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THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett) took the Chair at 2.00 pmn, and read prayers.

PETIT ION - RAILWAYS
South West Suburbs Passenger Service Extension Support

MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [2.03 pm]: I have a petition expressed in the following terms -
To the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned support the extension of the suburban passenger rail service to
the suburbs of the south west corridor.
This part of the metropolitan area is growing and is widely recognised as one of the
most desirable options for the long term expansion of the City of Perth.
Moreover, as recent international events have shown, it is prudent to minimise
dependence on oil and environmental considerations support the extension and
enhancement of our public transport system.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 34 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 43.]

PETITION - MINING AND EXPLORATION
National Parks and Nature Reserves Ban

MRS BUCHANAN (Ashburton) [2.04 pm)l: 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, request that the Parliament,
ban mining and mineral exploration in national parks and nature reserves.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 88 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 44.]

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE - UNEMPLOYMENT
THE SPEAKER: Earlier today I received a letter from the member for Riverton seeking to
debate as a matter of public importance the rising levels of unemployment in Western
Australia.
If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.
[At least five members rose in their places.]
The SPEAKER: As a sufficient number of members have supported this request it can go
ahead on the normal basis; that is, one hour will be allocated to the debate, half an hour to
members of the Opposition and half an hour to members of the Government.
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MR KIERATH (Riverton) [2. 10 pm]: I move -

That this House views, with extreme concern, the rising levels of unemployment in
Western Australia, which have soared by more than 100 per cent during the past year
in some regional centres.
Further, this House condemns the Government for its lack of action in addressing the
issue of unemployment, particularly the lack of new investment to those industry
sectors where we have an international competitive advantage and are capable of
creating real long term jobs.
Further, this House urges the Government to:
(a) develop a long-term strategy for full employment with incentives and policies

to encourage wealth creating industries, particularly resource development
and value-added processing;

(b) institute a program of microeconornic reform with a focus on the structural
problems to establish a relatively free and flexible labour market which will
promote real employment growth;

(c) carefully analyse the economy, and the reasons for this rising in
unemployment; and

(d) develop and rationalise training programs with a particular emphasis on long
term career opportunities and targeting youth unemployment.

In addressing this motion I want to examine the figures and to make it known to this House
that approximately 21 409 people are out of work in Western Australia, in my view as a
direct result of the Government's policies - or, rather, the lack of them. This is so especially
when we compare conditions in Western Australia with those in New South Wales and other
States. In 1988, New South Wales had the worst level of unemployment in Australia.
Western Australia has moved from having the best figures to having the worst figures, the
difference between the States being in the order of 2.5 per cent. Therefore, we can quantify
exactly the numbers which policies can achieve.
When reviewing the background to the unemployment situation, I noted that at various stages
of Budget debates the two previous Premiers in this State - Burke and Dowding - and the
current Premier, have claimed credit far lowering the unemployment rate. The current level
of unemployment is the worst since the Depression, and far worse than the rate in 1983. We
must return to the figures of the 1930s to find a worse level of unemployment. The current
unemployment level in Western Australia is 11. 1 per cent.
The SPEAKER: Order! The background conversation is far too high.
Mr KIBRATH: In other words, 94 200 Western Australians are looking for work and cannot

find it. No doubt the Government will refer to the unemployment levels of 1983, and it is
important to do that. At that time, about 61 000 people were out of work; presently an
additional 33 000-odd people are out of work.
Dr Lawrence: Has the population grown at all in that time?
Mr KIERAT-: Does the Premier think that the population has grown by 50 per cent since
1983?
Dr Lawrence: You should be honest with your figures.
Mr KIERATH: If the Premier thinks that the population has grown by 50 per cent since
1983, she should think again.
Western Australia has moved from having the lowest unemployment rate to having the
highest unemployment rate. Currently, New South Wales has the lowest unemployment rate
in the country. If the Government does not have any initiatives, at least it should look around
Australia and perhaps follow the successful model State in this area. The Government would
find a clue by perusing the various State Budget papers for last year. At that time, New
South Wales increased its capital works projects by a mammoth 14 per cent. In contrast,
Western Australia cut its Capital Works Program by 10 per cent; it is moving in the wrong
direction.
The Opposition has called for a number of measures to be taken. We have been conscious

1785



that it is simply not enough to knack the figures; we must suggest constructive alternatives.
One measure which should be considered is a mini Budget, because we believe the
unemployment level of 11. 1 per cent represents crisis proportions and, therefore, something
should be done. We cannot let the situation stand and hope that the Federal Government will
rectify matters. Youth unemployment runs at 27.7 per cent; that is, more than one young
person in four is looking for work, and it is rapidly approaching one in three. The situation is
disastrous.
I turn to the Commonwealth Employment Service figures. The member for Anrnadale should
be concerned because at Gosnells between April 1990 and April 1991 the unemployment rate
increased by 113 per cent. The rate has mare than doubled. In my electorate, the rate at
Cannington has increased by 98 per cent, and it is small comfort that the situation is not as
bad as that at Annadale. However, the figures have roughly doubled in the last 12 months.
During the Budget debate last year we painted out to the then Minister for Productivity and
Labour Relations the stupidity of the Government's intention to cut the TAfl budget by
seven per cent in real terms. When there was a massive wave of unemployment the Minister
gave assurances that he would address the problem in September or October last year. So
far, absolutely nothing has been done in that area.
The call for an increase in the Capital Works Program was not made without a great deal of
thought by the Opposition. We do not generally hold with the view that we should spend our
way out of trouble. However, we must fast track the relevant programs; that is, those in the
pipeline which have basically been given approval. Currently, in some areas, business is
experiencing a crisis of confidence. The Government should lead by example. Wayne Goss
made same interesting comments along those lines yesterday. Queensland also increased its
Capital Works Program last year. under a Labor Premier. So I do not only point to a Liberal
Premier in this regard. Wayne Goss said that Queensland would get more bang for its buck:
The State would have more police stations and schools; community projects could be fast
tracked to take advantage of the situation. We must turn the negative into the positive. I
acknowledge that advancing capital works projects is a short term measure. They are
bandaid measures. We must address the fundamentals; we must offer incentives to business,
and initiatives for economic growth in an attempt to improve business confidence. Tax
breaks have been suggested, including payroll tax breaks. The Western Australian Retailers'
Association has commented -

W.A. has the worst record in Australia in this regard with the threshold level of
payroll at $320,000 compared to the next starting level of $400,000 ...

The next is $80 000 more - in the Northern Territory. The Australian Capital Territory.
Tasmania and New South Wales all come in at $500 000 before the tax is applicable.
Dr Lawrence: I have the same table. The member is using the figures selectively.
Mr KIBRATH: It is interesting that the figure of $500 000 must be reached before the
threshold is applied in New South Wales. The Western Australian figure is a meagre
$320 000. We have said that we are prepared to take a bipartisan approach. We realise that
some of the decisions are too difficult for the Government to handle alone. We are prepared
to eliminate the politics; we offer a bipartisan approach to salve the very real problem of
unemployment.
I refer also to the labour market. One of the problems with the system is the very rigid and
highly structured labour market and its inability to move with the changing economic times.
The Minister for icroeconomic Reform should be introducing measures to free up the
labour market and allow it to respond to changing economic conditions. I had intended to
speak about training programs. I simply ask how the Government can expect the support of
the community when it knew a wave of unemployment was approaching but it went ahead
and cut the TAFE budget by 7 per cent. The worst part is that it seems an amount of
$4 million to $5 million has been returned to revenue. We are experiencing the recession
that Treasurer Keating said we must have. Many commentators now refer to these troubled
times as a depression. If the Government does not have the policies and the courage to
accept the challenge posed by the unemployment issue, the Opposition does! If the
Government cannot handle the problem, or is not willing to take a bipartisan approach, it
should not continue to govern. The Government should step aside and allow someone else to
have a go.
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MR C.J. BARNErI' (Cottesloc) (2.19 pm]: l am pleased to second the motion. I remind
the House of the extent of the unemployment crisis in Western Australia. Currently, 94 200
people are out of work; that is, 11.1 per cent of the work force. The number of people
unemployed has risen by 34 000, or by 57 per cent, in the past 12 months. Significantly, the
number of people in employment has fallen by 10 800. The Commo,iwealth Employment
Service indicates a 50 per cent rise in the number of persons it has registered as unemployed.
The ANZ Bank publishes figures on job vacancies, which indicate a 60 per cent decrease.
Currently 27.5 per cent of teenagers are without work. Also, a 178 per cent increase in the
number of apprentices out of work has occurred in the past 20 months, and the number of job
vacancies has halved in Western Australia in the past year.

The number of people currently unemployed is 23 100, or 35 per cent, more than during the
worst month of the 1983-84 recession. Comparing the recessions in Western Australia, we
weathered the storm far better in 1983-84 than we have this current recession. We are
suffering from absolute falls in employment, and that has not happened before in Western
Australia's post war economic history. The Government's response to this has been poor:
The response has been to question the data. I agree that the CES data is not as reliable as the
ABS statistics; however, the CES statistics indicate a high level of disguised unemployment
within the community. More than 11.1 per cent of people are unemployed Or underemployed
and these people are facing troubled times. The Government also points to the participation
rate. However, in considering the participation rate over the past 12 months, it can be seen
that it has risen from 66 per cent to 66.2 per cent - it is virtually unchanged. In fact, it has
fallen from the rate in July 1990. This does not explain the rapid rise in unemployment in
the past 12 months.

The Minister for Employment and Training has said, "Hang on, interstate migration explains
the problem." However, last year we had the lowest rate of interstate migration for the past
five years. It has been said that population growth explains the situation. However, the
population growth for the past year has been the lowest in the past five years. These points
do not explain the rapid rise in unemployment in this State.

The first reason for this situation is the agricultural crisis - which has had more impact in
Western Australia than in other States because of our dependence on wheat and wool. The
Government has been pro-cyclical in its decision to cut its Capital Works Program by
10.3 per cent in real terms, and the cuts in the Homeswest building programs have led to a
high level of unemployment in the building sector.

Mr Catania: Do you believe that the housing sector provides a lot of work?

Mr C.J. BARNEfl7: [ will come to that.

This does not explain the extent of rising unemployment; however, the member for Eyre
came close to the reason in remarks he made in the Sunday Times. The article read -

Former State minister Julian Grill claims the royal commission is paralysing WA.

Mr Grill, who opposed a wide-ranging royal commission, is angry that the open-
ended commission is overshadowing any attempts to encourage industrial investment
in WA.

He is almost right. It is not so much the Royal Commission as this Government's
performance which has damaged the reputation of this State - within it, interstate and
overseas - and which is causing a loss of confidence and an unheard of rise in
unemployment.

Job prospects are the worst since the second World War. I am an optimist when considering
the macroeconomic environment; nevertheless, indicators show an uneven situation. Interest
rates have fallen appreciably and a low CPI figure will be issued next week. These factors
are conducive to a return in consumer and business confidence; however, confidence remains
at a record low level. The share market has risen positively by 30 per cent, and that is
important to Western Australia. On the other hand, commodity prices have fallen, If
members compare the 1982-83 recession with this one, it is clear that the recovery was quick
last time due to a rapid recovery in the world economy. However, the world economy did
not collapse this time and Australia led the world in this recession.

Mrs Beggs: Rubbish!
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is absolutely true. The agricultural problems of 1983-84 were the
result of a drought on the east coast - a drought is not the cause this rime. In 1983-84 the
Federal Government had a burst of spending in its Budget, and that cannot be done this time
because of the level of overseas debt and the massive current account deficit on the balance
of payments. A housing boom followed the last recession and that cannot happen this time
because the first home ownership scheme has been abolished. We also had the America's
Cup in this State, and we cannot rely on that this time. T'his Government has a serious
unemployment problem and it must be prepared to act. The member for Riverton outlined
some short term measures which should be adopted by the Government.
Mr Thomas: I did not hear any measures.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Read his speech. He outlined a number of measures.
Mr Kobelke: Outline one or two of them.
Several members interjectedt.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I find it extraordinary that members opposite can laugh when 94 000
people are out of work in Western Australia! It is outrageous!
Several members interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETIT: The short term problems could be alleviated through such measures as
payroll tax reforms. In the long term, it is important to create permanent jobs in this State.
The Government must recognise that the labour market problem is a large part of the
unemployment problem, and unless the labour market problems are addressed the
unemployment situation will not be solved. A number of barriers exist to resolving many of
the unemployment problems.
Mr Thomas: Do you have any suggestions?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, I do. Training is important, and the Government has recognised
that; however, that will not bring immediate results. A number of State and Federal job
market programs are a small help in relation to the size of the problem, but they suffer
because they cut across each other, duplicate services and are inefficient. Nevertheless, they
are attempts at addressing the situation. Much could be done with industrial awards to make
it easier to employ people, particularly the young. The clerks' award contains proportion
rules which work against the employment of juniors. The building trades have no junior
rates of pay. When this Government was approached by the Confederation of Western
Australian Industry in 1984 with a proposal to free up junior wages, the Government opposed
it. In the early 1980s it was proposed to abolish leave loading, but the Government opposed
the proposal before the industrial commission. Something must be done about labour costs.
Several members interjected.
Mr CTJ BARNETIT: The labour market must be freed up so that something can be done
about labour costs.
Mrs Henderson: Itris around the edges.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Itris not. Unless the labour market problems are addressed, nothing can
be solved.
This Government needs a vision for economic growth in order to attract industry into the
State. The Government's history in the area of industrial development is a litany of failure.
This includes the petrochemical project, the insurance exchange - which did not get Off the
ground - the vacant defence industry precinct, the Bio-Technology Park - a pie in the sky
scheme - and other schemes which had a similar lack of success.
Dr Gallop: Technology Park is a success.
Mr CiJ. BARNETT: Oh, come on. This Government has lost projects which could have
come to this State. These include the Rhone Poulenc project; the titanium smelter and the
sodium cyanide plant which both went to Queensland; and the China Steel project which
went to Malaysia. This Government has not been able to mrange deals or to get these
projects under way. We were advised yesterday that 169 projects ar before the
Environmental Protection Authority for review. This Government attempted to fast-track
80 of these projects and only 30 were successful. I can see the positive projects which the
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Government has established, such as the Collie power station and the new Goodwyn
platform. These projects are important, but they will not solve the problem of
unemployment. The major problems will not be solved without an ethos of development and
a vision by the Government for the future of this State. The Government must have a
positive attitude to labour market reforms so that it is not so expensive to employ young and
unskilled workers. It must accept the reality, recognised by the people, that jobs are more
important than restrictive awards which work against employment and increase labour costs.
The overriding concern in this State is that we are the laughing stock of Australia. The
member for Riverton pointed out that no confidence is held about Western Australia within
Western Australia, elsewhere in Australia or overseas. It is a matter of the Premier's selling
Western Australia. Someone has to do it, and if she does not want to do it we have someone
who will and we will put this State back on the road to recovery. This Government has not
accepted the responsibility for promoting the State and getting projects under way. Unless it
does that it will never bring down the unemployment level to an acceptable level.
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.30 pm]: Some of the comments in the
member for Cotteslce's speech were passing honest; some were a good deal less than honest.
The member is well enough informed on this issue to be very clear about the long term
growth and strengths of this State's economy. He is also honest enough in his heart of hearts
to know that the principal indicators and policy decisions relating to employment and
economic growth are those that are made nationally. The member for Cottesloe might say
otherwise, but any sensible economic commentator would make that observation.
Nonetheless, like many members in this House, and perhaps more than most members in this
House, I am deeply concerned at the level of unemployment. We have not been sitting down
and ringing our hands about that and saying, "Tut tut, it's too bad, but things will get better in
the long run" - as they assuredly will. We have been recognising the severe impact that this
level of unemployment has on the lives of the ordinary, everyday people who have lost their
jobs or have been forced to take reduced hours. Everyone in this House must be conscious of
those effects; certainly we on this side are. At various times we have urged the
Commonwealth Government to bring down interest rates; and we believe that it should have
moved sooner to bring them down. We have also taken action on our own behalf, and I
intend to move an amendment to the motion that is before the House so that this House can
properly recognise the serious problems associated with unemployment, and also recognise
realistically what is the state of the Western Australian economy, and what we as a
community should be doing about it. It might give the Opposition some feeling of political
advantage to say the sorts of things that the member for Cottesloc said, but if members
opposite really want to address the question of business confidence they should not keep
selling Western Australia short, yet that is precisely what members opposite do. They do not
acknowledge the strength of the economy, the potential of Western Australia, and the
initiatives that have been undertaken. We welcome useful suggestions at a local level.
Mr Court: Every time we make a suggestion on developments you get up and in some smart
alec way knock it.
Dr LAWRENCE: That is because the member for Nedlands wants to build power stations
all over the State and sometimes he cannot be taken seriously.
Members opposite know that good suggestions are and will be taken up by the Government;
but if those suggestions amount to the sort of propositions that we heard from the member for
Riverton, frankly it is not surprising that we do not listen to the Opposition. It was very
similar to listening to the Leader of the Opposition last week talkting about biting the bullet
and stopping the rot, but offering not one single concrete, achievable suggestion to improve
employment in this State. I will illuminate members of the House on the state of the Western
Australian economy, and use documents that are not Government sources but the Western
Australian Confederation of Industry's "Economic Review" among others.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is a very good document.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is a very good document and it says things about the Western Australian
economy that the member for Cottesloe chose to ignore; and given the member's background
I find that extremely surprising. The Western Australian economy continues to outperform
the rest of the national economy - not in employment terms; I am not suggesting that. The
National Institute of Economic and Industry Research, which, I am sure the member for
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Cottesloc would agree, is a reputable body, forecasts 3.5 per cent real growth for Western
Australia this year. Our own forecasts in Treasury are considerably more conservative than
that and we are talkng about two to 2.5 per cent.
Mr Lewis: You said four per cent in your Budget speech.
Dr LAWRENCE: I am talking about the year to come.
Mr Lewis: We told you then that you were wrong.
Dr LAWRENCE: We were wrong; the Premier of New South Wales was wrong; the
Premier of Queensland was wrong; the Federal Treasurer was wrong; and the Federal
Opposition -

Mr Macainon: We were right.
Mr C.J. Barnett: We told you in that Budget debate.
Mr Pearce interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: The Leader of the House puts it aptly: Members opposite are so often
negative that they are bound to be right some of the time. That is the Opposition's position.
Western Australia's economy is one that will grow. It will grow at 2.5 per cent or
3.5 per cent, depending on whose forecast one believes, while the national growth is
predicted by the same body to be zero. That includes the wonderful economy of New South
Wales. If we consider job creation - and the member for Cottesloe again quoted selectively
from the most recent figures - none of us in this House wants to underestimate the
significance of those figures, both for the individuals concerned and the Government and the
community as a whole, but Western Australia is leading the nation in job creation. Of the
10 800 new jobs that were created in the last mon th, 60 per cent were created i n We stern
Australia. If the member for Cottesloe quotes figures, he should quote all of them.
Mr C.J. Barnett interjectred.
Dr LAWRENCE: The member for Coutesloe is obviously talking about cyclical variations.
One can take various starting and finishing points, as the member obviously did, and as I do
in this case, but the important thing about cyclical variations is that they are consistent with
what we know about the Western Australian economy. Those national forecasts of growth
will mean a higher rate of job growth in Western Australia than elsewhere. At the moment it
is clear that that job growth is being overwhelmed by other factors, including Western
Australia's high participation rate.
Mr C.J. Bamnett: It is not growing.
Dr LAWRENCE: The member for Cottesloe, is right, the participation rate is not growing,
but it does not have much further to grow. If there were too many more people in the work
force there would not be the people at home and in the voluntary sectors of our community -

Mr C.J. Barnett: That has also been of benefit to Western Australia.
Dr LAWRENCE: - providing the non-work in our community - if I can put it that way. An
unemployment rate of I I per cent is unacceptable, and we are working hard to translate the
underlying strengths that I talked about into an economy which will reduce that rate both in
the short and the long terms.
Mr Lewis: What is your prognosis?
Dr LAWRENCE: I will go into that. Anyone who believes that that will not occur is being
opportunist.
One of the cornerstones of an economy that one must look to for long term growth and
employment growth is investment. It must be private sector investment for the most part. I
am amazed that the paragons of free market thinking opposite should start talking about
Keynesian analysis and capital works-led recoveries in the way that I have heard from the
members opposite. Certainly we can have a brief period of stimulus, and I do not suggest
that should not occur, but if we are to undertake a capital works-led recovery it is far better
that it be in those industries which directly support new private investment. I did not hear
any of that from members opposite.
Despite what has been said opposite, we are actively promoting over 80 investment projects
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in the mining, mineral processing, and manufacturing industries. While I do not want to bore
members with a catalogue of such investment projects, because I am sure that members
opposite are unaware of it, nonetheless I will give a few examples. Development projects
that are expected toncome on stream 199 1-92 - that is, growth in the economy, and the sort of
thing that the National Institute of Economic Research is looking at, and the reason for
Western Australia's projection of growth when other States are slipping behind, include the
following: Wagenip refinery expansion, $360 million; Marillana Creek iron oire,
$80 million; gas gathering at Harriet, $250 million; Eneabba West mineral sands,
$1 15 million; synthetic rutile expansion, $104 million; Leinster mine expansion,
$200 million; Worsley Alumina Pty Ltd refinery projection expansion, $105 million, Tiwest
Joint Venture pigment plant, $150 million. The list goes on. They are all projected for the
next 12 months and involve a total of $2 billion. Most of those projects have been
undertaken with the encouragement and with the support of the Western Australian
Government. In some cases specific arrangements have been entered into to ensure that
infrastructure, power and other casts are kept to a minimum. If one looks at the figures,
overall there is an expectation of some $4 billion worth of investment. If one takes those
firmed up projects, and others that are less firm at this stage but where there is a very clear
indication that investment will take place, members opposite and those on this side are right
when they say that there needs to be an improvement in the amount of value added products
in that list of investments. We all should work to the benefit of those industries that might
set up in Western Australia if we had, for instance, lower power tariffs. The Minister
responsible for that area will talk about that question in a minute.
If members opposite want to consider other economic indicators, not only do we have
economic forecasts and investment, but also trade. Western Australia is clearly leading the
way in international tirade. Western Australia's exports in the last year - a very poor year by
usual standards - totalled $10.4 billion; in other words, 21 percent of the entire country's
export income and a nine per cent increase on the previous year. So there are very important
elements of growth in the economy, which members opposite may want to ignore but which
clearly point to a new growth in this State about which members opposite should be
optimistic. They should not be trying to talk it down, or using the Royal Commission as an
excuse - which, incidentally, was the member for Applecross's grand idea; rather, they
should be looking at the State's economy.
Members opposite have also talked about microeconomic reform. The New South Wales
Premier, Nick Greiner, is seen in some ways as the hero of the microeconomic reform
agenda. Members may have noticed in the past few days that, because an election in New
South Wales is imminent, some of the economic analysts, including Mike Nahan who was
previously in Western Australia, have been looking closely at what Mr Greiner has been
doing. Comments have been made about fiddling the books, taking money from ElCom and
forcing it to borrow in order to pay a special dividend to the New South Wales Government.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr LAWRENCE: More importantly, in New South Wales and in Victoria taxes and charges
have risen to a very high level. The user pays philosophy became the bible for Nick Greiner
and he has ramped up charges to the point where New South Wales is now one of the highest
charging States. Businesses in New South Wales do not receive a better service; they simply
pay more for it. If that is the formula members opposite want to apply, that is terrific.
However, it is not what the Government in this State wants to apply. One of the most recent
national surveys taken over a long period of tangible benefits of microeconomic reform -
without trumpeting - showed over the weekend that Western Australia is in a very good
position and that again New South Wales' railway charges are the highest in Australia. That
may be the Opposition's remedy for microeconomic reform-
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: A great deal has been done in the State to free up rigidities; that has not
been recognised by the Opposition.
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Dr LAWRENCE: I do not know how members opposite think the freight charges, for
example, in Western Australia were reduced if that: was not with the cooperation of the
unions or by reduction of inefficient staffing practices or by total reduction of staff operating
the Westrail system. Any independent analysis will show that is correct and any comparison
will show that Westrail is doing well. However, the Government is not complacent about
that; Westrail needs to improve its performance even further. As I suggested earlier, the
question of energy costs is vital to the long and short term growth of this economy, but I will
leave the discussion of that to the Minister responsible.
On many occasions I have heard heroic statements from members opposite about taxes and
how, when they get into Government, they will either reduce payroll tax dramatically or
eliminate it altogether. I challenge members opposite to say what revenue source will
replace that tax. How will they find the additional $500 million required if payroll tax is
eliminated? I agree with members that it should be eliminated, but we must be practical.
The only way it can be eliminated is by either increasing taxes in some other area or by
cutting expenditure by $500 million per annum. Members opposite are the same people
telling me we should not cut expenditure anywhere - in schools or hospitals for example - but
we should cut revenue. If members opposite think about that, even in the simple minded way
in which they normally do, they will realise that action is not possible. However, if we were
to have discussions, as we must, with the Federal Government, if as a nation we were to get
our heads together on the question of sharing the tax dollar, it would be possible to cut out
payroll tax. If that were the one achievement from the Premiers' conference, it would all
have been worthwhile. The only way those cuts can be achieved is by a reduction in the total
size of Government. If any members think that can be done in any other way, again, they
have their heads in the sand.
I am fed up with members opposite wanting to have it both ways. They want the State to
spend more and more money on services or on their electorates, but they want the State to
raise less and less money. Last year, as a matter of responsibility, the Government made sure
that, in real terms, taxes were not changed. We in fact increased the threshold on payroll tax
and increased financial institutions duty. They were the only increases; the changes were
very modest and we intend to do the same this year. If I hear a peep out of members
opposite about cuts to various areas like favourite parts of their electorates or favourite
programs they want to see maintained in the face of that very important initiative which has a
direct effect on business, frankdy. I will rear my hair out in frustration. In that case I would
not know what it would take to make members opposite economically literate.
A number of initiatives have been taken which I have outlined to the House before.
However, it is important to put them in the context of the general state of the economy- I
refer to the investment undertaken and promoted by this Government; the taxing regime and
the charges the Government has kept to very low levels; the microeconomnic reforms begun
and which will continue; the Government's support for the rural sector in the form of the
guaranteed minimum price; the decision on the coal fired power station which will have an
immediate economic benefit to the State as well as a longer term benefit for taxes and
charges; stimulation of the housing sector. The member for Cottesloe does not think that is
happening, but he should ask people who are asked to build houses for part of the
1 000 homes package in the metropolitan area and 500 in the country - the low interest
homes and the Keystart program. Those initiatives, side by side with the very important
work done in employment and training, far from reducing places, have increased them. The
member for Riverton always conveniently overlooks that fact. They have not only been
increased, but also increased substantially. The links between TAFE and industry have been
increased in order that the training be properly focused on areas of high demand for skill. Do
members opposite believe there is no Government department that could not be run more
efficiently?
Several members interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is possible to make cuts in many areas of Government as in business in
order that the same services are delivered with the same quality for less cost. Businesses
have to do it all the time. Why should members opposite not have to think hard about their
position economically because frankly, they axe economic illiterates. I have not heard
members opposite make any kind of contribution -
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Mr Court interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr LAWRENCE: Far from being stow to promote the State I get out in the community
every day. Today I met directors of companies in the State; I spent Friday and Saturday in
the Pilbara talking to people involved in the minerals, gas and petroleum industries; and I
will be visiting Japan in the middle of the year. At this moment the Deputy Premier is away
promoting Western Australia. However, that is extremely difficult to do when faced with a
barrage of gloam and doom and negativity and pessimism. One of the characteristics of
Western Australians is their optimism. The Government is not blind to the unemployment; it
is not unconscious of its effects on people. However, if anyone thinks business confidence
will be improved by the moaning and groaning by members opposite around the Terrace and
in this place, their economic gobbledegook and their putting Western Australians down - that
is what they are doing in the end - I am dismayed with them.

