fact that this Minister has been
advised of the existence of that casino.

I would like to ask the Minister how he can possibly entertain his position as Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and at the same time tolerate illegal casinos and brothels?
Will the next thing he tolerates be drugs? The Minister is thoroughly discredited. His
portfolio of Minister for Police and Emergency Services has been a graveyard for Labor
politicians. The Minister is heading for Karrakatta in political terms. I do not know how the
Minister can brush this under the carpet. I do not know how he can be forgiven for this.
How can the people of this State possibly entertain the thought that this Administration offers
any semblance of law and order when this Minister for Police and Emergency Services is
prepared to tolerate the existence of brothels and illegal gambling casinos, and heaven knows
what else.
I did eventually, by pulling the question on notice, get an answer, but the answer was that the
Minister denied the existence of an illegal casino in Kalgoorlie and referred to it as an ethnic
coffee lounge. I will read out some of the games that are played at that ethnic coffee lounge.
They include baccarat, two-up, manila, and other card games; but two-up is played only if
there is a large enough crowd.

Mr Taylor: Do they play old maid?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Minister will have plenty of time to play that after the next election
because if he had any pride whatsoever he would resign from his position as Minister for
Police and Emergency Services. The Minister is a disgrace. He admits the existence of the
brothels and of the illegal gambling casino. He is really saying that it is not a gambling
casino; it is an ethnic coffee lounge.

Mr Macinnon: Does the Minister still deny it is a casino?

Mr Taylor: It is not a casino as far as I am aware. I have never been there.
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Mr MacKinnon: The Minister is not denying it.
Mr LIGiHTFOOT: One of the most damaging comments made by the Minister is in a letter
that he wrote to me on 28 March. The Minister said that he considers the comments I made
about the illegal gambling casino in Kalgoorlie to be "a poor reflection on the ability of
police officers to perform their duty." It is absolutely disgraceful for the Minister to say that
about the actions of the police officers in Kalgoorlie, and I do not want any part of that sort of
statement.
Mr Taylor: I said that in relation to your comments.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: For the benefit of the Minister I will quote the full sentence. The Minister
said -

I consider your comments to be a poor reflection on the ability of police officers to
perform their duty.

That is an awful thing to say. How can the police have faith in their Minister when he says
things like that about them?

I would like to offer one other portion of evidence in respect of the ilegal gambling casino,
which the Minister calls an ethnic coffee lounge. I quote from a letter to the Kalgoorlie
Miner dated 8 April, headed "Gaming house defended' -

Sir: I have been going to the two-up since before it was legalised. I still go evety day
now it is legalised. There is a phenomenal evidence that there is more revenue to the
proprietois and less convenience for the people going there. Mr. Ross Lightfoot,
Member for Murchison-Eyre, writing in the Kalgoorlie Miner (31.3.88) said: "action
stems from public complaints about the gambling premises on Maritana Street
depriving the legal bush game."

That is not true. If the legal two-up is deprived today, that could be a public financial
problem to blame.

The next part of the letter is very salient -

Not the Maritana Street illegal gambling, which is gambling in the night while the
bush legal two-up is gambling in the day. How can the legal two-up be deprived.

The letter is signed by 'C. Davies, 4 Addis Street, Kalgoorlie."

That is more evidence. How does the Minister for Police and Emergency Services feel now?
Does he still say that the illegal gambling casino does not exist? Does he still say he does not
tolerate it?

Mr Taylor: You should not ask questions if you don't give me time to answer them. The fact
is, I have never been there so I have no idea what goes on.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: What a lot of waffle! What a weak excuse! There is an old saying about
people whose eyes are very close together. The Minister's are so close together that they
share a common tear duct. One should not trust people who have eyes so close together, and
I would not trust the Minister as far as I could wheel a harrowload of dynamite through a
buslifire.

Mr Taylor: Yours are not that far apart, either.

Mr Pearce: And yours are beady to boot.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Mr Speaker, how can there be any maintenance of law and order in this
State when we have a Minister who is prepared to tolerate prostitution, brothels, illegal
gambling casinos and, who knows, probably drugs as well? And he ought to clarify what he
means by drugs. What would he tolerate in the form of drugs? I think the Minister is a
disgrace. The best thing that could happen for law and order in this State is for the Minister
to step down and join that graveyard of his other political friends at Karrakatta.

MRS BUCHANAN (Pilbara) [9.31 pm]: Unlike the negative knocking of the Opposition, I
would Like to take the opportunity during this Address-in-Reply debate -

Mr Macinnon: - to talk about prices in the Pilbara.
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Mrs BUCHANAN: It seems to me, Mr Speaker, that this occurs on every occasion on which
I rise in this House. I cannot even get up and read a fonmal petition without that sort of
caterwauling from the Opposition benches.
I would like to put it formally on record so all the people in the north west will know the
members of the Opposition think the cost of living in the north west is just a big joke. I put
that formally on record.

Mr Cash: They are pretty upset about law and order, too.
Mrs BUCHANAN: I will make some comments about law and order. In fact, I would like to
take this opportunity to welcome the measures outlined in His Excellency's Speech which,
together, represent quite a comprehensive and progressive law and order package. In
particular, the accent on crime prevention and also the expansion of community policing and
various youth programs which have been put forward, especially those outlined for the
country areas, are really very refreshing measures compared with the narrow, politically
expedient proposals which we have heard time and time again from the Opposition.
In recent times the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Mt Lawley have paraded
themselves through my electorate in a desperate bid to share up their electoral chances and, in
particular, they have taken to cranking up this issue of law and order. Their actions reminded
me very much of the way the Liberal Party conducted its campaign against Aboriginal land
rights shortly before the last election with public meetings, playing on people's fears,
misrepresenting the Government's position. Here we see the same old tactics all over again.
The Opposition appears to have completely failed to learn anything from its previous
electoral failures following that sort of conduct.
First of all, I saw the Leader of the Opposition visiting the north and by his public statements
deliberately provoking anxiety as he paraded in the electorate and proceeded on what could
only be described as a whistlestop tour. It was no coincidence that shortly following his visit
the Port Hedland branch of the Liberal Parry decided it should have a public meeting on law
and order. It insisted at the time that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services attend.
Of course, it did not bother to invite any of the local members so it was obviously a purely
political exercise and not an attempt to resolve any of the problems that have been
experienced in that town in recent times. They pretended not to know that a good six weeks
before they started any activity the Minister for Police and Emergency Services had given an
undertaking to the people in the north that he would visit and give residents an opportunity to
discuss the law and order problems with him. Once the Minister had been made aware that
there was an urgent response from the Port H-edland community - and he was made aware of
that by me and by another local member, Hon Tom Helm - he imnmediately agreed that he
would go to the town for a public meeting. That meeting was duly held and a wide range of
issues were canvassed by people and drawn to the Minister's attention.
Although an increase in the numbers of police was one of the requests put forward at the Port
Hedland meeting, it certainly was not the general opinion of the majority of the people who
attended that this was all that needed to be done or all that could be done to resolve the
problems they had been experiencing. As a result of that meeting the Government and the
Commissioner of Police have responded very positively to all of the matters raised, and that
includes a mixture of measures - some extra policing and some proposals for more
community policing.
In stark contrast, we then saw the member for Mt Lawley - and I am sorry he has not
bothered to stay and listen to what I am saying, but I want to put fairly on record exactly what
happened when he went to the Pilbara - galloping into the north on a cynical political
exercise, out to try to score political points rather than attempting to resolve any of the
problems he was talking about. In fact, he seemed to me to be intent on firightening people to
death. He made the statement that there was a crime crisis in the area. "A crime crisis" was
how the member for Mt Lawley described the situation in the north. One could just about
imagine little old ladies and gentlemen crouching in their homes, afraid to come out into the
street as a result of the member for Mt Lawley 's exaggerated claims.
Nobody denies that there are serious problems with crimes such as theft and vandalism, but
the member for Mt Lawley would have us all believe that people in the north are being
murdered in the streets, by the dozen, by the minute; and what did the member for Mtr
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Lawley come up with to resolve the problems that he reckoned were there? All he could
think to do was to call on the Government and to promise that if his party were in
Government there would be more police in the area. He obviously thinks that that is the total
answer.

Of course, when he made that promise for extra police in Port Hedland he did so without any
consultation whatsoever with the Commuissioner of Police. As the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services has already pointed out, that would be interfering with the
Commissioner of Police's control over his force. How many times have we sat in this House
and listened to the Opposition accusing the Government of such interference, yet here it is,
proposing to do just that - to meddle in police operational matters simply for political
expediency. And the Opposition will tell the commissioner how many officers we should
have in Port Hedland and where else they should be stationed. I wonder whether they would
take those police officers away from other rural areas, and what the people of those rural
areas would have to say.

The Opposition has been strangely silent about many Government law and order initiatives
which have been introduced in recent times. They do not even seem to be aware that there
has been considerable success in schemes such as the Blue Light Discos and Neighbourhood
Watch. I am particularly interested in Neighbourhood Watch. I have helped to set up a pilot
scheme in my home town of Wickham and that has already been found to be successful. It
may not be the be-all and end-all of solving law and order issues, but it certainly is a
worldwide accredited method of reducing the incidence of crime and I particularly advocate
that aMl the people in my electorate should take part in the Neighbourhood Watch scheme if
they wish to reduce the crime rate.

I was especially pleased to note quite recently that an extra allocation of $50 000 has been
made by the Government to extend the Neighbourhood Watch scheme to include what will1
be called "Operation Identification". That is a scheme designed to deter stealing by having
people mark their property to facilitate recognition by the police. This has already been tried
in New South Wales and has been found to be an extremely successful method of crime
prevention.

The Opposition also pretends not to know about the Government's major effort which has
recently been launched to prevent young people from embarking on a path of criminal
behaviour. That, plus many other initiatives by this State Government to improve Community
life, is something which the Opposition has chosen to ignore. During the visit to the north
west, the member for Mt Lawley actually had the audacity to say that the Government had
neglected the community of Port Hedland. I would like to inform members that during nine
years of Liberal Governiment - nine years during which time it had a Liberal member for the
Pilbara who was so bright he was nicknamed "Hurricane Lamp" - little or nothing was done
for the community of Port Hedland. It has been only since Labor took office in 1983 that
millions of dollars have been spent on remedying that Liberal inaction in the north west.

Mr Bridge: Not only in the north west, but also throughout the whole State.

Mrs BUCHANAN: As the Minister rightly points out, that inaction was noticeable
throughout the whole State.
Mr Blaikie: What about Karratha?

Mrs BUCHANAN: I can talk about Karratha later, if the member wishes me to, but I am
talking now about the recent visit of the member for Mt Lawley to Port Hedland. He did not
seem to notice that since the Labor Party came to office, Port Hedland has seen the
establishment of youth facilities, a youth street worker, and the construction of a community
house; we now have in place a regional employment officer, and a regional health director,
and we have carried out a major upgrading of the Port Hedland Hospital and the Port
Hedland High School; we have home and communrity care assistance up and running, lots of
new Homeswest housing has been constructed, and a women's refuge established. That is to
name but a few developments in one town in the north west. None of those things was done
under the previous Government. They had nine years and not one of those things was
achieved. Now we see the Government giving full support to the Port Hedland Shire's five-
year plan to improve the town. That is particularly necessary in South Heciland, an area
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which suffered considerably as a result of the infamous Radbumn housing plan. That will be
part of the five-year plan and a lot of goad work will be done to resolve the problems caused
by the Radbum plan. Also included in the shire's proposals is a new recreational centre,
which will meet many of the needs of the area's youth.
Mr Blaikie: How are you coping with the problem of alcoholism in the South Hediland area?