Amendment to Motion

Dr LAW~RENCE: I move -

To delete all words after "That" with a view to substituting the following -

this House -

(a) notes with concern the high level of unemployment existing in
Western Australia and the nation as a whole;

(b) recognises the severe impact such levels of unemployment have on the
lives and welfare of ordinary people;

(c) further recognises that this is a national problem which requires a
concerted bipartisan strategy involving both the Commonwealth and
the States;

(d) supports the idea of a "lobs Summit" as proposed by the Premier of
South Australia and calls on the Prime Minister to convene such a
Summit;

(e) notes that despite the high level of unemployment in this State, the
number of jobs available actually increased by 6 400 in the last month,
and that Western Australia's problems are compounided by a big
increase in the work force through growth, migration and increases in
the participation rate; and

(f) recognises the efforts made by the Government to overcome this
problem and calls on the Government to work with the
Commonwealth Government on new strategies to overcome this
problem in the interests of all Western Australians;

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Microecanomic Reform) [2A& pm]: A
challenge was thrown down to the Government by one of the Opposition's speakers. It was
said that the Government needs a vision for Western Australia, particularly given the
increases in unemployment that have occurred recently. Those increases in unemployment
are coupled with increases in the employment of people in this State. The unemployment has
come about because of the higher population growth and increases in the participation rate. 1
want to meet this challenge of putting forward a vision. I saw a very interesting graph the
other day on which the vertical axis represented earnings per head and the horizontal axis
represented productivity; that is, output per person. Each Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development country was included on that graph. The trend line between
earnings per head and productivity made a 45 degree line. In other words, those countries
that improved their productivity also received increased earnings per head. The key to any
country's or State's future lies in the promotion of productivity. The Labor Party's
philosophy is capable of bringing about such productivity improvements, whereas the
Opposition does not have such a philosophy. The Labor Party's approach to industrial
relations - which I hope my colleague, the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations,
will mention - is different from the Liberal Party's on this matter and because it is different
productivity improvements are possible. The Labor Party's approach to handling economic
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pressures is also different from the Opposition's approach to such matters, and that means
that we are able to promote productivity in the economy.
Before I refer to some of those measures it is worth emphasising that we do have a
particularly severe downturn in the State, caused partly by the high point from which we
have come. At one stage the building industry was booming, but it has now slumped. The
economy is also highly reliant on the rural sector as a high proportion of small businesses
operate within it. Those two sectors have suffered a steep decline in recent days and this has
affected unemployment. Despite this, there is underlying growth in the economy. That
underlying growth in the economy is, as the Premier has said, reflected in the projects
coming on stream and also reflected in employment growth in this State. Estimates from the
National Institure for Economic and Industrial Research predict that employment growth this
year will be 3.5 per cent and the Department of State Development has predicted that
unemployment growth will be 2.5 per cent. We must examine the ways in which that growth
can be projected into the future. The way in which that can be done, and in order to
capitalise on the investment coming on track, is to make sure a strategy for productivity
exists.
One of the ways of boosting productivity in Western Australia is to remove some of the
impositions that are placed on our State economy. One of the most important impositions
that no member of the Opposition has dared to mention, because it is a very significant
breakthrough as mentioned in the Prime Minister's industry statement and lobbied for by the
State Government, is a reduction in tariffs.
Mr Court: Do you include bounties in that?
Dr GALLOP: Direct tariff reductions will impact directly on this State by way of reduced
costs flowing through the economy.
Mr Omodei: What reductions?
Dr GALLOP: The prices of goods and services will fall as a result. One of the State's
problems is its dependency on the manufacturing industrly. The present structure of
protection is estimated to cost this State in the order of $2 billion a year, or $3 400 per
household. The announced general reductions in protection from between 10 per cent and
15 per cent in 1992 to five per cent in 1996, together with the accelerated reductions in
protection on the motor vehicle, textiles, clothing and footwear industries will, over time,
substantially lower this cost, possibly in the order of 50 per cent. The reduction in those
impositions on the economy will have a tremendous impact on the ability to expand output
and employment in Western Australia. That will boost our productivity.
Secondly, of course, we must make changes in the public sector to improve productivity.
Pressures on the private sector through taxes and charges must be reduced. The Premier
mentioned the Government's strategy which will do that. The Government is hoping that the
pain which will result from such restraints in taxes and charges and which will impact on
people through public sector expenditure restraint will have the support of the Opposition.
The construction phase of a new, privately owned power station will begin next year. That
project will, at its peak, create 700 jobs for Western Australians, not only in the Collie area
but also in the south west region and the metropolitan area. That is a job promotion project
brought about by the hard work of this Government in ensuring a reduction in the prices and
tonnages of coal That is how that project camne into being.
Finally, the Government must ensure an effective delivery of Government services. One
area in which that has been promoted is program budgeting. That will have a long-term
impact on the way we can deliver effective services. However, as I said earlier, the one area
in which the Government differs substantially from the Opposition is the way in which it
promotes productivity and in its approach to industrial relations and labour market reform.
My colleague, the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations, will address that matter.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.56 pm]: The Minister for Fuel and Energy has mentioned
that a high proportion of the Western Australian population will now depend upon
Government money for a living. That is a fundamental problem. As people find they cannot
rely on private sector industries, greater pressure is placed on the public sector. Repeated
attempts at developing major secondary industries in this State have failed. Western
Australia has a long history of not being able to promote secondary industry. As a result, our
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population is very dependent on agriculture and mining. The Government has admitted that
in this debate. The level of our standard of living results from the prosperity of those two
industries. The Western Australian Government, particularly in the past few years, has
persuaded people living in the metropolitan area to believe that they have a right to the
wealth created by the fanning and mining industries. There is no point in politicians
promising a future that people can believe in. We must let people decide what they want to
create for their own future. We must get off their backs and strive to create jobs for 94 000
people. The Minister for Fuel and Energy was able to promise jobs for only about 700
people.
Dr Gallop: That is a substantial number.
Mr TRENORDEN: Even so, a problem exists. We should not be pretending any more that
the construction of high rise office blocks represents a growth in productivity and wealth
creation. We must recognise that the economic base is in farming and mining. We must get
involved in value added industries.
The River House group's attempt to establish a pulp mill in Moona is fundamentally more
important than the industries mentioned by the Premier or the Minister for Fuel and Energy.
The actions of River House in Moona are changing the attitudes of people in rural Western
Australia and promoting value added industries. Is the Government helping the company?
The answer is, no. The Government says that it supports River House's efforts but it did
nothing to help River House create the infrastructure to allow its products to be moved by
rail from Moona to Geraldton. However, in the metropolitan area thousands of dollars are
being spent on the infrastructure for the Joondalup railway line. When a group like River
House wants to become involved in positively affecting productivity in Western Australia,
the Government tells it that it should find its own infrastructure to begin its operations. Is
that sensible for a State? It is far from it. When one asks the River House group what has
been the attitude of various State departments to its attempts to become involved in value
added processing, one is told that the Government has put nothing but restrictions in the way
of that group. It is very important that groups like the River House group are able to operate
because, if they do not get involved in downstream processing in the things that we do well -
that is, mining and agriculture - this State will not have a future.
Immediately to our north are tens of millions of people who are, by any measure, and
certainly by our standards, very wealthy. Their economies are growing and are referred to as
tiger economies, but this Government has taken no action to allow our small businesses to
become involved in trade with those countries. We hear only about the big pushers, and that
is what we do wrong in this State. The big pushers are important, but we have to give the
small people who have an opportunity to become involved in niche marketing the
opportunity to get into those economies. However, this Government places roadblocks in
front of these businesses and that is sad.
The farming sector is in crisis and cannot afford the imposts placed on it by the Government.
The mining industry is not doing too badly, but Brazil is getting very close to being more
competitive in iron ore. We need, therefore, to be more positive about getting involved in
world markets.
Mr Thomas: There has been more increased productivity in that industry than in any other
industry. There has also been an increase in competitiveness.
Mr TRENORDEN: That is right, but that has not changed the fact that Brazil is becoming
more competitive. The decade of the new trendy promoted by the Government is over. We
must see a whole new attitude to the running of this State. We must become involved in the
tiger economies to our north. If we do not we will pay a terrible penalty. We all know what
will happen if high unemployment continues in this country. The next few months will be
abysmal for all Western Australians. There is no point in playing politics in that regent, all
of us have been touched by knowing someone who is unemployed. Many good people have
been burnt and others still have debts that they will never be able to pay off. Even more will
never get into the work force again. The motion deserves support.
MRS HENDERSON (Thomnlie - Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations)
[3.03 pmj: I support the amendment and reject the motion. Comments were made by
members of the Opposition about the need to free up the labour market. Everyone in this
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House agrees that Australian industry needs to become more competitive and that outdated
and inefficient work practices should be removed. However, only one Government in this
country has done anything about that. Only one Government in the history of this country
has systematically set about changing some of the outdated work practices and has sought to
come to an agreement with the crude union movement, which agreement has held strong and
fim for the eight years the Labor Governments have been in power around this country. It
has done chat in order to ensure structural efficiencies and productivity increases and to
change inefficient work practices one by one. Wage increases being linked to productivity
increases is without precedent in this country.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Did you support the wage case decision?
Mrs H-ENDERSON: I listened to the member and did not interrupt him. I ask the same for
me. This Government, in association with the Federal Government and ocher Labor
Governments, has abided by an enduring agreement with the trade union movement. That
has meant unprecedented low levels of industrial disputation. In fact, there have been
61 per cent fewer disputations during this Government's term of office than during the
previous Government's term of office. That is an enormous improvement in the levels of
industrial peace. However, far more important is the fact that the trade unions have, on
behalf of their members, agreed to systematically remove outdated work practices and
increase productivity, and wage increases have been based on those changes. This country
needs those changes in order to become internationally competitive. There has been a period
of unprecedented wage restraint in this country. In the past eight years, wage increases have
been kept below the level of inflation with the share of the gross national product going to
profits increasing from an historical all time low in September 1982. This Government has
sought to ensure that some of those profits were churned back into industry to improve
technology, to purchase more efficient plant and generally to increase the productivity and
competitiveness of our industry. Unfortunately, that has not happened to the extent we
hoped it would. The 1987 stock market crash showed that much of that money was going
into speculative investments as opposed to real investment in new plant and equipment.
This Government has done the hard work and supported structural efficiency and changes in
productivity. It has poured large amounts of our State Budget into training apprentices. It
has not talked about reducing youth wages as a short term way of increasing youth
employment.
An Opposition member interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: When that question arose in the State Industrial Relations Commission
only one company was prepared to come forward and say that if youth wages declined it
would be prepared to provide more jobs. In the end, companies were not prepared to give
that undertaking because they were not interested. They were interested in what we are
doing; that is, targeting wages to skill levels and providing incentives across industry to
increase skills and thereby increase wages.
[The member's time expired.]
MR COURT (Nedlands) f(3.08 pm]: We cannot support this amendment. We have debated
the unemployment figures in this State for one hour and members opposite have not referred
once to the 94 000 unemployed in this State. This Government's record is abysmal. It has
been in office for nearly 10 years and has done nothing except put this State into one of the
deepest recessions that we have seen for many years. Real wages are declining and
unemployment is still growing. The Government talks about improved productivity; it said
the State needs a strategy for increased productivity. Surely, after eight years it should have
got that right! We have record levels of unemployment in this country and in this State. The
Premier referred to the impact of that on individuals. Nobody needs to cell her that it has a
very severe impact on individuals. There was a perception among people that the Labor
Party stood for social equality and for those people who are disadvantaged. After almost a
decade in office the Government has created a new breed of disadvantaged people. Tens of
thousands of school leavers cannot find jobs. The reality is that, when it comes to social
justice, the Labor Party is a fraud. Members opposite say that they look after the working
people! All they have been interested in for eight years is greed and keeping themselves in
power at any price. That is their record. It is an absolute scandal that we have such a high
rate of unemployment in this State which is rich in natural resources and which has a
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relatively small population. The Government should be ashamed of itself and should admit
that it- has made mistakes, that it has got it wrong, and that it has been going in the wrong
direction. What about our quality of life? Whose figures does the Government use when it
refers to our quality of life? The Economic Planning and Advisory Council figures show that
Western Australia and Victoria have the greatest number of people in the lower 10 per cent
of income earners in Australia. If members opposite consider its measure of inequality - that
is the disparity of incomes between the top and bottom 10 per cent - they will find that
Western Australia has the highest inequality levels of any State. It should be the exact
opposite because this State has the opportunities to provide real jobs.
Mrs Beggs: It was much worse in 1982.
Mr COURT: Come off it! We do not want artificial employment schemes: This State
requires the private sector to be in a position where it wants to make new investments. This
financial year 169 projects have been delayed because of the approval process. The
Marandoo iron ore project cannot commence because of problems which should be solved by
this Government. This State has had declining levels of investment in industry, and when
that occurs it is natural to have rising levels of unemployment.
The Government says it is trying to do something to stimulate housing development. In this
State there has been a huge increase in the number of families who have been forced to sell
their homes because they can no longer afford the loan repayments. Once a person loses his
job he has great difficulty in meeting his housing repayments. Last year there was a
100 per cent increase in the level of forced home sales because the owners had financial
problems. That illustrates the social problems which have arisen in this community. It is an
absolute disgrace that members of the Labor Party - a party which purports to support the
working class people - speak on a motion about unemployment but do not recognise the huge
degree of pain being inflicted on the community because of the rising levels of
unemployment. The Government is doing nothing to encourage new levels of investment in
this State; it is doing everything possible to hinder it. The private sector should be
encouraged to invest in this State so that real jobs can be generated, as happened in the 1960s
and 1970s.

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

Ayes (24)

Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Leahy Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Marlborough Mr P.J. Smith
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr McGinty Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Gordon Hill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Ms Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr Read Mr Wilson
Dr Gallup Dr tLawrence Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Noes (23)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Cowan Mr Macinnon Mr Trenorden
Mr CJ. Barnett Mrs Edwarcies Mr McNee Dr Turnbull
Mr Bloffwitch Mr Grayden Mr Minion Mr Wait
Mr Bradshaw Mr House Mr Nicholls Mr Wiese
Mr Clarko Mr Kierath Mr Omodci Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mir Strickland

Pairs

Mr Taylor Mr Shave
Mr Troy Mr Mensamo
Dr Edwards Mr Fred Tubby

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

Ayes (24)

Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Leahy Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Marlborough Mr PJ. Smith
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr McGinty Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Gordon HI Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mr Donovan Mr Kobetke Mr Read Mr Wilson
Dr Gallop Dr Lawrence Mr Ripper Mrs Watkns (Teller)

Noes (23)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Cowan Mr Macainon Mr Trenorden
Mr CL, Barnett Mrs Edwardes Mr MeNee Dr Turnbull
Mr Bloffwiwch Mr Grayderi br Minson Mr Watt
Mr Bradslhaw NIT House Mr Nicholls Mr Wims
Mr Clarko Mr Kierath Mr Omodel Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Strickland

Pairs
Mr Taylor Mr Shave
Mr Troy Mr Mensaros
Dr Edwards Mr Fred Tubby

Amendment thus passed.
Motion, as Amended

Motion, as amended, put and passed.

BILLS (4) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Criminal Injuries Compensation Amendment Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr D.L. Smith (Minister for Justice), and read a first
time.

2. Nurses Bill
3. Medical Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Wilson (Minister for Health), and read a first
time.

4. Waterfront Workers (Compensation for Asbestos Related Diseases) Amendment
Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Henderson (Minister for Productivity and Labour
Relations), and rtad a first time.

MOTION - MT LESUEUR NATIONAL PARK
Creation Support

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Minister for the Environment) [3.25 pm]: I move -
That this House support the citation of the Mt Lesueur National Park on the
boundaries defined in the Environmental Protection Authority Bulletin No 460.

The unique natural qualities of Mt Lesuew- have been extolled by scientists almost since
Europeans first occupied Western Australia. The botanist James Drumnmond commented on
the outstanding plants of the region in 1850. Since then local, national and overseas
scientific authorities have called for the preservation of the area because of its conservation
values.
The Government has brought this issue before Parliament in keeping with its policy that the
declaration of national parks should be a matter for the Parliament of Western Austra
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This Parliament now has the historic opportunity to meet the expectations of the people of
this State, and of the international conservation and scientific community, by voting to create
the Mt Lesueur National Park. It is an opportunity for the Parliament to demonstrate on
behalf of Western Australia bipartisan vision in bequeathing to future generations this unique
area unspoiled. State Cabinets of 1976, 1983 and this year have endorsed recommendations
for preserving Mt. Lesucur. The time has come for action, now that the issue of coal deposits
in the proposed park has been resolved through public environmental assessment procedures,
and following the rejection by the State Energy Commission of Western Australia on
economic grounds of a proposal to site a power station there. The proposed 27 500 hectares
of Mt Lesueur National Park are 220 kcilometres north of Perth. Those calling for its
preservation include the Australian Academy of Science, the Environmental Protection
Authority, the Department of Conservation and Land Management, and the National Parks
and Nature Conservation Authority. The arguments for preserving its outstanding flora
conservation values, rugged landscapes and complex geological features are compelling.
They include -

Its exceptionally diverse flora represent 10 per cent of the State's known flora in
about 0.001 per cent of the State's area.
It ranks with the Stirling Range and Fitzgerald River National Parks as the most
significant areas for flora conservation in south western Australia. It has international
conservation significance.

Mr House: CALM did not think that when it put a match into the Stirling Range National
Park the other day.
Mr PEARCE: I take this opportunity to advise the member of the situation. The burn that
was carried out in the Stirling Range took out the whole of the walk track to Bluff Knoll
from the beginning to the end - that walk took me two hours to complete - in four minutes.
That is a very popular area and at any timie 300 or more people could be on that walk track.
If something had not been done about that area, can members imagine what would have
happened if a natural bushfir had occurred? Between 300 and 400 people on that walk track
would have had four minutes to get to safety but would have had nowhere to go. I
understand that CALM has received some criticism in connection with its burns but, if
300 people were burned to death while walkting along the Bluff Knoll track, the member for
Stirling would have called me all sorts of things, including murderer, for failing to take
measures to protect those people. Despite the controversy of the issue, no Minister
responsible for the Department of Conservation and Land Management could live with a
situation where the conditions in such an important public area could lead to the death of its
citizens.
Mr House: Does the same apply to the burn at Denbarker?
Mr PEARCE: The fir at Denbarker was not lit by CALM, but by a local brigade.
I continue with an outline of the features of the Mt Lesueur National Park.-

The Lesueur area contains 821 known species of flora, seven of which are declared
rare and endangered. A further 45 species, not yet described, have been recorded
only from this area, indicating that the list of rare and endangered species there could
be extended.
The Kwongan heath vegetation is one of the most species-rich floral types in the
world, comparable in species richness to tropical rainforests. The area over the Hil
River coal deposit supports one of the highest concentrations of floral species in the
world.
The proposed park supports a diverse range of animals and complex ecological
relationships as a result of the varied landscape and wide range of habitats in a
relatively small area.

Perhaps the most compelling of all arguments for preserving this area can be summarised.
thus: No area with similar conservation values exists anywhere else. I commend the motion
to the House.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.28 pm]: One of the most
difficult issues confronting society of late, and it has come to a head in the last decade, is
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striking a proper balance between development and the preservation of the natural
environment, and resolving the conflict that arises at times in these matters. Of course, this
State is not alone in its efforts to seek that balance, and in being caught sometimes in the
difficult situation of having to make decisions about whether to develop something or to lock
it away in a national park. On 8 May the Prime Minister - a person with whom I am sure the
Minister for the Environment will identify - declared that he was in a dilemma over that issue
with regard to Kakadu. He said chat he and the Federal Government faced a difficult choice
and that, even after all this time, he had not made up his mind on the matter. The question
confronting the House today is whether we are allowing for a sensible balance. I have
looked into this matter with some thoroughness since, when I was first elected to this place, I
was appointed Liberal Party spokesman for conservation and land management matters I
have made it my business to inquire into the conservation values of the Mt Lesueur area, to
the point where my party has made two visits to that area. On the first occasion we went
there as guests of the people who want the whole area to be declared a national park. They
showed us the areas which they believed were of particular value, and went to considerable
trouble to explain to us why they thought those areas were of value. On another occasion all
interested members of my party and the National Party went to the area as guests of CRA,
and we were shown what CRA thought was important about Mt Lesueur and why the
company believed not the whole area should be declared a national park. We on this side of
the House have given this issue a considerable amount of thought. The question that has
crossed my mind is whether we should be debating this issue at all. We have just debated a
motion about unemployment and the terrible situation that exists in Australia generally but in
this State in particular. I would have thought that as the declaration of an area as a national
park is a matter on which the Government must gazelle, and for which it must get the
approval of the Governor, there is no role for Parliament to play. Our time would be better
spent in discussing some development projects or some way that we could help those people
who are truly in trouble. No matter whal the Parliament may do, it is a question of what the
Government will decide to do and to what the Governor will agree - and I have no doubt he
will agree. It is a waste of the Parliament's time for us to be discussing this issue.
A number of things should be done before an area is declared a national park. One of those
things is to put in place a management plan. A costing for that management plan should
have been produced before this matter was discussed in the Parliament. We also need to ask
which parts of the Mt Lesceur area should be preserved and how best they can be preserved.
To answer that question we need to identify what use is made of that area now, how many
people go there, what people do when they go there, and whether declaring it a national park
would be the best way to preserve the area. There appears to be some confusion about the
issues in this case. I refer, first, to the "resolution of conflict" and "balancing the scales"
policies which are espoused by the Government and which state that the entire area for a
national park will be subject to resource assessment by geological survey by the WA
Government. That has not been done for the whole of the Mt Issueur area. The
Government geologists are supposed to do the field work and the desk studies to determine
whether the area has gas, oil, and mineral sands potential. We need to know that before we
will be in a position to make informed decisions about whether this area should be declared a
national park.
The Conservation and Land Management Act is quite nebulous about the definition of a
national park. However, section 56(l) is quite specific about the content of management
plans, and states -

A controlling body shall, in the preparation of proposed management plans for any
land, have the objective of achieving or promoting the purpose for which the land is
vested in it, and in particular management plans shall be designed -

To my knowledge no management plan exists for this proposed national park. I believe such
a plan should have been prepared and should have been tabled in this House before this
motion was moved. Section 56(1)(c) states -

in the case of national parks and marine parks, to fulfil so much of the demand for
recreation by members of the public as is consistent with the proper maintenance and
restoration of the natural environment, the protection of indigenous flora and fauna
and the preservation of any feature of archeological, historic or scientific interest;
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We do not see in this case any particular demand for recreation. In the case of nature
reserves, however, there is an intent to restore and maintain the natural environment and to
protect, care for and promote the study of indigenous flora and fauna. Probably the mast
important argument one could put forward for the declaration of the Mt Lesueur area as a
national park is not the value of it as a national park but the criteria that are espoused for a
nature reserve. However, I am prepared to accept that this is a very pleasant area, and for
that reason I do not particularly mind if the Government wants to call it a national park.
However, we must acknowledge that what we are really doing is trying to protect some
natural species. I have here some statistics which were given to me by a CRA geologist who
was consistently in the area of this park from 1981 to 1989. He stated that, in each year, his
exploration team would sight no more than three car loads of visitors. If we assume that
there were three or four people in each car, this is hardly an area that is widely used by the
public for recreation.
Dr Alexander: It is pretty difficult to get into that area.
Mr MINSON: That is true. It is significant that it was only when CRA built the moad that
there was any access into the area at all. In fact, there has been a considerable drive by
conservation groups to advertise the park and to promote it locally, and during 1989-90 and
until now there has been quite a lot of controversy about the area. The result was that over a
40 day period a total of six cars per day, with four people in each, visited the area; a total of
960 people. I understand that period included a school holiday period. We must ask whether
there is a case for declaring this area a national park. If we approached this issue as purists
we would have to say that a more appropriate classification would be a nature conservation
park; and we should bear that in mind as we develop this discussion. However, as I said
previously, we should not be discussing this issue at all because it is not up to this Parliament
to declare the area a national park. That can be done only by the Government, and in my
opinion it will be regardless of what we say.
Mr Pearce: No, it will not. We have made it clear in our national parks policy that no new
national parks will be created in this State without the approval of both Houses of
Parliament. Until the legislation is in the Parliament, we will bring before the Parliament
new proposals on which it must vote, and if those proposals are not accepted by both Houses
of the Parliament we will not proceed, even though we have the legal right to do so.
Mr MINSON: If the Government were really serious about getting the approval of the
Parliament it would be a good idea to bring the management plan to the Parliament, and to
answer questions such as: What does the Government believe will be the real use of the
national park? Will it be used for the conservation of flora and fauna species and perhaps not
so much for recreation? I know that some people go there for recreation and to look at the
flora and fauna but ther are a number of issues about which the Minister should make the
Parliament aware if he is going to seek Parliament's approval. All he is really doing today is
asking that we say yes, we want this to happen or no, we do not; but he is not really prepared
to give us any information on which we can make a balanced judgment. The only reason I
have any figures at all is that I have bothered to twice cake my own party to the areas to get
bath sides of the argument, and to do considerable research myself.
Mr Pearce: You could have rung me up, because the Department of Conservation and Land
Management has produced a paper, which was its submission to the Environmental
Protection Authority on its assessment of the coal mining power station proposal, which went
through all of these things in a very detailed way.
Mr MINSON: Has the Minister done a review as to whether there are gas and other minerals
underneath the park? In the interests of resolution of conflict and balancing the scales the
Minister gives the impression that he wants to do a full environmental audit of what is there,
what it is worth and what the destruction will be so that society - and I presume the
Parliament - can make a sensible judgment about it. However, I do not believe we should
have to ask for these things. They should be provided here as part of a process if the
Minister is really dinkumn about involving the Parliament. He should table those documents
and, after a suitable period for studying them, should be able to give some sensible comment
on information that has been gathered by public bodies such as the Environmental Protection
Authority.
What would happen if we did really and truly balance the scales on this occasion? Again I
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remind members that we have just finished a debate on whether we have a problem with
unemployment in this State and this country. If the Minister really wanted to balance the
scales in this situation he would have to admit that those coal reserves at Mt Lesneur are the
only significant reserves we know of north of Perth that are anywhere near civilisation at all.
We are talking about the preservation of some species of flora as being the most important
factor in this debate, but because there are no big trees and so on there I do not think many
visitors would go to that area. Quite franly, the track record in Western Australia and in
most other places is that people do not go bushwalking but rather drive right up on the
bitumen road, look at the trees, have a barbecue in the barbecue area and then go home.
Mt Lesueur is not that sort of area.
We must consider this proposal in the light of whether we will balance the scales. I do not
think we will use those coal reserves now - we do niot need to do so - and perhaps we never
will use them. However, they should not be put into a national park at this time, because we
are approaching a time of change in the political history of Western Australia, and perhaps
the next Parliament or the one after will be a Parliament where no party has a majority, either
in this House or in the Upper House, and in the future we may very well find it impossible to
unlock those reserves from the national park. It would be more sensible to excise the coal
deposits and to declare the rest of the area either a nature reserve or a national park. I believe
either would do, and I am happy enough to say that we will call it a national park even
though I think there will not be the true use made of that area that is traditionally made of
national parks.
To go down that track would be to protect the environment and to allow future development,
if ever it takes place. Personally, I doubt that it ever will. I believe that while the coal
deposit-there is large in volume it is nor of high caloric value, neither is it of low sulphur; so,
the way the world is going, we may not and probably will not require that coal. However,
we have seen some amazing technological advances in this country in the last quarter of a
century and the possibility exists for the future use of that deposit in a positive way which is
not as destructive to the environment and as contributory to greenhouse gases as is currently
the case. At the end of my speech I will move an amendment that will seek to increase the
area of the national park but will allow the excision of what I believe am very important coal
deposits.
I will refer to some of the flora in the Mt Lesueur area in order to bring the whole question of
the flora preservation into perspective. I have already made it clear that I believe - and most
of the people to whom I have spoken agree with me - that the crux of the issue of Mt Lesueur
is whether we should preserve some fairly rare species of flora. I want to place a few facts
on the record.
The park area has a high diversity of plants, approximately 800 species. About 10 per cent
of the Western Australian species are represented there. It is true that Mt Lesueur is the
focus of maximum diversity and it gets less as one radiates away from Mt Lesueur itself.
The coal leases as they now exist represent plants of most of the species. Some seven
species have been made contentious because of the coal reserves, and of these seven - and
these are quite significant - one of them is not on the coal reserves. Of the rest, about
10 per cent of Banksia wricuspis in the proposed park are on coal leases. There are about
20 000 or more specimens in the park area. This species rapidly regrows along disturbed
tracks; that is, it is a good coloniser and will spread rather than decrease with use of the park.
Apparently that has not been mentioned. As to Hakea megalosperma, 10 per cent of those
plants are on the coal leases. The numbers are unknown but apparently, from work done to
date that I have been able to gather, the population numbers in the thousands. Fifty per cent
of Asrrolezsia drurnondii are on the coal leases. This plant is a small white-flowered shrub
which grows on sandstone outcrop in the proposed park area. It also grows on sand plain at
Cataby. The other 50 per cent are in the park but completely separate from the coal leases
and would not be threatened by the use of those coal leases. The numbers of T/zetymiera
ste/iota are poorly known but it is well known to have widespread patchy distribution
throughout the park and apparently other pants of the Dandaragan area.
We should not expect disaster if those coal deposits were used. My amendment will seek to
excise those coal leases from the proposed national park. I could agree to not excising them
if the area of Mt Lesueur truly represented the criteria for a national park, but I do not believe
it does. I believe its declaration as a different type of conservation area would be more
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appropriate. While I am happy enough to agree to the suggestion of a national park we must
bear in mind that Mt Lesueur does not really meet the criteria for a national park and
therefore we could, in declaring it a national park, quite legitimately excise the areas of coal
deposits. The 'balance the scales" policy has not been followed in the manner in which this
issue has been handled. We are debating the competence of the Minister and the
Governiment in the handling of this matter, and this could have been done in a far better way.