Mrs BUCHANAN: That is a fairly vexed question but the member for Vasse will not deter
me from completing what I was going to say about the community of Port Hedland.
That community is going ahead in leaps and bounds. The part that was most odious tn ne
about the negative, carping criticism of the member for Mount Lawley - and some other
members of the Opposition - was that it really represents a gross insult to the people of Port
Hedland. The community there has played a major role in all the progress which has been
made. The Government has consulted closely with the community at all times. Their
community spirit is quite outstanding, especially considering that it is a remote north west
town. What has been achieved there is a great credit to those people. It is absolutely
disgusting that the member for Mt Lawley went into that town and insulted those people in
that way. If the Leader of the Opposition or the member for Mt Lawley continue to insult the
people of Port Hedland like that, they will certainly not be welcome in the Pilbara. If all they
can do is seek headlines, regardless of how it hurts and upsets the community, as far as I am
concemned they can stay at home in Perth.

The Opposition has conveniently forgotten that its own record while in Government on the
law and order issue was pretty pathetic. The Opposition is conveniently ignoring the fact that
this Government has nearly doubled the Opposition's record in terms of increasing the
number of policemen, which seems to be the Opposition's favourite hobby horse. Over a
five-year period the Opposition when in Government increased the Police Force by about 320
officers compared to this Government's provision of 633 more officers over a comparable
time.

Mr Blaikie: How many more resignations have you had in the same period? You are not
usually this unfair.
Mrs BUCHANAN: I could not tell the member those numbers and I could nor tell him the
numbers during the Opposition's reign. I suspect that during that time the figures would have
been very much greater considering the way the Opposition treats the police. What is more,
this Government is getting the community involved and on the side of the police. That is one
of the most important achievements to come out of all this. The introduction of community
policing measures has greatly enhanced the standing of the police and has helped to deal with
the crime rate. We have every reason to be proud of our Police Force in this State. In fact a
recent publication from the Australian Institute of Criminology showed that the Western
Australian community has a very high level of respect for and satisfaction with its Police
Force.

I think that speaks heaps for the situation here, and it is something of which we can all be
very proud. I shudder to think what would happen were the Opposition returned to
Government. Western Australia would surely take a giant step backwards on every aspect of
law and order. In fact, the Opposition does not have a proper policy on law and order, it
simply reacts to things that its members read in the newspapers. I know that not all members
of the Opposition support the return of capital punishment, although one of them mentioned
that this evening; however, the Leader of the Opposition's emotional outburst in his call to
reintroduce the death penalty seemed to me to strike an omninous note. It is easy to get public
support when people have been shocked by dreadful crimes in fairly recent times, but the
truth of the matter is that capital punishment, by whatever means it is carried out, does not
deter people from committing such crimes. The editorial in The West Australian of 12 May
was spot on. It read as follows -

The dilemma about capital punishment has been agonised over by civilised societies
for most of this centry. The tough, but correct, decision is that state-sanctioned
killing ultimately dimintishes the value of life.

That is what the Leader of the Opposition and some of his colleagues support. Perhaps they
would even like to go one step further and advocate the death penalty for lesser crimes.
Perhaps they think it would be a good idea to cut off people's hands if they were convicted of
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stealing. The member for Moore gave me the impression this evening chat because people
have had enough of crimes such as car stealing, it would be a good idea to reintroduce
hanging. If he studied the statistics, he would be surprised to find that the rate of murder, for
example, has remained relatively constant and low since June 1985, despite the abolition of
capital punishment. Murder and some other serious crimes are lower by international
standards in this country. It is the incidence of theft and that sort of crime in recent times
which is of the greatest concern, and bringing back banging is not an appropriate way to deal
with that problem.

Mr Crane: You cannot convince the majority of the public of that.

Mrs BUCHANAN: It is easy to stir up public emotion on those sorts of things. 1 was pretty
disgusted that the Leader of the Opposition sought to use the Birnie case to do just that. I
thought that was outrageous.

Mr Blaikie: He is at least entitled to his point of view.

Mrs BUCHANAN: That is the member's opinion. We will give the Leader of the
Opposition that point, but it was in pretty bad taste.

Mr Blaikie: When the decision is made, it will be made in the Parliament. You will not
voting from your point of view, because you will vote as Caucus detennines. That is the big
difference.
Mrs BUCHANAN: I will vote as I wish.

Mr Blaikie: You will vote as Caucus determines, otherwise you will not hold your seat.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs BUCHANAN: Mr Know-all; he knows everything.

Mr Speaker, perhaps I should move to another subject as the Opposition is becoming stirred
up on the question of law and order. I welcome the efforts of the State Government to reduce
the incidence of breast and cervical cancer by screening programs. Almost 500 new cases of
breast and cervical cancer occur in Western Australia each year and over 200 women die
from breast cancer each year. Overseas studies suggest chat the mortality rate could be cut by
more than one third if mammography is introduced for those most at risk. It has also
recognised that smear testing can detect cervical cancer at an early stage and thereby enable
treatment.

I therefore welcome the Government's commitment to the promotion of these important
preventative health matters and the establishment of the women's cancer prevention unit of
the Health Department of Western Australia. The $2.8 million grant announced by the
Minister for Racing and Gaming recently, generated by lotteries money, will go a long way to
ensure that the incidence of this type of cancer is substantially reduced. I speak for most
Western Australian women when I say that this is very welcome and excellent news. I
support the Address-in-Reply.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cunningham.

House adjourned at 9.52 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS
"Building on the Burke Years"

36. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) What was the cost of publishing the document entitled 'Building on the Burke
Years"?

(2) To whom was the document distributed?

(3) What was the cost of the distribution?

(4) How many of the documents were distributed?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) 'Building on the Burke Years" followed at least nine similar publications
produced by successive State Governments since 1972. An analysis of
these publications shows that, compared to the publishing activities of the
Court and O'Connor Governments, the period of Brian Burke's term as
Premier was marked by frugal and infrequent publications on Government
achievements. The cost of "Building on the Burke Years" was $1 a copy.

(2) Business and community leaders, members of Parliament, persons who
served under Mr Brian Burke in his various portfolios and interested
members of the public. The Government continues to receive a steady
flow of requests for the publication.

(3) While it is not possible to identify every mail item involved, it is believed
that the total distribution cost is no more than $5 000. Most copies have
been distributed at no cost through the electorate offices of interested
members.

(4) Approximately 22 000.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS
"Building on the Burke Years"

40. Mr CO WAN, to the Premier:

(I) (a) Was any public money used in the preparing, printing and distribution
of the glossy booklet "Building on the Burke Years";

(b) if so, how much?
(2) Approximately how many man-hours of Public Service time were spent in

researching and preparing it?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) (a) Yes;
(b) see answer to question 36(1).

(2) No record was kept of Public Service time spent in preparing this
document. However, the amount was minimal since the document was a
compilation of readily available information.

STATE GOVERNMENT FINANCE
Treasury - Equities and Securities

71. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
What was the dollar value of equities - shares - and securities held by the
Treasury or any of its agencies on -

(a) 18 October 1987;
(b,) 20 October 1987,

(c) I May 1988?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(a)-(c)
Treasury does not hold any equities - shares. All securities handled by
Treasury relate to the normal investment of its cash flows as prescribed
under the Financial Administration and Audit Act.

WESTRAIL
Debts

74. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What was the Australian dollar value of the aggregate outstanding debt of the

Western Australian Government Railways Commtission - Westrail - at 30
June -

(a) 1983;

(b) 1984;

(c) 1985;
(d) 1986;

(e) 1997?
(2) Will he please show the composition of these amounts in various currencies

with the respective overseas creditors?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
WESTRAIL

Aggregate Overseas
Westrail Debt Content
$A million

30.6.1983 333.1 nil
.30.6.1984 327.3 nil
30.6.1985 339.8 nil
30.6. 1986 362.0 nil
30.6.1987 392.5 nil

POWER INDUSTRY
Powerlines - Muja-Kalgoorlie

75. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Minister for Economic Development:

(1) What capacity of the Muja-Kalgoorlie powerline is used by subscribers?

(2) Are the powerlines to be extended to Leonora; if not why not?

(3) (a) Has the feasibility study with respect to the Leonora-Kalgoorlie
powerlines been completed;

(b) if not, when is it expected to be completed?

(4) What power loss exists between output and terminus?

(5) Can the power line that is currently between Goonganie and Kalgoorlie be
used to extend SEC power to Leonora?

(6) What was the cost of shifting the generators from Cosine Newberry to the new
Aboriginal settlement?

(7) What is the annual cost of maintaining those generators?

(8) Have any mining companies or individuals had their applications refused to
connect the Muja-Kalgoorlie power line?

(9) Are any alternative sources of major power generation being contemplated for
Western Australia to alleviate the pressure on Muja?
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The answer was tabled.

[See paper No 179.]

WATER SUPPLY
Kalgoorlie

76. Mr LIGHTFOOT, to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) What is the maximum possible capacity of water deliverable to Kalgoorlie - in

megalitres?

(2) What was the actual capacity delivered to Kalgoorlie in 1987?

(3) What percentage of question (1) is delivered to -

(a) Merredin;

(I,) Southern Cross;

(c) Kellerberrin;

(d) Cunderdin;
(e) Norseman, and

(f) Coolgardie?
*(4) What is the estimated amount of water that could be supplied to -

(a) Kalgoorlie;

(b) other towns or projects en route that are unable to be supplied because
of pipeline or other restrictions?

(5) What is the annual cost of -

(a) maintaining the pipeline.

(b) pumping - including the Mundaring Weir?

(6) What is the estimated cost - 1987 dollars - of replacing and doubling the
pipeline capacity?

(7) How many feet/metres is the water elevated from Mundaring to Kalgoorlie?

(8) What is the capacity of the relatively new Mt Percy reservoir in Kalgoorlie?

(9) What capacity of the reservoir is actually used?

(190) If it is not the maximum, why?

(11) Is the substructure of the reservoir safe?

(12) Is the reservoir to be shifted?

(13) If yes to (12), what is the cost?

(14) Who is to pay the cost?

(15) Is the Mt Gleddon reservoir to be shifted?

(16) Is that reservoir being used to maximum capacity?

(17) If not, why not?

(18) What measures have been taken to ensure Kalgoorlie has sufficient water for
the rwentyfirst century?

(19) If Kalgoorlie was to be served by a reservoir timbher north of the city, is there
any technical reason why the existing pipeline could not carry waxer in reverse
back to the Mundaring Weir?

(20) What Federal prants/schemes are available - if any - for major water
retention/development programs for the States?

The answer was tabled.

[See paper No 180.]
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STRATA TITLE
Legislation

78. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Has she yet made a decision as to what legislative changes will be made as a
consequence of the report provided to Government by the Strata Titles
Commuissioner, Mr Nankivell, on 12 October 1987?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated that decisions will be made as a consequence of
that report?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) No.