Amendment to Motion
Mr MINSON: I move -

To add the following words to the motion -

And that:
(a) consistent with the Lawrence Government's policy to allow mining in

other national parks such as D'Entrecasteaux and Rudall River, the
areas described in the attached and containing the southern coal
reserves are excised;

(b) the House also notes that the Prime Minister, as late as 8 May 1991,
acknowledges a similar position over mining in Kakadu and makes it
clear that he has not ruled out such a mining venture;

(c) if a future generation requires the coal to be extracted -

(i) all rehabilitation must be guaranteed; and
(ii) all flora/fauna at the site regarded as being rare or endangered

shall be gathered and stored in a genetics bank for future
replanting and propagation, thus ensuring their long term
survival;

in the intervening years, excised areas are to be placed under a special
protective covenant. In the event that mining does not take place, the
first call on these excised areas shall be for them to be incorporated
into Mt Lesueur National Park;

(d) the size of the Mt Lesueur National Park be expanded by
approximately 25 per cent by the inclusion of the nearby Coomallo
Reserve (as described in "Conservation Reserves for Western
Australia, 1976'), intended for creation as a national park but not acted
upon by the current State Government; and further that sufficient of
the CRA farm located between Mt Lesueur and Comallo be acquired,
by negotiation, to allow one continuous national park to be formed by
Mt Lesueur and Coomallo; and

Incidentally, the CRA farm has indicated that it will smile on a proposal for a substantial
amount of the farm to be included in the national park.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! It is not clear whether the member is
formally moving an amendment or arguing in support of it.
Mr Pearce: It was written by Tolstoy.
Mr MINSON: The amendment has three lines to go.
Mr Pearce: He is on the third volume.
Mr MINSON: The other pages are the addendum. Continuing the amendment -

(e) before cuffing off the Shires of Dandaragan and Coorow from their
gravel supplies (which lie within the proposed national park) the
Government enter into an agreement with them to guarantee
alternative supplies at comparable costs.

I would like to table the attached addendum to the amendment, Mr Acting Speaker, which
identifies the boundaries mentioned within the amendment.
Members following me will speak to this amendment; however, I am concerned that we are
wasting our time and we should not be debating this matter at all. We should be debating
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matters of greater importance. The Government is playing games with this matter, which is
evident in the fact that we are debating it today. It does not reflect well on the Government if
it is prepared to waste the time of this House when the issue could be handled in another
way.
I rake into account the Minister's comments that these matters should be brought to the
Parliament and that further national parks should not be created without the agreement of the
Parliament. However, it is not realistic to expect this House, or any other House, to make
reasonable and sensible judgments on matters without being provided with all the pertinent
information. This is a cynical exercise by the Government, and it should not waste the time
of the House in this way.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! A number of matters need to be clarified.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is moving an amendment which has the effect of
adding a page of words to the motion. He has also submitted what he referred to as "a
schedule" which be seeks to table. That is not possible; however, the member could leave it
on the Table for the information of members for the balance of the day's sitting. However,
before making such an agreement, it is necessary to know whether the schedule should be
regarded as part of the amendment or whether it is separate. If it is part of the amendment, it
will be necessary for the member to read it.
Mr MINSON: I would like to incorporate the addendum in Hansard. Mr Acting Speaker,
you drew my attention to the tedious nature of the amendment, and this would be
exacerbated if I read out the proposed boundaries.
The ACiNG SPEAKER: I am advised that that is in order.
[The material in appendix A was incorporated by leave of the House.]
[See p. 1843,1
MR McNEE (Moore) [3.56 pm]: I second the amendment to the motion. Mt Lesueur is in
my electorate, so I have more than a passing interest in the subject and I am very aware of
the feelings of people on both sides of this issue.
I have worked the land all of my life, and I could not be accused of not having a love for the
land and all it produces. I have probably done as much as anyone in this House to ensure
that our land stays in its present condition so that it can be enjoyed for many years to come.
A love of the land involves more than living under a tin roof so that one can hear the rain
fall, although some people seem to think otherwise. Along with many of my colleagues, I
have had to put my money where my mouth is on conservation issues. However, some of
that money has been wasted because the technology used was not correct. A great deal of
technology, which has involved hype and hysteria, has failed, yet some of us have invested
money in conservation projects because of our love for the land.
Although technology may not be available for use today on coal reserves, who is to say that
such technology will not exist in another 20 or 30 years' time? If they so desire, rock lobster
fishermen in my electorate can return to the same spot on the ocean day after day as a result
of technology. Technology is improving constantly. To say that in 20 or 30 years
technology will not be around shows an absolute misunderstanding of life. Some time ago
when I was in the Eastern States I stood in a place where, right beneath my feet in the Hunter
River valley, $400 million worth of coal had been mined. The botanist apologised because
the pasture was not as good as was desirable, although the Hereford cattle were knee deep in
clover and grasses. The pasture was much better than areas which had never been touched,
which was a tribute to the achievements of the people involved and to technology. Of
course, everyone can ask about damage to that site or this site; we all know and understand
what happened to many sires. It is tremendously important that we use the expertise
available nlow and prevent those situations recurring.
Farming, fishing, timber development and mining are part of Western Australia's very
existence. Someone said in a previous debate that today 94 000 people in Western Australia
are unemployed. Unless we are very careful jobs in Australia will be a rare and endangered
species! A fine balance must be kept between development and jobs. If farmers had their
chance to clear the land again, they would do it differently. When we were clearing the last
remnants of vegetation on a big scale, technology was changing. At the rime that I was
involved, wider breaks were being left along roads and on boundaries and more attention was
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paid to shelter belts being left. That was done not because somebody from the Government
said it should be done, but because of a technique which had resulted from technological
development. In earlier times the rule was chat farmers had to clear the land from fence to
fence or they would not receive their title deeds. That rule did not acknowledge technology,
but perhaps technology was not available at that rime. One does not know what is around the
corner.
Last Friday evening I attended a dinner in Goomnalling hosted by Alcoa of Australia Ltd
which, to its credit, is spending $5 million in the Avon catchment during the next five years.
We need to marry the expertise and wealth of mining companies to the expertise of people in
the various conservation fields to improve our position. That can be done quite easily. The
Alcoa dinner marked the opening of the program of control for the Gabbyquoiquoi
catchment group which is a positive step. Stand up members who know where they can
obtain $5 million - a significant amount - over five years. Problems arise when people who
talk about mining companies do not refer to the positive achievements of those companies.
Unfortunately mining conjures up a vision of holes and huge profits. I suspect that in the
same way that I have a love of the land, my mining colleagues and the people in the mining
industry also have a love of the land. If that were not the case, no-one would condemn them
more than 1. I will ensure they treat the land in the way in which it deserves to be treated.
It is interesting that the same company makes a tremendous contribution to employment and
to repaying some of Western Australia's horrific debt. More importantly, it keeps people
paying the mortgages on their homes and the loans on their cars and enables them to enjoy
the standard of living to which they have become accustomed. The direction in which this
country is going must be examined very closely. Members should make no mistake about
the fact that we are perilously close to bankruptcy. Western Australia's position must be
assessed. If that is not done, not only will the Government fail the present community, but
also futre generations. It is not easy to admit that something cannot be done. I understand
how people who feel strongly about issues could take that stand. However, it is unwise to
create a situation which makes it more difficult to unlock a reserve in the future. A reserve
of anything is a resource, and in this country we have many resources. Australia has been
wrongly called the lucky country; I think somebody tried to say the other day it was the
clever country. Australia is not a lucky country; it happens to have fertile, but fragile, soil;
resources in the oceans, and minerals and timber on the land. Those resources were brought
together and developed and that turned Australia into a lucky country. Unfortunately, during
the development of those resources some mistakes were made because access to technology
was not available. If that technology is used today - it is of paramount importance that it is -
the State's development will know no bounds. It is important that people know that those
things are done; technology must be developed; and greater resources should be put into
development of those technologies. That in itself will create some desperately needed jobs.
A young unemployed lad to whom I gave a lift on the way to Parliament this morning told
me that he would appreciate having a job in some field. He said he was sick of looking for
jobs which are not available. We must unlock and unleash the resources which will provide
jobs. The creation of Mt Lesueur National Park locks a gravel reserve away from the people
of Dandaragan. That may not seem very important, but it is important if one is a ratepayer of
the Dandaragan Shire because the maintenance of the Cockleshell Valley Road is an
impossible task without the gravel reserves. Traffic on the road is reasonably dense,
especially going to and from the schools. The Government is penalising some people by
denying the Dandaragan Shire access to a resource. Many of the people involved are
agricultural people who are financially under the hammer as a direct result of the Federal
Government's misguided financial policies. They are under tremendous pressure and this
Government proposes to put them under more pressure,
I spent 16 years in local government and I know what it means when a council does not have
a ravel resource. In fact, the council in which I was involved, on the advice of the shire
clerk, purchased gravel reserves to ensure that it always had access to reserves for future
developments. Members must understand that the further that resource is from the road
construction or maintenance, the more costly that construction or maintenance becomes
because not only are bigger trucks needed, but also more of them are needed. That is
important because each time one of those eight-wheeled trucks is purchased it increases our
overseas debt a little. We should think carefully before we purchase even one six-wheeled
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truck because that is the only way that we will get out of this interminable mess. We cannot
continue with the ridiculous economic situation that this Government has foisted upon us. It
is therefore a nonsense to suggest that those people should forfeit that gravel reserve. They
are in no position to do that. It is also a nonsense to foist that decision upon the Shire of
Dandaragan. We have gone to great lengths in our amendment to ensure that all
rehabilitation is guaranteed and that endangered flora and fauna at the site is gathered and
stored in a genetic bank.
Mr Pearce: The only question you would ask about a genetic bank is, 'What is the interest
rate?"
Mr McNEE: At least I would have the intelligence to consider the interest rate. The Leader
of the House does not have the intelligence to know what interest rates are about because if
he had one scintilla of commonsense or decency, he would take his rotten Government and
walk out because it has wrecked Western Australia. A total of 94 000 people are
unemployed in this State. What sort of record is that? The Leader of the House talks about
interest rates! I believe that suggestion is very sound and highly practical. It will certainly
help us to preserve rare and endangered species. No-one wants to see them lost. It is a
challenge for us all and for the people following us to grab hold of that technology and
develop it, just as Western Australia was developed fronm a wilderness to a stage where it
now provides a very high standard of living. That was achieved by developing new
technologies and by using the people involved in the various industries.
Members have referred to the number of national parks established under this Government.
A total of nine parks which comprised a couple of million hectares were established under
the Court and O'Connor Governments. There have been small additions to that in recent
times. However, the people who really established national parks in Western Australia were
Sir Charles Court and Ray O'Connor when they were Premiers. Our party's record is a good
one and this Government has pretended in this matter as it has pretended in many other
matters.
I support the amendment moved by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. My colleagues and
I are completely aware of both sides of the situation. However, we need to maintain the
ability to use our resources and it would not be in the best interests of Western Australia to
lock them away. If we carefully lay down stringent rules to develop new technologies, in
20 or 30 years' time we will be able to enjoy the benefits of those new technologies, in
relation not only to national parks but also to the resources they contain. I support the
amendment.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! I will leave the Chair until the ringing of
the bells so that the Clerks can meet with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to make
changes to the amendment.

Sitting suspended from 4.17 to 429 pm
Amendrnen, as Altered

MR MINSON (Greenough - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.29 pm]: I seek leave of
the House to alter the amendment I have moved to the motion as follows -

Insert after the word "attached" in paragraph (a) the word "schedule"; and
delete paragraph (b).

Leave granted.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): I draw the attention of members, as the Speaker
has done in the past, to the need to make sure that amendments are produced in a form with
which Hansard can deal, and which can be incorporated both within the proceedings of the
House and in Hansard. If this is not complied with, the business of the House becomes
disorderly and the task of Hansard is made very difficult,
MR WIESE (Wagin) [4.30 pm]: This situation creates a feeling of deja vu for me as it was
only on 6 November last year that I introduced a Bill to establish the Mt Lesueur National
Park. I can assure the House that my opinions and intentions in relation to this national park
have not changed since then; nor have those of the National Party. It is unfortunate that we
are discussing this motion 15 or 16 years too late. In the 1960s and early 1970s a series of
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reports was prepared on reserves and other areas of this State to ascertain what should be
done with them. After this area in the Mt Lesueur region was assessed a strong
recommendation was made that all reserves comprising the area around Mt Lesueur be
incorporated into a single reserve to become a national park. Had that been done in those
days we would not be facing the difficult situation we have faced in the last couple of years;
Mt Lesueur would have been a national park and today's situation would not have arisen.
Had Mt Lesucur been set aside as a national park I do not believe that the exploration which
identified coal in the area and which was followed by CRA's going into the area and
spending an enormous amount of money to drill extensively to prove up the quality and
quantity of coal available would have occurred. That was unfortunate. Nevertheless, it has
been done and we are now aware that substantial coal reserves exist in the Mt Lesueur area.
That may not ultimately be a bad thing because the coal will remain. We cannot say that of
the present Government, which will go eventually. When that happens the policies espoused
at present which preclude any mining or exploration of the area may no longer be in place.
The National Party believes strongly that the recommendations of the Bailey report in
relation to mining and exploration in national parks should be adopted by the Government of
Western Australia. If those policies were put in place in future those coal reserves would not
remain locked away forever, which people in this State seenm to believe will be the case.
Those coal reserves may well be mined at a future stage. I have no doubt that as technology
improves the coal reserves under this proposed national park will be able to be extracted
without destroying the whole region. That cannot be said about the proposals which were
put before the community of Western Australia in relation to the Hill River deposits and the
proposal to establish coal mining and a power station in that area.
We need to look at the origins of this debate. The Mt Lesueur area was identified by lames
Drummond when he walked through it in the 1840s and 1850s. He identified it as something
special which should be put aside for the enjoyment of future generations. In 1947,
100 years later, Charles Gardner, the Government botanist of the time, proposed that the
Mt Lesueur area should be a national park. The Australian Academy of Science identified
the area in 1962 as being of special significance. Later a couple of studies were done of the
area by the conservation through reserves committee which recommended that the whole of
the area should be an A class reserve. In 1976 that recommendation was endorsed by the
Environmental Protection Authority. Mt Lesucur and its region have been identified as
special and the country should be set aside for the enjoyment of future generations.
Previous speakers have referred to the need for a commitment to a future national park in the
Mt Lesueur area which will be managed in such a way that it will not be destroyed and so
that the beauty of the area including its flora will be available for future generations. CALM
has a strong obligation to ensure that the Mt Lesueur National Park is managed in such a way
that there will be no destruction of the area by fire, dieback or uncontrolled access by people.
If we do not proceed with the proposal to create the Mt Lesueur region as a national park I do
not believe we can guarantee that those things will not happen. There will be, and at the
moment there is, no fire management control of the area. There is little management of the
area to ensure that tieback, which occurs in a couple of isolated places in the park, will not
spread. There will be no guarantee that uncontrolled access into the area will not occur. For
that reason, once we declare Mt Lesueur a national park, there will be a strong obligation on
the Department of Conservation and Land Management to ensure that funds and resources
are available to manage the park in the way such an important area of land needs to be
managed.
The amendment before us endeavours to address the problems which have been identified by
people in the community in relation to the setting aside of the whole Mt Lesueur area into a
national park. I do not support the amendment because I do not believe that the perceived
problems in fact exist. My major fear is that if the total Mt Lesueur area is not declared a~
national park we will not safeguard those mining leases from being mined. I am absolutely
sure that if we exclude the mining leases from the national park, within 12 or 18 months we
will be facing a proposal to mine in those areas. If I were CRA, I would be doing that myself
to establish a mine. I would be starting die process and staking a claim. I do not believe that
that should be allowed to happen, but if we exclude that Crown land, if we exclude the
Gairdner block and the Mintaja-Cadda block from the national park, that is what will happen.
I am equally sure that the proposal will not be to establish an underground mine; as was the
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case with the ill River coal mine and power station project, it will be an open cut mine. I
wonder whether people have stopped to think what the result would be if an open cut mine
were established in that area. The proposal put forward by CPA and detailed in the
environmental review and managemenc plan - and I speak solely of the Crown land areas
because the ocher two areas to the north are not included in this debate - was basically chat
the Gairdner block and the Mintaja-Cadda block would both be developed as open cut
mining operations. The ultimate proposal would have involved a hole of something more
than 100 to 130 metres deep - an extremely deep hole; as deep as anything in the Collie area.
The overburden coming out of those areas would be heaped on some of the remaining Crown
land.
To get some idea of what we are caking about, I need to put a few things on the record. Thai
proposal would have involved the moving of 470 million cubic metres of overburden, and a
great deal of that would have been dumped out of the actual mine pit onto Crown land. The
proposal involved building the overburden heaps in steps of 20 metres high, eventually
finishing up with two enormous dumps of overburden. The first would have a height of
280 metres, which is the same height as the ridge to the south of the area. To give some idea
of the perspective, Mt Lcsueur is 313 metres high, so the overburden dump would have been
only 33 metes, or about 100 feet, lower than Mt Lesueur itself. The dumps themselves
would have been somewhere in the vicinity of 60 to 80 metres high. The dump on the
Cairdner block would have covered an area of approximately two kilometres by two
kilometres at the base; that is about 1 000 acres. The top of that dump would have been
about 1.5 kilometres by one kilometre; an area of more than 300 acres. The Mintaja-Cadda
dump would have been larger; it would have covered about 1 500 acres, or three kilometres
by two kilometres. It would have had two peaks covering an area, as near as can be worked
out, a little less than the Gairdner dump. They would have been absolutely enormous dumps.
I do not believe that anyone could realistically guarantee that mining that area of Crown land,
as was proposed at the time and will undoubtedly be proposed in the future - an area which
has been recommended for conservation for at least 30 years; one could go back to
Dmummond's rime and say it was 130 or 140 years - would not completely despoil and alter
the area. In addition the open cut mining proposal for the Gairdner area involved going into
the Cockleshell Cully area, which would have been completely destroyed. It would have
become part of the mine pit or the overburden dump. That is the reason I have been so
strongly opposed to the mining of that area, and remain so to this day. In future we will no
doubt develop the technology to be able to get into that area from underground and with
different, new technology, we will be able to extract the coal.
I state again as strongly as I can that in excluding the mining tenements from the Mt Lesueur
national park we will endanger the future of the whole area, because by implication we will
be giving the green light to proposals which will undoubtedly come in the near future to mine
in the Mt Lesueur area. That would completely destroy the area. The amendment should not
be supported.
DR ALEXANDER (Perth) [4.48 pm]: I support the motion before the House, but I am
strongly opposed to the amendment. Only a week ago I thought the new green alliance
between the Independents and the Liberal Party would not last long. Members on the other
side of the House last week or the week before, when we were discussing the matter of the
preservation of the Hepburn Heights bushland, were accused of being "born again greenies".
Those accusations might have been correct, because today we see a chance for the Liberal
Party to prove its environmental credentials. And what does it do? It comes up with a
complete political stunt. The amendment is an extraordinary misuse of Parliament. In
moving the amendment, the member for Greenough accused the Government of wasting the
Parliament's time with this motion. That was a total misstatement. In fact these sorts of

-debates should take place more often in Parliament. For the Liberal Party to suggest that
time is being wasted by discussing an issue which is crucial to the future development of this
State - not specifically Mt Lesucur, but generally - is extraordinary.
Mr C.J. Barnett: We missed you in that debate.
Dr ALEXANDER: I deliberately abstained because I believe the House was playing party
politics, as members opposite are doing with this amendment.
Mr Minson: This is a serious amendment.
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Dr ALEXANDER: It does not seem to be serious to me. I was surprised to hear the member
for Moore second the motion. Of course, the area is in his electorate. I have been lobbied on
this issue by more landowners from the member for Moore's constituency in the past
two years than on any other issue. The member may live to regret some of the statements he
made in this House this afternoon. I cannot imagine that he will pick up the votes or retain
the votes of members of the farming community in chat area.
Mr Macinnon: More credit to his voting as he sees fit.
Dr ALEXANDER: Fair enough. However, the farmers in the area are firmly opposed to the
excision of even a small piece of land for CRA proposals. That is the message I have
received strongly and solidly. At their invitation, I visited the area about 18 months ago with
a few of my then colleagues in Government. I was extremely impressed by what I saw. Like
most Perth based people, I have driven to CGeraldton and back many times and have seen the
magnificent landscape in the distance - never stopping to have a closer look at it. The
member for Greenough said that hardly anyone visits it compared to other national parks -
first, it is not a national park yet and, second, chat is hardly surprising. When people travel
past the area, apart from seeing the magnificent land forms there are no information signs or
any suggestion of the jewel waiting to be discovered were one to get off the major road.
Mir Minson: The member is not taking into account what I said regarding this being a waste
of time. I made the point that if the Minister had done what he should have done and brought
in a management plan, and supplied the relevant information, we could debate the matter.
We could make sensible comments on the matter. However, we have not been provided with
the information. That is the reason this debate is a waste of time.
Dr ALEXANDER: That is where I believe the member is wrong. Most people have the
information. This issue has been widely canvassed in the community. I have been a member
of a group called Lesueur Forum which produced, as an example, this pamphlet on the issue.
Many other pamphlets have been produced. I expect, like the member, that I have been
deluged by information from all sides, including CRA Exploration Pty Ltd. There is no
shortage of information on my rile on Mt Lesueur - even without going out to collect it. It
arrives in the mail system every day. For anyone interested in the issue, ample information is
available.
The point about the management plan is well taken. There is a need for a management plan.
If the area becomes a national park, and I certainly hope it does, one matter which is crucial
is to work out where access should be improved for members of the public and where it
should be restricted. I understand that the Department of Conservation and Land
Management is formulating a management plan. Perhaps that plan should have been
produced in Parliament at the same time as the legislation.
Mr Pearce: Under the Conservation and Land Management Act, the boundaries are worked
out before gazettal. That should be considered in terms of legislation.
Dr ALEXANDER: Maybe that should be considered. I would not like to see the motion
held up because we do not have a management plan before us. Every national park that has
been gazetted has a management plan or will have a management plan drawn up. As the
Minister suggests, there will not be any difference in this case. Public access to the area is
restricted, unless on foot or in a four wheel drive vehicle. If the area is to be more accessible
to tourists and those people interested in looking at the landscape it must be carefully
managed.
Mr Minson: One question which has not been answered when making the area more
accessible is what the spread of dieback has been. These are the things to which we should
have access. They cannot be considered by special interest groups such as CRA and
conservation groups. They should be considered by an unbiased Government body. The
information should be made available to us so that we can debate the issue. That is the
reason we should receive this information.
Dr ALEXANDER: I believe that the Opposition is using the amendment, which does not
seem to mention a management plan, as an excuse to call for the excision of the area. I can
understand that politically because in many ways the Government has itself to blame for the
amendment. In so-called balancing the scales, the Government has gone too far in favour of
the mining interests. In other words, through current Government policy the possibility
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exists for some national parks to be explored and/or mined. My view, and that of the
conservation movement generally and of most people in the community, is that national
parks should be set aside for the purpose of conservation and recreation. Any proposal to
explore and/or mine in national parks or nature reserves is a total contradiction in terms. The
Government has gone too far in its current policy and many members of the public agree
with that criticism of the current Government policy. One could argue that the Government
laid the ground work for this sort of suggestion for an excision because it is proposed to
excise part of D'Entrecasteaux National Park in the south west, some of Haniersicy Range
National Park in the Pilbara, and some of Rudall River in the Kimberley. In some ways, that
is a separate question but it is related because the Liberal Party is saying. "Let us excise a bit
of this proposed national park before it is gazetted."
Mr Minson: Don't forget we will add to the whole area.
Dr ALEXANDER: That could be added anyway without excising this area. Can the
member imagine the magnificent landscape, as the member for Wagin has stated, with an
open cut coal mine and a huge amount of overburden in front of it? What would that do for
the quality of the national park?
Mr Minson: Has the member talked to CRA about the proposed mining methods?
Dr ALEXANDER: I have read CRA documents and I have not been convinced by them.
Mr Minson: They had an acceptable plan where there would be only one pit at the end of the
area, and that would be on the CRA farm and the rest would be filled in. The overburden
would be put back and the area completely restored, It was a very good effort. I am not
playing politics; I am totally serious.
Dr ALEXANDER: I cannot agree. Any mine that would create overburden, however
temporary, is wrong. Look at the Collie system. Not much has happened in the way of
restoration around the open cut mine area there. I suspect the same would happen here.
Even if in future the methods of rehabilitation and future technology are improved, the issue
should be considered in the future - not now. The whole area proposed to be gazetted
deserves to be part of the national park - probably including the area mentioned in the
amendment. But that is the only part of the amendment that I could support.
The question of gravel supplies, as I understand from the conservation movement, is a bit of
a red herring. While it is an important issue for the shires, I understand that CALM is
negotiating with the shires over continuing temporary access to the gravel resources until
acceptable alternatives can be found. That is a reasonable compromise. That suggests that
the problem is more apparent than real. However, the motion should be strongly supported.
The fact that an amendment of this sort is before the House at all illustrates the weakness of
Government policy in saying that we will protect 57 of the State's 60 national parks, but in
the case of the other three we might open the door. Already we have a nomination to open
that door.
The National Party is to be commended for putting a much more balanced argument on this
issue than did the Liberal Party. I wonder what the member for Riverton - who is
unfortunately about to leave the Chamber - thinks about the Liberal Party's amendment.
Like me, he presented a huge number of petitions on behalf of the conservation movement
last year. When I went to Lesueur Forum meetings I was told that the member for Riverton
is very good on the conservation issue. I was told that he had presented petitions for the
movement; that he supported its case; and spoke at a public meeting last year when the
Minister for the Environment committed the Government to serious consideration of the
national park issue. The member for Riverton said, "Yes, that's a good idea, let's make
Mt Lesueur a national park." Where is he now?
Mr C.J. Barnett: Where were you on unemployment, that is the biggest issue in this House?
Dr ALEXANDER: Unemployment?
Mr Kierath: Where were you today when you were needed?
Dr ALEXANDER: I was not going to support the member for Cottesloe's philosophy. I do
not support deregulation of the labour market as an answer to unemployment.
Mr C.J. Barnett: There are 94 000 unemployed.
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Dr ALEXANDER: Unemployment is a serious problem, but neither the member's motion
nor the Government's amendment would have solved the problem. I had no choice but to
abstain. Incidentally, an Independent has no chance to speak on matters of public
importance.
Mr Kierath: You didn't even come into the Chamber.
Dr ALEXANDER: I abstained deliberately.
The ACTNG SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order!
Mr Thompson: An Independent has two choices - to either abstain in those circumstances or
to gobble up all the available time; that is, until the Parliament gives us some time of our
own.
Dr ALEXANDER: Hear, hear!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! We were doing very well maintaining order in this
debate. We have now digressed into a debate about unemployment, which members on my
left only just managed to relate to the motion at hand in earlier speeches. We have gone
from there into the question of how Independents are to be accommodated in matters of
public importance which certainly has nothing to do with this debate.
Dr ALEXANDER: I will return to the question of Mt Lesueur. If the Opposition is
attempting to argue that this is an employment based issue, that is spurious as well because it
is quite clear from recent Government decisions that alternative deposits are available. A
coal fired power station is not the answer, but that is another issue. This proposal to create a
national park is well worthy of support. Regrettably the Government has laid the ground
work to excise an area of national park, and I dread the day when Parliaments in the future
will be excising bits of national park all over the State as a result of this recently adopted
Government policy. A national park, once a national park, should stay a national park. As a
matter of interest, one of my kids was doing a project on conservation and we went to the
dictionary and encyclopaedias for a definition of a national park. Those books made it quite
clear that national parks were put in the conservation estate in perpetuity. For people to
come in here and suggest that an area should be excised from a national park, present or
future, is a total contradiction in terms, and it is not surprising that public opinion strongly
opposes the idea of mining in national parks. Either an area is put aside for conservation, or
it is not. In this case the area definitely deserves to be put aside for conservation.
Alternative sources of mineral are available, which are of much better quality and which are
much cleaner environmentally, so that argument cannot be counted as serious.
This debate is interesting because it illustrates something of the dilemma that faces this State
in seeking to encourage economic development. While I strongly support the conservation
movement in its opposition to mining in national parks and nature reserves, there is a danger
that every new development proposal will be opposed on environmental grounds. The time
has come when the Parliament must debate this issue of sustainable development more
seriously than it has to date. At the moment, as each project comes along there is a huge
debate about whether it wiUl increase the economic welfare of the State, and somehow the
conservation agenda gets put back one further step. If this amendment is passed the danger
is that conservation of national parks in the future would be seriously compromised. I hope
that the Parliament will not support this amendment. In the upper House I urge the Liberal
Party to perhaps rethink these issues. The environment versus development is an important
issue, but in some cases the line must be drawn. I would like to see it drawn much more
directly in favour of conservation interests right across the State. We must look to forms of
development that are outside of the conventional neoclassical economic framework of which
the member for Cottesloe is so fond. Perhaps the State's future should not rely quite so
heavily on resource development as we have all been led to believe. Of coume the mining
industry is important to this State; it always has been and always will be, but my observation
of the situation in the past 10 years is that the mining lobby. by taking up the cudgels on
behalf of development, has compromised Aboriginal and conservation interests and is in
danger of compromising the whole quality of life that we enjoy in this State. In other words,
there is a point at which mining must be reckoned with and must be confined to certain areas
of the State where environmental damage is not a risk. The risk is so high that if coal mining
ever went ahead adjacent to the Mt Lesueur area or in the proposed national park, the
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qualities of the environment for which that area is justly famous would be totally destroyed,
and the credentials of Western Australia as an environment where people can still enjoy
some quality, albeit diminishing in certain respects, would be destroyed forever.
MR PEARCE (Armadale -Minister for the Environment) [5.06 pm]: I thank the
Independent member for Perth and the National Party for their support of this motion. I
express some disappointment in the attitude of the Liberal Party in this regard. Some of us
who have an interest in the Mt Lesucur matter have seen the battle inside the Liberal Party
between the member for Nedlands and the member for Riverton. The member for Nedlands
has always taken the view that if this area, or any other area, can be mined it should be dug
up; and the member for Riverton in a range of public forums has expressed substantial
support for the Mt Lesucur National Park.
Mr Court: Before the Minister for the Environment goes any further and makes a foal of
himself: The Minister and his Government wanted to mine this area and put a power station
there, so how can the Minister now say such a thing? The Premier has given a commitment
to the company involved in support of its proposal to put a coal mine there.
Dr Lawrence: I have never spoken to them on the question.
Mr PEARCE: That is absolute rubbish. When the expressions of interest were called for the
power station proposal, and one was put in for this area, we took the very proper view that
the proper process should be gone through.
Dr Lawrence: They got no encouragement from me.
Mr PEARCE: A lot of people put a lot of pressure on us to declare the Mt Lesueur National
Park in advance of the settlement of that process, and we refused absolutely to do it. That
process has gone through; SECWA decided not to go ahead with the power station on
economic grounds and the Environmental Protection Authority reported against the mine
proposal on environmental grounds. We accepted both of those recommendations and once
those matters were cleared from the table we moved to create a national park. It is a fact that
the member for Riverton has been indicating in a number of public and private forums that
the Liberal Party, or at least sections of it including the member himself, was sympathetic
to - as the member for Perth said - this area becoming a national park. I will watch with
great interest to see how the member for Riverton votes on this matter.
Mr Minson: Is it true that the Deputy Premier had a chapter excised from the CALM report
about this whole area?
Mr PEARCE: No, it is not true.
Mr Minson: You people badly wanted to have a power station there and you worked very
hard towards that.
Mr PEARCE: I have personally been bombarded by letters from CRA claiming that I have
not shown any interest in having a power station or a mine on this particular site and,
furthermore, that public statements made by me have subverted the proper process.
Mr Court: Are you saying that your Government did not encourage a company to open a
coal mine and a power station?
Mr PEARCE: Yes, I am saying that. When the company put in a proposal -