(2) Quite some time ago the Government established a broadly based working
party to examine the reported problems which were being experienced by
the owners of duplexes, triplexes and the like as a consequence of
perceived deficiencies in the State's strata title legislation. This working
party considered the issues relating to the Strata Titles Act and produced a
report in October last year. My colleague, Hon Keith Wilson, then
Minister for Lands, considered that there were a number of relevant
matters which had not been fully considered by the working party and
required further investigation. Therefore, an additional and lengthy report
was prepared by the present Deputy Commissioner of Titles. The Deputy
Commissioner of Titles, John Gladstone, practised for many years as a
Perth legal practitioner before taking up his present appointment in the
Department of Land Administration. The contents of both these reports
and their recommendations have now been considered and are being
consolidated into a Cabinet minute. After consultation with my colleague,
Hon Graham Edwards, the Minister for Consumer Affairs, I intend to
present this minute to Cabinet in the near future.

If Cabinet believes changes to the present legislation are necessary I will
suggest that these changes are made in consultation with the interest
groups affected by them.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS
Albany Highway-Gosnells Road - Installation

79. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) When is it expected that traffic control signals will be installed at the
intersection of Albany Highway at its junction with Gosnells Road in Martin?

(2) What is the reason for the delay in the installation of the signals?

(3) How many traffic accidents have in fact been reported at that intersection over
the past 12 months?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(l)-(2)
The site will be considered for the provision of signals in the 1988-89
financial year.

(3) Four.

GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS
Government Management Policy Advisory Council - "AllI Part of the Service"

80. Mr MacKRhJNON, to the Premier:

(1) How many copies of the publication entitled "All Part of the Service'
published for the Government Management Policy Advisory Council have
been published?

(2) How much has been expended on that publication to date?

(3) To whom is the publication distributed?
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(4) Who are the members of the Government Management Policy Advisory
Council?

(5) When was the council established?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) Four editions at an average print n of 34 000 copies.

(2) $42075.

(3) Public sector employees and organisations across the State.

(4) Mr Kevin Edwards - Chairman, Chief Executive, Department of the
Cabinet;

Mr Frank Campbell, Public Service Commissioner;
Mr Ross Howe, Under Treasurer;
Mr Marwood Kingsmifl, Executive Director,Departnient of*

Executive Personnel;
Ms Brenda Robbins, Executive Director, Office of Industrial Relations;
Mr Mike Cross, Executive Director, Department of Employment and
Training;
Mr Stuart Hicks, Chairman, Transperth;
Mr Digby Blight, Director General, Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet;
Ms June Williams, Commissioner for Equal Opportuiy;
Dr Warren Louden, Director General of Education;
Dr Des Kelly, Director General of Mines;
Mr Ivor Davies, Deputy Commissioner of Health;
Mr Brendan Harper, Executive Director, Department of Computing and
Information Technology;
Mr George McCullagh - Executive Officer - Director, Policy and
Executive Services, Public Service Commission.

(5) The council was established by Cabinet and first met on 25 September
1987.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER FOR ADMINISTRATIVE IN7VESTIGATIONS
Report

83. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(I) Is he aware of the fact that in the report of the Parliamentary Commissioner

for Administrative Investigations to the Parliament for the year ending 30 June
1987, the commissioner recommended the Government should clarify the
position as to whether the following authorities should come within the
jurisdiction of the parliamentary commissioner -

(a) the Western Australian Tourism Commuission;

(b) the Director of Equal Opportunity and Public Employment; and

(c) the Commissioner for Equal Opportunity?

(2) If so, when is it expected that the Government will make up its mind as to
whether or not these jurisdictions will come under the ambit of the
parliamentary commissioner?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(I)
(a) Yes;
(b) yes;
(c) yes.

(2) These and other possible extensions to jurisdiction will be considered when
the Act is next under review.
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HOSPITALS
Royal Perth Hospital - North Block Extension

84. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) What is the current budgeted cost for the completed North Block extensions to
Royal Perth Hospital?

(2) When is it expected that this work will be completed?

(3) When was it initially estimated that the work would be completed?

(4) What was the initial budgeted cost for this project?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) $107 338 931.

(2) January 1989.
(3) March 1979.
(4) The scope of the project was varied in 1984, however, the total cost of the

original project was $25.5 million - expressed in 1975 dollar terms and
excluding escalation.

FRINGE BENEFITS TAXATION
State Government Budgets

85. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
How much fringe benefits tax is the State Government budgeting to pay
during the year ending 30 June 1988?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
As an employer, the Government will be paying $2.93 milion.

REGIONAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
Port Kennedy - Interim Management Committee

87. Mr MacKIhJNON, to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has the interim management committee appointed to assess the development
possibilities and select a suitably qualified applicant to carry out the
development of Port Kennedy, yet completed its work?

(2) If so, what has been the outcome of that committee's work?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

POLICE
Firearm Laws - Fine Report

90. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Has the Government considered the Field report on gun laws?

(2) What conclusions were drawn from the report?

(3) What action is proposed in the report?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) There is no knowledge at the Police Firearms Branch of the "Field Report
on Gun Laws".

It is possible the report ~referred to is a paper by 1.0. Fine entitled "An
Agenda for the Reformn of Firearm Laws", which is an analysis based upon
research carried out into the administration of firearm laws throughout
Australia.
Owing to the wide differences at present existing in each State, an average
consensus of all firearm laws was inconclusive when evaluated on a State
level.
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The Western Australian Firearms Act and its administration attracts little
attention on its own behalf, and a consultation wit the author by Firearms
Branch staff, indicates he is content as to how this State's law stands and as
to how it is applied in this State.

(2) A conclusion drawn from the Fine report is that it is of some interest if
related to firearm laws at a national level, but has nothing to offer in the
way of improvement to this State's gutn laws.

(3) No action is proposed to be taken on the Fine report.

POULTRY
Egg Production - Albany

92. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) What is the level of egg production in the Albany area?

(2) What arrangements exist for the handling of eggs when delivered by the
producer?

(3) What arrangements are made for the distribution to retailers and users of eggs
in the Albany area?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) 202 200 dozen per year.

(2) Eggs are delivered to the board's sales agent once per week. These are
collected by the board's country contract driver once per week and
delivered to the board's premises at Palmnyra for grading and sale.

(3) Packaged eggs are delivered by the board's country contract driver to the
sales agent in Albany once per week for distribution to retailers and users
in that area. Sales are 237 000 dozen per year.

POLICE LICENSING CENTRE
Albany

95. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Have any decisions yet been made to relocate the Police Licensing Centre in
Albany?

(2) If so, what location has been chosen?

(3) Have negotiations to purchase a new site been commenced, and if so, what
stage has been reached?

(4) When is the relocation expected to take place?

(5) What is the estimated cost of the relocation?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Chester Pass Road, Albany - former council offices.

(3) Purchase of premises now completed.

(4) October 1988.

(5) $360000.
REGIONAL PLANNING AND) DEVELOPMENT

"Albany Tomorrow" - Research Centre

102. Mr WAIT, to the Minister for Agriculture:

As the "Albany Tomorrow" program published in January 1986 contained a
commitment to "A new Agricultural Research Centre to service the needs of
the Great Southern Region", could he please advise -

(a) what plans are made for the Research Centre;

(b) where is it to be located;
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(c) what will be its major research functions; and
(d) what is the estimated cost?

Mr GRILL replied:

Subsequent to the publication of the "Albany Tomorrow" program, the
Department of Agricultur has implemented a regionalisation plan. Seven
regions have been created, and a regional manager appointed to each
region. Albany and Katanning have been designated as regional centres to
set-vice the south coast and great southern regions respectively.

(a) Buildings for the regional centres at both Albany and Katanning
have been included in the department's capital works programn;

(b) Albany office - Mercer Road, Albany.
Katanning office - at the present Animal Breeding and Research
Institute property;

(c) Albany - soil conservation - non-wetting soils, salinity, wind
erosion. Animal-plant production relationships. High rainfallI
wheat varieties;
Katanning - sheep production. Whole farm systems appropriate to
the great southern region. New pasture and crop species. Soil
conservation;

(d) Albany - $3 500 000;
Katanning - $2 250 000.

REGIONAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
'Albany Tomorrow" - Educational Institutions

104. Mr WAIT, to the Minister for Education:
As the "Albany Tomorrow" program published in January 1986 contained a
commitment to provide "new education and training opportunities to meet the
educational needs of Albany people - in Albany", could she please provide
details of the new initiatives taken since January 1986?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
The first two stages of the North Albany High School have been
completed.

Thirty new tertiary places have been created.

The college has been provided with $25 000 minor capital works.

Additional vocational courses have been provided through the
Commonwealth adult training program, the youth training program and
traineeships in clerical, retail and rural areas.

Student residential accommodation has been made available through the
purchase of Valencia, Lodge. Additional land, adjacent to the lodge to
allow for expansion, has been purchased.

A tertiary bridging course for Aborigial students has been introduced.

A full time regional coordinator has been appointed to coordinate regional
education programs.

TAXI CONTROL BOARD
Acting Chairman

105. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) For what period has the present incumbent held the position as Acting
Chairman of the Taxi Control Board?

(2) What is the longest period a person has held the position of Acting Chairman
of the Taxi Control Board since the Taxi Control Board was established?

(3) Why has the position of Acting Chairman of the Taxi Control Board not yet
been filled on a substantive basis?
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(4) When is it intended that an appointment be made to the position of Chairman
of the Taxi Control Board?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) 16 months.

(2) 16 months.

(3)-(4)
1 wished to consult with die taxi industry before making an appointment,
however, I am now in the process of making a recommendation to Cabinet
to till the position.

TRANSPORT
Gypsum

106. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Further to his answer to question 2613 of 19 November 1987, has the policy
relating to the transport of minor bulk traffics including gypsum been
completed?

(2) If not, why not?

(3) Is he prepared to approve the transport of gypsum by road from the Yelbini
Quarry to Metropolitan Markets?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) In view of the heavy demands from competing priority areas, resources
have not been available to undertake the necessary socio-economnic
policy assessment. In particular, the recent changes to the bulk fuel
transport policy have imposed a significant strain on available
resources. The minor bulks policy review will be undertaken as soon
as possible, with the report expected to be completed later this year.

(3) No.

(4) Before detenmning the appropriate direction of fuzure transport policy
in respect of rail regulated traffics, it is essential that Government has
available a comprehensive report on the economic and community
impacts of allowing road transport.

POLICE STATIONS
Cue - Manpower

107. Mrt CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Did Australian Consolidated Minerals Ltd contact his predecessor's office in
January 1988 seeking additional police officers to be stationed at the Cue
Police Station?

(2) Is it intended to increase the manning levels at the Cue Police Station in the
near future, and if so, when?

(3) If no to (2), why not?

(4) Is it intended to upgrade the current police station and outbuildings at Cue,
and if so, when?

(5) If no to (4), why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes, and the matter was referred to the Commissioner of Police as the
subject of manning levels is an operational responsibility.
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(2) The Commissioner aof Police has advised that hie does not intend to
increase manning levels at this rime but will keep the situation under
review.

(3) Recent assessment of workload and local contingencies at Cue,
revealed that current police strength is sufficient to provide an
adequate service for the residents of the subdivision.

(4) The Police Department is endeavouring to acquire office
accommnodation recently vacated by the Mining Registrar in Cue for
the purpose of upgrading present police facilities.

(5) Answered by (4).
BRIDGES

Burswood Bridge - Building and Construction
108. MNr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Further to his answer to question 473 on 23 November 1987, when is
constmuction on the Burswood Bridge likely to commence?

(2) How long will the construction of the city northern bypass between Great
Eastern Highway and Bennett Street, including the Bennett-Buxswood Bridge.
take to complete?

(3) (a) Has the previous estimated cost for this sector of $3 1-32 million been
revised; and

(b) if so, what is the current cost?

(4) Has the City of Perth been kept fully informed of the construction timetable of
the Burswood Bridge and the proposed change to the alignment?

Mr PEARCE replied:

In December last year the Government announced the decision to
relocate the Burswood Bridge into the vicinity of the railway bridge.
This included advice that it could be about six years before
construction will start.
This is not a simple project. A study team is currently looking at all
the implications. It is expected that a new alignment will be defined
towards the end of the year.

ROAD SAFETY EDUCATION
Caine, Ms Sonia - Road Transport Industry

110. Mr CASH, to the Minister assisting the Mintister for Education with TAFE:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the work done by Ms Sonia Caine of Mosmart Park in

respect to occupational health, safety and welfare matters affecting the road
transport industry?

(2) What committees exist at present in respect to transport education?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) No.

(2) The Road Transport Industry Training Council.

ROAD TRANSPORT
Technical and Further Education - National Road Enquiry Report

112. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) He will be aware that contained in the 519 page National Road Freight
Industry Enquiry 1984 Report there are 98 recommendations some of which
refer to the future educational requirements for road transport industry
personnel. Does he support the general concept of increasing the educational
requirements for the road transport industry personnel?
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(2) As this matter was raised with him when he was Minister for Education in
November 1985, can he advise what action has been taken in respect of the
relevant educational recommendations contained in the report?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The report recommended an operator training program be introduced on a
non-compulsory basis. I support that concept.

(2) As the member has pointed out, there were 98 recommendations in the
report. Many have been implemented and otheirs are either uinder
consideration or in the course of implementation. The State supports the
West Australian Road Transport Industry Training Council which provides
a number of courses for industry. A TAFE diploma in transport
management is conducted at Perth Technical College and receives advice
on the content from the Road Transport Industry Training Committee. The
need for further courses will be investigated in consultation with industry.

ROAD TRANSPORT
Grain - Geraldwon

114. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) When is the current road transport contract in respect of grain freight from
areas surrounding the Geraldton region due to be completed?

(2) Will the contract be re-let?

(3) Who is the current contractor?

(4) What is the current rate per tonne?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) 31 October 1990.
(2) Tenders will be called for five years to apply from 1 November 1990.

(3) Cooper's Transport.
(4) $ Tonne

Binnu-Geraldton $5.2995
Northampton - Geraldton $3.2995
Yuna - Geraldton $4.9995
Wongoondy - Geraldton

via Ardingly $7.7995
via Walkaway $6.5656

ROAD FREIGHT TRANSPORT
Trucks - Road Routes

116. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does his department support a policy of requiring heavy trucks, especially
those involved in the cartage of livestock, grain and fuel, using a preferred

route along major arterial roads rather than residential streets especially those
heavy trucks requiring access to and from the Port of Fremantle?

(2) Does he intend any legislative change to enforce such a policy?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The problem is currently being investigated by an advisory committee
comprising the Local Government Department, Environmental Protection
Authority, Main Roads Department, Police Department, and State
Planning Commission. The committee has sought the views of various
parties including road transport and local government authorities and is in
the process of finalising a report to me. Until I have the opportunity to
study the recommendations, I cannot advise what action will be necessary.
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STATE PLANNING COMMISSION

Local Government - Sex Shops

117. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has the State Planning Comnmission advised some local authorities that it will
not support amendments to local authority town planning schemes which
attempt to ban sex shops?

(2) If yes, was the State Planning Commission acting on advice received from the
Crown Law Department?

(3) Does the advice tendered by the State Planning Commission to some local
authorities accord with Government policy on sex shops?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) In November 1987 the commnission advised all local government authorities
in the State as to how it will view amendments to town plannting schemes
which propose to control restricted premises, more commonly known as
sex shops. The essence of that advice is that, whilst there is potential to
effect some measure of control in this way, sex shops are not illegal and it
is the State Planning Commission's view that schemes ought not to he
used to ban the use altogether.

(2) The coznm-nission has sought the advice of the Crown Law Department upon
the defintition of restricted premises which is included in its advice to local
government.

(3) The Governiment does not have a formal policy on this matter.

FREMANTLE HARBOUR
Stop Work Meeting

118. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Was there a stop work meeting held at the Fremantle wharf on Thursday, 28
April 1988. and if so what was the purpose of the meeting and the duration of
the stoppage?

(2) Did this stop work meeting cause truck operators waiting to collect cargo from
the wharf to be delayed?

(3) Will the Government consider compensating truck operators for the lost time
as a result of the stop work meeting?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The Australian Foremen Stevedores Association held an authorised stop
work meeting on Thursday, 28 April 1988. The purpose of the meeting
was the union's annual general meeting. The meeting was held between
7.30 am and 11.30 an. Port users are advised when stop work meetings
are to be held.

(2) The AFSA reported for work at 12 midday; however, there is no present
agreement whereby the waterside workers are obliged to advance their crib
break other than when they hold their own stop work meetings. On these
occasions, the crib break is taken 11.30 am - 12 noon. On Thursday, 28
April 1988, as the meeting did not involve their members, waterside
workers took their crib break at the normal time; noon - 12.30 pm.

As a consequence, truck operators who may have anticipated a return to
work at noon, may have been delayed for up to one half hour.

(3) Stop work meetings such as the above are authorised by the industry and
port users advised accordingly. The Government will not consider
compensation to truck operators.
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* - TRANSPORT OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Westrail - Dry Cyanide

1.19.. MrCASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Are containers of imported dry cyanide canred by Westrail from the

Fremanule-Port area to destinations within Western Australia?
(2) If yes, is ir'Westrail policy to ensure that a nwumber of other rail wagons are

placed both in front of and behind the wagons carrying the dry cyanide and if
so how many wagons are usually placed in fiont of and behind the wagon
carrying the dry cyanide?

(3) : I s it Government or u nion policy that the dry cyanide be isolated from other
goods?

'(4) What regulations or legislation requires this procedure?
(5'Does the shipper or Westrail bear the cost of the additional wvagons?

Mr PEARCE replied:
1;(1) Yes.

(3)

(4)

It is Westrail's decision to provide spacer wagons while negotiations with
West Australian Locomotive Engine Drivers, Firemens and Cleaners
Union on this subject are in progress; Westrail provides five wagons each
side,
It is not Government Or union policy that dry'cyanide is j solated from other
goods. However, dry cyanide is carried by Westrail in compliance wit
the Australian Code for Transport of Dangerous Goods by Road and Rail,
which is endorsed by the Australian Transport Advisory Council of which
the Minister for Transport is a member.I ,

Australian Code for the Transport of Dangerous Goods by Road and Rail
No P15, 7 April 1987 Commonwealth of Australia Gazette.

(5) Shipper pays market competitive rates.

MARINE AND HARBOURS, DEPARTMENT OF
- I Government Personnel - Pilots

126. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is he aware if pilots currently employed by the Department of Marine and

Harbours to assist shipping with coastal navigation also operate in a private
capacity offering their services in cargo superintending work and also the
marine surveying of vessels?

(2) Is it Government policy to allow Government employees to hold down
positions in the private sector?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Pilots employed by the Department of Marine and Harhours do not operate

in a private capacity to engage in cargo supenintending or marine
suirveying of vessels.

$1 (2) No.
ROAD TRANSPORT

Fuel -"Under Recovery Tax"

l27 Mr CASH, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is he aware of concern expressed by the Western Australian Farmers

Federation on the "tunder recovery tax" which is being charged on permits
issued to transport fuel by road to Hyden?

(2) - If so, what action does he intend to take to have this "under recovery tax"
removed?



(3) Is it likely that this 'under recovery tax" is charged on permits issued to carry
other products?

(4) Is it conceded that all taxes and charges imposed on the transport industry are
necessarily reflected in the charges to the end user/consumer and that
additional financial burdens placed on transport operators and producers will
reduce their incentive to maintain a viable production and/or service?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) 1 am aware of the Farmers Federation's concern. However, I would

emiphasise that this is not a tax but a charge for the costs associated with
moad use.

(2) The charge is totally justifiable in terms of the costs associated with road
use and in fact a higher charge was originally recommended, by the
Department of Transport. As such, I do not believe that there is a case for
removing the charge.

(3) The "under recovery" charge has been applied only to bulk fuel which has
been deregulated as a result of the Government's recent policy initiatives.
There is no intention to apply the charge to other traffic currently on the
road system.

(4) The fundamental point in this matter is that transport charges to the end
user will decrease despite the levying of the road cost recovery charge.
This reduction in transport costs is a direct result of the Government's
recent initiatives to move to more compeltiiie pricing for bulk fuel
transport. As the member's question suggests, such action on the
Government's part should promote the viability of production in the areas
concerned-

SHIPPING
"Ocean Freeway" - Government Assistance

129. Mir MacKIhJNON, to the Minister for Transport:
(I) Is the Government providing any subsidy or concessions to the operators of

the Ocean Freeway which provides a shipping service between Fremantle and
Dampier?' -

(2) If yes, will he outline current or past concessions or subsidies? ~
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicab;..

SHIPPING
"Jon Sanders" - Income

130. Mr CASH, to the Mintister for Transport:
(1) Did the revenue derived from the first three voyages of the vessel Jon Sanders

exceed the operating expenditure and other overheads of the State Shipping
Service when computed in normal commercial termns?

(2) Of the first three voyages of the Jon Sanders, what proportion of revenue was
derived from northbound cargo and what proportion of revenue was derived
from southbound cargo?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Northbound 27 per cent; southbound 73 per cent. Theme Was no

northbound sector on the first voyage.
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MARINE AND HARBOUJRS, DEPARTMENT OF
Port of Wyndhtam - Waterside Workers

131. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Will he advise the number of waterside workers employed at the Port of
Wyndham?

(2) Will he also advise the average hours worked by these employees for each of
he past six months

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) 27 waterside workers.

(2) Monthly statistics are nor readily available. The average weekly hours
recorded as being worked for guaranteed wage purposes for the 12 months
ended 30 March 1988 were 6.9 hours.

ROAD TRANSPORT
Fuel - "Under Recovery Tax"

132. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

What is th, justification for the "under recovery tax" now being imposed on
transport operators and others seeking a permit to transport fuel by road to
Hyden and some other places?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The Department of Transport's report on bulk fuel transport policy shows
that the added expenditure imposed on the State by allowing fuel to transfer
from rail to road is not adequately offset by the revenues accruing to the
State from existing road user charges. The new charge assists in offsetting
this shortfall.

FISHIONG
Licensing

135. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Are licence fees paid in respect of fishing licences subject to proportionate
reimbursement if a licence is transferred during the currency of the licence
period?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No.

(2) In the case of limited entry licence fees, a transfer is effected by the issue of
a new licence in the name of the purchaser. No additional fees are charged
where the new licence is issued in lieu of the current licence. Any
adjustment in licence fees already paid by the previous owner of the
licence is a matter between the transferor and the transferee.