Mr Court: That is totally dishonest.
Mr PEARCE: It is not totally dishonest. We said that should go through a process and that it
should be evaluated. We said we would hold up making a decision until that process had
gone through. That has gone through -

Mr Court: They were officially selected to make one of the four submissions as part of the
tender process to build a new power station.
Mr PEARCE: I am sure that the member for Nedlands is a little more informed about the
tender process than he purports to be in the course of this discussion. We called for
expressions of interest in a power station, full stop! One of the proposals put forward was
the HIll River proposal. The Government told the Opposition to put forward a proposal and
the Government had placed in the in nray a proposition to make that area a national park.
The Government has not yet made a decision that that area will be a national park, and it will
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not make that decision until the whole process of evaluation of the power station and coal
mine proposal has been examined. The Government came under a lot of pressure to change
its attitude to that process. The Government stipulated that the process had to be gone
through. Conclusions have now been reached and the Government is preparing to make a
decision about the national park; it is now in the process of achieving that.
As the member for Greenough pointed out, the Government was under no legal obligation to
come to the Parliament with this proposal. The Cabinet could have agreed to it and the
national park could have been gazetted without the need for either House of Parliament to
interfere with that decision. However, as pant of the Government's proposal not to allow
mining in any future national park, the Government took the view that a public process
should exist for creating a national park if its resources are to be locked away. Mt Lesucur is
a classic example of that. It is part of the Government's policy to not allow access to coal
deposits which lie within the Mt Lesueur national park and that is what will occur. Although
the Government is not legally obliged to do so, it believes it is proper to go through a process
which gives both Houses of Parliament the capacity to make a decision on behalf of the
community between the area's economic potential and its environmental value. The
Government has come down on the side of environmental value and it seeks the support of
the Parliament for that. If we receive the support of the Parliament the Government will
move to gazette that area as a national park. If the Government does not receive support
from either House of Parliament the Government will not proceed further with this proposal.
The Government is not countenancing the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's amendments.
It is dealing with this mailer in the same way as it deals with the disallowance of a marine
park; that is, the House has the right to say yes or no. If it says no, in whatever form, and by
amending our proposal to take out the control of reserves, that will be the end of the matter.

Mr Minson: Would it not be more intelligent to look at the amendment and see what it says?
It is a very sensible amendment.

Mr Omodei: You have not spoken to the amendment yet.

Mr PEARCE: The Government does not support the amendment. I have a hunch that the
amendment will not even pass in another place. That hunch is reasonably well based and I
am willing to put large sums of money on it.

Mr C.J. Barnett: You would have large sums.

Withdrawal of Remark

The ACTING SPEAKER: I ask the member for Cottesloe to withdraw that highly offensive
remark.

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed

Mr PEARCE: Unfortunately, the quality of the debate on the other side has been matched by
that inteijeccion.

Mr Court: You are wasting the time of the Parliament. Why do you not just go and do it?

Mr PEARCE: Of course, the Government can declare a national park in Mt Lesueur but it
has a view about the role of Parliament in this process. The Government has a policy
ensuring that no mining shall take place in national parks and it proposes to adhere to that.
The position of the National Party in this matter is very principled. From the outset the
National Party made a decision on the Mt Lesueur national park before the Government did.
I acknowledge that and the fact that it attempted to introduce legislation last year. The
Government took the view at the time that the process should be completed before it made a
decision. However, it was always my view that the Government would come to its present
position. The Mt Lesueur area is a special area of Western Australia. It deserves to be
preserved and it is not an area where there is any likelihood of economic activity occurring in
the near future.

Mr Court: You are saying that you brought the matter to the Parliament for approval. I go
along with that, but if anyone wants to amend the prescribed area you will not have a
national park at all. Will that be the case with all national parks you bring before the
Parliament?
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Mr PEARCE: No. The Government proposes to deal with the motion by having it either
accepted or rejected. Otherwise, we may get into the potentially silly position where the
upper House sets one boundary and this House sets another. In the short term this matter will
be cleared up on a yes or no basis. The issue will be dealt with in a formal way in the
legislation. The Government is now dealing with an interim position which it has imposed,
under no legal obligation, in order to give the Parliament the chance to support the
Government's national park proposal.
Fundamentally, the Opposition's amendment is a cop-out because the area of controversy is
the area of the coal reserve. The Government is saying that the coal reserve cannot be mined
because it exists within the parameters of the proposed national park. That is the area of
controversy. The Opposition may, for political reasons, want to say that it would prefer a
bigger national park and wants different boundaries; however, the Opposition has had to face
up to the same issue as have Government, National Party and Independent members - that is,
whether the coal reserves should be included in the national park. The Opposition has
wimped it. It has decided to try to pretend to the people that it supports the creation of the
national park and to say to the mining lobby that it wants to preserve the coal. That is a
non-decision.
Mr Court: I would have thought it is the exact opposite.
Mr PEARCE: It shows where the Opposition stands on this issue.
Mr Omodei: When are you going to make some responsible decisions?
Mr PEARCE: The Government is making one now. The responsibility of our decision will
be supported by both Houses of Parliament and that decision will create a national park in an
area of great environmental worth which will be a jewel in the crown for Western
Australians for generations to come. That is important. The area that the Opposition wants
to preserve for a potential coal mine will, as Opposition members say, lead to the degradation
of the most environmentally sensitive part of the whole area. That is why I believe the
Opposition's policy on this matter is a non-policy. The Government believes that
Mt Lesueur ought to be a national park. It has been on the books to become a national park
since the 1950s. - certainly since the 1970s. The first Cabinet decision made on this matter
was in 1976. As soon as the park is gazetted the Government will proceed with the formal
preparation of the draft management plan. The public representation in that has already gone
through. Mt Lesneur is an area worth preserving. The Government has been prepared to
make the hard decision to preserve this area and it seeks the support of the Parliament to
make that tough decision.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) 15.17 pm]: It is appropriate to talk
about one or two issues in this amendment now rather than when we discuss the motion. The
amendmnent specifically relates to the exclusion from the proposed national park of the coal
reserves, in addition to the resumption of part of the CRA farm and the inclusion of the
Coomallo area of land. I refer to the issue which will be raised regarding CRA's position in
developing this reserve. CRA has spent almost $30 million in establishing the coal reserves
and on its proposals for the utilisation of that reserve. What will happen to the company after
it has spent that money? Will the Government's decision mean that CRA can say goodbye to
that $30 million? What will happen to those mining tenements? Will the tidle to those
tenements just disappear when a national park is established? Although, the National Party
supports the establishment of the national park, it also has to be borne in mind that the
National Party's policy is to accept the Bailey commission's recommendations on mining in
national parks. The Minister will recall that he introduced into this place an amendment to
the Mlining Act. Although it did not meet the recommendations of the Bailey report he
claimed that it did in as much as the recommendations of that report clearly were that there
should be no mining in national parks unless it had the approval of the Minister concernied
and the Parliament, but that exploration should take place with the approval of the Minister
only. Did this inister introduce that amendment?
Mr Nearve: I dealt with it on behalf of the Government.
Mr COWAN: I thought he did. The Minister went one step further and sought to gain the
approval of Parliament for the exploration process also. For that reason the amendment was
rejected and the Minister then claimed that his Government had tried to implement the
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Bailey recommendations but the Parliament had knocked them back. That was noc true and
he knew at the time that it was not true. The paint I make is that while we agree to the
establishment of this area as a national park, we do not agree with the current policy of the
Government to have a three mine park, or a three park mine - I am not sure what it is.
However, we agree that there needs to be a system which examines an area based on its
conservation value and from that system we can determine whether mining should proceed.
Many of the areas were declared as national parks a long time ago and the area of high
conservation value does not occupy the whole of the parks. I do not for one minute suggest
that we consider mining every national park. However, the policy of to mine or not to mine
must be based on the conservation value of the area and not on whether there is some
historical factor relating to an application for a mining tenement on that area before it was
declared a national park. That is what the Government has in its three park policy. Mining
tenements were current in the areas of the Rudall River, Hamersicy and D'Entcasteaux
National Parks before they were declared national parks.
Mr Pearce: With reference to the Mt Lesucur tenements no mining was allowed once the
national park was declared and the tenements will lapse in due course. No new tenements
will be granted.
Mr Court: What is the length of time on tenements?
Mr Pearce: I do not know.
Mr COWAN: I make it very clear that in this case the National Party is drawing its
conclusion and making its decision based on the fact that the area has a high conservation
value and for that reason it should be part of the park. Included in the vacant Crown land are
pants of three coal reserves and, in the future, one of them might be considered suitable for
mining if energy resources are depleted in Western Australia. That is the reason the National
Party acknowledges and accepts the recommendations of the Bailey report. I suppont my
colleague, the member for Wagin, in opposing the amendment for the simple reason that it
has made its decision based on the conservation value of the area. On that basis - not
because it will be locked away forever, but because we believe it has a high conservation
value - it should be included in that park area.
MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [5.25 pm]: I will not support the amendment. The
reason I have reached that conclusion is that it is appropriate to declare the area under
discussion a national park. Sufficient evidence is available to indicate that the Mt Lesueur
area should be a national park. However, I do not subscribe to the view that there should be
no mining in national parks. Two separate issues are being confused in this debate. The
argument about whether we should mine in national parks is a debate we will have farther
down the track when the Government introduces the relevant Bill into the Parliament. Given
that we are talking about whether this area should be declared a national park. I support that
concept. Ample evidence has been produced to indicate that it should be declared a national
park. Whether mining should occur in national parks is a matter that society will have to
consider from time to time. Circumstances will change and our requirements will change.
The fuels available now enable us to make certain decisions, but in years to come because we
will have a dwindling availability of fossil fuels, there may be a requirement to reconsider
the situation. It would be inappropriate for this Parliament to make a decision that will
commit future generations to a situation where they will be deprived of the opportunity to
gain access to a resource which may be necessary to meet their requirements.
It is my intention to support the motion, although I support the principle which underlies the
Liberal Party's amendment to the motion.
Amendment, as altered (words and schedule added) put and a division taken with the
following result -

Ayes (17)
Mr CJ. Barnett Mrs Edwardes Mr Minson Mr Watt
Mr Bloffwitch Mr Cirayden Mr Nicholls Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr Blradshaw Mr Lewis Mr Omodei
Mr Clarko Mr Maclinnon Mr Strickland
Mr Court Mr McNee Mr Fred Tubby
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Noes (33)
Mr Ainsworth Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Trenorden
Dr Alexander Mr Graham Mr McGinty Dr Turnbull
Mrs Beggs Mr Grill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mrs Buchanan Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mr Wiese
MU Catania Mr Gordon HI Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cowan Mr House Mr ilL. Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr PJ. S mith
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Thomas
Dr Edwards Mr Leaky Mr Thompson

Pairs
Mr Shave Mr Taylor
Mr Mensams Mrt Troy
Mr Kieraib Mr Bridge

Amendment, as altered, thus negatived.
[Questions without notice taken.J

Sitting suspended from 6.03 to 7.30 pm
Debate (on motion) Resuimed

MR KIERATH (Riverton) [7.30 pm): I am glad to note that a few members opposite agree
with me on this matter. I support the establishment of a national park at Mt Lesueur. My
interest in the flora of Western Australia began some time ago when I was in grade six in
primary school and my teacher had a great interest in these matters. I first cultivated this
interest in native orchids and my interest expanded to include all wildflowers of Western
Australia.
Mr Thomas: We want to know your position on this, not your CV.
Mr KIERATH: [ have some differences of opinion with the arguments of some members of
the Government. I have a property on which I have established 6 000 native plants,
including 34 species which are on the rare and endangered list. Over the years I have
successfully cultivated these plants. I know something about the decision to establish a
national park at Mt Lesueur. I support the Liberal Party's policy which seeks to not
eliminate mining from national parks.
Mr Marlborough: They should place you on the endangered species list.
Mr Minson: The member for Peel is an endangered species.
Mr KIERATH: If the member for Peel were an endangered species I would be all for the
extinction of the species. The Liberal Party's policy is to allow restricted mining in national
parks because it does not take away from future generations the ability to make certain
decisions. A policy which is silly is the one espoused by the Labor Party - that is, of
allowing no mining in national parks - it does not allow future generations to make decisions
that might suit them. It is always a matter of where the Government is coming from -

Mr Minson: Just look at the uranium debate.
Mr KIERATH: That is right. Members of the Government should consider these matters
with open minds, because as society progresses, the circumstances change. What is valid
today may be inappropriate in the future. Indeed, the Government's attitude is shortsighted.
Mr Donovan: Are you about to become the Houdini of liberal politics?
Mr KIIERATH: I think I have a better record than the member for Morley in presenting
petitions to the Parliament on this matter. However, if he wants to continue to inerject that
is his problem. I want to read from an article which appeared in Swans, a wildlife journal
published by the Department of Conservation and Land Management. It states -

The Mt Lesueur region has much to offer to the botanical enthusiast. Covering its
rugged plateau landscape is a heathland flora with one of the richest concentrations of
rare wildflowers in Western Australia.
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This is highlighted in the accompanying map, which shows the relative density of
species of the Proteaceae (banksias, dryandras, grevilleas, hakeas, etc.) in
south-western Australia. The Mt Lesueur region ranks alongside the Fitzgerald River
National Park and the Darling Range, and is exceeded only by the Stirling Range. in
the richness of species in this group of plants. The same applies about many other
groups of plants.
It is little wonder that Mt Lesucur has captured the imagination of botanists ever since
James Drummond first traversed its slopes in the 1850s. It certainly impressed C.A.
Gardner who, in 1947, discussed the botanical virtues of the region in a paper given
prominence as the first article in the inaugural issue of The Western Australian
Naturalist.

Mr Gardner is one of Australia's noted botanists and he is held in high regard by many
people. In moving on from that article I point out that Mt Lesueur is a unique area and is of
great significance. I cannot help but comment on the Leader of the House's need to bring
this motion to the Parliament. It was not necessary to bring this motion forward because if
the Governiment were genuine about this matter it would just make the decision in the first
place. The Government has achieved nothing in bringing this matter to the Parliament. It is
only an example of the Governiment's cheap political tricks and shows how desperate it is. If
the Governiment had the courage of its convictions it would have declared a national park and
would not have needed to use this House to establish a national park. The Environmental
Protection Authority, CALM and Charles Gardner have all recommended that the area
become a national park and I support that recommendation.
Another mailer which causes me concern is with the involvement of CPA in testing and
developing the coal reserves in the Mt Lesueur area. I sympathise with CRA because I
believe it has been led up the garden path. The Government knew that certain members of
the Labor Party had no intention of supporting its proposal, yet it encouraged CRA to carry
out exploration of the area. CRA has been hard done by. I would like to see some
preferential treatment given to CRA because it has been betrayed by this Governument.
Many interjections have been made by members of the Government and I do not believe they
understand this complex issue. This matter has promoted a mix of reactions from all sides.
It has been difficult for me and has affected me deeply and personally; however, we must
remember that in the political process it is the principle that is at stake. The Government has
been insincere in its intentions on this matter. I support the establishment of a national park
wholeheartedly.
MR WIESE (Wagin) [7.38 pm]: T am grateful for the opportunity to try to clarify some of
the matters that have been raised during this debate. References have been made to CRA and
to the overburden dumps which might have been developed in the Mt Lesueur area. It has
been intimated that if open cut mines had been established on Crown land that overburden
would have finished up on CRA land.
The matter needs to be cleared up because that understanding was not reached in any
discussions that I or the National Party have had. I suspect it is also not the understanding
that many other groups involved in the discussions had. That impression is also not given by
the environmental review and management plan that was put forward by the proponents of
the Mt Lesucur scheme. It should be clearly understood by those participating in the debate
and listening to what is going on here tonight that, in the environmental review and
management plan put forward by the Hill River company and CRA, the hole left by the open
cut, which is on the southern edge of the open cut mining area, and the overburden dump, are
on Crown land that is proposed to be included in the national park. I did not have the
opportunity to query CRA about this mailer during the dinner break. However, the map
supplied with the environmental review and management plan reveals that the final holes and
the final land forms left in the overburden dumps will not be within 1.5 kmis of the southern
boundary which is the boundary between the Crown land and CRA. Members should make
no mistake that those overburden dumps and everything associated with the proposal are well
and truly on Crown land and do not go within cooee of the CRA land and when the mine was
finished, if the proposal had gone ahead, all of that would have remained in the Crown land
which is proposed in the motion before the House to go into the national park.
A couple of other matters need to be clarified. The first is the future of the gravel reserve
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which, in the Bill which the National Party introduced into Parliament, was excluded from
the initial area proposed for a national park and was included on a separate schedule in the
Bill so that negotiations could take place with the Shire of Dandaragan on how much of the
gravel reserve was required by the shire, and, once that matter was sorted out, whether the
remaining portions of that gravel reserve would be included in the national park. The motion
before the House tonight indicates very clearly - there is no doubt about what is happening -
that the gravel reserves will be included in the national park. What is not clear and certainly
has not been clear in the debate tonight is the future of the Cockleshell Gully Road and
whether it will be maintained in trafficable condition. That road is a major access between
the Green Head Road and the Jurien Road.
Mr Pearce: The shire is drawing gravel from the national park at the moment. It has three
years in which to phase that out. Another area north of the national park is used by the Main
Roads Department that has not been included in the reserve. There is other gravel on private
land. I have asked the departments that come within my responsibility to discuss with the
shire its sources of gravel for the future including having access to the Main Roads
Department land.
Mr WIESE: I am pleased that matters relating to the gravel reserves for the Cockleshell
Gully Road ame in hand because it should be understood that, in the foreseeable future,
Cockleshell Gully Road will remains the major access road between Jurien and Green Head.
That moad will need to be maintained at a level suitable for the volume of traffic that will use
it. I am sure that once the area is a national park, a considerable amount of traffic will use
Cockleshell Gully Road because it will become the road into the Mt Lesuetur national park.
Will the road continue to be maintained by the shire or will it be maintained by the Main
Roads Department? I am sure that the latter would be an acceptable arrangement to the
Dandaragan Shire. It will relieve it of the continuous maintenance responsibility and the cost
of providing a bitumen surface in the near future.
The Minister referred to a coastal road, or highway, which has long been talked about and
long been sought by all of the councils in that area. That road should be constructed along
the coast connecting Jurien with Green Head and providing the final bitumen connection up
the coast from the metropolitan area. That road would be a great boon to tourism and to all
of those living in both Jurien and Green Head and in areas north. Will the Minister give us
an indication of the planning timetable for the interconnecting link between those two
centres?
Much comment has been made about the fact that, with the power station coal mining project
not going ahead in the area, people will leave the area and therefore the work force will drop.
I accept that, to a degree. However, there will be many benefits to that area from the
development of the Mt Lesueur national park and the tourism industry that will create. The
income that is generated from tourism and traffic will be of great benefit to the area. The
area has many attractions, and not just in the Lesueur area and the proposed national park.
Many caves exist and can be developed in the area, and the coastal snip, which at present is
not easily accessible, has great potential as a tourist and fishing area. Handled properly,
there is great potential for the development of tourism in the area which will open up as a
result of the declaration of Mt Lesueur as a national park. I strongly commend the original
motion now before the House.

Adjourrnent ofDebate
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [7.50 pm]: I move -

That the debate be adjourned.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)
Mr Ainsworth Mrs Edwardes Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr CJ. Banett Mr Grayden Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bioffwitch Mr House Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mr Clarke Mr Kieraib Mr Ornodel Mr Wan
Mrf Court Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mr Wiese
Mr Cowan Mor Macinnon Mr Thompson Mr Blaikie (Teller)
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Noes (26)
Dr Alexander Dr Edwards Mr Leahy Mr Thomas
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Troy
Mr Bridge Mr Graham Mr McGinty Dr Watson
Mrs Buchanan Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mr Wilson
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr P.S. Smirk

MrShave Mr Taylor
Mr Mensatos Dr Lawrence
Mr Bradshaw Mr DiL. Smith

Question thus negatived.