With respect to a l icensed Western Australian fishing boat, upon ownership
transfer a new fishing boat licence is issued at full charge to the new owner.
No adjustment in fees occurs.

The highest fee for a Western Australian fishing boat licence is $60. No
reimbursement of this fee occurs as the current regulations under the
Fisheries Act do not provide for such adjustments. In any event, the level
of licence fee is nornally a minor consideration compared with the
combined comunercial value of the boat and fishing licences and is a small
charge to meet costs of registrations.

342



(Tuesday, 24 May 1988134

CONSTRUCTION WORKERS
tong Service Leave

136. Mr CASK, to the Minister for Labour:
(1) Are workers who contribute to the construction industry long service leave

scheme entitled to a refund of their contributions should they leave the
industry prior to completing the equivalent of 10 years' service?

(2) If not. why not?

(3) Are these workers entitled to any share of contributions made by employers
during their employment in the construction industry?

(4) If so. will he advise the proportion of entitlement?

Mr TROY replied:

(1)-(2)
Contributions made to the Construction Industry Long Service Leave
Board are paid by the employers not the workers.

(3) Yes.

(4) During employment in the construction industry a worker, upon completion
of the equivalent 15 years' continuous service as defined by the Act in the
construction building industry, is entitled to 13 weeks' leave on ordinary
pay.

POLICE
Port Hedland - Housing

143. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:,
In view of his claim of a shortage of suitable housing for additional police
officers at Port Hedland, will he contact Mr Jim Edwards, owner of
Limestone Station, who is prepared to make his Port Hedland residence
available to the Police Department at a moderate rental pending longer term
police accomumodation being made available to Port Hedland police officers?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

Yes, although I am given to understand that the moderate rental to which
the member refers is in the vicinity of $180 per week.

TRAFFIC LAWS
Buses - Give Way Rule

146. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the regulation requiring motorists to give way to buses re-entering the
traffic stream from bus stops been a success?

(2) Is it to continue?

(3) Have there been many expressions of opposition from members of the
motoring public?

Mr PEARCE replied:

ML As far as Transperth is concerned it has been a total success. It has been
implemented with absolutely minimal comment from the general public.

(2) The give way rule to buses was implemented on a six month trial period
after which the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and I are to
report back to Cabinet on its success or otherwise. The tria period is
scheduled to conclude on 30 June next. I would envisage, given its
apparent overall acceptability, that the rule will become permanent.

(3) There were a number prior to implementation; however since that time
objections have been minimal.
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FISHERIES, DEPARTMENT OF
Agar - "Gracilaria" and "Gelidium"

148. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Are there any restrictions on the growing of gracilaria or gelidium to be used
in the manufacture of agar in Waters off the Western Australian coast?

(2) Is he aware of the export potential of adequate quantities of gracilaria and
gelidium?

(3) Are grant monies available to assist the establishment and processing
operations of gracilaria and gelidium for guaranteed export markets'?

(4) If yes, will he advise of the Government department or agency which is able to
assist interested processors in pursuing this export opportunity?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No. However, a fish fainm licence is required for the aquiculture of any
marine species.

(2) I am aware of the value of apar in its use in a whole range of industrial,
medical and food manufacturing purposes. The Fisheries Department and
I would welcome any specific information which the member may have
that would indicate major shortfalls in the world market for agar and any
other derived products from gracilaria and gelidium.

(3)-(4)
No, not specifically. However, the Fishing Industry Research and
Development Council administered by the Australian Fisheries Service
provides funds for specific research projects into aquiculture.

I understand that the Technology Industry and Development Authority
administers a capital establishment grant and a regional development grant
scheme as a form of assistance for new industries. Without further details,
1 could not judge whether the proposal the member had in mind would
qualify.

LANDS. DEPARTMENT OF
Homes, P. and J.

149. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Lands:

I refer to departmental file No 1411/987 and a letter written to the department
by P. and J. Homes of Tuart HIl on 10 June 1987 -

(1) 'Can she advise why it was not answered until 2 March 1988?
(2) Is it usual for the department to take more than eight months to answer

correspondence directed to the department?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) Correspondence was referred to the Shire of Gingin on 19 June 1987 for
consideration of the proposal. The shire replied on 27 August 1987 but
unfortunately the department then omitted to reply to P. and J. Homes.
The omission is regretted.

(2) No.

POLICE
Slwpfronr Police Stations

154. NMt CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Will the Government entertain sponsorship from private enterprise
organisations of shopfront police stations in major shopping centres
throughout the metropolitan area?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

Yes. The Police Department accepts the concept of shopfront policing in
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principle and has recently engaged in earnest discussion and negotiation
with the management of the Karrinyup Shopping Centre.

POLICE STATIONS
Nollamnara - Manpower

155. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) How many police officers are currently stationed at Nollamnara Police Station?

(2) What are the current hours that Nollamarra Police Station is open to the
public?

(3) What was the highest number of police officers ever stationed at Nollamara
Police Station and in which year did this occur?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Five staff, who are supported by 57 staff, attached to a designated mobile
patrol system based at Warwick.

(2) 7.00 am - 7.00 pm Monday to Friday
8.00 am - 4.00 pm Saturday.

This station now provides an extended office service to the public as well
as an inquiry function. Staff have no impact into patrol or tasking duties
except as a backup to the mobile patrol in emergency situations.

(3) Thirteen in 1987.

POLICE
Metropolitan Policing Plan

156. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is the metropolitan policing plan, announced last year by the Government,
considered to be a success?

(2) Have there been any complaints from the public due to the lack of
communication with police officers manning local police stations?

(3) H-as local police knowledge deteriorated as a result of the introduction of the
northern suburbs Warwick Mobile Patrol?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The Commissioner of Police has advised me that he considers the plan to
be a success and it will be improved, especially with the changes
announced recently by the Commissioner of Police and myself.

(2) 1 am advised that no specific complaints have come to notice.

(3) Not to my knowledge.

HO0SPITALS
Princess Margaret Hospital - Parking Facilities

163. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is he aware of the possibly dangerous situation which exists outside the main
entrance to Princess Margaret Hospital in Thomas Street, Subiaco caused by
visitors and staff of the hospital who attempt to cross Thomas Street?

(2) Is it feasible to build an overpass at this location to give greater protection to
pedestrians, and if not why not?

(3) Is it feasible to construct a pedestrian activited pelican crossing at this location
to provide much needed safety to pedestrians?

Mr PEARCE replied.

(1)-(3)
Improved pedestrian and parking facilities for people attending Princess
Margaret Hospital have been under discussion with the hospital authorities
and the Cities of Perth and Subiaco for some time.

60921-S
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These discussions have centred on a possible redevelopment on the eastern
side of Thomas Street which would include a substantial car parking facility
with a pedestrian overpass connection to the hospital. Up till now the
pedestrian solutions have been tied in with the overall redevelopment
proposals.
There is general agreement, however, that an overpass would be the most
appropriate pedestrian facility. I therefore propose to examine the feasibility
of advancing the pedestrian bridge relative to the overall redevelopment.

WESTRAIL
Locomotives

164. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is it intended to introduce single manning of shunting locomotives?

(2) If so, when is this to occur?

(3) Is the single manning of locomotives intended to expand to main line
locomotives?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) A proposal for this is currently being discussed between Westrail and the
unions.

(2) Negotiations are proceeding with appropriate unions and implementation
will occur when satisfactory arrangements are agreed.

(3) Westrail has no firmn plans to extend driver only operation to main line
locomotives.

RAILWAY UNIONS
Troy, Mr - Railway Mergers

165. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
Referring to the publication 'Australian National News' March 1988 in which
the former Minister for Transport, Mr Troy. is quoted as saying that 'He had
spoken to a number of key railway unions about the study, and they
welcomed the move recognising that co-operation between rail systems
enhances operating efficiency", can he say which key railway unions the
matter was discussed with, and which unions claimed that they welcomed the
move to integrate Australian National Railways and Westrail?

Nr PEARCE replied:

My predecessor, as a highly competent and conscientious Minister for
Transport, regularly held discussions with railway unions on a broad range
of issues. I have continued with that practice. From my own discussions, I
anm able to say that railway unions in general see the value in cooperation
between rail systems as a means of enhancing operating efficiency, If the
member wants more information on the precise outcome of my
predecessor's discussions, then I suggest that he ask him.

MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT
Houses - Kununurra

166. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Did the Main Roads Department have auctioned, on 30 April 1988, five

houses in Kununurra, and if so, were these houses surplus to requirement?
(2) Who was the auctioneer acting on behalf of the Main Roads Department?

(3) How does the Main Roads Department select auctioneers or auctioneering
firms to carry out auctions on its behalf?

(4) Was this procedure carried out in respect of the five homes offered for auction
at Kununurra on 30 April 1988?
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Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Northern Realty Pty Ltd.

(3) By ballot from a list of persons or companies operating in the relevant area.

(4) Yes. In this instance, the ballot was between Elders Rural and Nor-thern
Realty Pry Ltd.

BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY
Government Contracts - Former Personnel

176. Mr MacKIN NON, to the Minister for Works and Services:

(1) In 1984 did State Cabinet approve guidelines for Building Management
Authority work to be contracted to former BMA employees?

(2) Would he please table a copy of the guidelines approved at that lime?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

BORONOVSKIS, MR TED
Frenrantle Port - Appointment

184. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Transport;

(I) When was Ted Boronovskis appointed as conciliator at the Port of Fremantle?

(2) Who appointed him?
(3) Was the position advertised?

(4) Were other persons considered for the position, and if so, how many?

(5) What qualifications or special skills does Mr Boronovskis have that caused
him to be appointed?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) 10 December 1985.
(2) The then Minister for Industrial Relations, Hon Peter Dowding, following

approval from State Cabinet.
(3) No.

(4) Yes, two other employees who, as was Mr Boronovskis, were nomidnated
and agreed to by the Australian Chamber of Shipping, the Association of
Employers of Waterside Labour, the Fremantle Part Authority and the
Office of Lidustrial Relations. They have rejected the offer of
appointment.

(5) He is an ex-secretary of the Merchant Service Guild, has a law degree and
legal background, and has an understanding of the practices and the
respective positions of the parties in the port.

In addition, he has the approval of industry representatives in the port who,
on 25 June 1986, agreed to extend his appointment for a further period of
two years.

TR-ADING HOURS
Retail Trading Hours Act - Saturday Afternoons

186. Mr TRENORDEN, to the Minister for Labour:

When will retailing trading hours be extended to include Saturday afternoons?

Mr TROY replied:

Retail trading hours will be extended to include Saturday afternoons on
proclamation of the Retail Trading Hours Act.
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STATE GOVERNMENT
Ministerial Responsibility - Duplication

188. Mr COWAN, to the Premier:

(1) Has he established an inquiry into the duplication of State Government
functions by the Commonwealth?

(2) If yes, does he consider the volume of research that is already available on this
issue to be inadequate?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(0)-2)
I have asked Ministers to examine potential areas of duplication in their areas
of responsibility and to raise such duplication at ministerial meetings as a
matter of priority.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Water Safety - Public Waterways

190. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Have there been any cases in the last 10 years where local authorities have had
to face legal action concerning their responsibilities in respect of the safety of
public waterways far swimming purposes9

(2) If so, would he please supply the particulars?
(3) If not, have any inquiries or investigations been undertaken to establish

whether or not there is a liability upon local authorities to maintain public
waterways safe for swimmers or take steps to prohibit swim uming at times
when the areas are unsafe?

(4) If no such inquiry or investigations have been established to date, would he
initiate such inquiry?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Officers of the Department of Local Government cannot recall where a local authority
has been involved in legal action on a question such as this. However, the department
generally would not be aware that any such action had taken place as it would be a
matter for the council and its insurers.

(2) An inquiry with the SGIC, which handles insurance for mare than 120 of the 139
local authorities, revealed that a number of claims had been made in this area but it
would be a major exercise to identify and locate them.

(3)-(4)
The Local Government Ministers' Conference has initiated a nationwide inquiry into
all aspects of local government liability. It is expected to report next month. I do not
believe that further action than this is required at the present time.

GAMBLING
Football - Racing Codes

191. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister representing the Minister for Spant and Recreation:

(1) Can the Government guarantee that the betting on football will not affect the
returns to the racing codes through the Totalisator Agency Board?

(2) What steps will the Government take if TAB returns to racing drop as a result
of this new competition?

(3) Does the Government propose any more forms of alternative betting trough
the TAB, e.g. cricket, basketball, etc.. and has it considered the implications
far the racing industry through this increased competition?

(4) Will the racing codes receive any monies from the Football TAB Pool - and
any subsequent form of betting as mentioned above if implemented?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Any effect would be minimal as football betting turnover is small in
comparison with turnover on the racing codes. To date, there has been no
decrease in betting turnover on the racing codes.

(2) Interstate experience shows that other sports betting attracts new money,
therefore no reduction is anticipated. TAB will monitor the situation.

(3) The amendments to the Totalisator Agency Board Betting Act in 1987
authorised the TAB to accept betting on cricket and Australian rules
football, or any other prescribed sporting event. Any expansion would
require Government sanction to prescribe additional sports by regulation.
and any decision would consider the effect on other fonns of betting.

(4) No.

SMALL BUSINESSES
Rural Areas - Report

192. Mr HOUSE, to the Minister for Small, Business:
(1) Will he release the Government Task Force Report to Rural Business

commissioned by his colleague, Minister Troy, and completed some 12
months ago?

(2) If no, why not?

(3) Is he prepared to acknowledge that small rural businesses are still in need of
financial and Government assistance?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(l)-(2)
The report referred to by the member is an internal document, prepared by
an interdepartmental task force and its release would not be appropriate.

(3) Questions relating to the economic performance of the farming sector
should be addressed to the Minister for Agriculture. I am aware that some
rural non-farm businesses have been experiencing certain difficulties
although recendly circumstances have improved. Various forms of
assistance have been provided by the Government such as the provision of
business advice by the Small Business Development Corporation by way
of an extensive visits scheme by its financial advisers.

I will continue to monitor and keep under review such assistance measures.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE CORPORATION
Farmers - Bankruptcies

196. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for Agriculture:

How many fan-ners has RAFCOR pursued into bankruptcy since I January
1986?

Mr GRILL replied:

RAFCOR has pursued no farmers into bankruptcy since 1 January 1986.
However, the corporation is currently in the process of initiating such
action against one client where it has evidence to suggest that the client has
used fraudulent means to remove secured assets out of the reach of normal
recovery action.

ECONOMIC SANCTIONS
South Africa

197. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:

Is his Government suppi)rting a general embargo or any other trade
restrictions with South Africa on account of that country's racial policies?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

The State Government remains vehemently opposed to apartheid and, in a
genuine attempt to express this opposition to the South African
Government, continues to support the Federal Governiment's policy on
South Africa which includes embargoes and trade restrictions.

TENNIS
State Tennis Centre

198. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(1) Is it a fact that the Government is planning to establish a "State Tennis Centre"
next to the Superdrome?

(2) If so -

(a) which is the land and who is the owner of the land where such centre is
planned to be established;

(b) will he circulate residents of nearby suburbs with the plan, asking their
opinion, support or opposition, to such a proposal;, and

(c) will he give the plans wide publicity so that it should not be presented
to neighbouring areas as a fait accompli, as was the case with the so-
called Knightsbridge development?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

The W'A Lawn Tennis Association has indicated the need to establish a Stare
tennis centre but no formal approach has been made to Government. It is
understood the WA Lawn Tennis Association is conducting negotiations on a
site.

SIJPERDROME
Costs

199. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(I) What was the total loss resulting from the ongoing operations of the
Superdrome since its opening?

(2) What was the total capital expenditure of the erection and equipment of the
Superdrome?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) It is not possible to provide an accurate aggregate figure on the Superdrome operating
loss until the conclusion of the 1987-88 financial year. However, the 1987-88
operating loss was $366 738.

(2) With some accounts still to be finialised, the projected cast of building, plant and
equipment is $25 109 145.

PRIMARY EDUCATION
Floreat Primrary School - Government Grants

200. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has she received two letters from the President of the Floreat Primary School
Parents & Citizens Association pointing out the dimninishing Government
funds particularly for reading material, and asking her for substantial increases
and much speedier delivery of the reading material ordered from the Ministry?

(2) If so,

(a) has she responded to these letters; and

(b) what was her decision about the justifiable requests?
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Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) The letters to which the member refers have been received and are currently being
answered.

(2) The letters reflect the present funding situation in schools where sums of money are
made available for specified purposes irrespective of the schools' existing resources
or priorities.

Under the Better Schools organisation the existing grants together with funds which
are currently spent by the department on behalf of schools, will be coalesced into an
untied school grant to be spent according to the priorities contained in the school
development plan. This plan will be prepared by a school based decision making
group on which parents, principal and school staff are represented.

PRIVATE HOSPITALS
Public Patients

202. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Health:

(L) H-as he or the Health Department written to private hospitals asking them to
admit public patients?

(2) If yes, how many hospitals were approached and how many have agreed to
such a proposal?

(3) Will the Government pay the full cost of public patients in private hospitals?

(4) How much money is allocated for this proposal?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes. A letter was sent to private hospitals from the Commuissioner of Health.

(2) All private hospitals were contacted. None agreed to admit public patients.

(3)-(4)
Not applicable.

HOSPITALS
St John c/ God Hospital - Bunbury

203. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the $500 000 grant to Bunbury's St John of God Hospital been paid?

(2) If yes, were the conditions met, e.g., that public patients be admitted to the
hospital?

(3) Ifno to (),will the $50000be paid?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Lotteries Commission has agreed in principle to a grant of $500 000 to St John of
God Hospital, Bunbury, hut as yet the allocation has not been made.

(2)-(3)
-A request for a variation of the conditions has been submitted to the commuission and

will be considered at the next meeting.

PATIENTS
Elective Surgery

204. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many times has the commnittee, established to determine the number of
people waiting for elective surgey, met?

(2) How many people are waiting for elective surgery at public teaching hospitals
in Western Australia?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Four times.

(2) The Government will, in the near future, be making a statement on this issue arising
from the recommnendations of the committee.
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SHIPPING
Stateships -Bainar Class Vessels

205. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does Stateships intend to retire its older vessels and replace them with
Baltirnar class vessels or similar vessels?

(2) If so, will he advise of the rationale for such action?

(3) What financial savings can be expected as a result of such a replacement
program?

(4) When will this conmence and how long will it take to complete the program?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) The investigation of alternatives to improve financial results is an elementary
management function within Stateships. In that context a number of options for
replacing the older ships are under evaluation.

(2) The prospect of a significant improvement in efficiency and financial results is a self
evident rationale for seeking that objective.

(3)-(4)
Can only be answered if and when any proposals are developed and submitted by the
commission for consideration and subsequent adoption.

WATER SUPPLY
flinch Bindi-Miling Pipeline Extension

207. Mr SCHELL, to the Minister for Water Resources:

Does the Bindi Bindi-Miling pipeline extension and proposed extensions in
other areas have the capacity to allow for farmers along and adjacent to the
pipes to have metered connections to the supply?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

The Miling to Bindi Bindi pipeline was designed to have capacity to provide farms en
route that abut the pipeline. The services will provide both domestic and stock water.
Pipeline extensions proposed for other areas will, where possible, be designed to have
the capacity to serve all farms which abut the respective pipelines along the ful
pipeline length.

The services will provide both domestic and stock water. However, the flows will be
restricted and farmers will be expected to provide their own on-farm facilities to meet
peak demands.

HOMES WEST
Rented Housing - Waiting Lists

208. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:

What is the official number of applications on the H-omeswest waiting lists for
rental accommodation as at 30 March 1988?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

12 951.
HOMES WEST
Rented Housing

209. Mr LEWIS, to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many tenancies exist in the aggregate on the H-omeswest inventory of
residences to let, as at 30 March 1988?

(2) What is the breakdown of the residential tenancies in the categories
metropolitan region and country region -
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(a) bed-sitting units;
(b) one-bedroom flats;
(c) two-bedroom flats;

(d) two-bedroom town houses;
(e) three-bedroom town houses;

(f) two-bedroom detached houses;

(g) tee-bedroom detached houses; and
(h) other categories?

The answer was gabled.

[See paper No 18 1.]
WATER SUPPLY

Packsaddle Pumping Station
225. Mir STEPHENS, to the Minister for Water Resources -

(1) With respect to the Packsaddle pumping station, is it correct that electric
motors have been stored there for about 10 years?

(2) Is it correct that the power lines now pass the pumping station?

(3) Notwithstanding the above, is it also correct that the diesel motor, the source
of power, was recently replaced by another diesel engine?

(4) If yes to (1) and (3), what were the reasons?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) Yes. Packsaddle pumping station was initially designed as an electrical installation.
Motors and other electrical equipment were purchased during the original
construction phase. During this period, the SEC changed its supply estimate
dramatically and this changed the economic justification for an electric station.
Motors were subsequently stored waiting for a time when conversion became
economic.

(2) Yes. However, it is of insufficient capacity and it would require significant upgrading
to permit its use.

(3) Yes. The recent replacement of a diesel engine was carried out because the old unit
had reached the end of its serviceable life and significant improvements in fuel
consumption could be achieved.

(4) Operating costs to run an electrical station as opposed to a direct installation are
higher.

BICENTENNIAL MEDALLIONS
Costs

227. Mr GREIG, to the Minister for Productivity:

Can he provide information on the Western Australian bicentennial medals
presented to school children in Western Australia as to the -

(a) total cost and unit cost of the project;
(b) percentage of faulty medallions which were withdrawn prior to

distribution to schools;
(c) percentage of medallions which were identified as faulty after

distribution to the schools and returned to the Perth Mint for
exchange?

Mr TROY replied:

(a) Total cost $1.44 million. This includes the additional cost of extending the
distribution to pre-primary and pre-school students, and is composed of costs of the
medallion, packaging and distribution. Unit cost - $4.50;

353



354 [ASSEMLYI

(b) zero per cent;
(c) 0.17 per cent. The silver content of the medallions that cannot be polished to their

original condition will be recovered. It is expected that these cost recovery processes
will return approximately three quarters of the unit cost.

ROAD TRAFFIC ACT'
Driving Licences - Review

228. Mr GREIG, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Service:
(1) Given that pursuant to the Road Traffic Act the express purpose of the

licensing of motor vehicle drivers is to authorise citizens, within prescribed
conditions, to use motor vehicles on public roads, has the current system failed
to meet the objectives of the Road Traffic Act?