Debate Resiuned
MR COWAN (Menredin - Leader of the National Party) [7.54 pmj]: Although the reason
for seeking to adjourn the debate was clear to me, it may not have been clear to the Minister
for the Environment, and I shall explain it to him. The explanation he gave to the member
for Wagin with regard to the gravel reserve is very important, and I want to be sure that
explanation is satisfactory to the Dandaragan Shire Council and, to a lesser extent, to the
Coorow Shire Council. I also want to be sure that the proposal will have the backing of
Cabinet and, therefore, will be implemented. Two contentious issues are involved in the
proposal to declare the area a national park. The first was dealt with by the amendment and I
will not refer to that again. The second relates precisely to the National Party's attempt,
through the member for Wagin, to have the gravel reserve excluded from the proposed
national park. The National Party has been advised by local people in that area that the
Dandaragan Shire Council needs access to the gravel reserve to maintain Cockleshell Gully
Road to a standard satisfactory to residents in the area. The Minister's explanation appears
reasonably satisfactory, as long as he can further advise how far north the proposed Main
Roads Department reserve is from Cockleshell Gully Road.
Mr Pearce: It adjoins the boundaries.
Mr COWAN: Is it on the northern section of the Cockleshell Gully Road?
Mr Pearce: Yes.
Mr COWAN: Most members who have been involved in this national park area know that
the Dandaragan Shire Council was originally strongly opposed to the concept of a national
park being declared, if that national park precluded the construction and operation of a power
station. The shire council felt that the development of a power station would bring some
benefits to the area. Even if it were intended to exclude the coal reserves from the proposed
national park, the council strongly opposed the gravel reserve's being included in the park
area, because it wanted access to that reserve for the maintenance of the roads under its
responsibility. However, the shire council had a change of mind and decided it would be
better to relinquish its responsibility for that road, if it could, and offer it to the Government,
with either the Main Roads Department or the Department of Conservation and Land
Management being responsible for its maintenance. That is not such a bad idea because most
of the road passes through the national park. One would assume that CALM or the Main
Roads Department, as its agent, would have some responsibility for the upkeep and
maintenance of the road. I understand from the Minister that that is not likely to happen.
Mr Pearce: I did not say it is unliely. I was speaking about arrangements for the gravel for
the maintenance of that road. The shire will be responsible, but CALM often assumes
responsibility for national parks.
Mr COWAN: Perhaps in his reply the Minister might like to indicate the council's response
to his counter offer.
Mr Pearce: 1 do not think I have had one from it, to be honest.
Mr COWAN: That is the reason I sought to adjourn the debate; to find out precisely what
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the shire council's view was on the position as stated by the Minister by way of interjection
on the member for Wagin. The shire was very concerned about our original Bill to seek to
declare the Mt Lesueur National Park. The shire's concern was twofold; firstly, it had not
been consulted and, secondly, there was some concern about the loss of that development to
the area. It appears that the shire has now counterbalanced the loss of the proposed
development of the coal resource and the associated power station with the prospect of
increased tourism if the park is taken over by the National Parks Board, as I assume it will
be, and properly managed and promoted as a tourist destination. I assume that that will be
the case.
While this motion will progress fairly rapidly through this House in its original farm, there
might be some difficulty in another place. An assurance must be given that the local
authority is satisfied with the alternatives the Minister has indicated to us in relation to the
provision of gravel for the maintenance of the Cockleshell Gully Road, and that is
appropriate. In his own words the Minister has indicated that the shime council has not had an
opportunity to respond to him.
Mr Pearce: It has had an opportunity; I just do not think it has done it.
Mr COWAN: Perhaps the Minister did not indicate sufficiently to the shire that he had an
interest in its response to what he was attempting to do. A shire representative recently
indicated to one of my colleagues - I think it was the member for Avon - at a central regional
advisory committee that the best option was to hand over the responsibility for the road -

Mr Pearce: That might be the shire's best option, but it was asking me about the supply of
gravel.
Mr COWAN: That is the whole point about this proposed park. It has been going on for a
long period of time, but when it comes to the clarification of issues which are very important
to local government and to local people, some specific issues which are of critical
importance to local people have not been satisfactorily resolved. The National Party
supports this principle. There are a lot of "ifs", "maybes" or "could bes" in the Minister's
response. Before Parliament makes its final decision to endorse an action which the
Government can take before bringing it to the Parliament, it would be appropriate to have
some clarification of these specific issues.
In the first place, the issues have related to the wishes of the Dandaragan Shime, and to a
lesser extent to the Coorow Shire, in relation to access to gravel reserves and other materials
which might be necessary for road making purposes. Secondly, there is the responsibility for
the maintenance of the Cockleshell Gully Road. When it comes to mining tenements which
were the property of CRA and upon which that company has spent something like
$30 million, I am sure that money was spent only on the encouragement of Government. I
strongly suspect a former Deputy Premier, as Minister for Resources at the time, would have
led the charge in offering encouragement to CRA to spend that sort of money, knowing that
the chances of that risk capital ever being realised in the form of a developed mine and
associated power station were remote. It would have been known, even at that time, that it
was not going to bear fruit. The company was used by this Government to put pressure on
the coal mining companies in Collie to keep their price for a power station in that region as
low as possible.
Some specific questions must be answered. It would be appropriate if those answers were
given before the Parliament endorsed the decision of the Governiment to declare this area a
national park. We have no doubt that it should be a national park. We have no doubt that the
area which is now part of the coal reserve, should be included in the park because of its high
conservation value, and we have no argument with that. However, no answers have been
given to same of the specifics which I have asked in relation to local authorities' demands. I
refer not so much to the mining tenements, because the Minister has been quite specific
about those. He might find that the endorsement of both Houses of this Parliament will be
somewhat difficult to obtain.
MR McNEE (Moore) [8.06 pm]: I am somewhat disappointed at the Government's action.
I raised the question of the Cockleshell Gully Road earlier this evening. The Minister must
very clearly lay out precisely what the Government proposes to do over Dandaragan Shire's
reserves. As I have already pointed out, the Cockleshell Gully Road carries a relatively high
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density of traffic. But More importantly, when this Minister, who is the Minister for the
Environment, was Minister for Education, he encouraged the school buses to transport the
school children down Cockleshell Gully Road.
This road requires a lot of maintenance. My understanding is that there is no ravel in that
vicinity. It might be assumed that there are no other woads to maintain in the area, but that is
not the case. The Minister said that the shire would have to take more sand. That might not
be so bad, because the shire could make other arrangements, but the Minister must state very
clearly that what the Government proposes to do is acceptable to the Dandaragan Shire, and
obtain the agreement of the shire. If he wants to talk about taking over the maintenance of
the road, perhaps CALM would be well advised to do something about the Pinnacles Road.
After a lot of urging, CALM might move generally in that direction.
Mr Pearce: If you spent more time in your electorate you would see that it is being
reconstructed now.
Mr McNEE: The Minister will have his go in a minute. I am telling him what the people are
saying, and the people have lost confidence in the Minister and his Government. They do
not trust them any more. They would not crust the Minister with a handful of gravel, let
alone anything else.
Mr Maci~innon: Just ask the Bridgetown Shire.
Mr McNBE: Just ask anybody. I am not prepared to accept anything short of a clear
agreement between the Government and the Dandaragan Shire. An alternative could be, if
the Government wanted to pursue the proposal, to take away the gravel reserve; there is no
problem with that. That would receive all-round support. Someone put that proposition to
me a couple of weeks ago when I was in Dandaragan, and I said that it would be great. Some
people pointed to the building of the Brand Highway in the 1960s. That was a different
situation; we were able to build a complete highway, but this bunch could not afford to put
up the white posts on such a highway today.
The people in the community want a clear indication regarding the position of the
Dandaragan Shime. Neither side has a clear understanding of precisely what will happen.
The Minister should indicate whether the ravel will be available. Does he propose that the
Dandaragan Shire will be allocated another area for its gravel needs? What constraints will
be placed on the taxpayers? They are the ones who will ultimately pay the bill for whatever
the Government intends to do. The Government is trying to slide out of the situation, and
that is not good enough. I assure the House that I will be talking to my colleagues in another
place to make absolutely certain that they receive an agreement that information will be
given to the Dandaragan Shire and the people of the community about the whole situation. I
will ask my colleagues in another place to watch the situation closely.
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Minister for the Environment) [8.11 pm]: In many ways, it is a
pity that debate was not adjourned or concluded prior to the dinner suspension because since
then mailers have gone from the sublime to the ridiculous. When I stood up this afternoon, 1
moved a historic motion in this Parliament. At a time when people are considerably
concerned about the environment, the Government weighed up a large issue which
confronted all the people in this State. In other words, where we have a significant coal
resource and an area of significant environmental value, we have a dilemma - which
Governments have faced in uneasy ways in various parts of this nation and the world. We
made a decision for the environment against the economy; that is, a very substantial
economic issue over the coal deposits. Since then, we have been arguing about a gravel pit.
Members are not facing up to the huge issue of whether the environmental considerations are
sufficient to isolate a significant coal deposit; now we are talking about a gravel pit.
Members are prepared to vote for the environment against the coal mine and a power station,
and are now prepared to vote for a gravel pit against the environment. That is a strange
position to take.
I accept that the National Party is sincere in its view and will vote to have the gravel pit in
the national park. That is the National Party's position. Nevertheless it strikes me as strange
that we spend more time on discussing gravel than we spend on discussing coal. The
Dandaragan Shire appealed against the Environmental Protection Authority bulletin on that
issue. I looked at the appeal regarding the gravel pit. Firstly. I considered the issues. I said
to myself that this was a recommendation from the environmental experts that this ought to
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be a national park. I had to make a difficult decision about whether we would excise coal
from the national park. We decided that we would nor. Then we made a decision whether an
excision should be made for gravel from the national park. I had to say to myself that if the
environmental worth of the area was so great that we would not allow a coal mine, how
could we allow a gravel pit?
Mr Minson: There is a difference, co a degree.
Mr PEARCE: There is a substantial difference. However, ir is bizarre that people agonise
about a coal mine and then decide in favour of a gravel pit. We agreed that the gravel pit
which exists in the area should be included in the national park - that is, it will be
rehabilitated for the purpose - and for three years the shire will continue to have access to the
gravel pit. In the meantime, I did not agree to a suggestion that a gravel pit to the north of
the area ought to be included in the national park, although some people argued for that.
Gravel is not a scarce commodity in the area. A huge amount of gravel exists.
Dr Turnbull: It is scarce.
Mr PEARCE: Ir is not. A lot of gravel is situated on private land, and people want to be
able to say that we need to pull gravel from Crown land or national parks because it is easier
than taking it from private land. That may be the case. However, given the fact that a
proposed gravel reserve is excluded from the national park - and designated for the Main
Roads Department - and given the fact that I have allowed a phase-out period for the existing
gravel pit and that I have asked my officers at the Department of Conservation and Land
Management to work with the shire to source the gravel for the roads in future, it seems to
me that the matter is covered.
Mr Minson: Are endangered species involved? Are they of real significance on the gravel
reserve, or has the work not been done to provide that answer? The information necessary to
make these decisions has not been provided.
Mr PEARCE: For heaven's sake, the information about which the member speaks has been
around since the 1950s. It has been around in documented form since 1976 when the then
Court Government made a decision i favour of moving towards the Mt Lesueur National
Park, on the boundaries which incorporated the gravel reserve. The boundaries were fixed
because of the environmental value of the area. To people like the member for Moore, the
term "environmental value" is a bit of a joke. Every time I mention environmental values,
the member has a bit of a giggle. Environmental values are no values to members such as
the member for Moore.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: The member spoke about environment being pasture. He said that a good
environment was where something which has four legs could eat. The higher and greener an
area is, and the more cows it supports, the better the environment. That is the way the
member talked about the environment. The supply of gravel for roads is a technical matter
which can be dealt with easily. It is not a matter which ought to be -

Mr Macinnon: Why don't you deal with it then?
Mr PEARCE: We have been doing so. Where has the Leader of the Opposition been for the
past few minutes? He has been in his seat but he has not been at home - to use the words of
the Treasurer in another Parliament. We have taken the steps necessary to ensure a proper
supply of gravel for roads in the Dandaragan area, in conjunction and in consultation with the
shire- It strikes me as a great pity that in a historic debate in this Parliament - the first time
the Parliament has been called upon in the history of the State to decide upon the issue of the
environment versus the economy, in the creation of a national park - before dinner we
debated the great issues and after dinner we tossed gravel at each other. It is ridiculous.
Question put and passed.

HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY BILL 1990
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 22 November 1990.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [8.20 pm]: I do not wish to
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go into a lengthy dissertation tonight in answer to the Minister's second reading speech; that
is not necessary. While it is a very difficult area the Opposition basically supports what the
Minister is trying to achieve in this legislation. At one time I was of the opinion that the best
way to handle this matter was not by legislation, but simply through an ethics committee.
That still might be a satisfactory way to go, but at the same time I see a need for some
legislation to lay down some ground rules around which the industry can operate. Some very
touchy questions must be sorted out; things like the freezing of embryos and the fate of those
embryos that are now frozen. One of the things which occurred to me after reading the Bill
was that it is very difficult to come to a conclusion about the real direction the Bill is taking
us, and for that reason I give notice that at a later stage I will be moving a preamble to this
Bill which will receive the endorsement of most members of this House. The preamble will,
I believe, set out the direction in which the Bill is trying to take us. People involved in the
industry will be looking to this Bill for an indication of the bounds within which they can
operate; the governing council will be looking for some direction because it will have to
interpret the Bill; and the courts from time to time will also appreciate that preamble because
after all it is the function of the courts to determine the will of the Parliament when they are
considering this matter. It is necessary to put that preamble in the Bill.
Most members know chat I have taken a considerable interest in this area. I went to the
trouble of organising a day and a half seminar for any member of Parliament who was
interested in attending. We had speakers and representatives from six groups and
organisations; three from groups which would be expected to be pro-WEF and three from
groups that would be expected to be a little more cautious and a little less gung ho in their
approach. We had a good response and I was personally gratified to see one day that more
than 20 members attended. We had representatives from the Government benches, which I
was very pleased to see, but rather than go through the findings of that seminar I have
distilled them to several points after meeting with a number of members privately. I would
like to put on the record the issues raised during that seminar. Members will be interested to
see that there is a tie-up between these concerns and what is set out in the Bill. The
following issues emerged as being important: Firstly, the definition of the commencement of
life, the point at which an embryo is deemed to exist; secondly, the rights that should be
ascribed to an embryo outside the human body; thirdly, what latitude should be allowed to
carry out research procedures on that embryo; fourthly, how long that embryo should be
stored and who should make that decision; fifthly, cloning, which was unanimously frowned
on by everyone I spoke to; sixthly, it was agreed that the benefits of LyE were twofold - that
childless couples could be given the opportunity to raise their own families, and that it would
reduce the incidence of severe, debilitating, and at times, even fatal genetic disease, thereby
giving hope for the conception and birth of healthy children. There were a couple of areas of
concern and debate. One of them was the degree of control that should be vested in the
governing council. This is one of the areas where I will probably differ from the Minister
and of course the appropriate time to raise that subject in any detail will be during the
Committee stage, which I intend to do. One of the concerns raised and reflected by most
people was an acknowledgment that the industry operated at the forefront of knowledge and
therefore it was very difficult to legislate in a tight way for the control of that industry, and
even more than that, it would be virtually impossible to police the Bill, since in many areas it
is quite derailed in what one can and cannot do.
This is probably one of the most difficult Bills that has come to this Parliament since I have
been here;, not that that has been a particularly long time. However, it does involve members
in trying to define the beginning of human life. As an extension of that we get into a
discussion of what regard we should pay to that human life; in other words, the sanctity of
human life. Everything that I learned about embryology in my studies to become a dental
surgeon, while it was not considerable, tended to be broken into steps. One of the salient
features is that this was done for the convenience of trying to communicate knowledge, not
to try to resolve some legal argument about whether life did or did not exist, and
consequently the textbooks that deal with this subject will be of little use to the Parliament.
We are basically talking about a legal definition rather than trying to deal with a biological
explanation. The definition of the beginning of life is important and I intend to clarify that a
little further during the Committee stage. Following on from the definition of human life it is
logical to extend the protection of the law to that embryo at the point that one decides it does
exist. It would be a nonsense to say that one cannot extend the protection of the law to an
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embryo just because it is outside the human body. Once one has defined the point at which
life exists it is reasonable and even sensible to extend some protection of the law to cover
that embryo. I found the question of research a very difficult one because it must he
recognised that we are only where we are at the moment in the IVF program because of
research chat has been carried out. If we do not allow research of any sort, logically we could
expect to remain exactly where we are, and I am not sure that is in anybody's best interests.
However, at the same time I want to make it very clear to the House that it would be
repugnant to me if the law were to allow creation of an embryo purely and simply for the
purpose of research. Having defined the beginning of life and then, at that point, allowed
that person - it would indeed be a person - to be experimented on in a way that would harm
him or her is something that would be very difficult for me to support. Provision must be
made to protect the individual while still allowing for research to take place along the way.
In other words, knowledge can be gained provided the embryo is not harmed in any way. I
will be moving to attempt to allow a little flexibility in that regard. Interestingly enough, to a
large extent the Minister's amendment will deal with the concerns I have in this area.
Another area that causes a deal of concern to a number of people is the freezing of embryos.
It is quite true that one of the big problems with the in vitro fertilisation program is what will
be done with the huge number of frozen embryos which exist not only in Western Australia,
but also throughout Australia. I regret the fact that some of the embryos have been allowed
to gather in deep freezers around the State. At this point, we cannot ban freezing of embryos,
because some very good reasons still exist for them to be stored, However, we should be
encouraging research aimed at perfecting the technique of freezing ova. Because it is already
possible to freeze semen, if we can perfect the technique of freezing ova, we can obviate the
requirement to freeze embryos. Quite clearly, if the ova and semen can be stored, they can
be joined at any time to create the embryo as required, rather than creating the embryo and
storing it until it might be required. We should allow embryo freezing to occur, but perhaps
under more stringent guidelines. That matter will be discussed further at the Committee
stage of the Bill.
Another issue concerns the frozen embryos now in existence which, to all intents and
purposes, are abandoned. I have some concern that an arbitrary limit of three years is placed
on the storage of embryos. I know the reason for that figure; it would be ridiculous to allow
them to exist forever. If the information given to me is correct, an embryo can be stored for
a very long time - perhaps thousands of years - provided it is kept below a certain
temperature. Some flexibility needs to be built into the present figure of three years.
Between now and the Committee stage of the Bill I would like the House to think about the
very difficult matter of some kind of mechanism for the adoption of the frozen embryos. It is
true that many couples have their names on lists to adopt children because the husband is
sterile, or the woman is infentile because of cancer or ovarian cysts but has a normal and fully
functioning uterus. A valid case exists for providing a mechanism for couples in that
situation to apply to adopt an embryo and have it implanted.
Dr Watson: You are talking about surrogacy.
Mr MINSON: No. With surrogacy, it is a matter of the person who is bringing up the child
not being the person who nurtured the child in the womb and brought ioc into being. That
situation where the person who will raise the child has carried the child from the two or four-
cell stage and given birth to it is completely different. There is a world of difference between
surrogacy and the adoption of an embryo; any connection is a tenuous one. However, this is
not an appropriate time to discuss the matter. I raise the matter tentatively because some
very serious problems could occur. The two problems I see are that currently under adoption
laws the Department for Community Services has considerable input into the selection of
parents. When a child is taken by parents a trial period follows, and the Department for
Community Services can take that child away if it believes the adoption is not working.
However, when an embryo is implanted at a size that it cannot even be seen by the naked eye
and it is carried by a woman for a full nine months and she then gives birth to it, the
Department for Community Services would have no proper involvement. The limit of its
role would have to be in the selection of the parents.
Mr Ripper One issue which would arise would concern access to information about
biological origins.
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Mr MINSON: That is the next issue, and it is of particular concern in Western Australia
where a very small gene pool operates. I can see that, because IVF is quite an expensive
process, the situation could arise where those with a certain level of wealth would use the
IVF service. People tend to gather in suburbs and areas according to their wealth and tend,
therefore, to go to schools according to their income. I predict a potentially very dangerous
situation occurring where brothers and sisters may unwittingly marry. Because the number
of people seeking to adopt children is quite considerable, the situation could be disastrous.
Mr Wiese: Could that not also happen with adoption?
Mr MINSON: That possibility exists, but it is not a matter of dealing with the same potential
numbers of children. In fact some cases have been documented where that has happened. I
was about to say that the potential number of adoptive parents is very large and the potential
supply is very small. As part of the lYE adoption process, a genetic register would need to
be kept and any child born as a result of the program would need to be fully informed, and
before marriage he or she would have to consult that register. As I said before, I can see a
potential disaster occurring. The problem would not be so bad in a city of 10 million or
15 million people, but in a place the size of Perth the problem is more than academic.
Mr Ripper: Are you therefore supporting access to information about both biological parents
of children born of these arrangements?
Mr MINSON: In the event that some scheme was put into operation to allow adoptions, that
would be essential. I do not for a minute think that that should become public information,
but if we were to go down this path a biological register would have to be kept. We have not
reached first base when it comes to thinking about it so the chances of raising it during the
Committee stage of this debate is remote considering that that debate is only a couple of days
away. In a few months, or perhaps years, someone may try to introduce such a scheme
because once it is acknowledged that an embryo exists and, therefore, life exists it follows
that it is incumbent upon us to provide every opportunity for that life to become a mature
human being.
Mr Ripper: It is an interesting principle that could be extended into other areas.
Mr MINSON: I do not want to talk about extending it into other areas: It is hard enough as
it is. I wanted to raise that question because we do not know what will happen during the
Committee stage of this debate. It may not reach that stage for a couple of weeks mid if the
debate takes place this Thursday there will be very little movement from this side of the
House on that question. I wanted to develop the question to satisfy my conscience that this
Parliament is doing all in its power to allow the existing embryos the opportunity to reach
their potential.
I refer to the question of policing any legislation that deals with in vitro fertilisation. The
people involved in the industry are really the only people who will know exactly what they
are doing. I would suggest that people in one laboratory may not be able to look down the
microscopes of another laboratory and know exactly what has taken place. The concept of
trying to police this legislation is very difficult and I have reached the conclusion that
ultimately this Parliament is making some statements and that is the reason I will move an
amendment to establish a preamble to this Bill. The preamble should be drawn up stating
that this legislation is the will of the Parliament and that certain things should and should not
be done. The parameters in which the people in the industry will operate should be set out.
Basically, we are relying on trust only as the bottom line. This Parliament is quite right in
attempting to make a statement on this subject because the situation as it exists is not
satisfactory. It has certainly been put to me by influential people in the IVF field that there
has been, in their words, a cowboy or two operating in this field and guidelines need to be
drawn up to make them and others who come into the industry aware of what the Parliament
really wants.
Finally, I will deal with the structure of the governing council which will interpret and
administer the Act. The current Minister is a moral man and he is doing what he is doing for
the right reasons. This Bill allows for a majority of the council members to be ministerial
appointees. I do not have any problem with that bearing in mind the morals of this Minister.
However, further down the track there may be a Minister, regardless of which political party
he is a member, who will not share the same moral standing on this subject as this Minister.
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I would be happier if the number of ministerial appointments was limited to less tha
50 per cent of the members on the council. The reason is that it will prevent a Minister from
stacking this council in such a way that would lead it in a direction which is not in the best
interests of society. In its original form the council was the administrator and was not given
the latitude to become an ethics council - it needs to be an ethics council as well as an
administrator. For that reason the council needs room to move and I was pleased to see the
amendments on the Notice Paper, in the Minister's name, which largely correct that situation.
I do not know whether the Minister has proposed these amendments for that reason, but the
end result is that the council will be given a certain amount of latitude. I will move a couple
of minor amendments during the Committee stage that will allow the council a little more
flexibility. I will also move an amendment to change the number of ministerial appointments
to allow for the majority of council members to be appointed from a set number of groups
which will allow for continuity in the aims of the council. The second reading stage is not
the appropriate time to discuss that situation and I will leave it to the Committee stage.
I congratulate the Minister for having the courage to introduce this legislation which is an
excellent attempt to deal with what is a very difficult subject. Initially I had problems with
the legislation and the amendments the Minister has proposed brings us to the same
understanding. I look forward to the Committee stage and I hope that most members will, at
the end of the debate, be happy that the Parliament has made a responsible statement about
the whole question of NEF
MR WiESE (Wagin) [8.49 pm]: Thbis is a historical debate because the Human
Reproductive Technology Bill will lay down the guidelines for something which may have
an enormous influence in the future development of medicine. First, we should look at the
history -of in vitro fertilisation. I have a strong feeling that the debate about IYE has been an
emotional one. I have often wondered why that is the case and whether it is justified. People
will probably accuse me of being emotional about this subject, and I guess I am. I guess I
see matters related to this whole debate in a slightly different light from many people. I have
often wondered why. It probably goes back to the fact that I have a farming background and
like many people involved in farming have been using and seeing the result of the equivalent
of in vitro ferrilisation in the animal world for many years. I found it fascinating when, as a
member of a committee of this House which considered in vitro fertilisation, 1 think in 1988,
1 observed that the procedures in the field of human lYE are not much different from those
developed over a long time for animal breeding. That is not to say that I am unaware of the
vast differences in this field. However, when one gets to the nitty gritty, the process is not all
that much different. I think it would be true to say that the stage we have reached with lyE
in relation to humans is a natural development from what has been happening over a long
time in the field in which I have worked for many years.
In vitro fertilisation in humans, it is interesting to note, was first performed in Western
Australia in 1980. I think all members of this House would freely acknowledge that we have
come an1 enormous way from the tentative attempts at in vitro fertilisation in 1980 to where
we are in the same field of medical practice today. The first baby - and I acknowledge here
the Minister's second reading speech - was born as a result of LYE procedures in 1982. The
first baby using the gametes in vitro fertilisation technique was born in 1986. The first baby
resulting from the use of a frozen embryo was born in 1986. The first baby resulting from
the use a donor ovum was born in May 1987. By the end of 1987, 300 babies had been born
as a result of lyE procedures in Western Australia. Since then probably more than
1 000 have been born. There were 300 babies born from IVF procedures in 1988. 1 believe
those figures have grown since then.
About 1 000 to 1 500 couples each year undergo lyE treatment cycles. We have come an
enormous way from those first steps in 1980 to where we are in 1991. 1 believe public
understanding and acceptance of the use of lYE procedures has advanced with the advances
made in the use of those procedures. I am sure we all remember the enormous protests and
community disturbances about the use of lYE for humans in the early days. Nowadays it is
an accepted procedure. It is accepted that it happens every day; that there are thousands of
babies who would not be in the world if it were not for the use of lYE procedures.
Nowadays one does not hear the very emotional and almost hysterical debate that took place
in the mid-1980s in relation to the whole concept of the use of lYE. I think that is a direct
result of the fact that we have had rime to see how it works and people now have an
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understanding of what is involved in the procedure; they did not have the foggiest notion
back in the early 1980s.
People now accept that IVF can be done; that we are not redesigning the human race; and
that it is a safe procedure that brings enormous benefits to a great number of people. My
attitude to IVF relates to what I believe is the enormous potential for great advances in the
field of medicine from many of the procedures resulting from and associated with the use of
in vitro fertilisation techniques. They will be touched on in more depth during the
Committee stage of the Bill. However, I will turn to the implications of a couple of those
techniques.
The whole matter of research into embryos and diseases is related to the genes carried by a
person and by the gametes of the humans using this process or any process which brings a
live child into being. As a result of using techniques associated with TYF and diagnostic
techniques on embryos the medical profession is now able to identify embryos carrying
diseases and major abnormalities. Therefore, they are able to use the techniques related to
IVF to prevent the implantation of embryos already carrying dreadful diseases which would,
if allowed to be implanted and reach maturity, eventually result in the woman carrying that
embryo giving birth to a child carrying some sont of dreadful genetic disease associated with
those genes that carry diseases. If medicine is allowed to progress down those lines we will
see further enormous advances to the great benefit of many people. It is only by continuing
the research process that has got us to where we are today that we will be able to make these
advances in medicine. Research carried out on these embryos and the development of
associated diagnostic techniques will enable genetic diseases to be identified.
We have come a long way with these techniques and will advance a long way if we allow the
whole process of research and development to proceed as it has in the past. One must look at
the end result of this research and at the use of in vitro fertilisation procedures generally.
The result is now one of in vitro fertilisation babies being born to couples who otherwise
would have been unable to have children. Those babies have brought enormous happiness to
a great many couples. In vitro fertilisation will continue to do that in future and will bring a
great deal more because it will enable people who know they are carrying diseases that can
be transferred to their children through their genes to use in vitro fertilisation techniques to
ensure that those diseases are not passed to their children. The procedure of in vitro
fertilisation has already given a great deal of joy and satisfaction to many people, and much
more will be able to be done in the future by means of this procedure. The topic of in vitro
fertilisation gives rise not only to emotional overtones but also to a wide range of ethical and
religious considerations which need to be addressed and taken account of. We cannot
impose upon others our own beliefs and concepts; every person must think through his own
position and come to his own conclusions about what is right or wrong about this procedure.
In Western Australia a number of committees have looked at the subject of in vitro
fertilisation in great detail and over a long period. The first of those committees was set up
in 1983, and it subsequently brought down a report. Another large and wide ranging research
project was carried out in 1986. Another smaller report was brought down in August 1988.
In December 1988 a Legislative Assembly committee looked at the subject and reported
back to this Parliament. There was an enormous amount of consultation with and input from
members of the community in respect of the work undertaken by those committees.
Recently the Interim Reproductive Council looked at the subject of human embryo
experimentation - or, as I would prefer to see it referred to, embryo research, because that is
what it is all about - and released a discussion paper. The legislation now before the
Parliament is the result of those committee reports and studies.
This legislation is extremely broad and covers in great detail all the subjects which are of
such moment and which need to be addressed when we discuss in vitro fertilisation. The
counselling of the donors and recipients of embryos or other reproductive materials forms an
important part of the procedure of in vitro fertilisation. We have already come a long way in
the counselling process but this legislation will ensure that counselling becomes an accepted
and essential part of the procedure. The legislation also lays down the basis upon which a
code of conduct will be established by the council which will be set up. That code of
conduct will cover a wide range of topics, including the practice, acceptance and monitoring
of what actually happens in the in vitro fertilisatian procedure, and the practices that will be
used and adopted by those who will be licensed under the code of conduct. The code of
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conduct will lay down a wide range of rules and regulations which will have the force of law
and which will have to come before this Parliament for approval and alteration. A wide
range of penalties will be imposed to discourage the use of any practices which are not
acceptable to the community. The code of conduct will include prohibitions about the
mixing of gametes, and embryo flushing: and undoubtedly, as the code of conduct is
developed, other prohibitions will be added. The code of conduct will also cover access to
information about the biological parents of the children who are born as a result of in vitro
fertilisation procedures and the requirements for identification of ovum, sperm and embryos
that are developed as a result of and during the procedure.
The member for Greenough has already referred to some of the areas which we must address
in looking at this legislation. The most basic question is: At what stage does human life
commence in the in vitro fertilisation procedure? That is a difficult issue because the experts
who work in the field have not come to an agreed position on when life commences. Some
believe that life commences at the point of fertilisation when the spermn actually pierces the
sac of the ovum. Another line of thought is that life commences when the process which
results from that penetration of the ovum by the sperm is completed and there is a complete
merging of the genetic material and the production of the first stages of the embryo.
Others believe that life commences at the point of implantation in the uterus of the woman. I
tend to believe that, but I can accept and understand the belief which many other people hold.
We must come to grips with that very important and basic question, because when one
addresses that problem one starts to form the basis on which one is prepared to consider the
whole question of research into embryos, the storage and freezing of embryos, and all of
those other matters which we must debate over the next two or three days.
Other fairly difficult aspects will arise during debate on this Bill. I have mentioned the
storage and freezing of embryos, which causes some people a degree of difficulty but which
must be addressed because it is very basic to the whole process of in vitro fertilisation. We
must also tackle the question of the protection of these embryos, at whatever stage - in their
developmental stage, while they are frozen, and at all stages of their existence. We must also
consider the disposal of embryos which either are found to be faulty or are surplus. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition referred to the many thousands of embryos which are
already stored. Somewhere down the line someone must address the very serious
implications which arise in the minds of many people as to the disposal of those embryos. I
note that the legislation provides that ultimately the Commissioner of Health will make a
decision as to whether embryos are allowed to succumb. Perhaps we are passing the buck to
him, but it is a very difficult question.
The legislation addresses the question of ownership of the embryos. Again, this is a matter
which all members will have to consider. Does the embryo belong to the person who
donated the gametes, or to the person for whom it has been developed? If it is in cold storage
and the parents separate, does it belong to one of them; and if so, which one? If a parent
dies, does it belong to the other parent? Who owns and is responsible for it? The cloning of
embryos, which has been mentioned, is probably one of the easiest matters to deal with in
discussion on the subject because there is virtually unanimous support for the belief that
cloning should not be allowed to happen, and the Bill ensures that it will not.
We must also address the question of research into embryos and the diseases which I
mentioned briefly a little earlier. In the initial Bill that was brought to the Parliament, and in
the Minister's second reading speech, mention was made of a complete prohibition on any
research on embryos. Quite frankly, I would not view that as an acceptable prohibition and
would oppose it very strongly. However, I note with a great deal of interest that the Minister
has now foreshadowed amendments to the legislation which will enable a degree of research
to be carried out upon embryos, and processes to allow the detection of abnormalities and the
diagnosis of genetic diseases in embryos. I commend the Minister for bringing that
amendment to the House because it is an extremely important one for the practice of in vitro
fertilisation in the future. In proposing that amendment to the Bill the Minister raises the
whole concept of therapeutic research, which is something else members will have to deal
with. Do we look at therapeutic research as it relates to the individual, or do we look at it in
general, and the implications it has for the future development of in vitro fertilisation
techniques andI diagnostic procedures which result from research work carried out on
embryos?
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This is an extremely wide ranging and important piece of legislation and it will not be
sufficient for individual members to allow their parties to make decisions on their behalf. All
of the implications in the Bill should be addressed by every member or this House, because
the Bill has enormous and serious implications for future developments in the field of in vitro
fertilisation. It is a very complicated piece of legislation and the Committee stage will
involve a great deal of debate and careful examination of what is contained in each of the
clauses. I hope we will see very wide ranging participation by members on both sides of the
House during the Committee stage, because that is the only way in which we will achieve
what must be achieved with this legislation; that is, an overall approach to the whole question
which reflects the community's desires and expectations in respect of in vitro fertilisation, I
look forward to participating in the Committee stage of the Bill.
MR KIIERATH (Riverton) [9.18 pm]: At die outset, I congratulate the Minister for Health
on bringing the Human Reproductive Technology Bill before the House. I did not expect a
Bill such as this to come from the other side of the House and I want to place on record my
sincere thanks to the Minister. It is an absolutely excellent example of what can be achieved.
My only dispute with the Bill is that in some areas it does not go far enough. I know IVF is a
difficult issue about which people have very strong feelings - at least, some people have very
strong, catalysed feelings about it, while others do not seem to care at all. Another
interesting aspect is that although those people come from different walks of life and have
different attitudes, it looks as though, at this stage at least, the vast majority of this Bill will
pass through the House with agreement from all sides. I congratulate the Minister on a job
well done. I wish to give notice of some issues on which I have slight disagreement with the
Minister and some members of this Parliament. The member for Wagin said that the
Committee stage will be an interesting debate. I will canvass my arguments during the
Committee stage, as it will be more pertinent to raise my four or five main arguments when
the clauses are considered.
The Human Reproductive Technology Bill is designed to ensure that all human embryos
created by new human reproductive technology are protected from abuse. I support that. I
take this further because in the first 22 to 33 hours of an embryo's existence, the embryo
does not receive protection, and I would like the definition extended to the moment of
conception. The Bill states that a human embryo should only be developed in an artificial
procedure for the purpose of implanting into a woman. I applaud that initiative. The Deputy
L.eader of the Opposition has given notice of a proposed preamble to the Bill. I support the
use of a preamble because it is important when dealing with an issue such as human
reproductive technology to let people know where we stand and the ideas behind the passage
of the Bill through the Parliament. To that effect, the preamble will be appreciated by future
generations.
The member for Wagin also discussed the issue of cloning. I have yet to find anyone who
supports cloning. However, the Bill does not go far enough on the issue of freezing embryos.
Again, this relates to the preamble and the part of the Bill which states that the whole
purpose of the legislation is the implanting of embryos into women. The freezing of
embryos causes me concern because this involves interfering with the natural processes in
the wonst way. When we freeze an embryo, we hold it for a moment of time; however, time
far die other human beings involved in that process continues to march forward. This creates
problems of the worst kind. The storage of embryos should be considered on the basis that
embryos are the start of human life. They are being placed in frozen storage and if one ova
produces the embryos, what does one do with them when they are no longer required? This
results in the termination of human life and creates problems in areas in which I have
difficulty. I understand that some members in this House strongly believe that we should
allow at least some short term freezing of embryos. However, this should only be allowed in
the instance of a woman who has a problem which does not allow the immediate implanting
of that embryo in her womb. The situation in Europe is so bad that 300 000 embryos are in
frozen storage, which creates a problem in what to do with them. I would hate to see that
happen in Perth, although I understand that several hundred are already in existence.
The Bill will impose a three year limit on such freezing, but if I had my way I would limit it
to three months. This would also target the storage of embryos for specific purposes such as
implanting into women. This would be preferable to having a whole hank of embryos to use
at will because it creates a problem with disposal at a later stage. The problem was created
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before the Bill was drafted, and it exists while t Bill is before the House. Embryos exist
and we have to face up to what to do with all those little human lives - they have been
created and it is not possible to reverse what has happened. Therefore, we should allow the
adoption of these embryos in certain circumstances. This is something with which my
colleagues may not necessarily agree, but I will be moving amendments to these aspects of
the Bill of which I will give notice.
In conclusion, I have covered areas on which I will expand during the Committee stage, at
which time I will move a number of amendments. It is pleasing to see a considerate attitude
among all political parties in relation to this Bill. Give and take has been evident on all sides
in a major effort to at least understand other points of view and to accommodate those
differing points of view. We have broad agreement among all major political parties, and I
hope among the Independents, of whom you are a prominent member, Mr Deputy Speaker.
In that case, we can set an example to society. This is a pleasing aspect of the Bill and I hope
we can maintain this aspect during the Committee stage.
MR WILSON (Dianella - Minister for Health) [9.27 pm]: I appreciate the generally
positive response indicated by the speakers from the other side of the House. I particularly
appreciate the efforts by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to inform himself, and to assist
members of his party, on what is a very difficult and complex piece of legislation. I do not
believe that many members of this House have actually read the Human Reproductive
Technology Bill; although members may not wish to admit that, I suspect it to be the case.
However, I am not sure that I can blame such members for that as it is a difficult Bill.
Mr Lewis: You are pretty right there.
Mr WILSON: Yes; however, those who have taken an interest in the Bill obviously have
taken an intense interest. Some members have very deep seated views on issues broached in
the Bill - that can mean that we can reach some common agreement, or it can mean that we
have deep division. However, from the remarks made it would seem that in a large part we
will be able to deal with this Bill on a non-partisan basis. This is desirable when dealing
with community issues which have very deep legal, ethical and social aspects at stake. Such
an attitude will mean that we will have a Bill which represents as closely as possible the
position now held by the community. All our efforts - as mentioned by the member for
Wagin - since 1984, including successful committee reports, a Select Committee of this
House and a draft Bill released for public comment prior to this Bill being brought into this
House, has meant that we have got as close as we can to representing the balance of
community views in this piece of difficult legislation. That is not to say that those views will
not change in the future and that amendments will not need to be made to this Bill.
However, the adoption of that overcautious approach has allowed us to reach agreement on
most of what is presented in this Bill.
The most productive debate on this Bill will be during the Committee stage when members
will have a chance to query and come to terms with some of the most difficult aspects of this
legislation. One of the greatest difficulties in compiling this legislation was tr-ying to present
in legislative terms some of the difficult and complex ethical issues involved. I do not think
anybody could really understand how difficult that is until they have tried to wrestle with the
issues presented in this legislation. What can be achieved through the structure of this
legislation wI be, firstly, to achieve a confirmation of the overall objectives of reproductive
technology; that is, to assist infertile couples to give birth to a healthy baby. Secondly, and
just as importantly, the Bill will protect the sections of the community which do not wish to
go down the road of eugenics or condone practices of using human subjects as means to an
end but which are happy to see the unfortunate situation of some infertile couples improved.
That is a general principle in the legislation on which we can achieve agreement.
Many people are unwilling to become embroiled in the debates concerning pre-syngamous
experimentation and, in an attempt to provide consistency in the legislation, the prohibitions
on research and diagnostic procedures are meant to apply from the commencement of the
fertilisation process. This was not meant to indicate a philosophical position. One of the
difficulties I had was to distinguish between my personal views on this matter and to reach
an accommodation of those views and what could be judged to be the balance of the
community's views. That is not always an easy process. One naturally tends - and I think
people have criticised me for doing this - to be prejudiced by one's views. I have tried to
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steer clear of that and, in saying that, I am not indicating a philosophical position on my, or
the Government's, part that is seeking to affordi equal status to the egg in the process of
fertilisation with that of the early embryo. However, it is true that this approach does grant
equality of respect to the fertilising ovum. In that regard the Government's major concern
was based on a practical concern for administering the Bill. Itris no use having correct
ethical positions on these matters if we cannot put into legislation something that can be
practically administered. In developing this legislation that had to be the Government's
concern; it was also the Government's objective. I hope that as we debate these matters
during the Committee stage we will be able to have proper regard to achieving that balance.
The ethical concerns must be adopted as those concerns represent the balance of views in the
community. However, if the legislation is to be useful and if it is to work it must be
legislation that can be practically administered. I hope that will be considered an important
aspect of the debate when we go into more detail on the Bill. Once again, I thank members
of the Opposition for their comments in support of the Bill. I urge the House to support the
second reading.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