(2) If no, why is he considering changing the current licensing format?
(3) What form of changes are being considered and the likely cost?
(4) If yes to (1), could he provide details on the areas where it has failed?
(5) Has this failure been confined to any particular age or gender group?
(6) How will the proposed format changes overcome these failures?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) No, although as with many things one can never deny the need to seek improvement

should the opportunity avail itself.
(2) There is a need for systems to be constantly reviewed so as to ensure that the most

effective methods available are used which take into account advances in technology.
(3) I have submitted to Cabinet a proposal for the introduction of photographic drivers'

licences on the basis that photographs will be optional. Cabinet has agreed to this
proposal. The anticipated cost of the proposed licence will be no more than $20 per
year, or $75 per five years, with no increase to pensioners.

(4)-(6)
Not applicable.

FREIGHT RATES
Stares/zips

230. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) What are the current freight rates for 20 foot equivalent units (TEU) for East

Asiatic Co- of Copenhagen (EAC), Perbadanan National Shipping Line
(PNSL) Lines, Malaysian International Shipping Company (MISC) Lines, and
Anro which includes Australian National Lines (ANL) fromn Fremnantle to
Singapore?

(2) What is the current Stateships freight rate for a TEll from Fremnantle to
Singapore?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) Agents for the shipping lines in Fremantle responded to a request for rates

per TEU -dry cargo - as follows -
EAC - A$ 1 300 to A$ 1 600 dependent on commodity
PNSL - A$l 300 to A$1 670 dependent on commodity
MISC - A$l 355 to A$l 900 dependent on commodity
ANRO - A$ 1 355 to A$ 1 900 dependent on commodity

Discounted and beneficial rates are available to regular and/or volume
shippers, and there are special rates for special cargoes and/or
circumstances.

(2) Stateships freight rates are in the same range and context.
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MAIN ROADS DEPARTMENT
Road Permits

231. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is he aware of complaints from road transport operators of the considerable

waiting time lost to the industry in delays in issuing road permits at the Main
Roads Department head office in East Perth?

(2) Will he investigate the claims and take the necessary action to ensure that
permits are issued without undue delay?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
No. However, if the member provides some details I will ensure the
manter is investigated.

SHIPPING
Irene Greenwood - Capacity

232. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) How many metric tomnes of cargo did the Irene Greenwood carry for its
respective east bound and west bound voyages during 1986-87?

(2) What is the vessels capacity in metric tonnes both east bound and west bound?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) "Metric tonnes" is not a relevant measure of cargo carried in liner shipping, and
consequently does not feature in Stateships' productivity statistics. The appropriate
measure is "manifest tonnes" which appears in the statistical tables of the
commission's annual report, and which in respect of the Irene Greenwood in 1986-87
amounted to 97 050 tonnes eastbound and 11t9 141 tomnes westbound, which does not
include the positioning of empty containers.

(2) The vessel's capacity as appearing on the ship's details is -

DWT 22 000
ORT 16 000
NRT 8 300.

MOTOR VEHICLES
Dolly Permit

233. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

Why is it necessary to secure a permidt for a dolly to be hauled behind a semni-
trailer when both the driver and the semni-trailer unit are Licensed in the road
train category?

Mr PEARCE replied:

It is not necessary where -

(a) the permnit is endorsed for towing a dolly trailer; and

(b) the vehicle operates on a road train route.

TRUCKS
Log Books

234. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does the Goverrnent intend to introduce compulsory log books for long
distance truck drivers?

(2) If yes, will he advise on the reasons for such action?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
No.
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EDUCATION
School Attendance

236. Mr TRLENORDEN, to the Minister for Education:

In the answer to question 51 of 1988. does she mean -

(a) the information is not available; or

(b) the information will not be given?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The information is not available. When students are enrolled in schools there is no
requirement for them to state race or etnic origin. For this reason, official attendance
records are not segmented on the basis requested.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Dowding, Mr

30. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Is it correct that the Premier recently met with the Chairman of the Western
Australian Development Corporation, Mr John Horgan, and indicated to
him that WADC must not enter into any new ventures without the specific
approval of the Premier and Deputy Premier?

(2) Why did he issue that instruction to Mr Horgan?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(3) No.

(2) Not applicable.

LIBERAL PARTY POLICY
WA Development Corporation - Exim

31. Mr MARLBOROUGH, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware of the Opposition's stated intention of abolishing WADC and
Exim?

(2) Can he inform the House of the consequences of such a decision and the
likelihood of its occurring?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(IL)-,(2)
1 am aware of a very longstanding vendetta that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition in particular has conducted against the board of directors of the
WADC, the board of directors of Exirn and, in particular, the chairman of
each of those organisations.

M~r Court: T'hat is an absolute lie.

Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I heard that interjection and it is unparliamentary. I ask
that the member withdraw it.

Mr Court: I withdraw, Mr Speaker.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr PETER DOWDING: It is a vendetta which the Opposition, through the

Liberal Party, has conducted through the more active members of the front
bench - chat is, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Cottesloe - rather than through the shadowy, figurehead Leader of the
Opposition, who does not seem to be able to really make his mark on
anything at the moment.

356



[Tuesday, 24 May 1988] 5

However, as recently as last week, I think, the Leader of the Opposition
outlined one of the cornerstones of his new policy, which was not only to
hang people found guilty of wiful murder by the courts, which was the
impression many people got from coverage of it, but also to abolish the
WADC and Exirn. I think that that shows a great gap between the
Opposition parties, the National Party and the Liberal Party, in that the
National Party has taken a very sensible and very robust view of the
benefits to Western Australia of having WADC and Exim, and it has
indicated it would simply not allow the Liberal Party, if those partics were
in office, to abolish those two organisations. I think it indicates a great deal
of sense on the part of the National Party, because it at least clearly
recognises the benefits to the State that WADC and Exisn have brought. It
also indicates, quite frankly, that if there were any suggestion of a
cooperative approach being led by this Leader of the Opposition in the
event - unlikely as it is - of there being a Liberal win at the next election,
quite clearly his policies will not be implemented as pant of any Liberal
Governmnent plan.
It also indicates quite clearly that the Leader of the Opposition has not
really thought through his policies yet, because one would have thought
that if he were going into an election mode, as obviously he was with the
issue of those documents, he would at least have had the decency to
consult, over a cornerstone policy, with the party that he needs to govern in
coalition.

PARTY FINANCE
Treasury Control

32. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:

(1) Does the Premier agree with the comments made by the Leader of the
House in the Parliament last Thursday when he said, "No Premier should
seek to know who is making donations to a political party and no Minister
should seek to know that."?

(2) If so, how does he reconcile that argument with the fact that he acted as
Treasurer of the ALP from I. January 1985 to 31 December 1985; that is,
the period leading up to the last State election when political pantics
receive the majority of their funding?

(3) As the Treasurer of the ALP, does he agree that he would have had full
knowledge of the financial dealings of the party and that, under law, this
would be his responsibility?

(4) Why did the Premier seek to act in the position when he knew it could
compromise his ministerial decisions?

Mr PETER DOWDINO replied:

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question because after he had
asked me a question without notice last week I made inquiries and
ascertained the dates on which I had been elected Treasurer. I do not
entirely accept the interpretation of the proprieties as given in the quote the
Leader of the Opposition has mentioned. I do not for a moment say that I
have discussed it in any detail with the Leader of the House but [ do not
say that the way in which the Leader of the Opposition has presented those
quotes would be my position because I think quite clearly that a Premier
will know some of this information and quite obviously some people in the
course of the political process will know it also.

Mr Pearce: I said he should go over to the ALP and start asking questions.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Does the Leader of the Opposition get the information,
or does he never know?
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Mr Macinnon: No, I do not.

Mr PETER DOWDINGi: So the Leader of the Opposition has never known who
has made donations to the Liberal Party?

Mr Macinnon: I am asking you the question.

Mr PETER DOWDING: During the period that I was Treasurer -

Mrt Macinnon: And I amn not Treasurer, and never have been.

Mlr PETER DOWDING: Maybe they could not mrust the Leader of the Opposition
with the chequebook. If the Leader of the Opposition's spending habits as
Treasurer of the party were anything like his proposed spending habits as
outlined in the promises he can make as Leader of the Opposition, I do not
blame the Liberal Party for not entrusting him with the chequebook.

In that period I had some glancing, very limited knowledge of individuals
who donated to the party, and in fact my job as Treasurer -

Several Opposition members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDINGi: Do members opposite want the answer, or do they want
me to make it up?

Mr Blaikie: Your nose is growing again.

A Government member: You are going blind.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I was a Minister with a variety of responsibilities but I

must say that my efforts as Treasurer were to try to ensure that the party
had some solid financial structure rather than to get. into the nitty-gritty of
the financial affairs of the party. But political parties have gathered money
by way of donations and the Opposition will have every opportunity to
join with us in supporting legislation for the public declaration of political
donations, and when it is all aboveboard in that way the Opposition will be
able to say that it joined with us to ensure that there was absolutely nothing
wrong with the process.

CURRICULUM
National Curriculum

33. Mr Fred TUBBY, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Does the Minister support the call from the Federal Minister for Education,
John Dawkins, for the implementation of a national curriculum?

(2) If so, why?

(3) If not, what action is she taking to ensure that Western Australia is not
involved in the scheme?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(3)
I thank the member for the question - I was actually going to get one of the
backbenchers to ask me a dorothy dixer. It is a very important question
which I am happy to answer. I hope that the member for Dale would
actually have read the report that Mr Dawkins put out today. It is an
attempt by the Commonwealth to encourage the States to cooperate in the
development of uniform curriculum. There is no attempt at control, there
is no lever, or stick, or carrot.

Several members interjected.

Dr LAWRENCE: It is a plea for the whole of this country to have common
educational objectives, to cooperate to a greater extent than occurs now in
order to develop that curriculum, and to communicate about the methods
of assessment used.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Dr LAWRENCE: The member should be better aware than many that many
people in the community are concerned that they move from State to State
and find they have to address a new curriculum, have different methods of
assessment, and different ways of proceeding.

Several members interjected.

Dr LAWRENCE: There is no takeover from Canberra. This State Government
would resist -

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! I will not tolerate a situation where any member
of this H-ouse is badgered by incessant interjections like that, particularly
in question time. Members on both sides have complained for a long time
that not enough questions are asked or answered in this place, and the way
to stop their being asked or answered is to incessantly interject and take up
the time of the House unnecessarily and unfairly prevent those members
with questions from asking them. If members have an interjection that is
meaningful they should use it, but if not they should please keep it to
themselves.

Dr LAWRENCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I was going to say that there is no
intention by this State Government nor, I would imagine, by any other
State Government in Australia to hand over the implementation of
curriculum to the Commonwealth Government. That must be stated
clearly and it will be stated clearly as often as is necessary. But to say char
we will not cooperate to try to get some unifonnity in the system would be
bloody-minded in the extreme and I would not support a position of that
kind.

Government members: Hear, hear!

PASTORAL INDUSTRY
Elvire and Koongie Park Stations

34. Mrs WATKINS, to the Minister for Lands:

In the light of recent Press coverage of the sale of Elvire and Koongie Park
Stations in the Kimiberley, has the Minister examined the circumstances
surrounding the sales?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

I am pleased to advise the House that my investigations show nothing
untoward in the sale last year of Koongie Park and Ely ire Stations.