VIDEO TAPES CLASSIFICATION AND CONTROL AMENDMENT BILL 1990
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Dr Gallop (Minister for Fuel and Energy),
read a first time.

Second Reading
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Fuel and Energy) [9.40 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
[Leave granted for the following text to be incorporated.1
The purpose of this Bill is to facilitate national uniformity on key aspects of videotape
classification and to provide increased protection for children. Over the past 18 or so
months, the Commonwealth, the States and the Territories have considered changes to the
national scheme for videotape classification following the release of the report of the Joint
Select Committee on Video Material and a review of the policies and practices of the
Commonwealth Office of Film and Literature Classification, which incorporates the Film
Censorship Board and the Films Board of Review. Three of the items provided for in this
Bill have national application and have been agreed to by the Standing Committee of

inisters responsible for censorship. The Commonwealth has amended its legislation and
other States and the Northern Territory are proceeding with their requirements. An
additional amendment which is not related to the national classification scheme but concerns
child pornography is an initiative of this Government.
Firstly, the Bill provides for there to be clearer and more informative marking, advertising
and consumer advice requirements for all future video releases. The new provisions will
require the inclusion of consumer advice on all videotapes above the G classification. More
information is to be made available about the content of videos to allow those intending to
view them to make more informed chokces. There will be advice to inform viewers, and
parents in particular, of the stronger elements which wan-ant a certain classification.
Additional information will also be provided about age suitability. The censor will be able to
determine the size and form of the markings. The issue of a national determination will
allow the inclusion of more detail than is generally found in regulations and will ensure
uniformity of advertising arid labelling throughout Australia.
Secondly, the requirement to publish classification decisions in the Commonwealth Gazette
will be removed. The existing legislation in some States, including Western Australia,
provides that a decision of the censor takes effect from the date of publication in the
Commonwealth Gazette. Gazettal is costly and can take up to eight weeks for decisions to be
published and therefore become effective. In addition, gazettal does not provide easily
accessible or up to date advice on classifications to the industry or to the general public. The
need for gazettal has also caused problems with prosecutions where previously unclassified
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videotapes are involved. The existing gazettal requirement can sometimes overtake the rime
limit on proceedings.
By this national amendment, the system will be standardised so that the dare of classification
will be the date the certificate is signed by the censor. Advice of all class ification decisions
will in future be available on a Telecom electronic information service. The database of the
Film Censorship Board is to be made available to Telecom which will then provide
immediate on line access for State and Federal Governments, police, customs, industry and
the general public to a permanent, up to date record of all classification decisions.
Thirdly, the censorship board will be able to review a classification decision made by it or by
the review board. This will enable the board to react to public concern and to act where there
has been a change in community attitudes. The Commonwealth Attorney General will be
able to direct the board to review a decision at any time. Any request from a State Minister
responsible for censorship for review of a classification would be automatically referred to
the board by the Attorney General. This will ensure that any decision by the board has
Australia-wide effect and is not restricted to one State or Territory. The censorship board
will be able to review a previous decision of its own motion after two years. Any decision
resulting from a review can be subject to appeal.
These three amendments are based on changes already made to Commonwealth legislation
which has been used by the States as a model. The implementation of these legislative
changes has the full support of the video industry and will strengthen the national scheme for
videotape classification and control. The changes will also provide considerable
improvements and assistance for the public.
Finally, a small but significant amendment, which provides increased protection for children,
has been included in the Bill. At present, there is a six month limitation on proceedings
involving child pornography. This limitation will be lifted so that prosecutions involving
child abuse videotapes may be brought at any time. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bradshaw.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COASTAL SHIPPING COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BELL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 21 March.
MR COURT (Nedlands) [9.41 pm]: It is interesting that the Government has made a
decision to go ahead and lease three ships. This legislation makes it possible for the
Government to provide the necessary guarantee for those leases. I have been told in this
House by members opposite for many years that Stateships is about to become profitable. I
have been told that it is going through changes and that plans will be put into effect for
Stateships to become a profitable organisation. I have a Press clipping from The West
Australian in 1988 which reads -

Yesterday's announcement that three state-of-the-ant ships are to be built as part of a
$41 million State Government package was a long-awaited one.
The three new ships are likely to play a key role in what is shaping as a major
turnaround in the fortunes of Stareships - the WA Government's loss-making and
often-criticised shipping operation.

The article continues -

They are an integral part of a plan to turn Stateships' once seemingly-inevitable
heavy losses - last year it was $16.3 million in the red - into a profit within five years.

We are running out of time. We have been given assurances on many occasions in this place
that Stateships will become profitable. However, it is still making losses and from what I can
see of the lease commitments and other costs associated with running Stareships, it will never
make a profit. I want the Minister to indicate whether she believes it will make a profit in,
say, the next five years because I have been here since 1982 and I have been told in all that
time that it will make a large profit.
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Mr Shave: If the Minister gives you that undertaking, will that change your view about
Staxeships?
Mr COURT: It will not. If Stateships provided a service chat assisted industry and that
service could not be provided by someone else, I might. However, all the Government does
is tell us about its microeconomic reform program. That is an awful word to use for
reforming the waterfront and coastal shipping. What has the Government done in eight
years? All this Bill does is guarantee chat Scateships will continue to operate as a loss
making organisation. The Government should admit chat its statements that it will become a
profitable operation are nonsense.
We should seriously question whether Stateships should continue and whether the
Government should be spending so much of taxpayers' funds on propping it up. The reality
is that coastal shipping around Australia has to be reformed because of many arazy examples
of the costs associated with it, including it being cheaper to import salt from overseas than it
is to ship it from the Pilbara wher-e we make some of the most competitively priced salt in the
world but the prohibitive cost of coastal shipping makes the cost of using that salt
prohibitive. Attempts have been made to put a steel operation in the Bunbury region but the
costs associated with shipping the iron ore to Bunbury from the north make that operation
unviable. Until our coastal shipping is competitive internationally we will see more
international ships using our coastal shipping lanes.
We talk continuously about value added processing which is so critical to our future
development. However, it is difficult for us to compete if the costs associated with coastal
shipping are so high. The promises that have been made about our coastal shipping
becoming profitable have not been fulfilled. There was a plan to turn the industry around in
the third year of the five year period. However, members will be interested to know that the
loss for that year was $12 million. What will it be this year and next year? The losses will
continue.
What will the ships be used for? What will be their main routes and cargoes? I have been
told that they do not do much work around the Western Australian coast any more and that
they travel between Tasmania and Western Australia and sometimes to Papua New Guinea.
What will be the main routes of these three ships? Will the ships export our produce to
Asian markets? Stateships is heavily subsidised by the taxpayers. If these ships carry cargo
to Asia they will grab whatever cargo is available to bring back thereby subsidising imports
as well as helping exports. They are small ships and therefore there is no economy of scale
in exporting goods. What are the profitability levels of these ships compared with bigger
ships travelling the samne routes? I know that the small operator who operated on the Cocos
Islands-Christmas Island run, ran the route at a considerably cheaper cost than now applies
under the latest contract drawn up by the Federal Government.
The exporting of hay to Japan from the Greenough flats was brought to my attention during
the Geraldton by-election and it was a pretty impressive operation. Currently hay is
containerised, sent to Fremantle and shipped from Fremantle. A proposal has been put to the
Government and to Stateships that the 240 containers, which is the amount the new ships can
carry, will be filled with hay, sent to Fremantle and shipped to Singapore, from where cheap
shipping rates will be obtained to distribute the hay to Taiwan, Japan, or wherever there is a
market. I did not think it was a very big industry, but I was most impressed when I was told
how many containers had been shipped since Christmas 1990. When the proposition was put
to Stateships it was not accepted.
The other part of the proposal was that one berth should be given to the private sector in
Geraldton for it to operate. A number of different companies - not necessarily in the hay
industry - have indicated that, quite apart from the current berths, they want a berth they can
load using their own staff. The hay company, for example, employs a lot of people who help
it to grow the hay and put it in containers, and it wants to use those same people on the
wharf. Currently it sends a team to harvest the hay, and the samte team works on the
operation on the Greenough fiats, and packs it into containers. The various private sector
companies want to send their own teams to the wharf to load their produce. This is one of
the changes that has taken place in the salt operation north of Carnarvon. I am also aware
that companies, such as Alcoa of Australia Ltd. use people from their own operations to help
when a ship is in port. It is a terrific idea. We have talked about waterfront refonn for long
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enough. It is now time to do something about it. This proposal could be experimented with
for a trial period. The Government should allow these private companies to operate the berth
and to use whatever labour they warnt to. We should assess how such a system works. I
would be interested to know whether the Minister is aware of the approaches made to try to
exploit this system.
Mrs Beggs: Discussion has taken place in this Parliament for a long time with regard to the
company that has cried to export the hay. I am surprised that the member for Nedlands does
not understand all the issues that surround it. Stareships has never refused to carry the hay,
and has cooperated fully with the company to try to resolve the issue. It is a more complex
matter than the member has suggested. Stateships was not in a position to assist because of
the agreements made by the hay company with the container company.
Mr COURT: That is very interesting. I understand this company does not deal through the
Japanese trading houses, but handles its own sales. That is terrific. in other words, it is
quietly operating in Japan, having established a track record, and is able to handle these deals
directly. I was most impressed by that operation. One of the keys to the export industry and
the role the Japanese trading houses play is the paperwork involved. A huge amount of
paperwork is necessary and this company has invested a great deal of money in a
sophisticated computer system which enables it to do the work for which it would normally
pay a considerable fee to a middleman. This company is growing, and I thought somebody
would accept the challenge of allowing it co fill a container ship. The shipment of
240 containers to Singapore, for distribution from that port, should be encouraged. I would
support any moves, even on an experimental basis, to allow various companies to have a
berth on Stateships. I am sure the mining companies and others would appreciate the
opportunity to operate in that scenario.
The last question I raise relates to the actual lease agreements. The Government seems
reluctant to make these lease agreements public. It is unusual for it to have the type of lease
arrangements it has with the Westpac Banking Corporation, which is the owner of the ships.
If the taxpayers of this State will be committed many years into the future to a lease
agreement, it is only proper that we know what is contained in the lease agreement. I do not
understand why it is a matter of commercial confidentiality. It is quite usual for both parties
to know what is in a lease agreement, and the taxpayers of this State are one of the parties
involved in the agreement. Before the Parliament approves this legislation, it should be told
the details of the lease arrangement, particularly as we are told time and time again that
Stateships is about to become a profitable operation. I dispute that. I have been a member in
this place for long enough to know that, despite all the promises that are made about
Stateships becoming profitable, year after year the losses increase. I went through some
notes recently, and found that the total losses from 1982 to 1990 amount to $126 million.
That is a lot of money.
Mrs Beggs: What happened before 1982?
Mr COURT: I do not have figures for before 1982.
Mrs Beggs: That is very interesting.
Mr COURT: The Government made a commitment in 1988 that within five years Stateships
would become profitable;, but it is showing no signs of heading in that direction. I have
attended briefings at which I was told that the following year Stateships would become
profitable, but every year the loss increases. We arc now asked to support the lease
arrangements for three new ships.
Mrs Beggs: One of the reasons for the losses is historical, as the member for Wagin said.
One reason, regardless of what happens in terms of microeconomic reform, is the
superannuation liability that has been there for a long time and which cannot be ignored.
Regardless of what is done with fleet reductions, economies of scale and so on, that liability
will always be a component. Even if a decision were made tomorrow that Stateships would
no longer operate, those factors would continue for a long time.
Mr COURT: These are the very real costs of running a business.
Mrs Beggs: Absolutely. Stateships is no different from any other business and the
superannuation liability will be there for a long time.
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Mr COURT: Many years ago Stareships was the only form of tranisport for people living in
the north of this State. Therefore, Stateships was originally established for a different reason
than that for which it now operates.
Mrs Beggs: Are you suggesting that: these obligations to the north west of the State are no
longer relevant?
Mr COURT: One of the main obligations to the north west of the State was to take people
there and back. There were no aeroplanes Or other forms of transport.
Mrs Beggs: That was only part of it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: This interchange is very interesting, but I suggest it is not getting
us anywhere.
Mr COURT: When Stareships was originally set up, it served quite a different role from
what is required today. One of those key roles was to service the pastoral industry in the
north and the small mining companies and to transport people. I can remember that I used to
travel on Stateships. In the 1950s and the 1960s we had a choice of going by DC3 or by
Stateships. A number of times I travelled on Staxeships when the passenger ships ran, but the
situation has changed with the development of the north, particularly the mining industry.
We now have jet services, buses, cars or whatever. Many different transport options are
available for freight. Stateships now plays a very limited role in carrying freight round the
north of the State because most of the products go out either in bulk carriers or by truck.
Stateships has tried to find other markets to justify its existence. We must justify the need to
have a Stateships operation. The time has come when we must reform all the coastal
shipping round this country. Compared with the competition from other countries,
Stateships' freight rates are absolutely ludicrous. I would appreciate it if the Minister could
explain what is being forecast in the way of a profit. What routes or cargoes are being used
to justify operating this shipping line? It is only proper that the Government should table the
list of documents so that we will know what sort of agreement the Government is getting
into.
MR FRED TUBBY (Roleystone) [10.02 pm]: As I read it, this amending Bill basically
does two things: Firstly, it seeks to increase the number of representatives on the
commission from three to five. Secondly, it will increase the powers of the Government to
grant guarantees to the commission. I do not disagree with the concept of having a couple of
people from industry on the commission; that is a good move. Rut why do we need three
public servants? Why not one, and two representatives from industry? Why do we need to
increase the number to five? I would like an assurance from the Minister that this will not
create a job for an old boy. We know well enough that one ex member of this place has
some experience in that field, and I would not like to see this as being a job creation exercise
for him in particular, or for any other person who may be associated with the Government.
Mr Watt interjected.
Mr FRED TUBBY: She is right; she is up there; she has good hearing.
My second concern regards guarantees. As the member for Nedlands pointed out, Stateships
has never made a profit; it has always operated at a loss. The losses are not diminishing.
Sooner or later we will have to take some action with regard to Stateships. I am fearful that
this Government will not be around for very much longer and it will be our Government
which wil have to make some hard decisions. I do not particularly like being locked into a
guarantee when we do not know what we are guaranteeing. It is incumbent on the Minister
to table the document. This amending Bill mentions "any financial obligation of the
commission', which 1 think is directly related to the lease arrangements of these three new
ships. We must see in writing exactly what we are letting ourselves in for, for how long we
will be committed to these lease arrangements, and what the penalty clauses are for the
Government's getting out of those lease arrangements at some time in the future if we
determine there must be some major shake-up in the operation of Stateships. We should be
allowed to see that detail before we proceed with the legislation. It is incumbent upon the
Minister to table the documents related to the lease agreements because, from my reading of
this amending Bill, it is committing the State financially in a guarantee to stand behind those
lease agreements.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [10.05 pm]: Why is the
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commission's membership to be increased from three to five? Is it difficult to achieve a
quorum with only three members, or is the Minister trying to put some commercial expertise
on the commission? If that is the case, why is there no requirement in the amending Bill to
indicate where that commercial expertise will come from? There is just an amendment to
expand the commission from three to five with no stipulation of the commercial background
or any other requirements which should be satisfied before a person is appointed to the
commission, If the Minister is going to put commercial expertise onto a body such as the
Coastal Shipping Commission, it might be appropriate to build into the provisions of the Act
those requirements which the Minister might like. That is quite commonplace: people
appointed to any authority, commission or board! usually must satisfy certain requirements,
whether it is expertise in banking, trade or whatever. However, in this case, the Minister has
merely said the commission should be expanded from three to five members. I would like to
hear the Minister's reasons for giving the Minister responsible for the commission such a
broad scope in the appointment of such people. The Moinister does not have to satisfy any
criteria at all; the commission is just expanded to five people.
Another area which needs to be dealt with, and which is probably more important, relates to
the matter of offering a guarantee. I do not think any member will argue with some of the
minor amendments contained in this Bill, such as the change from the Industrial Arbitration
Act to the Industrial Relations Act, which are straightforward and commonplace and must be
done to bring the Act up to date. However, when it comes to the issue of a guarantee to
Wesrpac to allow that bank some security for the cost of providing moneys to construct three
new vessels, I am surprised that the inister is not capable of doing that through the existing
section 27 of the principal Act. That section relates to the issue of a guarantee for any other
purpose. I would be interested to know why it is that section 27 of the principal Act has been
disregarded and the Minister has found it necessary to make an amendment to section 25.
Section 27(l) of the principal Act states -

Subject to subsection (2) of this section the Commission in addition to the powers
conferred on it by section twenty-six of this Act, may at any time and from time to
time, with the approval of the Governor, borrow money on the security of the assets
of the Commission or upon a guarantee as provided in subsection (3) of this section -

Subsection (c) refers to any other purpose approved by the Governor. As section 27(l)(c)
refers to the issue of a guarantee, perhaps the Minister can explain why this cannot be
undertaken and why this matter must be brought before Parliament when the Government
has the power already to do that.
Some time ago, during the course of the losses which have been incurred by the Government
upon the exercising of guarantees, debate took place in which the Government committed
itself to ensuring that in future wherever a guarantee provision was made the Government
would come before Parliament at the time of the issue of a guarantee. The provisions of this
legislation allow the Government to issue guarantees to Westpac. The National Party would
appreciate it if the Minister could give the same undertaking as has been given in the past;
that is, instead of our merely accepting this legislation and then discovering at some future
time that the guarantee must be exercised, the Government will honour the obligation it gave
that it would bring the appropriate legislation before this House when the Government issued
a guarantee. In that way, we will all know precisely the extent of the guarantee and for what
purpose it is to be used; then we can debate whether it is acceptable for such a guarantee to
be issued. We have been caught on a number of occasions when the Government has issued
a guarantee; we have had no knowledge whatsoever until such time as the guarantee has been
exercised. I do not need to remind anyone that in the case of Rothwells the guarantee was
something like $150 million.
While I am not familiar with the shipping industry, I suggest that the cost of building three
ships is considerable. I do not know whether they will be built at once or phased in.
However, the building of one ship will involve a considerable cost.
Mrs Beggs: They are all built.
Mr COWAN: Has the guarantee already been issued? Are we waiting for the legislation to
be enacted?
Mrs Beggs: Yes.
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Mr COWAN: That reflects how hollow is the undertaking by the Government. Two years
ago we were given in unequivocal terms an undertaking thac in future the Government would
ensure that where a guarantee was to be issued, legislation would be brought before this
place at the rime of the issue of the guarantee. Are we to see such legislation, or are we to be
told the Government now has the capacity to offer a guarantee to Westpac?
Mrs Bleggs: Are you asking that every time a guarantee is given it should come before
Parliament?
Mr COWAN: It is not what I am asking; it is what the Government said it would do. I
remind the Government of the undertaking it gave; it is one which must be honoured. If we
are to talk about accountability, if we are to give some credibility to the claim that the
Government is trying hard to be accountable, I suggest that the moment this legislation is
enacted, the moment it gives the Government the opportunity to exercise a guarantee, the
Minister should hot foot down to the Crown Law Department or to the Parliamentary
Draftsman and request that a draft Bill be drawn up in order to authorise the issue of a
guarantee. That is very important. I will remind the Government of that undertaking every
time I find legislation which requires the issue of a guarantee because it is very important to
US.
Mr Fred Tubby: It is important to the Western Australian taxpayers.
Mr COWAN: Yes, it is. Perhaps the Minister could indicate the extent of such a guarantee.
That is a very important point also. We know what the guarantee will be; it will be for the
Minister to set aside an amount for the purchase of these vessels. However, given the history
of coastal shipping, it would be very difficult for anyone to believe that the Western
Australian Coastal Shipping Commission will be capable of turning profits large enough to
offset the cost of the charter and at the same time operate the vessels. On that basis it may
be, particularly if the State Government retained some community service obligation, that
some cost to the State will occur. Maybe that cost will be reflected in offsetting the capital
costs of obtaining ships under charter. That means that the Government will exercise the
guarantee. If that is so, we want to know about it at the time of the issue of the guarantee so
that we are aware of the value, and the purpose to which it will be put, and we can act on
that. We would rather know about that than see the item in an appropriation Bill which talks
about an appropriation of funds to the Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission for
the purpose of meeting a guarantee which has been exercised.
I seek that undertaking from the Minister regarding the guarantee provisions in this
legislation. We have no objection to the guarantee provisions. I am surprised we had to go
to these lengths. I thought provision existed under section 27 of the Act. I am sure that the
people who advise the Minister have greater knowledge of the Statutes than I do. No doubt a
valid reason exists for this measure. I am sure that the Minister will tell me. By the same
token, the Minister should inform the National Party members, and my colleagues in the
Liberal Parry, of an undertaking that should such a guarantee be required the Minister will
legislate to let the House know about it at the time of the issue of such a guarantee, as
opposed to the rime that it might be exercised.
MR SHAVE (Melville) [10.18 pm]: I seek the advice of the Minister. I have been perusing
a few articles relating to this issue. On 5 April an article in The West Australian included an
analysis of Stateships' profit and loss statements which show that the loss over the past nine
years of the State Shipping Service amounted to almost $141 million. That is, for the $1.60
in operating costs, only $ 1.00 has been earned. Does the Minister consider this an acceptable
level? Does the Minister propose that we should be looking at getting competitive shipping
on that route -

Mrs Beggs: Which route is the member talking about?
Mr SHAVE: I am talking about the State shipping routes from here to the north west - and
the moutes to the Eastern States, if we are still involved in that way.
Mrs Beggs: No, we are not.
Mr SHAVE: Then I will talk about Stateships operating to the north. It seems that
considerable concern has been expressed about the cost of superannuation payments to
employees. Those employees are entitled to their superannuation payments, but in these
economic conditions we should be considering all aspects in the evaluation. Will the
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Minister enlighten me on the trading figures or operating revenue for this year? I see from
these reports that operating revenue for the year ended June 1990 was $34.4 million, down
from $42.5 million in the previous year. Why has it declined this year and what is being
proposed for the services? Is the Minister proposing to cut back these services? Are the
costs similar in previous years or have they increased in the last 12 months? There was some
talk of an evaluation, as the following article in The West Austrralian of 10 December 1990
indicates -

The State Government is to review Stateships services to the North-West next year.
Under a new Stateships strategy, the North-West service will be evaluated against the
service the state operates to South-East Asia.
Stareships general manager Doug Wilson said the North-West service would not be
cut completely but would be re-evaluated according to demand.
The fleet of five would be reduced to four in 1991 and three in the next year.

Has a comprehensive evaluation been carried out? What are the figures, and what will be the
profitability at 30 June this year, and if, as the member for Nedlands was saying, the figures
are not looking too good, will the Government show a sense of practicality and look at
privatising those services as it is doing with the coalmining industry? I thought the proposal
for a privately owned power station was a sensible one. The Deputy Speaker would agree
with me on that;, competition is something he would encourage. Why are we continuing
down that path when a similar service can be provided through competition? Is the Minister
considering encouraging competition or completely privati sing this operation?
MRS BEGGS (Whitford - Minister for Transport) [10.23 pmj: This debate has strayed off
the subject of the amending Bill that is before the Parliament. I will take members back to
what was contained in the second reading speech; that is, the Bill has a twofold effect: It will
increase the number of commissioners from three to five, and will incorporate other minor
amendmnents to facilitate administrative procedures, and it will honour an undertaking that
was given by the Government in connection with the construction of three new vessels for
Stateships, the assignment of the construction agreement to the Westpac Banking
Corporation, and the charter of those vessels from Wesipac. The member for Moore
misrepresented the course of events regarding the building contract and the subsequent
referral of the contract to Westpac. The sequence of events was that Stateships contracted
with Australian Shipbuilding Industries to build the three new vessels. At that time there
were no written or spoken agreements with Westpac and during construction ownership of
those partially completed vessels was with Stateships, and funding at that stage was through
the Treasury Corporation. Subsequently, in order to obtain the most attractive financing
position for the State, it was decided that an operating lease would be most attractive and as a
result the building contract was transferred from Stateships to Westpac for a consideration of
$12 million, payable to Stateships, which was used to repay the Treasury Corporation. At
that point ownership of the partially built vessels was transferred to Westpac. It is important
to keep in mind that a number of proposals were presented by other financiers that would
have involved a similar transfer of that ownership. It should also be remembered that in
dealing with this Bill the guarantee provision that is being sought and which gives the
Treasurer power to guarantee, already exists in section 54D of the Government Railways
Act. That provision was inserted in 1978 by the then Liberal Government.
Mr Fred Tubby: If Westpac got into that, surely it did so because it was going to make some
money.
Mrs BEGGS: We will get into that in a minute, Some comments have been made about
whether we should have entered into these commitments. The commitments with respect of
the ASI ships were in the same terms as those entered into by the Opposition when it was in
office for the vessels Kimnberley, Pilbara and Koolinda. The present changes we are seeking
are merely to update the provisions of the Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission
Act to honour those commitments. They are really not very much different. The member for
Moore also raised some other issues which are superfluous to the Bill but I will address them.
He questioned the disposal of the MV Irene Greenwood as underwriting revenue. Th1ose
moneys related to a rebate of charter hire which is required to be reported as operating
revenue, and the charter payments are treated as an operating expense under both the
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Australian Standards Association's accounting standards and Treasury Instructions. The
member for Moore said that this was an unusual provision.
Mr McNee: I have been advised that it is.
Mrs BEGGS: The member also raised the decommissioning expenses of the MV Koolinda
under abnormal items. I am advised that disposal of that vessel gave rise to lay-up and
decommissioning expenses in accordance with the contracts that were entered into by the
previous Liberal Government, and independent advice from Ernst and Young and in
consultation with the Auditor General's department indicated that die treatment as an
abnormal item was the most appropriate.
It is obvious that members of the Opposition have a keen interest in Stateships, so I am
surprised that they have not been following what is happening. The Government strategy,
which was announced publicly, was that there would be a consolidation of Stateships after a
full evaluation of Stateships' operations. That was done by the University of Wollongong's
transport faculty, and as a result of chat's being presented to me and subsequently to Cabinet
a decision was made to reduce the fleet to four in 1991 and three in 1992. That was a
comprehensive evaluation which addressed die issue of die obligations chat are an integral
part of Stateships' operations. Those obligations are, of course, a real legacy from the
previous Liberal Government's inability to make proper provision for superannuation
payments into the future - nobody could deny that. But it also addressed the benefits to the
Stare of having a shipping service, particularly to die north west. We could debate for hours
whether there will be a direct benefit to the State. I happened to be in Broome when the
MV Gordon Reid, on its maiden voyage, arrived in that town. I had the opportunity to speak
to the local people about the service Stateships offered them. I suggest to members opposite
that while concern has been expressed about the cost of operating that service a lot more
concern would be expressed if we were to disband the service without considering the effect
that would have on the north west.
Mr Shave: Shouldn't you be considering chat in view of the money that has been lost?
Mrs BEGGS: If we look at what has happened to Stateships in the last few years the efforts
of the Western Australian Coastal Shipping Commission should be applauded. The member
asked a question about its expected financial position at the end of this financial year. I do
not have the figures before me, but like almost every trading enterprise in Western Australia
in this economic downturn there may be fluctuations in its attempt to become a profitable
organisation in five years' time. There may be hitch this year.
Mr Fred Tubby: There has been some fancy footwork in the calculation of the figures.
Mrs BEGGS: The member can say that.
Mr Fred Tubby: I am not the only person saying it.
Mrs BEGGS: Who else is saying it?
Mr Fred Tubby: It is widely acknowledged that there has been some fancy footwork in the
calculations.
Mrs BEGGS: The member is good at saying that people say these things, but he is never
able to tell me, in a direct way, who is saying what.
Mr Shave: How can you realistically say it will become profitable when for nine years it has
been running at a considerable loss?
Mrs BEGGS: It has been running at a considerable loss for a long time, not only for nine
years.
Mr Shave: Shouldn't you be getting away from the scenario that you will turn it into a
profitable organisation. Let's be honest: In these economic times it will not happen.
Mrs BEG3GS: The member may think he can make a projection like that and it will have
some standing in die community. I am not prepared to make a decision based on a personal
view. The decisions about the operations of Stateships must be based on all the facts. We
have a chance each year to evaluate its operations.
Mr Shave: It is losing a lot of money.
Mrs BEGGS: Every year the losses are reduced. From 1988-89 to 1989-90 there was a
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15 per cent reduction which was incredible, given that the economic climate was not
conducive to that happening. The member for Nedlands said that the coastal shipping
operations should be re-evaluated. I am not prepared to get into a debate on this Bill about
whether Staceships should continue to operate in the future. The most important thing to
determine is whether the Bill before the House is an appropriate way to ensure that the
commitments which have been given in terms of the guarantees are approved by the
Parliament. That is the reason the Bill is before the House and it is obvious that some
members are confused about what the Bill proposes to do. As we go through the Committee
stage we can address each amendment as it relates to the Bill in a comprehensive way. I do
not agree that this is some sort of trick by the Government to go against its previous
commitments. The Bill is designed to ensure that the Treasurer has the power to make
guarantees for the charter arrangements that have been entered into. The provision is exactly
the same as the provision in the railway Act. There is nothing funny about it; it is a
legitimate Bill which will enable the Government to ensure that the provisions with the
Westpac Banking Corporation can be authorised by the Treasurer.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Conviiuee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Watt) in the Chain Mrs Beggs (Minister for
Transport) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 toe8 put and passed.
Clause 9: Section 27A inserted -

Mr McNEE: I move -

Page 4, line 25 - To insert after 'purpose." the following -

(7) No guarantee shall be given by the Treasurer under subsection (1) unless
all papers and documents connected with the assignment of the construction
agreement to Westpac Banking Corporation and the charter of the vessels
from Westpac are first laid before both Houses of Parliament.

The Opposition is no longer prepared to accept the nonsense dished up to it by this
Government. Without doubt, every person in Western Australia has lost his confidence in
this Government, and with good reason. This is the same Government which commissioned
the Burt Commission on Accountability, which in its report referred to open government.
Did the Premier not say she believed in open government? Here we have one of her
Ministers saying. "We will make a deal which will involve the taxpayers of Western
Australia, but we will not show you the details of the deal." Should the Opposition agree to
that? What sont of a pig in a poke is that? This Government's financial record is notoriously
bad, yet it wants the Opposition to trust it and be in this deal.
Mr Kierath: Would you trust it?
Mr McNEE: Not with my play lunch. My amendment is a reasonable request. The Minister
came up with a dopey excuse the other day that it is Westpac's property. 1 have a respect for
that bank, but I do not have any respect for this Government or for its capacity to make a
deal. It will sign anything. The Opposition is not about to go down the track the
Government wants it to. It is an insult to the taxpayers of Western Australia who this
Government is committing to the cost of these vessels in the amount of about $12 million
over a 10 year lease. I do not think leasing is a good deal for a Government, in any case. It
is all very well if one has a tax problem, but I doubt that this Government has a tax problem;
it is more likely to have a revenue problem. The Minister acts surprised at the Opposition's
reluctance to accept this clause. The Opposition is saying on behalf of the taxpayers of
Western Australia that enough is enough. If the Government is deadly serious about its deal
it will pull out the details and show them to us. We will then scrutinise them and, if they are
okay, approve them. The taxpayers of Western Australia deserve a better deal than they are
getting from this Government.
Mr FRED TUBBY: I was disappointed by the Minister's response because she failed to
answer any of the questions asked by the Leader of the National Party, by me or by
anybody else.
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Mrs Beggs: I answered the questions relevant to the Bill.
Mr FRED TUJBBY: Theme were questions related to the guarantees that the Minister failed to
mention.
Mrs Beggs: I said I would address them during the Committee stage.
Mr FRED TUBBY: This Government has a credibility problem in the community. That is
the reason that a Government Minister promised a couple of years ago that all guarantees
would be brought before the Parliament to be scrutinised, yet here we are treading the same
path again. I believe the guarantees have already been issued, so I do not know what the
Government will do if we do not pass this legislation. It is incumbent on the Minister to
table these documents. Westpac is not in the business of lending unless it will make money.
If it is to make money in this case it will have to come out of the Government's Consolidated
Revenue Fund. State shipping has never made a profit and a bigger loss will now be
incurred. Perhaps it would have been more economical to buy the ships in the first place.
What is the Government hiding with regard to these guarantees? We need to know the
details of the lease arrangements in case decisions have to be made in relation to the future of
Stateships. The Minister should tell taxpayers of the State what she has let them in for this
time.
Mr COWAN: I have outlined clearly our position in relation to the timing of legislation
brought before this Parliament relating to guarantees that may be offered under this
amendment which clearly requires the Government to table any documents relating to
assignment of these vessels to Westpac. I have no objection to Westpac's making a profit
out of this operation although I would like to see the amount published. I have no objection
to the Government's meeting the costs of providing a State shipping service because there is
a community obligation to provide that service. However, the Government must bear in
mind that it is dealing with a public service and will be using public money. For that reason
the amendment is quite appropriate. It may be that the Minister has other provisions
whereby she can table sufficient material to provide this information. However, this puts the
matter beyond doubt. As I said during the second reading debate, I do not think it was
necessary to amend the Hill at all to issue the guarantees the Minister wishes to issue. The
Minister has argued that she needed that change to the guarantee provisions. It is appropriate
for the Minister to accept this amendment because it makes clear that where an assignment of
this nature is entered into using taxpayers' funds to supply ships, which in turn supply a
service, this Parliament should know all about it. It is appropriate that the Committee accept
this amendment in order to ensure accountability, which one hopes this Government is
pursuing with great fervour.
Mrs BEGGS: No guarantees have been given. A commitment was given by a previous
Minister to Westpac to use his best and continuing efforts to procure the passage of an
amendment with all possible speed to get the Treasurer to guarantee the financial obligation
of Stateships. As I indicated when the Bill was first debated, I am not in a position to
guarantee that I can table the documents. The Government has no objection to tabling those
documents and I am sure that Westpac would have no objection either, but I must check with
it before giving that commitment because it is party to this arrangement. I feel sure Westpac
would feel obliged to do so as it is anxious to get the commitment from Treasury. On that
basis I will seek to report progress and come back as soon as possible after discussions with
Westpac and advise the result of those discussions.
Mr Bloffwitch: You normally get a copy. It is your property and you are entitled to do with
it what you like.
Mrs BEGGS: That is correct.

Mr COWAN: As there are two parties to such an agreement, it does not in any way affect
the Minister's support of this amendment. It may be commendable of the Minister to check
with Westpac, but I do not think I would pay much attention if it said "No, we do not like it."
Nevertheless, it is probably a courtesy to enter into that discussion with the bank. That does
not get rid of our desire for this amendment to be passed.
Mrs BEGGS: I am sure it will not alter the member's desire for the amendment to be passed.
I feel it is incumbent on me to at least advise Westpac that a request has been made by the
Parliament in this regard and, until I have discussed it with Westpac, I am unwilling to give
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that commitment. I can, however, give a commitment on behalf of the Government as I have
no problem with that. The member is right in saying that I owe them the courtesy of
advising them that it has been a request through the Parliament; and on that basis, I seek
leave to report progress.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again, on motion by Mrs Beggs (Minister for
Transport).

IRON ORE (MARILLANA CREEK) AGREEMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without amendment.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [10.52 pm]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournment Debate - Sittings of the H-ouse - Wednesdays 11.00 am

Mr PEARCE: I advise the House that I have had discussions with the Liberal Party and the
National Party about sitting hours, and in an endeavour to make a bit more room for
committees on Wednesday mornings it has been agreed that in future we will commence
sitting on Wednesdays at 11.00 am rather than 10.00 am, which is the current starting time; I
have advised both parties of the change. However, in order not to have any confusion
tomorrow and to give me time to move an amendment to the Sessional Order which governs
sitting times, I give notice that tomorrow we will sit at 10.00 am. So, boys and girls. I want
you to be here bright and early tomorrow, lined up in twos outside the door at five to ten
when the bells ring.
Mr House: You may be doing that the year after next!
Mr PEARCE: I wish the member would not say things like that because offers will start to
flood in as from tomorrow, and the member knows how it vexes me to have to knock people
back.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.53 pm
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APPENDIX A

The following amendment is recommended to facilitate future access to the areas underlain
by proven coal resources while protecting and managing important conservation values.

It is recommended that:

the proposed national park be approved with the exception of eastern area.
the boundaries of the area to be excised from the national park are described as
follows:

From the south west corner of Victoria Location 10641 (AMG 327803 mE
6668034 inN)

Proceed 4564.72m @ 9000. to the south east corner
of Victoria Location 10641

thence 7089.76m @ 17 9 05 9 ' to the easternmost south
east corner of VOL

thence 163.l7mn @ 278052' to acomner
of the VCL

thence 256.97mn @ 257059. to the north west corner
of Victoria Location 10829

thence 340.82in @ 179042' to the southernmost south
east corner of the VOL

thence 3808.65m @ 27002' to the south east corner
of Victoria Location 3860

thence 1005.78m @ 0O2T to the north east corner
of Victoria Location 3860

thence 402.74mn @ 27002. to the north west corner
of Victoria Location 3860

thence 100.58m @ 27002' to the eastern boundary of
1 15018 (Horse Breeding)

thence north along the eastern boundary of T15018
(Honse Breeding) to

AMG 332368 mE
666810Y7 inN)

AMO 332483 mE
6661016 inN)

AMO 332318 mE
6661033mN)

AMG 332088 mE
6660976 inN)

AMa 332074 mE
6660636 inN)

AMa 328266 mE
6660584 inN)

AMa 328251 mE
6661590 inN)

AMa 327848 mE
6661584 inN)

:AMG 327748 mE
6661582mN)

AMG 327743 mE
6663602 inN)
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thence nonth west to

thence north north easterly to

thence east north east to

thence north to the south west corner of Victoria
Location 10641

(AMG 326244 mnE
6664694 inN)

(AMG 326494 mnE
6665773 inN)

(AMG 327784 mE
6666339 inN)

(AMG 327803 mE
6668034 inN)

back to the start.

the area excised from the national park be designated 'C' Class under the Land Act
and classified under Section 5(g) of the Conservation and Land Management Act to
be vested in the National Parks and Natur-e Conservation Authority for the purpose of
wildlife conservation.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOSPITALS - MANJIMUP NURSING HOSPITAL
Commonwealth Community Services Department Funding

332. Mr OMODEL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the State Government initiated any action with regard to the
Commonwealth Department of Community Services provision of funds for a
nursing home for the aged in Manjimup?

(2) If yes -

(a) will the Minister indicate the extent of any action taken by the State
Government on this issue;

(b) will the Minister indicate to what extent the State Government will be
required to match any Commonwealth financial commitment to the
nursing home;

(c) if not, why not?

Mir WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) A letter of support for the project was sent to the Commonwealth

Department of Community Services and Health, advising the extent of
the State Government's capital contribution.

(b) There is no requirement upon the State to match any Commonwealth
commitment to the nursing home.

(c) Not applicable.

HOSPITALS - ART CURATOR EMPLOYMENT

378. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Health:

(1) Does any hospital in Western Australia employ an art curator?

(2) If yes -
(a) what hospital/hospitals;

(b) at what salary/salaries;

(c) what sort of budget to buy paintings does/do the curator/curators have?
Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) (a) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and Royal Perth Hospital.

(b) SCGH - contract a curator for 7.5 hours per weeks expending $4 576
per annum. RPH - contract a curator for 15 hours per week expending
$10 917 per annum.

(c) Purchase of paintings and cast of curator's salary come from the art
committee reserve account for SCGH or the board of management
trust funds for RPH. Income generated from these sources does not
include any Consolidated Revenue funding; that is, Government
subsidies. SCOT-, which expended approximately $7 000 in 1990, has
a flexible budget, dependent on the funds available in the reserve
account. The RPH budget of $4 644 in 1991 is annually CPI adjusted.

ROADS - BUSSELL HIGHWAY, BUNBURY-BUSSELTON
Four Lanes Upgrading

504. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Transport:

Would the Minister provide expected timetable and costs of upgrading Bussell
Highway to four lanes from Bunbury to Busselton?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:
The Federal Government's recently introduced provincial cities and rural
highways road funding program provides $18.5 million for improvements to
the Perth-Bunbury-Busselton corridor over the next three years. These funds
will complement substantial funding that the State Government is seeking
from the Federal Government's national arterial road program.
The Main Roads Department has commenced a major study to extend the
planning undertaken so far on the route from Perth to Bunbury and to
determine those upgrading proposals which would qualify for Federal
funding. The Bussell Highway between Bunbury and Busselton is included in
this study. Construction of the Capel bypass is estimated to cost $5.2 million
for a dual carriageway. The timing for construction has not yet been
determined. Details of other projects and costs are not available at this stage.

HEPTACHLOR - ARGENTINE ANTS
Reuber, Dr Melvin

513. Dr ALEXANDER to the Minister for Health:
(1) In a 1988 Health Department of Western Australia submission to the

Environmental Protection Authority of Western Australia on heptachlor use
for the control of Argentine Ants, did the Health Department -

(a) state that it did not accept American pathologist Dr Melvin Reuber's
data, for example as presented in his peer-reviewed paper
"Carcinogenicity of heptachlor and heptachlor epoxide" (Journal of
Environmental Pathology, Toxicology and Oncology, 7, pp.85-1 14,
1987) as "being a reliable source of scientific information";

(b) state that Dr Reuber's scientific credibility has been a matter of public
debate;

(c) imply that Dr Reuber was guilty of scientific fraud in claiming to have
reviewed histological slides in the 1987 peer-reviewed paper and that
in fact he had not;

(d) reproduce a 15 April 1981 article from the trade magazine Pesticide
and Toxic Chemical News and a 27 April 1984 article from the journal
Science which reported 1981 allegations of unprofessional conduct
against Dr Reuber by his employer, the Frederick Cancer Research
Centre;

(e) fail to report or reproduce a 12 October 1984 article from the journal
Science which reported that in October 1984 a United States District
Court had ruled that the allegations against Dr Reuber were false and
that all copies of a letter from his employer containing the allegations
(and reproduced by the Health Department in its 1988 submission) be
destroyed;

(2) Further to (1), did the Health Department of Western Australia spokesperson
refuse during an October 1988 ABC interview, to retract the Health
Department allegations that Dr Reuber's 1987 research was fraudulent
notwithstanding Dr Reuber's exoneration in the 1984 court case and a 1988
US court decision requiring the trade journal Toxic and Chemical News to pay
substantial damages to Dr Reuber, including $250 000 punitive damages for
publishing the false 1981 allegations?

(3) (a) Did the Health Department obtain its information about Dr Reuber in
relation to the 1981 accusations and the criticisms of his 1987 paper
from industry sources;

(b) if so. who and/or what were these sources;
(c) what efforts to verify the industry information did the Health

Department make (please specify)?

1846 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 14 May 1991] 84

(4) (a) Will the Minister publicly disassociate the Minister and the
Government from the allegations the Minister's department made
about Dr Reuber in its 1988 submission to the Environmental
Protection Authority as well as in the October 1988 Australian
Broadcasting Commission interview;

(b) if not, why not?
(5) (a) Will the Minister apologise to Dr Reuber for the Minister's

departments untrue and defamatory allegations about Dr Reuber;
(b) if not, why not?

(6) (a) Will the Minister take action against the Health Department officer/s
responsible for defaming Dr Reuben,

(b) if not, why not?
(7) (a) Will the Minister instruct the Health Department to cease distributing

its 1988 submission containing the defamation of Dr Reuber;
(b) if not, why not?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) (a)-(b),(d)

Yes.
(c) No.
(e) Yes. This was not known to the officers of the Health Department at

the rime.
(2) Senior officers of the Health Department have not refused to retract

allegations that Dr Reuber's research was fraudulent, because no such
allegation was made. The references were identified merely as evidence that
a controversy existed.

(3) (a) No.
(b)-(c)

Not applicable.
(4) (a) There are no allegations requiring such dissociation.

(b) Not applicable.
(5) (a) No. No defamation has occurred.

(b) Not applicable.
(6) Not applicable.
(7) (a) The submission to the EPA, which is now three years old, has been out

of print for most of the time since publication which was done at the
request of the EPA.

(b) Not applicable.
LIBRARY AND INFORMATION SERVICE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA -BUDGET

REDUCTION
546. Mr COURT to the Minister representing the Minister for The Arts:

(1) Has the reduction in the budget for the Library and Information Service of
Western Australia resulted in a 20 per cent cut in the new book ordering rates
for all Western Australian public libraries?

(2) If Yes. what effect will this have on the services provided by these libraries?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1)-(2)

The new book ordering rate is dependent upon a variety of factors including
the rapidly increasing real price of books, inflation, exchange rates, freight,
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and funding provided by the State Government. The Library and Information
Service of Western Australia purchases as wide a range as possible of
resources to meet the information needs of the public of Western Australia.
Every effort will continue to be made to ensure that maximum benefit is
gained from available resources and that a wide range of tidles is made
available to the community.