The member for Kimnberley, as a representative of his family, quite
properly obtained approval firom my predecessor for the sales, and they
proceeded to the complete satisfaction of the Aboriginal Development
Commission and the new owner, Mr Monty Gordon of the Lantoogunian
community at Halls Creek.

I assure the House that Mr Gordon has made a public declaration that he is
very happy withi the purchase and denies any suggestion that the price paid
was above the value of the properties.

I have a statutory declaration to that effect from Mr Gordon which I table
for the benefit of members. This disproves suggestions that the
Laniboogunian community was an unwilling party to the purchase.

It is significant to note that the sale price for the two stations was a total of
$193 000. An independent valuation received by the Aboriginal
Development Commission prior to the sale valued them at $252 520. I ask
that members note that the final sale price was almost $60 000 below that
independent valuation.

Mr Macinnon: Will the Minister give final derails of the purchase price?

Mrs HENDERSON: The purchase price I have given is $193 000.
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Mr Macinnon: What about the breakdown of that?
Mrs HENDERSON: I will come to that. For the information of members I also

table the valuer's report.
There were other indicators that the sale price was well below the stations'
true value - again for the information of members [ table a copy of a firm
offer received by the member for Kimberley from the well known Northern
Territory pastoralist, Mr Ted Kunoth. Mr Kunoth's offer put the value of
Elvire and Koongie Park Stations at $250 000 - again well above the
eventual sale price.

In short, Mr Speaker, the sale of the two stations was not only aboveboard
but also in longstanding commitment by the Bridge family that Mr Gordon
should have first option to purchase them. Honouring that agreement to a
member of the Lamboogunian Aboriginal Community appears to have been
at considerable cost to the member for Kimberley and his family.
I am pleased to advise the member for Vasse in response to his question
last week that a recommendation made for the forfeiture of the member for
Kimberley's pastoral leases was not endorsed by the Pastoral Board. Nor
was Mr Bridge informed of this matter. I am advised that
recommendations for forfeiture are commonplace and are frequently
considered by the Pastoral Board.

[See paper Nos 183 and 184.]
ROAD ACCIDENTS
Chemicals - Merredin

35. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the fatal accident at Merredin this morning

involving the spillage of the chemical claimed to be MCPA?
(2) Is the Minister satisfied that every possible precaution is being taken to

ensure the safe transport of dangerous or poisonous goods?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) This question allows me the opportunity to advise the House of the

chemical spill which received headlines in the afternoon Press. I will read
out the basic information from the police report on the matter. The
accident occurred at 4.25 this morning. The sergeant involved and the
sister at the hospital notified the ambulance service and the fire brigade.
The fire brigade attended the accident. The people in the caravan park
located close to the accident site were evacuated at 5.24 am to the BP
service station and supplied with coffee. Some evacuees returned to the
caravan park but were ordered out by the police. No-one was hospitalised
and the driver's body was removed at 1.19 pm. The incident itself closed
at 2.17 pm. To cope with the incident a two man specialist team was sent
to Merredin to assist the local brigade to supervise the rescue and to clean
up the toxic chemicals resulting from the rollover.

The WA Ekre Brigade is the leading authority for chemical incidents such
as this and the two man team was equipped with full breathing apparatus
and gas suits and fully trained to handle that sort of incident. The brigade
is also utilising new sophisticated rescue equipment recently provided in
the Merredin area. The equipment comprises a rescue trailer, jaws of life,
breathing apparatus and hazardous chemical protective clothing, although
they did not actually have a gas suit - which they obviously needed under
these circumstances. There are 19 such vehicles around the State and the
brigade hopes to extend the service to other country centres. These
services cost around $65 000 each. The Merredin vehicle has been used
four times since its commnission in 1987.
The truck involved in the rollover was carrying 20 drums of MCPA 500, a
type of herbicide which is poisonous if inhaled or absorbed through the
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skin. It can cause headache, nausea, skin irritation and bums. The truck
was also carrying an unknown quantity of white spirit, pain: and coolant.
The area was cordoned off by the fire brigade, which urged anyone who
came into contact with the spill to contact the local hospital. As mentioned,
30 people from the caravan park were evacuated as a temporary measure.
The fire brigade was able to deal quickly with the incident due to the
"Toxichem" database which is an in-house database with detaied listings
of 35 000 chemicals about which it can retrieve information in less than a
minute. This enables the brigades to relay the inf'ormnation to the people
concerned as quickly as possible.

(2) This part of the question would be better addressed to either the Minister
for Transport or the Minister for Mines. One needs to recognise that Great
Eastern Highway is a very busy road. Many trucks use the highway to
carry hazardous chemicals whether for farming purposes or for mining in
the goldfields area. Unique problems are posed for emergency services
working out of Merredin. [ will be asking the tire brigade to investigate
whether, due to the relatively central location of Merredin, we should be
investigating the upgrading of available gear to enable the Merredin people
to cope should spills occur in the future. It would be foolish to pretend
that they will not.

Should it happen again, we hope that we would no: have to bring in a team
from the metropolitan area to deal with an incident such as that. I will take
the matter up with the brigade to see whether that is possible. The
volunteer personnel and the permanent personnel who went to Merredin,
and the police, worked very well on this incident. I congratulate all
involved.

WESTRAEL
Locomotives

36. Mr THOMAS, to the Minister for Transport:

There was a headline in this morning's newspaper which suggested that
locomotives for Westrail would be built in New South Wales. Is the
suggestion true?

Mr PEARCE replied:

I thank the member for that question because it was a great disappointment
to me, to the Government generally and, I hope, to all Western Australians
to see that headline in the paper. The Government, in ordering 15 diesel
electric locomotives for Westrail to update the current fleet, went to a great
deal of trouble to make sure that those locomotives were to be
manufactured in Western Australia. It is a $40 million contract and project.
Obviously we had some very attractive tenders and bids from overseas for
that business.
The Government was very concerned to do two things: First, to ensure that
the dollars that were spent on the locomotives to be used on the Western
Australian railways were as far as possible manufactured in Western
Australia; secondly, to try to use the development of that contract as a way
of giving ourselves a springboard to manufacture locomotives for a
burgeoning market, particularly in South East Asia. We were able to make
an arrangement with the potential to ensure that the locomotives are
manufactured in Western Australia and that a good deal of sourcing for the
components of the locomotives is done by suppliers within Western
Australia.

Obviously, with very advanced locomotives of this kind - third generation
vehicles - some of the circuitry and electronics will have to be brought in
from overseas because there is not the capacity inside Western Australia to
manufacture those advanced components. However, the locomotives will
be manufactured in Western Australia. The majority sourcing of materials
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will be from Western Australia and we hope to have the beginnings of a
locomotive manufacturing facility in Western Australia which will in the
short to medium term export to markets outside Western Australia. A lot of
effort was put in to mrange that. I know that the Premier in his Press
conference put a great deal of emphasis on that aspect. I do not blame the
reporter for the way in which it was reported. Some subeditor apparently
decided, against Al available evidence, that the manufacture was to be done
outside the State. That was a great disappointment to me and to Western
Australians generally. I hope they will now be assured that the
Government is making its commitments in Western Australia and, most
importantly, that Western Australian based manufacturers are able to
compete for contracts of this kind against the best in the world and win.

ROTHWELLS
Government Assistance

37. Mr COURT, to the Premier

With the Premier stating on a recent Channel 9 Sunday program that he
would prefer the State Government not to be financially involved wit Mr
Connell's Rothwells bank, why has he not taken action to redress the
situation, particularly as Rothwells has undertaken a $100 million purchase
of Western Collieries and has invested $5 million in a Queensland paper
pulp project?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

We have had questions from Rock and Barry and now we have a question
from Tricky Ricky because, quite frankly, that question is grossly
misleading, On the Sunday program I said that no Government wanted to
get into a situation of having to stand up and support a financial institution
because we do not want financial institutions to find themselves in that
position. I said, however, that having regard to the situation of that
merchant bank, due to the unprecedented events of the share market crash
and the events surrounding it, the Government really had no option but to
intervene. When we take away the hyperbole of the Opposition's attitude
towards the support that the Government has shown for the depositors of
three financial institutions - not for the management, the executives, or the
board of directors - we find that the Government has supported depositors,
small and large, of the Teachers Credit Sociery, the Swan Building Society
and Rothwells Bank.

I was interested to read how the worm has turned. I was interested to read
the information the Opposition was given last yeas when the Leader of the
Opposition, horror upon horrors, was called upon to make a decision. I
know that it is very difficult for the Opposition leader to make any sort of
decision; it is easier for him to make promises and to attack personalities.
It is even easier for him to stand back and allow the member for Cortesloe
to take centre stage as he does in the House most of the time. However, I
read in an extract from a book about the event that when the Leader of the
Oposition was called on last year to make a decision, he was told then that
major churches, major local government institutions and a range of
charitable institutions -

Mr Court: We were told none was involved.

Mr PETER DOWVDJNG: What a cry! Were members of the Opposition told that
the churches had money there?

Mr Court: We were told quite specifically that no churches and no local
government authorities were involved.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Who told the member that?

Mr Court: Mr Bond.
Mr PETER DOWDYING: The member was told there were no charitable

institutions?
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Mr Court: We were told quite specifically.

Mr PETER DOWDING: This is very interesting, Who was the member told the
depositors were?

Mr Lewis interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDIING: Let him answer. He is the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

Mr Court: I will teUl you. We specifically asked whether any local government
authorities or churches were involved. We were told no.

My PETER DOWD[NG: By whom?

Mr Court: By Mr Bond.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Bond personally? He said that?

Mir Court: Yes.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Whom did he say were the depositors?

Mr Court: He was not going to outline who all the depositors were.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Did the member ask who the depositors were?

Mr Court: We specifically wanted to know about those local government
authorities and the churches.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Is that why the member said no to the rescue package?

Mr Court: That was not the reason. You said yourself you didn't support it. Now
you are supporting a paper pulp project in Queensland.

Mr PETE R DOWDING: Tricky Ricky, [ did not say I did not support it.

Mr Court: Why are you supporting CSR?

Ms Macinnon: Isn't that who owns the coalmines?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Who is supporting it?

Mr Court: The tapayers.

Mr PETER DOWDINCG: What a load of nonsense! The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition needs a bit of advice on how to manage the business.
If the question is about whether the Government will retire the guarantee
that it offered at that time, the answer is that it will do so as soon as it is
commercially practicable, if possible before the dates we publicly stated in
October last year - that is, September this year to retire half of it and 12
months later to retire the other half. if it is commercially possible to do it
earlier without people suffering a loss we would certainly do it.
I remind the Leader of the Opposition, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and quasi Leader of the Opposition that we have a commitment which was
publicly entered into by the Government with the approval of a very large
portion of the Australian business community; and, interestingly enough.
according to some very senior financial commentators at the time, people
advanced money on the strength of that commitment. If we were to
withdraw that commitment we would be dishonouring an obligation that we
entered into at the time. It will be retired at the very earliest opportunity.
TIn answer to the Leader of the Opposition who interjected with his usual
lack of precision, there is certainly no support within Government in any
financial way for changes in the ownership of coal interests.
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