STREPTOCOCCI BACTERIA - HEALTH ACT 1911
Relevant Regulations

560. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Health:
Which are the regulations under the Health Act 1911 that are relevant to the
bacteria streptococci?

Mr WILSON replied:
There are no regulations relevant to streptococci under the Health Act 1911.
The only reference to streptococci is indirect, as scarlet fever is a notifiable
disease. This disease is caused by streptococci.

ROADS - TONKIN-REID HIGHWAY EXTENSIONS
Main Roads Deparment Employees - Overtime Work

565. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Transport:
(I) (a) With respect to road work being carried out on the Tonkin/Reid

Highway extensions are on-site Main Roads Department road gang
employees working overtime;

(b) if so, how many hours extra would the average employee work each
week?

(2) In this time of high unemployment, if there is sufficient work available to
attract overtime by employees, why isn't this work being made available to
the unemployed?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(10)42)
The construction work is being undertaken by contract. Main Roads
Department employees are engaged on the supervision and administration of
the site works. The contractor is permitted to work up to 60 hours per week
under the conditions of the contract. Overtime is worked by the Main Roads
Department employees on a needs basis and is dependent on the activity being
carried out by the contractor. During the past three months one employee has
averaged 22 hours, two employees eight and 10 hours respectively, and the
remaining four employees less than three hours of overtime per week. Due to
the nature of the work and the need for continuity it is not practicable to
employ additional staff so as to avoid the overtime currently being worked.

PASSIONFRUrT - WESTERN AUSTRALIA
590. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) What steps has the department taken to promote and assist the passionfruit
growing industry in Western Australia?

(2) What was the value of the total passionfruit crop in Western Australia in
1990?

(3) What is the estimated value of the crop for 1991 ?
(4) Can the inister outline what percentage of the passionfruit crop in 1990 was

sold for pulp and for sale as fruit?
(5) In terms of amounts of the categories of passionfruit pulp and fruit, what

proportion of each category was sold as follows -
(a) domestically;
(b) exported?
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(6) What was the value of the following in 1990 -
(a) domestic pulp;
(b) domestic fruit;
(c) export pulp;
(d) export fruit?

(7) Which countries are the major recipients of exports of passionfruit from
Western Australia?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) During the period 1950-70 the Department of Agriculture provided extension

assistance to approximately 200 passionfruit growers who provided fruit to
three processors. Fruit production gradually reduced so that by 1970 two
processors had closed down and by the later 1980s the remaining processor
who received fruit from only one grower also ceased processing passionfruit.
The department currently provides advice to a small number of persons
growing passionfruit.

(2)-(6)
Production data is not available. The Australian Bureau of Statistics records
data only from rural properties with a gross return in excess of $20 000.

(7) Fresh passionfruit was exported to Brunei, Switzerland and Singapore in 1989
and 1990.

SHEEP - LIVE SHEEP TRADE
Middl East

591. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) With the completion of the Gulf war and the return to normalising

relationships with the Middle Eastern nations, what are the prospects for the
rest of 1991 for the live sheep trade in terms of prices for -
(a) young wethers;
(b) 2-4 tooth sheep;
(c) 4-6 tooth sheep;
(d) 6+ tooth sheep?

(2) To which Middle East countries does the Minister anticipate live sheep will be
sent for the remainder of 1991 ?

(3) How many sheep per country are estimated to be sent?
(4) How many tonnes of frozen mutton does the Minister anticipate will be sent

to the Middle-East for the remainder of 1991?
(5) How many tonnes per country are estimated to be sent?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) In view of the Commonwealth's decision to suspend live sheep exports to

Saudi Arabia, Libya's ongoing withdrawal from the trade and continued
difficulties with Kuwait as a consequence of the Gulf war, it is not possible to
predict prices within the live sheep trade for the rest of 1991. In general terms
it is anticipated that sales will continue to increase and should exports to
Saudi Arabia resume prices should respond positively to increased
competition. The long term trend throughout the Gulf region, particularly in
Saudi Arabia, is for market demand and consequently prices to favour young
rather than old sheep.

The Australian Meat and Livestock Corporation predicts that live sheep
exports will increase from 3.5 million in 1990 to 4.1 million this year.
Projected numbers for individual markets in 1991 are Kuwait, 0.85 million,
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United Arab Emirates 1.05 million, Qatar 0.80 million, Oman 0.40 million,
Bahrain 0.35 million, Yemen 0.05 million, Jordan 0.50 million, and other
countries 0. 10 million. It is important to note that this situation could change
quite dramatically, especially if agreement is reached between Australia and
Saudi Arabia on an acceptable veterinary health protocol to enable the
resumption of exports.

The Australian Meat and Livestock Corporation has predicted that exports of
chilled and frozen mutton will increase from 34 000 tonnes in 1990 to 85 000
tonnes this year. Details for individual countries are not available at short
notice but the major component of this increase is due to the recent sale of
some 55 000 tonnes of mutton to Iran.

LAND - CANNING VALE
Lots 122, 403 Fraser Road, Lot 12 Acounr Road - Urban Rezoning Considerations

600. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Planning:
With reference to lots 122 and 403 Fraser Road, Canning Vale and lot 12,
Acourt Road, Canning Vale, will the Minister advise -

(a) are there any considerations at all to the possible rezoning of this land
to urban or any change from its current zoning of rural;

(b) (i) is any area of this land within the 20ANEF Australian noise
exposure forecast or the 20-25ANEF contours or the
25-30ANEF contours;

(ii) if so, where;
(c) is it the policy of the department to allow housing development in any

of these contours and in which ones are they allowed;
(d) Ci) is any of the area involved within the Jandakot public water

supply area and the Environmental Protection Authority's
draft policy on protection of ground water wetlands area of the
Swan coastal plain;

(ii) if so, is any future urban use of this land possible?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(a) No.
(b) (i) Yes.

(ii) The land is situated within the 20-25 ANEF.
(c) It is departmental practice to support proposals for housing within the 20-25

ANEF. There is a general presumption against new housing development
within the 25-30 ANEF.

(d) Ci) Yes.
(ii) Urban use of this land was not recommended in the urban expansion

policy of 1990.

RAILWAYS - PERENJORI RAILWAY STATION
Staff Reduction

609. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is it intended to reduce staff numbers at the Perenjori railway station?
(2) If yes -

(a) when;
(b) how many staff will be retained?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:

The position of operations officer Perenjori, who is the last remaining
Westrail employee in the town, is being reviewed along with the positions of
other operations officers, but no decision has been made at this time.

ROBB JETTY - SHEEP AND CA77LE
Slaughter Statistics

610. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) What ame the numbers slaughtered daily at Robb Jetty for sheep and cattle for

the months of January, February, March and April in 1991?
(2) What are the numbers slaughtered daily at Robb Jetty for sheep and cattle for

the months of January, February, March and April in 1990?
Mr BRIDGE replied:
The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 3 10.)

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY FOR PEOPLE WITH FAMILY RESPONSIBILITIES -
DISCUSSION PAPER No 2

Production Cost

616. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Justice:
What was the total cost - time of employees, research, printing etc. - of
producing Discussion Paper No 2 on Equal Opportunity for People with
Family Responsibilities?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
The research and production of the discussion paper are components of the
normal duties and tasks of the research officer. Publicity arising from
informing the media and the general community of the discussion paper are
normal duties of the mediacommunity education officer. Payment of $6 000
was made to a consultant for a literature review of approaches adopted in
other States and overseas. The cost of printing discussion paper No 2 on
equal opportunity for people with family responsibilities was $3 462.

HOMES WEST - DEEP SEWERAGE CONNECTIONS
Unconnected Dwelling Units

619. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:
(1) How many actual dwelling units owned by Homeswest or any other agencies

under its administration are able to be connected to available deep sewerage
but remained unconnected in the following financial years -

(a) 1983-84;
(b) 1984-85;
(c) 1985-86;
(d) 1986-8?;
(e) 1987-88;
(f) 1988-89;
(g) 1989-90;
(h) 1990 to 31 March 1991?

(2) What are the total amount of moneys expended by Homeswest particularly for
the connection of properties to deep sewerage in (1) above in the years as
nominated?
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Mr McGINTY replied:

As a consequence of the Legislative Assembly Select Committee - 1987 -
Homeswcsr commenced a backlog sewer program aimed at connecting its
properties to available sewerage. To 31 March 1991, 829 properties have
been connected with approximately 170 due to be completed by the end of
this financial year. Actual numbers of properties which were able to be
connected between the years 1983-84 to 1988-89 are not known as no
information was held by Homneswest. However, the expenditure on sewerage
connection is as follows -

(a) 1983-84 - $311713
(b) 1984-85 - $149521
(c) 1985-86 - $140818
(d) 1986-87 - $189834
(e) 1987-88 - $221 994
(0) 1988-89 - $308401
(g) 1989-90 - $685 000
(h 1990-91 - $428 000

TOTAL - $2 435 281
HEPBURN HEIGHTS - SUBDIVISION

Native Trees Retention
628. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Will the Minister give an assurance that should the Hepburn Heights
subdivision proceed the maximum number of native trees will be retained
within that subdivision?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) Yes, as far as is consistent with the approved zoning at the time of

subdivision.
(2) Not applicable.

TROCHUS SHELLS - PRELIMINARY STUDY AN]) INQUIRIES
630. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Has the Minister completed the preliminary study and inquiries into the
trochus fishery policy?

(2) If so, has the review process been conducted?
(3) If the review has been conducted, who conducted it?
Mr CORDON HILL replied:
(1) No. However, preliminary inquiries have almost been completed.
(2)-(3)

A final decision has not yet been made on the review process.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - BUDGETS
Spending Sprees Prevention

129. Mr COURT to the Premier-
(1) What steps has the Government taken to ensure that Government departments

do not go on a spending spree in the final weeks of this financial year to use
up their Budget entitlements?

(2) What action will be taken to penalise departments which are found guilty of
this practice?
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(3) Are incentives in place for departments which come in under their
expenditure targets?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(l)43)

That is a good question. It gives me an opportunity to indicate to the House
that in this current climate of economic downturn, which we discussed today.
all States and the Federal Government are faced with revenues significantly
below those which they projected - even the pessimistic projections which all
States made earlier this year. I have taken the view as Treasurer chat it is
absolutely essential that we bring in a balanced Budget - without doing smart
tricks, as did Greiner in New South Wales. The only way to achieve that will
be to ensure that the expenditure of Government departments is kept to the
levels assigned to them in the Budget. In addition, further savings have been
identified in the last six months of the financial year to ensure that our
expenditure will match our revenue. That discipline has not been achieved
without difficulty or pain, but I believe it is a discipline which this Parliament
and the people of Western Australia would expect us to exercise at a time
when businesses are doing precisely that. There has been a series of memos
to departments and Ministers, advising them not only of the general need to
keep down expenditure but also in recent days specifically highlighting for
them the areas of expenditure to which they need to pay particular attention in
the run up to the end of the financial year. Any excess expenditure on areas
such as travel and the purchase of goods and services not normally part of the
Budget process will obviously be forbidden, Government departments have
been very cooperative. Their chief executive officers have met with me as
Treasurer and with Treasury officials to determine precisely how much they
can save in order that our Budget will come in as close to balance as possible,
and desirably on balance, without our engaging in some of the fancy footwork
which has led Nick Greiner to actually have a Budget of some $1.2 billion and
come in around $200 million or $300 million in deficit.

Several Opposition members interjected.
Dr LAWRENCE: Members opposite would benefit from reading the financial Press

and having a good hard look at some of the practices that have been engaged
in. Every State Government in this country, and also the Federal
Government, is having difficulty in balacing its Budget; any fair
commentator, financial or political, would observe that. It is incumbent upon
people who preach the sort of economic and fiscal responsibility which
Mr Gre iner does to be particularly mindful of the need to play the gamne
straight. I am not surprised that Mr Greiner has gone for an election at this
time because I have no doubt that at the end of the financial year the story he
will have to tell will not be a pretty one; and the first thing he will reach for in
-the next financial year will be a peni to rewrite every tax and charge in New
South Wales so that it will go up through the roof again and New South Wales
will become the highest taxing State in the country.

MOODY'S INVESTORS SERVICE - WESTERN AUSTRALIA'S CREDIT RATING

130. Mr KOBELJKE to the Premier:
Radio reponts today indicated that the international credit razing organisation,
Moody's Investors Service, has downgraded the credit rating of South
Australia and Victoria. What is the position with respect to Western
Australia's rating?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I am pleased to say that Western Australia has again been assigned the highest
possible credit rating - AAA - by Moody's Investors Service for Western
Australian Treasury Corporation's first Australian dollar Eurobond issue,
which was launched in London last week. This is a testimony to the
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soundness of Western Australia's economic future and financial position - a
paint I was trying to make to members opposite today, but which fell on deaf
ears because they preferred to se this State as some kind of economic basket
case. It is not, and the international financial community clearly recognises
that also. The latest rating is in line with the AAA rating Moody's has
assigned to Australian dollar denominated issues by Western Australian
Treasury Corporation under its $US400 million Euro medium term note
program and also with WATC's domestic issues, so the latest rating is
consistent with the rating we have received in the past. The Eurobond issue is
lead managed by Hambros Bank, and although finely priced has been well
received by the market. The all-in cost compares very favourably with
WATC's domestic funding alternative. In fact, the result is a saving of
0.03 per cent per annum, which may not sound like a lot, but it amounts to
$300 000 per annum or $2.1 million over the term of the loan. Those savings
are passed on directly to Government trading enterprises. Therefore, it is very
important that WATC continues the excellent work it has done in the area of
saving the State on interest payments.

ROAD TRAINS - EAST OF ALBANY HIGHWAY
Departinenal Review

131. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Can the Minister advise whether a departmental review of the operation of

road trains east of Albany Highway has been completed?
(2) If so, will the Minister make a copy available to members?
(3) Can the Mlinister arrange for a briefing of members on the mailer?
(4) Will the Minister provide an assurance for those operators who have

applications for permits currently before the department that they will be
expedited as quickly as possible?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(l)-(4)

I thank the member for same notice of the question. The departmental review
has not yet been completed and will not be completed for a few months.
When that review is completed I will be happy to arrange for members to be
briefed on the issue. This is a difficult issue because there is a lot of contrary
advice. The Police Department is very concerned about the operation of road
trains in built up areas.

Mr House interjected.
Mrs BEGGS: No, but there are some built up areas.
Mr House: No more than they are operating in now on the east side of the highway.
Mrs BEGGS: That is right, but the whole issue has to be addressed on the basis of

what is in the best interests of the moad system and also what is feasible in
terms of the general traffic movement in those areas.

Mr House: Are you aware, first, that all the shires in that area have given approval;
and, secondly, that the road system is better on that side of the highway than it

-is on the east side?
Mrs BEGGS: I am aware of that. In regard to the permits which are currently before

the department. I have asked the department to give me a briefing on what is
actually holding up those permits and what it can do. The review is not
completed but as soon as it is I am quite happy for the member to be briefed
on the whale issue.

RAILWAYS - NORTHERN SUBURBS RAPID TRANSIT SYSTEM
Tenders

132. Mrs WATKINS to the Minister for Transport:
Will the Minister advise the House of the latest situation with the calling of
tenders for the northern suburbs rapid transit system?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:
I am very happy to answer this question by the member for Wannerco.
Tenders will be called soon for the construction of all of the stations for the
$230 million northern suburbs rapid transit system. The construction schedule
calls for work to begin on the first of the stations in July this year. Six of the
seven stations are to be finished by September 1992 and the seventh station,
which is probably the one in which the member for Wanneroo is interested -
that is, the North Joondalup station - will be completed in mid- 1993.
First stage works for Stirling station will begin in July and will be finished by
next October to enable the main construction phase to begin in November.
Work on Joandalup station will get under way in October, with construction
of Warwick and Whitford stations starting a month later.

Mr Omodei: Will the sleepers be timber?
Mrs BEGGS: No. Next March and April will see work begin on Glendalough and

Edgewater stations.
Members may also be interested to learn that work on other aspects of the
system is progressing well. Tenders for extensions to Perth City station have
closed and work is expected to get under way within a few weeks. Work on
seven road and rail bridges has started and designs for other bridges and
associated roadworks is well advanced. A significant feature of the project is
that the construction phase is causing virtually no disruption to existing road
traffic, especially along the Mitchell Freeway.
The northern suburbs rapid transit system is one part of an overall strategy
costing $442 million and reflects the Government's commitment to the public
transport sector.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - FORMER MAYOR OF
MANDURAI-' S ALLEGATIONS

133. Mr BRA.DSHAW to the Minister for South-West:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the allegations by the former mayor of Mandurah,

Councillor Bruce Cresswell, and I quote from the Mandurab Mail of 10 May
1991-

"I call on the State Government to investigate the make up and role of
the South West Development Authority, the involvement of any of its
employees, if any, in council elections, the appointment of John Read,
former Labor Secretary as a 'Special Projects Consultant' and the
engagement of Gianfranco Rasile as the architect and co-ordinator of
the Senior Citizens Centre and his term of employment by the
authority, whether his engagement was a condition of the funding by
Government, and how he came to be selected by the State
Government."

(2) Is he also aware of a memo from P. Silla, Government media liaison officer,
to the Mandurab Town Clerk, Ken Donohoe, which states in part -

"Mr Fisher said that Council should say 'as little as possible' on the
financial arrangements with Rasile and queries of this nature should be
referred to the SWDA."

(3) Further to (2), will he now have the above allegations investigated by an
independent person; and, if not, why not?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(l)-(3)

The question asked by the member for Wellington continues the attack on the
integrity of the South West Development Authority, its board and staff. The
member has been part of a concerted Liberal campaign over the past few
weeks to try to destroy the reputation and standing of the South West
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Development Authority, which by implication includes Sir Donald Eckersicy.
Dr Ernest Manca and the people who work for the authority.
Let us just put Councillor Cresswell in context. Councillor Cresswell is the
former mayor of the Mandurab City Council and I must say that in my
dealings with him to date I have not had any real problem with him, but he is
not known to be a person who is always very calm. In the recent election for
his ward of the Mandurab City Council there was a tie, and he was elected
because he had been a councillor prior to this election. Subsequently he lost
his position as mayor on the ballot of councillors. Councillor CressweLl seems
to believe that he owes the fact that he scraped in at the election to the work of
the Liberal Party in Mandurab, and as a result he has joined in the concerted
campaign being conducted by the Liberal Party against the South West
Development Authority.

Mr Macinnon: My challenge to you is to repeat all this outside this House.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Leader of the Opposition will find that it is being repeated.

The substance of Councillor Cresswell's complaint is that he alleges that
when the contract for the senior citizens' centre at Mandurah was allotted by
the then Mandurab council it was a condition of the grant that they engage
Gianfranco Rasile, architect. Firstly, that is simply incorrect, and anyone who
cares to read the Mandurab newspapers published at the time that contract was
announced will find that Mayor Cresswell, as he then was, praised Mr Rasile
for the standard of his work and the standard of the design for the Mandurab
senior citizens' centre, which was constructed at a cost of $2.2 million paid
for by the South West Development Authority as a gift to the senior citizens
and the community of Mandurah. In addition, a memo appears to have been
sent from the media liaison officer for the Mandurab City Council to the town
clerk. I do not involve myself in the politics of local government and I am not
really aware of how a memo from the media liaison officer to the town clerk
is released to the public. In that memo the clerk is told this -

In bringing this matter to your attention -

That is, queries by the media about the particular contract. The memo
continues -

- and our subsequent discussion, it was agreed -

That is, it was agreed between the media officer and the town clerk. The
memo continues -

- that we ought not to reply to the press without prior consultation with
Mr Fisher of the Mandurah office of SWDA.

The rest of what follows in that memo which, I might say, I got from the
member for Wellington; I have no idea how he came by it but he gave it to me
today -

Mr Bradshaw: It just turned up.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It just turned up, did it? The memo contains an outline of a

discussion that was held, apparently between the media liaison officer and
Ken Fisher, who was the senior staff member of SWDA at the Mandurah
office.
We have today issued a Press release in response to Councillor Cresswell.
That Press release says, firstly, that Councillor Ciesswell is totally wrong, and
the fact that he is totally wrong is confir-med out of his own mouth by the
media comments he made at the time of the announcement of those contracts.
The Press release says, secondly, that I do not believe his remarks would be
endorsed by the Mandurab City Council and I would expect that in due course
the council would indicate that it does not agree with his comments. Thirdily,
the Press release states that the Liberal members opposite have just used
Councillor Cresswell's concern about the fact that he has lost the mayoralty as
another occasion to try to attack SWDA and all they are doing is impeaching
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the reputations of Sir Donald Eckersicy, Dr Ernest Manca and the staff of the
South West Development Authority. However, members opposite will not
indicate whether they think Mr Rasile had any contract which he should not
have had in terms of the standard of work, or whether there was any
overpayment. They are simply on a political exercise aimed at destroying
SWDA because they know that SWDA has been the most successful vehicle
for regionalisation, decentralisation and community development in country
areas that this State has ever known.

Government members: Hear, hear!
FURNITURE - MILAN EXHIBITION

134. Mr CATANIA to the Minister assisting the Minister for State Development:
Will he advise the House of the outcome of Western Australia's involvement
with the Milan furniture exhibition?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
I thank the member for the question. This is a very good example of industry
working in conjunction with the Government to improve Western Australia's
exports. I will briefly tell the House how this camne about: The Department of
State Development's marketing division has been working for some months
with industry to put together strategies to enter the highly competitive
international furniture market. Part of this strategy involved designers and
manufacturers coming together to put together an exhibition to take to Milan -
this involved competing in the European market, which is reportedly one of
the toughest in the world. As a result we have seen a further $1.5 million-
worth of export trade in the furniture industry.
Gascoigne Furniture has all but completed a contract with a Netherlands
company to export $1.2 million-worth of Western Australian furniture. That
is to be commended. It has been done with the assistance of the Department
of State Development, and this assistance has been acknowledged by the
company, and others, as being greatly beneficial. Gascoigne Furniture
employs 75 people, including four apprentices, and 90 per cent of its
production is exported - that is to be commended. I am advised by the
company that if it did not have access to these export markets it would employ
only about seven people. This is a tremendous achievement by the company
and it has acknowledged that its participation in two exhibitions in Singapore,
one in Hong Kong and one in Milan, have greatly assisted in developing this
export market. This would not have been possible without the tremendous
assistance provided by the marketing division of the Department of State
Development.

ABORIGINES - NORTH WEST WOMEN'S ASSOCIATION CONFERENCE
Atkinson, Mrs Judy - Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' Comments

135. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is she aware that after her speech to the recent North West Women's

Association conference her contribution to the event was described as
follows -

Dr Watson's approach to violence in Aboriginal families appears to be
a rambling feminist treatise on how Aboriginal women should walk
away from their men, or more police protection.
She's missing the point completely. Aboriginal men are. hurting just
as much as women.

(2) Is she also aware that Mrs Judy Atkinson also said that Government should
address as a priority the question of "sexual assaults, family violence and
alcohol"?

(3) What action has the Minister taken to give priority to these areas of concern to
Aboriginal people?
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Dr WATSON replied:
(1)-(3)

I read the criticisms in the newspaper, and whatever I say to justify my
comments would not resolve the issue at all. Hurt and pain exist in
Aboriginal communities, brought about in pant by the issues referred to in the
second part of the question; that is, by sexual assault, family violence and
alcohol. These are problems for all Australians, yet many of them are
exaggerated in the Aboriginal communities because of alcohol.
I met a number of Aborigines in Derby on Friday afternoon, and I listened to
them for a long time. The pain they suffer regarding the alcohol issue is
expressed in a variety of ways, and, of course, one of these is the outstation
movement. I listened to a woman, who was about my age, who had moved
with her family from one vulnerability to another. She sad that she and her
immediate and extended family, a group of about 18 people, had moved
115 kilomnetres from Derby to escape the influences of alcohol, violence and
petrol sniffing in the community they had come to call home. They moved to
a place at which water was 200 metres away from the home, no sewerage was
provided and medical attention was not available. She said that comparing
one set of circumstances to the other, she preferred the second; although the
water was 200 metres away and sewerage was not provided, the absence of
alcohol made it better for them and their children.
This is an enormous problem to which we must direct our attention, as we
have been doing for a long time. Alcohol can wreak horrors in many
communities, not only in Aboriginal communities. However, as the member
has asked me specifically about that issue, and the violence which often
comes with it, against women, children and, of cour-se, men, I shall refer -

Mr Blaikie: What are you doing to overcome it? What is your policy?
Dr WATSON: I could give the member a lecture on the subject, if he wants.

For many years the Health Department and the Alcohol and Drug Authority
have implemented a number of programs throughout Western Australia, not
just in the metropolitan area, in an effort to meet the challenges faced in those
kinds of communities. This challenge provides a stimulus and we must
develop appropriate programs for Aboriginal people. It is no good for those
of us in Perth to be developing programs. As the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal deaths report indicates, Aboriginal people must be consulted in
setting the agenda for these programs.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - PROJECTS
Memnber for Wellington's Criticisms

136. Mr P.1. SMITH to the Minister for South-West:
(1) Is he aware of the member for Wellington's criticism in labelling work being

undertaken by the South West Development Authority on several unnamed
projects as an obvious attempt at political pork-barrelling?

(2) Has the member for Wellington ever approached the Minister to express
concerns about SWDA's projects being an obvious vote gaining exercise?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1)-(2)

I am aware of the criticisms made by the member for Wellington as part of a
Liberal Party campaign to denigrate the South West Development Authority.
However, the member for Wellington has never approached me to discuss the
South West Development Authority's project grants. In Bunbury we have a
newspaper called the Bunbwry Mad, although it is known locally as the
'Bunbwry Bleat". It contains only bad news and the bleatings of Liberal Party

politicians through media statements. The member for Wellington is reported
in the Bunbwry Mail as follows -
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Referring to a SWDA expenditure list - tabled in State Parliament by
South West Minister David Smith - Mr Bradshaw claimed the State
Government had attempted to buy votes through allocating funds to a
wide range of organisations and individuals in the region.
The list details SWIDA payments ranging from less than $1 000 to
thousands of dollars.
"'From this information it is obvious ihe SWDA has engaged in a
political pork-barrelling exercise designed purely to gain votes for the
State Government in the South West," Mr Bradshaw said.

The member for Wellington knows full well that the recommendation for
most of those grants comes from the board of the South West Development
Authority, which is chaired by a Harvey resident, Sir Donald Eckersley, who
is not exacdly known as the political lackey of the Government. Also, the list
tabled in the Parliament involved the 1989-90 financial year, and that was the
period after, not prior to, the last election.

Mr Bradshaw: What about the previous year; it is the same story.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The member is interested in grandstanding and denigrating the

allocation of those funds, but he does not have the courage to nominate one
grant which he would not have made if he had been making the decision. I
ask the member to tell me whether he would object to any of these allocations:
Harvey districts oral history, 51 500; Brunswick self-help group, $1 500;
Burekup Primary School, $1 5 00; Cape! Apex Club for Strathem, $1 000;
Capel Shire Council for Boyanup, $3 000; Dardanup Community
Kindergarten. $1000; Harvey preschool, $1 000; Roelands Progress
Association, 52 000.

Point of Order
Mr COWAN: Mr Speaker, I am not quite sure how you might rule on this point of

order. Would the Minister explain how he can possibly be answering a
question from his colleague concerning matters dealt with on this side of the
Chamber by one of my colleagues? The matter has gone much too far. Four
questions have been asked on this side of the House.

The SPEAKER: Order! That is one of the points I will raise. It is appropriate that
whoever is speaking address his remarks to the Chair, no matter to whom he
thinks he is speaking. Had the Minister in question been doing that he would
have seen, on several occasions, my giving him the old television wind up.

Mr Court: He thought that meant keep going.
The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot beat that, the Minister may continue.

Questions without Notice Reswned
Mr D.L. SMITH: I may well have thought, Mr Speaker, that you were telling me

something about the member for Wellington. I will not delay the House by
continuing to read from this list. The noteworthy point about the list from
which I am reading is that all the grants are to community groups in the
member for Wellington's electorate, which is hardly indicative of
pork-barrelling.
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